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PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE FORTY-SIXTH CONGRESS. 


SECOND SESSION. 


. IN SENATE. x 
MONDAY, December 1, 1879. 


The first Monday of December being the day prescribed by the Con- 
stitution of the United States for the annual meeting of Congress, the 
second session of the Forty-sixth Congress commenced this day. 
The Senators assembled in the Senate Chamber in the Capitol at 
Washington City. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT of the United States (Hon. WILLIAM A. 
‘WHEELER, of New York) took the chair and called the Senate to or- 
der at twelve o’clock noon. 

SENATORS PRESENT. 

The following Senators were present: 

From the State of— 

Alabama—John T. Morgan. 

Arkansas—Augustus H. Garland and James D. Walker. 

California—Newton Booth. 

Colorado—N. P. Hill and Henry M. Teller. 

Connecticut—William W. Eaton and Orville H. Platt. 

Delaware—Thomas F. Bayard and Eli Saulsbury. 

Florida—Wilkinson Call. -t 

Georgia—John B. Gordon. 

Illinois—John A. Logan. e 

Indiana—Joseph E. McDonald. 

Iowa—William B. Allison and Samuel J. Kirkwood. 

Kansas—John James Ingalls and Preston B. Plumb. 

Kentucky—James B. Bec. 

Louisiana—Benjamin F. Jonas. 

Maine — Hannibal Hamlin. č 

Maryland—James B. Groome. 

e aTa ee L. Dawes and George F. Hoar. 

Michigan—Thomas W. Ferry. 

Minnesota—Samuel J. R. McMillan and William Windom, 

Mississippi—Blanche K. Bruce. 

Missouri—Francis M. Cockrell and George G. Vest. 

Nebraska—Algernon S. Paddock and Alvin Saunders. 

New Hampshire—Henry W. Blair and Edward H. Rollins, 

New Jersey—John R. McPherson and Theodore F. Randolph. 

New York—Roscoe Conkling and Francis Kernan. 

Ohio—George H. Pendleton and Allen G. Thurman, 

Oregon—James H. Slater. : 

Pennsylvania—James Donald Cameron and William A. Wallace. 

Rhode Island—Henry B. Anthony and Ambrose E. Burnside. 

Tennessee—Isham G. Harris. 

Texos—Richard Coke and Samuel B. Maxey. 

Vermont—George F. Edmunds and Justin S. Morrill. 

Virginia—John W. Johnston. 
West Virginia—Henry G. Davis and Frank Hereford. 
Wisconsin—Matt H. Carpenter. 

PRAYER, 


Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, Chaplain to the Senate, offered the following 
rayer: 
5 ighty and most merciful God, our Heavenly Father, we adore 
‘Thee as the only true and living , the creator, the preserver, and 
the supreme ruler of the universe. We thank Thee, O God, for all 
thy providential blessings tous. They are more in number than the 
stars of heaven and the sands of the sea-shore. Especially do we 
thank Thee for Thy kind preservation of us since last we met ther 
in this Chamber, and that we are permitted to enter upon the duties 


and responsibilities of another session of this venerable body, under 
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circumstances of great mercy, in the enjoyment of reason, and of 
health and every needed blessing. 

It hath seemed good unto Thee, O God, in Thine inscrutable provi- 
dence, to remove by the hand of death from this body one of its mem- 
bers. We pray that Thou wouldst bless his afflicted family. Sustain 
them in their sore bereavement and comfort them with the consola- 
tions of our most holy religion. And may we be deeply impressed, 
by this solemn event, of our own mortality, of the shortness and un- 
certainty of life, and of the importance of ing prepared for our 
departure; for we know neither the day nor the hour when we shall 
be called hence. 

And, O God, we invoke Thy blessing to rest upon another member 
of this body, whom Thou hast sorely stricken, in removing by death 
frem his companionship the partner of his joys and his sorrows. We 
invoke Thy blessing to rest upon him in his sore affliction. And if 
there be any other members upon whom Thou hast laid Thy afflictin 
hand, we pray that Thou wouldst remember them in great mercy an 
sanctify their afflictions to them. 

We commit ourselves and all that are dear to us to Thy guidance 
and protection. We implore Thy grave and the forgiveness of all 
our sins. We pay for our rulers, for the President and the Vice- 
President, the Senators and Representatives in Con and for all 
others in authority. Guide their councils and lead them to the adop- 
tion of such measures as shall redound to Thy glory and to the best 
interests of our common country. Be Thon their guide and support 
through all the trials and changes of life; be with them in the sol- 
emn hour of death; and finally receive us all into Thine everlasting 
kingdom, through the riches of grace in Christ, our Redeemer. Amen. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 


Mr. THURMAN offered the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of resentatives that a quorum 
of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is y to proceed to business. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. BAYARD submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of two members be a , to join 
such committee as may be appointed by the House of résentatives, to wait 
upon the President of the United States and inform him t a quorum of each 

onse is assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive any communication he 
may be pleased to make. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 
point the committee on the part of the Senate; and Messrs. BAYARD 
and ANTHONY were appointed. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. WALLACE submitted the following resolution; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, and to: 


Resolved, That the hour of the daily meeting of the Senate be twelve o'clock ` 
meridian, until otherwise ordered. 


REPORT OF SECRETARY OF SENATE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, communicating, in obedience to law, a state- 
ment of the eng e and expenditures of the Senate from March 25, 
1879, to June 30, 1879, and a statement of property in his possession 
belonging to the United States December 1, 1879; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 


REPORT OF SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, communicating, in obe- 
dience to law, a statement of property in his possession belonging to 


ted, to 
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the United States December 1, 1879; which was ordered to lie on the 


table and be printed. 4 . 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I desire that the communications 
connected with the Senate expenditures may be referred to the Com- 


mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
when appointed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communications will lie on the table 
for the present, to be referred to that committee when appointed. 
COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the report of the 
clerk of the Court of Claims, communicating, in obedience to law, a 
statement of the judgments rendered by that court during the year 
ending November 29, 1879; which was ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. 


RECESS, 


Mr. THURMAN, (at twelve o'clock and thirty-five minutes p. m.) 
I move that the Senate take a recess for three-quarters of an hour. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I would suggest to the Senator from Ohio to name 
half an hour. It is likely that the Senate may be able to proceed 
with business by that time. 

Mr. THURMAN. My experience is that when we have taken a 
recess for half an hour under circumstances like the present we have 
had to extend the time. I think we may as well take a recess for 
three-quarters of an hour at once. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; I do not insist on my suggestion, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio that the Senate take a recess for three-quarters of 
an hour, 

The motion was to; and at the 5 of the recess (at 
one o’clock and twenty minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Mr. GEORGE M. Apams, the Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
appeared at the bar of the Senate and delivered the following mes- 


e: 
jpt President, I am directed by the House of Representatives to in- 
form the Senate that a quorum of the House of Representatives has 
appeared, and that the House is now ready to proceed to business. I 
am also directed to inform the Senate that the House of Representa- 
tives has appointed Mr. J. D. C. ATKINS, of Tennessee; Mr. GEORGE 
A. BICKNELL, of Indiana, and Mr. James A. GARFIELD, of Ohio, a 
committee on the part of the House, to join such committee as may be 
appointed on the part of the Senate, to wait upon the President of 
the United States and inform him that a quorum of the two Houses 
has assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive any communi- 
cation he may be pleased to make. 
¢ DARIEN CANAL—MONROE DOCTRINE, 


Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that to- 
morrow, immediately after the morning hour, I shall ask the indul- 
gence of the Senate whilst I address a few remarks upon a resolution 
which I introduced last June touching the interoceanic canal, and 
reaffirming the Monroe doctrine. I promise not to detain the Senate 
to exceed an hour. 

PRESIDENTS ANNUAL MESSAGE, 

Mr.BAYARD. Mr. President, the committee appointed by the Sen- 
ate to wait upon the President of the United States, in conjunction 
with a similar committee appointed by the House of Representativ 
and to inform him that a quorum of both Houses was present an 
ready to receive any communication from him, have performed the 
duty assigned them, and have been informed by the President that he 
would communicate his message in writing at once. 

At one o’clock and forty-five minutes p. m., Mr. W. K. RODGERS, the 
Private Secretary of the President of the United States, appeared at 
the bar of the Senate, and said: 5 

Mr. President, I am directed by the President of the United States 
to deliver to the Senate a message in writing. 

The message was received from the Secretary, and handed to the 
Vice-President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the an- 
nual message of the President of the United States, which the Secre- 

w 


ill read. 

The Secretary of the Senate, Mr. Joun C. Burcu, read the message, 
as follows: i 
Fellow-citizens of the Senate and House of Representatives: 

The members of the Forty-sixth Congress have assembled in their 
first regular session under circumstances prey or mutual congrat- 
ulation and grateful acknowledgment to the Giver of all for 
the large and unusual measure of national prosperity which we now 


enjoy. 

The most interesting events which have occurred in our public 
affairs since my last annual message to Congress are connected with 
the financial operations of the Government directly affecting the 
business interests of the country. 

I congratulate Con on the successful execution of the resump- 


tion act. At the time fixed, and in the manner contemplated by law, 
United States notes began to be redeemed in coin, Since the Ist of 
January last they have been promptly redeemed on presentation, 
and iu all business transactions, public and private, in all parts of 


the country, they are received and paid out as the equivalent of coin. 
The demand upon the Treasury for gold and silver in exchange for 
United States notes has been com tively small, and the voluntary 
deposit of coin and bullion in exchange for notes has been very large. 
The excess of the precious metals a Sei or exchanged for United 
States notes over the amount of United States notes redeemed is 
about $40,000,000. 

The resumption of specie 8 has been followed by a very 
great revival of business. ith a currency equivalent in value to 
the money of the commercial world, we arg enabled to enter upon an 
equal competition with other nations in trade and production. The 
increasing foreign demand for our manufactures and agricultural 
produis caused a balance of trade in our favor, which has 

n paid in gold, from the 1st of July last to November 15, to the 
amount of about $59,000,000. Since the resumption of specie pay- 
ments there has also been a marked and . of 
the public credit. The bonds of the Government ing only 4 per 
cent. interest have been sold at or above par, sufficient in amount to 
pay off all of the national debt which was redeemable under present 
aws. The amount of interest saved annually by the process of re- 
funding the debt, since March 1, 1877, is $14,297,177. The bonds 
sold were largely in small sums, and the number of our citizens now 
holding the public securities is much greater than ever before. The 
amount of the national debt which matures within less than two 
years is $792,121,700, of which $500,000,000 bear interest at the rate 
of 5 per cent., and the balance is in bonds bearing 6 per cent. interest. 
It is believed that this part of the public debt can be refunded b 
the issue of 4 per cent. bonds, and, by the reduction of interest whic 
will thus be effected, about eleven millions of dollars can be annually 
saved to the Treasury. To secure this important reduction of interest 
to be paid by the United States, further legislation is required 
which, it is hoped, will be provided by Congress during its present 
Session. 

The coinage of gold yee mints of the United States during the 
last fiscal year was $40,986,912. The coinage of silver dollars since 
the passage of the act for that purpose up to November 1, 1879, was 
$45,000,850, of which $12,700,344 have been issued from the Treasury, 
and are now in circulation, and $32,300,506 are still in the possession 
of the Government. 

The pendency of the proposition for unity of action between the 
United States and the principal commercial nations of Europe to 
effect a permanent system for the equality of gold and silver in the 
recognized money of the world leads me to recommend that Congress 
refrain from new legislation on the general subject. The great re- 
vival of trade, internal and foreign, will supply during the coming 
year its own instructions, which may well be awaited before attempt- 

g further experimental measures with the coinage. I would, how- 
ever, strongly urge upon Congress the importance of authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to suspend the coinage of silver dollars 
upon the present legal ratio. The market value of the silver dollar 
being uniformly and largely less than the market value of the gold 
dollar, if is obviously impracticable to maintain them at par with 
each other if both are coined without limit. If the cheaper coin is 
forced into circulation it will, if coined without limit, soon become 
the sole standard of value, and thus defeat the desired object, which 
is a currency of both gold and silver, which shall be of equivalent 
yene dollar for dollar, with the universally recognized money of the 
world. 

The retirement from circulation of United States notes, with the 
capacity of legal tender in private contracts, is a step to be taken in 
our p toward a safe and stable currency, which should be ac- 
cepted as the policy and duty of the Government, and the interest 
and security of the people, It is my firm conviction that the issue of 
legal tender paper money based wholly upon the authority and credit 
of the Government, except in extreme emergency, is without warrant 
in the Constitution, and a violation of sound financial principles. 
The issue of United States notes during the late civil war with the 
capacity of legal tender between private individuals was not author- 

except as a means of rescuing the country from imminent peril. 
The circulation of these notes as paper money for any protracted 
period of time after the accomplishment of this purpose was not con- 
templated by the framers of the law under which they were issued. 
They anticipated the redemption and withdrawal of these notes at 
the earliest Praos oani period consistent with the attainment of the 
once for which they were provided. 

e policy of the United States, steadily adhered to from the adop- 
tion of the Constitution, has been to avoid the creation of a national 
debt, and when, from necessity in time of war, debts have been 
created, they have been paid off on the return of as rapidly as 
possible. With this view and for this purpose, it is recommended 
that the existing laws for the accumulation of a sinking fund suffi- 
cient to extinguish the public debt within a limited period be main- 
tained. 8 7 change of the objects or of taxation ae pean 
n on, it is su t ience own 
that a duty Tin be plasi on 898 which will not enhance 
the price of those articles to the consumer, and which will add sev- 
eral millions of dollars annually to the Treasury. 

The continued deliberate violation by a large number of the prom- 
inent and influential citizens of the Territory of Utah of the laws of 
the United States for the prosecution and punishment of polygamy 
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demands the attention of every d ent of the Government. This 
Territory has a population sufficient to entitle it to admission as a 
State, and the general interests of the nation, as well as the welfare 
of the citizens of the Territory, require its advance from the terri- 
torial form of government to the responsibilities and privileges of a 
State. This ap Saber change will not, however, be approved by the 
country while the citizens of Utah in very considerable number u 
hold a practice which is condemned as a crime by the laws of 
civil communities throughout the world. 

The law for the suppression of this offense was enacted with great 
unanimity by Congress more than seventeen years ago, but has re- 
mained until recently a dead letter in the Territory of Utah because 
of the peculiar difficulties attending its enforcement. The opinion 
widely prevailed among the citizens of Utah that the law was in con- 
travention of the constitutional guarantee of religious freedom. This 
objection is now removed. The Supreme Court of the United States 
has decided the law to be within the legislative power of Con. 
and binding as a rule of action for all who reside within the Terri- 
tories. There is no 790 any reason for delay or hesitation in its 
enforcement. It should be firmly and effectively executed. If not 
sufficiently stringent in its provisions it should be amended; and, in 
aid of the p in view, I recommend that more comprehensive 
and more searching methods for preventing as well as punishing this 
crime be provided. If necessary to secure obedience to the law, the 
enjoyment and exercise of the rights and Seer of citizenship in 
the Territories of the United States may be withheld or withdrawn 
from those who violate or oppose the enforcement of the law on this 
subject. i 

e elections of the past year, though occupied only with State 
offices, haye not failed to elicit in the political discussions which 
attended them all over the country new and decisive evidence of the 
deep interest which the great body of citizens take in the p of 
the country toward a more general and complete establishment, at 
whatever cost, of universal security and om in the exercise of 
the elective franchise. While many topics of political concern de- 
mand great attention from our people, both in the sphere of national 
and State authority, I find no reason to qualify the opinion I exp 
in my last annual message, that no tempo or administrative inter- 
ests of government, however urgent or weighty, will ever displace 
the zea) of our people in defense of the primary rights of citizenship, 
and that the power of panie opinion will override all political prej- 
udices, and all sectional and State attachments, in demanding that 
all over our wide territory the name and character of citizen of the 
United States shall mean one and the same thing, and with 
them unchallenged security and respect. I earnestly appeal to the 
intelligence and patriotism of ali good citizens of every part of the 
country, however much they may be divided in opinions on other 
political subjects, to unite in competing obedience to existing laws 
aimed at the protection of the right of s I respec y urge 
upon Congress to supply any defects in these laws which experience 
has shown and which it is within its power to remedy. I i 
invoke the co-operation of the executive and legislative authorities 
of the States in this t purpose. I am fully convinced that, if 
the public mind can set at rest on this paramount question of 
popular rights, no serious obstacle will thwart or er the complète 
pacification of the country, or retard the general diffusion of pros- 

rity. 
es a former message I invited the attention of Congress to the sub- 
ject of the reformation of the civil service of the Government, and 
expressed the intention of transmitting to Congress as early as prac- 
ticable a report upon this subject by the chairman of the civil serv- 
ice commission. 

In view of the facts that during a considerable period the govern- 
ment of Great Britain has been dealing with administrative problems 
and abuses in various particulars analogous to those presented in this 
country, and that in recent years the measures adopted were under- 
stood to have been effective, and in every respect highly satisfactory, 
I thought it desirable to have fuller information upon the subject, 
and accordingly requested the chairman of the civil service com- 
mission to e a thorough investigation for this purpose. The re- 
E ropors eels rerig apsara a 

e report sets fo e hi of t -spoi in 
Great Britain, and of the rise and fall of the eee wee, eee 
and of official interference with the freedom of elections. It shows 
that after long trials of various kinds of examinations, those which 
are competitive and open on equal terms to all, and which are car- 
ried on under the superintendence of a single commission, have, with 
great advantage, been established as conditions of admission to almost 
every official place in thé subordinate administration of that country 
and of British India. The completion of the report, owing to the 
extent of the labor involved in its arsi and the omission 
of Congress to make any provision either for the compensation or the 

of the commission, has been postponed until the present 
time. It is herewith transmitted to Congress. 

While the reform measures of another government are of no author- 
ity for us, they are entitled to influence to the extent to which their 
intrinsic wisdom and their adaptation to our institutions and social 
life may commend them to our consideration. 

The views I have heretofore expressed concerning the defects and 
abuses in our civil administration remain unchan except in so far 


as an e experience has deepened my sense of the duty both of 
officers and of the people themselves to co-operate for their removal. 
The grave evils and perils of a partisan-spoils system of appointment 
to office and of office tenure are now generally recognized. In the 
resolutions of the great parties, in the reports of Departments, in the 
debates and proceedings of Congress, in the m of Executives, 
the gravity of these evils has been pointed out and the need of their 
reform has been admitted. 

To command the necessary support, every measure of reform must 
be based on common right and justice, and must be compatible with 
the healthy existence of great parties, which are inevitable and essen- 
tial in a free state. 

When the people have approved a policy at a national election, 
confidence on the part of the officers they have selected, and of the 
advisers who, in accordance with our political institutions, should 
be consulted in the policy which it is their duty to carry into effect, 
is indispensable. It is eminently proper that they should explain 
it before the people, as well as illustrate its spirit in the performance 
of * 3 3 : ae A 

ifferent considerations apply to the greater number of those 
ho fil the subordinate places in the civil service. ir responsi- 
It is their duty to obey 


bility is to their superiors in official position. 
the io instructions of those upon whom that authority is de- 
volved, and their best public service consists in the discharge of 


their functions i tive of partisan politics. Their duties are 
the same, whatever party is in power and whatever policy prevails. 
As a consequence, it follows that their tenure of office should not de- 
pend on the prevalence of any policy or the supremacy of any party, 
but should be determined by their capacity to serve the people most 
usefully, quite nity sabe of partisan interests. The same consid- 
erations that should govern the tenure should also prevail in the ap- 
pointment, discipline, and removal of these subordinates. The au- 
thority of appointment and removal is not a perquisite, which may 
be used to aid a friend or reward a partisan, but is a trust to be ex- 
ercised in the public interest, under all the sanctions which attend 
the obligation to apply the public funds only for public purposes, 

Every citizen has an equal right to the honor and profit of entering 
the public service of his country. The only just ground of discrimi- 
nation is the measure of character and capacity he has to make that 
service most useful to the people. Except in cases where, apon just 
and recognized principles, as upon the theory of pensions, offices and 
promotions are bestowed as rewards for past services, their bestowal 
upon y theory which disregards personal merit is an act of injus- 
tice to the citizen, as well as a breach of tħat trust subject to which 
the appointing power is held. 

In the light of thesè principles it becomes of great importance to 

rovide just and adequate means, especially for every department and 
administrative office, where personal discrimination on the part 
of its head is not practicable, for ascertaining those qualifications to 
which appointments and removels should have reference. To fail to 
provide such means is not only to deny the et vier of ascertain- 
ing the facts upon which the most righteous claim to office depends, 
but, of necessity, to discourage all worthy aspirants by handing over 
appointments and removals to mere influence and favoritism. If it 
is the right of the worthiest claimant to gain the appointment, and 
the interest of the people to bestow it upon him, it would seem clear 
that a wise and just method of ascertaining personal fitness for office 
must be an important and permanent function of pike? Bee and wise 
8 t has long since become impossible, in the great offices, 
‘or those having the duty of nomination and appointment to person- 
ally examine into the individual qualifications of more than a small 
proportion of those seeking office ; and, with the enl ment of the 
civil service, that proportion must continue to become less. 

In the earlier years of the Government, the subordinate officers 
were so few in number that it was quite easy for those making ap- 

intments and promotions to personally ascertain the merits of can- 

idates—party managers and methods had not then become powerful 
agencies of coercion, hostile to the free and just exercise of the 
appointing power. 

A large and responsible part of the duty of Licey hy the civil ser- 
vice to the desi purity and efficiency rests upon the ident, and 
it is my 2 to do What is within my power to advance such pru- 
dent and gradual measures of reform as will most surely and rap- 
idly bring about that radical change of system essential to make our 
administrative methods satisfactory to a free and intelligent poopie: 
By a proper exercise of authority, it is in the power of the Execu- 
tive to do much to promote such a reform. But it cannot be too 
clearly understood that esa adequate can be accomplished with- 
out co-operation on the part of Congress and considerate and intelli- 
gent support among the people. Reforms which challenge the gen- 
erally accepted theories of parties, and demand cha: in the meth- 
ods of departments, are not the work of a day. eir permanent 
foundations must be laid in sound principles, and in an experience 
which demonstrates their wisdom and exposes the errors of their 
adversaries. Every worthy officer desires to make his official action 
a gain and an honor to his country, but the people themselves, far 
more than their officers in public station, are interested in a pure, 
economical, and vigorous ddministration. 


By laws enacted in 1853 and 1855, and now in substance incorpo- 
rated in the Revised Statutes, the practice of arbitrary appointments 
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to the several subordinate grades in the great Departments was con- 
demned, and examinations as to capacity, to be conducted by depart- 
mental boards of examiners, were provided for and made conditions 
of admission to the public service. These statutes are a decision by 
Con, that examinations of some sort as to attainments and capac- 
ity are essential to the well-being of the public service. The impor- 
tant questions since the enactment of these laws have been as to the 
character of these examinations, and whether official favor and parti- 
san influence, or common right and merit, were to control the access 
to the examinations. In practice, these examinations have not always 
been open to worthy persons generally who might wish to be ex- 
amined. Official favoritism and partisan influence, as a rule, appear 
to have designated those who alone were permitted to go before the 
examining boards, subjecting even the examiners to a pressure from 
the friends of the candidates very difficult to resist. As à consequence 
the standard of admission fell below that which the public interest 
demanded. It was also almost inevitable that a system which pro- 
vided for various separate boards of examiners, with no common 
supervision or uniform method of procedure, should result in confu- 
sion, inconsistency, and inadequate tests of capacity highly detri- 
mental to the public interests. A further and more radical change 
was obviously required. 

In the annual message of December, 1870, my predecessor declared 
that “ there is no duty which so much embarrasses the Executive and 
heads of Departments as that of appointments; nor is there any such 
arduous and thankless labor imposed on Senators and Representa- 
tives as that of finding places for constituents. The present system 
does not secure the best men, and often not even fit men, for the pub- 
lic places. The elevation and purification of the civil service of the 
Government will be hailed with approval by the whole people of the 
United States.“ Congress accordingly passed the act approved March 
3, 1871, “to re te the civil service of the United States and pro- 
mote the efficiency thereof,” pra the necessary authority to the 
Executive to inaugurate a civil-service reform. 

Acting under this statute, which was interpreted as intended to 
secure a system of just and effectual. examinations under uniform 
supervision, a number of eminently competent persons were selected 
for the purpose, who entered with zeal upon the discharge of their 
duties, prepared, with an intelligent cs Sb ee of the requirements 
of the service, the regulations contemplated, and took charge of the 
examinations, and who, in their capacity as a board, have been known 
as the “ civil service commission.” Congress for two years appropri- 
ated the money needed for the compensation and for the expense of 
carrying on the work of the commission. 

It appears from the report of the commission, submitted to the 

President in April, 1874, that examinations had been held in various 
sections of the country, and that an appropriation of about $25,000 
would be uired to meet the annual expenses, including salaries 
involved in discharging the duties of the commission. o report 
was transmitted to Congress by al message of April 18, 1874, with 
the following favorable comment upon the labors of the commission: 
‘If sustained by Congress, I have no doubt the rules can, after the 
experience gained, be so improved and enforced as to still more ma- 
terially benefit the public service and relieve the Executive, members 
of Con, and the heads of Departments from influences prejudicial 
to administration. The rules, as they have hitherto been en- 
forced, have resulted beneficially, as is shown by the opinions of the 
members of the Cabinet and their subordinates in the Departments, 
and in that opinion I concur.” And in the annual message of Decem- 
ber of the same year similar views are expressed, and an appropria- 
tion for continuing the work of the commission again Bsa 55 Š 

The appropriation was not made, and, as a consequence, the active 
work of the commission was suspended, leaving the commission itself 
still in existence. Without the means, therefore, of causing qualifi- 
cations to be tested in any systematic manner, or of securing for the 

ublic service the advantages of competition upon any extensive plan, 
3 in my annual m e of December, 1877, the making 
of an appropriation for the resumption of the work of the commission. 

In the mean time, however, competitive examinations under many 
embarrassments have been conducted within limited spheres in the 
Executive Departments in Washington and in a number of the cus- 
tom-houses and post-oflices of the principal cities of the country with 
a view to further test their effects, and in every instance they have 
been found to be as salutary as they are stated to have been under 
the administration of my 3 I think the economy, purity, 
and efficiency of the public service would be greatly promoted by 
their systematic introduction wherever practicable thro hout the 
entire civil service of the Government, together with ample provis- 
ion for their general supervision in order to secure consistency and 
uniform justice. 

Reports from the Secretary of the Interior, from the Postmaster- 
General, from the postmaster in the city of New York, where such 
examinations have been some time on trial, and also from the col- 
lector of the port, the naval officer, and the e bo Pogs that city, 
and from the postmasters and collectors in several of the other large 
cities, show that the competitive system where applied has in various 
ways contributed to improve eva na service. 

he reports show that the results have been salutary in a marked 
degree, and that the general application of similar rules cannot fail 
to be of decided benefit to the service. 


The reports of the Government officers, in the city of New York 
especially, bear decided testimony to the utility of open competitive 
examinations in their respective offices, showing that “these exami- 
nations, and the excellent qualifications of those admitted to the 
service through them, have had a marked incidental effect upon the 

ns previously in the service, and particularly upon those aspir- 
ng to promotion. There has been, on the part of these latter, an in- 
ps interest in the work, and a desire to extend acquaintance 
with it beyond the particular desk occupied, and thus the morale of 
the entire force has been raised. * * * The examinations have 
been attended by many citizens who have had an opportunity to 
thoroughly investigate the scope and character of the tests and the 
method of determining the results, and those visitors have, without 
exception, approved the methods employed, and several of them have 
publicly attested their favorable opinion.” 

Upon such considerations, I deem it my duty to renew the recom- 
mendation contained in my annual message of December, 1877, re- 
questing Congress to make the necessary appropriation for the 
resumption of the work of the civil-service commission. Economy 
will be promoted by authorizing a moderate compensation to persons 
in the -public service who may perform extra labor upon or under 
the commission, as the Executive may direct. 

I am convinced that if a just and adequate test of merit is enforced 
for admission to the public service and in making promotions, such 
abuses as removals without good cause and partisan and official in- 
terference with the proper exercise of the appointing power, will in. 

measure disappear, 

ere are other administrative abuses to which the attention of 

Congress should be asked in this connection. Mere partisan appoint- 
ments, and the constant peril of removal without cause, very natu- 
rally lead to an absorbing and mischievous political activity on the 
pani of those thus appointed, which not only interferes with the due 

ischarge of official duty, but is tuoompasiile with the freedom of 
elections. Not without warrant in the views of several of my prede- 
cessors in the one maser: office, and directly within the law of 1871 
already cited, I endeavored, by regulation made on the 22d day of 
June, 1877, to put some reasonable limits to such abuses. It ma 
not be easy, and it may never perhaps be necessary, to define wi 
precision the proper limit of political action on the part of Federal 
officers. But while their right to hold and freely express their opin- 
ions cannot be questioned, it is very plain that they should neither 
be allowed to devote to other subjects the time needed for the proper 
discharge of their official duties, nor to use the authority of their 
office to enforce their own opinions or to coerce the political action 
of those who hold diffetent opinions. $ 

Reasons of justice and public policy, quite analogous to those which 
forbid the use of official power for the oppression of the private citi- 
zen, impose upon the Government the duty of protecting its officers 
and agents from arbitrary exactions. In whatever aspect considered, 
the practice of making levies for party purposes, upon the salaries 
of officers, is highly demoralizing to the public service and discredita- 
ble to the country.. Though an officer should be as free as any other 
citizen to give his own money in aid of his opinions or his party, he 
should also be as free as any other citizen to refuse to make such 
gifts. If salaries are but a fair compensation for the time and labor 
of the officer, it is gross injustice to levy a tax upon them. If the 
are made excessive in order that they may bear the tax, the excess 
an indirect robbery of the public funds. 

I recommend, therefore, such a revision and extension of present 
statutes as shall secure to those in ev grade of official life or public 
employment the protection with which a great and enlightened na- 
tion should those who are faithful in its service. 

Our relations with foreign countries have continued peaceful: 
With Great Britain there are still unsettled Spencers growing ont of 
the local laws of the maritime provinces and the action of provincial 
authorities, deemed to be in derogation of rights secured by treaty 
to American fishermen. The United States minister in London has 
been instructed to present a demand for $105,305.02 in view of the 
dai received by American citizens at Fortune Bay, on the 6th 
day of January, 1878. ‘The subject has been taken into consideration 
by the British government, and an early reply is anticipated. 

n the completion of the necessary preliminary examinations the 
subject of our participation in the 3 fisheries as regulated by 
treaty will at once be brought to the attention of the British govern- 
ment with a view to an early and permanent settlement of the whole 
reer which was only temporarily adjusted by the treaty of Wash- 


n. 

Fort, have been made to obtain the removal of restrictions found 

injurious to the exportation of cattle to the United Kingdom. 
me correspondence has also occurred with regard to the rescue 
and saving of life and property upon the lakes, which has resulted in 
important modifications of the previous regulations of the Dominion 
government on the subject, in the interest of humanity and commerce. 
In accordance with the joint resolution of the last session of Con- 
, commissioners were 9 Fe 9 to represent the United States at 
fre two international exhibitions-in Australia, one of which is now 
in progress at Sidney and the other to be held next year at Melbourne. 
A desire has been expressed by our merchants ond manufacturers in- 


terested in the important and growing trade with Australia that an 
increased provision should be made by Congress for the representa- 
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tion of our industries at the Melbourne exhibition of next year, and 
the subject is respectfully submitted to your favorable consideration. 

The assent of the Government has been given to the landing on the 
coast of Massachusetts of a new and independent transatlantic cable 
between France, by way of the French island of St. Pierre, and this 
country, subject to any future legislation of Congress on the subject. 
The conditions imposed, before allowing this connection with our 
shores to be established, are such as to secure its competition with 
any existing or future lines of marine cable, and preclude amalga- 
mation therewith, to provide for entire equality of rights to our Gov- 
ernment and people with those of France in the use of the cable, and 

revent any exclusive possession of the privilege as accorded by 
Rae to the disadvantage of any future cable communication be- 
tween France and the United States which may be projected and ac- 
complished by our citizens. An present uction of the present 
rates of cable communication with Europe, felt to be too burdensome 
to the interests of our commerce, must necessarily flow from the es- 
tablishment of this competing line. 

The attention of Congress was drawn to the propriety of some gen- 
eral regulation by Congress of the whole subject of transmarine ca- 
bles by my predecessor in his m of December 7, 1875, and I 
respectfully submit to your consideration the importance of congres- 
sional action in the matter. 

The questions of grave importance with Span, pone out of the 
incidents of the Cuban insurrection, have been, for the most part, 
happily and honorably settled. It may reasonably be anticipated 
that the commission now sitting in Washington, for the decision of 
private cases in this connection, will soon be able to bring its labors 
to a conclusion. 

The long standing question of East Florida claims has lately been 
renewed as a subject of Lag ay EET, and may possibly require 
congressional action for its final di ition. 

A treaty with the Netherlands, with respect to consular rights and 
privileges, similar to those with other powers, has been signed and 
ratified, and the ratifications were exchanged on the 31st of July last. 
Negotiations for extradition treaties with the Netherlands and with 
Denmark are now in progress. 

Some questions with Switzerland, in regard to pauper and convict 
emigrants, haye arisen, but it is not doubted that they will be ar- 
ranged upon a just and satisfactory basis. A question has also oc- 
curred with respect to an asserted 2 55 by Swiss municipal author- 
it ies to exercise tutelage over persons and property of Swiss citizens 
naturalized in this country. It is possible this may require adjust- 
ment by treaty. 3 

With the German Empire frequent questions arise in connection 
with the subjects of naturalization and expatriation; but the im 
rial government has constantly manifested a desire to strictly main- 
tain and comply with all treaty stipulations in regard to them. 

In consequence of the omission of Congress to provide for a diplo- 
matic representative at Athens, the legation to Greece has been with- 
drawn. There is now no channel of diplomatic communication be- 
tween the two countries, and the expediency of providing for one, in 
some form, is submitted to Con 8 

Relations with Austria, Russia, Italy, Portugal, Turkey, and Bel- 
gium c continue amicable, and marked by no incident of especial im- 
portance. 

A change of the personal head of the government of E 
taken place. No change, however, has occurred in the relations be- 
tween Egypt and the United States. The action of the Egyptian 
government in presenting to the city of New York one of the ancient 
obelisks, which possess such historic interest, is highly appreciated 
as æ generous mark of international re . If prosperity should 
attend the enterprise of its transportation across the Atlantic, its 
erection in a conspicuous position in the chief commercial city of the 
nation will soon be accomplished. 

The ira recently made between Japan and the United States in 
regard to the revision of former commercial treaties, it is now be- 
lieved, will be followed by similar action on the part of other treaty 
powers. The attention of Congress is again invited to the subject 
of the indemnity funds received some years since from Japan and 
China, which, with their accumulated interest, now amount to con- 
siderable sums. If any part of these funds is justly due to American 
citizens, they should receive it promptly; and whatever may have 
been received by this Government in excess of strictly just demands 
Shoni in some form be returned to the nations to whom it equitably 

ongs. 

The government of China has signified its willingness to consider 
the question of the emigration of its subjects to the United States 
with a dispassionate fairness, and to co-operate in such measures as 
may tend to prevent injurious consequences to the United States. 
The negotiations are still proceeding, and will be pressed with dili- 


t has 


nce. 

A question having arisen between China and Japan about the Lew 
Chew Islands, the United States Government has taken measures to 
inform those powers of its readiness to extend its good offices for the 
maintenance of peace, if they shall mutually deem it desirable and 
find it practicable to avail themselves of the proffer. 

It is a gratification to be able to announce that, through the ju- 
dicious and energetic action of the military commanders of the two 
nations on each side of the Rio Grande, under the instructions of 


their tive governments, raids and perenne have greatly 
dec: , and in the localities where formerly most destructive have 
now almost wholly ceased. In view of this result, I entertain a con- 
fident expectation that the prevalence of quiet on the border will 
soon become so assured as to justify a modification of the present 
orders to our military commanders as to crossing the border, without 
encouraging such disturbances as would endanger the peace of the 
two countries. 

The third installment of the award against Mexico under the claims 
commission of July 4, 1868, was duly paid, and has been put in course 
of distribution in of poranne of the act of Congress providing for the 
same: This satisfactory situation between the two countries leads 
me to anticipate an expansion of our trade with Mexico and an in- 
creased contribution of capital and industry by our people to the de- 
velopment of the great resources of that country. T earnestly com- 
mend to the wisdom of Congress the provision of suitable legislation 
looking to this result. 

Diplomatic intercourse with Colombia is again fully restored by 
the arrival of a minister from that country to the United States. This 
is especially fortunate in view of the fact that the question of an 
interoceanic canal has recently assumed a new and important aspect, 
and is now under discussion with the Central American countries 
through whose territory the canal, by the Nicaragua route, would 
have to pass, It is trusted that enlightened statesmanship on their 
part will see that the early prosecution of such a work will y 
inure to the benefit, not only to their own citizens and those of the 
United States, but of the commerce of the civilized world. It is not 
doubted that should the work be undertaken under the protective 
auspices of the United States, and upon satisfactory concessions for 
the right of way and its security by the Central American govern- 
ments, the capital for its completion would be readily farnished from 
this country and Europe, which might, failing such guarantees, prove 
inaccessible. 

Diplomatic relations with Chili have also been strengthened by the 
Si} gd of a minister from that country. 

The war between Peru, Bolivia, and Chili still continues. The 
United States have not deemed it proper to interpose in the matter 
further than to convey to all the governments concerned the assur- 
ance that the friendly offices of the Government of the United States 
for the restoration of peace upon an honorable basis will be extended, 
in case the belligerents shall exhibit a readiness to accept them. 

Cordial relations continue with Brazil and the Argentine Republic, 
and trade with those countries is improving. A provision for regular 
and more frequent mail communication, in our own ships, between 
the ports of this country and the nations of South America seems to 
me to deserve the attention of Congress, as an éssential precursor of 
an enlargement of our commerce with them and an extension of our 
carrying trade. 

A recent revolution in Venezuela has been followed by the estab- 
lishment of a provisional government. This government has not yet 
been formally recognized, and it is deemed desirable to await the pro- 
posed action of the people, which is expected to give it the sanction 
of constitutional forms. 

A naval vessel has been sent to the Samoan Islands to make surveys 
and take possession of the privileges ceded to the United States by 
Samoa in the harbor of Pagopago. A coaling station is to be estab- 
MORET Eres which will be convenient and useful, to United States 
vesse 

The subject of opening diplomatic relations with Roumania and 
Servia, now me independent sovereignties, is at present under 
consideration, and is the subject of diplomatic co ndence. 

There is a gratifying increase of trade with nearly all European 
and American countries, and it is believed that with judicious action 
in regard to its development, it can and will be still more enhanced, 
and that American products and manufactures will find new and 
expanding markets. The reports of diplomatic and consular officers 
upon. this subject, under the system now adopted, have resulted in 
obtaining much valuable information, which has been and will con- 
tinue to be laid before Congress and the public from time to time. 

The third article of the treaty with Russia, of March 30, 1867, by 
which Alaska was ceded to the United States, provides that the in- 
habitants of the ceded territory, with the exception of the uncivilized 
native tribes, shall be admitted to the enjoyment of all the rights of 
citizens of the United States, and shall be maintained and protected 
in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and religion. The 
uncivilized tribes are subject to such laws and lations as the 
United States may from time to time adopt in regard to the aboriginal 
tribes of that country. 

Both the obligations of this treaty and the necessities of the peo- 
ple require that some organized form of government over the Terri- 
tory of Alaska be adopted. 

There appears to be no law for the arrest of persons charged with 
common-law offenses, such as assault, robbery, and murder, and no 
magistrate autherized to issue or execute process in such cases, Se- 
rious difficulties have already arisen from offenses of this character, 
not only among the original inhabitants, but among citizens of the 
United States and other countries, who have eng: in mining, fish- 
ing and other business operations within the Territory. A bill author- 
izing the appointment of justices of the peace and constables, and the 
arrest and detention of persons charged with criminal offenses, and 
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for an appeal to United States courts for the district of 
regon, in suitable cases, will at a proper time be submitted to Con- 


88 


The attention of Congress is called to the annual report of the See- 
retary of the Treasury on the condition of the public finances. 

The ordinary revenues from all sourees for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1879, were $273,827,184.46; the ordinary expenditures for the 
same period were $266,947,883.53 ; leaving a surplus revenue for the 
year of $6,879,300.93. . ; 

The receipts for the present fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, actual 
and estimated, are as follows: Actual receipts for the first quarter, 
commenci July 1, 1879, $79,843,663.61; estimated receipts for the 
remaining t quarters of the year, $208,156,336.39; total receipts 
for the current fiscal year, actual and estimated, $288,000,000. The 
expenditures for the same period will be, actual and estimated, as 
follows: For the quarter commencing J uly 1, 1879, actual expendi- 
tures, $91,683,385.10, and for the remaining three-quarters of the year 
the expenditures are estimated at $172,316,614.90; making the total 
expenditures $264,000,000, and leaving an estimated surplus reyenue 
for the year ending June 30, 1880, of $24,000,000. The total receipts 
during the next fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, estimated accord- 
ing to existing laws, will be $288,000,000, and the estimated ordinary 
expenditures for the same period will be $278,097,364.39; leaving a 
surplus of $9,902,635.61 for that year. 3 i 

e large amount expended for arrears of pensions during the last 
and the present fiscal year, amounting to $21,747,249.60, has prevented 
the application of the full amount required by law to the sinking 
fund for the current year; but these arrears having been substan- 
tially paid, it is believed that the 1 can hereafter be 
maintained without any change of existing law. 

The Secretary of War reports that the War Department estimates 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, are 840,380, 428.93, the same 
being for a less sum of money than any annual estimate rendered to 
Congress from that Department during a period of at least twelve 


ears. 

A He concurs with the General of the Army in recommending such 
legislation as will authorize the enlistment of the full number of 
twenty-five thousand men for the line of the Army, exclusive of the 
thirty-four hundred and 3 men required for detached duty, 
and therefore not available for service in the fleld. 

He also recommends that Congress be asked to provide by law for 
the disposition of a large number of abandoned military posts and 
reservations, which, though very valuable in themselves, have been 
rendered useless for military purposes by the advance of civilization 
and settlement. f 

He unites with the Quartermaster-General in recommending that 
an appropriation be made for the construction of a cheap and per- 
fectly fire-proof building for the safe storage of a vast amount of 
money-accounts, vouchers, ana ann other valuable records now 
in the Quartermaster-General’s Office, and exposed to great risk of 
total destruction by fire. 

He also recommends, in conformity with the views of the Judge- 
Advocate General, some declaratory legislation in reference to the 
military statute of limitations as applied to the crime of desertion. 

In these several recommendations I concur. 

The Secretary of War further reports that the work for the im- 
provement of the South Pass of the Mississippi River, under contract 
with Mr. James B. Eads, made in pursuance of an act of Congress, 
has been prosecuted during the past year with a greater measure of 
success in the attainment of results than during any previous . 
The channel ape the South Pass, which, at the beginning of op- 
erations in June, 1875, had a depth of only seven and one-half feet 
of water, had, on the 8th of July, 1879, a imum depth of twenty- 
six feet, having a width of not less than two hundred feet and a central 
depth of thirty feet. Payments have been made in accordance with 


the statute as the work progressed, 1 in the te to 
$4,250,000; and further paymona will become due as provided by the 
statute in the event of success in maintaining the channel now 


secured. 

The reports of the General of the Army and of his subordinates pre- 
sent a full and detailed account of the military operations for the 
suppression of hostilities among the Indians of the Ute and Apache 
3 and praise is justly awarded to the officers and troops engaged 
for promptness, skill, and co displayed. 

The past year has been one of almost unbroken peace and quiet on 
the Mexican frontier, and there is reason to believe that the efforts 
of this Government and of Mexico to maintain order in that region 
will prove permanently successful. 

This Department was enabled during the past year to find tem- 
porary though crowded accommodations, and a safe depository for a 
partion of its records, in the completed east wing of the building 

esigned for the State, War, and Navy Departments. The construc- 
tion of the north wing of the building, a part of the structure intended 
for the use of the War Departinent, is being carried forward with all 

ble dispatch, and the work should receive from Congress such 
iberal appropriations as will secure its speedy completion. 

The report of the Secretary of the Navy shows continued improve- 
ment in that branch of the service during the fiscal year. Extensive 
repairs have been made upon vessels, and two new ships have been 
completed and made ready for sea. 


The total expenditures of the year ended June 30, 1879, including 
specific appropriations not estimated for by the Department, were 
$13,555,710.09. The expenses chargeable to the year, after deduct- 
ing the amount of these ifioc spproprietions, were $13,343,317.79 ; 
but this is subject to a reduction of $283,725.99, that amount having 
been drawn upon warrants, but not aid out during the year. The 
amount of appropriations applicable to the last fiscal year was 
$14,538,646.17. There was, therefore, a balance of $1,479,054.37 re- 
8 unexpended and to the credit of the Department on June 
30, 1879. The estimates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, are 
814, 804, 147.95, which exceeds the np ay gwen for the present fiscal 
year $361,897.28. The reason for this increase is explained in the 
Secretary’s report. The appropriations available for the present 
fiscal year are $14,502,250.67, which will, in the opinion of the Secre- 
tary, answer all the ordinary demands of the service. The amount 
drawn from the Treasury from July 1 to November 1, 1879, was 
$5,770,404.12, of which $1,095,440.33 has been refunded, leaving as 
the expenditure for that period $4,674,963.79. If the expenditures of 
the remaining two-thirds of the year do not exceed the proportion 
for these four months, there will remain unexpended at the end of 
the year $477,359.30 of the current appropriations. The report of 
the Secretary shows the gratifying fact that among all the disburs- 
ing officers of the pay corps of the Navy there is not one who is a 
defaulter to the extent of a single dollar. I unite with him in rec- 
8 the removal of the Observatory to a more healthful loca- 
tion. That institution reflects credit upon the nation, and has ob- 
tained the approbation of scientific men in all parts of the world. 
Its removal from its present location would not only be conducive to 
the health of its officers and professors, but would greatly increase 
its usefulness. 

The appropriation for judicial expenses, which has heretofore been 
made for the Department of Justice in gross, was subdivided at the 
last session of Congress, and no approprisiion whatever was made for 
the payment of the fees of marshals and their deputies, either in the 
service of process or for the discharge of other duties; and, since June 
30, these officers have continued the performance of their duties, with- 
out compensation from the Government, taking upon themselves the 
necessary incidental outlays, as well as rendering their own services. 
In only a few unavoidable instances has the proper execution of the 
process of the United States failed by reason of the absence of the 
requisite appropriation. This cause of official conduct on the part of 
these oflicers, highly creditable to their fidelity, was advised by the 
Attorney-General, whoinformed them, however, that they would neces- 
sarily have to rely for their compensation upon the prospect of future 
legislation by Congress. I therefore especially recommend that im- 
mediate appropriation be made by Co for this purpose. 

The act making the principal appropriation for the Department of 
Justice at previous sessions has uniformly contained the following 
clause: “And for defraying the expenses which may be incurred in 
the enforcement of the act 8 February a 1871, entitled, ‘An 
act to amend an act approved May 30, 1870, entitled “An act to en- 
force the rights of citizens of the United States to vote in the sev- 
eral States of the Union, and for other purposes,” or any acts amend- 
atory thereof or supplementary thereto,’” 

No appropriation was made for this purpose for the current year. 
As no general election for members of Congress occurred, the omis- 
sion was a matter of little practical importance. Such election will, 
however, take place during the ensuing year, and the appropriation 
made for the pay of marshals and deputies should be sufficient to 
embrace compensation for the services they may be required to per- 
form at such elections. 

The business of the Supreme Court is, at present, largely iu arrears. 
It cannot be expected that more causes can be decided than are now 

i of in its annual session, or that by any assiduity the distin- 
hed magistrates who compose the court can accomplish more than 
is now done. In the courts of many of the circuits, also, the busi- 
ness has increased to such an extent that the delay of justice will 
call the attention of Congress to an aR ese erg Gi It is be- 
lieved that all is done in each circuit which can fairly be expected 
from its judicial force. The evils arising from delay are less heavily 
felt by the United States than by private suitors, as its causes are 
advanced by the courts when it is seen that they involve the discus- 
sion of questions of a public character. J 

The remedy suggested by the Attorney-General is the 3 
of additional circuit judges and the creation of an intermediate court 
of errors and 5 which shall relieve the Supreme Court of a 
part of its jurisdiction, while a large force is also obtained for the 


performance of circuit duties. 


Icommend this suggestion to the consideration of Congress. It 
would seem to afford a complete remedy, and would involve, if ten 
additional circuit judges are appointed, an 8 at the pres- 
ent rate of salaries, of not more than 860,000 a year, which would 
certainly be small in comparison with the objects to be attained. 

The report of the Postmaster-General bears testimony to the gene- 
ral revival of business throughout the country. The receipts of the 


Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ended Jane 30, 1879, were 
$30,041,982.86, being $764,465.91 more than the revenues of the pre- 
ceding year. The amount realized from the sale of postage-stamps, 
5 envelopes, and postal cards was $764,465.91 more than in 
the preceding year, and $2,387,559.23 more than in 1877. The ex- 
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penditures of the De 
of $376,461.63 was paid on liabilities incurred ng years. 
The expenditures during the year were $801,209.77 less than in the 


ent were $33,449,899.45, of which the sum 
in 


preceding year. This reduction is to be attributed mainly to the 
operation of the law passed June 17, 1878, changing the compensa- 
tion of postmasters from a commission on the value of stamps sold 
to a commission on stamps canceled. 

The amount drawn from the Treasury on appropriations in addition 
to the revenues of the Department was $3,031,454.96, being $2,276,- 
197.86 less than in the preceding year. 

The expenditures for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, are esti- 
mated at $39,920,900, and the receipts from all sources at $32,210,000, 
2513 a deficiency to be appropriated for out of the Treasury of 

710,900. 

The relations of the Department with railroad companies have 
been harmonized, notwithstanding the general reduction by Congress 
of their compensation, by the appropriation for special facilities, and 
the railway post-office lines have been tly extended, especially 
in the Southern States. The interests of the railway-mail service and 
of the public would be tly pronoma and the expenditures could 
be more readily controlled by the classification of the employés of 
the railway-mail service as recommended by the Postmaster-General, 
the appropriation for salaries, with respect to which the maximum 
limit is already fixed by law, to be made in gross. 

The Postmaster-General recommends an amendment of the law 
regulating the increase of compensation for increased service and 
increased speed on star routes, so as to enable him to advertise for 
proposals for such increased service and speed. He also suggests the 
advantages to accrue to the commerce of the country from the enact- 
ment of a general law authorizing contracts with American-built 
steamers carrying the American , for transporting the mail be- 
tween ports of the United States and ports of the West Indies and 
South Liveries at a fixed maximum price per mile, the amount to be 
expended being ted by ann appropriations in like manner 
with the amount paid for the domestic star service. 

The arrangement made by the Postmaster-General and the Secre- 
tary of the for the collection of duty upon books received 
in the mail from foreign countries has proved so satisfactory in its 
practical operation that the recommendation is now made that Con- 

shall extend the provisions of the act of March 3, 1879, under 
which this arrangement was made, so as to apply to all other dutia- 
ble articles received in the mails from foreign countries. 

The reports of the Secretary of the Interior and of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, setting forth the present state of our relations 
with the Indian tribes on our territory, the measures taken to ad- 
vance their civilization and prosperity, and the p already 
achieved by them, will be found of more than ordinary interest. The 
general conduct of our Indian population has been so satisfactory 
that the occurrence of two disturbances, which resulted in bloodshed 
and destruction of property, is all the more to be lamented. 

The history of the outbreak on the White River Ute reservation in 


Western Colorado has become so familiar by elaborate reports in the 


ublic press that its remarkable incidents need not be stated here in 

etail. It is expected that the settlement of this difficulty will lead 
to such arrangements as will prevent further hostile contact between 
the Indians and the border settlements in Western Colorado. 

The other disturbance occurred at the Mescalero agency in New 
Mexico, where Victoria, the head of a small band of maranders, after 
committing many atrocities, ee vigorously chased by a military 
force, made his way across the Mexican border and is now on foreign 
soil. 


While these occurrences, in which a comparatively small number 
of Indians were engaged are most deplorable, a vast majority of our 
Indian population have fally justified the expectations of those who 
believe that by humane and ul influences the Indian can be led 
to abandon the habits of savage life and to develop a capacity for 
useful and civilized occupations. What they have accom- 
plished in the pursuit of agricultural and mechanical work, the re- 
markable success which has attended the experiment of employing 
as freighters a class of Indians hitherto counted among the wildest 
and most intractable, and the general and urgent desire expressed by 
them for the education of their children, may be taken as sufficient 
proof that they will be found capable of accomplishing much more 
if they continue to be 1 6 and fairly guided. e Indian policy” 
sketched in the report of the Secretary of the Interior, the object of 
which is to make liberal provision for the education of Indian youth, 
to settle the Indians upon farm-lots in severalty, to give them title 
in fee to their farms inalienable for a certain number of years, and, 
when their wants are thus provided for, to dispose by sale of the lands 
on their reservations not occupied and used by them, a fund to be 
formed out of the proceeds for the benefit of the Indians, which will 
pary relieve the Government of the expenses now provided for 

y annual appropriations, must commend itself as just and beneficial 
to the Indians, and as also calculated to remove those obstructions 
which the existence of large reservations presents to the settlement 
and development of the country. I therefore earnestly recommend 
the enactment of a law enabling the Government to give Indians a 
title in fee, inalienable for twenty-five years, to the farm lands as- 
signed to them by allotment. I also repeat the recommendation 
made in my first annual message, that a law be passed admitting In- 


dians who can give satisfactory proof of having, by their own labor, 
supported their families for a number of years, and who are ing 
to detach themselves from their tribal relations, to the benefit of the 
homestead act, and to grant them patents containing the same pro- 
vision of inalienability for a certain period. : 

The experiment of sending a number of Indian children, of both 
sexes, to the Hampton Normal and Agricultural Institute, in Vir- 
ginia, to receive an elementary Popa education and practical in- 
struction in farming and other useful industries, has led to results so 
— that it Was thought expedient to turn over the cavalry 

arracks at Carlisle, in Pennsylvania, to the Interior Department for 
the establishment of an Indian school on a larger scale. This school 
has now one hundred and fifty-eight pupils, selected from various 
tribes, and is in full o tion. Arrangements are also made for the 
education of a number of Indian boys and gs belonging to tribes 
on the Pacific slopein a similar manner, at Forest Grove, in Oregon. 
These institutions will commend themselves to the liberality of Con- 
gress and to the philanthropic munificence of the American people. 

Last spring information was received of the organization of an ex- 
tensive movement in the Western States, the object of which was the 
occupation by unauthorized persons of certain lands in the Indian 
territory ceded by the Cherokees to the Government for the purpose 
of settlement by other Indian tribes. 

On the 29th of April I issued a proclamation warning all persons 
against participation in such an attempt, and by the co-operation of 
a military force the invasion was promptly checked. It is my pur- 
pose to protect the rights of the Indian inhabitants of that Territory 
to the full extent of the executive power. But it would be unwise 
to ignore the fact that a Territory so! and so fertile, with a pop- 
ulation so sparse and with so great a wealth of unused resources, will 
be found more ex to the repetition of such attempts as hap- 
pened this year, when the surrounding States are more densely set- 
tled and the westward movement of our population looks still more 

rly for fresh lands to occupy. Under such circumstances the 
difficulty of maintaining the Indian Territory in its present state will 
greatly increase, and the Indian tribes inhabiting it would do well to 
prepare for such a contingency. I therefore fully approve of the ad- 
vice given to them by the Secretary of the Interior on a recent occa- 
sion, to divide among themselves in severalty as large a quantity of 
their lands as they can cultivate; to acquire individual title in fee; 
instead of their present tribal ownership in common, and to consider 
in what manner the balance of their lands may be dis of by the 
Government for their benefit. By adopting such a policy they would 
more certainly secure for themselves the value of their possessions, 
and at the same time promote their progress in civilization and pros- 
perity, than by endeavoring to perpetuate the present state of things 
in the Territory. 

The question whether a change in the control of the Indian service 
should be made, was in the Forty-fifth Congress referred to a joint 
committee of both Houses for inquiry and report. In my last annual 
message I expressed the hope that the decision of that question, then 
in prospect, “ would arrest further oe of this 1 such 
agitation being apt to produce a disturbing effect upon the service, 
as well as the Indians themselves.” Since then, the committee having 
reported, the question has been decided in the negative by a vote in 
the House of Representatives. 

For the reasons here stated, and in view of the fact that further 
uncertainty on this point will be calculated to obstract other much 
needed legislation, to weaken the discipline of the service, and to un- 
settle salutary measures now in progress for the government and 
. of the Indians, I respectfully recommend that the de- 
cision arrived at by op es at its last session be permitted to stand. 

The efforts made by the Department of the Interior to arrest the 
depredations on the timber lands of the United States have been con- 
tinued, and have met with considerable success. A number of 
cases of trespass have been prosecuted in the courts of the United 
States; others have been settled, the trespassers offering to make 
payment to the Government for the value of the timber taken by 
them. The proceeds of these prosecutions and settlements, turned 
into the Treasury, far exceed in amount the sums appropriated by 
Congress for this 3 A more important result, however, con- 
sists in the fact that the destruction of our publie forests by depre- 
dation, although such cases still occur, has m greatly reduced in 
extent, and itis probable that if the present policy is vigorously pur- 
sued and sufficient provision to that end is made by Congress, such 
tres at least those ona scale, can be entirely suppressed, 
except in the Territories where timber for the daily requirements of 
the population cannot, under the present state of the law, be other- 
wise obtained. I therefore earnestly invite the attention of Congress 
to the recommendation made by the Secretary of the Interior, that a 
law be enacted enabling the Government to sell timber from the 
public lands without conveying the fee, where such lands are princi- 
pally valuable for the timber thereon, such sales to be so regulated as 
to conform to domestic wants and business requirements, while at 
the same time guarding against a sweeping destraction of the forests. 
The enactment of such a law appears to ome a more pressing ne- 
cessity every day. PA 

My 3 in former m are reuewed in favor of 
enlarging the facilities of the Department of Agriculture. Agricult- 
ure is the leading interest and the permanent industry of our people. 
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It is to the abundance of SAURNA production as compared with our 
the 


home consumption and largely increased and highly profitable 
market abroad which we have enjoyed in recent years that we are 
mainly indebted for our present prosperity asa people. We must look 
for its continued maintenance to the same substantial resource. There 
is no branch of industry in which labor, directed by scientific knowl- 
edge, yields such increased production in comparison with unskilled 
labor, and no branch of the public service to which the enco) ment 
of liberal appropriations can be more appropriately extend The 
omission to render such aid isnot a wise economy; but, on the contrary, 
undoubtedly results in losses of immense sums annually that might 
be saved through well-directed efforts by the Government to promote 
this vital interest. 

The results already accomplished with the very limited means here- 
tofore placed at the command of the Department of Agriculture is an 
earnest of what may be expected with increased appropriations for 
the several purposes indicated in the report of the Commissioner with 
a view to placing the Department upon a footing which will enable 
it to prosecute more effectively the objects for which it is established. 

Appropriations are needed for a more cape laboratory, for the 
establishment of a veterinary division, and a division of forestry, and 
for an increase of force. 8 

The requirements for these and other purposes, indicated in the 
report of the Commissioner under the head of the immediate necessi- 
ties of the Department, will not involve any diture of money 
that the country cannot with propriety now undertake in the interests 


of agriculture. 5 

It is gratifying to learn from the Bureau of Education the extent 
to 8 educational privileges throughout the United States have 
been advanced during the year. No more fundamental responsibility 
rests upon Congress than that of devising appropriate measures of 
financial aid to education, supplemental to local action in the States 
and Territories, and in the District of Columbia. The wise fore- 
thought of the founders of our Government has not only furnished 
the basis for the support of the common-school systems of the newer 
States, but laid the foundations for the maintenance of their univer- 
sities and colleges of agriculture and the mechanic arts. Measures 
in accordance with this traditional policy for the further benefit of 
all these interests, and the extension of the same advantages to every 
portion of the country, it is hoped, will receive your favorable con- 
sideration. 

To preserve and perpetuate the national literature should be song 
the foremost cares of the national oo reer The library gathe 
at the Capitol stil! remains unprovided with any suitable accommo- 
dations for its rapidly increasing stores. The magnitude and im- 
portance of the collection, increased as it is by the deposits made 
under the law of copyright, by domestic and foreign exchanges, and 
by the scientific lib of the Smithsonian Institution, call for build- 
ing accommodations which shall be at once adequate and fire-proof. 
The location of such a public building, which should provide for the 
pressing necessities of the present, and for the vast increase of the 
nation’s books in the future, is a matter which addresses itself to the 
discretion of Congress. It is earnestly recommended as a measure 
2 should unite all suffrages, and which should no longer be de- 


yed. 

The joint commission created by the act of Congress of August 
1876, for the pu of supervising and directing the completion o 
the Washington National Monument, of which commission the Pres- 
ident is a member, has given careful attention to this subject, and 
already the strengthening of the foundation has so far pro; as to 
insure the entire success of this part of the work. massive layer 
of masonry has been introduced below the original foundation, widen- 
ing the base, increasing the stability of the structure, and rendering 
it possible to carry the shaft to completion. It is earnestly recom- 
mended that such further appropriations be made for the continued 
prosecution of the work as may be necessary for the completion of 
this national monument at an early day. 

In former es, imp: with the importance of the subject, 

-I have taken occasion to commend to Congress the adoption of a gen- 
erous policy toward the District of Columbia. The report of the 
commissioners of the District, herewith transmitted, con sugges- 
tions and recommendations, to all of which I earnestly invite your 


ing their interests, and as the territo: 
property of the people of the Uni States, who, equally with its 
resident citizens, are interested in the prosperity of their capital, I 
cannot doubt that you will be amply sustained by the general voice 
of the country in any measures you may adopt for this p s 

I also invite the favorable consideration of Congress to the wants 
of the public schools of this District, as exhibited in the report of the 
co! oners. While the number of pupils is rapidly increasing, no 
adequate provision exists for a corresponding increase of school ac- 
commodation, and the commissioners are without the means to meet 
this urgent need. A number of the buildings now used for school 
p are rented, and are, in important particulars, unsuited for 
the purpose. The cause of popular education in the District of Co- 
lumbia is surely entitled to the same consideration at the hands of 
the National Government as in the several States and Territories, to 
which munificent grants of the public lands have been made for the 
endowment of schools and universities. 

RUTHERFORD B. HAYES. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 1, 1879. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message, with the accom in, 
documents, will lie on the table and be printed. 7 
FINANCIAL REPORT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of the finances for the 
year 1879; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

DEATH OF SENATOR CHANDLER. 

Mr. FERRY. Mr. President, the sorrowful duty devolves on me of 
announcing to the Senate of the United States the recent and sud- 
den death of my late coll ©, ZACHARIAH CHANDLER of Michigan, 
which occurred in the city of Chicago on the Ist day of November 


just passed. s i 

In making this announcement, it is not my purpose now to s 
of the character and services of one so long and so notably a member 
of this body; but at some suitable time I will invite the Senate to 
express, by resolution and by eulogy, its sense of the irre ble loss 
the nation sustains in the death of so distinguished a citizen. 

Mr. President, as a mark of respect for the memory of a Senator 
present at our last adjournment but absent now forevermore, I move 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was i to; and (at three o'clock and ten minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


of this District isthe common 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, December 1, 1879. 


This being the day designated by the Constitution, the members of 
the House of Representatives of the Forty-sixth Congress assembled 
in their Hall for their second session. 

At twelve o’clock m. the Speaker, Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, & 
Representative from the State of Pennsylvania, called the House to 

er. 
PRAYER. 

The Chaplain, Rev. W. P. Harrison, D. D., offered the following 

rayer: 
r ighty God, our Heavenly Father, we thank Thee that in Thy 
gracious providence these Thy servants, the Representatives of the 
people, have been permitted to assemble together once more and to 
resume their labors. 

O Thou who art the source of all wisdom and knowledge and truth 
give to these Thy servants the spirit of a sound mind and judgment 
and true patriotism, that they may ever keep in view steadily those 
interests of the 5 committed to their care. And may Thy di- 
vine wisdom and goodness guide them in all their deliberations. 

Bless Thy servants, the ident and the Vice-President of the 
United States, the officers and members of the Senate, the officers of 
this House and all its members, all departnients of the Government 
and all sections of our common coun And may peace, under the 
blessing of God, and prosperity prevail everywhere throughont our 

D 


careful attention. I ask your early and favorable consideration of | land. 


the views which they express as to the urgent need of legislation for 
the reclamation of the marshes of the Potomac and its eastern branch, 
within the limits of the city, and for the repair of the streets of the 
capital heretofore laid with wooden blocks, and now by decay ren- 
dered almost impassable, and a source of imminent danger to the 
health of its citizens. The means at the disposal of the commission- 
ers are pony inadequate for the accomplishment of these important 
works, and should be supplemented by timely appropriations from 
the Federal Treasury. 

The filling of the flats in front of the city will add to the adjacent 
lands and parks now owned by the United States a large and valu- 
able domain, sufficient, it is thought, to reimburse its entire cost, and 
will also, as an incidental result, secure the permanent improvement 
of the river for the purposes of navigation. 

The Constitution having invested Con with supreme and ex- 
clusive jurisdiction over the District of Columbia, its citizens must 


of necessity look to Congress alone for all needful legislation affect- 


These and all Thy gifts and blessings we ask in the name of Jesus 

Christ, our Redeemer. Amen. 
ROLL-CALL. 

The SPEAKER. This being the time fixed by the Constitution for 
the opening of the second session of the Forty-sixth Congress, the 
Clerk will now call the roll of members to ascertain whether a quo- 
rum is in attendance, and he will also call the names of the Delegates 
from the several Territories. 

The Clerk then called the roll, and the following members answered 
to their names: 

MAINE. 
illiam P. . om n . 
Stephen D. Idee, we 155 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Joshua G. Hall. Evarts W. Farr. 


James F. Briggs. 


1879. 


Charles H. Joyce. 
James M. Tyler. 


n W. Harris. 
Walbridge A. Field. 
Selwyn Z. Bowman. 

George B. Loring. 


Nelson W. Aldrich. 


Joseph R. Hawley. 
Tati Phelps. “4 


James W. Covert, 
Daniel O“ 7 
Simeon B. Chittenden. 


Archibald M. Bliss. 
Nicholas Muller. 
Sam 


William D. 8 Seth H. Yocum. 
Alfred C. Harmer. Morgan R. Wise. 
William Ward. Errett. 
Hiester Clymer. Thomas M. 
Reuben K. man. William 8. 3 
White. 
John W. Ryon. Samuel B. Dick. 
Jobn W. ger, J. 
MARYLAND. 
J. Fred, C. Talbott. Eli J. Henkle. 
mel. Milton G. Urner. 
Rebert M. McLane, 
VIRGINIA. 
R. L. T. Beale. John 5 Tucker. 
John e. John T. 
Joseph E. Johnston. Eppa Hunton. 
Ca James B. Richmond. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
Joseph J. Robert F. Armfield. 
Walter L. Steele. Robert B. Vance. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
George D. Tillman. 
GEORGIA. 
Philip Cook. William H. Felton. 
Henry Pi Alexander H. Stephens. 
ames H. Blount. ry Speer. 
ALABAMA, 
Hilary A. Herbert. William H. Forney. 
. Her A 
Wi J. William M. Lowe. 
Charles M. Shelley. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
H L. Muldrow. Charles E. Hooker. 
Van H. Manning. James R. Chalmers. 
H. D. Money. 
LOUISIANA: 
E. Jobn Ellis. Joseph B. Elam. 
Joseph H. Acklen. Edward W. Robertson. 
OHIO. 
Benjamin Butterworth. . A. J. Warner. 
Thomas L. Young. Gibson Atherton. 
J. Warren Keifer. W. Geddes. 
. Le Fevre. McKinley, jr. 
Wilm a eae 
. Hu: * 
Ebenezer B. Finley. James A. Gute 
Henry S. Neal. Amos Townsend. 
KENTUCKY 
Turner. Joseph C. S. Blackburn. 
James A. McKenzie. Philip B. Thompson, jr. 
John W. Caldwell. Thomas Turner. 
J. Proctor Knott. Elijah C. Phister. 
Albert S. Willis. 
TENNESSEE. 
Robert L. Taylor. Jobn M. Bright. 
Leonidas C. Houk. John F. House. 
George G. Dibrell. John D. C. Atkins. 
Benton McMillin. Charles B. Simonton. 
INDIANA. 
William Heilman. Abram J. Hostetler. 
Thomas R. Cobb. Godlove S. Orth. 
George A. Bicknell. William H. 
Jeptha D. New. Calvin Cowgill. 
Thomas M. Browne. Walpole G. ick. 
ohn H. er. 


William R. Myers. 
Gilbert De La Matyr. 


Latimer W. Ballou. 
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ILLINOIS. 
8 daue LE eagan 
Hiram Barber. Adlai E. Stevenson. 
John C. Sherwin. Joseph G. Cannon. 
Robert M. A. Hawk. Albert P. 
Thomas J. Henderson, William A. J. Sparks. 
Philip C. Hayes. R. Morrison. 
abe pmo oe Fort. Jobn R. Thomas. 
„Marsh. Richard W. Townshend. 
L. Clardy. Alfred M. La: 
Erastus Wells. Samuel L, Sawyer. 
R. Graham Frost. eon F. 
Lowndes H. Davis. John B. Clark, jr. 
Richard P. d. Wiliam H. 
James R. W. Aylett H. Buckner. 
ARKANSAS. 
Poindexter Dunn, Jordan E. Cravens. 
Willam F. Slemons. Thomas M. Gunter, 
MICHIGAN. 
Edwin Willits. Mark S. Brewer. 
Jonas H. McGowan. 7 Omar D. ` 
Julius C. Burrows. Roswell G. A 
John W. Stone. Jay A. Hubbell. 
FLORIDA. 
Noble A. Hull. 
TEXAS. 
John H. Reagan. — — Mills. 
Olin Wellborn. =. Upson. 
IOWA. 
Moses A. McCoid. James B. Weaver. 
Thomas U) Cyrus C 1 
Nathaniel C. ; ) 
WISCONSIN. 
Charles G. Williams. Peter V. Deuster. 
Lucien B. Caswell. 
MINNESOTA. 
Mark H. Dunnell. William D. Washburn. 
Poehler. 
OREGON. 
John Whiteaker. 
John A. 5 Thomas Ryan. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
Bain John E. Kenna. 
F. Martin. 
NEVADA. 
Rollin M. Daggett. 
NEBRASKA. 
Edward K. Valentine. 
NEW MEXICO. 
Mariano S. Otero, 
UTAH. 
George Q. Cannon. 
WASHINGTON. 
Thomas H. Brents. 
ARIZONA. 
John G. Campbell. 
IDAHO. 
George Ainslie. 
MONTANA. 
Martin 
WYOMING. 
S. W. Downey. 


The SPEAKER. The roll-call shows that two hundred and thirty- 
two members have answered to their names and that a quorum 
present. s 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, informed 
the House that a quorum of that body had assembled and was ready 
to proceed to business. 

t further announced the p of a resolution providing for the 
appointment of a committee on its part, to join such committee as 
may be appointed on the part of the Ho to wait upon the Presi- 
dent and inform him that a quorum of each House had assembled, 
and that Congress was ready to receive any communication he ren | 
be pleased to make, and that Mr. BAYARD and Mr. ANTHONY 
been appointed as such committee on its part. 

MEMBERS-ELECT. ; a 

The SPEAKER. Before proceeding to any further business the 
Chair presents front the Clerk the following communication. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CLERK'S OFFICE, HOUSR OF REPRESENTATIVES U. S., 
Washington, D. O., December 1, 1879. 


Sm: I have the honor to hand you herewith credentials of Representatives. eleot 
to the 25 Sixth Congress, received by me since the adjournment of the last ses- 
sion, as WS: i 
Certificate of the election of Hon. Horate Davis as a Representative from the 


first congressional district of C. 


10 
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Certificate of the election of Hon. H. F. Page as a Representative from the sec- 
ond nal district of California. z: 


01 
cate of the election of Hon. Campbell P. Berry as a Representative from 
the third congressional district of California. 

Certificate of the election of Hon. Romualdo Pacheco as a Representative from 
the fourth congressional district of Calitornia. 

Certificate of the election of Hon. William G. Thompson as a Representative 
from the fifth i district of Iowa, to fill vacancy caused by the death 


GEO. M. ADAMS, Clerk. 


The SPEAKER. The credentials of the member-elect from the first 
district of California will-be read by the Clerk. 


The Clerk read as follows: s 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 

1 Executive Department. 
all to whom these presents shall com 1 
8 e 
held in this State on the 3d day of September, 1879, Horace Davis received the 
highest number of votes cast in the first co: district for Representative 
oven therefore, I, W . f the State of California, d certify 
Now, 0 o 
that at che said election Horace Davis was duly elected for the first 
rere tative to the Forty-sixth Congress of the United States from the 
State 


In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great seal of 
the State to be affixed this the 10th day of November, 1879. 
2 PN 


The SPEAKER. The remaining credentials of the members-elect 
from the State of California will not be read unless desired, but will 
be spread upon the RECORD and the Journal. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The remaining certificates are as follows: 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
Executive Department. 


PFF 

Whereas the secretary of state has ed to me that at the general election 
held in this State on the 3d day of Popens e TOREA A bas ae 
est number of votes cast in the second con; district for Representative to 
the Forty-sixth Con; of the United States : 

Now, 223 CCC 
that at the said tion H. F. Page was duly elected for the second congressi 
distri -sixth Congress of the United States from 


In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great seal of 
the State to be affixed this the 10th day of November, A. D. 1879. 


(SEAL. } IRWIN, 
6 Governor. 
e governor: 
BY THOMAS BECK, 
Secretary of State. 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
of state has certified to me that at a general election held 
in this State on the 3d 1 3 received in the 
con, district the number of votes cast for and was duly 
asa ‘tative to the Forty-sixth Congress of the United States from 
it ot Ga alam Irvin pran do hry crt tht 0. P. Day 
ow, 0 z y 958 
waa cn nei ah cay of September, A. D. 1879, in the third con, district, State 
ony ‘ornia, duly elected a Representative to the Forty-sixth Congress of the 


tes. 
In testimony whereof I, William Irwin, governor of the State of California, have 
hereunto set my hand and cansed the great seal of the State to bo afixod this tho 
a ae WILLIAM IRWIN, 
Governor. 


of State. 


STATE oF CALIFORNIA, 
Executive 
To all to whom these ts shall come, : 
eee Ao E ae ed to me that at the general election 
held in this State on the 3d day of September, 1879, Romualdo Pacheco received the 
est number of votes in the fourth district for Representative 
to the Forty-sixth C pA Shy ame te : 


Wow, therefore, Xe governor of the State of do certify 
that at the said election Romualdo Pacheco was duly elected for the fourth congres- 
sional district a resentative to the Forty-sixth Congress of the United States 


sR the State of ornia. 


witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great seal of | 1 


the State to be affixed, this the 10th day of November, A. D. 1879. 
WILLIAM 


[SEAL] IRWIN, 
Governor. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk wilt now read the, credentials of the 
member-elect from the State of Iowa. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


STATE or IOWA, ss. 


In testimony whereof I hereunto set my hand and cause to be affixed the great 
seal of the State of Iowa. 


Done at Des Moines this 17th day of November, in the year of our Lord one 
thousand eight hundred and seventy-nine, of the In ence of the United 
States the one hundred and fourth, of this State the t third. 

(SEAL. OHN H. GEAR. 

© Governor: 
. A. HL, 
of State. 


Mr. STEPHENS. I move that the members-elect whose credentials 
have just been presented to the House, be sworn in. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand the 
certificate of election of Waldo Hutchins, elected on the 4th of No- 


vember last to resent the twelfth district of the State of New 
York, and to fill the vacancy occasioned by the death of Alexander 
Smith, who died immediately after his election in 1878. I ask this 


certificate be read, and that Mr. Hutchins be sworn in as a member. 

It may be well for me to state here, Mr. Speaker, that the State 
canvassers in my State will not meet until the 12th of December, 
and if the technical demand and of the House be complied 
with, Mr. Hutchins cannot take his seat until that time. But as the 
certificate of the district or county canvassers shows him to have been 
elected by thirty-five hundred . GE and as there is no question 
in the case whatever, I see no g reason why Mr. Hutchins should 
be deprived of his seat from now until the of this month; and 
therefore I ask the certificate be read by the Clerk, and that Mr. 
Hutchins be sworn in with the other new members. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to ask a question for information. If I 
understand the statement made by the gentleman from New York 
there is no certificate of election in this case, by the governor; is there 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. There is not. As I stated, the State 
canvassers have not yet met. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Do I understand the gentleman as stating that 
there is no contest ? 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. There is no contest; there is no notice 
of any contest. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Was there any opposing candidate at all? 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I would not be willing, for one, to allow it to be 
drawn into a precedent that we should have any one sworn in with- 
out Oe pees of a certificate. But if gentlemen around me 
are satisfied there is no contest, and no question about the election of 
Mr. Hutchins, I suppose there will be no objection to the course pro- 
posed by the 8 from New York; but it would certainly be 
unwise to establish as a precedent that a man should be sworn in who 
brings no regular certificate. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. If there was any question in the case 
whatever, or any doubt about it, I would not present Mr. Hutchins 
to be sworn in. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I desire to say a word. I pes, Lee this can only be 
done, if done at all, by unanimous consent, and that cannot create a 
8 I have no doubt of the facts stated by the gentleman 

New York in regard to the election of Mr. Hutchins, and that 
he is entitled to take his seat here. Isee no objection to his being 
sworn in at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would su that that portion of the 
paper presented by the gentleman from New York which has refer- 
ence to the election of Mr. Hutchins be read so that it may make a 
part of the record. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The giving of the consent asked can be sus- 
pended until the paper is read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The whole number of votes given for the office of Representative in 

con, 


nal district, for the unexpired term of Alexander Smith, de- 
ceased, was 23,867, of which Waldo Hutchins received 13,543; Nicholas Smith re- 
ceived 10,146; scattering, 19. 


Mr. CONGER. What authority certifies to that state of facts? 

The SPEAKER. The certificate will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
STATE or New York, 

Westchester County Clerk's Office, $8 : 
I hereby certify that I have compared the foregoing with the original statement 
on file and of record in this office, and that the same is a correct tran- 

script therefrom and of the whole of such ee and a duplicate of which has 
been forwarded to the State canvassers at Albany, New York. 

Witness my hand and official seal at White P. this 28th day of November, 


[SEAL] JOHN M. ROWELL, Clerk. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the swearing in 
of Mr. Hutchins. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let it be understood that there is no question 
raised about it, and that this case does not form a precedent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen whose certificates have been read 
will be kind enough to come forward and qualify. 

Mr. WALDO HUTCHINS, Mr. C. P. Berry, Mr. Horace Davis, Mr. 
H. F. Pace, Mr. ROMUALDO PACHECO, and Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMP- 
SON then appeared and qualified by taking the oath of office pre- 
scribed in section 1756 of the Revised Statutes. 


NOTIFICATION OF ORGANIZATION. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD submitted the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House notify the Senate that a quorum of the 
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House of Representatives has appeared. and that the House is ready to proceed to 
business. 


Mr. ATKINS submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee of three be inted on the of the House, to 
join such . — — as may be appointed onthe part of the Banne, to wait upon 
the President of the United States and inform that a quorum of the two 
Houses has assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive any communication 
he may be pleased to make. 

The SPEAKER appointed 2s members of the committee on the part 
of the House, Mr. Atkins of Tennessee, Mr. BICKNELL of Indiana, 
and Mr. GARFIELD of Ohio. 

PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair asks unanimous consent of the House 
that he may have the privilege of inviting on the floor, during their 
brief stay in this city, two members of the British Parliament, Mr. 
Albert Pell and Mr. C. 8. Read. 

There was no objection. 

RECESS. 


Mr. ATKINS. I move that the House take a recess for thirty min- 


utes. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at twelve o’clock and 
forty-five minutes p. m.) the House took a recess for thirty minutes. 

The recess having expired, the House resumed its session. 

Mr. BLOUNT. move that the House take a further recess for 
thirty minutes in order to give time to the committee to report. 

The motion was to; and the House accordingly took a fur- 
ther recess for thirty minutes. 

The recess having expired, the House resumed its session. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. ATKINS. Mr. S er, the joint committee appointed to wait 
upon the President and inform him that the two Houses are ready 
to receive any communication he may be pleased to make have dis- 

that duty, and he desires us to say to the two Houses that 
he will send a communication to them immediately. 

Mr. RODGERS, Private Secretary of the President, having been an- 
nounced at the bar, said : 

Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the President of the United States 
to deliver to the House of Representatives a message in writing. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the message just received 
from the President of the United States. 

The Clerk read the annual message. 

[It will be found in the proceedings of-the Senate. ] 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I submit the resolution which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the annual message of the President and the accompanying doc- 
3 the Whole and be printed. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. This resolution which I have offered 
implies that the message shall be printed in pamphlet form for the 
use of the House. I suppose there will be no 8 to that. 

„The SPEAKER. The resolution just read is the ordinary resolu- 
tion to print the usual number of copies. If additional copies are 
desired the printing must be provided for by a formal resolution, 
which, under the law, would go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. ere the printing is in excess of the 
usual number, then, I ee it is a matter for the Committee 
on Printing. My resolution simply provides that the message and 
Se pep sete be referred and printed; by that I mean printed in pam- 

t form. 
= The SPEAKER. The effect of the resolution, if adopted, will be 
to provide for the printing of the usual number of copies. 
e resolution was adopted. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House now adjourn. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Pending the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted, by 
unanimous consent, as follows: 
To Mr. CONVERSE, for three days, on account of important busi- 


ness ; 
3 ‘To. Mr. SMITH, of Georgia, for fifteen days, on account of important 
ess; 

To Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, for thirty days, on account of sick- 
ness; an 

To Mr. KING, until the Sth instant. 

The motion to adjourn was then to; and accordingly (at 
three o'clock and twenty-five minutes.p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and refe as stated: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of Abner Smead, M. D., of Baker 
City, Oregon, for the removal of his political disabilities—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHITTENDEN: The petition of business men of New York 
City and Brooklyn, New York, for reduction of postage on business 
circulars to the present newspaper rates of two cents per pound, when 
delivered at the post-office in packages of five pounds or more—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. COX: The petition of James Belger, major United States 
Army, for the correction of certain errors in an act of ny 1h re- 
storing him to his rank in the Army—to the Committee on Military 


Ts. 

Also, the petition of Martin F. Conway, for compensation and mile- 
ag as a member of the Thirty-sixth Congress—to the Committee of 

ections. 

Also, the petition of E. B. Fellows, pegs or New York, and 79 others, 
citizens of the United States, for the improvement of the Harlem 
River—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of Herman J. Shulteis, late first 
lieutenant and imental commissary of subsistence of the First 
a Wisconsin Cavalry, for a pension—to the Committee on In- 
y kr. HOUK The petition of Cynthia Spradlin, for th ti 

5 : The petition of Cynthi in, for the correction 
of the military record of Jacob M. Spradlin, late pare Company G, 
Sixth Tennessee Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, the petition of the trustees, officers, and members of Straw- 
Plains (Tennessee) Presbyterian church, for compensation for 
their church building destroyed by the United States Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUSE: Papers relating to the claim of Frederick Smith 
for 3300, alleged to have been erroneously collected from him by the 
Government—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, pa relating to the claim of Thomas Chadwell, administra- 
tor of the estate of E. H. Childress, deceased, for compensation for rent 
of property by the United States Quartermaster’s Department, under 
contract—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES: Papers relating to the claim of Augustus Bockes 
for the refunding of taxes paid on salary as a State officer—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of Lawson N. Fuller, „ and 
other citizens of the United States, for the improvement of Harlem 
Riyer—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McCOOK: The petition of Nicholas H. Brigham, ood and 
others of New York City, and 79 others, citizens of the United States, 
for the ae of ‘lem River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MCLANE : The petition of R. M. McLane, for the p: 

of an act of Con for the prevention of the adulteration Bf food, 
ially of the article of coffee—to the same committee, 
. MULLER: The petition of John M. Glover (accompanied 
by draft of resolution) that the investigations ordered by Rules 85 
and 103 of the House may be promptly and vigorously pressed, and 
that all needful authority and facilities be given the committees 
charged by said rules with said duties—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of Alfred F. Cumpston, late i. tae 
Company K, Fifth Re nt West Virginia Volunteers,for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’NEILL : Papers relating to the claim of Passed Assistant 
Paymaster Joseph T. Addicks, United States Navy, for relief from 
accounting for stolen from the United States steamer Ashuelot 
by deserters—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, December 2, 1879. 


La FAYETTE GROVER, a Senator from the State of Oregon, and 
ROBERT E. WITHERS, a Senator from the State of Virginia, appeared 
in their seats to-day. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Attorney-General, transmitting the annual report of the Department 
of Justice for the year 1879; which was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of New Hampshire relative to closing up the Centennial 
Exhibition; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed, 
to be referred to the Committee on Finance, when appointed. 

Mr. CARPENTER presented the petition of Mary Josephine bone 
widow of William C. West, d late a commander in the Uni 
States Navy, praying to be allowed a pension; which was ordered to 
lie on as table, to be referred to the Committee on Pensions, when 
appointed. 

e also presented certain papers in the case of Thornton Smith, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which were ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Pensions, when appointed. 

He also presented the petition of Robert C. Murphy, late colonel of 
the Eighth Regiment of Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers, praying that 
he may be honorably disc from the service by the Secretary of 
War as of even date with the order of President Lincoln, October 24, 
1863, revoking his order of dismissal without trial on the reeommenda- 
tion of Generals Halleck and Grant on the 16th of January, 1863; 
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which was ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, when appointed. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of Hon. Smith Ely, jr., ex- 
mayor of the city of New York, and 76 others, citizens of the United 
States, praying for an appropriation for the improvement of the Har- 
lem River; which was ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, 

Mr. GROOME presented the petition of Mary E. Armbrester, widow 
of Jerome Armbrester, late of Company C, Purnell Legion, Mary- 
land Volunteer Infantry, praying to be allowed a pension; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, when 8 

Mr. PENDLETON presented certain papers to accompany Senate 
bill No. 691 for the relief of Jared er; which were ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Pensions, when 
3 

. LOGAN presented the petition of numerous citizens and sol- 
diers of Lorain County, Ohio, praying for the passage of the bill for 
the equalization of bounties to soldiers; which was ordered to lie 
on the table, to be referred tothe Committee on Military Affairs, when 


appointed. 

Mr. WALLACE presented the apenan of the Pennsylvania Coal 
Company, by its treasurer, E. H. Mead, and 82 others, citizens of the 
United States, praying for an appropriation for the improvement of 
the Harlem River; which was ordered to lie on the table, to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of P. C. m and 41 others, 
citizens of Worcester, Massachusetts, praying for an appropriation 
for the improvement of the Harlem River; which was ordered to lie 
on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Commerce, when 
appointed. 

: CLERK TO CENSUS COMMITTEE. 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Select Committee on the Tenth Census, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee to make provision for taking the Tenth 
—. Se REY S Sere Eae this Congress, st the waual compensa- 


BILLS INTRODUCED. . 

Mr. LOGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 728) extending the privileges of sections 2990 
to 2997 of the Revised Statutes, inclusive, to the port of Chi in 
the State of Illinois; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to be referred to the Committee on Finance, when 9 

Mr. GROOME asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 729) for the relief of W. Spates, of 
Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to be 
referred to the Committee on Claims, when appointed. 

Mr. TELLER ee) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 730) for the relief of Mrs. S. 
A. Wright; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents, when appointed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 731) for the relief of Major Junius T. Turner; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to be referred to the 
Committee on Mag Affairs, when appointed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 732) granting a pension to George W. Leamy; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, when appointed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. TO ANAD an increase of pension to William 
Shelley; which was twice 7 its title, and ordered to be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, when appointed. 

Mr. EATON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 734) to protect life and property and to pre- 
vent accidents and delaying of mails on railroads and steamboats 
operated by steam-power within the jurisdiction of the United States 
of America; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to be 
isi to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, when ap- 

in 
ae also asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 735) extending the jurisdiction of the circuit court 
of the United States, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, when appointed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 736) authorizing the extension of letters-patent to 


inventors and patentees, or their lawful representatives, and for other | Ni 


purposes; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to be re- 
erred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 737) to relieve certain ships and vessels from 
compulsory pilot fees ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to be referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 47) authorizing the Secre 
of the Interior to certify school lands to the State of Kansas ; whic 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to be referred to the Commit- 


tee on Public Lands, when appointed. 


Mr. GORDON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 48) for the management of 
the construction of the Nicaragua Interoceanic Canal; which was 
read the first time by its title. 

Mr. GORDON. I ask that the joint resolution be read at length 
for the information of the Senate. 
i The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as fol- 
OWS: 

Whereas the project for the construction of an interoceanic canal in Nica 


ragua 
is recognized as a necessity for the prosperity of the commerce of the world and 
— development of the maritime kad d ee interests of the United States; 


‘Whereas such an enterprise must of necessity be considered as of international 
utility under the protection of the Government of the United States: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House ae As United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the rnment of the United States 1 
to accord full and entire protection to the company to which shall be granted 
concession by the —— Nicaragua for the construction of said inter- 
oceanic canal an secure to said company the peaceful enjoyment of the rights 
conceded by such grant. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Pres esident, I give notice that I shall ask the 
Senate to consider this joint resolution at an early day. In the 
mean time I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Commerce 


when 8 1 8 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be referred to 
that committee when appointed. 


PERMANENT APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, submitted the following resolution; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury furnish the Senate at an earl. 
day a tabulated statement showing the receipts and expenditures for each fiscal 
9 — 1865 to 1879, 1 account of app’ tions under title 41, sec- 

3687 to 3692, inclusive, of Revised Statutes, Wn as permanen ual 
appropriations, and all other 8 annual appropriations that are 
© Treasury, separating as as practicable the expenditures by each Depart- 
ment and the items thereof, y as to captured and abundemed roperty, sal- 
aries and ses of steamboat inspectors, collection of customs duties, mints, 
expenses of the public debt, and fees of supervisors of elections. 
PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


Mr. ANTHONY. In the absence of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
WHYTE] I offer a resolution, which I ask may be laid on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Printing, when appointed. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lic on the table, as follows: 

Resolved, That 3,000 additional copies of the President’s message, without the 
accompanying documents, be printed for the use of the Senate. 

2 PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN LOUISIANA. 
Mr. JONAS submitted the following resolution; which was read : 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of the General Land Office be requested to 
communicate to the Senate as soon as practicable a list of all the located private 
land claims in the State of Louisiana which have not been confirmed by Congress, 

ers, or courts — unor authority of Congress, showing the situ- 


or commissioners, 

ation of such claims with to oth b; 

r 

tion, township, and area; when surveyed by the United States; by whom 

oth Sn — arated D ne ins 70 che — 

er 

and final adjustment of such claims by Congress. 7 7 just, 

i The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 

ution. 

ai ALLISON. The resolution ought to go to the Secretary of the 
rior. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Louisiana to the form of his resolution, and ask him whether it 
should not be a direction to the head of the Department and not be 
a request to a subordinate ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the first part of the resolution be altered 
so as to read, “the Secretary of the Interior be directed” instead of 
“the Commissioner of the General Land Office be requested.” 

Mr. JONAS. Very well. Let it be modified in that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so amended, and 
as thus amended the question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was to. 

BILL RECOMMITTED. 

On motion of Mr. PENDLETON, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (S. No. 605) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
it certain fands in the United States Treasury in lieu of investment be 
en from the Calendar and recommitted to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
when appointed. 
DARIEN CANAL—MONROE DOCTRINE. 
Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. President, I desire now to submit the re- 
marks of which I gave notice yesterday, upon Senate joint resolution 


0. 43. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island, pur- 
suant to notice given by him yesterday, calls up for present con- 
sideration the joint resolution which he has indicated. 
Mr. BURNSIDE. I move that the Committee on Foreign Relations 
be dischar, from the further consideration of the joint resolution 
S. R. No. 43) in relation to the construction of a canal across the 
thmus of Darien by European powers. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, upon which he is entitled-to the floor. 
Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. President, I have requested that the joint 
resolution introduced by me in June last and referred to the Senate 
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Committee on Foreign Relations might be temporarily withdrawn 
from the consideration of that committee that I may briefly state my 
reasons for introducing it, especially as these reasons have been mis- 
understood, and misstated in Europe, as well as in our own country. 
I will ask the paroka to read the preamble and joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the people of this Union have for upward of years adhered to the 
doctrine asserted by President Monroe, “as a principle in which the rights and in- 
terests of the United States are involved, that the American 3 = 


free and independent condition which they have assumed and maintain 
henceforth not to be considered as subjects for future ‘occupation’ by any Euro- 


pean power: Therefore, A > 

Resolved by the Senate and House of 5 of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the people of these States would not view, without 
serious inquietude, any attempt by the powers of Europe to establish, under their 
protection and domination, a ship-canal across the Isthmus of Darien, and such ac- 
tion on the part of any European power could not be regarded “in any other 
55 than as the . of an unfriendly disposition toward the United 
States.“ 


Mr. BURNSIDE. This, Mr. President, is simply a re-énunciation 
of what is known as the Monroe doctrine, a cardinal principle of 
American policy which has for upward of half a century secured us 
from foreign interference in or foreign control of the affairs of the 
western continent. This doctrine was embodied in the annual mes- 
sage of President Monroe to the Eighteenth Congress, which first 
met in this city on the Ist day of December, 1823. At that time the 
Russians wanted to extend their dominions on the Pacific coast of 
North America so far southward as to include California, and King 
Ferdinand of Spain, who had been reinstated upon his throne by 
French bayonets, after having been banished by his disaffected sub- 
jects, was endeavoring to form an alliance with other European 
powers which would force back to their allegiance the revolted colo- 
nies of Spain in South America. Against this and similar demon- 
strations President Monroe formally protested, declaring to the poten- 
tates of the Old World that the United States would not tolerate the 
extension of their despotic machinations and intrigues to the New. 

This Monroe doctrine, Mr. President, has been the safeguard of 
these United States, and has been appropriately designated as the 
club of Hercules and the shield of Telamon, the former to ward off 
the armed intervention of European powers, and the latter to pro- 
tect this continent from colonial encroachment. Acting upon its 
provisions, the United States should maintain its position as the gov- 
erning power on this continent, and should carefully but positively 
exercise its prerogatives. While we as a nation do not propose to 
unnecessarily interfere with the course of any independent American 
power, or of any colonial government dependent upon a European 
power, we should bear in mind that we are the dominant power on 
the North American continent. 

Providence established our Republic in the wilderness, separated 
by the broad Atlantic from the intrigues and the corruptions of the 
Old World, which would have smothered the bright flames of liberty. 
Our fathers were permitted to achieve their ale aban and in our 
day there has been an internal struggle for the perpetuity of the 
Union which has resulted in a firmer consolidation of the national 

wer. We have not only maintained the position given us by our 

orefathers as against foreign powers, but we have supp: the 
most gigantic rebellion known to hi We have also passed 
throngh a fierce struggle relating to the succession to the chief office 
of the nation, a struggle which in any other conntry would have 
resulted in revolution, possibly anarchy. We settled the trouble 
by legislative action on the part of the people’s representatives, and 
the people have acquiesced in and ratified that action. 

Having perfected and strengthened our own existence, having a 
tained a high standard of moral and intellectual excellence, and ha 
ing developed an unequaled mechanical, agricultural, and mining 
prosperity, we must not permit any infringement of our rights on this 
continent, or suffer any steps to be taken on any part of it which will 
interfere with progressive independence, civil or religious. Should 
any of the western governments now dependent upon Euro pow- 
ers successfully renounce their allegiance we should regard them as 
our political wards, and should encourage them in maintaining their 
independence; but we should not, and could not, allow them to take 
any step backward in the march of freedom and civilization. Should 
they attempt to establish a government less free than the one which 
they have cast off we should at once intervene and see that they 
make an advance instead of a retrograde movement. 

That the colonies of Great Britain on our northern frontier will take 
any step looking to independence at present is . but in 
the course of time two adjacent populations, generally of the same 
origin, speaking the same language and having a common interest, 
must gravitate toward each other. Substantially, they are moving 
in the same channel that we are, and we need give ourselves no un- 
easiness as to the result of the problem which Sey are working out. 
With respect to Mexico and other governments near our southern bor- 
der there is an entirely different state of affairs. Mexico is chron- 
ically in a distracted condition, and although it was respected by the 
United States when our flag floated in triumph over its capital, and 
1 Heraka delivered, in large part, by the friendly offices of the 
United States from foreign intervention, it sometimes appears incapa- 
ble of self-government, and we may find it our unpleasant but im- 
perative duty to control it by some process, 


In my opinion, Mr. President, the time is not far distant when this 
Government will have to take a new departure in its management of 
contiguous or newly acquired territory, We should not necessarily 
invest with all the rights and immunities of citizenship people who 
may fall under our protection or control, and who are not qualified 
to exercise the duties of that citizenship, and some system of protec- 
tion will necessarily be adopted by us to meet future exigencies in 
the management of such territories. Wedonot and should not desire 
acquisition of territory, but we must have peace on our borders, Our 
right to pursue Mexican maranders into their own territory when the 
Mexican 7 ea are not capable of controlling them has about 
been conceded. Atall events, governmental armed forces have been 
authorized and directed to pursue these marauders into Mexico. This 
can only be a temporary expedient. The government of Mexico must 
acquire strength enough to control its citizens and prevent them from 
encroaching upon our rights, or we must assume the responsibility of 
controlling them ourselves. The herdsman never attempts to con- 
trol a wild mule by seizing its hind legs. He takes him by the head. 
We cannot control Mexico by handling and regulating its frontier. 
As for myself, Mr. President, I hope that the day is far distant 
when internal dissension and inability to handle its own frontier 
will compel us to take it by the head. the latter emergency should 
arise the United States should not hesitate to meet.it. There is no 
“holy alliance” on this continent, no “balance of power;” but the 
United States should exercise the governing and directing power. 
As I said of governments sr igre upon European powers who may 
throw off their allegiance, that they should not be allowed to take a 
step backward, so I say of independent governments on this conti- 
nent; they should not be allowed to take a step backward in the 
march of civil and religious liberty. 

Mr. President, one of the most impressive sermons that I ever lis- 
tened to was delivered by Bishop Howe, of Pennsylvania, many 
years ago, and before he had attained the high position which he 
now so ably fills. His text was taken from one of the psalms, and 
read as follows: 

Because they have no changes, therefore they fear not God. 

In the most eloquent language he portrayed the great danger which 
rich and prosperous communities were in of forgetting the great 
source of all their worldly benefits, contenting themselves with 
luxurious ease and allowing the very blessing which had been show- 
ered upon them to make them, in their selfishness, forget God. The 
Good Father has enabled us to establish upon this continent a great 
and free government. He has increased our riches, our intelligence, 
and our strength. With this he has imposed upon us certain duties, 
and we should not, as a people, wrap ourselves in the robes of luxury 
and ease, and declare ourselves content, no matter what may be going 
on in other governments on this continent. A duty rests upon us to 
see that this American land shall be devoted to freedom, and if we 
fail in the performance of that duty, a retribution will surely fall 
upon us. $ 

At the present time, Mr. President, we should bear in mind that 
the Monroe doctrine not only declares that the American govern- 
ments are not to be considered as subjects of future colonization by 
any European power, but that we should not view any interference, 
on the part of those powers, for the purpose of suppressing the exist- 
ing independent States of America, or, to quote the exact words, “ or 
controlling in any other manner their destiny, in any other light than 
= ere manifestation of an unfriendly disposition toward the United 

tates. 

The construction of an interoceanic ship-canal by European capi- 
talists, under the protection of a European government or by the 
authority of a European charter, would not only enable that govern- 
ment to control the destiny of the independent states through which 
it would pass, either Panama or Honduras or Nicaragua, but it would 
be dangerous to the peace and safety of the United States. An inter- 
oceanic canal will really be a maritime highway between the numer 
ous seaports on the Atlantic and Pacific coast of the United States, 
and it ae to me that wisdom and justice require that the Govern- 
ment of the United States should control that highway. It should 
be open to our commercial marine in times of , and to our naval 
vessels in times of war, without any European jurisdiction. The con- 
struction of an interoceanic canal with European capital, under the 

rotection of a European power or undera European charter, would 

an obtrusive interference with our home affairs, which could but 

justly excite resentment, and which the citizens of the United States 
would never tolerate. 

The contingency of a construction of an interoceanic canal, by any 
of the governments through whose territory it may pass, need hardly 
be discussed, because none of them have the financial resources 
necessary to its construction; yet had they the power, physically 
and financially, to construct the work, the duty of the United States 
would be none the less imperative to see that the control of it should 
rest with this Government. But it has been asserted, Mr. President, 
that no matter who may construct an interoceanic canal its control 
will be a question of power. In other words, that the European gov- 
ernments will, if they see fit, control by force of arms this American 
naval thoroughfare. 

Sir, that would be an impossibility. When the Monroe doctrine 
was originally promul, ated we were just recovering from a war 
which had cost much blood and treasure, which had 8 our 
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industries, checked our commerce, and increased our taxation. The 
European powers at that time had large accumulations of capital, and 
a surplus of population, from which war would relieve them, so that a 
declaration of hostilities would not have interrupted their ordinary 

ursuits or have materially affected their national credit. Yet Mr. 
3 and his supporters did not hesitate. They did not request 
European governments to let this continent alone, but they deflantly 
asserted that any such interference could not be regarded “in any 
other light than as the manifestation of an unfriendly disposition 
toward the United States.” The people, without distinction D yes 
rallied around the banner thus unfurled, on which was inscri “No 
foreign intervention,” with a zealous confidence previously unknown. 

How different is the condition of our country now! Our popula- 
tion has been enhanced by the natural increase, as well as by millions 
of the toilers of other lands who have come here to enjoy the bless- 
ings of civil and religions liberty. Iron rails bind the vast area 
of our territory, in every direction, while strong arms and honest 
hearts are successfully toiling in the mines, in the manufactories, 
and in the broad fields for their livelihood, and are thus augment- 
ing our national wealth. To such perfection has the inventive genius 
of the land carried the machinery used for agricultural and mechan- 
ica] purposes that it would be ble for the women of America, in 
case of urgent need and patriotic call, to produce almost every desired 
supply of subsistence, clothing, and equipment. But few of the men 
3 be required to do the heavy work in the founderies, in the 
manufactories, and in the field. The main part of the work could be 
done by patriotic women. This would enable an unparalleled body 
of men to take the field; and it is estimated that we could raise, arm, 
equip, and subsist an army of five million of men. We could by 
modern appliances in the way of torpedoes, floating batteries, &c., 
render access to our harbors by foreign ships impossible. What 
foreign power or powers could send a force to the American continent 
and effect any lodgment, in the face of such a body of national de- 
fenders and such means of national defense? It would be impossible 
to even collect such a fleet of transports as would be required to 
bring over such a hostile army of invasion to our shores. 

I am well aware, Mr. President, that the Monroe doctrine has never 
been enacted by Congress and placed upon the national statute-book, 
but it has been recognized as a prominent feature of the unwritten 
law of the land, which has governed our nation in its international 
relations. It has been intimated that the author of the Monroe 
doctrine was Mr. Canning, but there is a letter written in October, 
1823, to President Monroe by Ex-President Jefferson, to whom he had 
applied for advice, wnich disposed of the intimation that this great 
American principle was adopted at the suggestion of a British states- 
man. Mr. Jefferson wrote: 


Our first and fundamental maxim should be never to entangle ourselves in the 
— of Europe; our second, never to suffer Europe to interfere with cisatlantic 
rs. 


Daniel Webster said in Congress on the 11th of April, 1826, speak- 
ing of the promulgation of the Monroe doctrine: 

I have understood from good authority that it was considered, weighed, and dis- 
tinctly approved by the President's advisers at that time. 

The Cabinet was then composed of John Quincy Adams, Secretary 
of State; William H. Crawford, of Georgia, Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; John C. Calhoun, Secretary of War; Samuel L. Southard, Sec- 
retary of the Navy, and William Wirt, Attorney-General. 

Henry Clay, then Speaker of the House of Representatives, offered 
a joint resolution which gave a legislative indorsement to President 
Monroe’s declarations, and the debates at either end of the Capitol 
show in what high estimation the doctrine was held by the leading 
Senators and Representatives. Its promulgation was regarded as a 
new departure for our Republic. John C. Calhoun said later in life, 
January 14, 1846, that “no man can view with stronger feelings of 
indignation than I do the improper interference of European powers 
with the nations of this continent.” 

Daniel Webster said in his great speech, April 11, 1826, on the Pan- 
ama congress : 

I concur Erta f with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hemphill] that 
this declaration of Mr. Monroe was wise, seasonable, and patriotic. 

James Buchanan declared that— 

This declaration was re-echoed by millions of freemen ; it was received with en- 
ere in every part of the Union; it answered the purpose for which it was 

Even the liberal statesmen of England acquiesced in the principles 

romulgated by Mr. Monroe. The prime minister of Great Britain 

r. Canning, one of the most enlightened statesmen of his age, used 
the following language: 


It concerned the United States, under aspects and interests as immediate and 
commanding as it did or could any of the states of Europe. They were the first 
power on that continent, and evidently the leading power. They were connected 
with Spanish America by their position, as they were with Europe by their rela- 
tions; and they also stood connected with those new states by tical relations. 
Was it ble they could see with indifference their fate decided only by Europe? 
Could Europe t such indifference? Had no new e arrived in relative 

ition of the United States toward Europe which Europe must acknowl ! 

ere the great political and commercial in < which hang upon the destinies 

of the new continent to be canvassed and ju: in this hemiapbers [Europe] with- 
out the co-operation, or even knowledge, of the United States 


This Monroe doctrine, Mr. President, has never lost its hold upon 
the pride and patriotic affections of the American people. Again 


and again has it been cited by our Secretaries of State, in defense of 
our national diplomatic 8 and referred to by our diplomats 
as defining our line of duty. In 1853, when Louis Napoleon was 
strengthening his newly erected throne by restoring the martial glo- 
ries of the French er a the venerable General Cass, then a United 
States Senator, thus alluded to the feelings entertained toward the 
United States in Europe, as a sign of the times worthy of serious 
consideration: i 

We cannot— 

Said the veteran statesman of Michigan— 


disguise from ourselves that N er and prospects, while they are a reproach 
to many of the governments of the Old World, have excited their comity by 
the contrasts they exhibit, and by the dangerous example they offer to the op- 
masses, invi them to do as we have done, to become free as we are 
He who does not w that there is not a government in Europe which is a 
friend to our institutions has much to learn of the impression that our past, our 
preset, and our probable future are producing among them. But what we have 
apprehend is p for arresting our extent and prosperity, the seizure of - 
tions by which we might be annoyed and circumscribed, and the creation of an 
infinence, of schemes of policy offering 


— l obstacles to our future advance- 

In ten years from the utterance of this prediction it was fulfilled 
by the ap nce of French troops in Mexico to support the govern- 
ment of the ill-starred Maximilian. Hon. William H. Seward, then 
Secretary of State, protested vigorously against this armed inter- 
ference in the politics of our sister republic; and he also sopra a 
scheme for establishing a colony in Mexico by Dr. William M. Gwin 
and associates, which he asserted the United States Government 
could not look upon with satisfaction, as martial or political enemies 
on the opposite banks of the Rio Grande.” If it was true that the 
people of this country would not tolerate a colony in Mexico, can 
it be possible that they will permit the European powers, or an 
company under Euro protection or influence, to construct an 
control an inte c canal across the Isthmus, which would be so 
useful in times of peace, and so indispensable in times of war? The 
establishment of sucha great public work in sucha manner would be 
fatal to the preservation and development of those American ideas on 
which are founded the hopes of the social welfare and the enlight- 
ened progress of the entire continent of North America. 

Congress should act upon this grave question without delay, ere 
any foreign power makes a demonstration for the control of the in- 
teroceanic canal; and a grave responsibility will rest upon us should 
we now abandon to the chance of circumstances the maintenance of 
our supremacy on this continent. In 1 such a joint resolu- 
tion as I have had the honor to present, the United States Govern- 
ment will exercise a right incontestably belonging to it, will sustain 
the honor of the Republic, will advance the cause of progressive, 
civil, and religious liberty, and will receive the support of the peo- 
ple. We have had enough of internal agitation and of sectional 
strife. Let us now reaffirm and stand by the Monroe doctrine, which 
can but meet the sympathy and the conviction not only of the true- 
hearted citizens of this Republic, but of the lovers of liberty through- 
out the world. 

I now, Mr. President, withdraw my motion to relieve the commit- 
tee from the further consideration of this resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from Rhode 
Island is withdrawn. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. GARLAND. If there is no further legislative business, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
- The motion was sgreat to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After fifteen minutes t in ex- 
ee session the doors were reopened, and (at one o’clock p. m.) 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


TUESDAY, December 2, 1879. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


. N, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

The following additional members ap to-day: JAMES B. BEL- 
FORD of Colorado, Horatio G. FISHER of Pennsylvania, AMAZIAH 
B. JAMES of New York, WILLIAM H. Krromx of North Carolina, BUR- 
WELL B. Lewis of Alabama, EDWARD L. MARTIN of Delaware, and 
THADDEUS C. POUND of Wisconsin. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PRICE. I ask unanimous consent to offer a resolution at this 
time—— 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I call for the regular order of business. 

aoe SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour, which 
W.: — 

Mr. COX. Lask unanimous consent of the House that there be a 
call of States this morning for bills and joint resolutions as of Mon- 
day. Many members have bills p for introduction, and they 
might as well be referred now. 

. PRICE. Will the sae from New York [Mr. Cox] yield 
to me to offer a resolution 
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Mr. COX. I have asked unanimous consent that the States be 


called for bills and joint resolutions. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I hepe that the order will be 
proceeded with. I think it is better that the business of the House 
shall proceed regularly, at least at the beginning of the session. 

Mr. COX. Does my colleague [Mr. FERNANDO Woop] object to 
having bills introduced to-day ? 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I do not object to anything; but I 
would rather have the regular order, and must call for it. 

The SPEAKER. The call for the regular order the Chair must 
recognize as in the nature of an objection to the proposition of the 
S par from New York, [Mr. Cox.] Several gentlemen have = 

lied to the Chair for permission to ask unanimous consent of the 
fonsa to offer resolutions for reference only, to which there would 
probably beno objection. If the regularorder is demanded the Chair 
will have to proceed with it. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I do not desire to object to the intro- 
duction by unanimous consent of propositions which will give rise to 
no debate. But I give notice that I shall call for the regular order 
after that has been done by a few members. 


NICARAGUA INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 


Mr. ELLIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 121) in regard to the Nicaragua Interoceanic Canal; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The preamble and joint resolution were read, as follows: 

Roden a project for the construction of an interoceanic canal by way of 


Nicaragua is recognized as a necessity for the prosperity of the commerce of the 
world and the development of the aon Fol — interests of the United 


States; and, 
Whereas such an en must of n be considered as of international 
of the United States: 


utility under the prot of the Governmen 
Be it resol hat the Government of the United States pledges to 
o concession b; 
the government of N. 


interoceanic canal, 
pe ten to said company the peaceful enjoyment of the rights conceded by 
such gran 

Mr. ELLIS. I move that the joint resolution be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COX. The Committee on Foreign Affairs has control of that 
subject by the reference of a bill introduced by a colleague of the 
gentleman at the last session. 

Mr. REAGAN. When that bill was referred I suggested that it 
ought to go to the Committee on Commerce. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] suggested that the bill might come up for ac- 
tion, subject to reference to the Committee on Commerce. There 
was implied consent at least that the Committee on Commerce should 
have jurisdiction of the bill, and understanding that the gentleman 
from New York would not object I did not contest the reference. 

The SPEAKER. The question of reference is for the House to de- 
termine. 

Mr. COX. If I remember rightly a vote was taken upon the refer- 
ence of the bill to the Committee on Foreign Affairs; and it was so 
referred by the House. I am entirely content, however, that the com- 
mittee of which the gentleman from Texas is chairman should have 
control of this bill, with the understanding that the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs shall report back the former proposition without action. 

Mr. REAGAN. My memory, Mr. Speaker, does not exactly agree 
with that of the gentleman from New York. I think I raised the 
question that the proposition should go to the Committee on Com- 
merce; and it was suggested that, as it would not come up for action. 
it might go to the Committee on Foreign i On that ground i 
waived any objection to the reference to that committee. 

The SP R. The Chair understands that this is a new joint 
resolution, The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS] asks that it 
may go to the Committee on Commerce. The gentleman from New 
York, as the Chair understands, moves an amendment to refer it to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. COX. I withdraw any objection to the reference proposed by 
the gentleman from Louisiana. 

The SPEAKER. There being no further objection, the joint reso- 
lution will be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

ran joing resolution was referred accordingly, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
2 RESUMPTION OF SPECIE PAYMENTS. 

Mr. PRICE. Iask unanimous consent to offer for adoption the 
resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


0 1 

been equally well and fully established during the same period 
that as a nation we have the ability to ope circulation at par with coin $350, - 
000,000 of United States notes, commonly called greenbacks ; and 

‘Whereas under the operation of these, in connection with the coinage of the sil- 
yer dollar, the financial and commercial interests of the country in the last eleven 
months have attained a degree of prosperity unequaled in any similar period in the 
last twenty years; and 

Whereas any agitation of the financial question at this time would have a ten- 
dency to unsettle public conidence and produce unrest and distrust in the busi- 
ness affuirs of the country: Therefore, 

Resolved, That in the opinion of this House sound policy demands and safe legis- 
e eee Phe Amr goer pe ag Pr of Congress in reference to 
any of the measures to, but that in view of the present prosperous condi- 
tion of the country financially we should let well enough alene.” 


The SPEAKER. To what committee does the gentleman desire to 
refer this resolution? 

Mr. PRICE. -I would to have a vote upon it if the House 
will consent. [Cries of “Vote!” “Vote!” and “Oh, no.”] ? 

The SPEAKER. The statement made by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Woop] was that he would ask for the regular order ex- 
cept as to propositions which gentlemen desired to refer by unani- 
mous consent., 

Mr. PRICE. Then let the resolution to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, if gentlemen are d to vote u it. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

IMMIGRATION. 
Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2408) 
to regulate immigration; which was read a first and second time, 
sate to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
IMPROVEMENT OF TENNESSEE RIVER. 


Mr. DIBRELL, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution ; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, uested to furnish 
to this House a certified copy of 8 ae by the late Will- 
en 


of Iowa, for work u pon the essee River at Muscle 
ther with the 


POSE. oaae iui nit LIO ny an PIE fo AIIE st oe Aa A claw A 
0 o ny on su or à 
the authority upon which he paid said award. R . 


CLAIM OF JAMES A. BRIGGS. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
oint resolution (H. R. No. 122) in relation to the claim of James A. 
riggs which was read a first and second time. 
THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Lask the reference of this joint 
resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the joint resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of ‘ives, dc., That the claim of 
James A. Briggs, administrator of Charles M. Briggs, deceased, for cotton alleged 
to have been taken by United States authorities in Washington 8 
sippi, in the year 1863, sold, and the proceeds covered in the of United 
States, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the United States Court of Claims 
See ee he 
law of court or the rules of practice made iteag p arry pary 
8 Mr. CONGER. This resolution should go to the Committee on War 


laims. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. The subjeet has been before the 
Committee on War Claims, and been once before the Committee 
on the Judiciary. The difficulty is that neither the Court of Claims 
nor the southern claims commission has any jurisdiction of this ques- 
tion. The matter should go to the Committee on the Judiciary that 
— may report some remedy by a change in the organic law of the 
co) 


Mr. CONGER. I think we should have a report from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims as to the disposition to be made of this class 
of claims against the Government. If that committee shall report 
favorably to the House consenting to this reference to the Judiciary 
Committee, it can then be done. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON] 
introducing this bill for relief moves that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CONGER. And I move to amend that motion by referring it 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. And the gentleman from Michigan moves that it 
be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask for a division of the House. 

bee enon was taken; and upon à division there were—ayes 85, 
noes 88. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, as this is the commencement of this 
kind of action in reference to these war claims, I demand the yeas 
and nays on my motion to refer to the Committee on War Claims. 

The 1 nays were ordered. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask that the bill be again read. 

The bill was again read. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
115, nays 111, not voting 66; 9s follows: 


YEAS—115. 

Aldrich, N. W. Burrows, Farr, Houk, 
Aldrich, William orth, Ferdon, Hubbell, 
Anderson, Cannon, Forsythe, Joyce, 
Bailey, ter, Fort, Kalter, 
Baker, Caswell, Frye, Kelley, 
Ballou, Chittenden, Garfield, Ladd ger, 
Bayne, 8 Hammond, John Lapham, 

W. A Lindsey g 
Bicknell, Crowley, Benj. W. — 
1 Daggett, 
Blake, Davis, George R. Hawk, Martin, Joseph J. 
Bowman, Davis, Horace Hawley, 
Brewer, Painf Hayes, McCoid, 
Bri, Dunn K Hel man. Cook, 
Browne, Putin. Horr, McKinley, 
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Miles, Stevenson, Voor! 
Miller, Pound, ê, Wadi 
Mitchell, ce, Thi wat 
Monroe, Thompson, Wm. G. W. 
Morton, Richardson, D. P. Townsend, Amos Warner, 
New. Rob ra 2 2 7 
= Russe 4 egraff, J. eaver, 
Smi Ryan, Thomas Updegraff, Thomas ite, 
Orth, Sapp, rner, lliams, C. G. 
Osmer, Shallenberger, Valentine, illits, 
Overton, 8 Van Aernam, Yocum. 
Pacheco, Van Voorhis, 
NAYS—111. 
Dunn, Le Fevre, Scales, 
Aniela, ar alg — DE 
therton, we, Simon 
Atrios Finley 1 e J. W. 
Bachman ‘orney, Martin, emons, 
Beal — Martin, Edward L. ith, Hezekiah B. 
? Geddes, McKenzie, Speer, 
Blackburn, Goode, Lane, Springer, 
. — Arte gehn T. Milan Talbott, 
Bloun' 
5 Henke, Maldrew, . jr, P. B. 
er, A m „. 
Cabell, Herndon, Muller, Tillman, 
Cald Hill, Murch, Townshend, R. W. 
Chalmers, Hooker, M, Tucker, 
Clardy, Hostetler, Nich Turner, Oscar 
Clark, John B. Hull, O'Brien, Turner, Thomas 
80 me” Hurd doce Vea’ 
oth, James, Phelps, Wellborn, 
Colerick, Johnston, hister, Wells, 
Cook, Jones, Poehler, Whiteaker, 
Cox, Kenna, Williams, 
Cravens, Kimmel, Willis, A 
Davis, Loundes H. Kitchin, Rothw Wilson, 
De La X Klotz, Ryon, John W. W. 
Deuster, Samfo. W. Fernando. 
Dibrell, Lay, Sawyer, 
NOT VOTING—66. 
Aik Dick, Hous Richmond, 
— Dickey, Humphrey, Robertson, 
Berry, Ellis, Hutehins Robeson, 
Bland, Errett, Jorgensen, Russell, Daniel L, 
Bouck, Evins, tcham, Singleton, O. R. 
Boyd, Ewing, ng, Smith, A. Herr 
Bragg, Field, Lounsbery, „William E 
Fisher, McMahon, Sparks, 
Cam Ford, Money, S ens, 
Car! Gibson, Morse, 
Clark, Alvah A. Gillette, N Wilber, 
Converse, New $ Wood, Walter A. 
Covert, Hammond, N. J. O'Connor, Wright, 
azelton, Pierce, Young, * 
Cal enry, Prescott, Young, L. 
Davidson, Herbert, Rice, 
Davis, Joseph J. Hiscock, Richardson, J. S. 
So the amendment was to. 


During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. STEELE. My co e, Mr. Davis, who is absent on account 
of important business, is with Mr. Dick, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KIMMEL. My colleague, Mr. HENRY, is paired with Mr. A. 
Herr SMITH, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My colleague, Mr. HAMMOND, is paired with Mr. 
REED, of Maine; and my colleague, Mr. SMITH, with Mr. JORGENSEN, 
of Virginia. 

1 ACKLEN. My colleague, Mr. KING, is absent by leave of the 
ouse. 

: Mr. ee, of 8 a desire to 1 ei 975 . 

Mr. BLAND, is paired wit . FISHER, of Pe vania, an 80 

that Mr. McManon, of Ohio, is paired with Mr. “His00cx, of New 
ork. 

Mr. NEAL. I am paired with Mr. CARLISLE. If he were present, 
I should vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. EWING. 
If he were present, I should vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. HARMER. My colleague, Mr. Dick, is paired with Mr. Davis, 
of North Carolina. 


Mr. McMILLIN. My colleague, Mr. YounG, is paired with Mr. 
GopsHALK, of Pennsylvania. s 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. ROBESON, of New Jersey, is paired with Mr. GIB- 
SON, of Louisiana. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The bill accordingly is referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to reconsider that vote, and that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The bill haying been introduced by unanimous 
consent, cannot be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. CONGER. But this has been done by a vote of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It was introduced by unanimous consent, and 
the rule will not allow it to come back on a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Except in the case of bills and resolu- 
tions introduced by unanimous consent and referred without debate, 
I shall demand the regular order as against everything else. 


MEDICAL AND SURGICAL HISTORY. 


Mr. BENNETT, by unanimous consent, introduced concurrent res- 
olution authorizing the printing and binding of 4,000 copies of the 


Medical and Surgical History of the War; 1,000 for the use of the 
Senate, and 3,000 for the use of the House. 

The SPEAKER, That resolation, under the law, will be referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

It was accordingly so referred. 

KANSAS SCHOOL LANDS, 

Mr. RYAN, by unanimous consent, introduced joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 123) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to certify school 
lands to the State of Kansas; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


MINTHORNE TOMPKINS. 

Mr. TUC by unanimous consent, introduced (by request) a 
bill (H. 1. No. 5405) for the relief of Minthorne Tom Lins; mac bd 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 


FEES OF UNITED STATES JUDICIAL OFFICERS, ETC, 


Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved by ng nae eye Se ee That a joint com- 
mittee of three Senators and five Representatives be appointed to investigate the 

t system of salaries, fees, or compensations allowed to officers of the United 
tates circuit and district courts, to ascertain whether any, and, if any, what 
abuses now exist, ormay have existed, under the present system, and to report by 
bill or otherwise what legislation may be necessary to correct the same. 
AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. WHITE, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 124) proposing an amendment to the Constitution; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let the resolution be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
1 Congress assembled, (two-thirds of each House concurring therein.) t the 
follow: article is hereby proposed as an amendment to the Constitution, and 
when fied by the Le; tures of three-fourths of the several States shall be 
valid to all intents and purposes as a part of the Constitution, to wit: 

SECTION 1. The general appropriation bills shall embrace pepe ge but appropri- 
ations for the ordinary expenses of the different Departments of the Government 
and interest on the public debt. All other appropriations shall be made by bills 
a y a items of appropriation relating to the subject-matter of the bill. 

SEC. 2. The President ma y, prenera any item or items of a bill appropriating 
money, embracing distinct items, and the part of the bill approved s 155 the law, 
and the item or items disapproved shall be void, unless re; according to the 
provisions and rules preseri for the passage of bills over the President's veto. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. WHITE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2410) to equalize the bounties of soldiers who served in the late 
war for the Union; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL oF PAPER MONEY. 


Mr. FORT, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed: i 

Resolved, That ttempt to withdra to change th 8 nalii 
of any of the paper money issued by the United States, — reo} Dy legisla 
tion, currency questions have been settled by decisions of the Buprens 
and E 3 and a; by the people, would be injudicious and 
mischievous, d only t in disturbing reviving business and in retard- 

no 


IMPROVEMENT OF ARANSAS PASS, ETC. 


Mr. UPSON, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed : 

That the Secre! of War, if in ible with th bli 
e come the. tem of sao Baw bern tes 8 and waren a 2 
or under the supervision of Major Howell, in compliance with the ee 0 


Roe d Corpus Christi, Texas, and Christi P; 3 
e 


peeves i and, also, the last 
cost of the improvement 
P STAFF OFFICERS OF THE NAVY. į 

Mr. BRIGHT, by unanimous consent, introduced (by request) a bill 
(H. R. No. 2411) to make staff officers in the Navy equal before the 
law ; which was read the first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

. HENRY HULL, 

Mr. ACKLEN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims : 
of Heary Hall of Patersonville, Louisiana, be withdrawn from any further com- 

a e, — 
sideration by said committee. 2 
JOHN WILLIAMS. 

Mr. ACKLEN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2412) for the relief of John Williams, of Assumption Parish, Lou- 
isiana; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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GEORGE W. SPATES. 


Mr. URNER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2413) for the relief of George W. Spates, of Maryland; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims, 

MRS. S. A. WRIGHT. 

Mr. URNER also, by unanimous consent, introduced (by reqnest) 
a bill (H. R. No. 2414) for the relief of Mrs. S. A. Wright, widow of 
George Wright, deceased; which was read a first and second time, 
and refe to the Committee on Patents. : 

JUNIUS T. TURNER. 


. Mr. URNER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2415) for the relief of Mr. Junius T. Turner; which was read a 
pee and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military 

irs. 
R. A, HURLEY ET AL. 

Mr. URNER also, by unanimous consent, introduced (by request) 
a bill (H. R. No. 2416) for the relief of R. A. Hurley, J. M. Hurley, 
Edwin Hurley, and Lucinda J. Delashmutt, brothers and sister, and 
only heirs of A. F. Hurley, deceased, late A. F. Hurley & Co., Utah 
Territory; which was e a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

APPOINTMENT OF NAVAL CONSTRUCTORS. 

Mr. HARMER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
22417) to provide for the appointment of naval constructors, and assist- 
ant naval constructors, with rank and pay as officers of the Navy; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LOCATION OF MINERAL CLAIMS. 


Mr. BELFORD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2418) concerning the location of mineral claims; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MINERAL LANDS. 

Mr. BELFORD also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2419) to amend sections 2324 and 2325 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, concerning mineral lands; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mines and Min- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. 

UTE RESERVATION IN COLORADO, 

Mr. BELFORD also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2420) to abolish the Ute reservation in the State of Colorado 
and to remove the Ute Indians from said State; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL BONDED MERCANTILE BUREAU. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 2421) to incorporate the national bonded mercantile 


bureau; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


MONUMENT TO GENERAL F., P, BLAIR. 


Mr. FROST, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2422) authorizing the donation of twelve condemned bronze cannon 
to aid in the erection of a monument to the memory of General Fran- 
cis P. Blair; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM CURR. 

Mr. FINLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2423) for the relief of William Curr, late a 3 of Company D 
Fifteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

DAVID F. JONES. 

Mr. FINLEY also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2424) granting a pension to David F. Jones, private 8 
D, Eighty-second Ohio Infantry; which was read a first and secon 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL FOR POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. HOUK, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. Yo. 
2425) to further regulate and define the duties and compensation of 
the Assistant Atomer Genera for the Post Office Department, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. McCOID, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
18 R. No. 125) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
nited States, giving Con power to grant and protect trade- 
marks; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures, and ordered to be printed. 
C. E. PRICE. ' 

Mr. PAGE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2426) to authorize Dr. C. E. Price, United States Army, to receive the 
pay allowed by law for discharging the duties of physician to the 

oopa Valley Indian reservation; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


X— 2 


NATIONAL GOLD BANKS. 


Mr. PAGE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2427) authorizing the conversion of national gola banks; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

GALLIPOLIS A PORT OF DELIVERY. 


Mr. NEAL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No 2428) 
to constitute the city of Gallipolis, in the State of Ohio, a port of 
delivery ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MOODY PATTERSON. 

Mr. NEAL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2429) granting a pension to Moody Patterson; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ELIZA J. FOUT. 

Mr. NEAL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2430) for the relief of Eliza J. Fout, widow of Jeremiah Keeton, late 
of Company D, Second Virginia Cavalry; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ALFRED F. CUMPSTON. 


Mr. NEAL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2431) granting a pension to Alfred F. Cumpston ; which was read a 
ee and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

RAILWAY COMMERCE. 


Mr. SAPP, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2432) 
to regulate commerce by railroad among the several States; which . 
was read a first and second time. N 

Mr. SAPP. I ask that this bill be referred to the Committee on 
Railroads and Canals. 

Mr. ACKLEN, I suggest that the bill should properly go to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAPP. Iam willing it should go to that committee. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DAVIS ISLAND DAM. 


Mr. ERRETT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2433) for continuing the work on Davis Island dam, and appropriat- 
ing the sum of $75,000 therefor; which was read a first and second 
rs ida to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 


JOHN H. MERRILL, 


Mr. LINDSEY, by unanimous consent, introduced bills (H. R. Nos. 
2434, 2435, 2436) for the relief of John H. Merrill; which were sever- 
ae read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 


PERSONS IMPRESSED IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. BROWNE, (by request,) by unanimous consent, introduced a 

bill (H. R. No. 2437) for the relief of several persons impressed into the 

United States naval service; which was read a first and second time, 

and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, A 
ROBERT NEWMAN. 


Mr. FORSYTHE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2438) granting a pension to Robert Newman; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

HENRY MILLS. 

Mr. FORSYTHE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2439) granting a pension to nay Mills; which was read a 
os and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

STATUE TO MAJOR-GENERAL GEORGE G. MEADE. 


Mr. O'NEILL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2440) to authorize the Secretary of War to trausfer to the Fairmount 
Park Art Association eighty condemned or captured bronze cannon, 
to be used in the erection of an equestrian statue to the late Major- 
General George Gordon Meade; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

MARY 8. PORTER, 

Mr. ROBINSON, (by request,) by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No, 2441) for the relief of Mrs. Mary S. Porter, of Oxford, 
Massachusetts, widow and sole heir at law of Samuel Stafford, de- 
ceased, late of New Orleans, Louisiana; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


ROBERT VINCENT. 


Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 2442) granting a pension to Robert Vincent; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

SELECTION OF JURORS IN UTAH. 

3 YOUNG, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2443) relating to the selection of jorers in Utah Territory; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
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He also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2444 
relating to the crime of bigamy; which was read a and secon 
Site, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
£ DEPUTY MARSHALS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 

gi. R. No. 2445) to amend and re-enact section 2021 of the Revised 

tatutes of the United States so as to authorize the circuit courts of 
the United States to appoint an equal number of 2 deal marshals 
from each political party, such deputy marshals to be designated b. 
the respective political parties; which was read a first and secon 
time. . 

Mr, HARRIS, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the whole 
section, but as it has been shown that we cannot procure its repeal 
I am for so amending it that the democratic party may be represented 
as well as the republican party in the force of deputy marshals 
authorized by that section. I move that this bill be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 
L. H. AND A. HERSHFIELD. 


Mr. MAGINNIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2446) for the relief of Lewis H. Hershfield and Aaron Hershfield, 
of Helena, Montana Territory; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, 


POSTMASTER AT OCEAN GROVE, NEW JERSEY. 

Mr. ROSS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2447) 
for the relief of the postmaster at Ocean Grove, New Jersey; which 
ze read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of 

aims, 

BENJAMIN F. WORRELL. 

Mr. ROSS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2448) for the relief of Benjamin F. Worrell; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


MILITARY CONCERTS AND DRESS PARADES, 

Mr. SPEER introduced a bill (H.-R. No. 2449) to prohibit N 
concerts and dress re of the Army on the Sabbath day; whic 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. COX. I would like to hear that bill read. 

Mr. WHITE. I would like myself to hear that bill read. 

The bill was read. It requires the Secre of War to prohibit in 
time of peace all band concerts and dress parades in the United States 
Army on the Sabbath day. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON THE CONSUMPTION OF WHISKY. 

Mr. BUCKNER, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution ; which was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be directed to inquire into the 

ency of imposing a tax on the 3 of whisky, alcohol, high wines, 
and beer, in lieu of the tax now imposed on their man a and 


ufacture, 
production, sufficient to raise the revenue needed by the Government; and that 
said committee report by bill or otherwise. 


STATE MILITIA. 
Mr. BUCKNER also, by unanimous consent, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was referred to the Committee on the Militia: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Militia be directed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of organizing, arming, and bags apes Paes militia of the several States 
and Territories, and for governing such part of them as may be employed in the 
service of the United States; and that said committee by bill or otherwise. 


MARY WADE. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2450) granting a pension to Marý Wade, mother of Jennie 
Wade; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MOUNT SAVAGE IRON COMPANY. 

Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2451) for the relief of the trustees of the Mount Savage Iron 
Company; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

HIRAM GRAVES, 

Mr. BARBER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2452) for the relief of Hiram Graves; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

BRIDGET SHERLOCK. 


Mr. HOSTETLER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2453) for the relief of Bridget Sherlock; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

. MARY SEELICK. 

Mr. JOYCE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2454) ting a pension to Mary Seelick ; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JONAH DAWSON. 

Mr. JOYCE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 

No. 2455) granting a pension to Jonah Dawson; which was read a 


first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
ELIZABETH s. POWERS. 
Mr. JOYCE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 


No, 2456) ting a pension to Elizabeth S. Powers; which was read 
x 5 0 and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
annual report of the Secre of the Treas on the state of the 
finances for the year 1879; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. à 

JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the chief clerk of the Court of laims, transmitting, in 
pursuance of section 1057 of the Revised Statutes, a statement of all 
ho Ruched rendered by said court for the year ending November 29, 
1879; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


RESUMPTION OF SPECIE PAYMENT. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmittin copies of 
letters, contracts, circulars, carer and accounts pertaining to 
the resumption of 1 8 ayment and refunding the national debt 
during the period from March 1, 1877, to October 31, 1879; which - 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

CENTENNIAL EXHIBITION. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a resolution of the Legislature of the State of New Hampshire, in 
reference to the closing apor the centennial international exhibition 
held in Philadelphia in 1876; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

DAVIS ISLAND DAM, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a resolution of the Pittsburgh Chamber of Commerce, relative to the 
Davis Island dam; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

PAYMENTS BY SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. COX. I ask leave to offer for adoption the following resolu- 
tion, which I have modified : 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to communicate to this 
d into the under th 


House a statement of all moneys pai: % act of June 7, 
14 53, Revised Statutes, since the time of its enactment, by the respective 
United States shipping commissioners. 

Mr. WHITE. Let that resolution lie over. 


8 Mr. DUNNELL. The resolution ought to go to the Committee on 
ommerce, 
The SPEAKER, Objection is made to the adoption of the resolu- 


tion. 

Mr. COX. The object of this resolution is to furnish information 
in reference to a bill now pending before the Committee on Com- 
merce. I want the information sent to that committee. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule this resolution, if referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, would be reported back within six days. 

Mr. COX. The billis already before the committee; and I want 
to furnish information for their action. I presume gentlemen have 
no objection to having information. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I think the resolution had better follow the usual 
co o to the committee and be reported back. 

Mr. COX. It may never come back. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the committee must report it back 
within six days. 

Mr. COX. Then let it be referred. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

i To =i HUMPHREY, for ten days, on account of sickness in his fam- 
; an 
To Mr. DAVIDSON, for ten 5 

Mr. PHISTER. I ask indefinite leave of absence for my colleague, 
Mr. CARLISLE, who is detained at home by important business, 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 


WIDOW OF CAPTAIN GEORGE W. YATES. 


Mr. WILLITS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2457) to authorize payment to the widow of Captain George W. 
Yates, killed at the Custer massacre, for the loss of a horse; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

MILITARY EXPENSES OF STATES IN THE WAR OF 1812, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I ask unanimous consent that the sec- 
ond Tuesday in January next be fixed for the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No, 2272) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to ex- 
amine and settle the accounts of certain States and the city of Balti- 
more growing out of moneys expended by said States and the city of 
Baltimore for military pu during the war of 1812. 

Mr. WILLITS. Is that bill on the Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. It is in Committee of the Whole House. 
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Mr, HARRIS, of Virgini 


irginia. I hopa my friend will not object to fix- 
7 5 time for the consideration of the bill. i 
he SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WII- 
its] 8 to fixing a da 
Mr. WILL 


7 
ITS. Is not this a private bill? 
Mr. FINLEY. Does not this request require unanimous consent? 
The SPEAKER. It does. 
Mr. FINLEY. Then I object. 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I move that the House adjourn. 
The motion was to; and accordingly (at one o’clock and 
thirty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. . 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of Edward D. Stevens, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: Memorial of the Commissioners of Emigration of 
the State of New York, urging the necessity for legislation for the 
protection of arriving immigrants, and the care of such among them 
as may become sick or disabled—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the State Board of Charities of the State of 
New York, relating to the sending of blind, crippled, lunatic, and 
other infirm aes arc by cities or towns in different governments of 


Europe, to the United States—to the same committee. 
Also, the petition of Robert C. Murphy, that he may be honorably 
disc m the United States service by the of War 


as of even date with the order of President Lincoln of October 24, 
1863, revoking his order of dismissal—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. DEUSTER: Memorial of Ezra § e, ex-chaplain One 
hundred and nineteenth Regiment New Yo: olunteers, concerning 
the government of the National Home near Milwaukee, Wisconsin— 


to the same committee. 


By Mr. 8 : se oer e of the Chamber 8 eee eg 
Pittsb ennsylvania, fav an appropriation for the comple- 
tion of Davis Island dam—to the Caarten on Commerce. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of Dr. A. G. Leland and 165others, 
citizens of Ohio, that a pension be ted William Augustus Searles— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of Elizabeth S. Powers, for a pension— 


to the same committee. 

By Mr. McGOWAN: The petition of E. L. Smith and others, soldiers 
of the late war, for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. NEW: The petition of Daniel W. Cheeseman, late assistant 
treasurer of the United States at San Francisco, for compensation for 
the sale of internal-revenue stamps—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. SLEMONS: The petition of a committee of sail-makers of 
the United States Navy, that naval sail-makers be restored to their 
former places in the naval service—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. VOORHIS: The petition of soldiers of the late war, from 
New Jersey, for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on 


Minty airs, 
B . WILLITS: The petition of Joseph Premo, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


IN SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, December 3, 1879. 


James E. BAILEY, a Senator from the State of Tennessee; M. C. 
BUTLER and WADE HAMPTON, Senators from the State of South Caro- 
li CHARLES W. JONES, a Senator from the State of Florida; MATT 
W. ÉAXSOM,a Senator from the State of North Carolina; and DANIEL 
W. VOORHEES, a Senator from the State of Indiana, appeared in their 
seats to-day. - 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

SENATOR FROM MICHIGAN. 

Mr. FERRY. Mr. President, I rise to a privileged question. The 
roe, in the Senate cansed by the death of my late beben Zach- 
ariah Chandler, has been filled by the executive of the State of 
Michigan by the appointment of P. Baldwin, whose creden- 
tials I send to the Clork’s desk to be read and placed on the files of 
the Senate, after which I shall ask that the oath be administered to 
8 who is now present. 

‘he credentials were 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator appointed will please come 
forward, and take the oath of office. 

Mr. BALDWIN advanced to the Vice-President’s desk, escorted by 
Mr. FERRY, and the oath age eee by the act of July 2, 1862, hav- 
ing been administered to Mr. BALDWIN, he took his seat in the Sen- 
ate. 

COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. = 
On motion of Mr. WALLACE, it was 
Ordered, Thatsomuchof the forty-sixth rule of the Senate as requires the appoint- 


ment of the standing and other committees of the Senate to be made by ballot be 
suspended. 


Mr. WALLACE. I now offer the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the following be the standing committees of the Senate during 
the present session: : * * — 


STANDING COMMITTEES, 


On Priv and Elections—Messrs. Saulsbury, chairman,) Hill of Georgia, Ker- 
nan, Bailey, Houston, Vance, Cameron o Wisconsin, Hoar, and 
On Ù Messrs. Eaton, (chairman,) Johnston, Hill of 


Morrill, Perry, Jones of Nevada, and Allison, 5 
essrs. of West c ) 
ag AI 


On Commerce—Messrs. chairman,) Ransom, Rando] Heref 
Coke, Conkling, MOHD, Jones of Nevada, —＋ Baldwin. ph, sie 
On Agri re—Messrs. Jo chairman,) Davis of West V: i 

8 huston, ( ) est Virginia, Gordon, 


3 Scag (tren) Cntr, Seas 
itary Affairs—Messrs. ( ) „Grover, 
. — y i 


On Naval Afairs—Messrs. McPherson, "Whyte, J 
Vance, Parley meena Blaine, 5 piepen s ives bre Dogs TAAN 
On the Ji 7 -Messrs. Thurman, ( ) McDonald, Bayard, Garland, 
aA Bost Oifccs and Post-Roads- Messrs. Maxey, (charman,) Seulsbury, Bailey, 
3 3 e Donald. and Kk Jones 85 77 20 55 Bas 
essrs. 
M Walker, Plumb, Paddock. Booth, and Hil of Colorado k bj 


33 mre oar ra 
aars— Messrs. Co! | 
ue dt, epi, Sgn dy nee Gamm Cal, Pen 
ern chy; tara postage (chairman,) Dawes, McMillan, Ji . 

of Florida, and Hill of Geo i 


On Olaims—Messrs. Cockrell, (chairman,) Hereford, Harris, Groome, Houston, 


sa Cameron of lee Teller, and Hoar. With 
Coluumbi. Harria. (chat wi Bu 
ler, Vance, and Paddock. : on 10 


Ingalls, 
On Patents—Messrs. Kernan, (chairman,) Coke, Slater, Call, Booth, Hoar, and 


Platt. 

On Public Buildings and Grounds—Messrs, Jones of Florida, (chairman,) Sauls- 
bury, Vest, Turon aa Morrill. i 5 : 

On Territories—Messrs, Garland, (chairman,) Butler, Vest, Slater, Saunders, 


woche 

On Messrs. Ransom, (chairman,) Lamar, Eaton, Grover, Williams, 

P On Laas ad aa ma (men 6 Ham 
ini essrs. 4 pton, Vi Farley, 

Cameron of Pennsyl Plumb, and Hill of Colorado. } aie a 

On Revision Wi 


ws— Messrs. Wallace, chairman, Kernan, Da - 
e —, and Me. \ } GREI 


lucation and Labor—Messrs. Bailey, (chairman,) Gordon, Maxey, Randolph 
Lamar, Burnside, Morrill, Bruce, and S) : ) ey 

On Civil Service and Retrench 
wea Gone er fe e 

t the Hill of 
Gronia: (ohetan) Davis of wes Mia and Jones of Nevada. 
essrs. chairman,) Ransom, ans ony. 
On the Library—Messrs. Voorhees, (chairman,) Ransom, and Edmunds, 


S 


Voorhees, 

The resolution was agreed to. + 

Mr. WALLACE. I offer the following resolution in relation to the 
select committees : 

6 select committees be inted for the present 
sion, and that each peee thus created shall be aed ba; vested wit all the 
powers and authorities heretofore given by the Senate to each of the select com- 
mittees on the respective subjects to which they relate: 

SELECT COMMITTERS. 


To Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service—Messrs. Vest, (chairman,) 
Hamlin. r 


1 5 

To take into ideration Be AOBA Oe Tee the and decla- 
ration of the result of the Elections of President and President of the United 
States—Messrs. Morgan, (chairman,) „Thurman, Johnston, Garland, Davis 
3 

o 


Conkling, and Teller. % 

‘nvestigate if e Books, and Accounts the Treasury Depart- 

on ea Davis of West Virginia, (chairman,) Peck, Whyte, Ingalls, and 
wes. 


Kernan, Davis of and Cameron of W. 
TTT 

and Platt. * i 1 0 
To inquire into frauds in the late elections—Messrs. W. chairman, 
Bailey, Garland, ‘Kernan, Teller, Kirkwood, Hoar, and 8 ) 
To examine into the connected with the removal of the Northern 


circumstances 
l from the Sioux reservation to the Indian Territory—Messrs, Kirkw 
aeons Dawes, Plumb, Bailey, and x soa 


_To inquire into all of citizens of the United States the government of 
N Messrs. lin, ( ) Conkling, Kir! Eaton, and Morgan. 

Freedmen's Sa s and Trust Company—Messrs, Bruce, (chai 
Cameron of Wisconsin, Gordon, Withers, and Qarland. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

REPORT OF PUBLIC PRINTER. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual report 
of the Public Printer for the year ending June 30, 1879; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the seventeenth 
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annual re of the Comptroller of the Currency ; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Treasurer 
of the United States, transmitting a copy of his accounts as to post- 
office expenditures rendered to and usted by the Sixth Auditor 
of the Treasury for the fiscal year which ended June 30, 1879; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Treasurer 
of the United States, transmitting, in compliance with section 311 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, copies of the accounts 
rendered to and settled with the First Comptroller for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1879. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The documents from the Treasurer are 
very voluminous, and if there be no objection the Chair will refer 
the question of printing them to the Committee on Printing. The 
Chair hears no objection, and that reference is ordered. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of Thomas W. King, late 
private in Company A, First Dragoons, praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also gresented the petition of J. E. England and others, citizens 
of Lonoke and Jefferson Counties, Arkansas, praying the establish- 
ment of a mail-route from Lonoke, Arkansas, on the Memphis and 
Little Rock Railroad, to Plum Bayou post-office, in Jefferson County, 
in that State; which was ref to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the 3 of Joseph Lamatte 
and other Menomonee and Stockbridge Indians who served in the 
Union Army, of Kershena, Wisconsin, praying for the passage of the 
bill for the equalization of bounties; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONAS presented the petition of Eliza E. Hebert, of Louisiana, 
praying compensation for propery taken by the United States troops 
during the late war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of Margaret Miller, of Stock- 
bridge, Berkshire County, Massachusetts, praying to be allowed ar- 
rears of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I present sne pranon of John Flynn, of Bangor, 
Maine, an individual who served in the late war, and who was very 
severely disabled, praying for an increase of pension. I desire par- 
ticularly to invite the attention of the Committee on Pensions to the 
consideration of this subject. This is one of those cases where it is 
very difficult to draw the line as to which class of pension the pen- 
sioner is entitled to receive at the present time. This petitioner lost 
anarm. If he had lost the other arm the law would have given him 
a pension at a certain rate; the other arm was disabled, but not so 
disabled that he requires the constant attendance of another person, 
and he does not get that sum; but he is so disabled that he thinks, 
and I think, his is a case that might be made exceptional, and that 
he ought to have an increased on. I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of S. D. Babcock, president 
of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York, and other citi- 
zens of New York, praying for an appropriation for the improvement of 
the Harlem River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of James Reynolds, an inmate 
of the National Military Home at Dayton, Ohio, praying to be allowed 
a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. JOHNSTON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 738) providing for the judicial ascertain- 
ment of claims against the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi 8 

Mr. KERNAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 739) to pay John Hunter for part of Hart 
Island, in Westchester County, State of New York, condemned and 
taken for light-house purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BECK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No.740) to authorize the payment of customs duties 
in legal-tender notes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 741) amendatory of title 48 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, so as to authorize the purchase of foreign-built 
ships by citizens of the United States for use in the foreign carrying 
trade; which was twice by its title. f 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. : 

Mr. BECK. Finance or Commerce? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky desire 
the bill to be referred to the Committee on Commerce! 

Mr. BECK. I think,as the bill relates to foreign-built ships, it 
ought to go to the Committee on Commerce; but I am not sure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will take that reference, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. BECK. I should rather have it referred to the Finance Com- 
mittee, but I believe it ought to go to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. MORRILL. Do I understand that the reference of the bill is 
to be chan from the Committee on Finance to the Committee on 
Commerce 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator from 
Kentucky to indicate that. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think that would be a very wrong reference. 
The bill on i 


ht to go to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. BEC 


I prefer that it should go to that committee. 
The VICE-P. IDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


_ Mr. HARRIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 742) for the relief of Mary A. Lord; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 

to introduce a bill (S. No. 743) authorizing a contract to be made for 
the leasing of meadow land adjacent to Fort Mifflin, in the State of 
Pe lvania, in consideration of the repair and maintenance of the 
river bank upon the leased premises; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
A Mr. ¥ asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 744) to amend article 103 of the Rules and 
Articles of War; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 745) for the relief of Major James Belger; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the aecompanying petition, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

_ Mr. BAYARD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 746) to amend sections 2770 and 2774 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States so as to allow change of des- 
tination of a vessel and cargo; whith was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

_ Mr. BOOTH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 747) for the relief of Harlow L. Street ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 


Affairs. 

Ms COCKRELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 748) granting a pension to Thomas E. 
Brawner ; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying rs, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

- Mr. AN (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 749) for the relief of certain 
persons locating homesteads upon the public lands; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PADDOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 750) to authorize the Secretary of the Na 
to receive by donation a site for, and to construct, a marine hospital 
at Nebraska City, on the Missouri River; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BAYARD asked, and by unavimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 49) in relation to United States 
Treasury notes; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask that the joint resolution be read at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 

d&c., That from and after the f th 
notes of the Väited oo shall be rocciva es for all inea to the United "Statea, 
ex on Dm otherwise 3 
— hereafter —— shall bear this 8 e 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. KERNAN, it was 

That th d of Stephen A. McC: 
22 sel Feo Ph Mee se 
ate and referred to the Committee on Naval 

On motion of Mr. GROOME, it was 

That th relating to the claim of W. 
22 pe oe ge ng ee 
Senate bill No. 690. 


CLERK TO CENSUS COMMITTEE. 
e PENDLETON submitted the following resolution; which was 


Resolved, That the clerk to the select committee to make provision for taking the 
Tenth Census, anthorized by resolution of the Senate of the 2d instant, be paid b 
T the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund 


; ur PENDLETON. I ask the immediate consideration of the reso- 
ution. 
The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 


tion. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule the resolution will be 
read the second time and considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The resolution was read the second time and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 

ELECTIONS AND APPOINTMENTS IN RHODE ISLAND. 

On motion of Mr. BUTLER, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment be authorized to 
have printed for its use the testimony taken by it at Newport in pursuance of the 


lu 
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resolutions of last session directing inquiry in relation to certain matters in the 
State of Rhode Island. 


LEGAL-TENDER NOTES. 


Mr. INGALLS submitted the following resolution; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed: 

rete That in the opinion of the Senate the present volume of United States 
notes should not be reduced, and that said notes ought to continue to be a legal 
tender in the payment of debts. 


TRUST FUNDS OF UTE INDIANS. 


Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and a, to: 


Whereas an agreement was made on the 13th day of September, 1873, between 
the United States and the confederate bands of the Ute Nation for the cession of 
certain lands in Colorado, which agreement was ratified April 29, 1874; and 

Whereas the fourth article of said ment was in words as follows: “The 
United States agrees to set apart and hold as a 3 trust for the Ute Indians 
a sum of money, or its equivalent in bonds, which shall be sufficient to produce 
the sum of 825,000 per annum, which sum of $25,000 per annum shall be disbursed 
or invested at the discretion of the President, as he may direct, for the use and 
benefit of said Ute Indians Fi ngs A and 

‘Whereas the said Ute Indians claim that only a portion of the money due under 
said a geak hao been paid to them, and that there is a large amount due and 
: re, 

it resol That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
requested to i the Senate whether such payments or investments have been 
made in accordance with the fourth article of said ba, Spearman and, if any Bed 
tion of the money due under said agreement has been paid or invested for the ben- 
efit of said Indians, at what time and in what manner such payments were made, 
or in what way invested, and what amount, if any, there is due the said Indians 
under said agreement, . 


IMPROVEMENT OF TAUNTON RIVER, 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to furnish the Senate with any 
information in his Department relative to the improvement of Taunton River, in 
the State of Massachusetts, with estimates of the cost of such improvement as will 
secure eleven feet of water in said river at mean high tide from Wier Bridge, in 
the city of Taunton, to the mouth of said river. 


PERMANENT APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Yesterday I offered a resolution call- 
ing upon the Secretary of the Treasury for certain information. I 
move now that the resolution be taken up for action. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
the following resolution, submitted by Mr. Davis, of West Virginia, 
on the 2d instant: ` 


Resol: That the Secretary of the Treasury furnish the Senate, at an early da; 
a tabula 1 — — 


as far as practicable, 


and the items thereo: „especially as to captured an d property, salaries 
and expenses of t inspectors, collection of customs duties, mints, expenses 
of the public dept, and fees of su elections. = 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, I wish to submit but 
a very few remarks. 

The resolution offered by myself yesterday and which is now be- 
fore the Senate looks to information, with the intention of following 
it by a bill to repeal all permanent annual appropriations except those 
relating to the interest on the public debt. 

It is known that the Revised Statutes, and subsequent statutes. 
now give the different Departments power to expend large sums of 
money in what are known as permanent annual appropriations, which 
Congress is not called upon, from year to year, to pass upon. For 
some years, since 1865 probably, those appropriations have amounted 
to more than the regular annual appropriations made by Congress. 
I believe the present year the Secretary estimates this amount, ex- 
cluding interest on the public debt, at over $60,000,000. 

It appears to me that so large a sum ought not to be paid without 
the attention of Congress being called to it annually. In fact the 
Secretary of the Treasury in his report, which has just been placed 
on our tables, calls the attention of Congress to the subject, and he 
himself favors the repeal of many of those acts. The intention of 
the resolution offered by myself is to call from the Secretary infor- 
mation relating to these large amounts that have been nded an- 
nually without the notice of Congress, with the purpose of following 
it by a bill to repeal all permanent annual appropriations except 
those relating to the interest on the public debt. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is this the same resolution we had at the last 


session ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. No, sir; this resolution never has 
been before Congress that I know of heretofore, nor has anything 
similar to it been before Congress, 

Mr. CONKLING. When was it introduced? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Yesterday, and printed, and it is 
now upon the tables of Senators. 

My friend from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] suggests that I shall read 
what the Secretary of the Treasury says himself on this subject in his 
report, which has just been sent to Congress. After making other 
suggestions, the Secretary reeommends— 

That all appropriations, except for the interest of the public debt, be limited to 
a period not exceeding two years, and that their ture be strictly confined 
to the period of time for which they are ap; ; and that all permanent and 


indefinite appropriations, made more than — years xcept that for th - 
lic debt, he repented: o pp ie pad 


; 8505 VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
ution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was a; to; and (at twelve o’clock and forty min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, December 3, 1879. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 

The following additional members appeared to-day: Messrs. Ga- 
BRIEL Bouck, of Wisconsin; WILLIAM We CRAPO, of Massachusetts; 
JOSEPH J, Davis, of North Carolina; DANIEL M. HENRY, of Mary- 
land; WILLIAM LOUNSBERY, of New York; DANIEL L. RUSSELL, of 
North Carolina; and WASHINGTON C. WHITTHORNE, of Tennessee, 

CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. ‘ 


The Journal of yesterday was read. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I notice by the reading of the Jour- 
nal that my name is not recorded as having voted on the reference of 
a bill introduced yesterday by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
THOMPSON ] to the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman’s name is not recorded. 

Mr. BURROWS. I was here and voted in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The result will not be changed, and the Journal 
will be corrected accordingly. 

The Journal, as 9 was then approved. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. COX. I move by unanimous consent that the States be called 
for bills and joint resolutions as on Monday, in order that bills and 
joint resolutions may be introduced, referred, and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


WADDINGTON HARBOR, NEW YORK, 


Mr. FRYE (by feau of Mr. James, of New York) introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 2458) for 5 improvements in Wadding- 
ton Harbor, in the State of New York; which was read a first and 
28 ume, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 

rinted. 

r. FRYE also (by the same request) introduced a bill (H. R. No, 
2459) to survey and improve the navigation of the Grass River at 
Massena, Saint Lawrence County, in the State of New York; which 
was a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

: BRIG OLIVE FRANCES. 

Mr. MURCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2460) for the relief of the 
owners and officers of the brig Olive Frances; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

REFUNDING NATIONAL DEBT. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2461) respect- 
ing the refunding the national debt; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be priated. 

ROBERT C. MURPHY. 

Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2462) for the relief of Robert 
C. Murphy, late Colonel Eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

MAJOR JAMES BELGER. 

Mr. COX also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2463) for the relief of 
Major James Belger; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

COUNCIL ON ART MATTERS. 

Mr. COX also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 126) estab- 
lishing a council on art matters; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Joint Committee on the Library, and ordered 
to be printed. 


— 


DANIEL J. BENNER. 


Mr. BELTZ HOOVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2464) for the re- 
lief of Daniel J. Benner, of Gettysburgh, Pennsylvania; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

EQUALIZATION OF PENSIONS, 

Mr, BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2465) to 
equalize and fix the rate of pensions of soldiers and sailors disabled 
in the late war of the rebellion; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GEORGE L. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. COFFROTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2466) granting a pen- 
sion to George L. Williams; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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DANIEL D. LONG. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2467) granting 
a pension to Daniel D. Long; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HENRY H. FISHER. f ; 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2468) granting a 
pension to Henry H. Fisher; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A. I. M’CONNELL. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2469) granting a 
pension to A. I. MeConnell; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

FAYETTEVILLE, PORT OF ENTRY. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2470) 
to create a new collection district in North Carolina, and to make 
Fayetteville a port of entry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF TENNESSEE RIVER. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2471) appropriating 
$200,000 to improve the Tennessee River, to be made available imme- 
diately ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF PONCA INDIANS, 

Mr. DE LA MATYR, by unanimous consent, submitted a resolution 
to appoint a committee to investigate the removal of the Ponca In- 
dians: which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

JOHN SPICER. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2472) for the relief of 
John Spicer, of Ottawa, Illinois; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims, 

JOHN A. BARNES. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2473) grant- 
ing a pension to John A. Barnes, late a private Company D, Sixtieth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

THOMAS RILEY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2474) to increase 
the pension of Thomas Riley, late private Company L, Seventh United 
States Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

SAINT CHARLES HARBOR, MISSOURI. 

Mr. FROST introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2475) to improve the har- 
bor at Saint Charles, Missouri, and the channel of the Missouri River 
at that point; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. È 

IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2476) for the 
improvement of the Mississippi River at Minton’s Point, in the State 
of Illinois; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF HENRY M. SHREVE, DECEASED. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2477) for the 
relief of the heirs of Henry M. Shreve, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

STEAMBOAT FORESTER. 

Mr. HULL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2478) to change the name 
of the steamboat Forester to Minnehaha; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT BROWNSVILLE, TEXAS. 

Mr. UPSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2479) to 3 for the pro- 
curing of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Browns- 
ville, Texas, for the United States court, post-office, custom-house, 
and other Government offices, or to procure grounds with a building 
or buildings thereon, and alter and zopar the same for the purposes 
aforesaid; which was read a first and second time, refe to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS VS. BONDHOLDERS. 

Mr. WEAVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2480) for the relief of the 
soldiers and sailors who served in the Army and Navy of the United 
States in the late war for the suppression of the rebellion, and to 
restore to them equal rights with the holders of Government bonds; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT IN KANSAS. 

Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2481) to create an 
additional land district in the State of Kansas; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 2326 OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. DAGGETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2482) to amend section 


2326, title 32, of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CARRYING OF MAILS, ETC. 


Mr. VALENTINE submitted a resolution asking information from 
the Postmaster-General touching the carrying of mails and increase 
of service in the West ; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


UTE INDIANS IN COLORADO. 


Mr. BELFORD submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


That the Secre of the Interior be, and is hereby, requested to trans- 
ies of all correspondence had by letter or tele- 
„ be N. C. Meeker, late Indian agent at the 
Affairs, and also copies of all correspon: n Me Lorene Stele had by by Seren nen 
an co ence or ernor 
ral Hatch, General Adams, and §; td the § 


Pitkin, Gene ial Agent Pollock with the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs concerning the Ute 
Indians in the State of Colorado, 


The SPEAKER. The call has now been completed. 


MONUMENT AT YORKTOWN, VIRGINIA, 


Mr. GOODE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following pre- 
amble and resolution; which were read, considered, and agreed to: 


Whereas on Monday, the 29th day of October, 1781, it was“ That the 
United States in Congress assembled will cause to be erected at York, in Virginis 
a marble column, adorned with emblems of the alliance between the United States 


and his most Christian majesty, and inscribed with a succinct narrativo of the sur- 
render of Earl Cornwallis to his excellency General Washington, commander-in- 
chief of the combined forces of America and France; to his excellency the Count 
de Rochambeau, commanding the auxiliary troops of his most C esty 
in America, and his excellency the Count de Grasse, commanding in chief the 
naval army of France in Chesapeake; and 

Whereas that resolution has not been carried into effect, and the pledge of the 
nation made nearly one hundred years ago remains yet unfulfilled; and 

Whereas it is eminently proper that the centennial anniversary of the decisive 
victory achieved by Washington and the continental army, with the assistance of 
their French allies, at Yorktown, should be „appro; riately celebrated by the Amer- 

: Therefore, 

Resolved, That a select committee of thirteen be eta by the Speaker, 
whose duty it shall be to 2 into the e: ency o appropriating a suitable 
sum to be expended under the direction of the 0 ar in 


mgress, and of mal ng the necessary arrangements, in conjunction with the 
authorities of the State of Virginia, for an appropriate celebration by the American 
le on the 19th day of October, 1881, for the surrender of the British forces 
under Lord Cornwallis; and that said committee have leave to report by bill or 
otherwise at any time. 


IMPROVEMENT OF DAN RIVER, 


Mr. CABELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2483) for the improvement of Dan River, in the States of Virginia 
and North Carolina; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


D. H. BAILY. 


Mr. HUNTON. I ask unanimous consent to offer for consideration 
at this time the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. FRYE. Under the rules the resolution would go to a committee. 

The SPEAKER. It can be adopted by unanimous consent ; other- 
wise, under the rule, it would be referred to a committee, and would 
come back within one week. 

Mr. HUNTON. I will say to my friend from Maine the object of 
the resolution is to get the correspondence only so far as compatible 
with the interests of the public service. 

Mr. FRYE. I will not make the objection; but I think the rule is 


a one. 
There being no objection, the resolution was agreed to. 
IMPROVEMENT OF RED RIVER, 

Mr. ELLIS, by unanimous consent, offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the opri of War be requested to furnish to this House, at a 
date as early as possible, full information as to the amounts appropriated by Con- 
gress for the improvement of Red River within the past four years; in what 
ner said appropriations have been expended ; what balance remains; what 
ress has been made in the improvement, especially of the mouth of said ver; 
and what plan of operations, if any, has been adopted by the engineers looking to 
the farther improvement of the mouth of said river the complete removal of 


the mud blockade at the mouth which for four months past has wholly suspended 
the navigation of said river. 5 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that several members have 
come into the Hall since their States were called, and desire to intro- 
duce bills for reference only. ‘The Chair will recognize them now for 
that purpose. 

TRANSFER OF INDIAN OFFICE TO WAR DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. FINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2484) to transfer the Office 

of Indian Affairs from the Interior to the War Department; which 


man- 
rog- 
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was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
MARINE HOSPITAL IN BALTIMORE, MARYLAND. 


Mr. KIMMEL introduced a ben oas R. No. 2485) to provide for 
the construction of a marine hospital in Baltimore, land; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


WASHINGTON, CINCINNATI, AND SAINT LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia Worker a bill (H. R. No. 2486) to 
authorize the Washington, Cincinnati, and Saint Louis Railroad Com- 
pany to construct a AEON KENES railroad from tide-water to the cities 
of Saint Louis and Chicago; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire to state that I introduce this 
bill by request, without meaning to thereby express approval or dis- 
approval of any of the principles of the bill. I move that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and be printed. 

The motion was to. 

JOHN B. NIX. 

Mr. GUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2487) for the relief of 
John B. Nix, of Miller County, Arkansas ; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURT, WILMINGTON, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. RUSSELL, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2488) 
to provide for the holding of terms of the circuit court of the United 


States at the city of Wilmington, North Carolina; which was read a 
first and second time, refi to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


DUTY ON TIN. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No, 127) declaring 
the meaning of section 2504 of the Revised Statutes, imposing a duty 
on tin and terne plate; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Waysand Means, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. WELSH. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2489) to reim- 
burse George W. Welsh, of Beaver Falls, Pennsylvania, part owner 
of steamboat Pine Bluff, burned by United States troops in 1863; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

BILLS OF LADING. 

Mr. MORTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2490) to facilitate the 
negotiation of bills of lading and other commercial instruments, and 
to punish fraud therein; which was read a first and second time, 
Sey to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
> REFUNDING THE NATIONAL DEBT. 

Mr. GARFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2491) to facilitate the 
refunding the national debt; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MRS. SOPHIA A. MORGAN. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2492) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. Sophia A. Morgan, widow of Brevet Briga- 
dier-General Charles H. Morgan, late of the United States Army; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. McCOOK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2493) to amend section 
2505 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


JOSHUA GIBSON. 


Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2494) for the relief of 
Joshua Gibson; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


DEPUTY COLLECTOR AT LAKE CHARLES, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. ACKLEN. I ask unanimous consent to introduce for consider- 
ation at this time the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint a dep- 
uty collector at Lake Charles, Calcasieu Parish, Louisiana, with power 
to enter and clear all vessels coming to that port. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I object. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That should go to the Committee of Ways and 


eans. 

Mr. ACKLEN. This bill has been before the Committee on Com- 
merce and has already been favorably acted upon by that committee. 
Ihave been authorized by a unanimous report of the committee to 
present this bill to this House for action. It is necessary that it 
should be acted upon promptly. A deputy collector at that port is 
very much needed at the present time. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman present this as a report from 
the committee? 

Mr. ACKLEN. I have been authorized to report it, but I desire to 
ask unanimous consent at this time to have it acted upon. 

Mr. GARFIELD, I did not understand exactly what the gentle- 
man said. Does he report this as from his committee ? 


Mr. ACKLEN. Yes. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Is the gentleman authorized to report it now? 

Mr. ACKLEN. I have been authorized by the unanimous action 
of the Committee on Commerce to report this bill in its present form. 

$ FIELD. When did the committee authorize the report- 
ing of this bill? 
r. ACKLEN. At the extra session. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If gentlemen around me who belong to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce see no objection to this bill, I suppose I ought 
not to raise one. These gentlemen know about the matter ; I do not. 

Mr. CONGER. I suppose that even as a report from a committee 
this bill could not come in during the first six days of the session. 

The SPEAKER. That point would not operate against the bill; 
but its consideration requires unanimous consent because reports from 
committees are not in order at this time. Thesix-day rule, however, 
would not apply against reports from committees, if made during the 
morning hour. 

Mr. CONGER. The bill is subject, at any rate, to a point of order, 
as it creates a new office and authorizes a new salary. I would like 
= opportunity to examine the bill. Ido not know but that it may 

right. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ConGER] 
objects to the consideration of the bill. That is his right. 


~ ACCOUNTS OF FIRST COMPTROLLER. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Treasurer of the United States, transmitting, in com- 
pliance with section 311 of the Revised Statutes, fair and accurate 
copies of the accounts rendered to and settled with the First Comp- 
troller for the fiscal year which ended June 30, 1879; which was laid 
on the table and ordered to be printed. 


ACCOUNTS OF TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimons consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Treasurer of the United States, transmitting a cop 
of the Treasurer’s accounts rendered to and adjusted by the Sixth 
Auditor of the for the fiscal year which ended June 30, 
1879; which was laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting his annual report 
for the year 1879; which was laid on the table and ordered to be 
printed. ` 

ANNUAL REPORT OF COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. 


The S PEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
the seve nteenth annual report of the Comptroller of the Currency; 
which was referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FERN. O WOOD. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the motion, there were— 
ayes 84, noes 38. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iask for the yeas and nays. I do not know why 
we might not as well work now as next summer. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only twelve voting therefor. 

So the motion to adjourn was agreed to; and accordingly (at one 
o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rul FaN referred as stated : 

By the SP R: The petition of Henry W. Birkey, M. D., to be 
reinstated in the United States Navy as an assistant surgeon—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BAKER: The petition of Frederick W. Miller, of Elkhart, 
Indiana, to be reimbursed the amount of money-order funds and 
stamps pd corners i stolen from the post-office at Elkhart, Indiana— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: The petition of A. H. J of York, 
Pennsylvania, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Elizabeth Welsh, of York, Pennsylvania, that 
her name be placed on the pension-roll—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of Ezra M. Smith and 21 others, citi- 
zens of Peterborough, New Hampshire, that John R. Miller be reim- 
bursed the amount of money-order funds and stamps burglariously 
stolen from the post-office at Peterborough, New Hampshire—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of John R. Miller, ee at Peterborough, 
New Hampshire, of similar import —to the same committee. 

By Mr. CABELL : The petition of citizens of Henry and Franklin 
Counties, e Spee for the establishment of a post-route between 
Waidsborough and Oak Level, Virginia—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Papers relating to the claim of Eliza H. Powers, 
for compensation for services rendered the United States during the 
late war—to the Committee of Claims. . 

By Mr. HENKLE: The petition of Sarah B. F. Mayo, widow of 
Isaac Mayo, deceased, formerly a captain in the United States Navy, 
to be placed on the pension-roll from the date of Captain Mayo’s 
death—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOSTETLER: The petition of citizens of Lawrence County, 
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Indiana, that soldiers of the late war be paid the difference between 
the value of greenbacks and gold at the time of pene with 6 per 


cent. interest, compounded semi-annually—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of Franklin Roys and 64 other Ver- 
mont soldiers of the late war, for the equalization of bounties—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. KEIFER: The petition of Samuel T. McMoran, of Saint 
Paris, Ohio, and 35 others, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: The petition of R. T. Jones and others, citizens 
of Winthrop, Maine, that a pension be granted Andrew P. Batchel- 
der—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOOK: The petition of Joseph Delavan and 65 other 
honorably discharged soldiers, for the passage of the equalization 
bounty bill—to the Committee on Military ‘Affairs. 

Also, the petition of E. A. Farr, relative to the claim of 8. O. Baker 
for compensation for ee gee furnished the United States Army—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR : The petition of Charleston County, South Car- 
olina, for the establishment of a -route between Cainhoy and 
Charleston, South Carolina to the Committee on the Post- Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky: The petition of Mary L. Cleve- 
land: widow of John H. Cleveland, deceased, a soldier of the war of 
1812, for arrears of pension—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. VANCE: A paper relating to the establishment of - 
routes from Collettsville, via Mulberry Valley, to Globe; from Fair- 
view, via Arden, Z. T. Hunter’s, and Avery’s Creek, to Lee Brittain’s ; 
from Ashville to Riceville, via Beaver Dam and Hawk Creek, all in 
North Carolina—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel D. Hay- 
slip for compensation for property destroyed by the United States 
Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 


IN SENATE. 


THURSDAY, December 4, 1879. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedingswas read and approved. 
Joun P. Jones, a Senator from the State of Nevada, appeared in 


his seat to-day. 
JOINT COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. WHYTE, Mr. RANSOM, and 
Mr. ANTHONY, under the requirement of section 3756 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, as members on the part of the Senate 
of the Joint Committee on Public Printing. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secre of War, transmitting a letter from Colonel John 
Gibbon, Seventh Infantry, dated April 16, 1879, calling attention to 
the fact that the citizen volunteers who participated in the battle of 
Big Hole, Montana, have not yet been remunerated for their services, 
and that no provision has been made to pension the wounded or wid- 
ows and children of those killed, &c.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting copies of reports from Captain William Mills 
and Lieutenant William J. Turner, Second Infantry, of work per- 
formed by Company A, Second Infantry, on the Mullan wagon-road, 
between Fort Cœur d'Alene and the summit of the Cœur d’Alene 
Mountains, in Montana Territory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT GOVERNMENT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
president of the board of commissioners of the District of Columbi 
transmitting for the consideration of Congress a civil code of law an 
procedure for the District of Columbia, prepared under the direction 
of the attorney for the District, in accordance with a provision in the 
‘act of March 3, 1879, making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a communication from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting a letter from Major James M. Moore, quar- 
termaster United States y, and a memorial of Colonel Rufus 
Ingalls and other officers of the Quartermaster’s Department, remon- 
strating against the passage of the bill (S. No. 192) to correct the date 
of commissions of certain officers in the Quartermaster’s Department ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 


to be printed. 

Mr. OLPH presented the petition of George R. Hall and 
others, soldiers in the late war and citizens of New ass jigs 
the passage of what is known as the equalization bounty bill; whic 


was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also presented the petition of Wadson & Co., of Paterson, New 
Jersey, and the petition of O. H. Bartles and 97 other citizens of New 
Jersey, praying for an appropriation for the improvement of Harlem 
River; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
13 5 88 St nego 7 5 of H. 0 Osterho 5 R. 

i aniel Hopkins, an others, praying the passage of a law 
to equalize the bounties of soldiers ; which 3 to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West 5 presented additional papers in sup- 
port of the application of David H. Myers, late of Company A, Sec- 
ond New Jersey Cavalry, praying for a pension ; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER 3 the petition of D. F. and G. T. Arthur and 
others, citizens of South Carolina, Praying for the establishment of a 
weekly mgil-route from Columbia, Richland Coun ty, South Carolin 
to Witts Mills, Orangeburgh County, in that State; which was 1 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. WITHERS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 336) granting a pension to Philip Braunstet- 
ter, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 427) granting a pension to Frank Donohue, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 552) granting a pension to Marshall D. Ellis, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, te whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Samuel M. Thatcher, late private Company I, Seventy-first 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, praying to be allowed a pension, submitted 
a report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the commit- 
tee were discharged from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. WITHERS. I am also instructed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of David H. Myers, praying 
to be allowed a pension, to submit an adverse report thereon, no ap- 
plication paring been made to the Pension Bureau. 


The VICE-P. IDENT. The report will be printed and the com- 
mittee discha’ from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which 
were ener to be printed, and the bills were postponed indefinitely, 
namely: 


A bill (S. No. 277) granting a pension to A. L. Anderson; and 

A bill (S. No. 412) granting a pension to John H. F. . 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Zenas Herrick, praying to be allowed arrears of pension, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed; 
and asked to be discharged from its further consideration; which was 


A bill 8 No. zn} granting a pension to John Smith; 


to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 477) for the relief of General Ward B. Burnett, submitted an 
adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Phœbe A. Grivet, Praying for an increase of pension, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed, 
and asked sd be discharged from its further consideration; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion 9f Squire Moon, first lieutenant 3 G, Second Regiment 
United States D ms, praying to be allowed a pension, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed, and asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 342) granting a pension to Charles Reed, reported it with an 
e and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 

rinted. 

. INGALLS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which 
were ordered to be printed, and the bills were postponed indefi- 
nitely, 17 8 

A bill 8 o. 184) granting a pension to Robert L. Hancock; 

A bill (S. No. 260) granting a pension to Nathaniel Aiken; 

ADN (8. No. 362) granting a pension to Martha A. Williamson; 
an 

A bill (S. No. 535) granting a pension to William H. Miller, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 475) granting a pension to Henry J. Churchman, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing petitions, submitted adverse reports thereon; which were 
ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged from their 
further consideration, namely: 

The petition of Margaret Cahill, praying to bo allowed a pension; 
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The petition of Henry Williams, praying to be allowed a pension; 
The petition of Jacob 8. Hunt, praying to be allowed a pension; 


an 

The petition and papers relating to the application of Amelia Par- 
sons, widow of Nathan Parsons, for a pension. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Commodore William B. Whiting, praying an increase of pen- 
sion, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 751) 
granting a pension to William B. Whiting. 
ile tabs read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 

printed. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Colonel Crafts J. Wright, late colonel of the Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteers, praying to be allowed an increase of pen- 
sion, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 752) 
granting an increase of pension to Crafts J. Wright. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bil 
(S. No. 376) granting a pension to Hiram Johnson, reported it wit 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 341) panting a pension to Peter Getert, ans it with an 
smeni nent; and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 

printed. 

Mr. CALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 499 granting a pension to Lee R. Seaton, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 367) granting an increase of pension to Isabel L. Evans, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of James Rose, private Ninth Light Bat Wisconsin Volun- 
teers, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the committee were discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PADDOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 753) to provide for the sale of the remain- 
der of the reservation of the confederated Otoe and Missouria tribes 
of Indians in the States of Nebraska and and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 754) to authorize the relocation and improvement 
of the mili wagon-road from Sidney, Nebraska, via Forts Robin- 
son and Sheridan, to the Sioux Indian reservation; which was read 
twice 1 its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McDONALD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 755) for the relief of Paul McCormick; 
gaon was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 756) for the relief of William T. Pate & Co.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also area and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- j 


duce a bill (S. No. 757) for the relief of Gallus Kerchner; which was 
= twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


‘airs. . 

Mr. KIRK WOOD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 758) for the relief of James M. Bacon; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BECK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 759) for the relief of G. W. Thompson and others; 
yuck was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

nance, 

Mr. MORRILL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 760) to facilitate the refunding of the na- 
tional debt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 761) fixing a limitation on suits on the 
bonds of officers, agents, and employés of the United States; which 
5 read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 762) for the relief of Josiah H. Pillsbury; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the 
case, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post Roads. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 763) to make an additional article of war; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Mr. MORGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 764) for the relief of H. M. Jones; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 765) to amend sections 2324, and 2325 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning mineral lands; 
which was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

Mr. PLATT 5 and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 766) for the relief of Gilbert Jessup; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the case, 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the following order: 

Ordered, That the memorial and accom rs of P: J: a 
be taken yii the files of the Senate and — ae 2 Claims, * 

I ask leave to present a supplementary petition of the same par- 
ties, stating some additional facts and praying that the prayer of the 
agp Sibu be granted. 1 5 8 

e order was to; and the ition a were refe 
to the Seen e oa Glave ey 
On motion of Mr. GROOME, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of Sarah B. F. Ma: 


late captain in the Navy of the United States, 
ate and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was 


Ordered, That the in the case of Henry Page, of Arkansas, be withdrawn 
from the files and 1 to the Committee on Finance. 


On motion of Mr. JONES, of Florida, it was 


Ordered, That the pa; in the case of Mrs. Ellen C. Long be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


DOCUMENTS FOR MEMBERS OF THE PRESS. 
Mr. MORGAN (by request) submitted the following resolution ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved, That the superintendent of the Senate document-room be directed to 


widow of Isaac Mayo, deceased, 
taken from the files of the Sen. 


furnish each member of the press whose name a in the Con; Di- 
rectory as the duly authorized representative of a daily newspaper with one copy 
of every bill, resolution, and document printed for the use of the Senate. 


CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON REMOVAL OF NORTHERN CHEYENNES. 
Mr. KIRK WOOD submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 


Resolved, That the clerk to the select committee to examine into the circum- 
stances connected with the removal of the Northern Cheyenne Indians from the 
Sioux reservation to the Indian Territory, authorized by resolution of the Senate 
of the 3d instant, be paid by Se Caton oe the Senate out of the miscellaneous 
items of the contingent fund of the Senai 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Iask the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

i The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
ution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule, the resolution will be 
read the second time and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The resolution was read the second time and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I take it the resolution is only in- 
tended to run during the present session. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. That is all, of course. The committee is lim- 
ited to the present session. 

Mr. DA of West Virginia. But I notice She resolution does 
not specify the fact that it is limited to this session. I have no ob- 
ection to the resolution, but think it proper that it should be lim- 
ited to the present session. 

Mr. ALLISON. Insert the words “ during the session.” 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think the words “during the 
session” ought to be in > 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Let it be so amended. The resolution author- 
oe the committee fixes its existence for the session, and of course 
it follows that the pay of the clerk expires with the session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so amended if 
there be no objection. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. ‘The resolution was ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I offer the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury furnish the Senate a tabulated 
statement showing, by States, the total amounts paid for each fiscal year from 
1866 to 1879, inclusive, for claims growing out of the late war. 

If there is no objection, I ask its immediate consideration. If 
Senators prefer, I would just as soon have it go over and be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand that one or two Sena- 
tors near me have some amendments to offer, and I ask that the reso- 
lution be printed and that it lie on the table, to give Senators an 
opportunity to prepare amendments to it. 5 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and laid 
on the table. 
INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 

Mr. EATON submitted the following resolution ; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and bé printed: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to transmit to 
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the Senate copies of all correspondence between this Government and any foreign 
verument — — Feb: , 1869, respecting a ship-canal across the isthmus 
ran North America and South America, together with copies of any project 
of treaties respecting the same which the Department of State may have proposed 
or submitted since that date to any foreign power or its diplomatic representative. 
FINANCIAL LEGISLATION. 


Mr. CARPENTER submitted the following resolution; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and.be printed: 


the mption of specie payments, the circulation 
wore hor ot T the Gaited States under existing laws, and the 
reasonable è i of the 


xpectation condition 
will not be disturbed by e . have been followed by restorati 
of bosno ocean are of sa 
i TOS) ; an 

— hereas 9 5 Nef raid g policy is essential to the successful conduct of 
business affairs: erefor 

Resolved, Thatin the 8 of the Senate any legislation during the present 
session of Congress materially changing the existing system of finance would be 
inexpedient. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

On motion of Mr. THURMAN, it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. THURMAN. If there is no further morning business, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

After fifteen minutes spent in executive session the doors were 
reopened; and (at twelve o’clock and forty-eight minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, December 4, 1879. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 


. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXTRA PAY OF CAPITOL POLICE. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I ask unanimous consent to introduce, for action 
at the present time, a joint resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


Resolved by the Sonate and House of 


sentatives, &., That the Clerk of the 
be, and is hereby, authorized and 


House ted to pay to those members of the 
Capitol police who did duty at the time of the passage of joint resolution entitled 
{Joint resolution to pay the employés of the House Representatives borne 
on the annual roll one month’s extra pay,” one month’s extra pay at the same 
‘compensation as then paid them by law; and an amount sufficient to pay the same 
is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not o appropri- 


Mr. BLOUNT. I will ask the gentleman whether this comes from 
the Committee of Accounts? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I will state for the information of the gentleman 
from Georgia—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] 
asks unanimous consent to make a statement, the right to object to 
ithe resolution being reserved. If there be no objection, the gentle- 


man will proceed. 

Mr. DUNNELL- At the last session of Congress a joint resolution 
was passed, bas putea: July 1, 1879, giving one month’s extra pay to 
the employés of the House. Before making any further remarks I 
Will that this joint resolution be read so that the fitness of the 
. which I now submit may be more clearly seen. 

e Clerk read as follows: 
[Pusto ResoLUTION—NO. 19.] 


Joint resolution to the employés of the House of resentatives borne on the 
85 N roll one month's petals 


Resolved by the ee erf TEONE DE BA er United States of America 
an Congress assembled, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized 
directed to pay to the employés of the House borne on the annual roll, one 


th’s extra pay at the same co: 


3 as now paid them by law, and au 
‘amount sufficient to pay the same is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 
not prid a appropriated. 


Approved July 1, 1879. 

Mr. DUNNELL. It will be remembered, Mr. Speaker, that I op- 
posed the passage of the resolution just read; but it was passed, and 
all the employés of the House were paid under its provisions 1 
the members of the police force. Now, this simply makes equal 
pay of these employés of the House to that Which the other em- 
ployés were paid under that resolution. I insist the police officers of 
the House are just as much the employés of the House as the clerks 
or messengers or other employés who were paid under that resolution. 
And I think it unjust, although I do not question the propriety of the 
‘decision made by the Clerk of the House that under that resolution 
he could not pay the police force, yet I think it is but simple justice 
to this branch of the service of the House that they shall be paid 
‘equally with the others. The resolution I offer has for its purpose to 
ido equal justice to all employés of the House, and I trust there will 
be no re 7 85 to it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think it should go to the Committee of Accounts. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I think the gentleman from Georgia, if he under- 
stands my proposition, will not object to its adoption at this time. 


Mr. WARNER. It ought to go to the Committee of Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. This requires unanimous consent, and the gen- 
tleman from Georgia and the gentleman from Ohio object, unless it 
goes to the Committee of Accounts. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I consent, then, that the resolution be so referred. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. ) was introduced, read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Accounts. 


RAILROAD MONOPOLIES, ETO. 


Mr. AIKEN. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent at this time 

to present a memorial and to ask that it be printed in the RECORD, 

. GARFIELD. I do not know the nature of the memorial and 

do not wish to make any captious objection, but it is only right I 

should state to the House that if we begin reading memorials not 

privileged to be read we may have all the memorials and petitions 
presented to the House 8 upon the RECORD, 

The SPEAKER. That is the object the gentleman has so far as 
the present memorial is concerned. It will now be read so the House 
may understand what it is, and when read the gentleman from South 
Carolina asks that it be printed in the RECORD. : 

Mr. GARFIELD. If read now it will go into the RECORD by vir- 
tue of having been read in the open House. If it does not come 
under the rule as being from the Legislature of a State or from some 
body whose petition or memorial is entitled to go into the RECORD, 
I shall have to object. 

Mr. AIKEN. It does not come from the Legislature of a State, 
but it does come from a body equally competent to present petitions 
here, and one which appeals very seldom to this House for any hel; 
or aid. It comes from an association of men who have formed an 
organized a corporate body known as the National Grange of the Pat- 
rons of Husbandry of America; and in their name I am instructed 
to ask this body to have that porie printed in the RECORD. It 
will not occupy two squares in the columns of the RECORD. 

Mr. GARFIELD. this been to the gentleman’s committee ? 
Is the gentleman chairman of the Committee on Agriculture ? 

Mr. N. It has not been presented to the Committee on 9 550 
culture, nor is it asked that it should go before that committee; but 
it is asked that it shall be printed in the RECORD, It does not come 
from the Committee on 1 . 

Mr. GARFIELD. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. AIKEN. I ask, then, that the petition be read. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I made the objection, not knowing what the 
paper was; but now that its object been stated, I withdraw my 
objection: 

he SPEAKER. The Chair was advised of the nature of the prop- 
osition when he asked the House for unanimous consent, 

Mr. AIKEN. I believe I have now the unanimous consent to pre- 
sent the 3 
sake SPEAKER. There is no further objection, and the paper will 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled : 


Toot peter amg the National Grange of the Patrons of Husbandry, assembled 
in annual session at Canandaigua, New Y ork, do most respectfully and earnestly 
y 


call your attention to the following grievances, from which we pray for relief from 
your honorable bodies : 
t. The tion companies engaged in the interstate commerce of the 


Firs 
United States haye so far exceeded their red rights and franchises that to-day 
their N is without ex ill and arbitrary. 

Second. The frequent and unreasonable fluctuations in their rates of transporta- 
tion, both of t and passengers, are w. and unnecessary. 

Third. Rai are common carriers, built by the people for the common weal, 
and should not be tolerated as arbitrary and crushing monopolies. 

Fourth. Organized combination among these transportation companies destroys 
the possibility of legitimate competition and oppresses the industrial classes of our 


country. 

Fifth. These monopolies, annuslly growing more powerful and defiant, have not 
been and are not res by effective congressional legislation. 

Your memorialists would therefore urge upon your honorable bodies the enact- 
ment of such laws as will relieve a burdened and oppressed people from these un- 
lawful exactions. 

Done under the seal of the order, by instructions from the National Grange. 

J.J. WOODMAN, Michigan, 

HENRY JAMES, Indiana, 

WILLIAM G. WAYNE, New York, 

D. WYATT AIKEN, South Carolina, 
Executive Committee. 


The petition was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

HARBOR MASTER, LAKE HURON, 

Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2495) to provide a harbor master for the harbor of refuge of Lake 
Huron, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CENSUS. 


Mr. HERBERT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2496) to amend the act of March 3, 1879, in relation to the census 


of 1880; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on the Tenth Census, and ordered to be printed. 


PRESENTATION OF CLAIMS. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, submitted 


1879. 
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the following resolution; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed: 
That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and it is hereby, 


Resolved, authorized 
and directed to inquire as soon as cable into the expediency of * an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States for the purpose of limiting 


the time of presentation of claims against the United States to six years from the 
time same may have accrued, and that said committee report by joint resolution 
erwise. 


or oth 

S ASSISTANT COMMITTEE CLERK. 

Mr. SPEER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee of Elec- 
tions, reported followipg resolution; which was read, considered, 
and agreed to: 

That the Committee of Elections be authorized to em: an assistant 
— Sof $8 per 
, to 
Gay during the time actually employ 
CYRUS C. CLARK. 

Mr. WAIT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2497) for the relief of Cyrus C. Clark, paymaster in the Army ; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

MERRITT LEWIS, 

Mr. BREWER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2498) granting increase of pension to Merritt Lewis, late of Compan; 
K, Seventh Michigan Volunteer Cavalry; which was read a first an 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

REFRIGERATING SHIP, 

Mr. GOODE. Iask, by unanimous consent, to submit the follow- 

ing resolution: 


for other ap April 18, 1879, together with all action and proceed - 
ings of ika hoard ot cers appointed to examine and report u) the 
plan submitted, with copies of all pa: relating thereto, and the reasons why no 
contract has been made for the pi or on of a refrigerating ship as 


provided for by the said act. 

Mr. eee Mr. Speaker, what committee has charge of that 

subject 

. GOODE. I will say to the gentleman from Michigan the reso- 
lution merely asks for information which it is important the Com- 
mittee on Epidemic Diseases should have. 

Mr. CONGER. This will require a good deal of copying and other 
labor. Let the committee take the subject under consideration, and 
if they shall report to this House the fact that the committee does 
desire to have this information, then we can adopt the resolution. 

Mr. GOODE. I have no objection to that course being taken. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on the Origin, Intro- 
duction, and Prevention of Epidemic Diseases in the United States. 

GERMAIN H. MASON. 


Mr. BURROWS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2499) for the relief of Germain H. Mason, of Michigan; which 
was read a first and second time,and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

FREEDMEN’S SAVINGS. 

Mr. CONNOR, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill a R. 
No. 2500) to return to the freedmen of the South their savings depos- 
ited in the Freedmen’s Savings and Trust Company; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


SUBSTITUTION OF GREENBACKS FOR NATIONAL-BANK NOTES, ETO. 
Mr. GILLETTE, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolu- 


tion (H. R. No. 129) in opposition to retiring greenbacks and in favor | Joint 


of substituting them for national-bank notes and in favor of the free 
coinage of silver ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 
ALBERT V. CONWAY. 
Mr. TUCKER, (by request,) by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
5 R. No. 2501) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
nds to Albert V. Conway, substitute trustee for certain re 
United States bonds redeemed or assigned by the Government upon 
forged assignments ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


TOLEDO PUBLIC BUILDING. 

Mr. HURD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 28 
for the construction of a public Puding for the use of the Uni 
States at Toledo, Ohio; which was r a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN H. W. RILEY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 2503) for the relief of John H. W. Riley; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 


WILLIAM T, PATE AND COMPANY. 
Mr. NEW, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2504) 


for the relief of William T. Pate & Co.; which was read a first aud 


second time, and referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
GALLUS KERCHNER. 

Mr. NEW also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2505) for the relief of Gallus Kerchner, of North Vernon, Indiana; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

PORT OF SAINT LOUIS, MISSOURI. 

Mr. WELLS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2506) extending the privileges of sections 2990 to 2997 of the Revised 
Statutes, inclusive, to the port of Saint Louis, Missouri; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

EMMA M. CHILD. 


Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 2507) to grant a pension to Emma M. Child, widow 
of Wi A. Child, sergeant of the Tenth iment of Vermont Vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
NIGHT INSPECTORS, NEW YORK. 


Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2508) 
to regulate the compensation of night inspectors of customs at the 
port of New York; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

_ DISTRIBUTION OF PRESIDENTS MESSAGE. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, for the 

urpose of taking up and distributing the annual m e of the 
President of the United States to the several committees of the House. 

The motion renee, e to; and the House accordingly resolved 
itself into the Co ttee of the Whole on the state of the nion, Mr. 
REAGAN, of Texas, in the chair. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Iam directed by the Committee of Ways 
and Means to report from that committee the resolution which is now 
in the hands of the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That so much of the President's m and the accom ying 7 
ments as relates to funding the public debt, to the sinking fund, to the public 


finances, and to the tariff be ref to the Committee of Wa: 
That so much as refers to the appropriations and the expenditures be referred to 
the Com mittee on Appropriati 
That so much as re! to the elective franchise and the courts of the United 
‘erred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

foreign affairs and to 


9 to the Committee on 
80 


Weights, and Measures. 
much as relates to the currency be referred to the Committee on Bank- 
and Currenc; 


in; 5 

F the Territories of Utah and of Alaska be referred to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

That so much as relates to naval affairs be referred to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 
‘That so much as relates to military affairs be referred to the Committce en Mili- 


Affairs. 
‘That eo much as relates to civil service be referred to the Select Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service, 
Taa e TO ORN O ht 
Office and Post- 
!!! SEIN DS STORA Ea: AS COSS OTIS 


That so much as relates to depredations upon the timber lands be referred to the 
Committee on Publio Lands. zan 

That so much as relates to the subject of rivers and harbors and the navigation 
laws be referred to the Committee on Commerce. $ 

That so much as relates to the providing additional facilities to the Department 
of Agriculture be referred to the mittee on Agriculture. 

That so much as relates to a new building for the Library be referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

That so much as relates to national education be referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

‘That so much as relates to the Washington Monument and to the affairs of the 
District of Columbia be referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 


ao CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the resolu- 
on. 

Mr. WILLITS. I move to amend the resolution by providing that 
so much of the message as relates to the question of pelygsm in the 
sanon of Utah be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, The practice has always been to refer to 
the Committee on the Territories all questions relating to the Territo- 
ries, and there are but two Territories referred to in the President’s 
m e, Utah and Alaska. I have no special wish on the subject 
myself; I am merely acting as the organ of the committee, but I 
believe the resolution is correct in that regard. 

Mr. WILLITS. It may be very proper, Mr. Chairman, to refer to 
the Committee on the Territories all questions in re; tothe organi- 
zation of Territories. But here is a question which has nothing to do 
with the organization of a Territory assuch. Itisa quoan in my 
opinion, which ought to be referred to the Judiciary Committee, es- 
pecially when we look at the way in which the question is presented 
to us by the message of the President. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I suggest to the chairman of the committee that 
this is entirely a legal question. It does not relate at all to ordinary 
territorial matters but has to do with the whole judicial system of 
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the country. Ithink the gentleman from New York had better allow 
the amendment. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Iam compelled to say that in one re- 

ard I differ entirely from both the gentlemen who have spoken. I 
lieve the question of polygamy in Utah is one directly connected 
with the local legislation of that Territory, and that the power of the 
Federal Government, while in a political sense it extends to the Ter- 
ritories, does not extend to any religious or social question or custom. 
I am entirely indifferent, however, as to what reference may be made 
of that portion of the message, and will accept the change proposed 
by the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. GARFIELD. All right. 

The question being taken on the amendment offered by Mr. WIL- 
LITS, it was to. 

The resolution, as amended, was to. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I move that the committee rise and re- 
port the resolution, as amended, to the House. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, Mr. REAGAN reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the President’s 
annual m „and had directed him to reporta resolution relating 
to the distribution thereof. 

The resolution 8 7855 by the committee was read. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I move that the resolution be adopted. 

The question being taken, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD moved to reconsider the vote just taken; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ATOMIC STEAM COAL GAS COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2509) to incarporate the Atomic Steam Coal Gas Company, of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 


IMPROVEMENT OF PEARL RIVER. 


Mr. HOOKER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2510) for the improvement of Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi, 
from Jackson, the capital of the State, to its mouth, and for elearin 
out of obstructions at mouth of same; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed, 

TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 

Mr. FROST, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2511) to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation 
of dutiable goods; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


INCREASE OF PENSIONS ACT. 


Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2512) to amend an act entitled “An act to increase pensions in 
certain cases,” approved June 18, 1874; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

STATUE OF MAJOR-GENERAL CUSTER. 


Mr. BINGHAM also, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint res- 
olution (H. R. No. 130) to authorize the erection of a statue to the 
late Brevet Major-General oorge A. Custer, United States Army; 
which was read afirst and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS LITTLE. 


Mr. UPSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2513) to authorize the restoration of Thomas Little to the rank of 
captain ; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

MUNICIPAL GAS COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. MORTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2514) to incorporate the Municipal Gas Company of the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. As there appears to be no further busi- 
ness I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I suggest to the gentleman from New York that 
he agree to that motion. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. To-morrow is private bill day, and there 
are a : pie? many reports to be made. I desire that an opportunity 
should be given for making those reports. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn over, there 
were—ayes 113, noes 48. 

Mr. FINLEY. I call for the yeas and na; 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, yes, 85 21 voting therefor, not 
one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the motion to adjourn over was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn, the Chair desires 
to present certain executive communications. 


REFUND OF CUSTOMS DUTIES. 
The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the Honse a 


letter from the Secretary of the T. y, transmitting a detailed 

statement of the various sums of money refunded as customs duties 

during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1879; which was referred to 

the Committee.of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
MULLAN WAGON-ROAD. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting recommendation for an appropriation of 
$30,000, to be expended on the Mullan wagon-road between Forts 
Missoula and Cœur d’Alene; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ; 

FORT RANDALL MILITARY RESERVATION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting petition of residents of Mix County, Dakota 
Territory, praying that a portion of the Fort Randall military reser- 
vation maay be opened to settlement; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

JAMES E. MACKLIN. ; 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, bse a | penson of Second Lieutenant James E. Mack- 
lin, Eleventh Uni tates Infantry, for restoration to the ori 
rank held by him in the Twenty-second Infantry ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PHILLIP LONEY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting petition of Phillip Loney, late sergeant Company 
F, Ninth Infantry, for reimbursement of $553; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

WILLIAM M’GREGOR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of tg reg — ee serene) e eh ah rl orderly ser- 
geant Uni tates Army, for legislation granti im pecuniary 
aid; which was referred to the Committee on Military Afkits. 

EXPENDITURES OF WAR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter fromthe Secretary 
of War, transmitting report of expenditures of the War Department 
and its bureaus for the fiscal ee ending June 30, 1879; which was 
referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department. 

LAKE-SURVEY CHARTS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, recommending such legislation as will authorize that 
moneys realized from the sale of lake-survey charts may be expended 
in printing new charts; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

JOHN H. MARSHALL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting the claim of John H. Marshall to be repaid 
the sum of $300, paid by way of commutation money as a dr: 
man; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Se, for next week, on account of important busi- 
ness; an 

To Mr. Berry, for one week, on account of sickness, 

The motion of Mr. Woop was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 
twelve o’clock and fifty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned 
until Monday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: The petition of Lewis W, Detrich, for ` 
an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLISS: The petition of inspectors of customs in New York, 
for repeal of certain laws relative to the compensation of said in- 
spectors—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of Andrew Blesch, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of George J. Whitman, for an increase of pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of Charles M. Craswell, governor, 
and the senators and representatives of the Legislature of the State 
of Michigan, for an increase of the pension of Merritt Lewis—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. COLERICK: Papers Aars to the pension claim of Albert 
N. Jack, late private in Company B, Eleventh Indiana Cavalry Vol- 
unteers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of inspectors of the New York custom- 
house for the repeal of certain laws relative to the compensation of 
said inspectors—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRAVENS : The petition of James R. Lafferry, for pa as 
captain 8 B, Fourth Arkansas Cavalry, from October „1864, 
to June 30, 1865, and three months’ pay proper—to the Committee on 


Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. ELLIS: The petition of Mrs. Mary E. Bouligny, widow, 
and heirs of John E. Bouligny, deceased, in regard to certain lands 

ranted by Con to said widow and heirs—-to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. HAMMOND, of New York: The petition of Emma K. 
Childe, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of the officers and privates of three 
companies of Tennessee national volunteers and home guards, for com- 
ee ee service rendered in 1863 - to the Committee on 

i ‘airs. 

4050 thse petition of Lieutenant J. P. Green, late second lieutenant 
Second Tennessee Cavalry, for pay from date of commission to date 
of muster—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of A. P. Rambo, for additional pay as an officer 
in the United States Army—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Sarah C. King, for the removal of suspension 
of pension granted her as dependent mother—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Smith, for a pension—to the same 
committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of H. L. Bradley for compensa- 
tion for dwelling-house torn down by order of Major-General Burn- 
side in 1863—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Robert D. Jourolman of sim- 
ilar import—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Benjamin Fahnstock for com- 
pensation for property injured by the United States Army—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia! The petition of Richard Jack- 
son, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORTON: The petition of Judge Henry P. McGowan, of 
New York, and 77 other citizens of the United States, for the im- 
provement of Harlem River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. O'NEILL : The petition of James Peak, late sergeant of Com- 
pany L, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Heavy Artillery, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. O'REILLY: The petition of carpenters in the United 
States Navy, for assimilated rank—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of John P, C. Reed, for 
compensation for property taken by the United States Army during 
the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Thomas S. Fogg, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of Wesley Stroud, for the removal 
of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Mili ffairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio: The petition of Capt. A. L. Anderson, 
asking to be retired upon hisrank in the Regular Army—to the same 
committee. ‘ 


IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, December 8, 1879. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 

8 Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 

roved. 
$ ANGUS CAMERON, a Senator from the State of Wisconsin; DAVID 
Davis, a Senator from the State of Illinois; WILLIAM P. KELLOGG, 
a Senator from the State of Louisiana, and JOHN S. WILLIAMS, a 
Senator from the State of Kentucky, appeared in their seats to-day. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secre of War, transmitting an extract from official rec- 
ords of the post of Fort Stevens, Oregon, to be considered in connec- 
tion with papers heretofore submitted in answer to a resolution of 
the Senate of Feb 11, 1879, requesting an examination to be 
made into the claim of F. G. Schwatka, sr., for seizure of his dona- 
tion claim at Point Adams, n; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in further compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of June 4, 1879, information showing the circumstances which 
led to the arrest and removal of J. M. Bell and other Cherokee Indians 
from the Cherokee Nation; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with a resolation of the Senate 
of June 30, 1879, the report of a board of engineer officers relating to 
a bridge across the Detroit River at or near Detroit, Michigan; which 
was rolaren to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of State, transmitting, in compliance with section 208 of the Revised 
Statutes, a statement of the names of consular officers not citizens of 
the United States to whom salaries have been paid during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1879, together with the circumstances under 
which they were appointed; which was ordered to lie on the table 
-and be printed. 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre 
of State, transmitting, in compliance with section 208 of the Revi 
Statutes, a statement of such fees as have been collected, accounted 
for, and reported by the various diplomatic and consular officers of 
the United States during the year ending December 31, 1878, together 


with the rates or tariffs of fees, and a full list of consular officers in 
commission in December of that year; which was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a communication from the Sec- 
. War, transmitting the petition of Captain H. W. Brother- 
ton, Fifth Infantry, and Captain A. C. Girard, assistant s n 
United States Army, praying compensation for losses sustained by 
them in the burning of their quarters during the night of December 
12, 1878, at Fort Keogh, Montana Territory ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McDONALD presented the memorial of John R. McLean, of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, in relation to the taking of illegal fees in theclerk’s 
office of the circuit court of the United States for the southern dis- 
trict of Ohio; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McMILLAN 8 the petition of J. A. W. Johnson and 
others, citizens of Lillian, Minnesota, and the petition of John R. Tag- 
gert and others, citizens of Atwater, Minnesota. raying for the ex- 
tension of the post-route from Atwater to Bird Is and, in that State; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of William Pfaender, late lieutenant- 
colonel Second Regiment Minnesota Cavalry Volunteers, praying com- 
pensation for rey property destroyed by fire while in command 
of the post at Fort Ridgely, January 19, 1865; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of Sarah K. T. Baker, of Ken- 
tucky, praying compensation for rent of premises and wood used by 
United States officers in Bourbon County in that State during the late 
war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of William E. Woodruff, of 
Little Rock, Arkansas, praying for an amendment of the pension laws 
so as to grant him arrears of pension ; which was refi to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HEREFORD presented the petition of Henry Williams, late 
private Fortieth Missouri Volunteers, praying for a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of C. Bohn, of Virginia, praying for 


the passage of a law granting him the privileges of keeping a station- 
2 7 store at Fortress Monroe; which was referred to the Committee on 
aims, 


Mr. BALDWIN presented the petition of the Central Agricultural 
Society of Wayne County, Michigan, praying for a donation of a part 
of the Dearborn arsenal grounds in that county for school and horti- 
7 8 5577 purposes ; which was referred to the Committee on Military 


irs. 

Mr. JONAS presented the petition of Henrietta Wilson, widow of 
Henry Wilson, late colonel Seventh United States Infantry, raying 
to be allowed an increase of pension; which was referred to the om- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also perea the petition of Chauncey Tyler and others, mer- 
chants and citizens of New Orleans, Louisiana, who have suffered 
losses of goods and paid war premiums by reason of depredations 
committed by confederate cruisers durin. the late war, praying that 
the remainder of the Geneva award fund, or so much as may be nec- 
essary, shall be applied to reimburse them for their losses ; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KIRK WOOD presented the petition of Wallis Pattee, late lieu- 
tenant oe A, Fourteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteers, praying 
525 be allowed a pension; Which was referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of W. W. Saxton, late first lieu- 
tenant Twenty-fourth United States Infantry, praying for restoration 
to his rank in the Army; which was referred to the Committee on 


Mr. presented the petition of John F. Sprague and others, 
citizens of Howard plantation and the town of Monson, in thé county 
of Piscataquis, Maine, praying for the establishment of a mail-route 
from Greeley Falls to onson, in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 8. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of John Moulton and sixty others, 
of New Ham , Soldiers in the late war, praying for the 
of a bill for the equalization of bounties; which was Webel to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of John Thornley, medical 
director, United States Navy, praying for the passage of a law author- 
izing the President of the United States to reinstate him to his former 
position in the Navy ; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr, McDONALD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 71) to repeal section 1218 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 112) for the promotion of justice in the 
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Army and Navy by permitting appeal from courts-martial to United 
States courts, have unanimously directed me to report adversely. 
The report was agreed to, and the bill postponed indefinitely. 
WATER SUPPLY OF THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. HARRIS. I am instructed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, who were directed by resolution of the Senate of June 
6, 1879, to e the best means of securing to the citizens of 
Washington and rgetown an adequate supply of pure water, to 
submit a report thereon, and move that it be printed for the use of 
the committee, and recommitted to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTS ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


Mr. RANSOM, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution to print 3,000 additional copies of the President’s 
message, without the accompanying documents, for the use of the 
Senate, re it with an amen nt, to insert after the word 
„message the words“ with the reports of the heads of Departments 
and ;” so as to make the resolution read: 

That 3,000 additional es of the President's with the re- 
3 oe Bp te tet without the peraih ea arn Aao be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 


n. 
The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 
The resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HILL, of Colorado, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 51) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the Ute Indians for the 
relinquishment of their reservations in Colorado, and their removal 
and settlement elsewhere; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PADDOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 767) to authorize certain improvements of 
the channel of the Missouri River; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 768) for the reclamation of arid and 
waste lands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 769) to enable the State of Colorado to take lands 
in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, found to be mineral 
lands; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McMILLAN (by ere asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 770) for the relief of Willis N. 
Arnold; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 3 

Mr. HOAR asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 771) to establish a labor commission; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 3 

Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 772) to remove the Ute Indians from Colo- 
rado; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill 5 No. 773) e. be nik peas for a military 
wagon-road from Niobrara, in Knox County, Nebraska, via the new 
military recently located near the mouth of the Minnecadusa, to 
Fort Robinson, in said State; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 774) regulating divorce in the Territories of 
the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COKE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 775) for the relief of John Hensley; which 
45 read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

irs. i 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 776) for the relief of Daniel E. Moor; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 777) for the relief of James P. Lindsley; which 
bf read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

airs, 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 


duce a bill (S. No. 780) for the relief of R. Vaughn; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 781) for the relief of J. H. Baker; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 782) for the relief of L, W. Vaughn ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 783) for the relief of James Martin and brothers; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 784) for the relief of John W. Cadwell; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 785) for the relief of C. W. Cooper; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 786) for the relief of William M. Hardin which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 787) to amend the act entitled An act to 
e for taking the tenth and subsequent censuses,” approved 

h 3, 1879; which was read twice by its title, and refe to the 
Select Committee to make provision for taking the Tenth Census. 

Mr. BUTLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leaveto 
introduce a bill aay No. 788) authorizing the Secretary of War to issue 
to the Governors Guards, a volunteer company of South Carolina 
militia, seventy-five rifles; which was twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 789) for improvement of the navigation of the 
Savannah River; which was fae twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JOHNSTON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill G No. 790) for the relief of S. D. 
Castleman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SLATER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 791) for the relief of F. G. Schwatka, sr. ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Mr. BAILEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 792) to encourage and aid the education of 
the colored race in the several States and Territories; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. WALKER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 793) for the ustment of the claim of the 
State of Arkansas against the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HEREFORD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 794) to provide for a building suitable for 
a post-office, for the accommodation of the revenue officers, and the 
United States courts and their officers, in the city of Charleston, 
West Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. JONAS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 795) to abrogate the power of the executive 
officers of the United States in allowing indemnity locations or scrip 
for confirmed unsatisfied private land claims under section 3 of the 
act of Congress approved June 2, 1858, (United States Statutes at 
2 volume 11, 294, 295, chapter 81,) and to vest that power 
in the courts of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 796) to amend section 3469 of the Revised 
Statutes, relative to offers of compromise of claims in favor of the 
United States; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. GARLAND. Lask that the bill lie on the table and be printed, 
subject to my call. I wish to make gome explanation in regard to it. 

e bill was read the second time by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. BOOTH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 797) granting a on to Henry C. Smith; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. è 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 798) ing the employment of civilian 
clerks for 3 officers of the Army; which was read twice by 
its title, and refi to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 799) to facilitate the tiation of bills of 
iding and other comm instruments, and to punish fraud 
therein 


; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 

mittee on Commerce. 
Mr. KIRK WOOD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 800) granting a pension to Thomas J. An- 
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thoney; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- | that no persons except those herein authorized so to do, and except such officers, 


ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 801) for the relief of Martha E. Brown and 
Jesse W. W. Flenner, minor heir of First Lieutenant Joseph L. Flen- 
ner, deceased ; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. W. IAMS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 802) for the relief of William Holloway; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. HOAR asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 803) to establish an educational fund, and to 
apply the proceeds of the public lands to the education of the people; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 804) for the relief of Nellie P. Wallingford, 
widow of John O. Wallingford; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION REGENTS. 


Mr. HAMLIN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 50) filling the existing vacancies 
in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution; which was 
read the first time by its title. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I ask the Senate to consider the joint resolution at 
the present time. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, ., t the existing vacancies in the Board of Regents of the Smith- 
sonian sepit aa enpe the class ‘‘other than members of Congress” shall be filled 
by the reappointment of Asa Gray, of Massachusetts; Hi et Pa of Pennsyl- 
vania; John Maclean, of New Jersey; and Peter Parker, of the city of Washing- 
ton, whose terms have expired. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will state the reasons for the passage of this res- 
olution. Before the annual meeting of the Regents of the Institution 
shall take place in January, the term of office of these four persons 
will expire, and they are to be reappointed by resolution of the House 
and Senate. If we take a recess, as we probably shall before the 
board will convene, it will be destitute of these four nts. I take 
it there can be no opposition to the reappointment of these four gen- 
tlemen, who have rendered eminent and distinguished service to the 
Institution. I believe the reappointment meets the concurrence of 
all the Regents as well as of Professor Baird. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

PONCA INDIANS. 

Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Ju be instructed to inquire whether 
any, and what, 1 sete rege Booch wep cap the Ponca Indians to prosecute, 
in the courts of the United States, their claim to lands under treaties and statutes 
of the United States, and report by bill or otherwise. 

E Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the res- 
olution. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask my 3 incorporate in that a resolution 
which I had proposed to offer, directing the select committee on the 
removal of the Northern Cheyennes to inquire into the circumstances 
of the removal of the Ponca Indians, and whether they are not enti- 
tled to be restored to their lands. 

Mr. DAWES. I will accept that amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I will put it in writing, Mr. President, 

The amendment having been reduced to writing wes agreed to, and 
the resolution as amended adopted, as follows : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to inquire whether 
any, and what, le; tion is n to enable the Ponca Indians to prosocute 
in the courts of the United States r claim to lands under treaties statutes 
of the United States, and report by bill or otherwise. 

Resolved further, That the s) committee on the removal of the Northern 
Cheyennes be instructed to ascertain and report the circumstances of the removal 

from their on, and whether said Indians are not 


UTE INDIANS, 


Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed to trans- 
mit to the Senate copies of all cor ondence, by letters or tal between the 

of the Interior, the Com mer of Indian Affairs, and N. C. Meeker, 

late Indian agent at Tuo RITE SEEN, since the 1st day of Jan 1879 
also copies of all correspondence, by letters or telegrams, between the Secret 
of the Interior, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and General 
Adams, the governor of Colorado, and Special Agent Pollock, of and concerning the 
Ute Indians in Colorado. 


MINING CAMPS ON UTE RESERVATION, 


Mr. TELLER submitted the following preamble and resolution ; 
which were considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Whereas the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in his report to the of 
the Interior, for the year 1879, uses the following lan For thus intra: 
aon white settlements the Indians could ensily justification by pointing to 
numerous mining camps which have been located on their reservation in direct 
violation of treaty provisions, namely: ‘The United States now solemnly agrees 


agents, and employés of the Government as may be authorized to enter Indian 

reservations in discharge of duties enjoined by law, shall ever be ithed to pass 

over, settle upon, or reside in the territory described in this article, except as here- 

in otherwise provided. This was also expressly reaffirmed in what is known as 

the Brunot agreement of 1873. This infraction of the treaty irritated the 

Nid and — — . one of the causes which event ly led to active hos- 
es: erefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate what number of mining camps have been located on the Ute 
Indian reservation in Colorado; when and at what points such mining camps have 
been located; what efforts, if any, hav e been made to remove —＋ cam 
and whether such camps are now in e xistence, or were in existence on the Ist 
of September, 1879; and that he trans mit to the Senate all correspondence of pons 
concerning the location and continuance of such mining camps on said reservation. 


THE CURRENCY. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following preamble and resolu- 
tions, which were ordered to lie on the table and be printed : 


‘ull force of an in coe pabio opinion ; and 

Whereas by the act of May 31, the circulation of United States legal-ten- 
der notes, commonly known as greenbacks, was fixed at the amount then in ex- 
istence, to wit, 000,000, and the Secretary of the was prohibited 
from ne it below that amount by any process or upon any pretext what- 
ever; an 

Whereas the aforesaid United States legal-tender note or greenback circula- 
tion, having been accepted by the Government for custom duties, became at once, 
and is now, equal in value to gold, and in certain transactions at a premium over 
both the precious metals; an 

‘Whereas these financial measures, forced upon the t Administration, and 
adopted by Congross over its most strenuous opposition, have restored the confi- 
dence of the business world in the charact 


ter, the amount, and the stability of the 
money of this country, th creating a general revi . 
ey 9 155 — 5 ereby g a gen 


: Therefore, 
Be it resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound astonishment and dee; 
regret the proposition of the President of the United States in his recent — 
message, and of the Secretary of the Treasury, to inaugurate a new and - 
for financial agitation, with a view to the destruction of the most 

rencies now in use in the hands of the people. 

Resolved, As the sense of the Senate, that such an agitation is detrimental to 
the public interests, calculated to unsettle all values, confuse and disturb buai- 
ness, shake public and private confidence, and that it calls for immediate and un- 
qualified condemnation. 

Resolved, That the true interests of the country require the free and unlimited 
coinage of both gold and silver on conditions of exact equality; and that it is the 
part of a wise financial policy to maintain the United States legal-tender-note-cir- 
culation, commonly known as greenbacks, in volume, not less than now exists, and 
to preserve its legal-tender quality unrestrieted as to amount, and unimpaired in 


legal effect. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. BECK, it was 
orans That yaren eee 53 lo vitani from the files of the 
of the. BODRE of the Bene meee radon ist saia ee ee 
On motion of Mr. McDONALD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers in the claim of W. T. Pate & Co. be taken 
Tron the flles of the Seamie and FAATOA $0 the Coentnittes om Finance. 

Ordered, in the claim of Paul McCormick be taken 
from the files of the te and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of James „ and all accompanying the 
— be taken from the files of the reed ud e 


sions. 
Ordered, That the petition of Theophilus P. Chandler, with the papers accom- 
panying the same, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE LAY. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed resolutions 
opon the announcement in that body of the death of Hon. ALFRED 

. Lay, late a Representative from the State of Missouri. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concur- 
rent resolution providing for the appointment of a special joint com- 
mittee of seven Members of the House of Representatives and three 
Senators, to take order for superintending the funeral and to escort 
the remains of the deceased to his late residence in Missouri, and that 
the Speaker had appointed as such committee on the part of the 
House Mr. JOHN B. CLARK, of Missouri; Mr. WILLIAM R. Morrison, 
of Illinois; Mr. W. D. HILL, of Ohio; Mr. H. H. BINGHAM, of Penn- 
sylvania; Mr. J. R. CHALMERS, of Mississippi; Mr. W. H. CALKINS, 
of Indiana; and Mr. THOMAS RYAN, of Kansas. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I move that the Scnate now proceed to 
the consideration of the resolutions received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives announcing the death of Hon. ALFRED M. Lay. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be laid before the 
Senate. 

The resolutions of the House of Representatives were read by the 
Chief Clerk, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with sincere regret the announcement of 
eee Hon, ALFRED M. Lay, late a Representative from the State of Mis- 
son: 

Resolved by the House esentatives, (the Senate concurring,) That a ial 
oint pone, Poa of oe Ee and 1 Senators be eee to 9 
late e din —.— and ous Paranal de . — seman wc 
this order shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That Clerk communicate the foregoing resolutions to the Senate. 
Me reese That, as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, this House 

now adjourn. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
resolution of the House for the appointment of a joint committee. 

The resolution was concurred in; and the Vice-President appointed 
as the committee on the part of the Senate Mr. Vest, Mr. WALKER, 
and Mr. KIRKWOOD.. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and (at twelve o’clock and fifty-five 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, December 8, 1879. 


The House met 5 12 e m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
P. Harrison, D. D., as follows: 

Almighty God, our Heavenly Father, it hath pleased Thee once 
more in Thy m ious providence to remove from our midst one of 
the members of this House, in the prine of life and usefulness. O 
eee Father, teach us so to number our days that we may apply 
our hearts unto wisdom. Truly our life is as the that wither- 
eth in a day, and as the flower of the field it passeth away. May we, 
the living, lay this lesson to heart, and fear Thy name, O God, an 
keep Thy commandments; and so live as to glorify Thee in this pa 
ent life, that we may have the happy assurance of eternal life here- 
after. 

We invoke Thy blessing upon the officers and the members of this 
House. O God, Gres them and keep them. And bless our country, 
and its Chief Magistrate, and rulers of all degrees, and people of all 
classes and sections and interests. J 

And these and all blessings we ask in the name of Jesus Christ, our 
Redeemer, Amen. 

The Journal of Thursday last was then read and approved. 


DEATH OF HON. A. M. LAY. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missonri. Mr. Speaker, it is my painful duty to 
announce to the House of Representatives that my colleague, Mr. 
A. M. Lay, died this morning at the National Hotel, in this city. 

It is not my purpose at this time to speak as the love I bore my 

colleague would prompt me to do. At some future time I will 
invite the House to consider some resolutions in that regard. I now 
move the adoption of the resolutions I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with sincere regret the announcement of 
the death of Hon. ALFRED M. Lay, late a Representative from the State of Mis- 


souri. 
Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That a special 
3 poet be of férula ieee and three Senators be ape to take order 
r superintending the funeral and to escort the remains o: 
late residence in uri, and all n attending the execution of 


ecessary expenses 
this order shall be paid out of the contingent fund of this House. 


Resolved, That the Clerk communicate the foregoing resolutions to the Senate. 

Resolved, That, as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, this House 
do now adjourn. 

The resolutions were adopted unanimously. 

The SPEAKER announced the following as the committee on the 

of the House under the second resolution above stated: JOHN 

. CLARK, jr., Missouri ; WILLIAM R. MORRISON, Illinois; W. D. HILL, 
Ohio; H. H. BIN HA, Pennsylvania; J. R. CHALMERS, Mississippi; 
W. H. CALKINS, Indiana, and THOMAS RYAN, Kansas. 

[Subsequently the following changes were made in the foregoing 
committee: Mr. Sparks, of Illinois, for Mr. MORRISON, of Illinois; 
Mr. OVERTON, of Pennsylvania, for Mr. BINGHAM, of Pennsylvania; 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, for Mr. CALKINS, of Indiana; and Mr. 
Frost, of Missouri, for Mr. Ryan, of Kansas.] 

And then, in pursuance of the 7 resolutions, (at twelve 
o’clock and twelve minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented, at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : š é 
By the SPEAKER: The petition of William J. Frazier, relative to 
the Fort Leavenworth military prison—to the Committee on Appro- 
riations. 
2 Also, the memorial of C. H. Waddell, relative to the transfer of the 
Indian Bureau to the War Department—to the Committee on Indian 
Affai 


rs. 
Also, the petition of Margaret Montgomery, mother of Thomas W. 
eee private Company G, iche eee Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers, for arrears of pay, bounty, and pension—to the 
ommittee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois: Papers relating to the pension claim 
of Robert Vincent—to the same committee. 
By Mr. ATHERTON: The petition of William T. Morehead, for the 
correction of his military record—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 

By Mr. ATKINS: Papers relating to the claim of F. L. Sidebottom 
forcompensation for property taken, used, and destroyed by the United 
States Army—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BAKER: The 3 of Joanna Judge, widow of Peter 
Judge, deceased, late of the Fourth New Tork Heavy Artillery, that 


the record of the death of said Judge be changed so as to show that 
he died from exposures incident to the service to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, asking for a special appropriation for 


Davis Island Dam—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, favoring the appointment of a committee of Govern- 
ment engineers to examine the work done on Davis Island Dam and 
to report upon the loss likely to ensue if further appropriations are 
not made to continue said work—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BEALE: The petition of pace! bel : Toulson, for compensation 
for a vessel seized by United States authorities during the late war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Northumberland County, Virginia, 
for the erection of a light-house on Dameron’s shoals, in Chesapeake 
Bay—to the Committee on Commerce. 

y Mr. BELTZHOOVER: the petition of Mary E. Ahl, widow of 
David Ahl, deceased, for the extension of a patent for a splint for the 
treatment of fractures and dislocation of bones and joints—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of 1,000 citizens of Henry and 
Franklin, Counties, Kentucky, for an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Kentucky River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the heirs of George Berry, deceased, for the half 
pay for services rendered by him during . as mate in 
the Virginia State navy—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. BLOUNT: A paper relating to the division of the southern 
judicial district of Georgia into two divisions—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWNE: The petition of 40 citizens and ex-soldiers, that 
soldiers of the late war be paid the difference between the value of 
greenbacks and gold at the time of their payment—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON, of Illinois: The petition of H. M. Chadwick, J. 
J. Bales, and others, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of Charles W. Torrey and E. Nostrand, 
that such measures be adopted as will prevail upon the government 
of Venezuela to afford them pecuniary damages for wrongs and inju- 
ries they have suffered on account of the acts of said government— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Papers relating to the claim of William Moss, 
for compensation for mail service—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. DE LA MATYR: The petition of William H. Pfrimmer, for 
pay as a wagon master in the United States Army during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of W. D. Plowden, for compensa- 
tion for valuable services rendered the United States Army during the 
late war as as 8 the same committee. 

By Mr. DEU STER: The petition of Patrick Murphy, George K. 
Wood, John Brink, and 15 other disabled soldiers, for an increase of 
pension from $24 to $30 per month, for loss of leg above the knee and 
arm above or below the elbow—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of Esther Yost, surviving daughter 
of a soldier of the war of 1812, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. FE N : The petition of soldiers of the late war, for the 
equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Papers relating to the pension claim of Sylvador 
Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODE: The petition of E. D. Cornick, for compensation 
for the use and occupation of property by the United States Govern- 
ment during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Fred. N. Gray, administrator of Nathaniel 
Gray, deceased, for compensation for services rendered by said de- 
cedent as assistant keeper at White Shoal light-house station, in the 
year 1861—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of W. H. Morris & Sons and others, merchants, 
factors, and consumers, of Norfolk, Virginia, connected with the pro- 
duction and marketing of the American cotton crop, inst the fur- 
ther extension of the patent for iron cotton tie-buckles, No. 5333, 


granted George Brodie, h 22, 1859—to the Committee on Patents. 
By Mr. KELL: The petition of Miles Baker and others, citi- 
zens of Baxter Spri 


, Kansas, for the er the equalization of 
bounty bill—to the Committee on Mili irs. 

By Mr. HOUK : The petition of Adam Woolf, surveyor and collec- 
tor of customs, and United States disbursing agent for the port of 
Nashville, Tennessee, for an increase of pay—to the Committee of 
Was and Means. 

, the petition of Whittle P. Price, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of L. D. Hogle, for arrears of pension—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. LOUNSBERY: The petition of John B. Hoog, for a pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

sed Mr. MAGINNIS: Papers relating to the claim of Paul McCor- 
mick, for additional compensation under a contract with United States 
authorities—to the Committee of Claims. 
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By Mr. McGOWAN: The petition of Elijah Smith and 20 others, 
soldiers of the late war, for an equalization of bounties—to the Com- 
mittee on ee : 

By Mr. NEW: The petition of Gallus Kerchner, for compensation 
for stone delivered to and used by the United States on the arsenal 


grounds at Indianapolis—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. POEHLER: The petition of Thomas Knudson, James Me- 
Mannus, and others, citizens of Minnesota, for the repeal of the duty 
on herrings—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of J. D. Morrison, to be refunded 
moneys wrongfully collected from him by United States revenue 
officials—to the same committee. z 

By Mr. UPSON : Papers relating to the claim of Daniel Murphy 
for compensation for rent of pro in San Antonio, Texas, T 
August 1, 1865, by United States authorities—to the Committee of 
Claims, 


Also, papers relating to the claim of the heirs of Edward Dwyer, 
deceased, for $671.19, the amount of a check drawn by J. R. Bartlett, 
late commissioner on the Mexican boundary commission—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of citizens of West North Caro) 
that the place of holding the United States district court be chan; 
from Statesville to Morganton, North Carolina—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. f 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: The petition of citizens of Rochester, New 
York, against the passage of the free leaf-tobacco bill—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FERNANDO WOOD: The petition of Van Tassell Conklin, 
late corporal Company K, One hundred and seventy-third New York 
Volunteers, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of soldiers and sailors of the late 
war, of Luzerne County, Pennsylvania, that soldiers and sailors of the 
late war be paid the difference between the value of greenbacks and 
gold at the time of their payment for their services—to the Commit- 


tee on Military 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, December 9, 1879. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
James T. FARLEY, a Senator from the State of Califo BENJA- 


MIN H. a Senator from the State of Georgia, and ZEBULON B, 
VANCE, a Senator from the State of North Carolina, appeared in their 
seats to-day. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Postmaster-Gen transmitting a letter from the Second 
Assistant Postmaster-General, calling attention to the insufficiency 
of eee fe for the inland mail rtation for the pres- 
ent year, and asking that the sum of $2,000,000 be reappropriated 
out of the unexpended ces of former appropriations for that 
purpose; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of War, 53 a report of Lieutenant-General P. H. Sher- 
idan as to the stations of troops in order to control the squatter emi- 

tion threatening the Indian Territory; which was referred to the 
ommittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from H. T. Crosby, chief clerk and su- 
perintendent of the War Department 3 the addi- 
tional expense of caring for and heating the ent since the 
removal to the new building; which was ref to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He d before the Senate a communication from the Secre 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Superintendent of the Mili- 
tary Academy at West Point, New York, together with an estimate 
amounting to $5,185.73, to pay cadets admitted to that academy May 
1, 1876, from date of admission to the date from which they received 
pay; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair presents the peison of the 
general assembly of the Presbyterian Church of the United States, 
officially signed, representing over five thousand churches and over 
half a million communicants, praying for a commission of inquiry 
concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic. These petitioners desire that 
their petition be printed at large in the RECORD. The Chair hears 
no objection. 
The petition is as follows: 
SARATOGA, May 26, 1879. 

To the honorable the United States Senate and House of Representatives : 


The general assembly of the Presbyterian Church of the United States of Amer- 
ica, (representing over five thousand churchés and over half a million of commu- 
nicants,) in session at Saratogs Springs, New York, respectfully ask you to provide 
for the appointment of a commission of inquiry of five or more competent persons, 


X—3 


whose du 
traffic in 
social, and intellectual well-being people; secon 
legislation in the several States of the Union; and, 

PON peters aT would be beneficial on the part 
Congress to suppress, in the sphere of na‘ authority, the traffic in alcoholic 
liquors as beverages. 
behalf of the general assembly. 

HENRY H. JESSUP, 

Moderator. 


EDWIN F. HATFIELD, 
Stated Olerk. 


The above tion was passed in general assemb! a unanimous vote, and 
3 y by 
EDWIN F. 8 


Clerk. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of Thomas 
Munroe and 116 others, citizens of Schuylkill County, Pennsylvania, 
soldiers in the late war, Praying the speedy passage of what is known 
as the equalization-bounty bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BAILEY presented the petition of A. M. Duggan and others, 
citizens of East Tennessee and veterans of the Mexican war, praying 
for the of a law pensioning the surviving soldiers and sailors 
of that war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. WINDOM presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Min- 
neapolis, Minnesota, remonstrating against the construction of the 
proposed bridge across the Detroit River at Detroit, Michigan; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of William Giles Dix, of Pea- 
body, Massachusetts, who represents that “the time has come when 
the doctrine of State sovereignty, logically a begging of the question 
and historically a lie, should be 5 from the civil structure 
of the United States, and when the principle and the fact of national 
sovereignty, claiming the direct allegiance of all and directly guard- 
ing the rights of all anoula be thoroughly and forever confirmed b: 
organic law, beyond the reach of doubt, denial, or defiance.” 
makes a respectful petition for a national convention to form a new 
constitution. Imove that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present the petition of W. E. Harris and others, 
ex soldiers and sailors of the late war, who fe ee that they were 
paid in adepreciated currency, worth during the greater part of their 
service from forty to seventy cents on the dollar in coin, and praying 
that Congress may pass a law -paying them the difference between the 
value of greenbacks and at the time of payment, with 6 
cent. interest, compounded semi-annually. I move that the petition 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of the Kansas Freedman’s Relief 
l pra: any Shee 5 of 8 8 

urposes from an may be admit of duty; 
blech was . to the Committee on Finance. ty; 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 53) naking appropriations for the erection 
of suitable posts for the protectionof the Rio Grande frontier, reported 
it with 1 and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be prin 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 54) to enable the Secretary of War to purchase land to en- 
large and protect the San Antonio arsenal, reported it without amend- 
eat are and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 744) to amend article 103 of the Rules and Articles of War, 
reported it without amendment. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 106) for the relief of sufferers by loss of the Government 
steamer J. Don Cameron, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a mopon thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 

S. No. 105) for the relief of John Gault, jr., late a major of the 

enty-eighth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
nr. CAMERON. of P 1 from the C ttee on Military 

5 , of Pennsylvania, from the Commi on Mili 

Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 559) donating con- 
demned cannon and cannon-balls or field-pieces to William L. — 5 
Post, No. 18, Grand Army of the Republic, for their place of b 
reported it without amendment. 

© also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 631) donating six condemned cannon and cannon-balls to Post 
No. 66, Grand Army of the Republic, of Muncy, Pennsylvania, for 
monumental p , reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same commi to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 128) for the relief of Edw: Shields and others, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
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(S. No. 468) for the relief of John W. Cheeks, reported it with an 
3 and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 
be prin 
e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 252) for the relief of Frank A. Page, submitted an adverse 
‘report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. i 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 480) for the relief ef William P. Patrick, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. g 1 

Mr. COCKRELL, In April, 1879, the bill (S. No. 345) authorizing 
the President of the United States to appoint James Shields, of Mis- 
souri, a brigadier-general in the United States Army on the retired 
list, was introduced, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. Since that time General Shields has died, and the Committee 
on Military Affairs have directed me to report the bill back to the 
Senate, and ask to be discharged from its further consideration. I 
move that the committee be discharged. 

The motion was a; to. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Mili irs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 368) for the relief of Emanuel Klauser, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No, 325) for the relief of Henry Page, reported it 
without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(> No. 244) releasing Frank Soule, late collector of internal reyenue 

‘or the first district of California, and his sureties, from liability on 
his official bond, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 111) for the relief of the city of Macon, Georgi, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 523) for the relief of Charles H. Nichols, late superintendent 
of the Government Hospital for the Insane, asked to be discharged 

‘from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Revision of the Laws; which was to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
S. No. 84) for the interchange of subsidiary silver coins and United 
tates notes, asked to be discharged from its further consideration; 

which was to, and the bill was posses. indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
S. No. 492) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
10,000,000 of 4 per cent. bonds for the payment of arrearages of pen- 

sions, asked to be discharged from its further consideration; which 
was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EATON (by vag nel asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 805) for the relief of John H. Merrill; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 806) for the relief of John H. Merrill; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 807) for the relief of John H. Merrill; 
510 05 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ms. i 
_ Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, asked and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 808) to secure service of process in 
United States courts in certain cases; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 809) for the relief of Duncan M. V. Stuart; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 810) granting a pension to 
Annie P. Newlin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 811) referring the claim of William T. Duvall 
against the United States to the Court of Claims; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 812) for the relief of William Pfaender, 
late lieutenant-colonel of the Second Regiment Minnesota Cavalry 
Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 813) to amend section 
1402 of the Revised Statutes relative to the appointment of assist- 
ant naval constructors; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. VEST asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 


introduce a bill (S. No. 814) for the relief of Henry M. Shreve; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 815) to increase the pensions 
of certain pensioned soldiers and sailors who are utterly helpless 
from injuries received or disease contracted while in the United 
States service; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 816) for the relief of Theodore F. Hartrid 
and William G. Christopher, sureties on the official bond of Felix 6. 
Livingston, collector of customs at Fernandina, Florida; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. WITHERS, it was 
Ordered, That the petition and eg be. Rig sabe James Garland, a soldier 
e e Com- 


in the war of 1812, be taken from the files of d referred 
„ 15 ee 


On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was 


Ordered, That the ers in the case of Silas F. Field taken from 
suid referred to the Commaitton om Finan ne aon ies 


ce. 
Ordered, That the rsin the case of F. X. Croixon be taken from files 
Sona por rigs — Lae Committee a Indian As : 155 5 
‘dered, e papers © case o estate of John Waters be 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, vee 


On motion of Mr. PLATT, it was 


Ordered, That leave bo granted to Gilbert Jessup to withdraw his petition and 
papers from the Secretary s office upon filing Copies of the same, there having been 
an adverse report. 


REPORT ON IRON, STEEL, ETC. 
Mr. WALLACE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That 1,000 copies of the rt of the beard to test iron, st d other 
metals, be printed for the use of the Senate. ve 


WAR CLAIMS, 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Yangila: I offered a few days ago a resolu- 
tion calling for certain information from the Treasury Departments 
I move that it be taken up for consideration. 

The motion was agr to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
the following resolution submitted by Mr. Davis, of West Virginia, 
on the 3d instant: 

Resolved, That the We 0 of the Treasury furnish the Senate a tabulated 
statement showing by States the total amounts * for each fiscal year from 1866 
to 1879, inclusive, for claims growing out of the war. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out of the words “eighteen 
hundred and sixty-six” the last figure “six,” and insert “four,” so 
as to read “from 1864 to 1879, inclusive.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _I should like to hear the resolution read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be again reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know what is the object of this resolu- 
tion. It will involve a great deal of expense, but of course there can 
be no theoretic objection to obtaining any kind of information that 
anybody wants, if there is any value in it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Will the Senator allow me to say, 
as the mover of the resolution, that I should like to hear what he 
8 5 I should be glad to hear what the Senator has to say. 

. EDMUNDS. The Senator is as badly off in respect of me as I 
am in respect of the resolution—we cannot understand each other. I 
was saying that of course there is no theoretic objection to obtaining 
any information upon any possible subject, because information is 
valuable even to the Senate—we do not possess it all yet, 1 suppose— 
but the expense of eliminating items of one State from another by 
States, (which would cover the Army and Navy expenses and every- 
thing else, I sup ) will necessarily be very large. It may be that 
the value of the information will justif y the expense; but if we are to 
have it at all, it appears to me that we ought to have it from the be- 
ginning of the war, from 1861, so that the whole relations of expense 
to the various States—which ap to be the point of the resolu- 
tion—may be seen, instead of cutting it off as from the end of the war. 
If this merely means private claims under acts of Congress, then, of 
course, there would be found very few cases comparatively before the 
end of the war. but there were many of all sorts nevertheless, during 
the period of the war- claims under contracts; claims for transporta- 
tion; claims for quartermaster stores; claims for damages to prop- 
erty taken for forts, and so on. If then the information be of suf- 
ficient value to warrant the expense of getting it, the call ought to be 
for all that information so that one report, in order that we shall not 
do it over Will cover the whole subject of the expenses of the 
war. I be glad to see it myself, I confess, but it would be very 
expensive to obtain. 

wish to move, therefore, if this resolution is to pass, to so chan 

the date as to include the period of time from the * of the 
rebellion down to the present time. I presume the Senator would 
have no objection to that. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. An amendment is already pending, of- 


fered by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. COCKRELL, ] to strike out 
“1866” and insert “1864.” 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It will be noticed that the original 
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resolution as introduced commences at 1866, and is intended to cover 
what are known as private claims. It has nothing to do with the 
expenses of the war for transportation and other such things as the 
Senator from Vermont has named, which were all closed up, or nearly 
so, at that time. The writer of the resolation intentionally avoided 
ing further back than 1866, fearing that it would involve a great 
1 of labor to report all claims during the war. ok 1 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the resolution, if I may inquire, refer 

merely to private claims? 8 y J 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That is the intention. The inten- 
tion of the resolution is to ascertain the amount of claims paid, sep- 
arating the gates for the various States by States. It will be 
noticed that it is the total amount for each State which is called for; 
it is not the individual claims. The resolution so reads. It is notto 
name any person or any number of claims. There may have been 
five han claims; but the total amount is made up for each fiscal 
ear, as I understand. It has to be made up for each fiscal year, and 
fe bro that information, I apprehend, will give very little trou- 
ble, and perhaps not cover in print as much as one side of a sheet of 
paper. The intention is to ascertain the facts. There has been a 
t deal said about the amount of claims that have been paid grow- 
ing out of the war, their dates running along from about 1870, or 
later, up to the present time. The intention of the resolution is to 
ascertain the facts as to each year, that we may know how much was 

paid. 


I have no objection to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Vermont, except that it will give a t deal of labor to go 
through all the accounts during the war, because in many cases the 
expenses of transportation and other things will have to be separated 
from the total expenses of the War Department. It is well known 
that the accounts during the war were kept, necessarily, more in a 
lump than they have been since. There has been much more system 
since 1866 or 1864 than there was during the war, from the necessity 
of the case, and t allowance should be made forit. It makes no 
difference to me ice far you go back, but it will impose a great deal 
of labor on the Treasury artment, as I understand, to require it to 
state the claims paid during the war. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I do not quite understand the resolu- 
tion. It asks for a tabulated statement by States of the claims grow- 
ing out of the war. I do not know whether the Senator means “ by 
States” the residence of the person who makes the claim, or the 
States in which the claim originated, and the cause of the claim. If 
the sole purpose of the resolution is to ascertain exactly where the 
residence of the person making the claim is, it seems to me a trifle of 
no sort of consequence, but in what State and for what cause the 
claim originated may be an interesting item in statistics and very 
valuable and instructive. To publish inatabulated statement what 

articular State the individual who makes a claim happens to reside 

, does not seem to have any instruction in it at all. What the 
claim was, and out of what it grew, and therefore upon what ground 
it is made upon the Government, I see is full of instruction; bat the 
claimant may reside to-day in one State and to-morrow in another. 
Whether the anthor of the resolution desires to know in what State 
the claimant cre peep to reside when the claim accrued, or in what 
State he happened to reside when he made the claim, orin what State 
he happens to reside now, when the resolution is offered, does not 
seem to be expressed in the resolution itself. I would like to know 
just whether the anxiety for information is as to where the claimant 
resides now who made a particular claim upon the Government grow- 
ing out of the war, or as to where he happened to reside when the 
claim arose, or whether the anxiety is to know as to the character of 
the claim, the cause out of which it grew, and the justice of the claim 
upon the Government. The latter has some instruction in it of value; 
but where the claimant has happened to choose, during the fifteen 
years that have transpired since the war, to take up his abode, does 
not seem to me to have any valuable information init. Ishould like 
to have the author of the resolution more specific in regard to the 
information that is to be obtained. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I take it that the residence of the 
claimant was made known at the time the claim was made, and I do 
not see how the Senator can construe the resolution in any other way. 
Wherever the person receiving the claim resided at the time he re- 
ceived it I judge would be his residence. 

Mr. ED. S. Ishould like to ask the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia what is the point of this resolution in the respect that he refers 
to? Of what use to us in legislation will it be to ascertain that 
there have been paid to citizens of the State of Vermont $10,000 
since the so-called late war, and to citizens of West Virginia $15,000, 
and soon? If, as the Senator from Massachusetts says, we are to 
have a statistical history of these claims, which will show their nat- 
ure and source and all that, it would be interesting undoubtedly, and 
it might be very cheerful reading; but I confess I do not see the 
economic advantage to the public of separating by States the aggre- 
gates of the sums that have been paid; for that is what the Senator 
now says he wants, not names of cases but ates apportioned 
among the States, asif it were a dividend that been made that 
ought to be equalized in some way. Although of course I do not sus- 
pect the Senator from West Virginia of any such thing, it may be 
that somebody who drew this resolution, as I understood the Senator 
to say he did not 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ah, I beg pardon. It may be, then, if somebody 
else had drawn the resolution (it cannot be possible the Senator from 
West Virginia had any such idea in his mind) that he would be glad 
to have for what are called stumping purposes on some future occa- 
sion the means of saying, “why, it appears from the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury that the State of Vermont has got $10,000 
and the State of West Virginia has only got $5,000;” and to state 
possibly still further “there is a Koet cry about the danger of the 
allowance of claims against this Government, and here is the proof 
to show that only a very small sum, a few millions of dollars have 
been allowed.” Possibly it may be a part of the duty of Con to 
furnish stump material of that kind, but I did not know it. For any 
legislative purpose, as I said, I do not see the value of this informa- 
tion in this form. If it be for the purpose of understanding the nature, 
the sort of claims that we have allowed, how far we haye been im- 
posed upon or have committed errors, then what the Senator from 

assachusetts says has a great deal of weight. i 

But, Mr. President, I am not one of those who are o d to ob- 
taining any kind of information that the Senate is willing to have 
the people pay the expense of getting. Now the Senator from West 
Virginia appears to be willing to charge the Treasury with this ex- 
pense, be it much or little; but if we are to have the information at 
all I think we ought to have it all. Therefore I move to amend the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri so as to make it read instead 
of “ 1864,” “the 4th day of March, 1861.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Vermont to the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I shall not oppose the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont. I think that probably the information 
which will come will be useful. I should not oppose an amendment, 
if one were offered, such as was suggested by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. I think with him that it would be instructive to know 
just to whom, and when, and under what circumstances some of the 
claims were paid; but the Senator from Massachusetts has made no 
motion to amend, and I shall not cumber the resolution any further. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Will the Senator from West Virginia con- 
sent to insert “private claims?” 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] to the amend- 
meut of the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. COCKRELL. J 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment as amended, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should like to say a word. It has 
been su by Senators—and perhaps it would be well to have it 
so—that “private claims” should be inserted. The intention was 
not to include the nece expenses of the war. Nothing of that 
kind was thought of by the mover of the resolution, but it was to 
embrace “claims” in the proper sense of the word. 

Mr. ALLISON. Arising out of the war? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Arising out of the late war and by 
the war. The resolution so states. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. To insert “private claims” would make 
it much more distinct. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. There has been objection made to 
naming the States. My friends on the other side appear to be very 
sensitive about “the States.” Apparently they do not want the 
information so as to know what States have received claims. One 
of the Senators talks about stump material. It is more than possi- 
ble that that has been talked of on the stump by my friends on the 
other side of the Chamber. I should not have referred to that, but 
my friend from Vermont reminded me of it. 

. EDMUNDS. I hepe there is nothing wrong about it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should not be surprised if my 
friends on the other side would prefer that this information should 
not come officially to the Senate and the country, but that it shouid 
rest just where it is now, for them to suppose and talk as they choose. 
It appears to me that it would be very little trouble, indeed, to far- 
nish this information by States, and from the dates that the mover 
of the resolution intended. My own idea is that a clerk in a day 
perhaps could compile the information, because it is by fiscal years, 
and all he would have to do would be to take the summary at the 
end of each fiscal year; but as amended by my friends on the other 
side it may require some considerable labor. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will first dispose of the amend- 
ment moved by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. COCKRELL] as amended. 
The question is on ing to the amendment as amended. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator from West Virginia mean to say 
that the ae deen of passing upon claims here in this body depends 
at all upon the State in which the claimant happens to reside ao the 
time the claim is made? Does he pro to institute any such sort 
of rule as that hereafter in the Senate, that the inquiry is to be from 
what State the claimant comes, or is he to address himself to the 
merits of the claim? Suppose it should turn out that the State of 
West Virginia should be found upon this tabulated statement to have 
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ave 
had 


nted claims and 
em allowed, does he mean to say that ought to have a feather’s 
weight in determining hereafter upon a claim that might come from 


undue share of the claimants who had 


West Virginia? What, then, can be the purpose of ascertaining just 
what may be the State of residence at this moment or at the time 
when a claim bas been presented of the claimant? My friend from 
West Men. Som seems to be more anxious to ascertain where a man 
resided who presented his claim than to ascertain the merits of the 
claim itself. I do not know any other reason which has been 

for the passage of this resolution that leads to any other conclusion 
than that; and it passes my comprehension. 

If there is to be a new rule established and the first inquiry that 
goes to the Committee on Claims or any other tribunal passing u 
the merits of a claim is, what State did this man come from, the Sen- 
ator of course in his frankness (and no Senators frankness equals 
that of the Senator from West Virginia) will declare to the Senate 
that hereafter such a rule as that is to be established. I never thought 
myself of inquiring whence came a claimant. I have some anxiety 
at some times in inquiring as to the merits of the claim itself. 

I wish the Senator would so shape his resolution of ing as to 
give us some information as to the nature and character of the vast 
claims upon the Treasury which have been allowed during this time. 
I care little whether they came from the State of West Virginia or 
from the State of Massachusetts. There does not occur to me now 
the residence of a solitary claimant. My friend has had some anxiety 
aroused in his breast about the residence of a @laimant, and none thus 
far expressed as to the character of theclaim itself. I press upon the 
Senator, whether it may seem to him to be worth considering at all 
or not, that this hunt r the residence of the claimant is valueless 
compared with the character of the claim itself. 

Mr. GARLAND. I should like to hear the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Vermont read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment is to strike out “1864” and 
insert March 4, 1861;” so as to make the resolution read: 

Resol That the of the furnish the Senate 
E LES Dea UO Roper OIA DE Oah fiseal e heyy noe 
4, 1861, to 1879, inclusive, for claims growing out of the late war. 

Mr. CONKLING. “ Private claims” the mover was willing to put 
in, I understand. 

Mr.GARLAND. I would suggest to the Senator from Vermont that 
I think the proper amendment would be to date the call from the time 
that there was actual war. If I understand the resolution correctly, 
it calls for a statement of claims growing out of the war. There was 
no war on the 4th of March, 1861. I have not the statutes by me 
now, but I know what the Supreme Court has decided as to the time 
when war legally commenced. The proclamation of President Lin- 
coln calling out troops bears date April 1861. Then on the 
19th of April, 1861, he issued a proclamation declaring the ports of 
certain States to be blockaded; and on the 29th of April, 1861, he 
issued a proclamation extending the state of blockade to the ports 
of the other seceded States. Then came the act of 9 . 275 of July 
13, 1861, authorizing the President to interdict all e and com- 
merce between the adhering and the seceded States. Putting these 
together, with the decisions of the Supreme Court in the Protector, 
12 Wallace, and in Brown vs. Hyatt, 15 Wallace, it is clear that the 
war commenced in legal contemplation either on the 19th or on the 
27th of April, 1861, as the case may have been; and the act of July 
13, 1861, so recognized the existence of a state of war. 


I am not opposed to the p of the Senator from Vermont if I 
understand it, for I think with him that we t to go as far back as 
possible and get all the information there is, if any is needed on this 


subject at all, so as to cover the Whole period of time. So I would 
suggest an amendment to the effect that it go back to the time of the 
actual beginning of the war. The Senate will recollect that there 
was no war on the 4th of March, 1861, and there was not sy actual 
ċemonstration of war until probably about the middle of April. I 
am favorable to the r e of getting information as far back as 
tke period of time Which was the beginning of the war, and I would 
suggest the fixing of that time accurately as the date which should 
be embraced in the resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no special objection to that, aged it 
would be more convenient to begin perhaps at the beginning of an 
administration. But I do not remember any act of Congress which 

nized a state of war in the public sense at all; Con took 
a different view of it. I suppose the 1 is to have 
the information beginning at the time ac hostilities, by what- 
ever name they were called, commenced. I think the first proclama- 
tion of President Lincoln was on the 15th of April, 1861; and if it 
is more agreeable to Senators I have no objection to saying “the 15th 
of April” instead of “March 4th.” It will not make any essential dif- 
ference for the reason that the number of claims between, if there 
Were any, growing out of a state of disturbance would have been 
very trillin indeed. As I say, if it is more agreeable I have no ob- 
jection to changing the date to the 15th of April, 1861. 

The VICE-P. IDENT. The Chair hears no objection to insert- 
2 E the 15th of April, 1861.” 

.RDMUNDS. It rather strikes me on reflection that this reso- 
lution, instead of being limited to private claims, ought for valuable 
ublic pa pas as far as there is any value in it at all, to cover, by 
Bates, expenses, publie as well as private, that were paid out of 
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the Treasury of the United States. It would be a very interesting 
public document hereafter to have grouped together year by year the 
total expenses of the so-called late war, so that those who pay the 
taxes and those who make the laws can see how heavy are the bur- 
dens, aside from those of life and society and misery and sorrow, that 
follow from events of the kind referred to in this resolution. It would 
be very instructive indeed, and I hope the Senator from West Vir- 
porun so modify his resolution as to have from the Secretary of 

e Treasury—he says it is all made up by fiscal and can be 
very easily done, and I take that for granted; I believe he has been 
in the Treasury now for three or four years looking over the books— 
such information as will enable us to see at a glance in this tabulated 
statement how much to the 1st of only, 1861, the total expenditure 
was, paue and private, and so to July 1, 1862, and 1863, and 1864, 
and 1865, and since. I suggest to the Senator that while we are 
spose it we had better cover the whole subject and have it all to- 
gether. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, has the morning hour expired ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has. The resolution over. 

Mr. CONKLING. That will give us time to perfect this resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virgi I think we can dispose of it now. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think another day would be better. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Vi An amendment has been suggested 
covering private claims. that been inserted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virgi Now let the Secretary read the res- 
olution, so that we can understand what it is. 1 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution may be reported if there 
be no objection; but the morning hour has ired, and the Chair 
understands the Senator from New York as objecting to its farther 
consideration. 1 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not like to object; but I think it had better 
lie over, so that we may look at it. $ 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask the Senator if there is any 
other business ? 

Mr. CONKLING. There is the 8 25 order. 

a a PATS of West Virginia. is the regular order on the 
endar, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It ison the calendar of resolutions to 
be considered during the morning hour. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It will only take a moment. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Is there anything before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The calendar of general orders is be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. . 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of execative business. After thirty-six minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at one o’clock and 
forty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, December 9, 1879. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


TERM OF PRESIDENT AND REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. POUND. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a joint resolu- 
tion, which I ask may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and Hi Representatives, That th arti- 
cle is hereby proposed A ates, 
which, when ratified by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, 
be à to all intents and purposes as a part of said Constitution, to wit: 


ARTICLE —. 
Section 1. From and after the 4th day of March, A. D. 1885, the President and 
Vice-President of the United States of America shall hold their offices pageto 


There being no objection, the joint resolution (H. R. No. 131) was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to thé resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the appointment of a special joint committee to take 
order for 8 the funeral of Hon. ALFRED M. Lay, late a 
Representative from the State of Missouri, and to escort the remains 
of the deceased to his late residence in said S and had appointed 
as the committee on the part of the Senate Mr. Vest, Mr. WALKER, 
and Mr. KIRKWOOD. ; 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a joint 
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resolution of the following title; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested : SANG 
Joint resolution (S. R. No. 50) filling existing vacancies in the Board 


of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I ask unanimous consent that the States may be 
called as of Monday for the introduction of bills and resolutions. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

JOHN R. MILLER. 

Mr. BRIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2515) for the relief of John 
R. Miller, postmaster at Peterborough, New pshire; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims, 

CENTENNIAL EXHIBITION OF 1876. 

Mr. BRIGGS also presented joint resolutions of the ature of 
New Hampshire, in reference to closing up the cen al interna- 
tional exhibition held in Philadelphia, A. P. 1876; which were referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOONER MARY E. CASWELL. 

Mr. HALL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2516) to change the name 
of the schooner Mary E. Caswell, of Star Island, Isle of Shoals, to 
that of Albert Woodbury ; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill oe R. No. 2517) amending chapter 
73 of the act approved Feb , 1877, relating to the pensions of 
soldiers who have lost one hand and one foot; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NELSON LYON AND JEREMIAH s. JAMES, 

Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2518) for the relief of 
Nelson Lyon and Jeremiah S. James; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. CRAPO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2519) to increase the pen- 
sions of certain pensioned soldiers and sailors who are utterly hel 
less from injuries received while in the United States service; whic 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

2 PATRICK DRONEY. < 

Mr. ROBINSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2520) granting a pen- 
sion to Patrick Droney ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DWIGHT HALL. 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2521) for the relief of 
Dwight Hall, of Wallingford, Connecticut; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

JOHN B. HOAG. 


Mr. LOUNSBERY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2522) for the relief 
of John B. Hoag; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2523) to amend 
the laws relating tointernal revenue; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

IMPORTATION OF CLASSICAL ANTIQUITIES, ETC. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2524) in 
relation to the importation of classical antiquities and ancient coins 
and medals; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

TREATY-MAKING POWER. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 132) relating to the treaty-making power; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COLONEL HENRY MOORE. 

Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2525) for the relief of Henry 
Moore, late colonel Forty-seventh New York Volunteers; which was 
2 55 a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War 

i PENSIONERS, 

Mr. BLISS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2526) for the relief of cer- 
tain pensioners; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN E. KELSEY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 133) refer- 
ring to the Court of Claims the claim of James E. Kelsey, John Laugh- 
lin, Theron Kelsey, and others, against the United States for dam- 
ages done to the schooner C. and C. Brooks; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

SHIP-CARPENTERS, NAVY. 
Mr. O'REILLY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2527) to authorize as- 


similated rank to warrant officers of the United States Navy known 

as ship-carpenters; which was read a first and second time, referred 

to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
STEAMER KATE SUTTON. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2528) to change 
the name of the steamer-yacht Kate Sutton, of Buffalo, to that of 
Lorraine, of Oak Orchard; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTY. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2529) to enable 
soldiers who have been discharged for promotion to receive bounty 
under the law of 1866; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET REAGAN. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2530) to give 
Margaret Reagan a on; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROCHESTER, NEW YORK. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2531) for a 
public building at Rochester, New York; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ROSECRANTS. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2532) to give 
a pension to John Rosecrants ; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

OBADIAH B. LATHAM AND OLIVER s. LATHAM, 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2533) in ad- 
dition to an act for the relief of Obadiah B. Latham and Oliver S. 
Latham, approved March 3, 1863; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

MAJOR FRANK O. CHAMBERLAIN. 

Mr. LAPHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2534) for the relief of 
Major Frank O. Chamberlain, postmaster at Canandaigua, New York; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

ROWLAND WARD. 

Mr. LAPHAM also introduced a bill = R. No. 2535) granting an 
increase of pension to Rowland W: te a private in papery E 
Fourth New York Heavy Artillery; which was read a first and secon 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

CORN-SHELLER PATENT. 

Mr. LAPHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2536) extending let- 
ters-patent ted to Caleb J. Legg for an improvement in corn- 
shellers on the 22d of September, 1863; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SMITH E. G. RAWSON. 

Mr. STARIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2537) for the relief of 
Smith E. G. Rawson; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

BARKER, WILLIAMS, BANGS, ETC. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2538) for the relief of 
Barker, Williams & Bangs Barker & Williams, W. W. and E. T. 
Wiliams, and W. W. Wiliams; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

MINT AT NEW YORK CITY. 

Mr. MULLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2539) to establish a mint 
of the United States at New York City, New York; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

WAR OF 1812, 


Mr. DWIGHT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2540) to amend an act 
granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812, and 
their widows, and for other purposes, approved March 9, 1879; which 
was read a first and second time, refe: to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH H. ROGERS. 

Mr. VAN AERNAM introdnced a bill (H. R. No. 2541) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth H. Rogers, widow of Captain Marshall Rogers of 
the One hundred and fourth New York Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

JOSEPH E. MOORE. 

Mr. BRIGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2542) for the relief of 
Joseph E. Moore, of Jersey City, New Jersey ; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

BRIDGET T. HOPPER, 

Mr. BRIGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2543) for the relief 
of Bridget T. Hopper, of Jersey City, New Jersey; which was read a 
zk and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 
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LEAGUE ISLAND NAVY-YARD, PHILADELPHIA. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2544) for the erection of 
a dry-dock at League Island navy-yard, Philadelphia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. ' 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2545) to amend 
Section 1556 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CAPTAIN W. J. KOUNTZ. 


Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2546) for the relief of Cap- 
tain W. J. Kountz; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

MARY A, STEECE. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2547) increasing the 
pension of Mary A. Steece, widow of Tecumseh Steece, late lieuten- 
ant of the United States Navy; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MARTHA NEIL. 

Mr. GODSHALK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2548) granting a pen- 
sion to Martha Neil; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

EDWARD H. MITCHELL. 

Mr. GODSHALK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2549) 3 
a pension to Edward H. Mitchell; which was read a first and secon: 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

LEWIS BLUNDIN. 

Mr. GODSHALK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2550) granting a 
pension to Lewis Blundin; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CLAIMS FOR HORSES, ETC. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2551) to revive 
the law and extend the time for filing claims for horses and equip- 
ments lost by officers and enlisted men in the service of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2552) to amend section 
2981 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. KELLEY also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 134) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. ; 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. KELLEY also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 135) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN CITIZENS. 

Mr. O'NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2553) for the relief of 
certain citizens of the United States relative to a private land grant; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 

BENJAMIN F, MILLARD. 

Mr. CLYMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2554) for the relief of 
Benjamin F. Millard, late first lieutenant Second Louisiana Cavalry, 
United States Army; which was read a first and second time, an 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO THE REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. OSMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2555) to amend section 


4895 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES W. TRACY. 

Mr. OVERTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2556) authorizing the 
President of the United States to reinstate Charles W. big! ding the 
active list in the Navy; which was read a first and second „ and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


DANIEL J. BENNER. 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2557) for the re- 
lief of Daniel J. Benner, of Gettysburgh, Pennsylvania; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War 


JOHN M. MUSSELMAN. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2558) for the 
relief of John M. Musselman, of Fairfield, Adams County, eer 
vania; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


WAR LOSSES IN PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2559) to re- 
imburse the State of Pennsylvania for moneys paid by said State for 
losses sustained by citizens thereof during the war of the rebellion, 
and to pay to the said State the balance of the claims of citizens 
thereof for such losses as are now on file in the office of the auditor- 
general of the said State; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
ST. CLAIR A. MULHOLLAND. 


_ Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2560) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to St. Clair A. Mulholland, late colonel 
One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 
136) proposing an amendment tothe Constitution of the United States 


of America; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
REPRESENTATIVES OF MICHAEL MEENAN. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2561) grant- 
ing pensions to the widow and minor children of Michael Meenan, 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


RICHARD P. BLACKISTONE. 


Mr. HENKLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2562) for the relief of 
Richard P. Blackistone; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. i 

JOHN W. RAILEY. 


Mr. HENKLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2563) for the relief 
of John W. Railey; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

GEORGE L. RAILEY. 


Mr. HENKLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2564) for the relief 
of George L. Railey; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


MRS. REBECCA T. SCOTT. 


Mr. HENKLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2565) granting ar- 
rears of pension to Mrs, Rebecca T. Scott, widow of Major John B, 
Scott, of the Fourth Artillery, United States Army; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

WILLIAM H, PARKER. 

Mr. HENKLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2566) for the re- 
moval of the political disabilities of William H. Parker, of Maryland; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

E. K. SNEAD. 


Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2567) for the relief of E. 
K. Snead, deceased, and his sureties, for the loss of certain books of 
special stamps and coupons ;. which was read a. first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

WILLIAM J, LEE. 


Mr. BEALE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2568) for the 
relief of William J. Lee; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


WILLIAM SHARP. 


Mr. GOODE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2569) to remove the polit- 
ical disabilities of William Sharp, of Virginia; which was read a, 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

HEIRS OF WILLIAM WARD. 

Mr. GOODE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2570) for the relief of 
the heirs of William Ward; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

EDUCATION OF COLORED PEOPLE. 

Mr. GOODE also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2571) to 
encourage and aid the education of the colored people in the several 
States and Territories by the appropriation of the unclaimed boun- 
ties and pay of the colored soldiers; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and 
ordered to be printed, 

MARY W. JONES, 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. WT) grantin 
sion to Mary W. Jones; which was read a first and second 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

TRADE-MARKS, 

Mr. ARMFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2573) to authorize 
e eee and protection of trade-marks; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, andordered 
to be printed. 


a pen- 
me, and 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2574) to amend section 
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572 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

STATE MILITARY ACADEMY, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. O'CONNOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2575) to restore the 
property known as the State Military Academy, or Citadel, in the 
city of Charleston, South Carolina, to the State of South Carolina ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

PERUVIAN BARK. 

Mr. FELTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2576) to admit into this 
conntry free of customs duty cinchona or Pernyian bark, together 
with all the alkaloids and preparations of said bark; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CRIMINAL PROSECUTIONS. 

Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2577) to repeal sec- 
tion 1022 of the Revised Statutes, and further to protect innocent 
people against unjust criminal prosecution; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CHEROKEE ARTILLERY COMPANY, GEORGIA. 

Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2578) authorizin 
the Secretary of War to furnish the Cherokee Artillery Company, o 
Rome, Georgia, with a battery and equipments; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

STEPHEN MILLER. 

Mr. LEWIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2579) for the relief of 
Stephen Miller, of Tuscaloosa, Alabama ; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

SUPERVISORS OF THE CENSUS. 

Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2580) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide for taking the tenth and subsequent cen- 
suses” by the appointment of two su isors for each division, one 
from each of the two leading political parties; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Census, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CIRCUIT-COURT COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr, SHELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2581) to 8 
the appointment of the commissioners of the circuit court; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. SAMFORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2582) to mpe river 
and harbor appropriations to be propeti arpended | which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commérce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT VICKSBURGH, MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. CHALMERS introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2583) making ai ap- 
88 for a Government building to be used as a post-office and 

nded warehouse at Vicksburgh, in the State of Mississippi; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT NATCHEZ, MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. CHALMERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2584) making en 
8 for a Government building to be used as a post-office 
and bonded warehouse at Natchez, in the State of Mississippi; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

DREDGE AND SNAG BOAT. 

Mr. CHALMERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2585) to construct 
a dredge-boat and snag-boat, to have its headquarters at Greenville, 
Mississippi; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

S. G. MITCHELL AND E, J, MAHAN. 

Mr. CHALMERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2586) for the 
relief of Sophia G. Mitchell and Eliza Jane Mahan, for hearing in the 
Court of Claims; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

MEANING OF THE WORD “DOLLAR.” 


Mr. CHALMERS also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 137) 
on the meaning of the word “dollar;” which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

UNMAILABLE MATTER. 


Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2587) declaring certain 


kinds of matter unmailable, and defining the duties of the Postmas- 
ter-General in connection therewith; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

MAILS TO MEXICO AND CENTRAL AMERICA. 


Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2588) to provide for carry- 


ing out the provisions of section 4007 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2589) to abrogate the 
owers of the executive officers of the United States in allowing in- 
emnity locations or scrip for confirmed and unsatisfied 8 d 

claims, under section 3 of the act of Congress approved June 2, 1858, 
(United States Statutes at Large, volume 11, pages 294 and 295, chap- 
ter 81,) and to vest that power in the courts of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL WILBER. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2590) to retire Ordnance 
Sergeant Daniel Wilber, United States Army, on full pay and allow- 
ance; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

JOHN A. WALKER. 

Mr. FINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2591) for the relief of John 
A. Walker; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

MICHAEL CALLETS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2592) for the re- 
lief of Michael Callets; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ELIZABETH BAUER. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2593) grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth Bauer; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee où Invalid Pensions. 

ELIZA BURROUGHS. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2594) grant- 
ing a pension to Eliza Peis te of Clearmont, Ohio; which was read 
4 rst and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

GOLD AND SILVER. 


Mr. HURD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2595) to restore to gold and 
silver their full mone wer; which was read a first and second 
time, (the first time in full at the request of Mr. Hurp,) referred 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. 

M. M. HERR. 


Mr. HURD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2596) to pay M. M. 
Herr for services rendered the House of Representatives at the extra 
session of the Forty-sixth Con 3, Which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


TAXATION OF LEGAL-TENDER NOTES, 


Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2597) to make United 
States legal-tender notes subject to taxation the same as other money 
or authorized currency of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, (the first time in full at the request of Mr. WAR- 
NER,) referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES W. FOULK. 

Mr. WARNER also lp rogun introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2598 
for the relief of Charles W. Foulk; which was read a first and secon 
time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. GARFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2599) Krenting con- 
demned cannon to the Grand Army of the Republic; which was read 
soms and second time, and'referred to the Committee on Military 


ALFRED PLOMMER. 


Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2600) granting a pension to 
Alfred Plommer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SUPREME COURT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. : 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2601) to amend an 
act entitled “ An act to create an additional associate justice of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia and for the better admin- 
istration of justice in said District ;” Which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FREE IMPORTATION OF SALT. 

Mr. McKENZIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2602) abolishing all 
duties on the importation of salt; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MASACH FINN. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2603) to place u 
the pension-roll the name of Masach Finn, late corporal in the Fifty- 
second Kentucky Mounted Infantry Volunteers; which was read a 
8 second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 
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ALLEN BRADSHAW. 
Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2604) for the 


ISAAC THEODORE EARL, 
Mr. DE LA MATYR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2622) granting a 


relief of Allen Bradshaw, of Barren County, Kentucky; which was | pension to Isaac Theodore Earl j which was read a first and second 


a a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War 
ims. 
WOODWARD GREEN, 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2605) for the re- 
lief of Woodward Green, of Barren County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

M. B. W. CAMP. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2606) for the re- 
lief of M. B. W. Camp, of Barren County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War 


Claims. 
WILLIAM E. MORFORD. 

Mr. KNOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2607) for the relief of 
William E. Morford ; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

ANNA WEHE. 

Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2608) granting a pen- 
sion to Anna Wehe, of Newport, Kentucky ; which was road, a irst 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions., 

JOHN TAYLOR & SON. 

Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2609) for the relief of 
John Taylor & Son, of Newport, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ELIZABETH R. HULL. 

Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R, No, 2610) togs n- 
sion to Elizabeth R. Hull; which was read a first and secon e, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

J. F. KINNEY. 

Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2611) for the relief of 
J. F. Kinney; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims, 

PETER MARCH AND OTHERS, 

+ Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2612) for the relief of 
Peter March, Frederick Kimmerly, David Vaughn, Barney Schooley, 
Eliza Scott, (widow of Joseph Scott,) Phebe C. Clement, (widow o 
Isaac M. Clement,) Frederick Smith, Owen McNabb, and Thomas 
Miller; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

FEMALE ACADEMY, RICHMOND, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2613) 
for the relief of the female academy located at Richmond, Ken- 
tucky ; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

MARY A WEATHERBY. : 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2614) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary A. Weatherby, of Louisville, Kentucky ; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

JACOB KLOTTER. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2615) for the relief 
of Jacob Klotter, of Louisville, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

L. C. TORREY. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2616) for the relief of 
L. C. Torrey; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

MRS, MARTHA NEWMAN. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2617) for the relief of 
Mrs. Martha Newman; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

H. S. SAUNDERS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2618) for the relief of 
H. S. Saunders; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

HONORABLY DISCHARGED UNITED STATES SOLDIERS. 

Mr. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2619) for the relief of 
honorably disch. soldiers from the United States Army; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ELIZA W. THORNBURGH. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2620) to provide a pension 
for and place the name of Mrs. Eliza W. Thornburgh on the United 
States pension-roll, and to prescribe the manner of payment thereof, 
&c.; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ALLEN W. MONROE. 

Mr. BICKNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2621) for the relief of 
Allen W. Monroe; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ESTATES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. DE LA MATYR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2623) to regu- 
late estates in the District of Columbia and in the Territories of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

JACOB M’CONLEY. 

Mr. BROWNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2624) granting a pension 
to Jacob McConley, private Seventh Indiana Battery; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

WILLIAM HUFFMAN. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2625) granting a 
pension to William Huffman, private Company G, One hundred and 
twenty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

PETER MAITHER, 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2626) granting a pen- 
sion to Peter Maither, private Company B, Eighth iment Ohio Vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second fime, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ROBERT M. HART. 


Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2627) for the relief 
of Robert M. Hart, late a private in Company D, Fifty-seventh In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry; which was a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

PATRICK CUSICK. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2628) for the relief 
of Patrick Cusick, private Company D, Ninth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Cavalry ; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

MARY E, MILLIS. 


Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2629) restoring the 
name of Mary E. Millis, of Franklin County, Indiana, to the pension- 
roll; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2630) to amend sec- 
tion 4900 of chapter 1 of Title 60, Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

2 STATISTICS. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No, 138) 
uiring the Superintendent of the United States Census to prepare 
and transmit to the Bureau of Statistics, or statistical departments 
of the several States and Territories, copies of the statistical infor- 
mation collected in such States or Territories; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Census, and 

ordered to be printed. 

COSTS OF SUIT IN CERTAIN ACTIONS. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2631) to regalate the costs 
of suit in certain actions to recover damages for the infringement of 
patenta; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

ommittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

CIRCUIT COURTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. BAKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2632) to te the 
jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United States in suits of a 
civil nature at common law and in equity; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ACTIONS FOR DAMAGES. 

Mr. BAKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 7 5 to limit the lia- 
bility to actions for damages of purchasers of articles whose manu- 
facture and sale infringe a patent; which was read a first and second 
ie ie to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
£ RETIREMENT OF NATIONAL-BANK NOTES. 

Mr. MYERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2634) to retire national- 
bank circulation and to substitute therefor United States Treasury 
notes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. 


Mr. BELFORD. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the call of States and 
Territories shall proceed until all have been called. 
Mr. CONGER. I understood that to be the agreement this morn- 
ing when the call was begun. 
he SPEAKER, It was a call of States and Territories as of Mon- 
day, and the hour has expired. 
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Nees There can be no objection, I think, to continuing 
e Call. 
The SPEAKER: The Chair hears no objection, and the call will 
roceed. 


U 
ALMIRA FARNSWORTH. 


Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2635) for the relief of 
Mrs. Almira Farnsworth; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JOHN R. SMITH. 

Mr. COLERICK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2636) granting arrears 
of pension to John R. Smith, late first lientenant of Company B, 
Twelfth Regiment of Indiana Cavalry Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

JOHANNA MEEHAN, 

Mr. COLERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2637) granting a 

nsion and arrears of pension to Johanna Meehan and minor chil- 
teens which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

APPRAISEMENT OF IMPORTED GOODS. 

Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2638) to simplify the 
appraisement of goode, wares, and merchandise imported into the 

nited States and subject to ad valorem duties; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON NATIVE WINES. 

Mr. MORRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2639) to amend 
sections 3246 and 3328 of the Revised Statutes of the United Sta 
in relation to the tax on native wines; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE STIEF, 

Mr. MORRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2640) to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Caroline Stief; which was a a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CLARA BROSCH. 

Mr. BARBER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2641) for the relief of 
Clara Brosch; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

J. H. HOOPER. 

Mr. BARBER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2642) for the relief 
of J. H. Hooper; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

MARY MEIGHAN. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2643) granting 
a pension to Mary Meighan, widow of Peter Meighan; which was 
read a first and second A and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

EMELINE M. DODSON. 

Mr. STEVENSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2644) ting a pen- 
sion to Emeline M. Dodson, of McLean County, Illinois; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

ANN GREGORY. 

Mr. STEVENSON also introduced (by request) a bill (H. R. No. 
2645) for the relief of Ann Gregory, widow of Charles N. Gregory, de- 
ceased ; which was read a first and second time, and ref to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. - 

COMPANY E, FIRST REGIMENT ILLINOIS CAVALRY VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. SPARKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2646) for the relief of the 
soldiers of Company E, First Regiment of Illinois Cavalry Volunteers ; 
which was a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

JOHN NICHOLS. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2647) 
ting a pee ee to John Nichols, late of Company A, Sixty-fifth 
giment of Indiana Volunteers; which was read a frst and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ALLEN HARPER. 

Mr. FORT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2648) for the relief of Allen 
Harper, of Illinois; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 


NATIONAL BANK, PONTIAC, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. FORT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2649) to authorize the 
Comptroller of the Currency to issue 8500 in new notes to the National 
Bank at Pontiac, Illinois, to replace a like amount which have never 
been signed; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


MIRIAM V. KINNEY. 


Mr. FORT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2650) granting a pen- 
sion to Miriam V. Kinney; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SUSAN Y. ATWATER. 


Mr. HENDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2651) granting a 
pension to Susan Y. Atwater; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HENRY OWINGS. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2652) grant- 
ing a pension to Henry Owings, a survivor of the warof 1812; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 


CITIZEN WAGON MASTERS, 


Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 139) in relation to the parom of citizen wagon masters in the 
United States service; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. KENNEDY. 


Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2653) granting a pen- 
sion to James W. Kennedy ; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JOHN SCHAUB. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2654) granting a 
pension to John Schaub, COPAT G, Seventeenth Missouri Infantry ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Co: t- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

ANNA M. WYATT. 


Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2655) granting a 
pension to Anna M. Wyatt, widow of Henry Hulett; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

: MARY WALSH. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2656) granting a 
pension to Mary Walsh, widow of Nicholas Walsh; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. s 

DEBATES OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. WELLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2657) to prohibit the re- 
porting or publication at the public expense of the debates of Con- 
gress; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed, 

PUBLIC ADVERTISING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2658) to reg- 
ulate the award of and compensation for public advertising in the 
District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

BILLS OF LADING, ETC. 

Mr. FROST introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2659) to facilitate the nego- 
tiation of bills of lading and other commercial instruments; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SYMPATHY WITH IRELAND. 


Mr. FROST also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 140) ex- 
ers sympathy for the suffering of the Irish people and for their 
attempt to secure the blessings of self-government; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered te be printed. 

PHEBE A, SUMMERS. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2660) for the relief of 
Phebe A. Summers, widow of Andrew J. Summers, deceased; whi 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

JAMES W. GIVEN. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2661) for the relief 
of James W. Given, of Pike County, Missouri; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


JOSEPH A. YOUNG. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2662) for the relief 
of Joseph A. Young, of Pike County, Missouri; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

FOREIGN-BUILT SHIPS. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2663) to authorize 
the purchase of foreign-built ships by citizens of the United States 
for use in the foreign e g trade; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RESUMPTION OF SPECIE PAYMENTS. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2664) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of specie pay- 
ments,” and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAINT JOSEPH, MISSOURI. 

Mr. FORD introduced a bill R. No. 2665) to provide for the 

erection of a public building in city of Saint Joseph, in the State 
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of Missouri; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
HOMESTEADERS AND PRE-EMPTORS. 

Mr. GUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2666) for the benefit of 
homesteaders and pre-emptors of public lands; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BERRY JOHNSON. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bik (H. R. No. 2667) for the relief 
of Berry Johnson; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JACOB YOES. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2668) for the relief 
of Jacob Yoes; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETER GRAHAM. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2669) for the relief 
of Peter Graham; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JACKSON J. NEWBERRY. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2670) for the relief 
of Jackson J. Newberry; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MARY JANE M’NEELY. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2671) for the relief 
of Mary Jane McNeely; which was a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JONATHAN SMITH. ; 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2672) for the relief 
of Jonathan Smith; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ALVAH W. HICKS. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2673) granting a 
pension to Alyah W. Hicks, of Cincinnati, Ohio; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

REMOVAL OF INDIANS TO INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. CRAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2674) to prohibit the re- 
moval of Indians from the States or other territory of the United 
States to the Indian Territory; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DAVID WEST, 


Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2675) to grant an 
increase of pension to David West, of Pope County, Arkansas; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES, 

Mr. SLEMONS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2676) to repeal section 
3412 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to 
be printed. 

COURT-HOUSE IN TEXARKANA, ARKANSAS. 

Mr. SLEMONS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2677) appropriating 
money to build a post-office in the town of Texarkana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF BAYOU BARTHOLOMEW. 
Mr. SLEMONS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2678) appropriating 
money for the improvement of the Bayou Bartholomew, in the States 


of Louisiana and Arkansas; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
D. B. SCOFIELD, 

Mr. HUBBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2679) for the relief of 
D. B. Scofield as contractor on mail-route 12834, in the State of Mich- 
igan; which was read a first and second time,and referred to the 

ommittee of Claims. 

GEORGE GOULD. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2680) for the relief 
of George Gould, of Stephenson, Menominee County, Michigan; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

THOMAS PULLING. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2681) for the relief 
of Thomas Pulling, of Big Rapids, Mecosta County, Michigan; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

DANIEL H. MORRISON. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2682) for the 
relief of Daniel H. Morrison, a soldier enlisted in the service of the 
United States at Camp Blair, Michigan; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


WILLIAM HENRY LE ROY. 


Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2683) for the 
relief of William Henry Le Roy, late private in Company E, Twenty- 
second Regiment Michigan Infantry Volunteers; w ch was read a 
a and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

CAPTAIN WALTER CLIFFORD. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2684) for the relief 
of Captain Walter Clifford, Seventh Regiment United States Infan ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Co t- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

LIGHT-HOUSES, ETC, 


Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2685) making an 
e 


ri- 
ate mony for the erection of a keeper’s cueing ak the Nabe honio 
r t and second time, 
referred to Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
KEEPER’S DWELLING AT THE LIGHT-HOUSE, PENTWATER. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2688) to appropri- 
ate money for the erection of a keeper’s dwelling at the light-house 
at Pentwater, Michigan; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF WILLIAM A. BURT. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2689) for the relief 
of the heirs of the late William A. Burt, inventor of the “solar com- 
pass” adopted and used in the public surveys of the United States ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

SAMUEL W. ABBOTT. ‘ 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2690) for the relief 
of Samnel W. Abbott, postmaster at Menominee, Mic igan; which 
ae read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of 

ims. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT MARQUETTE, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2691) to provide 
for a building for the use of the Federal 5 customs, 
internal revenue, land, and other civil offices in the city of Marquette, 
Michigan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
5 on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
prin 

LIGHT-HOUSE, ETC., ROUND ISLAND, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2692) to appropri- 
ate money for the erection of a light-house and steam fog-signal on 
Round Island, in the Straits of Mackinac, Michigan; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REUBEN GOODRICH. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2693) for the relief 
of Reuben Goodrich ; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

NANCY M. RICHMOND. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2694) granting a pension 
to Nancy M. Richmond; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

$ HARBOR OF REFUGE, SAND BEACH, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2695) for thé government 
and control of the harbor of refuge at Sand Beach, Lake Huron, 
Michigan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

GOLD CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. NEWBERRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2696) to authorize 
the issue of $30,000,000 gold certificates, and to establish a redemption 
fund therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

SILVER CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. NEWBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2697 ) to authorize 
the issue of $20,000,000 silver certificates, and to establish a redemp- 
tion fund therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

DETROIT, MACKINAW AND MARQUETTE RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. NEWBERRY also introduced a bill a R. No. 2698) granting 
right of way to the Detroit, Mackinaw and Marquette Railroad Com- 
pany through lands of the United States; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 


FEES OF EXAMINING SURGEONS. 
Mr. BREWER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2699) fixing the fees of 
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examining surgeons; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
PATRICK QUINN. 

Mr. BREWER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2700) granting a 
pension to Patrick Quinn; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES, ETC. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2701) to amend sec- 
tions 1, 2, 3, and 10 of an act to determine the jurisdiction of the cir- 
cuit courts of the United States and to regulate the removal of causes 
from State courts, and for other pu: approved March 3, 1875; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF THE MEXICAN WAR. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2702) N 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican and other wars 
therein named; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF SPECIE PAYMENT ACT. 

Mr. JONES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2703) to repeal an act en- 
titled “An act to provide for specie pamena; and for other pur- 
poses;” which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

REVISED STATUTES OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. JONES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2704) to amend cer- 
tain sections of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to 
coinage and coin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOSEPH CLYMER. 

Mr. WELLBORN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2705) for the relief 
of Joseph Clymer, of Texas; which was read a first and second time, 
and e ee to the Committee of Claims. 

TRIALS BEFORE COMMISSIONERS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2706) relating to 
preliminary trials before commissioners of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JEFFERSON WEST. 

Mr. UPSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2707) for the relief of the 
heirs of Jefferson West; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

EMILY E. HITCHCOCK. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2708) granting a pen- 
sion to Emily E. Hitchcock; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

J. E. LABATT, 

Mr, UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2709) for the relief of 
J. E. Labatt; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

z DANIEL MURPHY. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2710) for the relief of 
Daniel Murphy, of Fort Davis, Texas; which was read s first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

7 HEIRS OF EDWARD DWYER, 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2711) for the relief of 
the heirs of Edward Dwyer ; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

HEIRS OF FRANCIS GUILBEAU, DECEASED, 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2712) for the relief of 
the heirs of Francis Guilbeau, deceased, of San Antonio, Texas; which 
of pcg a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of 

8. 
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURT OF IOWA. 

Mr. SAPP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2713) providing the times and 
places of holding the circuit court of the United States in the district 
of Iowa, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PRE-EMPTION SETTLERS, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. SAPP also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2714) to in- 

demnify pre-emption settlers on the Soscol ranch, in the State of 
‘California ; whicb was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANKS—RESERVES, 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2715) requiring the reserves 
of national banks to be kept in gold and silver coins of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

BANK DEPOSITS. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2716) in reference to 

bank deposits; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS APPLYING FOR PENSIONS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2717) regu- 
lating proof of disability of soldiers applying for pension when such 
disability was received in prison; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES LARKIN. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2718) 
granting a pension to James Larkin, late a private Company D, Third 

nited States Infantry, (old war;) which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

THIRTY-SEVENTH IOWA INFANTRY. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2719) 
erase e pension to the surviving officers and members of Thirty- 
seventh Iowa Volunteer Infantry, knownasthe Greybeards; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SYMPATHY FOR THE IRISH. 

Mr, GILLETTE introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 141) ex- 
pressing ae rp for the Irish, and asking the President to urge 
upon the English government measures for their relief from landlord 
rule; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLOTTE M. HUNTER. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2720) 
for the relief of Charlotte M. Hunter; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ARMY OFFICER’S RECORD. 

Mr. DEUSTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2721) to amend an Army 
officer's record; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

HERMAN J. SCHULTEIS. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2722) granting a 
pension to Herman J. Schulteis, late first lieutenant and regimental 
commissary of subsistence, First Wisconsin Cavalry ; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

AUGUSTIN OLVERA. 


Mr. PHCHECO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2723) for the relief of 
Angustin Olvera; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

SETTLERS ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2724) for the relief of certain 
settlers on the public lands and to provide for the repayment of cer- 
tain fees and commissions pag on void entries of public lands ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


CUSTOMS DUTIES, 


Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2725) to amend existin, 
customs duties, and for other purposes; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM D. HALEY. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2726) for the relief of 
William D. Haley; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


FRANK SOULE. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2727) 
releasing Frank Soulé, late collector of internal revenue for the first 
district of California, and his sureties from liability on his official 
bond; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 


SYLVESTER S. BEDAL, 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2728) for the relief of 
Sylvester S. Bedal; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

EDWIN PARLIMAN. 

Mr. POEHLER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2729) for 
the relief of Edwin Parliman; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


THOMAS PETTIJOHN. 

Mr. POEHLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2730) granting a 
pension to Thomas Pettijohn; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MRS. REBECCA HALL. 

Mr. HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2731) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Rebecca Hall, widow of George R. Hall; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

JOSIAH H, PILLSBURY. 

Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2732) for the relief of 
Josiah H. Pillsbury ; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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TIMBER ON WESTERN PRAIRIES. 
Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2733) amendin 


an act to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to enco 
timber on western prairies,” approved March 13, 1874; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES M. COEN. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2734) for the relief of 
Charles M. Coen; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

THOMAS MARTIN. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2735) for the relief 
of Thomas Martin; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JOHN FISHER. 
Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2736) ting a 
nsion to John Eka, 3 of 8 — — 8 5 a Liber 
akin, deceased, late priva om i irginia In- 
fantry; which was reac a eal anA KSO nA UMS and Teter’ E0 EDS 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
WILLIAM C. PARKER. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R, No. 2737) granting a pen- 
sion to William C. Parker; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JAMES CATHER. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2738) for the relief 
of James Cather, of Greenville, West Virginia ; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

JOSEPH R, SHANNON. 

Mr. MARTIN, of West Virgi introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2739) 
to pay the amount of the claim of Joseph R. Shannon, of Louisiana; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


the growth 


WEST VIRGINIA WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. KENNA introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2740) to 55 pay 
certain claims due by the State of West Virginia to ci thereof 
for services rendered the United States in the late war and which are 
properly chargeable to the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 

OTOE AND MISSOURIA RESERVATION. 

Mr. VALENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2741) to provide for 
the sale of the remainder of the reservation of the confederated Otoe 
and Missouria tribe of i in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY WAGON-ROAD, NEBRASKA. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2742) to author- 
ize the relocation and improvement of the military wagon-road from 
Sidney, Nebraska, via Forts Robinson and Sheridan, to the Sioux In- 
dian reservation ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COLORADO SCHOOL LANDS. 

Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2743) to enable the State 
of Colorado to take lands in lieu of sixteenth and thirty-sixth sec- 
tions found to be mineral lands; which was read a first and second 
bores Pepa ii to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
i UTE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. BELFORD introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 142) to create 
a commission to*negotiate with the Ute Indians for the extinguish- 
ment of their title to the Ute reservation; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FOG-SIGNALS AND LIGHT-HOUSES IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2744) for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a fog-signal and light-house at Point Rob- 
inson, in Paget Sound, in Washington Territory; also a bill (H. R. 
No. 2745) for the 2 of a site and the erection of a fog- signal 
and light-house at Sandy Point, Puget Sound, Washington Territory ; 
also a bill (H. R. No. 2746) for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a fog-si and light-house at Miller’s Point, at the north end of 
Saratoga Passage, on Puget Sound, Washington Territory; which 
were severally read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

SNAG-BOAT FOR PUGET SOUND. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2747) for the construc- 
tion and manning of a snag-boat for Puget Sound and its tributaries ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

DENNIS STORRS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2748) for the relief 
of Dennis Storrs, Marvin Minnick, and others, of Washington Terri- 


tory; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


SNAG-BOAT FOR PUGET SOUND. 


Mr. BRENTS also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Washington Territory, for an appropriation to construct and keep a 
snag-boat on the waters of Puget Sound; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT MILLER’S POINT, PUGET SOUND. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a joint memorial of the Legislative 
Assembly of Washington Territory, praying for a light-house on 
Miller’s Point at the north end of Saratoga Passage on Fisa Sound; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

DUTIES ON FOREIGN IMPORTS. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a joint memorial of the Le tive 
Assembly of Washington Territory, praying Congress to reduce the 
tariff on foreign imports ; which was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

NOCKSACK RIVER, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a joint resolution of the Legislative 
Assembly of 8 Territory, relating to the removal of a jam 
from the Nocksack River, in Whatcom County, Washington Terri- 
tory; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

SURVEY OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented 1 memorial of the Legislature of 
Washington Territory, asking the authorization of a survey and 
scientific examination of said Territory; which was referred to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

INCREASE OF MEMBERS OF TERRITORIAL LEGISLATURES. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a joint resolution of the Legislative 
Assembly of Washington Territory, praying Congress for an increase 
of members in the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Washing- 
ton; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

OREGON AND WASHINGTON INDIAN WAR. 


Mr. BRENTS also presented a joint resolution of the Legislative 
Assembly of Washington Territory, praying Congress for a Lesage 
to the soldiers of the n and ington Indian war of 1855 an 
1856; which was refe to the Committce on Military Affairs. 

GREEN RIVER AND PUGET SOUND RAILROAD. 


Mr. BRENTS also presented a joint memorial of the Legislative 
Assembly of Washington Territory, asking aid in the construction of 
a railroad from Green River to Puget Sound; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

LIMITS OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a joint remonstrance of the Legislative 
Assembly of Washington Territory, against the annexation of an: 

rtion of said Territory to the State of Oregon; which was ref 

the Committee on Territories. 
SEATTLE AND WALLA WALLA RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. BRENTS also 2 eee a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of the Territory of Washington, asking aid by land t to the Seat- 
tle and Walla Walla Railroad and tion Company; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS, 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a joint memorial of the Legislative As- 
sembly of Washington Territory, praying relief for certain settlers on 
odd sections supposed to be within limits; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

MILITARY TELEGRAPH IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a joint memorial of the lative 
Assembly of Washington Territory, for aid in the construction of a 
military telegraph between Pomeroy and Fort Colville, in said Ter- 
ritory, with a connecting line to Camp Cœur d’Alene, in Idaho Ter- 
ritory; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

VOLUNTEERS IN NEZ PERCE WAR. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a joint memorial of the Legislative 
Assembly of Washington Territory, praying for relief for the volun- 
teer soldiers in the Nez Percé Indian 


war of 1877; which was 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


IMPROVEMENT OF COLUMBIA RIVER. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a joint memorial of the Legislative 
Assembly of Washington Territory, praying for an appropriation of: 
a sum sufficient to complete the canal and locks at the cascades and 
falls on the Columbia River; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

LAND OFFICE IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a joint memorial of the Legislative 
Assembly of Washington Territory, relating to establishing a land 
office at Goldendale ; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, 

DENNIS STORRS AND OTHERS, 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a joint memorial of the Legislative 

Assembly of Washington Territory, praying for the relief of Dennis 
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Storrs and others; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 
MILITARY POST IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a joint memorial of the Legislative 
Assembly of Washington Territory, relative to the establishment of 
a military in Yakima County; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

LAND DISTRICT IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a seine memorial of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Washington, praying for the establish- 
ment of the Yakima land district; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

SETTLERS WITHIN RAILROAD LIMITS, 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a joint memorial of the Legislative 
Assembly of Washington Territory, praying reduction in the price of 
land to permanent settlers within railroad limits in said Territory; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

LOUIS VOLIN. 

Mr. BENNETT introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2749) for the relief of 
Louis Volin, of Yankton, Dakota Territory; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

TOWN SITES IN DAKOTA. 

Mr. BENNETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2750) supplemental 
to the provisions of sections 2387 to 2394, inclusive, chapter 8, title 
32, Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to town sites in 
the Territory of Dakota entered under the ponams of said sections ; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. f 
The SP. R. Gentlemen who were not in their seats when 


their States were ‘called will now have an opportunity to present 
bills or resolutions. 
ROBERT J. SMITH. 

Mr. NICHOLLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2751) for the relief of 
Robert J. Smith ; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

ROBERT HEDIAN. 

Mr. KLOTZ introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2752) for the relief of 
Robert Hedian, late of Company I, Fifty-eighth ecient Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

GEORGE ANDREWS, 


Mr. LADD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2753) for the relief of George 
Andrews; which was read a t and second time, and referred 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JUDGMENTS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. MANNING introduced a bill (H. R. No. hes to give effect to 
judgments and decrees rendered in the circuit and district courts of 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS D. ISOM. 

Mr. MANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2755) for the pay- 
ment of $600 to Thomas D. Isom, of Oxford, Mississippi, for rent of 
judges’ official chamber ; which was read a and second time, and 
referred to the COmmittee of Claims. 

JAMES H. ANDERSON. 

Mr. MANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2756) for the relief 
of James H. Anderson, of Tunica County, Mississippi; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

SAMUEL COLLINS. 

Mr. MANNING also introduced 2 bill (H. R. No. 2757) for the re- 
lief of Samuel Collins, colored, of Water Valley, Mississippi, which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 


ESTATE OF J, R. BOWLES. 
Mr. MANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2758) for the relief 
of the estate of J. R. Bowles, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


MISSISSIPPI NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 

Mr. MULDROW introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2759) to amend the 
several acts in relation to the northern judicial district of the State 
of Mississippi, and to provide for the times and places of holding the 
district courts of the United States therein in future; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

A. L. HATCH, 


Mr. COVERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2760) for the relief of 
A. L. Hatch, a citizen of the State of New York; which wos read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


LAND COMMISSION PRINTING. 

Mr. CONVERSE introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 143) author- 
izing certain printing for the land commission; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. WADDILL introduced a bill 55 R. No. 2761) to amend sections 
2304, 2305, 2306, 2307, 2308, and of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPOST TAX ON PISTOLS, 

Mr. COOK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2762) to levy an import tax 
on pistols; which was read a first and second time, ref to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SPECIFIC TAX ON PISTOLS, 

Mr. COOK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2763) to levy a specific 
tax on pistols manufactured in the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a concurrent resolution providing for a 
select committee of the two Houses to investigate questions HARE 
to interstate commerce; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be prin 

WILLIAM d. THOMPSON. 

Mr. CRAPO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2764 88 a pension 
to William G. Thompson, minor son of William G. Thompson, captain 
of First Regiment of Massachusetts Artillery; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MONUMENT TO ELISHA B. SMITH AND OTHERS. 

Mr. WILBER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2765) for the donation 
of condemned cannon to aid in the erection of a monument to Brevet 
Brigadier-General Elisha B. Smith and others, of Chenango, New York; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS, IOWA. 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. No. ae) relating to the terms 
of the circuit and district courts for the United States in and for the 
district of Iowa; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

EDGAR B. LAMPHIER. : 

Mr. OSMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2767) granting a pension 
to Edgar B. Lamphier; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 

FRAUDS IN BILLS OF LADING, ETC. 


Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2768) to facilitate the 


noaoae ions of bills of lading and of other commercial instruments, 
and to punish frauds therein; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
MARINE SCHOOLS. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2769) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to encourage the establishment of public marine 
schools,” approved June 20, 1874, so as to extend it to the ports of 
Wilmington, Charleston, Savannah, Mobile, New Orleans, Baton 
Ronge, and Galveston; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BOEHM BROTHERS. 

Mr, BLISS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2770) to refund duplicate 
taxes to Boehm Brothers, of New York; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I am instructed, Mr. Speaker, to report 
from the Committee of Ways and Means a resolution fixing the ad- 
journment over the Christmas holidays. 

INTERSTATE-COMMERCE BILL, 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman will not press that until I 

= have an opportunity to ask the House for an order to reprint a 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Ido not object to that, if the gentleman 
has unanimous consent. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, Mr. 
Speaker, to ask the House to make an order that the bill known as 
the interstate-commerce bill shall be reprinted, and that double the 
usual number of copies shall be printed for the use of the members of 
the House. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

IMMIGRATION, 

Mr. COX. Iask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to report back 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs abill (H. R. No. 2408) to reg- 
ulate gas sine and to move that the bill and accompanying re- 

rt be ordered to be printed and recommitted, not to be brought 

ack by a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered 
accordingly. 


SOLDIERS OF THE BLACK HAWK WARS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous econ- 
sent at this time to present a memorial to Congress in reference to the 
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soldiers of the Black Hawk war, in order that it may be printed in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. WHITE. What is it about? $ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Itis in relation to pensions for sol- 
diers who served im the Black Hawk war. 

Mr. WHITE. Does it relate to any other subject? l 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. It is simply a memorial of the 
Black Hawk war soldiers themselves. N A 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the printing of the memorial 
in the Recorp? i 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The memorial is as follows : 


The survivors of the Black Hawk Indian war who escaped with their fire-locks 
held an adjourned meeting October 2, 1879, at the house, Springfield, Mi- 
nois, there g some twenty-four of the old Indian trailers T 


The secretary, General John A. McClernand, then read the minutes of the meet- 
ings held on January 8 and June 12. He also informed those present that he had 
nded with numerous survivors of that memorable war, now residents of 
the t Western States, with a view of collecting facts in relation to the com- 
panies and regiments to which they belong, which would be necessary in case Con- 
should see fit to place them on the pension-rolls. 
A request was then made that those who were not in attendance at the former 
meetings come forward and have . recorded by the secretary. 
In 


Robert P. Langley, Taylorville; sixty-seven. 

Ge Power, Cautral San * terak dk age, eighty- two. 

Ur Allen, Sharpsburgh, Christian County; age, seventy. 

Colonel Dick Taylor, of Chicago, chairman of the committee to draft a memorial 
to Con, asking that body to recognize and place upon the pension-roll the fe 
remaining survivors, reported the following; which was unanimonsly adopted by 
the mee! 


“On behalf of ourselves and other survivors of the Indian wartraditionally known 
as the Black Hawk war we respectfully submit the following memorial: 

“Our members are scanty, and some of us are tottering upon the verge of the 
. N 7 few more days or months, or years at most, must end the mortal career 

us. 

We belong to the early class of pioneers whose youth preceded the era of com- 
mon schools, now brought to the homes of the erations that have grown up z 
our sight. Necessity made us men of action rather than of the learning of schools. 

Wo have played our part in the wilderness and in the presence of those dan 
which are incident to early settlements. Our knowledge, such as it is, comes of 
the book of nature and stern ence. Our language, therefore, must be void 
of 3 and literary ons. Our only habit and care is to speak plainly 
and tru % 

“Great changes have transpiredinour midst, Many of us knew Wisconsin, Min- 
nesota, Kansas, Nebraska, Arkansas, and a considerable portion of Missouri when 
those regions were a howling wilderness. Some of us knew Illinois in her territo- 
rial form, and when her population was mainly confined to the district bounded by 
the Kaskaskia and Ohio Rivers, and scarcely exceeded forty thousand ; when sav- 
age tribes roamed over the central and northern portions of the now State of Illi- 
nois; when the imperial domain of Illinois was the home of ferocious beasts; when 
her rivers were hardly otherwise disturbed 75 by the wild goose and wild duck. 

“How t the revolution! Capital, and en have been sleepless] 
busy. The shores of our rivers are crowded with stirring cities and towns. 

t city has ng up on our lake border which has laid its giant hands upon 
© commerce of the world and challenges the wonder of mankind. Green fields 
and golden harvests have succeeded to the rank grass and poon forests which 
once held undisputed sway from Cairo to Fort Dearborn. y A colleges, and 
universities glisten upon the fair bosom of the Prairie State as dizmonds upon the 
fair bosom of the blushing . All this we have seen; in all this we have taken 
an humble but willing ye have seen still more. We have seena mighty 
civil war shake the land; armies marshaled in deadly strife, and nations looking 
on aghast. In this lamentable war those of us who were still able for the service 
of the fiery field 3 for the Union, while the rest, in their constrained retire- 
ment, sympathized with its cause. 

“ Happily the Union survives, and with its halcyoned wings, is returned to 
soothe t © happiness of excited and t men. ‘Thanks for this. May lib- 

ty, and remain forever, 

to ask w 3 duty cannot grant, but crave of you to extend 

equity. 


of us as we have mentioned on the pension-roll, and thus smoo r short road 
to the dark river which, when once crossed, is never recrossed.“ 
A committee, composed of Messrs. Constant, or Si and Judge Solomon, 


was appointed to see that a copy of the records of the Black Hawk war was ob- 
tained from the ent at Nt Er with a view of obtaining the company 
and regiment to which each member belon 
Several addresses were made by the members present, and the meeting then 
adjourned, to conyene on the first Thursday in October, 1880, unless they should 
be called together in the mean time by the president and secretary. 
SOLDIERS’ UNION OF WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope there will be no objection to my presenting 
at this time a joint resolution and asking for its passage. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I do not yield for any proposition which 
does not come in by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WILSON. I do not get unanimous consent for the intro- 
duction and passage of the joint resolution, I will withdraw it or 
have it referred to a committee. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. What is it abont? 

Mr. WILSON. Congress ted condemned bronze cannon to the 
Soldiers’ Union of West Virginia; but, owing to some technical objec- 
tion growing out of the phraseology of the bill, the Secretary of War 
did not feel authorized to deliver those cannon, and this joint resolu- 
tion I offer is for the purpose of correcting that defect, and making 
the grant to the Soldiers’ Union of West Virginia effectual. As gen- 
tlemen well know, the practice is common to grant condemned cannon 


to soldiers’ cemeteries throughout the Union. Soldiers’ unions every- 
where have received the t of such grants of condemned cannon. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the introduction of the joint 
resolution ? 

Mr. WILSON. It will not take a minute. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved by the Senate, éc., That an act entitled“ An act granting condemned 
bronze cannon to the Soldiers’ Union of West Vi ia,” approved June 20, 1 
be construed to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish to the governor of W. 
V for the use of the Soldiers’ Union of that State, bronze condemned can- 
non roing to the United States, to inclose the monument of that union in the 


Mr. GARFIELD. It ought to be a bill and not a resolution; any- 
thing which aa property of the United States should be in 
the form of a bill. 

Mr. WILSON. But this simply construes an act already passed. 
It does not 1 ae any property of the United States. 

Mr. GARF. It n a law to construe a law. If the law 
which this construes was passed as a joint resolution, then let this go 
as a joint resolution; but if it was a bill, then this should be put 
the form of a bill. 

The SPEAKER. In giving construction to a law already passed 
it has been usual to put it in the form of a joint resolution. 

Mr. WILSON. I have no objection to changing the resolution to a 


bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no further objection. 

Mr. WILSON then, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2771) to construe an act entitled “An act granting condemned 
bronze cannon to the Soldiers’ Union, of West Virginia; which was 
read a first and second time, and ordered to be en and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

PRESENTATION OF MEMORIAL. 

Mr. AIKEN. Iask, Mr. Speaker, to have a memorial asking for 
amendment of the patent laws read at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr, GARFIELD. We had one read the other day, and I object. 
Let it go through the usual course. 

Mr. AIKEN. It is the usual courtesy of the House, whenever a 
question is made, to have a memorial read. This comes from a body 
yids a constituency four-fold larger than that of any legislator in 

erica. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I object. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER HOLIDAYS, 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to report the following resolution : 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring therein, hen 
the two Fans 8 on Tuesday. he 23d of December. 1879, they 5 5 ad- 
journed until twelve o'clock m. on Tuesday, January 6, 1880. 

I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will yield to me to make a 
brief statement. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I yield one minute to the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I simply desire to say that the Committee on Ap- 
prennet an hope to be able to report during this week the pension. 

ortifications, and Military Academy bills, and to have them passed a 

least by Friday of next week, the 19th. If so, it is possible the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means may see proper to bring about an earlier 

journment—on Friday the 19th instead of the Tuesday following. 

. GARFIELD. We cannot hear the gentleman’s proposition. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwas saying that the Committee on Appropriations 
hope that the House will have passed by the 19th instant the pension 
fortifications, and Military my bills, which are the only bills the 
committee be able to report before the adjournment. Itis well 
known we had not the estimates and could not have them under the 
law until the first Monday of December. Therefore we will not be 
able to pass other appropriation bills before the adjournment. We 
may pass these by the 19th; and in that event it may be thought 
2 that we should adjourn on Friday, the 19th, instead of the fol- 


ae the 23d, 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. The committee in considering this ques- 
tion thought it was very desirable that both Houses should remain 
in session long enough to accomplish all the business possible. We 
shall be very glad, indeed, if those appropriation bills shall be re- 
ported and „as stated by the gentleman from Georgia. At the 
same time there are other bills upon which gentlemen desire action. 
I insist on the demand for the previous question on the resolution. 

Mr. STEELE. Did the gentleman from New York call for the pre- 
vious question before or after he made his remarks ? 

The SPEAKER. He called for the previous question immediately 
after having the resolution read. 

Mr. STEELE. Is the resolution open to amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. It is if the previous question is not sustained, 

Mr. STEELE. Other members of this House are quite as much 
entitled to be consulted upon matters of this kind as the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. VANCE. I would like to suggest to the gentleman from New 
York that if we adjourn on the many of us will not have time 
to get home and be with our families on Christmas Day. I hope the 
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3 will at least agree to change the date in the resolution to 
e 


t 5 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. There is nothing in the resolution that 
will prevent any gentleman, on his own individual responsibility, 
leaving before the date specified. But because there are gentlemen 
who want a little longer time to get home that is no good reason why 
the rest of us should not remain here and work as long as we can. 
I must therefore insist on the demand for the previous question on 
my resolution. 

The question being put on . the demand for the previous 
question, there were—ayes 56, noes 11 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I think we might as well have the yeas 


and nays. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Isu t that the yeas and nays cannot be called 
on this question. The House has refused to second the demand for 
the previous question, and the resolution is now, therefore, open to 
amendment. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. L call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 23 voting therefor, not one-fifth of 
a quorum, 

the previous question was not seconded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] is 
recognized. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I would like the gentlemen who opa 
the resolution in its present form to state some other day which 
would be more acceptable. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to amend the resolution by providing that 
Con shall assemble on the 2d of January. 
as e SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 

orgia, $ 

Me BLOUNT. I was in hopes it would be agreeable to the gen- 
tleman from New York to let this matter be referred back to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, so that in reporting it they 
might have the advantage of seeing what was the condition of busi- 
ness in the Honse. If the gentleman from New York does not a, 
to that course, I move to amend by striking out “Tuesday, the 23d,” 
and inserting in lieu thereof “Friday, the 19th.” 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say one word before the question is 
taken on the amendment of the gentleman from I shall 
at the proper time offer an amendment, not changing the day pro- 
posed in the resolution for adjournment, but providing that we shall 
meet again on the 2d of January. In reference to the amendment 
proposed by my friend from Georgia, I wish to say that there are 
many of us who are at such a distance from our homes that we can- 
not well go to them during the holidays. During the recess we are left 
here at considerable expense, and gentlemen are not here to join us 
in committee labor. It is much better for us, it seems to me, to take 
only such time for the recess as is necessary for gentlemen who find 
it convenient to go home for the holidays, so that we may resume 
and finish our work as speedily as possible. It is better we should 
make a recess reasonably short, and get through our work at a sea- 
son of the year when it is pleasant to work, than to have a prolonga- 
tion of the session into the extreme heat of summer. For that rea- 
son I hope we will adjourn on the 23d, and, after the amendment of 
the gentleman from Georgia has been acted upon, I propose to offer 
an amendment that we meet again on the 2d of January. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas can offer that amend- 
ment after the present amendment is dis of. The remedy of 
the gentleman would be to vote down the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Georgia, and then offer the amendment he has indicated. 

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] rose a short time 
ago. For what purpose 
Mr. VANCE. I desired to offer the amendment which has been 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The question being taken on Mr. BLount’s amendment, the Speaker 
stated that the “ spe re to have it. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I would like to have the resolution reported again. 
I wish to know what it provides as to the House Seay one again. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution as reported from the Committee 
of Ways and Means made the adjournment for the holidays extend 
from the 23d instant to the 6th of January. The amendment of the 

ntleman from Georgia, on which the yeas and nays have been or- 
8 is to strike out “Tuesday, the 23d,” and insert “ Friday, the 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 125, nays 103, not 
voting 63; as follows: 


YEAS—135. 

Aldrich, N. W. Claflin, Dick, en: 
Aldrich, Wiliam Clardy, Dwight, Herbarh, 
Atherton, Clark, John B. Eins! erndon, 
Bachman, Clymer, rrett, i 
Baker, Colerick, Evins, Hooker, 
Ballou, Cowell. hag = ed 
Beale, w ‘ort, ubbell, 
3 Crai Se Hurd, 

c! mer, 
Blount, Crowley, — Benj. W. = e 
Brigham. tt, „ eifer, 
Butterworth, Davis, Joseph J. Hawley, Kelley, 
Cannon, Loundes H, Hayes, Kimmel, 
Chalmers, De La Matyr, Henkle, Kitchin, 


Knott, O'Connor, Scales, Vance, 
Ladd, O'Ne’ Shelley, Van Voorhis, 
Le Fevre, Orth, Singleton, O. R. Voorhis, 
Lindsey, Osmer, Sparks, Waddill, 
Lounsbery, Overton, Speer, Wait, 
Lowe, Pacheco, Springer, Warner, 
M: Joseph J. Page, 5 Washburn, 
McCoo! Persons, Steele, Wells, 
Me Poehler, Talbott, te, 
Miles, Prescott, Taylor, Whiteaker, 
Miller, Reed, homas, Williams, 
Mitchell, Richardson, D. P. Thompson, P.B bia a 
Muldrow, Richmond, ‘Tillman, Wood, Walter A. 

urch, Robertson, Townsend, Amos Wright, 
Myers, Robinson, Turner, Young, Casey. 
Newberry, K Se 
Nicholls, Russell, William A. Updegraff, J. T. 
Norcross, Ryon, John W. Valentine, 

NAYS—103. 

Acklen, Cravens, Henderson, Richardson, J. S. 
Aiken, Cul ` ill, Samford, 
Anderson, Davis, George R. Hostetler, Sapp, 
Armñeld, Davis, Horace Houk, Sawyer, 
Barber, g. ouse, Sha enberger, 
Bayne, Deuster, Joyce, Sherwin, 

A Dibrell, enna, ton, 
Bicknell, Dunn, King, Singleton, J. W. 
Blake, Dunnell, tz, ons, 

Bouck, Lapham, Stevenson, 
Brewer, Lewis, ‘one, 
Brig Farr, Marsh, jompson, W. G. 
Bright, Felton, Martin, Benj. F. Townshend, R. W. 
Browne, Ferdon, MeCoid, Tucker, 
Buckner, Finley, MoGo Turner, Thomas 
Burrows, Forsythe, McKenzie, Updegraff, Thomas 
Cabell, e, Mo H n, 
Caldwell, Garfield, Weaver, 
Calkins, des, Monroe, Wellborn, 
Carpenter, Gibson, Morse, Whitthorne, 
Caswell, Gillette, Morton, J 
Chittenden, Goode, New, Willis, 
Cobb, Gunter, Phelps, Wilson, 
5 Haris John T. Pris = Wood, Fernand 

ook, 0 He ce, 0. 
Co Hask 

NOT VOTING—463. 

Atkins, Ewing, Ketebam, Rice, 
Bailey, Field, Killinger, Ro! 
Barlow, Fisher, Loring, Roth K 
Belford, Ford, Manning, Russell, Daniel L. 
Beltzhoover, Frost, Martin, Edward L. Ryan, Thomas 
Bland, Hammond, Jobn Mason, mith, A. Herr 
Bliss, Hammond, N. J. McKinley, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Bowman, Hawk, Mahon WI E. 
Boyd, Hazelton, Money, 
Bragg, Heilman, 0 Urner, 
Camp, Humphrey, Muller, ‘Van AKernam, 
Carlisle, unton, Veal, ard, 
Clark, Alvah A. Hutchins, O'Brien, Wilber, 
Coffroth, ames, O'Reilly, Yocum, 
Davi Johnston, Pierce, Young, Thomas L. 
Dickey, Jorgensen, Pound, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

vora the call of the roll, the following announcements were 
made: 

Mr. COVERT. I desire to state that Mr. MONEY, of Mississippi, is 
necessarily absent from the House on a committee. 

Mr. SAWYER. My colleague, Mr. FROST, is paired with Mr. DICK, 
of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. H R. My colleague, Mr. A. Herr Sarru, is paired with 
Mr. Samira, of New Jersey. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. My colleague, Mr. ATKINS, is detained from 
mae House by illness, and I understand is paired with Mr. BAKER, of 

iana. 
E 8 HAYES. My colleague, Mr. Hawk, is confined to his room by 
sickness, 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was a to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to further amend the concurrent resolution 
by striking out the word “sixth” and inserting the word “second” 
as the day in January when Congress is to meet again. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution, as amended, was then adopted. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

` UTE OUTBREAK. 

Mr. SCALES, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 

were which was read and referred to the Committee on Indian 
‘airs: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs investi, 
House the origin of the recent outbreak of the Utes at the ite River agency, in 
rea to this end that said committee be authorized to send for persons 
and pa; 


te and report to this 


INTERNATIONAL REMONETIZATION OF SILVER. 
Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
3 reported the following; which was considered, and 
opted : 
Whereas by the act of June 21, 1879, the sum of $20,000 was appropriated “‘ for 
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action, if any, has taken, and what Po sepie ee ee 
of other povecoments with the United States in the remonetization of silver, 
and to furnish copies of instructions given to our abroad, and of commn- 


rs or from foreign governments in relation 
thereto, so far as not inconsistent with the public interest. 

Mr. WARNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

Mr. CLYMER. I ask unanimous consent to have taken from the 
Speaker’s table for consideration at this time Senate joint resolution 
No. 50, filling existing vacancies in the Board of Regents in the 
Smithsonian Institution. 

The joint resolution provides that the existing vacancies in the 
Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution of the class other 
than members of Congress shall be filled by the reappointment of 
Asa Gray, of Massachusetts; Henry Cop of Pennsylvania; John 
Maclean, of New Jersey, and Peter Parker, of the city of Washing- 
ton, whose terms have expired. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think there will be no objection to the passage 
of that joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read three several times, and passed. 

Mr. CLYMER moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUPREME COURT REPORTS. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering 
House bill No. 1493, defining the duties of the reporter of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, fixing his compensation, and pro- 
viding for . and distribution of said reports. 

Mr. FINLEY. Is that the bill on the Calendar ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis, and first on the Calendar in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I will state that the object of the bill 
is to enable the peop e of the United States to obtain the Supreme 
Court Reports at $1.50 a volume, instead of $5 a volume as now. 

The motion of Mr. Harris, of Virginia, was agreed to. 

The House 5 resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering House bill No. 1493, defining the duties 
of reporter of the papreno Court of the United States, g his com- 
pensation, and providing for the publishing and distribution of said 

rts. 


re 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc. That said reporter shall, when required b; 3 
Court of the United States, attend Seger oy and —— -< and, under its di- 


rection, . and prepare for publication its decisions, and such other decisions 
as it 1 esi . 

Sec. 2. That it shall cause to be re; with as much brevity as practicable, 
its decisions, whether made in the disposing of a motion or otherwise, that deter- 
mines any theretofore unsettled or new and important, or modifies any theretofore 
settled, question of law, or that gives construction to any statute of the United 
States, or of any State or Territory, or of any treaty made by the United States with 
any foreign on or Indian tribe, together with such other of its decisions as may 
be deemed of public interest and Lag. ee Ted 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of said re , immediately after the decision 
for publication a report thereof, under the 
court, and in ene conformity with the plan 
hitherto adopted and pursued, and when he shall have so prepared a sufficient num- 
ber of decisions to form a volume of the size of the volumes of said reports known 
as Wallace's Reports,” he shall also prepare an index and table of contents of said 
volume, and deliver the said reports with said index and table of contents to the 
Public Printer, who shall cause the same to be printed with all reasonable dispatch : 
Provided, That no ment of counsel shall be published with said report, other 
than a brief of the points made and the authorities cited and relied upon by said 
counsel, unless specially ordered by said court. 

Sec. 4. That said Publio Printer shall cause said to be printed upon good 
white paper, and bound in law leather, in style not inferior to said ‘* Wallace’s Re- 
pate and shall deliver 300 copies thereof to the 1 of the Interior, fo be 

y him distributed as provided for by law, and the remainder he shall sell to such 
persons as may desire to pi ə the same at a price not exceeding 10 per cent. in 
addition to the cost of printing and binding said reports: Provided, No person 
shall be permitted to paons said reports for resale, unless he shall give bond in 
the sum of not less than $1,000 to the United States, to be approved by the 
judge of any United States court, with good and suficient security, that he will 
not sell the same at a ter price than the cost of printing and binding, with 25 
per cent. thereof added. 

Sec, 5. Said Public Printer shall publish an edition of 2,000 copies of each yol- 
ume of said reports, and when said edition is exhausted, as aforesaid, a second edi- 
tion of 1,000 copies, or larger, if the demand for the same makes it 5 

Sec. 6. Said reporter shall receive for his services, from the Treasury, an annual 
salary of $4,500 when his reports of said decisions shall constitute but one volume, 
and an additional sum of when there is printed and published more than one 
volume year; but said shall only be paid when he causes said decisions 
to be delivered as aforesaid to said Public ter. 

Sec. 7. That sections 681 and 682 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, in the last Con this 
bill met the unanimous approbation of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and I was then directed to report it, but no opportunity was 
offered. At the last session of the present Congress the bill was unani- 
mously reported by the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. I 


will explain the principal changes which the bill makes in the present 
law; and I desire the attention of the committee, because most of the 
members are lawyers, and when they understand this measure will 
i ae nya the necessity of its passage. 

e Revised Statutes, section 681, at present provide that— 

The ca, sighed shall cause the decisions of the Supreme Court made during his 
office to be printed and published within t months after they are made; an 
within the same time, all deliver three hundred copies of the volumes of sai 
reports to the Secretary of the Interior. And he shall, in any year when he is so 
directed by the Spa eyes to be printed and published a second volume of said 
8 of which shall deliver, in like manner and time, three hundred 
copies. 

I desire to call attention specially to the following provision : 

682. Th one eee titled to receive from the Treasury 
of $2,500 when his report of said y od ipanga erian one zonus and an 


vely, 8! 
lis and vered within time and in the manner b 
upon the condition that the volumes of said reports 


shall be Pa by him 70 the pub- 
lic for a price not $5 a volume. 

Now, the committee will observe that the section which I havejust 
read allows the re a salary of $4,000, and besides gives him vir- 
tually the copyright of the reports. He, and he alone, the right 
to them, the only condition being that the price shall not exceed 
$5 pe volume. } 

am informed by the publisher of Wallace’s Reports that under 

the pending bill the reports can be printed, 12 and bound in 

a style equal in every respect to Wallace’s Reports, and can be sold 

to the public for $1.50 a volume. This gentleman knows the cost 

of publication, for he was the contractor with the Supreme Court re- 

pee ee 8 of these volumes. He had them published, 
y 


v ittle & Brown, or some other firm. He got his pay; 
the publishers obtained theirs; and the Supreme Court reporter re- 
ceived the balance. 


The present system of publishing these reports constitutes a mo- 
nopoly which ought not to be recognized bags Government. The 
reporter of the Supreme Court ought not to be allowed to let out the 
publication of these reports, The matter is one which the Govern- 
ment ought to take into its own hands. We all know the impor- 
tance of giving to the country cheap legal literature. We know that 
the land is of young lawyers, who are not able to pay the exor- 
bitant price of $5 a volume for Supreme Court Reports. I doubt not 
gentlemen will all remember that last spring when this bill was in- 
troduced Wallace’s Reports went down to $3 a volume. I recollect 
finding Hon my desk a printed notice of Morrison & Company that 
wey would thereafter Wallace’s Rapra for $3 a volume. 

ow, the bill before the Committee of the Whole proposes to give 
the reporter of the Supreme Court a salary of $5,000—a salary equal 
to that received by members of Congress. I think this salary is 
ample in every respect; it gives the reporter adequate compensa- 


tion. 

The bill further provides against resale of these volumes at exor- 
bitant prices. It requires that avery bookseller purchasing these vol- 
umes for the of resale sha! 2 bond and security, with a 

ty of 81,000, that he will not the books at a price exceeding 
er cent. advance upon what he pays, so that if he pays $1.50 or 

per volume, the books will not cost the profession throughout 
the country more than $1.75 or $1.80 per volume. This is à consider- 
ation which I think ought to weigh with members of this House. 
The furnishing of these reports cheaply is now a desideratum. Be- 
fore the war, when there was not so much litigation in the Supreme 
Court, it was not so important; but now no lawyer's library is com- 
plete without the decisions of the Supreme Court. Under the pres- 
ent system we are paying to the publisher and the reporter unneces- 
sarily large sums, thereby requiring members of the legal profession 
to pay the present exorbitant prices for these reports. 
is bill provides that the reports shall be sold by the Public 
Printer at a price not 22 0 per cent. advance upon the cost 
of printing and binding, thus fully protecting the interests of the 
Government. 

Mr. MORSE. How much does the reporter now receive ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Four thousand dollars, and the perqui- 
sites derived from the contract with the publishers. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. How much are those perquisites ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I do not know. Sometimes, I am told, 
they amount to six, seven, or eight thousand dollars. There is no 
censure to be attached to the reporter in this matter; he only receives 
what the present law entitles him to receive; but I say the law is 
wrong and ought to be chan I hope it will be the pleasure of 
the committee to pass this bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
HARRIS] a question or two; because, from the hasty reading of the 
bill, I could not gather all that is in it. Is it precisely the same bill 
authorized to be reported to the House by the Judiciary Committee 
in the last Congress ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I think it is the same bill, without the 
crossing of at or the dotting of an i; Iam sure it is the bill which 
my friend from Maine [Mr. Frye] favored during the last Congress. 

r. FRYE. Does the bill contain a provision requiring the style 


$1. 


of paper, printing, and binding to be kept up to the present style of 
the Supreme Court Reports? £ 
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Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Iread from the fourth section of the 
bill: 


white 


That said Public Printer shall cause said reports to be printed upon oe 
"8 


paper, and bound in law leather, in style not inferior to said W. 
po 8 
Mr. FRYE. What is the salary fixed by the bill for the reporter? 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Five thousand dollars. 
Mr. FRYE. Did not the Judiciary Committee agree to fix the sal- 


at $4,000? 
res HARRIS, of Virginia. I am not advised about that; but I 
think not. The provision of the present bill in regard to salary is 
this: 
Said reporter shall receive for his services, from the an annual 


of $4,500 when his of said decisions shall constitute but one volume, an 
an additional sum of when there is printed and published more than one yol- 


ume per year. 
We know there will be two volumes in the future as there have 
been in the past; and therefore it will be $5,000 if there are two vol- 
umes, and $4,500 if there is but one volume a year. 
Mr. LAPHAM. Will the gentleman from Virginia allow me to 


make a gestion? 

Mr. IS, of Vi Certainly, sir. 

Mr. LAPHAM. As language now stands in the bill it is am- 
biguous. I move to insert between the word “ published” and the 
word “more” the words “two or;” so it will read “ published two 
or more volumes a year.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was to. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to ask the gentleman from Virginia 
whether the wording of the bill is not such as rather to induce an 
increase of the number of volumes, offering, as it were, a sort of pro 
mium to make the number ter? Itseems to me anything that 
would lead to including in these reports . decisions, and 
thus swelling the number of volumes, would be rather sees than 
in favor of legislation. I think there is sense in w. Carlyle 
said once, “that the golden age of literature would be when men 
were paid for what they did not write,” and I am inclined to believe 
that | golden age of law reporting will be when men are paid for a 
large part of what they did not put into these reports. [Laughter.] 
I make the suggestion. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. My friend from Ohio has not read the 


bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I know it; I am only making his suggestion. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The law says he s do it under the 
direction and supervision of the Supreme Court. Now, does the gen- 
tleman from Ohio think that the Supreme Court of the United States, 
in order to give $500 a volume to the reporter, will consent to the 
publication of an unnecessary number of reports? The reporter has 
no power to report except under and by direction of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. FRYE. And there is a further limitation in the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Yes, sir; there is another provision in 
the bill, that no ent of counsel shall be published with the 
report other than a brief of the points made and the authorities cited 
and relied upon by said counsel, unless specially ordered by the court. 

The C . The amendment suggested by the gentleman 
from Virginia will be agreed to, if there be no objection. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered 5 

Mr. BAKER. I wish to ask the tleman from Virginia, if I 
heard the reading of the bill correctly, where it is made obligatory 
on the Public Printer to make the binding of these books equal to 
the binding of Wallace’s Reports. The only thing req is in 

to the pepe, thst they should be on white paper, but 


nothing is required in respect to the typogra ical execution of the 
work. IfI am correct in my ee of the bill, that is the true con- 
struction of it; and I su whether or not the bill ought not to 
be so amended as to require not only the paper but the typographical 
execution as well as the binding to be equal to Wallace’s Reports. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The words of the bill are that the 
shall be published in a style not inferior to Wallace’s Re whic 
includes every requisite to make a volume as good as Wallace’s Re- 
ports. 

Mr. BAKER. May I trouble the gentleman to read that portion of 
the bill which speaks in reference to white r? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The bill provides that the Public Printer 
shall cause said reports to be printed on good white paper. That is 


distinctly provided for. Then they are to be bound in law leather, 
and to be of a style not inferior to Wallace’s Reports. 
Mr. BAKER, Exactly. Now, Mr. Chairman, that provision in ref- 


erence to the style refers back to the question of binding, and I sug- 
t that the language of the bill be amended so as to provide that 

these reports shall be printed on white paper and in type, as well as 
binding, in no way inferior to Wallace’s zoora 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is, that they should be equal in press-work? 

Mr. BAKER. Yes, sir; in press-work, paper, as well as binding. 
I move to amend by inserting “paper, press-work, and binding” after 
the words “style and type not inferior to Wallace’s Reports. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I think that will answer. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Press-work should be included. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Will the gentleman from Connecticut 
frame an amendment, and I wil] accept it. He ismuch more familiar 
with printers’ terms than I am. 


— 


Mr. BAKER. I think the word “typography” is a better one: 


“paper, typography and binding.” 

Mtr. HARRIS, of Virginia. According to the suggestion of my friend 
from Connecticut, who is familiar with terms by printers, I move 
that the language of the bill be amended, so as to read, “that said 
Public Printer shall cause said reports to be published, in paper, press- 
work, and binding, in a style not inferior to Wallace’s Reports. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Ishould like to ask of the gentleman in prac 
this bill why it is that Wallace’s Reports are taken as the stan s 
and not the prons series of Otto’s Reports? Itmust be known to the 
gentleman from Virginia as well as other members of the House who 
are lawyers that a volume of Otto’s contains about one hundred pages 
more than a volume of Wallace’s ; and by mere i ction of the press- 
work, paper, and binding any gentleman will discover that Otto’s 
Report is a decidedly superior work in execution and preparation. 

Mr. IS, of Virginia. I accept Otto as an amendment to Wal- 


lace. 5 [Laughter. 
Mr. FRYE. It is a J pie suggestion. 
Mr. ROBINSON, he takes Otto as a standard, which is the best 


book, I have nothing further to say. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ROBINSON. The amendment should be made in two places. 
The CHAIRMAN. It will be made wherever the change is neces- 


sary. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I now move that the committee rise and 

report the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 
. TALBOTT. I have an amendment to offer. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I hope my friend will not interrupt the 
harmony of the committee with any new amendment, and from the 
look e the manuscript which he has before him he has entirely too 
muc 

Mr. TALBOTT. No, sir; I propose to strike out all after the word 
report,“ in line 9, to the word “ added,” in line 15; and my reason for 
that is this: Itis there provided that no person shall be permitted to 
purchase said reports for resale, unless he shall give bond in the penal 
sum of not less than $1,000 to the United States, to be approved by 
the judge of any United States court. It often Beppe that a person 
may want to deal in a hundred or may be in five volumes of these re- 
8 Now, is it right that such a man should not be permitted to 

eal in a few volumes of United States reports without first filin 
with the United States judge a bond in the sum of 81,000 ? That 
is what I object to in this bill. I do not believe it is right, I do not 
believe it is just, I do not believe it is proper that any man shall be 
called upon to give a bond before he can buy or sell any book pub- 
lished under like circumstances in this country. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I insist on my motion that the commit- 
tee rise and report the bill. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I insist upon my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the effect of the 
motion of the gentleman from Virginia, if pressed, will be to leave 
the bill in Committee of the Whole. The bill, under the rules of the 
House, must be first considered by sections, and if he moves that the 
committee rise, the bill will be left in committee. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Vi ia. I withdraw my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read by sections for amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Is it not within the power of the com- 
mittee by a majority vote to dispense with the reading of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. It can only be done by the committee rising 
and going into the House and there suspending the rules. 

Mr. FINLEY. Let me make a parliamen inquiry. I wish to 
inquire whether it is in order, when the bill has been read by sec- 
mettre to offer a substitute for the bill as it is now before the com- 
mi 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be in order. 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to offer a substitute, after the bill has been 
read by sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order for the gentleman from Ohio to 
move his substitute now, if he wishes to do so, but the committee 
must first proceed to consider the bill by sections before the question 
can be put upon striking out and inserting. 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to be heard for a few moments on my sub- 
stitute whenever it is proper. I ask that my substitute be read at 
this time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That said shall, when required by the said Supreme Court of the United 
States, attend its sessions and consultations, and, under its direction, report and 
pre for publication its decisions, and such other decisions as it may desi 

Sc. 2. That it shall cause to be rted, with as much brevity as practicable, 
its decisions, whether made in the disposing of a motion or otherwise, that deter- 
mines any theretofore ed or new and important, or modifies any theretofore 
settled, question of law, or that gives construction to any statute of the United 
States, or of any State or Territory, or of any e by the United States 
with any foreign nation or Indian tribe, together with such other of its decisions 
as may be deemed a rey interest and importance. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of said reporter, immediately after the decision 
of any case to be reported, to prepare for publication a report thereof, under the 
di and on of said and in general conformity with the plan 
hitherto adop and pursued, and when he shall bave so prepared a sufficient 
number of decisions to form a volume of the of the volnmes of said reports 
known as Wallace’s Reports“ he shall also prepare an index and table of con- 
tents of said volume, and cause said reports to be published in all respects as pro- 
vided in sections 681 and 682 of the Revised Statutes, except that so much of seo- 
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reads as follows, to wit: That the volumes of said reports shall be sold 

blic for a price not exceeding 25 per volume,“ be, and the same is 
re ed to read as follows: “That the volumes of said report shall be 

sold by him to the public at a price not $3 per volume.” 

Mr. FINLEY. I move, Mr. Chairman, to strike out all after the en- 

bill, and to insert as a substitute what 


Mr. THOMAS. Is it in order to move to strike out “Wallace” and 
insert Otto“ in the substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. The substitute is not now before the House. The 
Clerk will read the first section of the pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

That said 5 — shall, when required by the said Supreme Court of the United 

attend its sessions and consulta’ der its and 
Seno for publication its — mon e 

No amendment was offered. 

The second section was read, as follows: 

Src. 2. That it shall cause to be reported, with as much brevity as practicable, 
its decisions, whether made in the of a motion or otherwise, that deter- 
mines any theretofore unsettled or new and important, or modifies any theretofore 
settled, question of law, or that gives construction to any statute of the United 
icra a rir fe, dg nen ee Lesa e by the United States 
bipera tng rm nation or Indian tribe, toge such of its decisions 
as may be deemed of public interest and importance. 

Mr. HOUK. I move after the word “ tribe,” in line 8, to insert the 
words “and none other.” 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I hope that amendment will not be 


ep 
The amendment was disagreed to. 
Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out these words: 


Whether made in the a of a motion or otherwise, that determines an, 
theretofore unsettled or — 5 eretofore 


or Territory, or of any treaty made by the United States with any 
foreign nation or Indian tribe, together with such other of its decisions as may 
be deemed of public interest and importance. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one word in regard to that amendment. The 
law as it is, as I understand it, leaves such decisions to be reported 
as the Supreme Court shall direct. This proposition changes that 
law by the insertion of the words just pee the effect of which will 
be to require reports to be made on certain subjects—and who is to 
judge of those subjects? The question is as to— 

A motion or otherwise that determines any theretofore unsettled or new and 
important, or modifies any theretofore settled, question of law. 

Now, who is to determine that? Thecourt or the reporter? Then 
it concludes with this clause: 


Together with such other of its decisions as may be deemed of public interest | in 


and importance. 

I submit this undertakes to ary e law, but practically 
makes no change whatever t tit leaves the question open 
to confusion instead of making the law as specific as it now exists. 
I therefore move to amend by striking out these words, so as to leave 
the matter to be controlled by the court. 

Mr. REED. Ido not undertake to say whether this is a change of 
the law or not; but if itis a change, it is certainly a change for the 
better. The tendency in all our American reports is to size rather 
than to anything else, and all the efforts which we have been making 
to cheapen reports have only resulted in making the 2 neces- 
sary for a lawyer more expensive than it would have been if the mat- 
ter had been left to the natural law of supply and domana, i 
of the States attempting to help out the provision made. I believe 
we would be better off to-day if there was no State assistance given 
in re to reports. We should have more law and less padding. 
And I think that now it would be a good idea to abolish this whole 
matter of a re of the Supreme Court, and let persons as a mat- 
ter of enterprise of their own make the reports. We should then 
have a selection of cases got up on better Pec aoe But if we are 
going to have the cases published by the Government, and there can 

such a thing as a limitation upon them to cases where new mat- 
ters of law are decided, for Heaven’s sake make that limitation. 
There is no danger that under that law we shall not enough into 
the reports. The judges would have suflicient affection for the work 
of their own hands to use all reasonable diligence to get it into the 
reports, I believe if there can be any restriction to this thing it is 

a good idea to apply it. 
e question being taken on Mr. WIIrE's amendment, it was not 

to. J 
The Clerk read section 3, as amended, as follows: 


‘ pp 2 be the pane 3 immediately after the decis- 
ion of any case rted, ication. rt under 
direction ‘and eupervision of oath court, and in general conformity N 


reasonable dispa 
with said report 
and relied upon by said counsel, unless ly ordered by said court. 

The Clerk read section 4, as amended, as follows : 

Src. 4. That said Public Printer shall cause said reports to be published in pa- 


and shall 
by him 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. My friend from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 


LEY] su a further amendment to this section in the line of that 
already adopted. It is to insert after the word “ r” in the amend- 
ment the word “ type,” so that it will read,“ ublishe 


ed in paper, type, 
press-work, binding, and style.” I accept amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. T. I renew my amendment to strike out all after the 


word “reports,” in line 9, to the word “added,” inclusive, in line 15. 


I ask the Clerk to read the words proposed to be stricken ont. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
i No person shall be permitted to purchase said for resale unless 


he shall give bond in the penal sum of not less than $1,000 to the United States, to 
be approved by the judge of any United States 3 good and sufficient se- 
curity, that he will not sell the same ata ter price than the cost of printing 
and binding, with 25 per cent. thereof perh as 

Mr. TALBOTT. I will state my reason for offering that amend- 
ment. Ido not think that Cóngress ought to impose the obligation 
upon any ponon to file a bond in $1, before he can buy a few 
copies of the United States Supreme Court rts for sale. Any- 
body who wants them can go to the Pablic Printer and can buy 
them. They get on the market and are for sale. Twenty-five per 
cent. is a very small profit for any person to make, if you take into 
consideration the length of time they would probably have to be 
kept on hand and the cost of transportation to the point where the 
pes may be deposited for sale. I am satisfied in my own mind 
this is not just an yr ation: These reports should be o for pur- 
chase and sale, and the man who is able to bond should be on no 
better footing than the man who is not able to bond. 

I hope the amendment I have offered will be adopted by the com- 
mittee, Anybody who wants the books can go and buy them at cost. 
If he does not, and if they get on the market, he takes his chance of 
getting them with the rest of the world. I submit, therefore, to the 
committee that that part of the section should be stricken out. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. In reply to what has been said by the 
gentleman from Maryland, L beg to sug; that the committee could 
not undertake to say who should buy these books. The bill there- 
fore 2 that after the Public Printer shall have delivered three 
hundred copies to the Secretary of the Interior— 

!!!... . 
T addition to the cost of printing and bind- 
g reports. 

By this bill we limit the number to what we suppose the demand 
will be and allow anybody to purchase, but with a proviso. With- 
out such a proviso a wholesale bookseller would buy up every book 
that is printed, and thus 1 the trade, and the rh head 
throughout the country would at last have to pay five or six dollars 
a volume instead of 85, as now. We therefore require every book- 
seller who proposes to sell these books to give bond that he will not 
sell at a greater prons than 25 per cent. is provision gives an am- 
ple profit to the kseller, does no injustice to anybody, and pre- 
vents a 1 being established in the sale of these books. 

Mr. TALB . The proviso says: : 

At a greater price than the cost of printing and binding, with 25 per cent. thereof 


There is no allowance made for the transportation of the books, 

Mr. FINLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Virginia a 
question. Does he know that the Public Printer adds 15 per cent. 
above the actual cost price on every job of work that is done in the 
Government Printing Office? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. That has nothing to do with this question. 

Mr. FINLEY. It has a great deal to do with this question. The 
gentleman said 2 moment ago that these books would be furnished 
at cost of labor and material, which would not exceed one dollar fifty 
cents a volume. Now if you can get at the cost, and if it be true that 
the Public Printer adds 15 per cent. to the actual cost 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. What does he add it for 

Mr. FINLEY. He says he adds it for wear and tear of machinery. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Then you onght to have an investigat- 
ing committee. You have one and can see to that. I cannot attend 
to the printing office; but I understand from the former publishers of 
this book, Morrison & Company, that the book will not cost over 
$1.50-a volume under this bill. And the Printer is authorized to sell 
to such persons as may desire to purchase these books at a price not 
exceeding 10 per cent. in addition to their cost. It is im ble for 
the House to deſine the cost of the printing and bindingof books. 
I am satisfied that the Public Printer do what is right in the mat- 
ter. If he is an honest man he will charge no more than the law allows; 
and feo does, then my friend can get up an investigating committee 
for him. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I move to strike out the last word, for the pur- 
pose of making a remark on this provision, which, it seems to me, 
will fall entirely short of accomplishing what is aimed at if left,. in 
its present shape. 
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The difficulty is this: If the Public Printer publishes these books 
and sells them to a bookseller, say to the Morrisons, here in Washing- 
ton, they may take them and sell them to the booksellers throughout 
the country for whatever price they may choose to ask; and then we 
who may want to buy the report will not be benefited. The com- 
mittee have sought to restrict the purchaser for sale by providin 
that he shall not ask more than 25 cent. profit. Now, how wi 
that work? Suppose that the Public Printer shall sell to a book- 
seller the entire edition of this report, an edition of two thousand 
copies, and that bookseller gives the bond here required. Then he 
— — these two thousand copies and delivers them to the Morrisons, 
here in this city. What is to prevent them from charging whatever 

ercentage of profit they may choose? Does n that 
this provision will prevent the second purchaser, who has bought 
from another party, from selling these reports at whatever price he 
may choose to put upon them? He will not give any bond; he is 
not bound to the United States. He will ree go into the book 
store and purchase ten or twenty copies, and then sell them at $5 a 
copy if he chooses to ask that much and can get it. : 

i. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The language of the bill reaches 
every one 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The answer to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. ROBINSON] is plain. If the Morrisons, or an 
one else, should so far violate the spirit of the law as to monopolize 
these books, and hold them, without being bound by any bond, what 
is easier than for the Public Printer, under a resolution of Congress, 
to print so many thousand more e and so guard the Deanne w 
to throw all of Mr. Morrison’s boo ig his hands and prevent him 
9 them at any price Mathes 

Mr. ROBINSON. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HARRIS] is 


asking me a question. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. No, I am only showing that your 9 5 
tion is not a practical one. This bill provides that no man shall buy 
these reports for resale, whether from the Public Printer or from any 
one else, and charge more than 25 per cent profit. If he buys for 
resale he must give this bond. Under this bill we try to protect the 
ople against booksellers and publishers. The bill is so 
F think, that there can be no fraud committed under it upon the pub- 
lic. Gentlemen more learned in the law than I am, and better ac- 
nainted with the operations of ponang, binding, and 5 
dare taken great care to perfect this clause of the bill, and I think it 
cannot be bettered now in this hasty manner. F R 
Mr. ROBINSON. The gentleman says the correction of the difi- 
culty would be for Congress to give authority for printing another 
edition. But in the mean time the lawyers of the country will be 
waiting for their reports, unless they pay the exorbitant prices that 
may be asked for them. 3 5 
I do not believe it is in the power of this Co to provide that 
no man, no matter how far removed he may from the Public 
Printer, shall buy one of these books, no matter if it has 
through twenty nanda and sell it for more than 7 5 5 cent. profit. 
There is a tical difficulty here which It ought to be 
reached, but this proviso does not reach it. The su on made 
by the tleman from Maryland [Mr. TALBOTT] is a sound and 
rtinent one, in my opinion. It seems to me that this proviso should 


carefully ed; at present it does not cover the ground. 

3 of Virginia. Iam willing to it, as well as any 
man can, to make it whatever may be need: What amendment 
does the 1 58 propose ? : 

Mr. ROBINSON. I have not prepared one. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Let my friend s 
that will make it more guarded and 
must ask a vote on the provision. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Provide that no 
purchase said reports from the Public 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Oh, no. r 
Mr. ROBINSON. That is not what the gentleman wants. Now, if 
you put this bill in peste you will not accomplish anythin 
Mr. TALBOTT. 


g- 

4 ere is no penalty 
Mr. ROBINSON. ty at all, 
pes the hammer fell.] 

e CHAIRMAN. The time for debate upon the pending amend- 

ment has expired. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I withdraw the amendment. 
Mr. FINLEY. I renew it, The remark of the gentleman from 


uggest an amendment 
will agree to it, Otherwise I 


peace eH be permitted to 


Virginia [Mr. Harris] respecting my having of an inyesti- 
gating committee is a very gratuitous remark. I have but this to 
say: If his bill will not bear discussion, if it needs the assistance of 


personal remarks of that kind—— 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Why, Mr. Chairman, there was nothing 
on earth further from my intention than to make any allusion to my 
distinguished friend from Ohio, [Mr. IDET ee was not thinking 
of saying anything unkind to him. I was king merely of his 
aptness and ability and experience as a printer, and I was certain that 
he would gate this matter very well. 


investi 
Mr. FINLEY. I thank the gentleman very 


no reason why the Government must have the monopoly of printing 
the at, era Court reports. By the provision of this bill we give to 
the a . eet ang 8 the ere monopoly of print- 
ing an u e Supreme reports, at a ee 
oak could show, if I had time, than the present cost of the work. To 
begin with, the FENE the Supreme Court reporter is at present 
$2 ayori this bill proposes to make it $4,500. Is not that cor- 
rect? Now by this bill we do not throw this work open to competi- 
tion, but give the Puhlic Printer the entire monopoly of the publica- 


e (and 1 beli the only argument he 
gentleman ar, ani eve it is the only t 
presented) that we should pass this bill in order that the Govern- 
ment may furnish to lawyers their law-books cheaply. It is not my 
duty as a legislator, according to my view, to act for the benefit of 
the lawyers of the United States. Iam here to take care of the in- 
terests of the Government, and not opomni lawyers to get their 
books cheaply while the Government suffers. I can show by reports 
which I have before me—by zepa of the Public Printer himself— 
that he has been in the habit o pees, Reg gate charges. By the 
report which I hold in my hand, and which I will make a of my 
remarks, it appears that he here the Patent Office $3.50 for binding 
Webster's Dictionary, and $7.50 for binding a volume much smaller 
than Webster’s Dictionary; yet the binder swears that the binding 
for all the De ents is for at only 15 per cent. above the 
actual cost. e following table, taken from the books and re 

of se Public Printer, shows the prices charged Departments for bind- 
ing alone: 


Cost of binding certain books and documents for the Departments, as shown 
from the books of the Public Printer. f 


Cost per 
0. 


F 9 $20 00 | ¢2 22 

. — 1 250| 250 

6 12 00 | 200 

4 19 20 4 80 

8 17 50| 218 

1 250| 250 

2 400| 200 

1 500| 500 

6 21 00 3 50 

7 14 50| 207 

3 575| 191 

1 500| 500 

3 450| 150 

RET FOG Ee SIE oe a 1 300| 300 

8 50 162 00 | 324 

2 —— 2 19 24 | 49 62 

September 7 1,000 1158 $0 33 

219 

Poegean Wek GD )o 2s acu E N EA A EA 50 150 00 3 00 

. coon A 110 330 00 3 00 

November 8 200 463 50 | 231 

November 8... 4 1175 293 

November 21 6 18 00 | 300 

April 10.... 20 64 0| 32 

Fe 7 16 00 | 228 

March 6 150 388 00 | 2 60 

March 10 92 147 25 1 60 

— 117 213 00 1 82 

. 1 350| 350 

188 345 183 

50 137 50 | 272 

10 121 03 1 A 

. — 1 200| 200 

FFF 42 115 00 | 2 75 

A PEE AEE R E Seg GSE 37 55 50 15 

FCCC sees erate eae 900 1,698 30 188 

35 198 99 | 5 68 

2 1450| 725 

18 99 00 | 5 50 

79 190 00 | 2 41 

38 87 00| 224 

BASRA 8 300 456 25 1 52 

Rane | 750 

Patent Ott Reports | is 

CO Reports 

Webster's Dictionary. 6.0.2 * „e 350 

Official Patent Office Gazette .... . . . . . {ils 
* Sets. t Per set. 

Now, I want to know what isthe gentleman’s authority for saying 

that under this bill we shall get these books for $1.50 a volume. 


The binding alone, at the rate the Government binder has been 
8 ered 3 33 3 than ee 3 
ou may loo thron; Printers reports, and you 
find this statement eae: 7 
Now, why should we give to the Public Printer this monopoly, or 
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Why should the Government have it and pay an additional sum to 
the Supreme Court reporter for his services, when under the provis- 
ions of the law as it now stands the work can be done at a much less 
rate? The substitute which has been read embraces the first two 
sections of the committee’s bill and the law as it now stands, with 
this modification: 

That the books shall be furnished ata rate not exceeding $3 a volume, instead of 
$5, the price authorized by the existing law. 

Under the present law the Secretary of thte Interior is provided 
with 300 copies of these reports free of charge. I believe that is the 
provision on page 127 of the Revised Statutes; at any rate I know 
such is the practice, for I am informed on good authority that the 
Secretary aE: the Interior receives 300 copies of each volume free of 
charge. The $1,500 paid to the Supreme Court reporter for the sec- 
ond volume is covered by that item. 

agg the hammer fell.] 

. BAKER. I believe the gentleman who last addressed the com- 
mittee has been making some observations touching the Public Printer. 

The CHAIRMAN. the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FINLEY] 
withdraw his formal amendment ? 

Mr. FINLEY. I withdraw it. 

Mr. BAKER. I pro to strike out the whole of the proviso and 
insert in lieu thereof these words: 

i That said Public Printer shall not be to sell said for 
— shall ho sell more than VVV 


I do not think, Mr. Chairman, that there is any occasion for any 
limitation such as is contained in the proviso of this bill. I have 
no doubt at all that this matter will regulate itself. It seems to me 
that it is a very poor compliment to the intelligence of members of 
the bar in this country to suppose that when they are permitted, by 
simply making application to the Public Printer, to obtain copies 
of these reports at a price not exceeding 10 per cent. advance on 
the cost of production, they will not be able to protect themselves 
and their interests against the booksellers of the country. I think 
they will be entirely able to protect themselves in this regard. I 
believe, however, that the proviso of the bill furnishes no protec- 
tion whatever against the wrong sought to be corrected. I do not 
believe it will at all protect the bar inst the booksellers of the 
country in . these volumes. e real remedy, it seems to 
me, is to make it obligatory upon the Public Printer, when there 
shall be a public demand equal to say one hundred copies or any other 
number that may be designated, to strike off an additional edition. 
If this were done, the public would be protected. This proviso would 
not prevent a man from purchasing these volumes and passing them 
through one, two, three, or half a dozen hands; and the an foo os 
American tradesmen will be equal to the occasion, so that the diffi- 
culty sought to be remedied will be utterly beyond the reach of this 

rovision. 
* In addition to that, I do not believe it is within our power, or if 
within our power that it is a wise exercise of power on the part of 
Congress, to undertake to say that parties who purchase from the Gov- 
ernment any article which the Government ishes shall not be 
permitted to sell that article in open market for whatever price they 
may be able to obtain. It is interfering with the private business of 
private individuals in a manner that, for one, [am not willing to con- 
sent to. I do not think the injury sought to be remedied is sufficient 
to justify the invasion of the ordinary rights of a citizen in the trans- 
action of his private business. I now withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr, BA I concur with those who think the proviso to the 
fourth section should be stricken out. 

The C Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BAYNE. But I offer an amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send his amendment tothe 
Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. BAYNE. Imove,as an amendment to the amendment, to strike 
out the last word. When I have the opportunity to do so, I give no- 
tice that I shall offer an amendment to the section, which, I 
think, will obviate the difficulties which Sen suppose may be 
encountered under the circumstances by booksellers buying up the 
edition and selling copies afterward at an increased price. 

I think that the proviso to the fourth section should be stricken 
out altogether, and that no limitation whatever should be p 
upon the trade in these books, or in anying oo which may be the 
subject of trade in this country. The amendment which I pro: to 
offer to the fifth section at the proper time will read, “That said Pub- 
lic Printer shall publish an edition of two thousand copies of each 
volume of the said reports, and when said edition is eee, as 
aforesaid, a second edition of one hundred copies, or larger, and so 
on, as the demand for the same makes it necessary.“ 

Mr. HARRIS, of AGS gates The gentleman merely substitutes one 
hundred for a thousan 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir; and I insert the words “so on,” so the Pub- 
lic Printer may accommodate the public demand. In the event of 
booksellers taking up the two thousand copies originally issued or 

rinted, all that will be necessary will be for lawyers to apply to the 
Publio Printer for a new edition, and he will be able, in compliance 
with this section, to mppiy peas demand asit may arise. Thus any 
effort on the part of booksellers to monopolize this trade would be 


absolutely defeated without placing upon the trade any such restric- 


tion like that contained in this proviso to the fourth section. I with- 
draw the formal amendment to strike out the last word. 

Mr. BROWNE. I move to strike out the last line of the pendi 
section. It strikes me, Mr. Chairman, the whole difficulty grows ou 
of the fact that we have uniformly given these reporters the exclu- 
sive right to publish the reports of the decisions of our courts. This 
has been pies to these 3 as à part of the emoluments of their 
5 The only practical solution of the difficulty, in my judgment, 
is this—— 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Icannothearthe gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BROWNE. I have said that the difficulty in all these matters 
of reporters has arisen from the fact that we have uniformly given 
reporters, as of the emoluments of their office, the exclusive right 
to publish these reports and put them upon sale. The solution of 
the trouble, in my opinion, is this: We ought to pay the reporters a 
fixed compensation, and then provide that the Public Printer shall 
publish so many copies at cost as to supply the different de ents 
of the Government, and no more than t and then leave the market 
perfectly free to every book-publisher in the country to procure and 
publish these reports. Let there be competition. Let publishers 
publish these reports as they publish Robinson Crusoe, or anything 
else. If it were ible to amend the bill in that way I should be 
pleased to see it done, so as to give these reporters so much salary, 
which I believe is already provided for in this bill, and then to 
vide that the Public Printer shall pe so many copies as ought te 
be distributed, and then allow anybody to publish as many copies as 
they please at whatever prios they shall ses fit. By this competition 
we should get these at what they are worth. 

If the copyright be not given to the reporter of the Supreme Court, 
or this bill does not give the exclusive right to the Public Printer to 
publish them, I see no objection to the bill as it is— 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. It does not. 

Mr. BROWNE. Except that I think there should be no restriction 
on the sale of these reports by the imposition of bonds upon vendors, 

po t : 


or anything of that kind. I withdraw my formal i = 
The C The pending question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. TALBOTT. ] 


Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to strike out the last word of the section. 
I only wish to say that the discussion indicates we have lost sight of 
one thing which is generally regarded in the publication of these 
reports of the decisions of the Supreme Court and of the decisions 
of the various State courts, and that is the evidence these reports 
furnish that they contain the law as adjudicated and are issued 
under proper authority. If there should be a private publication of 
these decisions of the Supreme Court, one not authorized by the 
court or under the law, that publication would not be accepted in 
any court as evidence of the law, as it could not be considered an 
official report. Hence, we must keep in view that which adds to our 
convenience and necessity in the administration of the law in the 
different courts. I su thatis the theory upon which the various 
States as well as the Federal Government act in providing for the 
supervision of the printing of the decisions of State courts as well as 
the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States. When so 
printed under proper 8 they come with the authority 
which is necessary that they contain law as determined by the 
several courts. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virgmia. One word in reply to my friend from 
Ohio. He says this constitutes the Public Printer a monopoly. A 
monopoly, how? The Public Printer is an officer of the Government, 
pea a mayan he can receive not one cent for any labor he per- 

orms, whether little or much, 3 that salary. He has no further 
control oxer the matter than to do as the law provides. 

Mr. FINLEY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I said that the Gov- 
ernment would have the monopoly. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. My friend says the Government would 
have the monopoly. e Government ought to have the right, as 
these reports are to be published under its authority, and the price 
should be fixed at a rate which would make them easily accessible to 
3 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this proposition was drawn with t care by 
the committee, and guarded in 5 way. I believe that 
every attempt to amend it will only it worse; and I hope, there- 
fore, all amendments will be voted down by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. REAGAN. I withdraw my fo amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Garolina. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman move to amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maryland? 

Mr. DA of North Carolina. It is an amendment to the bill as 
reported. It strikes out all after the word “reports,” in line 9, and 
inserts what I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “reports,” in line 9, and insert and when 


trans- 
mitted b gee fe cash Racy ed OAE E pe place rd Beane tiene EOD 
Printer shall no by himself or through another, sell said reports at a greater price 
. si 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Now, Mr. Chairman, the necessity 
for this proviso grows out of the fact that the Public Printer cannot 
sell to purchasers direct all over the country. The object of my 
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* 
amendment is to enable him to do so by adding the cost of freight or 
transportation to the original cost and the 10 per cent. That will 
bring these books within the range of every purchaser all over the 
Union at 2 reasonable rate, and will obviate the necessity, as I think, 
for the proviso altogether. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the amendment 
of the gentleman from North Carolina, being an amendment to the 
text which is proposed to be amended by the gentleman from Mary- 
land, is in order, and will be entertained at this time. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 20, noes 41; no fur- 
ther count being asked. i : 

So the amendment of Mr. Davis, of North Carolina, was rejected. 

The amendment of Mr. TALBOTT was then rejected. 

The Clerk read the fifth section, as follows: 

„ 5. blic Printer shall publish an edition of 2,000 jes of each vol- 
Gunes . and when edition is parently as aforeenid, a second 
edition of 1,000 copies, or larger, if the demand forthe same makes it necessary, 

Mr. BAYNE. I offer an amendment to that section, so as to make 
it read as follows: 8 E 

Public Printer shall publish an on of 2,000 es volume 
3 and when said Alion is exhausted 3 a second edition of 
1,000 copies, or larger, and so on, as the demand for the same makes it necessary. 

The amendment was rejected. j ‘ 

Mr. BARBER. I move to add to the fifth section, after the word 
necessary,“ as follows: 

And it shall be the duty of said Public Printer to keep on hand for sale at all 
times, as nearly as may be, a supply of not less than 250 copies of each volume of 
said reports. : 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BROWNE. I move to add the following proviso: 

Provided, Nothing in this act contained shall be construed as prohibiting the pub- 
lication of the reports by other publishers. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I think that should be voted down. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Section 6 was then read, as follows: 

Sec. 6. Said reporter shall receive for his services, from the Treasury, an annual 
salary of $4,500 when his re of said decisions shall constitute but one volume, 
and an additional sum of when there is printed and published two or more than 
one volume ree year ; but sai shall rent dak, say when he causes said decis- 
ions to be delivered as aforesaid to said Public ter. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move to amend bystriking out that section and 
in lieu of it inserting the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Said reporter shall receive for his services, from the Treasury, ual salary 
of $4,000, and said salary shall only be paid when he causes LD rere vere 2 24 
delivered as aforesaid to said Public Printer. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The only ch my amendment makes in the 
bill as reported is in the amount of the salary proposed to be paid. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FINLEY] has stated that by this bill 
the salary paid by the Government to the reporter is $5,000 a year, 
instead of R2500 a year. Ihave talked to several members of the 
committee, and, so as I have been able to ascertain, there is no 
doubt that $4,000 will insure us the most efficient service, or service 
as efficient as can be procured. It ought to be our object to econo- 
mize so far as we can in these matters. My amendment also guards 

ainst an objection urged against the bill in an interrogatory by 

e 8 from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, I when he asked if the effect 
of the bill would not be (when it provides in one contingency for a 
salary of $4,500 and in another contingency for a salary o $5,000) to 
cause a disposition on the part of the reporter to unnecessarily swell 
the number of the reports. I say that is guarded against by my 
amendment. I hope it will be adopted. It puts the salary at a fhe 
that, it seems to me, is not exorbitant on the one hand nor penurious 
on the other, and I think it will give us satisfactory service. 

Mr. FINLEY. I stated that under the law the salary of the re- 
porter now is $2,500 a year. Now, understand me. For the first vol- 
ume the salary of the reporter is $2,500 a year. He gets an addi- 
tional sum for the second volume, But, mark you, under section 683 
there is required to be furnished to the Secretary of the Interior 
three hundred volumes gratis. Now, take the price of the three hun- 
dred volumes, and you see that pays the cost of the additional salary; 
so that it really leaves now the salary of the reporter at $2,500 a year. 

I concur in the amendment of my friend from Tennessee. I really 
think the salary should be less. This law has been in operation since 
1842. Is there any reason why we should increase the salary of the 
reporter now from $2,500 a year to $4,500, when we do not increase 
his labors? Can any gentleman give me a reason for our doing so? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
Ohio that it is only in order at this time to oppose the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. FINLEY. Willit bein order to move an amendment to the 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will. 

Mr. FINLEY. Then I move to amend the amendment so as to 
make the amount $3,500. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois. If the gentleman from Ohio will 
permit me I desireto ask him a question. The present salary e 
as has been stated, and the three hundred volumes furnished the 
retary of the Interior would cover the $1,500extra. Does the gentleman 
from Ohio not know that the 3 now receives a large perquisite, 
or rather n large profit from the publisher on every volume f It is 


asserted that he receives somewhere in the neighborhood of 87,000 or 
$8,000 a year. 

Mr. FINLEY. That does not cost the Government anything, does 
it? What, then, does it matter to us? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. It costs the purchaser something. 

Mr. FINLEY. We are here to represent the interests of the Gov- 
ernment, and not the purchasers, It is no argument to say this re- 
porter has made a profit on the work from somebody else ; and if it 
were, that argument would hold good as to this second sale which 
the gentleman from Virginia was talking about some time ago. The 
question is, what is a fair salary for the reporter for the duties he 
performs? And until some gentleman can give me some reason why 
the salary of the reporter should be changed from $2,500 to $4,500, 
and in one contingency to $5,000, I insist we should get it down to a 


reasonable Ser kc 

But, Mr. Chai „in my humble judgment this bill as now re- 
ported by the committee is not for the best interests of the Govern- 
ment. I insist that by the Government taking the publication and 
sale of these books we shut out competition. Why should not the 
publication and sale of these reports be open to competition as every 
otherbusinessis? Why should the Government ish all the material 
and pay an increased price to areporterin order that the lawyers over 
the country may gos eir books ig For that is the only argu- 
ment I have heard—that lawyers might get their books cheaper. 

A MEMBER. That is a argument. 

Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman says that is a good argument. It 
is a good argument to a lawyer who wants to sponge upon the Gov- 


ing the price not to exceed $3 per volume. Now, I am willing that 
that should be made $2 a volume, or any price gentlemen wish that 


ear. We propose to strike that down, and to make a fixed salary 
t ks the reporter of $4,500 a year, with $500 more should he have the 


Mr. BROWNE. Allow me to make a suggestion. I think if the 
gentleman will consent that so much of this sixth section be stricken 
out as provides for an additional $500 of compensation in the event 
of the publication of two volumes of these reports in the same year, 
that will be satisfactory to this committee. ‘ 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I will state to this committee that the 
Committee on the Judiciary and also the Committee on the Revision 
of the Laws investigated this question carefully. This Supreme Court 
reporter must employ clerical help at his own expense. We did not 
think this compensation too much. I have no personal feeling in the 
matter; the committee can dispose of the question as it may see fit. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move that the committee now rise. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. This is next to the Jast section of the 

bill; I F will not rise. 
The . The Chair will state that no further discussion 
is in order until the two amendments now pets shall have been 
disposed of. Pending the consideration of those amendments, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WRIGHT] moves that the commit- 
tee now rise. 

Mr HARRIS, of Virginia Let us finish this bill before we rise. 

The question was taken upon the motion that the committee rise ; 
and upon 2 division there were ayes 103. 

Mr. S, of Virginia. I give it up. 

Mr. CONGER. That is manly. 


No further count being called for, the motion of Mr, WRIGHT was 
to. 


The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that, pursuant to the r of the 
House, the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. No. 1493) defining the duties of 
reporter of the Supreme Court of the Uni States, g his com- 
pensation, and providing for the publishing and distribution of said 

rts, and had come to no resolution thereon. 
“Mr. COX. I move that the House now adjourn. 
FUNERAL SERVICES OF HON, A. M. LAY. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce that the funeral 
services of the late member from Missouri, Mr. A. M. Lay, will take 
lace this evening at 7.30 o’clock, at the National Hotel, in this city. 
he members of the House are invited to attend. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was ted as follows: 
To Mr. Prerce, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
D. M. HAMLIN. 
Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution ; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts : 


Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to out of the contingent fund of the 
House compensation at the legal rate to D. M. Hamlin for 3 dur- 
ing the month of July, 1879, as watchman on the Capitol police for which 
services he has not heretofore been paid. : 


ELECTION CONTESTS, RECORDS, ETC. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am directed unanimously by the Committee of 
Elections to report for consideration at this time the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That 50 copies of the 


ret notices of contests, records, and briefs 
in contested-election cases be bound for the use of the Commi of Elections. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state what will be the cost 
of this? Under the law, should any work of this kind cost more than, 
$500, the resolution providing for it must first be considered by the 
Committee on Poning 7 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not think it can cost over $50. Twenty-five 
cents a copy would be the usual price; perhaps this may amount to $25. 

The resolution was then adopted. 

ADDITIONAL FORCE FOR PENSION BUREAU, ETC. 


Bove WAIT. Lask unanimous consent to submit the following res- 
olution : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions inquire, and report to the 
House as early as practicable, what amount of additional force may be made im- 
mediately useful in the Pension Office, and in the office of the Adjutant-General 
and Surgeon-General, in advancing the settlement of pension claims, with an esti- 
mate of the expense of such force in each of said offices. 

The House must be toy aware that for the last year there has 
been very great delay in obtaining replies from the Pension Bureau 
to the original eles for pensions and the payment of arrear- 
ages under the law of the last Congress. From careful inquiry, I 
have become satisfied that the delays, so far as the Commissioner and 
his assistants are concerned, are unavoidable. They have very much 
more work thrown upon them than they have time and physical ability 
to perform. I am confident that these delays result from the want 
of a sufficient clerical force, not only in the Pension Burean, but in 
the offices of the Adjutant and Surgeon Generals. Such being the 
fact, Mr. Speaker, I look upon it as our im tive duty to remove 
this embarrassment at once by putting a sufficient number of clerks 


in these several offices to orm the work demanded by the greatly 
increased number of applications. I therefore offer this resolution, 
and with it a letter ad 


to me by the Commissioner of Pensions 
in nse to certain inquiries which I addressed him on the sub- 
ject, and ask that it be printed in the RECORD. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The resolution was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The letter is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 

Washington, D. O., December 8, 1879. 

Dan Sin: In compliance with 


r verbal ae of last evening for a state- 
ment of the weekly mail receipts in this office, I have the honor to forward the 
receipts of last week. 


There were received at the office : 
laims 


J. A. BENTLEY, Commissioner. 
Hon, Joun T. Warr, House of Representatives. 
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Mr. SPARKS. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Cox, ] that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
thirty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
ander the rule, and referred as stated : 
By the SPEAKER: The petition of Edgar N. Black, for the 
of an act authorizing the tary of War to contract with him for 
the a of a dike near Fort Mifflin—to the Committee on Mili- 


B Mr. AIKEN: The petition of the National Grange of the Patrons 
of Husbandry of the United States, for the amendment of the patent 
laws—to the Committee-on Patents. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The 8 of citizens of Kansas, that sol- 
diers of the late war be paid the difference between the value of gold 
ae greenbacks at the time of their payment—to the Committee on 


By Mr. ARMFIELD: The petition of citizens of Statesville, North 
Carolina, inst the extension of the cotton-tie patent of George 
Brodie—to the Committee on Patents. 


By Mr. ATHERTON; The petition of Mrs, Martha Ann Lachman, 
for compensation for services rendered during the late war—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BENNETT: The petition of Henry M. Williams, that steam 
plowing machinery and tackle be placed on the free list—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of 104 citizens of the Red River Valley of the 
North, for an appropriation for the improvement of said river—to 
the Committee on Commerce. - 

By Mr. BLACKBURN : The petition of certain soldiers, for equali- 
zation of pay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NTS: A paper relating to the establishment of 
routes from Walla-W. via Mullan Bridge, Palouse Ferry, Upper 
Cow Creek, Crab Creek and Lower Spokan Bridge, to Walker's 
Prairie; from Wallula to Ainsworth; from Yakima City to Cottage 
Glen ; from Benton to Maple Valley; from Seattle, via the wagon- 
road to Laurel Shade on Lake Washington, thence on said lake to 
Samamish River and the Samamish Lake to Squak Prairie, and thence 
to Fall City; from Pomeroy to Columbia Center; from Battle Ground 
to North Fork; from Hayes to North Fork; from Skagit, via Mount 
Vernon, to Sterling; from New Dunginess to Sequim; from Golden- 
dale, via New Lebanon and Oak Flat, to Alder Creek, all in Wash- 
ington Territory—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

lso, a bill for the improvement of Nooksack River, in Washington 
Territory—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, the petition of citizens of Washington Territory, for a post- 
route trom attle to Fall City, Washington Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BUCKNER: The petition of Phebe A. Summers, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of James W. Givens, for a pension—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. BURROWS: The petition of citizens of Berrien and Cass 
Counties, Michigan, that arrears of pensions be ted to soldiers 
now receiving or who may receive pensions—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CABELL: A bill for the improvement of New River, be- 
tween the Lead Mines and the Mouth of Wilson, in the State of Vir- 
ginia—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The — of Clem Studebaker and others, of 
South Bend, Indiana, for the transmission of printed business circu- 
83 newspaper rates—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


By Mr. CLARK, of Missouri: A bill for the improvement of the 
Missouri River, at Glasgow, Missouri—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, a bill for the improvement of the Missouri River at Cedar 
City, Missouri—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COBB: The petition of Conrad Baker and others, for the 
construction of an elevator in the public buildings at Indianapolis, 
Indiana—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, the petition of soldiers of Indiana, for the passage of the equali- 
zation-bounty bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. COVERT: The petition of Parson & Sons’ Company, of 
Flushing, New York, for the transmission of printed business circu- 
lars at newspaper rates—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of H. D. Hoyt and 41 others, that sol- 
diers and sailors be paid in the same money the bondholder received— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of William G. Thompson, minor son 
of William G. Thompson, late captain of First Regiment ohu- 
setts Artillery, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CRAVENS: The petition of David West, for an increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of California: The petition of the custom-house 
night-watchmen, of San Francisco, for an increase of pay—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. DEUSTER: The 0 of Louis Leibscher, Philip Alt- | ence between gold and Treasury notes in which they received their 
re 


ter and others, weiss-beer brewers of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, for the 
8 of weiss beer of an alcoholic strength not exceeding 23 
per cent.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of Beverly Kennon, for an appro- 
priation of $15,000 to construct a counterpoise battery for the pro- 
tection of cannon for coast defense and the field; also on board iron- 

lated vessels for river and harbor defense—to the Committee on 

ili Affairs. 

By Mr. DICK: The petition of J. H. Coggswell and 40 other sol- 
diers, of Titusville, Pennsylvania, for the equalization of bounties— 
to the same committee. i i 

Also, the petition of citizens of Crawford County, Pennsylvania, 
that a pension be granted Ferdinand Duchanais—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 4 

By Mr. FINLEY : The panan of John A. Walker, for compensa- 
tion as an officer in the United States Army, in the late war—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. } 

By Mr. FORNEY: The petition of Samuel Noble, for compensation 
for cotton which he contracted to deliver to the United States Janu- 

1865, afterward seized by United States authorities—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 3 $ 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of 45 soldiers of Ohio, for the 

assage of a law to pay to Union soldiers the difference between the 
n ay as received in paper and its gold value—to the Committee 
on Mi 8 i - 

By Mr. RMER: The petition of the passed assistant sp ra 
of the Navy, for increased pay—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HENKLE: The petition of William H. Parker, for the re- 
moval of his political disabilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Richard P. Blackistone, for compensation for 
damages sustained by him in the seizure and use of a vessel and cargo, 
his property, by the United States authorities—to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John W. Railey for compen- 
sation for property taken by officers of the Freedmen’s Bureau—to 
the Committee on War Claims. wa gut fell 

Also, the petition of George L. Railey, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the owners of the schooner 
Addie B. Bacon, damaged by a collision with the United States ram 
Alarm—to the Committee of Claims. 2 

By Mr. HERNDON: A bill to appropriate $500,000 for the improve- 
ment of Mobile Harbor—to the Committee on Commerce. ‘ 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of M. M. Corbett, for pay for services 
rendered the United States as a provost marshal for Jefferson County, 
Tennessee, during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Eli Sharp, for the removal of a suspension of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEIFER: The petition of J. J. Scarf and 60 others, of 
New Carlisle, Ohio, for the equalization of soldiers’ bounties—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KLOTZ: The petition of Robert Hedian, for bounty and 
pay of a second lieutenant from date of his commission—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of George W. Dreisbach, guardian, &c., for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of Rowland Ward, for an increase 
of pension—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Frank O. Chamberlain, postmaster at Canan- 
daigua, New York, that he be relieved from accounting for $1,033.09 
money and posi stamps belonging to the Government, stolen by 
burglars from said office on the 10th of September, 1879—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of Caleb J. Legg, for an extension of a patent for 
corn-shellers, No. 40052; and also for extension of a patent for corn- 
huskers, No. 48077—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. McCOID: The petition of Willard Griswold, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ORTH: The petition of soldiers of Indiana, that soldiers of 
the late war be paid the difference between the value of greenbacks 

-and gold at the time of their payment—to the Committee on Mili- 


Affairs. 
“ay Mr. PACHECO: The petition of William H. Davis, for compen- 
sation for property destroyed by the United States Army during the 
late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the San Joaquin River, in the State of California—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PERSONS: A bill to appropriate $170,000 for the improve- 
ment of the Chattahoochee River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PHELPS: A bill making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the navigable channel of the Connecticut River, between 
Hartford and Middletown, in the State of Connecticut, pursuant to 
a recent survey and report thereon to the War Department—to the 
same committee. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation to extend and complete the 
dredging of the channel in Milford Harbor, in the State of Connecti- 
cut—to the same committee. 


pay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. y : 
N Mr. POEHLER: The petition of Lizzie Bailey, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Thomas Pettijohn—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON : Papers relating to the claim of Turner Mer- 
ritt, for compensation for cotton taken by United States authorities— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ROSS: The petition of soldiers of New Jersey, for the equal- 
ization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHELLEY: A bill to appropriate the sum of $10,000 for the 
survey of the Cohaba River in the State of Alabama—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois: The petition of 67 soldiers of Nli- 
nois, to be allowed a sum equal to the difference in value between 
greenbacks and gold at the time of their payment, with interest—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. SLEMONS: A bill making appropriations for the improve- 
ment of Saline River in the State of Arkansas—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation for the improvement of Little 
River in the State of Arkansas—to the same committee. 

Also, a paper relating to the establishment of a post-route from 
Pine Bluff to Benton, Arkansas—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Papers relating to the claim of George A. Wil- 
son, for compensation for a horse lost while in the United States serv- 
ice—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of Ann Gregory, for compensa- 
Son 10E property improperly confiscated—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. STONE : The petition of Nancy M. Richmond, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of A. J. Marshall, of Green con 
eater at for an increase of pe&sion—to the Committee on In d 

ensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: The petition of Mrs. M. E. Carrico, guardian, 
&c., for compensation for property taken by the United States Army— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa: The petition of A. White and 45 
others, of Edenville, Iowa, for legislation to prevent the adulteration 
of articles of food—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois: The petition of Harvey Nance, 
W. O. Gowdy and others, citizens of Illinois, that a pension be granted 
John Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN AERNAM: The petition of Cornelius H. Latham, for 
arrears of pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of citizens of North Carolina, late 
soldiers in the United States service, for legislation that will place them 
on a footing with the bondholder—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Minne- 
apolis, Minnesota, remonstrating against the erection of a bridge at 
Detroit, Michigan—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of E. A. Cramsie and others, ex-soldiers in the late 
war, to be paid the difference between the value of gold and greenbacks 
at the time of their payment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Henry Basiot and others, settlers on the Fort 
Ripley reservation, Minnesota, in reference to pre-emption of lands 
eee ee by them in said reservation—to the Committee on Pub- 

c Lands. 

Also, the petition of Anne C. Livin n, for compensation for dam- 
ages done to property by the United States Army—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of the heirs of Colonel Will- 
iam P. Kendrick, for pay and pension due said Kendrick—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of John Werner and 22 others, ex- 
Union soldiers, of Hillsdale County, 3 for an equalization of 
bounties—to the Committee on Mili ‘airs. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of Henry C. Shallcross, for extra 
compensation for services as mail-carrier—to the Committee of Claims. 

, the petition of John W. Ramsburg. for compensation for prop- 
erty taken for the use of the United States Army during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Joseph P. Jones, for indemnity for injuries re- 
ceived at Parkersburgh custom-house, West Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 10, 1879. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ABSENCE OF SENATOR WHYTE. 
Mr. GROOME. I desire to state to the Senate that the absence of 


By Mr. PHISTER: The petition of soldiers, to be paid the differ- | my colleague [Mr. WHYTE] from his seat in this Chamber is unavoid- 
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able. He has been since the opening of this session, and still is, de- 
tained at his home by sickness. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report from Lieutenant- 
Colonel Thomas Lincoln Casey, of the Corps of Engineers, concern- 
ing the pro made up to the present time in the construction of 
the north wing of the building for the State, War, and Navy Depart- 
ments, and a pro; me of operations for the completion of that 
wing of the building; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of Susan Jeffords, mother of 
Edmond Jeffords, late private Company F, First Regiment Maine 
Heavy Artillery, praying for a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present a petition signed by a large number of 
citizens of New York, formerly soldiers, praying for the passage of 
the bill known as the bill to equalize bounties. I move its reference 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of Abram M. McCollum, of 
New York, praying for an amendment to the pension laws, so as to 
allow soldiers who have received pensions for the loss of limbs to 
receive an additional pension for other serious wounds; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present the petition of the National Temperance 
Society, praying for the appointment of a commission of 3 into 
the alcoholic liquor traffic. The petition is brief, and I that it 
be read 


read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection the petition will 
be reported at length. 

The petition was read, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 
as follows: 
To the United States Senate and House of R&presentatives : 


tates, respectfully ask that will 
lation, for the appointment by th President of the 


tion, to crime, pauperism, 
eral welfare of the Posen and also the re- 
rohibitory legislation in the several States, and 


its relations to 
health, morals, education, and the 
sults of license, restrictive and 
in the District of Columbia and the Territories. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia, presented the petition of Lorenzo J. Curtis 
and others, citizens of Pennsylvania, Union soldiers in the late war, 
praying for the passage of a bill for the equalization of bounties ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of E. L. Maxwell and others, 
citizens of Kansas, praying for the passage of the bill (S. No. 619) for 
the relief of certain actual settlers on the trust and diminished 
reserve lands in the State of Kansas; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented additional papers to 
ayer ene the bill (8. No. 558) for the relief of the heirs of Henry 
E. Muhlenberg ; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

HOLMAN AND FAIRBANKS. 


Mr. BAYARD. I am instructed by the Committee on Finance to 
report back the bill (S. No. 618) for the relief of Herman Holman and 
Crawford Fairbanks, of the city of Terre Haute, Indiana, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute, and recommend its adop- 
tion. In view of the character of the business to which it relates, I 
ask the Senate to proceed to the immediate consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let it be read for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be reported at length. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment reported is to strike out all 
after the enacting clause of the bill and to insert: 

That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue be, and he is hereby, required to 
pe ge and settle the claims for deficiency tax assessed by said Commissioner against 

d Holman and Fairbanks, as distillers, for deficiencies which it is claimed oc- 
curred at their distillery in said city of Terre Haute during the months of October, 
1878, and January, 1879, upon the 3 to wit: d Commissioner shall 
first ascertain the ca; 1 was ac y used by said distillers during each of 
said months, which determined by the tubs actually filled and emptied by 

during each month. He shall then ascertain the actual amount of grain 
mashed by them during each of said months, and the yield of spirits per bushel 
from such grain for each month. He shall next ascertain whether any accidents 
which were unavoidable occurred — 2 either or both of said months, in the 


of said Te e if so, whether the amount so ec each month, after de- 


ths, 
not —— $13,198.50; and for the month of January, a sum not ex 


ceedin 
$5,795.06; and no assessment for deficiency tax for thesé months shall be —— 
— 5 them, except as herein provided. But if said Commissioner shall find that 
d distillers did not mak 


1 0 80 „ them during each 
of said months, after making the ops eh ap ms for accidents as aforesaid, if 
any coonrred, during either cx both o said months, then he shall change the as- 
sessments made for said months so as to conform them tothe amount of ciency 


that he shall find due against them for each of said months; and they shall then 
be assessed by him for the amounts of defici 
De een y DES fa ency so found due against them for 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware, reportin 
this bill from the Committee on Finance, asks for its present consid- 
eration. Is there objection ? 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to inquire if there is a written 
8 750 in this case ? 

- BAYARD. I was about to state that there is a report, con- 

curred in by the entire committee, which I can have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. CONKLING. I think we might hear the report read and re- 


serve an eae 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read, and then ob- 


jections called for. 


The Chief Clerk read the following report, this day submitted by 
Mr. BAYARD from the Committee on Finance: 

The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 618) for the 
relief of Herman Holman and Crawford Fairbanks, having had the same under 
consideration, submit the following report: 

The memorial of Messrs, Holman and Fair’ distillers, of Terre Haute, In- 
d sets forth at some length the particulars of their business during the 


yua 
October, 1873, and January, 1879) in which the tax now complained of 
— them for deficiencies in production. . . 


oner of In Revenue has been heard before the committee in 


The 
ly, and the report of his trusted and expert subordinate has also been laid be- 
fore the committee. 


and Fairbanks 
the all deficiency. 
e Commissioner tained by 


is fully sus committee in his construction 
of the law as he finds it on 


8 and which compels 
© i 


rant your ttee in recommending an 
cy between registered capacity on 
actual production, because of the 8 le accidents to the mac Š which 


uction and yet 
ice of temporary . — 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was 

The bill was re 
ment was conc in. 

Mr. CONKLING. I venture to ask one question about this claim, 
not ihing to object to it, and with no knowledge of it. Is it a case 
in which the Commissioner of Internal Revenue or any other official 
violated the law, or was the law observed ? 

Mr. BAYARD. I will state the case 8 Taxes were assessed 
upon the registered capacity of this distillery ; but, owing to break - 
age in the machinery of the distillers, which by no care could they 
remedy, the actual production was less than the registered produc- 
tion. Of that the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and his agents 
are fully satisfied, and have so stated to the committee, as the com- 
mittee have stated in their report. But the law compelled the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue to assess the tax according to the reg- 
istered capacity of the distillery. In so doing the amount of tax 
which he levied was upon a greater amount of spirits than actually 
was produced, as he is satisfied. The discrepancy was caused by the 
impossibility of ys him from time to time as the capacity of 
the distillery was in fact lessened, although the registration remained 
untouched. * 

The taxes were levied and assessed, and they will be collected un- 
less this relief is given; and it should be given at once, because in 
January the taxes must be paid. It is for that reason that I think 
the Senate should proceed to give relief at once, because if it does 
not do it now it will be too late to do it at all. The whole commit- 
tee are satisfied, and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue is satis- 
fied, that every dollar has been paid to the Government by this large 
concern in all its history of business, (and I may here say that they 
pay millions of dollars annually to the internal revenue,) and this is 
merely to gia an error which has unavoidably occurred under the 
hardshi of the law. 

The pill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 817) to authorize the erection of a 
statue in honor of Chief-Justice John Marshall, formerly of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 818) to provide for apade and settlin 
private land claims in certain States and Territories; which was re; 

2 by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land 
ims. 


to. 
to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


Mr. DAVIS, of IIlinoi 
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Mr. BURNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 819) to authorize the laying or a telegraphic 
cable from the main land in Rhode Island to Block Island; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 820) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 

urchase land adjacent to the custom-house in the city of Providence, 
hode Island; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. : 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, (by request,) asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 821) fixing 
the compensation of enlisted men in the Signal Service, United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BOOTH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 822) to regulate the payor night inspectors 
of customs at the port of San Francisco; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CONKLING (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 823) in relation to the port 
and harbor of New York and the waters near the same; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HEREF 


to introduce a bill (S. No. 824) to recognize and pay certain claims 
due by the State of West Virginia to citizens thereof for services ren- 
dered the United States in the late war, and which are properly 
chargeable to the United States; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 825) to incorporate the Municipal Gas 
Company of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BECK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 826) for the relief of several persons impressed 
into the United States naval service; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 827) to facilitate the negotiation of bills of 
lading and other commercial instruments, and to punish fraud therein; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 828) extending the pa of sections 2990 to 2997, 
inclusive, of the Revised Statutes of the United States to the port of 
Saint Louis, in the State of Missouri; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 829) extending the provisions of section 2997 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States to the ports of Kansas City and 
Saint Joseph, in the State of Missouri; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GROOME asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 830) for the relief of Thomas H. Bradley ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAMLIN (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 831) for the relief of certain 
employés of the United States Government in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file 
relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONAS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 832) for the relief of the Mechanics and 
Traders’ Bank of New Orleans, Louisiana; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. KERNAN, it was 
That the tion of George E. Pa: with the 
99 the ies at the Senate ood referred to the Committee on Choa 

On motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and rs of George W. 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on — 5 

On motion of Mr. SAUNDERS, it was 

Ordered, That the tion an A 
ate, be referred to the Committe 5 Fire 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Junius T. Turner, on the files of the 
Senate, be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

DUTY ON TEA AND COFFEE. 

Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
communicate to the Senate any information in the 8 of his Department 
touching the effect upon the revenues of the United States of the act of Congress 
a een ret 1, 1872, entitled “An act repealing the duty on tea and coffee; and 


ng the effect of said act upon the cost of said articles, respectively, to the 
consumers thereof. 


CLAIMS TRIBUNAL, 
Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed to consider the expedi- 


ORD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 


ency of establishing a permanent tribunal which shall have jurisdiction of the 
matters ordinarily referred to said committee, and to report by bal or otherwise. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message 


essag 
— R. No. 2771) to construe an act entitled“ An act 


8 

irginia; “ in 

which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. : 
WAR CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senate consider for the remain- 
der of the morning hour the calendar of resolutions and concurrent 
resolutions ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the resolution which was under consideration 
yesterday. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the resolution submitted by Mr. Davis, of West Virginia, on 
the 3d instant, which, as heretofore amended, reads as follows: 


FF... Op Sag Ao eaa a} yer E a tabulated 
statement aiai by States total amounts paid for each fiscal from the 
15th of April, 1861, to 1879, inclusive, for private claims growing out of the late war. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, will the Senate agree 
to the resolution as amended ? p 

Mr. MORRILL. I have an amendment that I desire to offer. I 
move to add to the resolution the following words: 

And also a like statement of all such claims which have been presented to and 
rejected by the Treasury Department, or which may now be pen therein. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It appears to me that Senators 
want to load the resolution with different amendments so that the 
information sought cannot be obtained. What does the Secretary of 
the Treasury know about bills or tlaims pending before Congress 1 
The resolution originally only embraced a time commencing one or 
two years after the expiration of the war. It was amended on the 
suggestion of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. E>MUNDs,] which was 
accepted by myself, so as to include all private claims that were 
allowed during the war. Now the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL] wants to know what claims are pending and what have 
been rejected. It would probably take the Department a year 
to get up that information, and I do not know how many clerks it 
would require. Those claims have been disposed of, set aside and 
rejected. The original resolution only seeks to ascertain the total 
amounts that have been paid by years. Here are half a dozen 
bills passed by Congress, which I have before me, giving by States 
the very information that is asked for, or a part of it at least, and it 
is ee by States; the amount paid in each State being stated 
separately. 

have no wish to discuss this resolution, but I suggest to my friends 
on the other side that if they want further information they bet- 
ter introduce a separate resolution and ask the Department for it, and 
not try to load down the resolution I have offered in order to prevent 
the information asked for being furnished to the Senate. 

Mr.MORRILL. Mr. President, obviously the information asked for 
by the resolution is very curious and will receive a considerable amount 
of attention; but I think the information which I have proposed to 
call for as an amendment is even more curious and will attract greater 
attention. I am very anxious to see what claims have been presented 
and rejected, and also what may be now pending in the De t. 
I can conceive of no possible objection to adding what I have pro- 

to the resolution; and as we are after curious information, I 
ope my friend from West Virginia will at least gratify me by allow- 
ing this amendment to be added to his eriginal resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL, ] 

The eee pelts put, there were on a division—ayes 24, noes 27. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BECK. Let the original resolution be read and also the amend- 
ment. 

The resolution as amended, and the amendment proposed by Mr. 
MORRILL were read. 

The Secretary called the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. On this question I am paired 
with the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. Housron.] If he were here, 
I should vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Allison, Conkling, oar, Rollins, 
Anthony, Davis of Illinois, Togale Saunders, 
Baldwin, Dawes, M: Teller, 
Blair. Edmun e 
Booth, Ferry, Paddock, 


Burnside, i 
Cameron of Wis., Hill of Colorado, 
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Blaine, ` Grover, Kirkw Vi 
of Pa. Ho of Florida, Gi Valker 
Carpenter, nn 
Kellogg. Sharon, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution as amended. 

The resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 


CENTRAL BRANCH UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senate consider this morning 
the calendar of general orders? 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask that the first bill on the Calendar, the bill 
(S. No. 349) for the relief of the Central Branch Union Pacific Rail- 
road Company, be indefinitely postponed. It has been twice read, 
and lies u the table at my request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To this the Chair hears no objection; 
and that order will be entered. 

HOLIDAY RECESS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. A resolution has just come from 
the House fixing the time for the holiday recess. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
the concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring therein,) That 
when the tee Houses — on Friday, December 19, 1879, they stand adjourned 
until twelve o'clock on y, January 6, 1880. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If any Senator desires a reference 
of the resolution, of course there will be no objection. If no Senator 
desires a reference, I ask that the Senate concur in the resolution. 

Mr. MAXEY. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Si riations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Texas to refer the resolution to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

The motion was eet pe to. 

The VICE-PRESID. The question is on concurring in the res- 
olution of the House of Representatives. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 26, noes 16. 

Mr. EATON. I thin k we had better have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McDONALD. Was there not a motion Pending to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on Appropriations 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That motion was voted down, and the 
yeas and nays are ordered on the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. McDONALD. I should like to move to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate refused to send the resolution to the Committee on 
5 ig een I did not vote on that question. 

. CONKLING. There was no division on the question, and the 
Senator has a right to move to reconsider. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No record of that vote was made, and 
any Senator can move a reconsideration. 

Mr. McDONALD. I move to reconsider the vote by which the Sen- 
ate refused to refer the resolution. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Indiana to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
ee to refer the resolution to the Committee on Appropria- 

ons. 

The motion to reconsider was not agreed to; there being on a di- 
vision—ayes 16, noes 23. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secre will call the roll on con- 
presentatives. 


WALKER] are absent atten g, the remains of the late Hon. A. M. 
ity for interment, and they will be 


YEAS—35. 
Allison, Cameron of Hill of Colorado, Pla 
Anthony, Cockrell, me Hill of Georgia, Semen 
Baldwin, Davis of Illinois, oar, Saulsbury, 
Bayard, Davis of W. Va., In; Saunders, 
Beck, Dawes, oe Wallace, 
5 Jones of da, Williams, 

Groome, b ~ Windom, 
Butler, Withers. 
Call, Hereford, Morgan, 
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Houston, McPherson, Vest, 
Jones of N. Plumb, Walker, 
oe Soe Whyte. 


So the resolution was concurred in. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. No. 2771) to construe an act entitled “An act grant- 


ing condemned bronze cannon to the Soldiers’ Union of West Virginia,” 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on tary 


WAR CLAIMS. 
Mr.MORRILL. [offer the following resolution, which may as well 


be acted on at once: 

B of the. Trendury — to. the: Senate tabulated 
statement showing by States the total amount of claims growin, out of the late 
war which have been presented to and rejected by the Treasury t from 
March 4, 1861, to March 4, 1879, inclusive; and of all like claims which may 
there be now pending. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Vi Let that lie over. 


irginia. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. GARLAND. If there is no other legislative business, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in execu- 
tive session, the doors were reopened; and (at one o’clock and fifteen 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, December 10, 1879. 


The House met attwelveo’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. i 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
GERMAN NATIONAL BANK OF CHICAGO. 


Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
That the testimony taken by the Committee on Banking and Currenc: 


Resolved, 
by authority of this H in the ease of the German National Bank of Chicago 
be printed for the use of committee. 


REMOVAL OF INDIANS, 


Mr. WHITEAKER, by unanimous consent, reported back from the 
Committee on Indian irs, with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 351) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the Warm 
Spring, Umatilla, Chippewa, Ute, and certain other tribes of Indians 
in the United States for the extingui nt of their title to the lands 
now occupied by them, and for their removal to and consolidation 
upon certain other reservations established by law ; which was or- 
dered to be printed and recommitted, not to be brought back on a 
motion to reconsider. 

WILLIAM H. HOWARD. 

Mr. HAWK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2772) 
granting a pension to William H. Howard; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JAMES P. HUNTER. 

Mr. HAWK also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2773) granting a pension to James P. Hunter; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

EMILY C. ATCHISON. 

Mr. HAWK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2774) granting a pen- 
sion to Emily C. Atchison; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ESTHER M. CAREY. 


Mr. NEAL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2775) granting a pension to Esther M. Carey, mother of William B. 
Carey, deceased ; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

TAXATION OF DISTRICT STREET RAILWAYS. 

Mr. NEAL also, by unanimous consent, submitted the rooming 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee for the District o 
Columbia. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States, That the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, directed to transmit to 
this House, as soon as practicable, the follo specific information, namely: the 
amount assessed for the special improvement of the various streets and avenues in 
the cities of Washington and Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, against the 


arms for the 


— 
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hich the rail are or ran in each of said cities, the number of square 
wards 000 I be each railway, and the amount assessed on cach or avenue; 
ewise the amounts y paid by each of the said street railways and the 
amount charged to on account of such assessments ; and like- 


respect to ch seseeements aud the terms of sack comprcuxise, the Gate thereat: if 
any such wore ada, and the amounts paid by such railways der, and how 
f the said commissioners were parties thereto, 
d if 80, who Glee whether who has hel Boca — 
; an 
„ the District of r 
uare 


REIMBURSEMENT TO EX SOLDIERS, SAILORS, ETC. 


Mr. WEAVER. I ask unanimous consent to present a petition 
signed by about twenty thousand ex-soldiers or their immediate 
friends, asking for certain relief. Iask that the body of the 3 
without the names be read and printed in the RECORD, and that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. hi 
introduced a bill in accordance with the prayer of the petition. 
At the proper time I propose to address the House in behalf of these 
titioners. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representativesin Congress assembled : 


We, the undersi itioners, ha’ served faithfully the Government of the 
United States in 43 weret 8 peti ee eee 
ts, ask to lay before your honorable 
aala rr rr — body that paid in a depreciated 
First. We your orable we were a 
currency, worth during the part of our terms of service from forty to sev- 
enty cents on the dollar in coin. 
Second. The Government has since declared that the pera of the bondhold- 
ers in the same money that the soldiers were paid in would be dishonesty and re- 


diati 
Prhird. We do not believe that the bondholders have a claim either in law or 


sold provide for the tof such sums as may be fou 
r {awful heirs, with interest as above, in a full legal-tender 


orsigned soldiers and sailors, do rp eee — Foon 


hour of trial and danger, and indirectly to forty millions of American citizens b 
reason of the impetus given to all industrial pursuits. For this act of justice an 
relief to all the people we shall ever pray. 

There being no objection, the body of the petition was ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, and the petition referred to the Committee 
on Mili tary Affairs. 

JAMES S. CLARK AND EDWARD FULTON. 


Mr. ELLIS, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2776) 
for the relief of James S. Clark and Edward Fulton; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 


SOMERVILLE & DAVIS. 


Mr. REAGAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2777) for the relief of Somerville & Davis, of Galveston, Texas; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

SAN ANTONIO ARSENAL. 


Mr. UPSON, ye unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2778) to enable the Secretary of War to purchase land to enlarge and 
protoi the San Antonio arsenal; which was read a first and second 
e, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 
POLYGAMY. 

Mr. BURROWS, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2779) proposing an amendment to the Federal Constitution prohibit- 
ing polygamy in the United States; which was read a first and sec- 
on 3 — to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be prin 

Mr. BURROWS. Lask that this proposed article of amendment be 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ARTICLE —. 
3 bok 20 T 8 9 within the limits ot the United States, or in 
8 Ske. 2. Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate legis- 
ation. 


M. M. HERR. 

Mr. HURD, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 144) to pay M. M. Herr for services as assistant ant-at- 
rst session of the Forty-sixth Con Which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Accounts, 
and ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GILLETTE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2780) establishing a government for the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES A. GUTHRIE. 


Mr, DEERING, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


2781) granting arrears of pension to James A. Guthrie; which was 
12 a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 
RED WING AND TRENTON TRANSIT COMPANY. 


Mr. POEHLER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2782) to authorize the Red Wing and ton Transit Company to 
erect a bridge across the east channel or slough of the issippi 
River, and for other p ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEE CLERK. 


Mr. FERDON, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 


Ree nine the T 
ant clerk during -sixth Congress, from the contingent fund 
the Houen a4 tee rate of 44 por diem" 

JOHN A. COAN. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH, unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
H. R. No. 2783) for the relief of John A. Coan; which was read a 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


HIRAM W. LOVE. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, 1 consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 2784) to refer claim of Hiram W. Love, of the 
State of Iowa, to the Court of Claims; which was read a 
second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular or- 
der of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the morning 
hour, which now begins at six minutes afterone o’clock. The unfin- 
ished business of the morning hour is the consideration of a bill (H, 
R. No. 2266) to prohibit Federal officers, claimants, and contractors 
from making contributions for political purposes. This comes over 
from the last session, and the Chair will cause the Journal to be 
read, so it may be seen by members what is the exact situation of 
the question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Speaker then proceeded, as the regular order of business, to call the com- 
mittees for reports, and announced the first business in order under said call to be 
the bill of the House (H. R. No. 2266) to hibit Federal officers, claimants, and 
contractors from ng contributions for political purposes, reported from the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, on the 12th instant, as a substitute for 
the bill of the House (H. R. No. 293) to 9 officers of and claimants against, 
or contractors under the United States, contributing money for political pur- 
Jason nage pending question being the demand of Mr. HOSTETLER for the previous 
question ; 

When, 

Mr. HOSTETLER withdrew the said demand, and yielded the floor to Mr. Mc- 
LANE. 


During the debate, Mr. McLaxg was called to order by Mr. HAWLEY for words 
spoken in said debate; 


When, 

Mr. MCLANE having explained the same, the Speaker held the words in question 
not to be in violation of the rales. 

Mr. CALKINS appealed from the decision of the Chair. 

Pending —.— 

Mr. Cox moved that the said appeal do lie on the table ; 


Mr. CALKINS withdrew the said appeal. 
Mr. MCLANE thereupon and concluded his remarks. At the expiration 
— 4 1 75 Mr. HOSTETLER renewed the demand for the previous question on the 


ill. 
Pending which the morning hour expired. 
Mr. CONGER. I ask that the bill may be read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


To prohibit Federal officers, claimants, and contractors from making contributions 
for political purposes. 

Be it enacted, do. That it shall not be lawful for any officer, clerk, or employé of 
the Government of the United States to contribute or pay to any committee or per- 
son, or into any fund, any money, property, or other valuable for any political pur- 
poso whatsoever, or to pay any assessment or percen upon the income or emol- 
uments of his or compensation for any political pui or give, lend, 
advance, or pr ay money, property, or valuable thing, with the intent, assent, 
permission, ledge, or understanding that the same may be applied to such 
purpose; and any of said officers, clerks, or employés who shall v any of the 
provisions of this section shall be immediately p Epi from the office, clerkship, 
or employment which they my hold. 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of each of the heads of De; ents of the Fed- 
222 .... ia saul DOES. 

e ents, pro ng the o! clerks, and emplo: 
violating any of the revising of the first section of this act. 

Sec. 3, That it shall not be lawful for any head of Department or other superior 
officer of the Federal Government to collect, or permit or allow any other person 
to collect or receive, from any officer, clerk, or employé in his Department orunder 
his su „ any assessment, peroentage; Rig ae gift, loan, or advance 
of any money, property, or other valuable ing, with the knowledge, intent, un- 
derstanding, or permission that the same 8 or may be used for any political 
purpose; and any person who shall violate any of the provisions of this section, 
or any head of Department who shall fail or refuse to promulgate the order as 
mentioned in the second section of this act, or who shall fail or refuse to dismiss 
from office or employment any officer, clerk, or employé in his 4 ore who 
shall violate any of the provisions of the first section of this act, on the same com- 
ing to his knowledge, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction 
thereof, shall be punished by imprisonment for a period of not less than one month 
nor more than six months, and, in the discretion of the court, by a fine of not more 


first and 


than $5,000. 

Suc. 4. That an having a contract with the United States, or officer. 
thereof, or who l have had such contract within three months mas or wha 
shall have such contract within three months thereafter, who or 
ute, either directly or indirectly, 


any money, „or other val e thing 
any political purpose, shall be deemed to have forfoited all rights, and the 
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shall 3 be rendered null and void, and all officers of the Government are 
hereby prohibited from executing any contract with any get so offending; and 
that any person having any pending claim against the United States, or before any 
ent or officer of the Government thereof, who shall pay or contribute any 
OAT, property, or other valuable thing for any political purpose, shall thereby 
forfeit said claim, and all right to recover or receive anything on the same. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOSTETLER] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Indiana whether he intends to admit any further amendment than 
what has already been offered? There is a verbal correction which 
I think he will consent to. The bill in one place uses the expression 
“Government of the United States” and afterward the “ Federal 
Government.” I su, t the word “ Federal” should be stricken out, 
and after the word Government” the words “of the United States” 
should be inserted, so as to make the entire bill harmonious, at least 
in its phraseology. If we are to pass this proposition, and it shall 
become a law, we want to have it well constructed. I do not think 
there will be any objection to that amendment. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. I have no objection to the amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the amendment 
is agreed to. The question now is on seconding the demand for the 
previous question on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. Is that the question now pending? 

The SPEAKER, That is the question now pending. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the gentleman from Indiana to allow a cer- 
tain length of time for debate on this bill. 

Mr. HOSTETLER, In mse to the gentleman from Michigan 
I have to say that we have offered several times to make this a spe- 
cial order and to have a special time fixed for its consideration, but 
so far we have failed to come to any ent with the other side 
of the House. The object that we in view was to fix a time 
for amendments and discussion of the bill. I have had no objection 
at any time to such a course being taken, but it has been constantly 
refused by the other side of the House, and therefore the previous 
question was called. If the 1 will designate a day for the 
consideration of this bill, and for its consideration from day to day 
until on es of, I shall have no objection to agreeing to it. 

Mr. CONGER. I presume there will be no objection to making 
some arrangement as to the time for the consideration of this ques- 
tion. I desire, however, to say to the gentleman from Indiana, that 
the objection to fixing a day was made during the extra session, and 
it was then made because of the opinion of some tlemen of the 
House that the extra session was called for a particular 8 
the consideration of the appropriation bills and therefore our friends 
here were op to any and all legislation on 8 subjects 
other than those appropriation bills. And they did persistently 
object because they ed, as I have stated, to adhere to the con- 
sideration of the one subject for which Congress was called together 
in extra session. Now that we are in regular session, we only desire 
there shall be Opportunity for debate and amendment of whatever 
bills may be presented. Speaking for myself, Mr. Speaker, I con- 
sider this bill the most direct and barefaced attack upon the rights 
of American citizens that has ever been made by the boldest man who 
ever presented a bill to take away the rights of the citizens. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CONGER. Now, in order that we may have time to amend it 
8 discuss it, I have made this inquiry of the gentleman from 

iana. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan indicate a day! 
Mr. CONGER. I would prefer, if the Chair please, that the bill 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
where it may be fully discussed. I am willing to fix a day in the 

Committee of the Whole when it shall be considered. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. Why not agree on a day now? 

Mr. CONGER. _ I only speak for myself. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. Fix the day in the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Isu that we now agree on a day convenient 
to all, when the bill shall be considered in the Committee of the 
Whole, for that is the place where the fuller debate can take place 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. WILSON. Say next Tuesday? : 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think the gentleman will find it difficult to 
get any debate on any other subject than an appropriation bill before 
the Christmas holidays. 

Mr. WILSON. Let us try it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I suggest some day after the holidays. 

Mr. MCLANE. I sug; that we go into the Committee of the 
Whole and take it up r the bill now pending there has been dis- 


of. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to say to the gentleman having control of 
this bill, that there are several of our friends here who wish to speak 
on the bill, and who have not given it that attention or made the 
srk enn they regard as necessary or desirable, and I think it is 

rtant enough to give them sufficient time for that examination. 
. HOSTETLER, Let us N on a day now. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Any day r the holidays will be agreeable to 
gentlemen here. 

Mr. KEIFER. Say the 8th of January. 

Mr. GARFIELD. - Yes; let us say the 8th of January; Jackson's 
day is a good day. 


tee of the Whole on the state of the Union will 


Mr. MCLANE. For my part I beg gentlemen of the committee not 
to send this bill to the Committee of the Whole. We have it now in 
oe morning hour and can dispose of it without prejudice to any other 

usiness. > 

Mr. KEIFER. But we have not had a morning hour this session. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The morning hour is no place for the considera- 
tion of so important a bill. 

The SPE R. The Chair would suggest it be made a special 
order in the House for some future day. 

Mr, GARFIELD, If a day be fixed for its consideration in the 
House, then it should be as in Committee of the Whole, so as to get 
the advantage of the five-minute debate. 

The SPE. That can be done. 

Mr. FRYE. I suggest the ist day of April as an appropriate day. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. COX. I hope my friends will not consent to have this bill sent 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, for that 
would be equivalent to its death. I know gentlemen may desire to 
have more 8 to debate it, but we do not know when it will 
come up, or when it will be disposed of, and I hope we will therefore 
pursue the matter now in the morning hour and end it at once. Gen- 
tlemen have had all the vacation to study this bill and all its ramifi- 
cations in politics, the President has had the opportunity to practice 
on it, and men who are connected with our Government know all 
about it. We know all about it, and let us end it. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman from New York has been a mem- 
ber of the House so long and a member of the Committee on. Rules so 
long that I am surprised at his suggestion that it is possible for him , 
to end it this 3 in the morning hour. I know of no way by 
which it can be ended in the morning hour. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. Not if the gentleman not observe the rules—not 
if the gentleman shall insist on filibustering. But we can end it, or 
at least we can do our duty by endeavoring to end it in the morning 


hour. 
Mr. CONGER. The gentleman has had some observation and ex- 
ience with these bills in the morning hour, and for the sake of 


ony, for which I am always a distinguished peter pect pap ter, J 
I have propona to fix a day when this shall be considered. ntle- 
men who are unfriendly to the bill or its amendment op that. 


eee This debate, the Chair thinks, is going beyond 
e rule. 

Mr. COX. I know my friend from Michigan, Mr. Speaker, is a man 
who is friendly to harmony on the principle that “a discreet discord 
maketh a comely concordance.” [Laughter.] I declare to this House 
from my experience here that when you send a bill of this kind to the 
Committee of the Whole, it is sending it to a place where it will know 
no waking a waking in the Irish sense of the term, which 
means death. [Laughter.] 

I should like to have the gentleman from Indiana go on with the 
bill now, and I am sure there is not the same motive nor the same 
reason on the part of that side of the House during this long session 
to delay it by filibustering as there was during the extra session. I 
hope the gentleman will go on with the bill now. 

. CONGER. I hope the proposition to fix a day in the Commit- 
adopted. The 
Committee of the Whole has been suggested because there debate will 
be freer under the five-minute rule. taken up in the House under 
the five-minute rule, perhaps the same object could be accomplished. 
I have no question about that. 

The SP. R. The Chair has caused to be examined the record 
as to special orders, and finds that if this bill goes over beyond the 
holidays it can be a ee e for Wednesday, the 7th day of January, 
which is undisposed o 

Mr. CONGE I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HAYES. Fix its consideration for that day. 

The SPEAKER. In the House? 

Mr. CONGER. As in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If gentlemen will allow me, I will say a single 
word. ‘There has never been and there is not now any opposition on 
this side of the House to the consideration of this bill when it ma; 
be open for debate and amendment. What we have always objec 
to is a forcible pressure of this bill in the morning hour, where there 
could be no adequate opportunity for amendment or debate. I think 
the suggestion of fixing a day for debate on this bill in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole or in the House as in Committee of the Whole 
under the five-minute rule, and the bill to be considered from day to 
day until disposed of, will meet with no objection on this side of the 
Honse, and I presume it will be agreeable also to gentlemen on the 
other side. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will, then, on that day recognize the 
8 from Indiana in charge of the bill, if unanimous consent 

given to this proposition, which the Chair will state: That this 
bill be taken out of the morning hour and assigned for consideration 
immediately after the reading of the Journal on the 7th of January, 
and that it be proceeded with from day to day until Tapori of. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let us not say after the reading of the Journal; 
let it be after the mornin; 

The SPEAKER. The 


hour. 
ir will, then, state the proposition modi- 


fied in ihat way. Itis to take this bill out of the morning hour and 
have it assigned as a special order in the House as in Committee of 
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the Whole after the morning hour, on the 7th day of January, and 
from day to day thereafter until disposed of. Is there objection? 


[After a pause.] The Chairhearsnone. The Chair will, then, on that 
day reco ize the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOSTETLER] in charge 
of the bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I ask that the bill reported as a substitute be 
reprinted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks that the 
bill be reprinted. The Chair hears no objection. The bill which has 
been read is the House bill No. 2266, which is a substitute reported 
by the committee for the original bill, No. 293, as introduced and 
referred. It is sufficient, the Chair thinks, to print the substitute. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Is there no time limited when the vote will be 
taken on this bill? a 

The SPEAKER. It will be in the power of the House at any time 
to order the previous question whenever the majority thinks a suffi - 
cient time has been had for debate and a sufficient opportunity for 
amendment. The majority of the House has power over its own leg- 
islation. 

Mr. CONGER. But I think the understanding was, or we gain 
nothing by this arrangement, that the bill should be at least open for 
amendment and debate for a certain length of time. 

The SPEAKER. This order does not restrict the debate. It merely 
makes the assignment of the bill for a day when it will be open for 
debate. 

Mr. CONGER. Our sole object was that we should have a time 
fixed for amendment and debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is the object of the gentle- 
man from Indiana also. 

Mr. CONGER. It should be mentioned in the order. : 

The SPEAKER. Itis not usual to put such an understanding in 
the motion. 

Mr. CONGER. The understanding is that the bill shall be debated 
as in Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. If it is considered in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole it will be governed by the rules regulating the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. CONGER. As to amendments ? 

The SPEAKER. Except that the previous question can be called. 

Mr. CONGER. We reserve our remedies, then. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt of that. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The bill which has just been assigned for consid- 
eration on the 7th of January came up in the morning hour to-day 
under Rules 136 and 56. This being a new session, the Chair will now 
call the committees for reports, commencing at the beginning of the 
list of committees, the Committee of Elections. 

R. H. CAIN. 


Mr. CALKINS. I am directed by the Committee of Elections to 
report back the memorial of Hon. R. H. Cain, accompanied by a report 
in writing thereon. This is a report on a memorial for expenses in a 
contest. 5 think there is nothing necessary to be read except the 


report. 
The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The Committee of Elections, to whom was referred the memorial of Hon. R. H. 
Cain, as compensation for e incurred in a contest for his seat in the 
ve the same un e tec haa beg leave to re that 

that said Cain should be paid sum of $175 in full 


They therefore recommend that the same be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations for provision for the payment thereof. 
W. H. CALKINS, 
For Committee, 


The report was adopted. 

ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to ask, at the request of the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. EINSTEIN, ] that Mr. J. H. Puleston, 
amember of the British Parliament, be allowed to come on the floor. 

There was no objection. 


DOORKEEPER FOR THE COMMITTEE OF WAYS AND MEANS. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
reported the following: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be authorized to employ a 
doorkeeper, to act also as messenger, to be paid out of the coni t fund of tne 
House, and who shall receive the same compensation as is now to m 
employed by the Doorkeeper of the House, and who shall hold office until —— 
wise ordered by the House, 

The question was upon vonina the resolution. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. 1 state that this is the unanimous 
report of the Committee of ways and Means, and isin accordance 
with the precedents established by the last four Congresses. 

Mr. SCALES. Is it in order to move to refer this resolution to the 
Committee of Accounts? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. SCALES. Then I make that motion. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Iam aware that under ordinary circum- 
stances that would be the 1 course. But I submit to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. Scares] that, in view of the fact 


that for four Congresses past the Committee of Ways and Means 


have reported a like resolution to this, and this is now the unanimous 
report of the committee, it is hardly worth while to refer it to the 
Committee of Accounts. 

Mr. SCALES. I think the regular course has been to refer all such 
matters as this to the Committee of Accounts. I have great confi- 
dence in the committee over which the gentleman from New York 
peenaa and have no idea it would recommend pede, 4 improper. 

till, I think it better that all these things should go to the Commit- 
tee of Accounts. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Very well; I will consent to that. 

sues resolution was accordingly referred to the Committee of Ac- 
counts. 

LAKE CHARLES, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. ACKLEN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 2785) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint 
a deputy collector at Lake Charles, Louisiana; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

The bill authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint a 
deputy collector at Lake Charles, Calcasieu Parish, State o uisi- 
2 whe shall have power to enter and clear all vessels coming to 

at port. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I think it entirely unnecessary to detain the House 
by any explanation of this matter. This bill is simply one provid- 
ing for the appointment of a deputy collector at the port of Lake 
Charles, Louisiana, who shall be authorized to enter and clear ves- 
sels. Lake Charles is situated in the parish of Calcasieu, State of 
Louisiana. It is a port where a number of vessels plying between 
that port and Galveston, as well as a number of foreign vessels, 
enter for the purpose of obtaining lumber principally. Under the 
present law such vessels are obliged to about one hundred 
and seventy-five miles, to the port of Brashear, to obtain a clear- 


ance. 

It has been deemed best, and the Secre of the Treasury has 
written a letter recommending, that Con sean eager him to a 

oint a deputy collector at that port for the purpose indicated in the 

ill which has been just read by the Clerk. 

Mr. WHITE. Does the gentleman say that the Secretary of the 
Treasury recommends the passage of this bill ? 

Mr. ACKLEN. Yes. Does the gentleman desire to have read the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury ? 

Mr. WHITE. I do. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I will send up to the Clerk’s desk, and ask to have 
ae 28 letter of the Secretary of the Treasury in relation to this 
subject. 

he Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 15, 1879. 

Sm: This Department is in receipt of a letter, dated the 14th instant, from Hon. 
Josxyn H. ACKLEN, stating that your committee has under consideration House bill 
No. —, providing for a port of entry at the town of Lake Charles, in Calcasieu Parish 
Louisiana, and that the sub-committee, of which he is chairman, have 
unanimously, as a substitute for said bill, a bill providing that “the Secretary of 
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to K a deputy collector at 
Lake Charles, Calcasieu Parish, State of Louisiana, who shall have the power te 
enter and clear all vessels coming to that 2 ` 
In reply, I haye the honor to state that the terms of the bill reported by Mr. ACK- 


LEN fully answer the pu! for which it ap to have ed, viz: to 
allow the direct exportation of lumber from the place above mentioned, and that 
this ic eter has no objection to its passage. 

ery respectfully, 


JOHN SHERMAN, 
Secretary. 
Hon. JOHN H. REAGAN, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I desire to call the attention of gentlemen on the 
other side of the House to the fact that this does not constitute Lake 
Charles a port of entry, but simply permits the Secre of the 
3 appoint a deputy collector at that place for the clearance 
of vesse ° 

Mr. DUNNELL. Let the bill be again read. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. DUNNELL. There seems to be no provision in this bill for the 
payment of this collector. Is he to be paid under some general law ? 

. ACKLEN. Under a general law; $3 a day. 

The SPEAKER. All customs officers are — out of a permanent 

ms Set 

. REAGAN. I would suggest to the gentleman from Minnesota 
(Mr. 5 that this Lake Charles exports lumber very largely ; 
that is its chief export. At the present time owners of vessels have 
to go, as has been stated, about one hundred and seventy-five miles to 
obtain aclearance. The object of this bill is to facilitate the clear- 
ance of vessels. 

Mr. WHITE. It appears that at many ports we have collectors 
whose salaries are greater than the revenue derived from those ports. 
I do not understand from the reading of the letter of the Secretary of 
the Treasury that he recommends the passage of this bill ; he simply 
states that he has no objection to its p I would like to know 
of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ACKLEN] what is the probable 
amount of revenue likely to be received from this port, should this bill 
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ass. And what would be the salary of the officer to be appointed ? 
Ts it to be $3 a day for the time employed? 

Mr. ACKLEN. The facts which the gentleman desires from me 
are clearly set forth in the printed report which is in the hands of 


the Clerk. I can summarize them by stating thata many mill- 
ion feet of lumber are shipped from this port directly to Europe; a 
large quantity is also shipped to Galveston and Central America. I 
cannot tell the gentleman the exact amount of revenue that might 
arise under these circumstances; but he will bear in mind that it 
was in this parish where occurred some time what was termed 
the Calcasieu log war. Many of the difficulties which arose at that 
time might have been avoided if this port had then had a py 
collector authorized to enter and clear vessels. This would have 
avoided the necessity of sending them one hundred and seventy-five 
miles to the port of Brashear. 

Mr. WHITE. This bill will not give facilities for stealing Govern- 
ment lumber? > 

Mr. ACKLEN. Not at all. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. ; 

Mr. A N moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNLADING OF FOREIGN VESSELS. 


Mr. WAIT. Iam 1 by the Committee on Com- 
merce to er a bill (H. R. No. 2786) relating to the unlading of for- 
eign vessels. 

e bill was read a first and second time. It provides that the 
provisions of section 2771 of the Revised Statutes be so amended as 
to allow any vessel not of the United States to unload at any port of 
delivery in a customs collection district after due entry of such ves- 
sel and 2 at a port of entry in the same district. 

Mr. WAIT. I desire to make a brief explanation of the effect of 
this bill, and the evil which it is intended to 3 Parties who 
are importing various products of the West India Islands into my 
own State (and I presume the same thing exists in other States) are 
frequently compelled to employ foreign vessels to bring their goods 
into this country, not being able, when they purchase these articles 
in foreign ports, to obtain the services of American vessels. These 
foreign vessels, on arriving at the United States, are obliged under 
the provisions of existing laws to unlade at a port of r eae then 
it is necessary, by lighters, railroad communication, or ot ise, to 
carry the rt Sp to a port of delivery, if such port of delivery is the 
place to which the goods are consigned. Let me show how hly 
this law operates in my own district. New London, in my State, is a 
port of entry ; Norwich is a port of delivery. Now, we have at Nor- 
wich a large mercantile establishment, which is constantly import- 
ing merchandise of different kinds from the West India Islands. Fre- 
quently this house is unable to obtain American vessels to bring those 
various goods to this country, and are obliged to employ the services 
of foreign vessels. On the arrival of any one of these vessels at New 
London it is compelled under the existing law to which I have re- 
ferred, and which was enacted in 1799, to unlade its cargo there and 
put it on board of an American vessel to be carried fourteen miles up 
the river to the port of delivery, where the storehouses of the import- 
ers to whom the same is consi, are situated. Now, in order to 
obviate difficulties of this kind, embarrassing and I maysay oppressive 
in their results, the bill provides that when a foreign v arrives 
at a port of entry it can, after the due entry of the vessel and cargo 
at such port, without unlading, go to the port of delivery and there 
deliver its e to the consignees. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Warr] 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. WAIT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONGER. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that there are two very 
serions objections to the passage of this bill. Itis general in its 58 27 
and would therefore apply to all the ports of delivery in the Uni 
States. Under this bill a foreign vessel may enter the Mississippi 
River, and if it can reach ports 5 the river it may go to every port 
of delivery on the river or its tri 
extent the carrying trade of our own vessels on those rivers. 
foreign vessels may enter the Saint Lawrence, pass up the Welland 
Canal, and deliver at any port of delivery on our lakes, thus not only 
interfering with the carrying trade of our own vessels from foreign 
countries to our ocean ports, but taking away the trade of our own 
vessels wherever the foreign craft can reach. 

For myself, I am sibs to any bill which takes away the carry- 
ing trade of American vessels in American waters. This is an objec- 
tion which in my estimation seems to be fatal to this bill, unless 

ter restrictions be introduced. There is another objection. Ifa 
oreign vessel may land and unload at one interior port di nt from 
the port of entry, it may land at all ports of dell ve ; and in this 
way the coasting trade as well as the interior carrying trade of the 
country may be usurped. I submit that the gentleman does not 
desire by bill to o the way for throwing into the hands of 
eel yessel-owners all the interior carrying trade of our lakes and 
vers. 


utaries, thus taking away to thot | th 


For some years past the carrying trade of our great lakes has been 
conducted at a e loss to the vessel-owners. This fall, for the 
first time during many years, the shipping interests have had a little 
revival, and have for the first time in many years made something 
above expenses—something in the way of 9 95 This is true on the 
Mississippi and its tributaries; it is true on the Hudson; it is espe- 
cially true on the = lines of commerce upon the lakes. 

Such a law as this tends to throw into the hands of the foreign 
ship-owners the carrying trade more or less taken from our own people. 
5 tends to give a portion of the coasting trade of our ocean ports to 

oreigners. 

I ask fhe gonhomen who have charge of the bill to allow it to be 
recommitted, so those guards may be thrown around its provisions 
which may by examination be deemed proper. I think in some sense 
such guards should be adopted. 

There is no particular reason why an Atlantic port of delivery may 
not receive directly, without unloading at the port of entry, a ship- 
ment of goods. It can be properly guarded so as not to injure our 
shipping or so as not to tend toward an infringement of the rights of 
American shippers. The bill, it seems to me, is now fatal or at least 
very dangerous to the shipping interests of the United States. While 
it might accommodate this port or that port, while it might accom- 
modate this consignee or that consignee, is undoubtedly true, never- 
theless it should be ed as that it shall not, while meeting a few 
exceptional cases, throw wide open the doors to the injury which I 
can foresee to our shipping interests. While I am not opposed to a 
proper bill to meet these special circumstances which gentlemen de- 
sire, I do hope this bill will be recommitted in order that it ma; 
e with better guards against the injuries I have poin 
out. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, the bill before the House, has been 
very fully considered by the Committee on Commerce. It presents 
in part the question raised by the gentleman from Michigan ; but it 
does not go to the extent he seems to sup; , of authorizing forei 
ships to engage in the coast trade of the United States. It this 
much, that w vessels come to this country sometimes laden for 
different ports, as in the case suggested by the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, it enables them to di cargoes of imported goods, but 
not of domestic products, at more than one port; and not compel 
the merchants to whom the goods are consigned to receive them at 
a port distant from the one for which they are intended, and impose 
on them thereby the expense of reshipment to the port of destination 
from the first port to which the vessel arrives. 

It does not affect the coasting trade so far as taking up commerce 
at any American port or landing at an American port by a foreign 
ship. That cannot be done under this bill, but where a cargo comes 
consigned to more than one port it does permit an innovation upon 
the existing law to the extent of permitting that vessel to discharge 
her o at more than ono pore: : 

Mr. CONGER. May I the gentleman, in order to illustrate 
this, one question? 

Mr. GAN, Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. On the Mississippi River there are but two ports 
of entry until you reach Saint Paul, one at New Orleans and the old 
ahd of entry, before Louisiana was annexed to this Union, at Natchez. 

he other ports on the Mississippi River, and the other ports on the 
Ohio River, are Louisville, Saint Louis, Cincinnati, and Memphis, but 
all these are ports of delivery. Lask the gentleman whether there is 
anything to prevent a vessel from the West Indies, or from any for- 
— rt, laden with a cargo for New Orl Natchez, Memphis, 

t pis or any place on those rivers where it is supposed fore 
vessels can navigate or be towed, from landing its cargo along the 
whole length of those rivers? ` 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not think there is anything in the bill which 
would prevent that; but I desire to say this, Mr. Speaker, that in 
looking to practical legislation which benefit our commerce and 
cheapen transportation to our le it is not best to be governed in 
our consideration of such propositions by an extreme supposable case, 
but, on the contrary, we should take the practical effect which the 
law will have. 

It is not very probable that foreign vessels would take cargoes up 
e Mississippi and its tributaries. They may come to New Orleans, 
but it is not likely tey would receive cargoes and undertake the 
dangerous navigation of our inland waters to deliver them at other 
places than the chief ports of entry, nor is it probable that sailing 


vessels, which bear the anger of this dise, would go to 
the expense of being towed, which would cost more than the freight 
ic? 0 receive. 

0 


w, then, while I do not propose in this bill to disturb the law as 
it exists protecting ourown . in the monopoly of the coast- 
ing trade, we do propose in the interest of the people, without mate- 
i interference in any way with the interest of American ship-owners 

to say thatas to foreign cargoes when sent to this country, if consigned 
to more than one port, they may be discharged at the ports to which 
they are consigned without driving the consignees to the expense of 
having them unloaded at one port and then of reshipment by vessel 
or A to the various ports of their destination. 

Itis simply a question of ical convenience, The gentleman 


from Connecticut [Mr. Warr] has found it in his district a matter of 
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inconvenience to compel 


the consignees to receive their cargoes at 
pos distant from the one at which the vessel originally arrives. 

erywhere itis found the same. The committee have considered 
the subject very carefully, and I do not think there was any opposi- 
tion to the bill as reported. Its practical effect is to cheapen the cost 
of transportation while it injures nobody. 

Mr. WAIT. Now, Mr. Speaker, the firm of J. M. Huntington & Co. 
are the only merchants in the West India trade at the port of Nor- 
wich, paying in fact three-quartersif not nine-tenths of all the duties 
Walesa in that district, and there are times when it is impossible 
for them to obtain the service of American ships at the islands, and 
they are compelled to put the goods which they desire to bring into 
this country on board of foreign vessels, the service of which they 
may be able to secure in the ports from which they make their im- 
portations. They come now to New London, and under the operation 
of this law, which has until within a year or two been virtually a 
dead letter upon the statute-book, not having been regarded or en- 
forced by the collector, they are compelled to unload their vessels at 
that port of New. London and lighter up fourteen miles to Norwich, 
subjecting them to the expense on every cargo of from two to three hun- 
dred dollars. I learn from the collector at New London that under 
the administration of all his predecessors, so far as he can learn by 
inquiry, the unlading of foreign vessels at the port of Norwich, after 
due entry of the same at the 5 of New London, was sanctioned by 
the Department. The duties on the cargo were paid at the 
port of entry upon the arrival of the vessel and the production of the 
manifest and invoice, and then she was itted to proceed to the 
port of delivery. And this uitable, and I may say just, construction 
of the statute worked no i to the Government ; every dollar of 
duties was paid and the Dep ent not subjected to any additional 

nse. 

i can illustrate the embarrassments under which im labor 
in my State by another case. On the Connecticut River the port of 
entry is at the city of anaetoa bone forty miles up the river. 
Now there gre sas, f imported which are to be delivered at the port 
of entry at Saybrook, near the mouth of the river, and under the 
operation of this law of 1799 if such goods are brought into this coun- 
try in foreign vessels the consignees are compelled to carry the same 
in such vessel up to Middletown, there unload them, and then lighter 
them down or send them down by railroad forty miles to the place 
where they are intended to be delivered. 

The committee were unanimous in proposing this legislation, be- 
lieving it to be eminently pro „and I have a letter from the Nor- 
wich importers, to which I have referred, which I ask may be read, as 
it 8 their claims for relief in clear and intelligent terms. 

he Clerk read as follows: : 
Norwicu, CONNECTICUT, May 2, 1879. 


this action, referring as it does hii 
cularly interested, and beg to add that we believe the bill is intended 
to promote the comm: interests in 


an e of about $200 for terage on every cargo we import in fi ves- 

. Rex en nothing of deley which may cause us to lose favorable turns in the 

mar besides the damage to resulting from this unnecessary reshipment 

We sincerely hope the ma; passed this session, thus relieving us from the 
wi we are su 

expense and to bjected. 


Very truly, yours, 
4 J. M. HUNTINGTON & CO. 


Hon. Joun T. Wart, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 
Mr. DUNNELL. Iask the gentleman whether the Treasury De- 
partment has recommended action ? 
Mr. WAIT. In reply to the gentleman from Minnesota I leave 


to submit a letter which I have received from the Treasury art- 
ment relating to this proposed change of the law, and sdvicing ¥¢ as 
demanded in justice to many of our leading importers. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., April 28, 1879. 


ent, of the 2ist of Fel last, 
foreign vessels that come — — 


Sin: In a communication to the De 
est that authority be given to 


n, the statutes (see section 
vessel not of the United States to unlade elsewhere than at a port of entry. 
This provision itis to be s 


of law was enat purpose 4 
to American vessels. A 


8 
fining the coastwise trade of foreign cargoes 
polled ds at a port of entry so much of her cargo as 


foreign vessel is com 
may be destined to a port of delivery; the trans tion of the cargo thence toa 
ee Be ms made to inure to the efit of a vessel of the United 
As a general rule, the law is in this respect beneficial. But there are instances 
in which it works great hardships; for example, when an American citizen im- 
in a foreign bottom dutiable freight found in a foreign port whence no Amer- 
vessel sails. In this case, to require the American importer to unlade an 
entire cargo at a port of entry in order to transport the same but a few miles in an 
American vessel, is of itself a check on the natural course of trade and may sub- 


which are burdensome and unjust. The statutes already 
at one port of entry and to 


and at a port of entry subject tothe decision 
— Department, and I transmit herewith the draught of a joint resolution to that 


very respectfully, 
7 xf H. 8. FRENCH, 
Assistant 
Hon. Jonx T. Wart, 
House of i 

Mr. BARBER. Su one portion of a vessel’s cargo is for Mo- 
bile and another for New Orleans and another for momy and the 
vessel enters at New Orleans, is it to be allowed to 0 other 
portions of the cargo to Mobile and Memphis ? 

Mr. WAIT. The port of entry and port of delivery must be within 
the same district. You cannot enter your vessel with your cargo at 


rh eds of entry in one district and then go into two or three other 
ifferent districts and ports of delivery. The bill in express lan- 
guage guards against any such procedure. You can only unlade at 
a port of delivery in the district in which the port of entry is situ- 


ated. 
Mr. BARBER. Is there restriction on that? 
Mr. WAIT. Yes, sir; as I have just stated in un 
Mr. ACKLEN. Mr. Speaker, gentlemen should have an opportu- 
nity to read the debate on this proposition, and in order that they 
may do so I now make the point of order that the morning hour has 


ired. 
1. — WARNER. Let the bill be printed and recommitted. 

Mr. CON GER. I think the letter from the De ent shows so 
clearly what I attempted to say about infringing upon the coasting 
trade that it will be well to have the bill printed before it is again 

Mr.ACKLEN. I insist on the point of order that the morning hour 


has ae 

Mr. WAIT. I ne re with the gentleman from Michigan that it is 
perfectly proper that the bill should be printed, and I will have the 
13 printed with it as part of my remarks. But I 
do not want this matter to be delayed week after week in the House, 
when such delay would result in very great embarassment and pecu- 
niay sew” er prominent merchants in the district I represent. Iam 
confident t Congress on an examination of all the evidence in 
this case and the statute referred to will grant the relief the bill pro- 


The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred House resolution No. 3, 
being a joint resolution relating to the unlading of foreign vessels, beg leave to 


they have had said resolution under consideration, and also certain corre- 
dence and other evidence toe = before them, and find the following facts: 
Statutes, being an act of Congress 
ded that vessels which are not vessels of the United States shall 
unload only at established by law. Your committee 
presume that the object was to confine the 
carrying trade of forei Though 


uivocal language. 


sub, 


any vessel not of DE DE SAt eee fire delivery in a customs 


tion district after the due entry of said and cargo at a port of entry in 
the same district. 
Your committee would therefore respectfully recommend 
accompanying bill for a public act instead of the resolution 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. 


SUPREME COURT REPORTS. ; 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I move that the House resolve itse 
into Committee of the Whole for the p of resuming the consid- 
eration of House bill No. 1493, defining duties of the reporter of 
the Supreme Court of the United Sete his compensation, and 
providing for the publishing and distribution of said reports. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House dias Rhee ie itself into Committee of the Whole, 

r. 


The House is now in Committee of the Whole, 
and resumes the consideration of House bill No. 1493, defining the 
duties of reporter of the Supreme Court of the United 8 ing 
his Srp esata bor, patie g for the publishing and distribution 
of said reports. Clerk will report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read the substitute offered by Mr. MOMILLIN for the 
sixth section, as follows: 

Said reports Abal) secelve fot kia one viees, ftom Iho Sreaaeny, an paeteal soley 
of $4,000, and said salary shall only be paid when he causes said decisions to be 
delivered as aforesaid to said Public Printer; 
with an amendment to the amendment, proposed by Mr. FINLEY, to 
strike out “$4,000” and insert “ $3,500, 

Mr. LOWE. I offer the amendment to the sixth section which I 
send to the desk. 


the of the 


to them. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 6, line 2, insert ‘$3,000 ” in place of “$4,500 ;" so that it will read: 

“Sec. 6. Said reporter shall receive for his services, the Treasury, an an- 
nual salary of $3,000 when his reports of said decisions shall constitute but one vol- 
ume, and an additional sum of $500 when there is printed and published two or more 
than one volume year ; -but said salary shall are when he causes said 
decisions to be delivered as aforesaid to said Public 72 

Mr. LOWE. I simply desire to perfect the original section. The 
amendment is made in the interest of economy, and, as such, I think 
should commend itself to the House. If this amendment shall be 
adopted, then the House can choose between the sixth section, as 
amended, and the substitute of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
3 

Mr KEIFER. I do not understand the gentleman in charge of the 
bill agrees to this amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. By no means. 

Mr. KEIFER. There is a rumor here that he acquiesces in it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. No,sir. The committee fixed the com- 
nsation at the lowest amount at which it was believed to be possi- 

Bie to obtain the talent necessary to do the work in the way in which 

it should be done. The committee is aware that it requires talent 

and great legal learning to do this work properly, and they do not 

think a man of talent competent for the work can be procured for a 

less sum than that named in the bill. I hope the amendment will be 

voted down. 

Mr. LOWE. I can inform the gentleman from Virginia that there 
are several gentlemen in my district who are quite competent to do 
this work, and who would do it for the salary named in my amend- 
ment. ; 

Mr. KEIFER. I think that the amount named in the bill is cer- 
tainly not a large salary for a competent man. There may be an im- 
pression on the part of some 55 that the reporter has little 
to do outside of mere clerical work. That is a great mistake. It 
frequently requires a great deal of careful examination to get at 
the real points of the case. I understand, also, it is necessary for 
the reporter to make up the syllabi of the cases by means of which 
the lawyers can get at the real points without reading the entire 
opinion. : 

P Mir. FRYE. Asamember of the Judiciary Committee I examined 
this bill: somewhat at the time when it was introduced in the Forty- 
fifth Congress, and I remember perfectly well that my proposition was 
that the salary should be fixed at $4,000. I differ from the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Harris] and the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. KEI- 
FER.] I believe that $4,000 will hire to-day competent reporters of 
the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States. Imean that 
there are four thousand men in the United States entirely competent 
to be reporters of the decisions of the Supreme Court who can be hired 
for $4,000 a y Now, sir, in the State of Maine the supreme court 
stands equal to the supreme court of any State in this Union, and 
there is not a member of the bench in Maine to-day whom I would 
not recommend conscientiously as a judge of the supreme judicial 
court of the United States. And yet, sir, those judges at the outside 
do not get a over $2,500 a year. And you may take the average 
salaries of the judges of the several States in this country North—I 
do not know how it is South—and they will not exceed $3,000 a year. 
The idea that you cannot get a re r to report properly the decis- 
ions of the Supreme Court for $4,000 a year is, in my opinion, absurd. 
I am in favor of a fair, reasonable, liberal salary, and I am in favor 
of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
MoMitaax] fixing that at $4,000 a year. I conscientiously 
believe that to be ample and liberal. : 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. FRYE] 
to be ing to an amendment not now penang. 

Mr. FRYE. I beg pardon of the committee; I thought the same 
amendment was pending now that was pending last evening. 

Mr. KEIFER. The proposition now pending is to fix the salary of 
the Au 1 17 at $3,000 a year. 

Mr. FINLEY. My amendment is to make it $3,500. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman from Maine has been speaking in 
favor of $4,000 a year. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; Iam in favor of $4,000 a year, but not of $3,500, 

Mr. KEIFER. I have heard this argument in favor of low salaries 
before. It is very common for a man to say that he can hire hands 
for a dollar a day when they ought to have $2. We have a t 
many people in our State who talk that sort of thing before the public, 
when they are talking economy. Now Ido not believe there are four 
thousand men in Ohio who ought to be compelled to work for $4,000 
a year, performing this labor and living in the city of Washington. 
The gentleman ma; wey ena the judges of the supreme court in his 
State are not paid $4,000 a year; but I do not think he will say they 
5 5 not to be paid 85,000 a year. 

r. FRYE. I did not say that four thousand competent men could 
be found in Ohio. My judgment is that a large number of the com- 
petent men of Ohio are already in office. [Great laughter.] 

Mr. KEIFER. I am very glad to say that that remark has not the 
merit of novelty. I heard that same thing when I first came to Con- 

and heard it from the other side of the House, stated substan- 
tially in that language. I will, however, give the gentleman the 


credit of re ting it, for it seems to please members all around me. 
i of the supreme court of the State of Maine are what 


If the ju 


the gentleman says they are, competent men, and I have no doubt 


they are, I would like to know if he thinks they are paid enough 
when they are paid but $2,500 a year. 
ve FRYE. at are the judges of the supreme court of Ohio 
pai 
5 8 KEIFER. They are paid $3,500 a year each; and that is too 
‘le. 
[Here the hammer fell.] 
The question was then taken upon the amendment of Mr. LOWE, 
to make the salary of the reporter of the Supreme Court $3,000 a year 
instead of $4,500; and upon a division it was not agreed to—ayes 43, 


noes 80. 
Mr. BROWNE. Is this sixth section still open to amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN. It is. There is a substitute pending for the 


section. 

= BROWNE. I wish to move an amendment to the original 
section. 

The CHAIRMAN, That is in order. 

Mr. BROWNE. I move to amend the section by striking out the 
words “ when his reports of said decisions shall constitute but one 
volume, and an additional sum of $500 when there is printed and 
published more than one volume per year;” so that the section if 


amended will read: 
2 5 33 receive for 3 pi ne iag gere. sal- 
0 bu salary shall when he causes ecisions to 
be daliversd as aforesaid to said Public Painter. 


That fixes the salary of the reporter of the Supreme Court at 
$4,500 a year, and leaves no part of his compensation contingent 
upon the publication of a second volume of reports in the same year. 
I haye heard much said by gentlemen about the necessity of suitably 
compensating talent; that it is necessary to pay a very considerable 
sum in order to secure men who are competent to perform the duties 
of the office. 

Now, I remember the time when the salary of a member of the 
American Congress was but $3,000 a year. It was increased to $5,000 
a year, and we then obtained precisely the same men, of the same 
order of ability. Subsequently it was increased to $7,500 a year, and 
the same men were returned to Congress; that is to say, all of them 
that could get back. ` 

The point I desire to-make is this: you may to-day reduce the pay 
of members of the American Con, to $2,500 a year, and every man 
of you will want to get back to Congress; every one of you. en- 
tleman near me suggests that we should have it as it is in the British 
House of Commons; that members should serve gratuitously. Well, 
ER even if we did that, the services of some of us would be tolerably 

ear. 

Mr. FRYE. You speak for no one but yourself.. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BROWNE. I speak for nobody but myself. What I want to 
say is that I am in favor of paying the reporter of the Supreme Court, 
as all other officers of the Government, a fair compensation for the 
services he performs. We obtain for the supreme bench of the dif- 
ferent States the highest order of judicial talent in those States for 
a sum less than $4,500 a year. The very best lawyers in each State 
are on the supreme bench of that State. They are men who in their 
brains forge these judicial opinions; not simple clerks or prothono- 
taries, but men whose brain-power is called into requisition for the 
purpose of making the opinions. If you procure judicial talent fit to 
make judicial opinions to be placed upon the record for $4,500 a year, 
why is not that sum enough to pay the clerk of the court who merely 
superintends the printing of its opinions? I admit that in some in- 
stances he prepares a syllabus of the case; but with that exception 
he is not required to exercise any thought at all, or none of any con- 

uence. 

say that for all purposes of superintending the printing of the 
3 of the Supreme Court of any year in E SAEI and tor the 
purpose of preparing a syllabus of each case in the volume, $4,500 a 
year is ample to secure the very best order of ability for the purpose. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was then taken on the amendment of Mr. BROWNE, 
and it was agreed to. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. FINLEY, to 
strike out $4,000 in the substitute of Mr. MCMILLIN and insert in 
os thereof $3,500, it was not agreed to, there being—ayes 48, noes 


The question recurring on the substitute of Mr. MCMILLIN, it was 
read, as follows: 


Said ad dha A pies ogee pe ecg tiga LORSE A SONRA MT 
of $4,000; but said salary shall only be paid when he causes said decisions to be de- 
livered as aforesaid to said Public Printer. í y 


The substitute was to, there being—ayes 96, noes 46. 

Nor WHITE. I move to amend by adding to section 6 the follow- 
only oi orit; e judgment of the court shall be pub- 
Lint ane y giving the judgm: p 

[Cries of “Oh, no!” 

Mr. Chairman, gentlemen around me say “oh, no!” I simply offer 
this amendment as indicating my own view. The gg of this bill 
seems to be to cheapen the United States Reports. ith this view 
the second section sought to confine this publication to such cases 


1879. 


only as raised new questions, or questions of general public interest. 
The purpose of that provision was to decrease the size of the volumes. 

In the State of Pennsylvania we have by law prohibited the pub- 
lication of dissenting opinions with the report of the decisions of 
the court. This system has worked well and receives the approba- 
tion of the judges and the profession. 

The publication of the dissenting opinions which may be delivered 
is calculated, it seems to me, to confuse the profession. All that is 
desired by the profession is the opinion of the court pronouncing the 
judgment in the case. 
Mr BROWNE. Mr. Chairman, I think that every lawyer will agree 
that the dissenting opinion of the court is frequently the more 
important of the two. It frequently has more sense in it and the 

ople take more stock init. Take the Dred Scott case, which has 
Eason historical by this time. We of the North at least believe 
that the more valuable of the ce in that case were the opinions 
of the minority of the court. The object of publishing the decisions 
of the Supreme Court is more than simply to furnish the public and 
the profession with the judgment of the court in the case. It is 
desired in most cases to see the reasonings by which the court arrived 
at its conclusion. It is very important to the profession that the 
minority opinion should go upon the record and be published in the 


report. 

Mir, WHITE. My friend from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] is trying to 
awaken the dying embers of the war—a thing which we are all op- 
posed to. [Laughter.] There is nothing in my amendment which 
prohibits the announcement of a 9 opinion. It will become 
a part of the record, and can be publis by private enterprise 
if desired. The record will be accessible to any gentleman who 
st ee to be interested in the case or in the principle which it 

ecides, 

Mr. BROWNE. Let me say to the gentleman that the opinion of the 
minority is as much a part of the proceedings of the court as the 
opinion of the majority, and it is as much entitled to appear in the 
report. It would be a very marvelous thing for us to exclude from 
our reports of judicial opinions the reasoning of the minority of the 
court, 

The question being taken on he amendment of Mr. WHITE, it was 
not agreed to; there being ayes 2, noes not counted. 

The Clerk read the next section of the bill, as follows: 

Src. J. That sections 681 and 682 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move pro forma to amend by striking out the last 
word, in order that I may say something in regard to an amendment 
which I believe was adopted to the proviso of the fourth section. 
The change which was made in that respect will, I fear, operate so 
as to embarrass the general purpose of the bill. The bill itself seems 
to me to have been very well framed; but I desire to call attention 
to two features which I believe we ought to consider carefully before 
voting on the amendment in the House. I call attention to these 
points now, because I presume that in the House debate will be cut 
off by the previous question. 

The CH. . The Chair would inform the gentleman from 
Texas that no amendment was adopted to the proviso of the fourth 
section. 

Mr. REAGAN. An amendment was adopted somewhere providing 
for a different mode of selling the books from that contemplated in 
the proviso. 3 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. No; the gentleman is mistaken. The 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. TALBOTT] withdrew the amendment 
which he offered. 

The CHAIRMAN, The bill was not amended in the manner the 
gentleman indicates. 

Mr. REAGAN. I may be mistaken about the extent and character 
of the amendment; but, in the discussion on this subject, the view 
seemed to be taken that the printing of the Supreme Court reports 
should be placed upon the basis of any other private enterprise. I 
think that is a mistaken view. In order to secure official reports 
which shall be accepted as authority, the States and the Federal 
Government assume to control and direct the manner in which the 
reports shall be 8 so that they may be correctly gotten up 
and may be relied on as authority. 

While abolishing in this bill the royalty which the reporter has 
heretofore had, we limit his compensation to the amount provided in 
the bill itself. My fear is, that in fixing the salary at $4,000 we have 
gone too low. That salary might perhaps do where living is cheaper 
than in Washington, or where the office of reporter requires less pro- 
fessional skill. For the responsible position of reporter of the Supreme 
Court we desire a man equal in legal attainments and character to 
those we have had heretofore; a man who shall render satisfaction 
to the Court and the country in the 5353 of the reports. I 
fear that a compensation of $4,000 will not command the services of 
an able lawyer of high talent. 

It was observed by several gentlemen that we should leave the 
matter open, so that the reports may be printed by anybody. But if 
the reports be simply printed by private parties, while they may be 
read with the consent of the Court for its information, they cannot 
be quoted as authority. They would lack the official sanction which 
now belongs, in the courts of the States and the United States, to 
reports made uader proper authority. 
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A 1 8 states that there is an amendment providing that 
nothing in this bill shall prevent private parties from publishing 
these reports. I Simply wish to say, if this is adopted, that when you 
seg rb those reports to a court it may hear them read as advisory, 

ut it will not take them as the opinion of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, because they do not bear any official character of pub- 
lished reports of the decisions of that court. Every lawyer is aware 
of that, and hence it should not be allowed to embarrass this bill by 
requiring the publication of the reports of the Supreme Court as a 
mere matter of private speculation. Thert is something Hehe: and 
more important in it, and they should be published so that when a 
lawyer cites decisions from them to another court they should bear 
on their face the authority that they are exactly what they allege— 
that they are really and actually the decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States. Then the courts will receive them and act upon 
them. If that amendment is adopted, I think it will work badly in 
many respects; that is, if any one does not take the distinction be- 
tween official reports and those published by private authority. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the substitute of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. FINLEY,] which the Clerk will read. 

The substitute was again read. 

Mr, FINLEY, Mr. Chairman, I desire to explain very briefly to the 
House again the nature of the substitute which I have proposed for 
the pending bill. It will be observed, from the 8 of the sub- 
stitute, that I have adopted so much of the pending bill as provides 
specifically for the duties of the reporter of the decisions of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. Then I strike out the remaining 
portion of the bill, and, in lieu of it, insert the law as it now stands 
upon the statute-book, with a slight change. 

I want to know, sir, and I ask gentlemen to tell me, what reason 
there is for DEDE the present law, which has stood since 1842? 
Whatisit? Under the present law we employ a Supreme Court re- 
porter and pay him a salary of $2,500 a year. That is all the expense 
ch against the Government. What does the reporter do? He 
is bound under the law to prepare these reports for publication. That 
is part of his duties. He is bound to prepare these reports for pub- 
lication and to see that the decisions are reported accurately and care- 
fully, and he is empowered to let out the publication to private pub- 
lishers, open to competition. 

It is provided in the law that the Government shall have the benefit 
of three hundred copies, worth $1,500, free of expense, so that under 
the law all the expense the Government has to bear is the sum of 
$2,500 to the Supreme Court reporter. The Government gets three 
hundred copies for nothing. Gentlemen come in and ask us to change 
that law, and to put an additional burden on the Government. They 
want first to make the Government pay $4,500 for a reporter, and then 
to assume the additional expense of supplying the materials and em- 
ploying additional clerical force and hands at the Government Print- 
ing Office in printing these reports for distribution. The Government 
is to print the reports at its own expense and assume the duty of sell- 
ing them. 

he only reason given for this increase of expenses is that gentle- 
men say that lawyers will then get their books cheaper. If the law- 
yers do the Government will suffer. In short, the etfect will be the 
establishment of a Government book publishing business in order that 
lawyers may get their books cheaper. 

I am somewhat surprised to hear such doctrine advocated by the 
Aya from the Old Dominion, the democratic State of Virginia. 

tis in the direction of the centralization of power in this Govern- 
ment. First, we have a Government Printing Office, then a Govern- 
ment bindery, then a Government book making aud selling establish- 
ment; the latter in order that lawyers may get their books cheaper. 
It would be in the same line of argument to insist on starting Gov- 
ernment shoe-shops, in order that members of Congress could get their 
shoes cheaper; or a Government clothing establishment, in order that 
they might get their clothes cheaper. 

I want gentlemen who advocate this bill when they go home to 
tell their constituents that they have increased the cost of publica- 
tion of these books from $2,500 to $4,500 a rs and imposed upon the 
Government the duty of printing them. I want them also to state 
why they have done this. Was it for the benefit of the Government ? 
Was it in any manner to benefit anybody else than the lawyers of the 
country? Iam a lawyer myself, and if I were speaking from alaw- 
yer’s stand-point for my individual benefit I would want the Govern- 
ment to print these books for me in order that I might get them 
cheaper, provided the Government would doit; but I do not believe, 
asa . of the tax-payers, that I am voting as I should 
when I vote to increase the expense of the Government in order that 
lawyers or any other class of people should get their books cheaper. 

The CHAIR The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. DEUSTER. I move to strikeout the last word, and will yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio the five minutes to which I am entitled 
under the rule. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman. I have but 
a few words more to say. I will come now tothe proposition whether 
we really would get these books cheaper under the pending bill, and 
1 will for the present waive all other points. Doyou get your books 
cheaper? The gentleman says so. He says that some book mante 
facturer has told him so. Idispute that proposition. Here is a state- 
ment of the cost of the publication of a series of fifty-three court re- 
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, which I hold in my hand, and I ask gentlemen’s attention to 
ie It is as follows: 


Cost of the publication of a series of fifty-three court reports. 
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* Volumes 1-19 Wallace sold when published at $6; volumes 20-23 at 88. This 
com n is too favorable to Wallace. 

New York court of appeals. The State gots the last volume at 48 cents; 
lawyers pay $1.10. Former volumes were $2.50. The low price is due to reck- 
less competition among booksellers. 

ke Now Tork M25 . este at 48 cents, the lawyers buy it at 
$1.10, former volumes Rt $2.50. ‘heré is ruinous competition between rival pub- 

kpc 12 ki $5 for ¢ 88 printed by Publie Printer, and 
3 arial Teas matter (and inferior in execution) than the Otto Reports. 

Out of these fifty-three reports there are only four cheaper than 
the price which my substitute fixes. 

Gentlemen talk about a dollar and fifty cents a volume for these 
reports. Why, the paper in the books is worth more than that money. 
The binding is from $1.50 to 82. If the Government purchases the 
material and does the work, and sells these books to the lawyers at 
a dollar and a half per volume, then a Public Printer would have to 
steal in some other way from the Government in order to make it up, 
because it cannot be done for that money. I say that if we go to any 
bookbinder, to any printer, and ask the cost of the material, the cost 
of labor, of binding—to get the cost in the aggregate—you will find 
these books cannot be sold for $1.50 a volume, or anything like it. If 
we are to take the rate at which the Public Printer has charged, and 
it is a fair standard to measure by, we will find the binding in many 
cases has cost two, three, four, four and a half, and even five dollars 
a volume. The Public Printer has charged, as his re’ s to Con- 
gress show, those as the prices for binding books of a like size. 

Mr. FIELD. I am favorable to this proposition, but I want to ask 
why the words “and such other decisions as it may designate” in the 
sixth line of the first section should not be stricken out? 

Mr. FINLEY. I have no objection to that amendment. I copied 


so much of the bill reported by the committee as is embraced in the 
first two sections and a partof the third. The amendment suggested 
has been consented to, and I have no objection to its being adopted 
to my substitute. 

Mr. FIELD. The second question I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio is why not add the words “by the court” in the ninth line 
of the second section? 

Mr. FINLEY. Iam willing to accept that amendment. 

Mr. FIELD. And the thi question is why not strike out“ Wal- 
lace’s Report” and zusert “Otto’s Report?” 

Mr. FINLEY. That has already been done. 

Mr. FIELD. But notin the gentlemen’s substitute. 

Mr. FINLEY. It has been adopted to the original text, and I am 
entirely willing it should be adopted to my substitute. 

One word further, Mr. Chairman. Now, bear in mind, you put this 
printing in the hands of the Public Printer. He is to hire additional 
clerks and workmen and purchase additional material in order to fur- 
nish additional volumes. We increase the of the Supreme 
Court reporter from $2,500 to $4,500, while we receive no additional 
service from him. The lawyers over the country may receive the 
benefit, but the Government does not receive any additional benefit. 
The only answer why the law should be changed is that the Supreme 
Court reporter, in letting out the printing of these reports, has here- 
tofore made a royalty. Well, what of it? What difference is that to 
us? It does not cost the Government adime more. We actually get 
his labor for 82,500 a year and receive three hundred copies of the 
report without cost to the Government. It is now proposed to sad- 
dle all this on the Government, to let the Government do the work 
and to pay additional salary to the Supreme Court reporter in order 
that lawyers may get their reports cheaper and prevent the reporter 
from making a royalty. = 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. The bill 
has aran pnn through and the substitute is now before the committee, 

Mr. FINLEY. I now ask the gentleman from Massachusetts to in- 
dicate the amendments which he desires to offer. 

Mr. FIELD. My first amendment is to strike out in the first sec- 
tion the words“ and such other decisions as it may designate.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FIELD. In the second section, in the ninth line, I move after 
the word “deemed” to insert the words “ by the court.” : 

The amendment was ed to. 

Mr. FIELD. In the third section, I move to strike out the words 
t“ Wallace’s Report” and insert “ Otto’s Report.” 

The amendment was d to. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire to say one word in reply to my 
friend from Ohio, [Mr. FINLEY.] The cory Maona change Je pro- 
poses to make in this bill is to take away the power of Congress over 
the subject in having the work done at the public printing office and 
leave it a matter between the reporter and the publishers; and then 
he limits the price to $3 a volume. What is the effect of that? The 
effect of it is to leave it just where it is now, except that we curtail 
the price $2 a volume, which is a confession on the gentleman’s part, 
from his large knowledge of public printing, that the publishers of 
those books and that reporter have been 8 at least $2 per vol- 
ume more profit than they ought to make out of the country or the 

fession. The gentleman talks about lawyers, and says we are 
egislating in the interest of 2 as I think it is not very ful 
for a brother member, who is a lawyer himself, to talk before this 
House about lawyers in a way to stir up strife in regard to his own 
profession. But, admitting what the gentleman says; admitting that 
we stand here as advocates of the profession, I stand here as the ad- 
vocate of the lawyers of the country, while the gentleman from Ohio 
stands here as the advocate of one lawyer, the reporter, and wants 
that reporter to put in his pocket the profits which I propose to dis- 
tribute among the whole profession throughout the country. When 
the gentleman gets home I think he will find who is thought to be 
the friend of the lawyers. I believe the lawyers will tell him that 
he stood on the floor of this House advocating a great monopoly to 
enrich one lawyer at the expense of all the other lawyers of the 
conntry. 

So much for that argument. As for what the gentleman has said 
about the cost, I have no means of knowl as to what the work 
will cost precisely. I estimated it at $1.50 or $2 a volume. This book 
which I hold in my hand is perhaps twice as largo as the volume of 
reports. Its cost is $2.61. Ten per cent, added to that makes the price 
$2.90. Now,if that can be furnished for $2.90 it is fair to infer the 
other can be at $1.50 or $2. Two dollars and ninety cents is the price 
of this book printed by the Government, in paper, type, style, and in 
every other way equal to the Otto Reports. I infer, then, that these 
reports can be printed for less than $2 a volume. 

As to the three hundred volumes, the law as it is now provides there 
shall be 10 per cent. added; the three hundred volumes are to be dis- 
tributed among all the Departments of the country according to the 
law as it now stands, That 10 per cent. over cost, as estimated by 
the committee, will bring back to the Government more than the cost 
of the three hundred volumes and will then pay the additional cost 
to the reporter. But my friend does not state it fairly. He says a 
reporter only gets $2,500 a year. The Le knows or ought to 
know that the law says the reporter receive $2,500 a year for 


the first volume and if there be more than one volume $1 more. 
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Mr. FINLEY. If the gentleman will it me, I espainol yes- 
terday that we give that additional $1,500,-but I said the cost of 
these three hundred volumes compensates for that. b 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Yes, butthe ponsas stated just now 
and wanted it to go to the country, that the reporter only gets $2,500 
S YORE an bie pay, Walle ho pets $4, asa fixed , and all the 
surplus profits on the publication of these reports. e law, as I 
now propose it, will reduce 3 gown 50 per cent. or more, 
thus saving to the country, i of spending the money of the 
country, this 10 per cent. profit required to be paid by the lawyers, 
and every one else, which will more than pay the increased 
and buy the three hundred copies. This is the first time during my long 
service with my friend from Ohio on this floor that I have seen him 


indifferent to the rights of the le and making himself on this floor 
an advocate of a great pes e ween the publisher and the re- 
porter of the court. I hope the committee will vote down the sub- 
stitute. 
Mr. WAIT. May I make an ing of the gentleman from Virginia? 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I hear the tleman. 


Mr. WAIT. Lask the gentleman if it is not a fact that reports of 
the court of appeals of the State of New York are published and sold 
broadcast, Bo eda at $1.50 a volume ? 

Mr. LOUNSBERY. The price is eighty cents. 

Mr. WAIT. I mention the-price at which I have purchased them 
after paying the bookseller’s en them. They are published 
on fine Paper, the typography is ent, and they are bound in the 

best law style. e 

. HARRIS, of Virginia. In reply to my friend from Connecticut, I 
will say that 1 believe it is the unive practice of all the States 
that the Legislatures thereof shall take control, and do take control 
of their supreme court reports. My State fixes the 77 at 85 because 
it wants to make a profit. It does make a profit. It sells the reports 
at a profit, and not at cost. New York its reports at cost, much 
less, I am informed, than a dollar a volume. And our lr ot 
in taking control of this subject, is but following the example of 
the courts in the country. 

Mr. MANNING. I move to strike out the last word. I am not 
quite sure that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HARRIS] is correct 
in supposing there is any great monopoly involved in this matter. I 
have taken the trouble to inquire into and ascertain, so far as was 
necessary, the facts to enable me to form a correct judgment upon 
the merits of this bill. I have learned what surprised me very much, 
and what donbtless will surprise the gentleman from i Mr. 
1 and many other neger per ou this floor, that barely fifteen 
hundred copies of each volume of the Supreme Court Reports are sold 
in the United States. 

Mr. HARRIS, of 8 Because the price of them is so high 
that they are not pure 

Mr. MANNING. I think there ought to have occurred to the peo- 
tleman a sufficient answer to that criticism on my remark. If the 
2 is so high, who is affected by the small sale? Who is interested 

the fact that but fifteen hundred copies are sold? Why, sir, it is 
the very man at whom you strike by your proposed bill. the price 
was three dollars or two and a half a volume, according to your argu- 
ment, a great many more copies would be sold. 

Now, the reporter of the Supreme Court is the man to be benefited 
by the increased sale which you say will follow a reduction of the 
price. The greater the sales the smaller the profits. That is the 
standard of business conformed to by shopkeepers all over the coun- 
try. I think if the reporter of the Supreme Court is a business man 
he will consult his own interest in that way. 

The fact being that but fifteen hundred copies of the reports are sold, 
there can be but very little room for a great monopoly. Of those fifteen 
hundred covies, — oniy oop hundred copies are bought by the 
State of Virginia. One hun and fifty copies would be a very lib- 
eral estimate of the number of copies taken by the Old Dominion. 
Now, take the State of Virginia, or the State of Illinois, or any other 
28 State of the pica and you will find that the reporters of 

e — respectively, sell more copies of the State than 
are sold of the Supreme Court Reports by the reporter of that court. 
Now, in regard to the matter of getting those reports more cheaply, 
I do not agree tothe ment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. - 
LEY] that we are here legislating in our own behalf, and therefore, 
as lawyers, should not legislate at all. I would be quite as willing 
to protect lawyers as anybody else, and would not te to vote 
for 1 tion in the interest of lawyers, beca I am my- 
self a lawyer. But let me call the attention of gentlemen to an illus- 
tration. I donot know precisely what are the terms of the law tonch- 
ing the publication of the re of the Court of Claims; but I do 
know that the Public Printer in this city publishes those reports pur- 
suant to law; and I know, moreover, that the very first —— 
into Whose store you go will probably charge you $5 for a copy of 
that report, when it is hardly half so large as Otto’s Report, and is 
not comparable to it in execution. Still you can go to Mr. Otto and 
obtain a volume of his report for $4. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. MANNING. Ina moment. Now, if $4 a volume is the price 
which Mr. Otto receives for a book executed in splendid style, and 
which 8 most fayorably with reports published in this coun- 
try up to time, better, I am sure, than Wallace’s Reports, larger 


and more neatly executed, and you have to pay $5 for each volume of 
the Court of Claims Reporte, though printed by the Government, 
and not so or well executed, how do yon reach the conclusion 
that you will be secure from the danger of igh prices if you impose 
upon the Public Printer the duty of printing the Papen Court Re- 
ports? He now publishes the reports of the Court of Claims, and those 
reports find their way into booksellers’ hands who demand $5 a vol- 
ume; whereas Mr. Otto, taking care of his own interests without any 
legislation, sells his reports for $4 a volume. I will now yield to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. MCMILLIN. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to ask the gentleman if he does not know 
this to be the fact, that the Supreme Court reporter gets a royalty on 
every volume that is sold ? 

f G. Unquestionably he does. In order to appreciate 
the remark, however, we have to consider the number of volumes sold. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What is his royalty—how much a volume? 

Mr. MANNING. Yon will have to confer with the people who print 
the book or Mr. Otto; I am not advised. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And is not that royalty in addition to the $4,000 
a Fag he receives from the Government? 

. MANNING. Unquestionably it is. And I will say this for the 
benefit of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. MCMILLIN, j that I am 
not now, and I hope I never shall be, in Savor of paying the smallest 
sums to lawyers for perfo: professional services. Iam not in favor 
of the lowest price for services on the bench or as a Supreme Court 
reporter. I am in favor of paying that sum which will command good 

ent, and secure the services of men who will perform effective work. 

I did not intend, Mr. Chairman, to go thus much into this matter, 
but merely to record myself against this legislation. I believe that 
we had better let the matter stand as it now is. I will vote for the 
substitute of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. hart ere that 
seems to be designed to prevent any new and questionable experiment. 

I now withdraw my formal amendment. , 

The question recurring on the substitute of Mr. FINLEY as amended 
it was not to, there being—ayes 29, noes 106. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I move that the committee rise and 
ie the bill with the amendments to the House. 

he motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. No. 1493) defining the duties of the reporter of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, fixing his compensation, map ding for the 
publishing and distribution of said reports, and directed him to 
report the same back with sundry amendments, and with a recom- 
mendation that it be passed as amended. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I call for the previous question on the 
bill and amendments. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

Mr. , of Virginia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the previous question was seconded; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was Bin pres to. 

The amendments repo: from the Committee of the Whole were 
read and coneurred in. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, and was accordingly read the third time. 

e question being on the passage of the bill, 

Mr. RIS, of Virginia, called for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 
Mr. Y. Lask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 
The and nays were not ordered. 

The bill was 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secre announced 
that the Senate had adopted without amendment ihe canine of 
the House providing for an vee yee ma of the two Houses from De- 
cember 19, 1879, till January 6, 1880. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires unanimous consent to lay before 
the House certain executive and other communications. 

There was no objection. 

GOVERNMENT PROPERTY IN THE CAPITOL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House an inventory of ee a be- 
longing to the United States in possession of the Clerk of the Howes 
of resentatives on the Ist day of December, 1879; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered te be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the annual report of the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, communicating a list of em- 
ployés, &c., and a wd of contingent expenses of the House of Re 
resentati- from July 1, 1878, to June 30, 1879; which was laid on 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House an inventory of 1 — 75 

1, 


8 in possession of the Doorkeeper’s eee Decem 
157 3 which was referred to the Committee of Accounts. 
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The SPEAKER also laid before the House an inventory of public 
documents in the folding-room of the House of Representatives No- 
vember 30, 1879; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts. 

PUBLIC BUILDING IN BALTIMORE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, showing the action taken by that Department 
with reference to the purchase of property in the city of Baltimore 
as a site for the post-office and court-house, as provided by the act 
of June 18, 1879; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

SALE OF KANSAS INDIAN LANDS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, calling attention to legislation heretofore re- 
quested for payment of certain newspaper accounts for advertising 
sale of Kansas Indian lands; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, 


CONSULAR REPORTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of State, transmitting a statement of such fees as have been col- 
lected, accounted for, and reported by the various diplomatic and 
consular officers of the United States during the year ending Decem- 
ber 31, 1878; also, a statement of the names of consular officers not 
citizens of the United States to whom salaries have been paid during 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the State Department. 

CONTINGENT FUND OF THE STATE DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of State, . 8 6 5 in compliance with sections 193 and 209 
of the Revised Statutes, a detailed statement of the manner in which 
the contingent fund of the Department of State for the year ending 
June 30, 1879, has been expended; a statement of the expenditures 
from the contingent fund for the expenses of foreign intercourse ; 
and a precise analytical statement of all moneys disbursed by the dis- 
bursing clerk of this Department during the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1879; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the State Department, and ordered to be printed. 

UNION AND CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROADS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury upon the subject of the sinking fund of the 
Union and Central Pacific Railroad Companies, as contemplated in 
the act of May 7, 1878; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroads, 

LIGHT-HOUSE, POINT CONCEPCION, CALIFORNIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the chair- 
man of the Light-House Board, recommending an appropriation of 
$38,000 for the repair of the light-house structure at Point Concep- 
cion, California; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, 

DREDGING OF DETROIT RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting the report of a board of engineer officers 
on the dredging of the Detroit River; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CARE OF WAR DEPARTMENT BUILDING, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, relative to the necessity forincreased force, in order to prop- 
er care for the War Department building, &; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, relative to an additional 8 85 riation for the rail- 
way mail service; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

WORK ON STATE, WAR, AND NAVY DEPARTMENTS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a special report of Lieutenant-Colonel 
Thomas L. Casey, Corps of Engineers, concerning work on the north 
wing ofthe State, War,and Navy Departments building, and request- 
ing a special appropriation for the same; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

INLAND MAIL TRANSPORTATION, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, calling attention to the insufficiency of the appro ri- 
ation for inland mail transportation for the present year, an 5 
that $2,000,000 be pss fd Arie out of the unexpended balance o 
former appropriations for that purpose during the last four years; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

COMPANY E, FIFTH CAVALRY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting the petition of Company E, Fifth Cavalry 
for relief on account of losses sustained by fire; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PAYMENT OF CADETS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
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tary of War, transmitting a communication from the Superin tendent 
of the Military Academy, with an estimate of appropriation for the 
pay of certain cadets; which was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

CAPTAIN BROTHERTON AND ASSISTANT SURGEQN A, C. GIRARD. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting the petition of Captain D. H. Brotherton, 
Fifth Infantry, and Captain and Assistant Surgeon A. C. G 
our prices Army, for relief a account of losses sustained by the 

urning of their quarters; which was referred to the C i 
2 tare 77 9 — 9 ; e e Committee on 
COLONEL JAMES BELGER, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting papers in the case of Colonel James Bel- 
ger, United States quartermaster; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

SQUATTER EMIGRATION, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting the report of Lieutenant-General P. H. 
Sheridan as to the stations of troops in order to control the squatter 
8 threatening the Indian Territory, &.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

SUSPENDED ENTRIES OF PUBLIC LAND. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
a the Interior, Tonnag a list of suspended entries of pub- 
lic land that have been confirmed or rejected by boards of equitable 
adjudication ; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

UNITED STATES PROPERTY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in reference to real property acquired by the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
WAR CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with law, lists 
of five hundred and twelve claims arising under the act of July 4, 
1864, examined and allowed by the proper accounting officers since 
January 6, 1879, amounting to $104,063; which was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
PRINTING OF TESTIMONY. 


On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, by unanimous consent, the testimony 
taken by the Committee to inquire into the Causes of the present De- 
pression of Labor was ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, by unanimous consent, presented a request for 
the withdrawal from the files of the House of the pa; in the case 
of Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, no adverse report having been made 
thereon save only as to a part of her claim; which request was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

And then, on motion of Mr. BUCKNER, (at three o’clock and thirty 
minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referrod as stated : 

By Mr. CAMP: The petition of business men of Macedon, New 
York, that printed business circulars be sent through the mails at the 
same rates as newspapers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, 

By Mr. CONVERSE: The perin of Gottleib Schreyer, for exten- 
sion of a patent for an axle-skein—to the Committee on Patents. 


By Mr. DUNN: The petition of Mary A. apa pta Bag compensation 
for gy edd taken by the United States Army during the late war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. ELLIS: Papers relating to the claim of G. P. Work for com- 
nsation for carrying United States mails—to the Committee of 


By Mr. FIELD: Papers relating to the claim of William S. Samp- 
son, jr., for for services as light-house clerk from February 1 to 
December 31, 1864—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FISHER: The petition of John Dougherty, that Congress 
appropriate one hundred and sixty acres of land to each shareholder 
of the United States Farm and Factory Colony when five thousand 
or more shares shall be subscribed and $101 per share each paid 
thereon, a board of directors elected, and a location chosen where 
sufficient lands shall be subject to pre-emption—to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 0 

By Mr. HARMER: Papers relating to the pension claim of K. R. 
Warrington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of the Kansas Freedman’s Relief 
Association, that contributions of merchandise from England and 
Ireland may be admitted free of duty—to the Committee of Ways 


Tories param e ion claim of George W. Leamy- 
80, papers re e pension claim o T, A — 
‘ valid Pensions. is 


to the Committee on 


Also, papers relating to the claim of Richard Dillon for compensa- 
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tion for extra e 
superintendent of the Freedman’s Bureau in North Carolina—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the bill providing for the sale of certain 
New York Indian lands in Kansas—to the Committee on Indian 


mses incurred and services rendered as assistant 


Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWK: By ay, E Mid the pension claims of Mrs. 
Emily A. Atchison, W. W. Church, William H. Howard, and William 
H. Scribner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of internal-revenue storekeepers at Sterling, Illi- 
nois, for a reduction in the hours of employment—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HENRY: The 3 of 37 citizens of 
Caroline Counties, Maryland, for the p e of 
bounty bill—to the Committee on Military irs. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of W. M. Piper, for compensation as 
deputy RERI EE S, during the late war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, the petition of David F. Manly, for correction of his muster 
as second lieutenant Company B, First Tennessee Ligbt Artillery— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of J. W. Ware, for himself and 
other heirs of Colonel Mor, Alexander, that they be paid the 
amount due said Alexander for services rendered as a revolutionary 
soldier—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. ; 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of 8, B. Davis, for the passage of the 
bill to increase the pensions of certain disabled soldiers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: Papers relating to the pension claim of Mrs. 
B. W. Kennon—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia: The petition of William F. 
Wilson, for compensation for services rendered at the United States 
armory at Harper’s Ferry—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of soldiers of Tioga County, 
Pennsylvania, for equalization of bounties of soldiers of the late war 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MONROE: A paper relating to the pension claim of S. S. 
Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MULDROW : The petition of Elizabeth T. Conner, for com- 
pensation for cotton seized by United States Treasury agents—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, the petitions of William Bell, Mary P. Irby, and Solomon D. 
Sessums, for compensation for cotton seized after June 30, 1865—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of Esther M. Carey, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROBINSON: The petition of Patrick Murphy and 18 others, 
disabled 11 5 for increase of pension —to the same committee. 

By Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois: The petition of Elizabeth Lu- 
brick, 8 surviving daughter of a revolutionary soldier, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of soldiers of Illinois, for pay 
of difference between the value of gold and greenbacks at the time 
of their payment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. UPSON: A ed relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Uvalde to Rio Frio, Texas—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

8 Mog 8 . petition e Grange, of Mon- 
roe County, New York, for the passage of the Reagan interstate- 
commerce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WEAVER: The petition of G. L. Kneeland and 20,000 others, 
ex-Union o Mie be restored to equal a with the holders of 


neen Anne and 
e equalization 


Government bon to the Committee on M Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of James B. and Richard Kitchen, 
that they be allowed to prosecute a claim for compensation for prop- 
ev taken by the United States Army—to the Committee on War 

aims. : 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of W. H. Anderson and 43 othe 
soldiers of the late war, of Western Pennsylvania, for the passage o 
a law allowing them the difference between the value of gold and 
yment for their military serv- 
airs, 


nbacks which they received in 
ice—to the Committee on Military 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, December 11, 1879. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WITHERS. By request I present the memorial of William B, 
Whiting, a commodore on the retired list of the United States Navy, 
proposing a confederacy of all the governments on this continent. I 

o not know to what committee it should properly be referred. I 
will leave it to your judgment, Mr, President, to state to what com- 
mittee the memorial had best be referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will refer it to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of William C. Shimoneck, late 
private in the Third Regiment United States Infantry, praying for 
an increase of pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of the Kansas Freedman’s Relief. 
Association, praying for the passage of a law to allow certain goods 
to pass the custom-house free of duty; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 

Mr. BOOTH presented additional papers in the case of the applica- 
tion of William H. Davis, of Oakland, Alameda County, California, 
for compensation for the destruction and use of certain wharves and 
warehouses owned by him at San Diego, California, in 1862, by cer- 
tain officers and troops of the United States; which were referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

UTE INDIANS. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Indian Affairs instruct me to 
report back favorably the joint resolution (S. R. No. 51) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the Ute Indians for the 
relinquishment of their reservations in Colorado, and their removal 
and settlement elsewhere, with two amendments. As this is a matter 
of importance, I ask unanimous consent that the resolution may be 
considered this 1 8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be reported sub- 
ject to objection. 

The joint resolution was read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection the joint resolu- 
tion is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the amendments may be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. The first amendment reported by the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs is, in line 10, to strike ont the words “and to 
obtain their consent to” and insert the word “for;” so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and empow- 
ered, through a commission of five persons to be appointed by the President, or 
by direct negotiation, as he may deem best, to enter into an agreement with such 
of the Ute Indians in Colorado as have not, by acts of hostility inst the United 
States or otherwise, forfeited their rights under existing treaties, for the extin- 
— 1 of their title to their reservation in said State, for their removal and set- 

ement in the Indian Territory or elsewhere. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to the present consideration of the joint 
resolution. I prefer that it should lie over until we can examine it. 
Let it be printed. It involves a very serious question. Ido not know 
how this measure is, but there are one or two bills which propose to 
remove the Utes down to the Indian Territory ; and I give notice now 
that there will be bitter opposition to any sach movement. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will say to the Senator that we have amended 
the joint resolution so as to exclude that idea. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa 
that the joint resolution be printed with the amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. I, of course, have no objection to that course. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us examine it. I prefer to have it examined. 
Once or twice bills have passed that we did not fully understand and 
I prefer to have the joint resolution printed. : 

. ALLISON. I desire to say one word in reference to the mat- 
ter before it is passed over. The Committee on Indian Affairs were 
unanimous in making this report. The two Senators from Colorado 

with reference to it. The idea suggested by the Senator from 
issouri is excluded from the joint resolution. I have no objection, 
however, if any Senator desires an opportunity to examine it, that it 
may go over until to-morrow ees Papa be printed, 
he VICE-PRESIDENT, All bills and joint resolutions, when 
rted with amendments, are printed under the rule. 

. COCKRELL. It is not a good way of doing business to ask 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of reports from commit- 
tees at the time the reports are made. It has only been done in ex- 
ceptional cases; and now, as a warning, I give notice that I shall 
generally object to all such sane 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to thank the Senator from Missouri for his 
courtesy in reference to this joint resolution. I stated when I asked 
unanimous consent that it was important the joint resolution should 
pass before the holidays. It must pass both Houses, and we have 
only a few days remaining before the holiday recess. That was the 
reason why I asked unanimous consent in the hearing of the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. TELLER. The joint resolution as introduced had the cause 
of objection in it made by the Senator from Missouri. It provided 
that these Indians might be removed to the Indian Territory. The 
committee now have stricken that out and stricken out one other 
provision that I consider objectionable. There can be no objection 
to the Secretary of the Interior having an opportunity to negotiate 
and report. Inasmuch as these Indians are on their way here, will 
be here during the holidays, before Congress reconvenes, it does seem 
to me that this joint resolution ought to pass now, so that it may get 
through the other House and authority be given, if the authority is 
at all necessary. Then when the ment is made, it must be sub- 
mitted to Con and if there is any as 8 provision in it, 
it can be stricken ontor it can be modified. I hope the Senator from 
Missouri will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Colorado knows that I am one 
of the best-natured men in the world, but I do not think the RECORD 
will show that I ever did withdraw an objection when I once made it. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwantthe Senator to make a precedent of that kind. 


re 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the joint resolu- 
tion will be placed on the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 833) to amend certain sections of the Revised 
Statutes concerning taxes upon banks and bankers; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 834) making appropriation for necessary 
repairs and internal improvement of the United States eustom-house 
in the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. BECK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 835) for the relief of Mrs. Sultana 8. Farrell ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SAULSBURY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 836) directing the removal of obstructions 
from the harbor at the Delaware breakwater; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 837) to donate twelve condemned bronze 
cannon to the Blair Monument Association of Saint Louis, Missouri ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 7 

Mr. PENDLETON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. n the relief of George 
P. Webster; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 839) authorizing corrections to be made of 
errors in prize-lists; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. SLATER, it was 
, That the tion of M. P. J. and all accom] the 
waa ain em ons 
% on nzo ner, 
„ the Senate. Lanai 2 
On motion of Mr. BOOTH, it was 


Ordered, That th rs in connection with Senate bill 1430 of the F. -fifth 
taken from t mittee on 


Congress be the files of the Senate, and referred to the Commi 
Patents. 

On motion of Mr. ROLLINS, it was 

Ordered, That the in the case of the claim of Harriet now on file in 
tho office cf the Beorckary of the Senate, be withdrawn and to the Commit- 


tee on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, it was 

Ordered, That the of Lieutenant Francis V. Greene be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HARRIS. I offer the following order: 

$ of 360, 

„55 

I desire to state in respect to that order that in the expiring hours 
of the last session of the Forty-fifth Congress a verbal adverse report 
was made, but made in the absence of the evidence referred to by the 
original petition. I accompany the order by a petition stating those 
facts as the reason why I ask for tho order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order will be granted on the con- 
dition imposed by the rales. 

COMMITTEE MESSENGERS. 

Mr. WALLACE. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration : 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to appoint three additional mes- 
sengers to the Senate, who shall be assigned by him to the on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, Private Land Claims, and Engrossed Bills, 


By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the reso- 


tion. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to say that I shall vote against the 
resolution. In doing so I am not opposed to the committees havin; 
this assistance from the force of the Sergeant-at-Arms, to be selec 
by themselves, provided that selection can be made out of the present 
force under the charge of the Sergeant-at-Arms; but I am opposed 
to any increase of the force under the Sergeant-at Arms, because, in 
my 83 it is now sufficiently large. It is a little more than 
double what it was in 1860, and it is fully as large as we inherited 
from our friends on the other side of the Chamber when they went 
out of power in this body. ‘ 
Believing that there is no necessity for an increase of the force of 
the Sergeant-at-Arms, and that such an increase would be improper, 
I cannot vote for the resolution in the form in which it has been 
offered. Iam in favor of awarding to the three committees that 
have been given to the minority the right of selecting out of the 
present force such persons as they may desire to serve under the Ser- 
ant-at-Arms in attendance on their committees. There are men 
the employ of the ud reaper in harmony with the majority 
of those committees, and it is perfectly right that they select men in 
harmony with their own political views to serve as messengers to 


lu 


their committees. I certainly would not deny them that privilege 
but I cannot vote to increase the force of the Senate in order to ex- 
tend that courtesy to the other side, when my own convictions are 
that instead of increasing we ought to reduce the force of employés 
now in this body. Therefore I shall vote against the resolution. 
i The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the resos 
ution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


HULMAN AND FAIRBANKS. 


Mr. BAYARD, I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill (S. 
No, 618) for the relief of Herman Holman and Crawford Fairban 
was passed yesterday. The object is to correct a single vowel in the 
name of one of the eae concerned, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
votes by which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time and passed will be regarded as reconsidered, The bill is again 
in the Senate, and the Senator from Delaware proposes an amend- 


ment. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move that wherever the name of Herman Hol- 
man is spelled “ Holman” it be amended so as to be spelled “ Hul- 
man.“ ~The “o” should be “a,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and 


Mr. BAYARD. I move that the title of the bill be amended in con- 
formity with the amendments made in the body of the bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title will be so amended. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. BAYARD, it was 


Nen That when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 


RIO GRANDE FRONTIER. 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask unanimous consent to take up Senate bill No. 
53, a bill of importance which I think ought to be considered at once. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 53) making appropriations for 
psd 5 of suitable posts for the protection of the Rio Grande 

tier. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Journal of the Senate shows that a bill havin 
in view the same object as the bill now under consideration p: 
without division at a former session of the Senate. The object was 
recommended by the President, by the Seere of War, and by the 
commanding general of the Department of Texas. It peed the 
Military Committee of the Senate unanimously and the Senate, as 
stated, and went to the House, but, after reference to committee, 
was not reported back to the Honse, and of course passed out with 
that Co The pending bill was therefore introduced in the form 
in which it had passed the Senate before, and a full report of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, to which it was referred, accompanies 
the bill as amended by the committee. The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred Senate bill 53, making 
appropriation for the erection of suitable posts for the protection of the Rio Grande 
frontier, oye epg ioe tna rage the follo report: 

A bill (S. 414) ha in view the same object was reported favorably from this 
committee on the 11th day of December, 1877, and the Senate without divis- 
ion on the 31st of January, 1878, and was sent to House the same day, but ne 
final action was ot by that body during the Forty-tifth Cor Y 

Tho great national 1 of adequate protection to the Rio Grande border, 
fronting Mexico, by ent military force and additional posts, was brought te 
the attention of Congress by the President in his annual message of Decem 3, 
1877. The committee makes the extract from said m 8 

“The revolution which recently occurred in Mexico was followed by the acces- 
sion of the Ar wer and the installation of its nme 1 Por- 
firio Diaz, in the p ential office. It has been the custom of the United States, 
when such changes a have heretofore occarred in Mexico, to zeue: 
nize and enter into relations with the de facto government as soon as 
should eae to have the approval of the Mexican people, and should manifest a 
disposi: to adhere to the obligations of treaties and international friendship. 
In the t case such official ition has been deferred by the occurrences 
on the Rio Grande border, the records of which have been a communicated 
to each House of Congress, in answer to their respective resolutions of inquiry. 
Assurances have been received that the authorities at the seat of the Mexican 
government have both the dis tion and the power to prevent and punish such 
unlawful invasions and de tions. It is earnestly to be hoped that events may 
prove these assurances to be well founded. The best interests of both countries 
require the maintenance of peace upon the border, and the development of com- 
merce between the two republics. R 

* « * à . * 
While I do not eee ee an interruption of friendly relations with Mexico 
yet I cannot but look with some solicitude upon a continuance of border disorders 
as exposing the two countries to initiations of porcu feeling and mischances of 
action which are naturally unfavorable to complete amity. Firmly determined 
that nothing shall be wanting on my part to promote a good understanding between 
the two nations, I yet must ask the attention of Congress to the actual occurrences 
on the border, that the lives and property of our citizens may be adequately pro- 
tected and peace preserved. 

* * * * * * * 

“Disturbances along the Rio Grande, ın Texas, to which I havo already referred 
haverendered necessary the constantemployment of a military force in that vicinity. 
A full report of all recent mili operations in that quarter has been transmitted 
to the House of Representatives in answer to a resolution of that body, and it will, 
therefore, not be necessary to enter into details. I regret to say that these lawless 
incursions into our territory by armed bands from the Mexican side of the line, for 
the purpose of robbery, have been of x, nae oceurrence, and in spite of the most 
vigilant efforts of the commander of our forces the maranders have generally suc- 


ceeded in escaping into Mexico with their plander. In May last, I gave orders for 
of our troops for the suppression of 
ty parties, as well as the recapture of 
, commanding in Texas, was directed to 


the exercise of the utmost vigilance on the 
these raids and the punishment of the 
property stolen by them. General 
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and order along the boundary between 
— a consider- 


able e ture of money. Not only isit important to protec of the 

t and rapidly growing State of Texas from on, but it vastl 
Shall pe that every cause of difficulty between country and Mexico shoul 
be removed, to the end that friendl may continue. 


It is not necessary that defensive works, in the technical sense of these 
terms, should be erected along the Rio Grande, but the proposition to add a num- 

along that frontier is, as it seems 9 
of ve exican 


side of the line are generally e b 


“If our posts were increased so as to be within forty or miles of each other, 
TAIN EN O KOAA Deea a ae DE a aT atte T 
small bodies of ca e interv: distances, m: 
Think kof Tocas Frona bene cette = 


cgay the peopl 5 
This would require three or four additional 
Oe certainty: wil fa position to build suitable alon 
"24 vor any pro on 

y p posts E 


Grande frontier, because it forms a 
nent. * * * it may be well to build a new porwr ae and 
McIntosh, and another between McIntosh and Duncan. Should more be needed, 
I should prefer small block-houses connected with the larger pos 
graph, which would give notice of the coming of any raiding party. It 
surely is to the national in C 
that men would be the lands, and thus form communi- 
ties strong enough to guard 
favor any plan which will 
matters on that frontier are — y quiet and satisfactory.” 

General E. O. C. Ord, comm Department of Texas, 3 date March 15, 


1879, says: 

“As to the needs of my de t, I stated to the Mi and A riations 
Committees of the House of resentatives that since Thad rednced 8 
ol posts in this d t I had been re-enforced with twenty companies, and had 

of the seventeen additional I had 


sent out three, and that having quartered one 
now sixteen com without quarters; that at lowest estimates it would take an 
to quarter pak hemp re nye ² T0 


Si my. . . * + — * 


“Yon can say that in the last four years the frontier of the State within which it 
is safe for families to settle has advanced from one hundred and fifty to 585 hun- 


m com es t quarters. 
Surely common 9 that these troops should not be thus exposed 
unnecessarily to the inclemencies of the weather, 
General Sh in another on of the same letter from which the extract 


herein is taken, and which ia dressed to Mr. Maxey, of the committee, says: 
“I assure you that I have no intention to reduce the . — strength Srey a 
e 


eee omy , the chan, re pon apap tena rather increase 
force, by putting full tein place of sua as have been there ten years and 
are reduced in stren; 4 
It is manifest to every intelligent man, whether he has military education and 
rience or not, that wisdom and sound policy demand that peace should be 
e along that frontier should be 
rotected from incursions of M. sa which have so 
t . 


ng cursed the border and a few years well-nigh depo) 
e wise l of affording all the Pee Scien tthe 


the Staked Plains and the Rio Grande. 
General Sherman, a; ting the wisdom of this policy, gives the distinct 
assurance that he will not di but rather increase the force. General Ord 
states that he has sixteen com without quarters, and that at lowest esti- 
mates it will take an average of $13,000 to quarter each of these companies. A 
simple calculation shows that the sum of $203,000 at the lowest estimate is neces- 
g to quarter these companies, 
he statement of facts given is the strongest argument. 

For many years past, as shown by the reports of the State Department, by the 
the pg rar, Base the House of 


messages of the President, by inv: under 
‘4 ‘orwarded by the State Department to the 
0 Congress, in com: with 


Representatives, and by the re 
Senate during the third session rty- 
its resolution, it is abundantly and conclusively established that murder, robbery, 
2 3 m carried on along that border with a high hand by Mexican 
an 

Itis hoped and believed there is a change for the better. The committee has 
reason to believe that the Mexican authorities are manifesting a — disposi- 
tion than they have heretofore exhibited to do what they can on their side of the 
line to 1 1 5 these lawless incursions into our territory, and that they are not 
only willing but anxious that the authorities of this Government shall keep such 
protecting military force on our frontier as will, with theiraid, prevent raiding on 
our territory in the future. 

7 es protection of the frontier is the best security for peace. 

It will encourage settlements, so that in a few years the s h of the settle- 
ments will itself go far toward effectually and permanently stopping these raids. 

Besides, raids, and of consequence bad blood and collisions, once effectuall 
checked, commerce along the border between the two countries will spring up, an 
commerce itself is a han d of peace. 

dition to the foregoing recommendations, I make the following extract from 
a letter from the honorable Secretary of War to H. B. Banning, chairman of the 
House Committee on Military Affairs: 
“War DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington City, February 19, 1879. 
“Sim: In reply to your favor of yesterday, I have the honor to inclose a report 


. 


the Army u the of the establishment of additional 
ty of the Rio Grand 


posts in the vicini Rio Grande border. 
“Iam of opinion that at least four additional posts along the line of the 
anh pre should be constructed, and recommend appropriation of $200,000 
purpose. 


“General Ord estimates that at least that sum will be required, and I concur 
with him in that opinion. 


> 
“ Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


> k 
“GEO. W. McCRARY, 
Secretary of War. 

Hon. H. B. BAaNnine, 

Chairman Committee Military A fairs, House of Representatives.” 

brags foo the judgment of the committee, the bill proposed is, from the stand- 
point ion, and commerce, a wise and economic measure. 

Atten is also invited to the t renewal of his recommendation for this 
appropriation made by General in his annual report to the General of the 
CCP Army to the 

Wherefore the committee reports back Senate bill 53, with such amendments as 
may be deemed pradent for the better protection of the Government, which 
amendments are shown by the bill as reported; and as amended recommend that 
the bill do pass. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West 3 I ask my friend whether any ap- 
option was made in the general appropriation bill for that pur- 
pose 

Mr. MAXEY. No, sir. The bill is for a special 8 was 
not embraced in the general bill, and the attention of Congress was 
called to the matter by the President in his message 3 
1877, and by the Secretary of War, and by the commanding gene 


of the 3 of Texas, as shown by the report of the committee; 
and I will give some reasons in addition to those fully set out in the 
report why this bill should pass. 
2 ‘or the last two or three 4 pr we have — u 25 Poe onie of 
exas comparative peace and greater secu 0 e property 
than we have had since the State entered into the Union, growing 
out of the fact that the Government has furnished better military 
protection than we had had theretofore, and this protection was sup- 
plemented by that furnished by the State of Texas. Iwill read some 
additional reasons, as set forth in the report of General Ord, com- 
mander of the military de t, October 1, of the present year, 
and found on page 93 of the report of the General of the Army: 


of 
of the Pecos by the district commander, under 
ters of A „ 1878, with a view of ne ee and settlements 
in its vi ae Apay, ee eon region, and k 
it. The intended resul , been accomplished. 


tratin 
doing much damage—only three murders the year. Last 


at, aphids alt A a © cessation of raids from that country, has 
enabled a considerable ion of the troops, held in reserve to carry out the order 
of the President, dated June 1, 1877, to cross the border in pursuit of raiders, to be 
EPT eee gine fp ee S „and the water-holes 
frequented by raiding bands from our own reservations. Cut off from 
water, the Indians cannot traverse tho country. 

Statement of expeditions and scouts, and the distances marched—total, 40,100 
miles; an V 18,740 miles. The activity of the 
troops in field service is thus indicated at a glance. 
> a * — 


* * * 
By reason of revolutions the Mexican ition along the river is of a mongrel 
n à from the forces; Mexican soldiery sent to the 
border and there disbanded ; remnants of ds of wild, raiding, or In- 
dians, who formerly found safety in the deserts and unexplored moun of 


nary trea or of administering justi 
when it is considered that under the treaty of extradi 
nates are commissioners to extradite, and elected b; 
le for extraditable offenses commit 


its own citizens, and, erally, 
evade the penalties oft the treaty, citizenship to suit their — can Be 
proven by offenders. 
The country in the vicinity of the banks of the Rio Grande is peculiar, 
little understood as is the character of the the lower river, ascend- 
ing toCamargo, it is a rich beep Lawn 
cattle ranches inland from the timber. 


3 


the mountain ranges arè pi 
tion on the Texas side, and found 
better supplied with water than 


From the mouth of the river to El Paso the population of the border counties is 


and northwest, and as soon as the new military road—much nearer the river—from 
Fort Clark to Fort Davis, now under construction by the of this department, 
be established near 


shall have been spices quite a number of cattle ranches 
and north of the Grande and along the Pecos. 


I beg now to call the attention of the Senate specially to the fol- 
lowing extract from General Ord’s report, namely: 


I need not say that it is very mince pen, Fa the officers to be compelled through 
the cold winters and hot summers of West Texas to keep their wives and e 

in tents, shanties, or brush huts, or to have them packed in attics. The want of 
quarters for so many necessarily crowds all the others, and a glance at the amount 
of service—40,100 miles of scouts and expeditions, 18,740 miles more than last year— 
performed by the troops in a conntry like West Texas ought to secure tothem some 
comfort after a return from their long and weary marches over trackless wastes. 
One result of such discomfort, even under rather favorable circumstances, is that 
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of eleven officers who reached the department with four batteries of artillery only 
four remain, and only one of them has his family with him. 
I have as earnestly as is consistent with prop: ety urged the necessity 15 an ap- 


riation of $200,000 for four additional posts needed to replace those which have 
555 vi and others which it is pro; to vacate as rapidly as the larger set- 
tlements get beyond them or the protection of new settlements may require. The 
erection of four posts would provide quarters for the eleven companies now 
unprovided. 
I beg to call the attention of the Senate to the following table 
showing subposts and scouting camps in the Department of Texas: 
Subposts and scouting camps existing September 30, 1879. 

Subpost or camp. Garrisonedfrom—| District. Remarks. 
Santa Maria, Texas Fort Brown. Rio Grande.| The camps in the 
Edinburgh, Texas.......... Fort Ringgold . Rio Grande. district of the Pe- 
Camp at Pecan Springs, | Fort Clark neces. cos have been es- 

Texas, tablished by tho 
Camp on the Nueces, Texas.] Fort Clark Nueces. district comman- 
Camp on the P. Texas.. Fort Clark Nueces. der, under the in- 
Camp at Grierson Springs, | Fort Concho -...| Pecos. structions of the 

Texas, commanding gen- 
Camp Charlotte, Texas Fort Concho ....) Pecos. eral of April 30, 
Camp at Eagle Springs, | Fort Davis Pecos. 1878, with a view 

‘Texas. making the mail- 
Camp at Seven Springs, | Fort Davis Pecos. route safe and the 

Texas. settlements in its 
Camp at Pine or Bull | Fort Davis Pecos. vicinity by forcing 

Springs, Texas, the Indians from 
Camp at Rainbow Cliffs, | Fort Stockton. . Pecos. that region and 

Texas. keeping them out 
Camp at Frazier’s ranch, | Fort Stockton . Pecos. of it. 

exas. 
Campat Escondidos, Texas Fort Stockton. ..| Pecos. 


The Secretary of War in his letter of February 19, 1879, states, as 
shown in the committee’s report : 

Iam of opinion that at least four additional pera gd sein along the line of the 
qe erence should be constructed, and recommend the appropriation of $200,000 

General Ged estimates that at least that sum will be required, and I concur with 
him in that opinion. 

We have comparative peace along our border now, resulting from 
protection. The troops in that department have done this vast amount 
of over forty thousand miles of scouting in all sorts of weather and 
undergoing hardships difficult to ciel ea by those not familiar with 
the frontier and its deprivations. ey are without quarters, and it 
is an act of justice and humanity to these soldiers who are so well 
doing their duty to make suitable provision. I think there can be no 
question in the mind of any Senator that it ought to be done, and I 
confidently submit this bill to the judgment of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Committee on 
Military Affairs will be reported. 

The Curer CLERK. In line 5, after the word“ of,” it is pro to 
insert “ acquiring sites and;” and in line 6, after the word “ erecting,” 
to insert “ thereon ;” so as to read: 

That the sum of $200,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the pu: of niring 
sites and erecting thereon such military posts on or near the Rio Grande frontiee 
5 may, be deemed necessary by the Secretary of War for the adequate protection 

ereot. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is also proposed to add at the end of the 
bill the following proviso : : 

Provided, That none of said appropriation shall be used for the p 
said until a valid title to said sites be vested in the United States: And provided 
Surther, That the State of Texas shall duly release and relinquish to the United 
States the right to assess or tax said sites, or any of them, or any improvements 
placed thereon for military purposes, so long as the United States shall remain the 
owner thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. ? 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
tbird time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill making appropria- 
tions for acquiring sites and the erection of suitable posts for the pro- 
tection of the Rio Grande frontier.” 


PETER GETERT. 


Mr. INGALLS. I move the present consideration of Senate bill No. 
341. It is a private bill reported from the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was to; and the bill (S. No. 341) granting a pen- 
sion to Peter Getert was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Peter Getert, of Company C, Sixteenth Regiment Iowa 
Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $—— per month 
from and after the passage of the act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. IN- 
GALLS December 4, 1879: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill No. 341, report: 

Peter Getert was a memberofCompany U, Sixteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteers. 
He enlisted November 12, 1862, and was November, 1875. The records 
of the War De ent fail to show treatment for any disease while in the service. 


afore- 


He claims pension by reason of scurvy and rheumatism contracted while a prisoner 


of war at Andersonville in 1864. He furnishes evidence that he was sound and 
healthy when enlisted and at the time of his capture. 4 

Two of his comrades tesi to an attack of scurvy while at Andersonville, which 
soon after his exchange developed into extensive ulceration of the left leg, which 
has continued to the present time, accompanied by inflammatory rheumatism of an 


urths; and co with them, 

pass, with an amendment in the sixth 
line by inserting the word six“ before dollars“ in line 7. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Pensions in their report, to in- 
sert “six” before “ dollars.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-. 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HIRAM JOHNSON. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move the present consideration of Senate bill No. 
376, likewise a private bill reported from the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was a to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. No, 376) granting a pension 
to Hiram Johnson. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an 
amendment to strike ont all after the enacting clause and to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the pe on-roll the name of Hiram Johnson, late private in Company 
A, Seventy-nin' nsion, 


t Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
7 — mia, the rata of disability to 


laws, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
INGALLS December 4, 1879: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 376, re 3 

Hiram Johnson was a private Company A, Seventy-ninth Illinois Volunteers. 
He enlisted July 15, 1862, and was disc ed March 2, 1863, 2 surgeon's cer- 
tiflcate of disability, resulting from scrotal hernia. He applied for pension No- 
vember 17, 1869, and his claim was rejected April 4, 1877, upon the ground that the 
hernia existed before enlistment. There is evidence ten g to show that John- 
son had scrotal hernia in childhood, but this appears to have been cured. The 
soldier was carefully examined at the time of his enlistment, and accepted as a 
sound, healthy recruit. This action on the part of the Government ought to be 
regarded as conclusive upon the 8 The evidence is clear that while 
marching, in the night, in October, 1862, near Perryville, Kentucky, he fell into a 
ditch, and was s0 badly ruptured that he was pores to retain the parts with 
his hands in order to continue the march to Nashville, where he remained in gen- 
eral hospital tili discharged, as above stated. The disability has continued to the 
present time, but the committee are unable to determine the degree; the latest 
evidence on this point being the certiticate of an examining surgeon in 1872, at 
which date his incapacity was rated at one-half. 

The committee therefore report the pig aoe Ba bill, leaving the determina- 
tion of this pt to the Com: ioner, as a substitute for bill 376, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, X 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Pensions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HENRY J. CHURCHMAN. 


age INGALLS. I move the present consideration of Senate bill 
0. 475. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceedéd to consider the bill (S. No. 475) granting a pension 
to Henry J. Churchman. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Henry J. Churchman, late a 
surgeon in the Fourth Division, Seventeenth Army Corps, United 
States Volunteers, and to pay him a pension of $—— per month from 
and after the passano of the act. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I desire to ask the Senator whether 
these bills that we are now passing come from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and whether they are recommended by that committee? 

Mr. INGALLS. That is a very extraordinary question for the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia to ask. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Whether it is or not, I do ask it. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator supposes that I am endeavoring to 
pass bills on my private responsibility here, he is entirely unfamiliar 
with my course in this body. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I did not know that the Senator's 
responsibility was greater than that of any other member of the body. 
The question, I think, was a very civil and polite one, and as much 
so as I knew how to address to a Senator. lf the Senator thinks 
proper to answer it in an individual way, I cannot help it. I will 
ask the question of the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. WITHERS. The chairman responds that all these bills re- 
ported from the Pension Committee are the unanimous action of that 
committee, and are recommended by every member of it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, that is all I wanted 
to know, and I 7 7 had a right to ask the question. 

The VICE-PRESID The Chair will call the attention of the 
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Senator from Kansas to the fact that there is a blank in the bill, and 
no amendment is proposed by the committee to fill it. 

Mr. INGALLS. The blank in the bill was purposely left by the 
committee, for the purpose of enabling the Commissioner of Pensions 
to insert the amount to which the pensioner may be found entitled 
after an examination as provided by law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third time. 5 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to submit a query, whether the bill will 
authorize the Commissioner to fill the blank by any sum whatever? 
It seems to me that the bill grants nothing to the applicant unless 
the language shall be changed. 

Mr. INGALLS, The bill is entirely correct. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I have no objection toit. I only make the sugges- 
tion. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Commissioner of Pensions has the right under 
existing law to order the beneficiary of the bill to appear before an 
examining surgeon for the purpose of ascertaining the di of dis- 
ability and the rate of pension to which he would be entitled. There 
was no evidence before the committee that authorized them, in their 
judgment, to pronounce the amount he ought to receive, and they 
therefore left the blank in order that the Commissioner might by 
proper medical evidence ascertain the amount the beneficiary ought 
to receive, ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think the Senator having charge of these bills 
ought to make some explanation in reference to their merits before we 
are called upon to vote on them. Outside of the Committee on Pen- 
sions I suppose there is no person who knows ially anything about 
the merits of the claim of the party to a pension. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is a written report. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. That is all true, but we have been here but a 
very short time, and we have not had time to take up these printed 
reports and examine them. It would bea matter of very little incon- 
venience to the Senator having charge of these bills briefly to state 
the basis on which the bills are brought in, and we ought to have 
that information succinctly stated in order to vote intelligently on 
them. I hope, therefore, the Senators who pro these pension 
bills to our consideration will state briefly the merits on which these 
parties are entitled to relief. 

Mr. INGALLS. The report is brief. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. IN- 
GALLS December 4, 1879: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill No. 475, report: 

Henry J. Churchman was a surgeon in the United States roi Aena 


g a rough horse, 
which caused urethral stricture, resul in cystitis, which continues even unto 
this day, di lif 


His 

claim was th 
oe of the disability or its treatment in hospital, and that claimant was unable 
to furnish evidence, 88 of an officer or otherwise, that he was treated 
while in the service. Under the rules, the action of the Commissioner was correct, 
bmt the case appears to have unusual claims to equitable consideration. Dr. 
Churchman seems, from many testimonials on file, to be a gentleman of un 
high character and of most exemplary life. The evidence establishes incontro- 
vertibly the fact that he was in perfect health prior to and at the date of his en- 
listment. He left the service in July, 1865, and the testimony of Dr. Carpenter 
shows that within one month thereafter he was treated for the diseases for which 
3o ney, claims 8 Ile 8 ane ime. 221 aphin and —— N 
of the most eminent surgeons ew Yor an and re- 
mains an incurable en 

The only question for the committee to consider is whether the claimant did con- 
tract stricture and cystitis while in the military service of the United States and 
in the line of duty, and from the cause all i 

All the other conditions necessary to establish his claim are satisfactorily proved 
but upon this point the affidavit of Dr. Churchman is the ony evidence. | Had 
there e Commissioner. 


gard ppeals 
strongly to the exercise of their diseretiona wers, and they therefore recom- 
men that the bill do pass. e zd y 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass ? 
The bill was passed. 
WILLIAM B. WHITING. 
= Mr. 3 I move the present consideration of Senate bill 

0. 751. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (S. No. 751) granting a pension to 
William B. Whiting, as follows: 

That the Secre! of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to aie on the pension-roll, under the class of persons who have lost the use of 
both feet, the name of William B. Whi on the retired list of officers of the 
Navy, and to pay him a pension from and the passage of this act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishall not give my consent to the present con- 
sideration of that case until I first hear an explanation from the Sen- 
ator reporting it. This, I understand, establishes the precedent that 
an officer apon the retired list drawing three-quarters pay, 75 per cent. 
of his regular pay, shall also be placed on the pension-roll. If it is 
to be e applicable to one, it must be made applicable to all. As 
Iunderstand the cause of placing officers in the Navy and in the Army 
upon the retired list, it is on account of their disability ; and the v 
cause and reason for a pension is thereby excluded. I do not thin 
the principle is right that both a pension and three-quarters pay 
should be allowed to officers of the ony or Navy. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator hear the report read ? 
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Mr. SAULSBURY. Let the re be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave examined the report ia Feria pro- 
visions of the statutes. I have them before me. I have read the 
report and the section of the statutes. I should not have made the 
objection I did without knowing to what I was oyen A 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the tor from 
Missouri to 1 55 to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have some explanation on that 
particular point. My recollection is that the question was brought 
up in the Senate some years ago and objection made, and the Senate 
refused to establish such a precedent. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the report be read, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ə report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. IN- 
GALLs December 4, 1879: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of W. B. Whiting, 


hysical injuries, for which he now asks a pension. claim 
ty ground that the disability for which is 
asked did not en in the line of duty. His physical condition is deplorable. 
While under verbal orders to join the 1 e tion, in 1852, he was thrown 
from a scias suffering ocation of spine, resulting in ysis, which 
renders him a helpless invalid, unable to stand, requiring the constant care of 
an attendant to him from his bed to a chair. 


The committee are of opinion that the disability of which Commodore Whiting 
complains did occur in the lineof duty, and the only remaining question is whether, 
being ne the retired list, he is also entitled 3 775 — for the same injury which 
caused his retirement. Section 4724 reads: “No person in the * Navy 
% * a shalt draw hoth ® pension ao an invalid and the pay of kia rank or attin 
in the service, unless the disability for which the pension was granted be such as 
to occasion his employment in a lower grade, or in the civil branch of the service.” 

The case of Commodore Maloy comes clearly 1 provisions of the 
statute. He was subsequently to his injury em ed in a lower of the serv- 
ice, and, but for that injury, would have bad pay instead of retired pay, and 
would have remained in the line of promotion. 

The committee therefore report a bill for his relief, with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Senator from 
Missouri to object to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I do not object if there is sufficient explanation 
given in regard to it. 

Mr. ING . There can be no explanation of this bill given 
other than that which is contained in the report which has just been 
read. I understand the objection of the Senator from Missouri to rest 
npon what he conceives to be the state of the law, that an officer in 

e Army or Navy who is retired and is — retired pay, is not 
the subject of pension. Section 4724, upon which he relies in support 
of that position, is exactly in opposition to his views. It reads: 

No n in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps shall draw both a on as an 
. — 
v. m n 
grade, or in the civil — of the service. ap: 

That is to say, if the disability for which the pension is to be 8 
does occasion his employment in a lower grade or in the civil branch 
of the service, then he may have a pension notwithstanding he is upon 
the retired list. The case of Commodore Whiting comes precisely 
within both these conditions. The disability was received while he 
was in the service of the Government, and in co uence of the dis- 
ability that he received he was subsequently employed in a lower 
grade of the service, and has since become so entirely helpless in con- 
sequence of paralysis, resulting from injury to the spine, that he is 
unable to do anything. 

It is clear, therefore, that under the most rigid interpretation of 
this statute the case of Commodore Whiting is plainly within the 
law. I trust that the Senator from Missouri will not insist upon an 
technical objections based upon the statute, because it was in evi- 
dence before the committee that the commodore is in a condition of 
paa suffering and of destitution. This measure has been pending 

fore Congress for several years, and it has been postponed from 
time to time upon the request of various Senators, notably the late 
Senator from California, Mr. Sargent, who urged exactly the same 
view now presented by the Senator from Missouri. In consequence 
of these objections relief has been postponed from time to time, and 
if it is postponed much longer it come too late. 

I ask the Senate to vote upon this question. It is a simple one. 
From my statement of the facts of the case, it is clearly within the 
statute, and I therefore hope that the measure may not be longer 
postponed, but may receive the favorable consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Kansas, before he takes 
his seat, answer the question how many officers of the Army and Navy 
upon the retired list are now upon the pension-roll ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I cannot answer that question ; it was not an issue 
in this case; and it is utterly immaterial to the proper consideration 
of Commodore Whiting’s claim whether there is one or there are a 
thousand officers on the retired list. The only question is whether 
under existing provisions of law he is entitled to a pension, and not 
how many officers are on the retired list drawing a pension. 

Mr. WITHERS. I wish to state, in addition to the very clear ex- 
potion of the facts of the case which has been made by the Senator 

m Kansas, that this is a case peculiar in its merits. It has been 
examined by the Pension Committee with t care on two different 
occasions, and the result has been a unanimous report in favor of 
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granting the relief asked. It not only comes directly within the pro- 
visions of the law which has just been quoted, but the case is in 
itself one which appeals very strongly not merely to our sense of jus- 
tice but to our sympathies, inasmuch as this gentleman has, in con- 
sequence of this injury, been reduced to the most deplorable condi- 
tion — to conceive. There is almost an absolute paralysis of 
his whole body. He cannot feed himself; he cannot move; he re- 
quires the constant attendance of another person to enable him to 
meet the requirements necessary to the existence of life itself; and 
in this condition, thus paralyzed, thus diseased, thus suffering, thus 
in penury, he comes before us with a case which presents every con- 
dition that is required by the law, and I am astonished to find that 
such hostility is manifested to giving him this justice, to which he is 
clearly entitled under the provisions of the law i 3 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much is he now drawing? 

Mr. WITHERS. Ido not know how much he is now drawing. As 
chairman of the Pensions Committee it was not my duty to investi- 

te the question of whether he was now drawing pay or how much. 

is on the retired list, and the amount of pay provided by law for 
the grade which he holds on that list he receives, I presume. The 
uestion which the committee considered was simply this: whether 
is case as presented to us was of such a character as b ht him 
within the provisions of the pension code. The committee decided 
unanimously that it did come within those provisions. The Pension 
Bureau, as the report states, rejected the case because, according to 
their conclusion, the disability was not received in the line of duty; 
they thought there was no proof of it. But the facts of the case 
show that it was received in the line of duty, for this reason: that 
no officer can be placed upon the retired list of the Navy for disabil- 
ity unless that disability was incurred in the line of duty. The case 
was investigated when he was placed upon the retired list, and it was 
decided by the naval board that he did receive the injary in the line 
of duty, and he was placed on that list in consequence thereof. There- 
fore that matter has been settled officially, and the committee be- 
lieve correctly, the evidence before them being, to their minds, con- 
clusive on that point. 

Mr, COCKR: Do I understand the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Pensions to 1 Be the Senate that no man can go 
upon the retired list except for bility ? 

Mr. WITHERS. No, sir; I stated no such thing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understood that to be the ee 

Mr. WITHERS. The Senator from Missouri misunderstood me. I 
stated that no officer could be placed sa the retired list for injury 
unless oreo! TE Saks received in the line of duty. 

Mr. COC Is there any evidence that this officer was placed 
on the retired list for injury received and not for length of service? 

Mr. WITHERS. There is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not so stated in the report. 

Mr. WITHERS. It is not stated in the report, nor was it neces- 
sary to state it in the report; but the facts were before the commit- 
tee to establish that he was placed upon the retired list for this very 
disability which then existed in comparatively a small degree, but 
which has been progressive from that time to the present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I have asked the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Pensions and the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Kansas to tell me how much compensation this officer is 
now receiving u the retired list. They neither one deign to give 
the Senate that information. We know by law that he is receiving 
75 cent. of the pay of the rank and grade upon which he was 
retired. We do not know that amount. 

The chairman of the Committee on Pensions has said that the 
Commissioner of Pensions refused to e 570 this pension because the 
i was not received in the line of duty. The report of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions says: 

ected by the Commissioner, upon the that the dis- 
hi is 22 00 did not ee in tho lngot daty" His ph; 
ical condition is deplorable. While under verbal orders to join the Span e - 
tion, in 1852, he was thrown from a carriage, ring dislocation of the spin: 
resulting in paralysis, which renders him a helpless invalid, unable to stand, and 
requiring the constant care of an attendant to lift him from his bed to a chair. 

‘That is the line of duty in which this injury was received. Prob- 
ably absent, receiving a verbal order to pl to some point for duty, 
he was thrown from a carriage, without the attendant circumstances 
of that injury being given to us; and it is called an injury in the 
line of duty! 

I have asked each of these Senators having charge of the bill 
whether there are any other officers upon the retired list in the Army 
or Navy who are drawing pensions, and neither one of them will 
deign to answer. They dare not answer. This is a bold precedent; 
it is transgressing the rules of the Senate and the statute law upon 
that question. 

Mr. WITHERS. Will the Senator permit me? The Senator is 
mistaken when he says that neither of us deigns to answer. I heard 
him answer distinctly that the Senator from Kansas was not aware 
whether there were or were not such cases. I myself certainly am 
not, but Iam informed by a Senator that there are several. There- 


His claim has been 
ability for which 


fore it is not a bold departure from the existing regulations, and I 
think even if it were, provided it comes within the conditions of the 
law, we had as well establish the precedent now as at any other time 
if a case arises a it. 

5 President, I have no names given and I pre- 


Mr. COCKREL. 


sumed that the Committee on Pensions would be thoroughly conver- 
sant with this matter and able to give any information desired in 
regard to it. 

. WITHERS. Ican give any information in regard to this case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to know, then, what officers of the Army 
and Navy on the retired list are drawing pensions. 

Mr. WITHERS. Has that any connection with this case? I say 
I hold myself prepared from an examination of the matter to give to 
the Senate any information required as to the merits of this icu- 
lar case, Now, I do not concede that it affects the merits of this case 
at all whether there are twenty or five who are receiving pensions 
who are also on the retired list; nor if I could give the names of all 
such persons would it affect the merits of this question. The Com- 
mittee on Pensions are not accustomed to go into such extended ex- 
aminations and ramify their inquiries so widely as the question of 
the Senator would seem to indicate. They confine their examination 
to the specific case before them, and if that comes within the provis- 
ion of the law they recommend the ting of a pension. 

Mr.COCKRELL. We do not desire the Committee on Pensions to 
ramble all over creation, but we do expect them to give us a reason 
why they undertake to introduce a new precedent here, and I cha 
that this is a violation of the precedents of the Senate, and a vio 
tion of the statute; and the late distinguished Senator from Califor- 
nia, Mr. Sargent, defeated this very bill in one or two Co 
To is “or o first time it has been before the Senate and received 
a chec 

Now, if the Senate has established the precedent that an officer in 
the Army or Navy on the retired list also be entitled to a pen- 
sion, I have not one word to say in opposition to this bill. But if this 
is the first case, if this is to be the exception, I shall protest against 
it as wrong, as wrong to hundreds and thousands of the disabled sol- 
diers of our country who are only drawing a few dollars’ pay, and 
are just as helpless and just as poverty-stricken as any of the oflicers 
upon the retired list of the Army or Navy, and who are pleading for 
an increase of their pensions, but their pleas and their cries are not 
heard by the Committee on Pensions or ib Piston gen They in their 
poverty, in their paralysis, and in their distress, are enti to as 
much consideration as the officers upon the retired list of the Arm: 
and Navy, and I for one propose to do equal and exact justice to 

Mr. WITHERS. If the Senator from Missouri can show that the 
statute forbids the payment of this pension I will vote against if, 
On the contrary the very statute upon which he relies, the very pro- 
vision which he has quoted, provides precisely for such a case as this, 
and it is under the provision and operation of that law that this pen- 
sion is claimed. 

Sir, I defend the Committee on Pensions from any imputations 
which may be made that they are influenced by any other considera- 
tions than those of justice and equity. We do not consider the claims 
of officers as superior to those of privates. We examine every case 
upon its merits; and the Senator from Missouri is entirely mistaken 
in his assertion that this bill has been defeated before this body. 
That is also an error. If the Senator would examine the facts con- 
nected with the case he would probably be a little more guarded in 
the breadth of his declarations. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, the simple question before the 
Senate, raised by the Senator from Missouri, is whether an officer on 
the retired list is prohibited from receiving a pension. The Senator 
from Virginia, the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Pen- 
sions, made the statement which I desired to make when I rose, that 
if the Senator from Missouri can show by the law that because a man 
is on the retired list, either from the infirmities of age or disabilities 
incurred in the service, he is prohibited from receiving a pension, we 
should like to see the law. 

We have talked here about precedents. Without being able to 
name the cases, I can state that it is true that there are many off- 
cers on the retired list who likewise draw pensions. Why should it 
not be so? Sup aman in the prime of life is stricken while in the 
line of duty with disability either on the battle-field or elsewhere, 
and he has to be put on the retired list. He at once loses a portion 
of his pay. Therefore, according to the Senator from Missouri, he 
ought not to receive a pension, although he has been so unfortunate 
as to be stricken from the active service and the pay of an active 
officer by disease or wounds incurred in the service; yet the pension 
law should not apply to such a case! That would not be equity even. 
It is not only not law, but it is not the equity. 

Again, take the case of a man who has served long and is finally 
retired by reason of age. Age is one of the disabilities incurred in 
the line of duty. Ageis one of the disabilities incurred in the service 
of one’s country. When that disability becomes so great that at 
stated period it is thonght best by law to retire him to quiet and give 
his duties to those more able to perform them, shall it be said that 
therefore he is denied the benefit of the pension laws if in addition 
to the infirmities of age he has other disabilities acquired in the 
service of his country? 

On every hypothesis and every mode of reasoning the Senator from 
Missouri is wrong. In his appeal for economy he is led into a chan- 
nel in which he cannot sustain himself. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Indiana permit me to 
correct one statement? 

Mr. VOORHEES, Les, sir. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not doing this in the interest of economy; 
I am doing it in the interest of 1 and right in this case and to 
the maimed and oned soldiers of the country who are only 
drawing six or eight dollars a month. 

Mr. VOO Fetch up your maimed soldiers and see whether 
I will not go as far as you will I have not generally been behind- 
hand in that respect. But I do not see why Commodore Whiting 
should be denied the benefit of the sion laws because of others 
that are fl around in the mind of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to have the Senator from Indiana inform us 
what pay this officer is receiving now. 

Mr. SORHEES. I can answer just in this way: I am not well 
enough advised as to his rank or as to the pay of the various ranks 
in the Navy to answer directly, but I can say that he is receiving the 
reduced pay of a retired officer. Because he is on the retired list he 
is not receiving full pay, and he is losing that part of his pay because 
of these injuries received in the service of his country. He is docked, 
he is discounted, he receives less money than he did before this in- 
uy, and this pension that it is 5 to give him will not make 

im equal. 

BECK, I asked the question supposing that that would be 
one of the things which the Committee on Pensions would inquire 
into, because if he receives a couple of thousand dollars a year already 
he is not quite so much an object of charity as he would be otherwise. 
I should like to know that fact. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In answer to the Senator from Kentucky, I will 
state that whether he be an object of charity or not he has received 
his injuries in the line of duty, and, unless the law says that he is pro- 
hibited by reason of being on the retired list, he is as much enti- 
tled to a pension as any man whose claim was ever presented to this 
Government. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It seems to me that section 4724, which has 
been referred to in the debate, on a fair construction of it, does not 
cover the case now before the Senate. That section is this: 

o person in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps shall draw both a ion as an 
d and the pay of his or station in the 1 unless the Aisability for 
which the pension was granted be such as to occasion employment in a lower 
grade, or in the civil branch of the service. 


That evidently contemplates a person drawing a pension and still 
in the service in mine grado at the time, and does not contemplate a 
m upon the retired list; and therefore the question asked by the 
8 m Missouri was, it seems to me, a very pertinent one. If 
this gentleman was in the naval service, and was drawing his pay in 
a lower grade than that in which he was wounded, then he might 
draw both a pension and the pay of the grade to which he had been 
reduced by reason of his disa ; but the section under consider- 
ation does not meet the case of a person who is upon the retired list 
at all, and therefore we may be establishing a precedent that may 
come home here to plague us. 

I know nothing about this case except what has been stated here 
in debate; but we ought to be careful not to establish a precedent 
which may hereafter compel us, in justice to other ns in the same 
position, to give a pension to men who are now drawing their pay 
upon the retired list. It seems to me that the policy of the Govern- 
ment has been, when a person is disabled in the military or naval 
service from any cause, whether from age or inability, longer to serve 
in the line in which he has been serving, to place him upon the retired 
list, giving him a certain cent. of his full pay, and that was con- 
sidered to be a proper 8 for the services which he had ren- 
dered. This section evidently does not contemplate anything in ref- 
erence to a person upon the retired list. It is only a person who has 
been wounded in the service, and by reason of that wound is com- 
pelled to take service in a lower rank or in the civil branch, that is 
referred to; and under these circumstances he may be entitled to a 
8 well as to the pay of the rank to which he has been re- 

uced. That is my construction of the statate, and therefore it does 
not meet the case now before the Senate. 

Mr. WITHERS. I am sorry to differ with the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Delaware; but if this case does not come specifically within 
the letter of the law I know nothing about the proper construction 
of the English language. It is true that the policy of pensioning offi- 
cers who are on the retired list bas not been adopted by this Govern- 
ment as a rule; but there are exceptional cases which are specifically 
provided for, in which this pensioning is allowable. This case is one 
of those exceptional cases. The evidence is conclusive upon the 
point. If gentlemen are dissatisfied with the policy of the law which 
permits this thing to be done their remedy is to repeal the law, and not 
make this man a victim of their hostility to the provisions of the law. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. WITHERS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand this gentleman is a retired commo- 
dore, and as such receives $3,750 a year. 

Mr. WITHERS. I do not know what he receives. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the pay of a retired commodore. 

Mr. INGALLS. How much 

Mr. ALLISON. Three thousand seven hundred and fifty dollars 
per annum. 

Mr. BECK. Can the Senator from Iowa tell us how much the bill 
Proposes to give him? I cannot find out what he draws now or what 
t is — — to give him. 


Mr. INGALLS. Thirty dollars a month. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask whether the committee ef A e as such 
1 as that it should be increased, and if so, how much ? 

Mr. RS. In answer to the Senator I will state that I think 


tia ag ype he is mistaken as to the amount of pay that is re- 
hgh by this gentleman, but that can be ascertai by reference 
e tions. 


regula 

org wae The pay of a commodore is, at sea, 85,000; on 

ore, ý 

Mr. WITHERS. Then he receives three-fourths of $4,000, which 
is a less amount than the Senator from Iowa stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. That would be $3,000. A commodore put on the 
retired list is likely to be oes on at the highest rate of his oe 

Mr. WITHERS. In addition to that I would say that this claim is 
not predicated upon the fact of the amount he receives being greater 
or less, but upon the fact that the law does not make the amount of 
pay an obstacle to receiving pension. It simply provides the condi- 
tions in which an officer who is on the re ist may likewise re- 
ceive a pension. Among these conditions nothing is said as to the 
3 ot ua pay. But if Arc hie hr was received in the 3 = 

uty, and if in co) nence of thi ury it became n that he 
should be casploved tm the civil service or in a louie grade of the 
naval service than that which he would otherwise have been entitled 
to, he is entitled to the pension, and both these conditions exist in 
this case. The injury was received in the line of duty; ithas required 
his employment in a lower grade of the service, and therefore he 
comes entirely within the provisions of the law, in the judgment of 
90 committee, and they unanimously report in favor of passing the 


Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question, for 
I am certainly bothered on this section? Do I understand that the 
officer to whom this pension is proposed to be ted is now em- 
ployed in a lower of duty than the grade he has in the Navy? 

. WITHERS. Not at present; but in consequence of this 22 

he was for a time employed in a lower grade of service, because 
ag ips condition prevented his employment on the active list at his 
e. For years he has been absolutely incapacitated from dis- 
charging any duty. 

Mr. LOGAN. Did that grade in which he was employed change 
Bis pa in the Navy! 

. WITHERS. Les, sir. 

Mr. LOGAN. In what respect? 

Mr. WITHERS. It changed nis pay in this sos neal he was 
detailed for duty in some rather semi-clerical depa: t of business 
which did not give him the full pay to which he would have been 
entitled by virtue of the rasan rank he would have held if he 
had remained on the active list. 

Mr. LOGAN. If that is the case, in my judgment his condition does 
not fill the requirements of the law. As I read the law—at least I 
gather this from it—where an officer of the Army or Navy has been 
so disabled that his os must be in a grade lower, that is to 
say, 80 that he will not draw the pay of the grade he had at the time, 
then he may have a pension. Now, the emplo t of an officer or 
the detailment of an officer to any duty, no matter what, 
unless his rank is e ed, does not the rate of his pay; 80 
that if this officer continued to hold his rank, it made no difference 
as to the detail by the Navy tor by the Executive of the 
Government, his pay on the roll would be the same. 

I understand the meaning of this law to be that where an officer is 
so disabled that his employment must be of such a nature that he 
cannot receive the pay of his grade he may have a pension, That, in 
e razon is the proper consideration of this statute. I merely 
asked the question for the purpose of understanding that particular 
point in this case. 

Mr. WITHERS. My investigation of the case convinced me from 
the paps presented that in consequence of the injury which this 
officer had received he was placed upon the retired list and was sub- 
sequently employed in the of duties of a lower grade than 
the one to which he would have been entitled if he had remained in 
the service, and the pay also. I would mention to the Senators who 
have had reference to that subject, that my recollection is that the 
pay of officers in the Navy on the retired list is fixed by the rank they 

eld at the time they were retired, and that although they may sub- 
sequently receive promotion in rank there isno corresponding increase 
of their pay. It is simply a brevet advance in rank and not an actual 
one, and the pay of the officer does not d to the nominal rank. 

Mr. LOGAN. I think I can show the Senator, if he will allow me, 
that that construction of the law would certainly be very unfortu- 
nate. It isa very simple thing to A be promotion in the Army or Na 
by brevet, as it carries no pay. That is no evidence that the 5 
rank would be increased otherwise than by brevet. In fact we find, 
as far as the Navy is concerned, that it has been common to promote 
officers to the rank of commodore. We have a long list of such 
cases, and we are told the promotion carries with it no pay. Then 
the fact that a person has received an injury that authorizes his 
retirement to the retired list, if by promotion by way of brevet he 
has been advanced in rank, would entitle him, according to the con- 
struction the Senator gives, to the retired pay of the higher rank and 
ef a pension also. That would be a very unfortunate construction of 
this statute. 
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I understand the rule applicable both to the Army and the Navy 
to be this, that the pension-roll was made for soldiers disabled in the 
service of their country, and for officers disabled in the service of 
their country who are not entitled to be placed on the retired list. 
In other words, men who could not be placed on the retired list—for 
instance, volunteer officers of the Army—may have pensions; but the 
retired list was made for those in the regular United States service, 
both in the Army and the Navy, in lieu of the pension-roll, and their 
retired pay was given them much beyond the sum allowed on the 
pension-roll and in lieu of that. The theory of the law is that a re- 
tired officer is not entitled to pension, but his retirement is substi- 
tuted for pension. The idea of retirement and that of pension do not 
go together. There is, however, one exception, and that is where the 
rank of the officer, by virtue of his wounds or disability, must be re- 
duced; that is to say, where his employment must be such that his 
rank does not give him the pay it ordinarily calls for. The employ- 
ment of this officer had nothing to do with the change of his pay. 
He drew the same amount of money that his rank entitled him to, 
whether wounded or not wounded. I mean the pay provided for him 
on the retired list. That is provided for all, applicable to all. 

If you are to give a man sponsis because he is on the retired 
list, and say that by placing him on the retired list his rank or pay 
is reduced, then you can pension every man who ison the retired 
list both of the Army and Navy to-day, because the pay of every 
one of them is reduced as a matter of course, for the reason that the 
retirement pay is only three-fourths of the pay of the actual rank. 
So by this construction every man on the retired list of the Army 
and Navy would be just as legitimately entitled to a pension as this 
officer on that construction of the statute. 

Mr. WITHERS. The Senator’s construction of the law is a very 
remarkable one. There is certainly nothing in the law which justi- 
fies the construction that he pac upon it. The law says nothin 
about reduced pay; and as to his theory that pensions were design 
simply and only to apply to those who could not be placed upon the re- 
tired list, itis clearly untenable by the provisionsof the section quoted, 
because it distinctly declares that officers on the retired list shall be 
entitled to pensions. Therefore his whole theory falls to the ground 
in the face of the specific provision of the law. The condition upon 
which an officer on the retired list is entitled to a pension is not made 
dependent upon the amount of pay; but simply two conditions are 
necessary, one that the injury must have been received in the line of 
duty, the second that in consequence of such injury he is unable to 
kuli the duties of the position Which he originally held, so that if 
employed he must be employed in a lower e of service. That is 
exactly the condition, as the evidence in this case shows, of this gen- 
tleman, Commodore Whiting. At the time he was retired he was not 
a commodore, and the rank of commodore which he now holds is sim- 
ply, if not distinctly by law so declared, a brevet rank; it assimilates 
it in this, that it is a promotion as to rank but involves no promotion 


as to pay. 

Mr. LOGAN . Will the Senator allow me to put a case to him that 
will illustrate my position 1 clearly than what I have 
said? We have what is called the Soldiers’ Home near this city. A 
major-general of the Army is retired. He draws three-quarters pay, 
which amounts probably to $4,000 per annum. He is assigned to 
duty as governor of the Soldiers’ Home. That is duty in a lower 

than the e of major-general in the Army. ill the Sen- 

ator say that this law can be construed on that account, because his 

station is lower, to give him a pension besides his retired pay? Will 

he say that is the meaning of it? Can that be the meaning of the 
? 


law 

Mr. WITHERS. Ifthe Senator desires an atiswer now, I will say 
that there is another condition precedent which the Senator loses 
sight of. Not only must the rank be less than the one which he pre- 
viously enjoyed, but the disability which he incurred must have been 
incurred in the line of duty. If the law is incorrect in this, if the 
theory of the law is erroneous, the Pensions Committee are not re- 
sponsible for it ; they can only enforce the law asit stands, and after 
repeated investigation of this case, and repeated discussion of it, and 
the fullest amount of evidence probably filed in any case that I have 
had a my supervision certainly, these points are distinctly sus- 
tai 


ined. 

Now, the remedy, I repeat, should be to repeal the law if the law 
is defective. If it is wrong; if the principle should be established 
that no officer on the retired list, either of the Army or the Navy, shall 
under any circumstances receive a pension, enact that as the law, and 
repeal the existing provision which prescribes the conditions and 
circumstances under which an officer on the retired list is entitled to 
a pension. 

LOGAN. Iwill say to the Senator that the presumption of the 
law is that when a man is retired he performs no duty whatever. The 
presumption of law is that a man retired is wholly retired from serv- 
ice. Then, if the retired list is given in lieu of the pension-roll, and 
men on it are wholly retired from the service, there ought to be at 
least some de of similarity between the pension-roll and the re- 
tired list. When a man is pensioned the presumption is that he is 
disabled from the performance of duty. So of the retired list. One 
is given to the soldier or the officer who is not entitled to retirement; 
the retired pay to tlie one that is entitled to retirement, and only in 
a certain case can he be pensioned. That is in a case where the man’s 


station is degraded. What is the station? The rank. The rank of 
this man was not degraded. He holds the same rank on the retired 
list as he did on the active list; that is, the rank or station which he 
holds, The same rank pertains to him and the same pay, except that 
itis changed to the retired pay; but it means where he has been forced 
to civil service or where he is assigned, as he may be if he applies, to 
perform certain duties of a lower grade. In fact, some men who are 
retired are placed entirely outside of the pale of the law so far as 
that is concerned, so that they cannot be called on to perform any 
duty of any character whatever. 

WITHERS. According to the construction of the law now 
made by the Senator from Illinois, this gentleman comes legitimately 
within its provisions. The facts are just these: This gentleman was 
retired from active service and placed on the retired list some years 
before the war began. During the last war, under the exigencies of 
the service requiring a large increase in the officers of the Navy, and 
Army too, according to my recollection—but the Senator from Illinois 
will no doubt be better posted in regard to it than I am—many offi- 
cers were taken from the retired list and placed on the active list; 
and this gentleman who would have been thus restored to the active 
list but for his physical disability was detailed for duty in the Ob- 
servatory, these duties having been previously discharged by and 
appertaining to a lower grade in the service than that which he had 
formerly held. Therefore, under the Senator’s own construction of 
the law, the case comes precisely within it. 

Mr, LOGAN. The Senator misunderstands me entirely. This officer 
was not retired on a lower grade. He was retired on his actual rank. 
The meaning of the law is this 

Mr. WITHERS. Look at the law. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam looking at the law and you will find in your 
own report that the law is quoted in this way, which is correct: that 
no officer on the retired list “shall draw both a pension as an invalid 
and the pay of his rank or station in the service, unless the disability 
for which the pension was granted be such aes occasion his employ- 
ment in a lower grade, or in the civil branch of the service.” That 
is to say, where an officer is not wholly retired, where he is continued 
in the service and the disability occasions him to perform a lower 

è of service, that is, where he himself goes on duty under the law, 
e may have a pension; but where he is retired and placed on the 
retired list, where he is retired with his rank and is not degraded, he 
is not employed in a lower rank or a lower station and he cannot have 
apension. He may by application himself perform other duties that 
he gets other pay for. That does not de e him; it does not affect 
his rank at all. If he is wholly retired from the service so that he 
cannot be ealled into service at all, I ask if this law would apply ? 

Mr. WITHERS. No, sir; it would not. 

Mr. LOGAN. Then, if it would not apply to a man who is wholly 
retired because he is so thoroughly disabled that he can perform no 
ancl would ask why should it apply to a man who can perform 

u 


vA WITHERS, Simply because the law so prescribes, 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not so understand it. Ithink it would be a ver 
bad precedent; and if this bill shall pass before this session 
close there will be a number of bills to give pensions to Army officers 
that are retired from wounds, disabled, totally disabled, some of them 
3 clerical duties and other duties. They will ask for pen- 
sions ; why not give them to them? Under this construction of 
the statute they are as much entitled as this man. If the precedent 
is once established there will be no end to granting pensions to offi- 
cers who are retired, both in the Army and Navy, which was never 
contemplated woe law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, we have asked information in 
be, pa to this matter which the Committee on Pensions has not been 
able to give. I find quite a number of the Senators di ing with 
the Committee on Pensions as to their construction of the law. I 
have asked the question as to whether any officers of the Army and 
Navy on the retired list have been pensioned. I have not had the 
names of any officers given to me yet. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam able to give one now. The Commissioner of 
Pensions, in a case identical with this, I am advised, held that the 
law was as the committee now assert it to be, and granted a pension 
to Commodore James F. Miller, who was then upon the retired list. 
That information has recently come to me. I would say further, if 
the Senator from Missouri will allow me just one moment, that in 
the case which is now before us an application was made to the Com- 
missioner of Pensions for relief under the law, and the only reason 
why it was rejected was, not becanse being a retired officer he was 
not pensionable, but because it did not clearly appear to the Com- 
missioner that the disability for which he asked a pension was in- 
curred in the line of awy The Commissioner of Pensions never 
asserted that Commodore Whiting was not pensionable, but that he 
did not make out a case under the law which would authorize him to 

nt a pension on the ground that his disability was incurred in the 

eof duty. Had Commodore Whiting been able to establish to the 
Commissioner that one fact, that this disability was incurred in the 
line of duty, he would have been placed upon the pension-roll with- 
out the necessity of coming to Congress for relief. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Mr. President, as I had started to state, and 


which the Senator has not answered, we are not furnished with any 
list of the names of officers upon the retired list of the Navy or Army 
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who are drawing pensions, and with the precedent in their respec- 
tive cases. We are not furnished with a statement of the amount of 
money which Commodore Whiting is now drawing monthly from the 
Treasury on ey retired list of the Navy. There been a contro- 
i to that. 


be $30 a month. I now desire to ask him, 
a law, whether this officer would draw pay as a lieutenant or not; or 
of what rank or grade would he draw pay; and whether a lieutenant 
of the Navy only draws $30 per month as pension! , 

Now, in view of the fact that we have not this information, I would 
suggest to the Senator from Kansas that the bill lie over until Mon- 
day, and I for one, whether the committee get it or not, will get the 
information which I desire. It can be very easily obtained; and if 
those of us who are offering opposition to the present consideration 
of this bill are mistaken, I for one shall certainly withdraw any objec- 
tions I may have. I am satisfied that my objections are now good. 
The objections of the Senator from Illinois, | Mr. LoGan,] I think, 
are good; and so those of other Senators, especially the Senator from 
Delaware, [Mr. SAULSBURY.] I simply desire time for further inves- 
tigation, and I ask that the case may lie over until Monday. 

. INGALLS. With the understanding that the case may be re- 
sumed on the assembling of the Senate on Monday, I have no objec- 
tion to that course being pursued. HÈ 

The VICE-PRESID. Is there objection to that proposition ? 
The Chair hears none. The bill is postponed until Monday. 


FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 


Mr. GARLAND. Senate bill No. 711, amending the charter of the 
Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company, and for other pu Was 
reported on the 21st of last June by myself from the Select Committee 
on the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company. In view of the in- 
vestigation now p ng before that committee, I am instructed 
by it to ask that the bill be recommitted. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. j 


UTE INDIANS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iask the Senate now to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution reported by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs this morning and to which I made objection. I simply desire 
to offer an amendment additional to those offered by the committee, 
and to which I hope there will be no objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. R. No. 51) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the Ute Indians for the 
relinquishment of their reservations in Colorado, and their removal 
and settlement elsewhere, 

The bill was reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments, namely: in line 10, after the word “and,” to strike out 
“to obtain their consent to” and insert “for;” and in line 11, after 
the word “settlement,” to strike out “in the Indian Territory or ;” 80 
as to read: 

For the ex ent of their title to their reservation in said State, and for 
their removal an t elsewhere. 

The amendments were d to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now] desire to offer an additional amendment. 
I move to strike out the word “ elsewhere” and insert “in some suit- 
able place not in the Indian Territory.” 

The amendment was to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. ; 

JOSEPH L. LEWIS'S WILL. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move that the bill (H. R. No. 2046) to authorize 
a compromise of the claims of the United States under the will of 
Joseph L. Lewis be recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ARSENAL PROPERTY AT CHARLESTON. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (S. R. No. 26) to transfer the arsenal prop- 
erty in the city of Charleston, South Carolina, to the trustees of the 
Holy Communion Church Institute for use and accommodation of 
said school. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to inquire of the Senator from South Car- 
olina if the Secretary of War has made communication to the 
Committee on Military Affairs in relation to the propriety of surren- 
dering this Bk soto ? 

Mr. BUTLER. He has; the matter was referred to him. 

Mr. MORRILL. Is there a report made by the committee on the 
subject embodying that fact? 

Mr. BUTLE. es, sir; the committee reported an amendment, 
whichis made after having referred the joint resolution to the Secre- 
tary of War, and the Senator from Vermont will find that the trans- 
fer is recommended not only by the Secretary of War but by General. 


Sherman, General Augur, General Hont, and all the officers who have 
been consulted on the subject. General Sherman very cordially rec- 
ommends it. It is only a temporary transfer pending the abandon- 
ment by the Government of this arsenal which has been occupied by 
troops, but they have been taken away. General Sherman is of 
opinion that it will be better preserved by being turned over to this 
school than b 1 et in 8 of a ser, t. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from South Carolina. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
was, to strike out all after the resolving clause of the joint resolu- 
tion and to insert: s 

That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to lease 
and deliver possession, upon such terms and conditions as to him may seem best, 
for the use of or in the interest of the Government, to the trustees of the Holy 
Communion Church Institute, the property known as the Arsenal,” situated in 
the city of Charleston, State of South e e with all the buildings, 
rights, and — 2 — thereto belonging, to and held by said trustees 
for the use and accommodation of said school for such time as said may ran, 
if not theretofore required by the 5 of War. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to make such 
terms and arrangements with said trustees for the care and protection of said 
propery Sauer ts occupancy by said school, and for the redelivery of possession 
to the Government when thereto required, as will best subserve the interests of 
the Government: Provided, That the Government shall not be required to pay for 
— e that may be placed on said grounds during the continuance of 
sai 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANK SOULE. 

Mr. BOOTH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Senate bill No. 244. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 244) releasing Frank 
Soulé, late collector of internal revenue for the first district of Cali- 
fornia, and his sureties from liability on his official bond. 

Mr. BOOTH. I move to strike out all after the word “ service,” in 
line 12, in the following words: 

And the r officer of the Treasury Department and he is hereby, au- 
Ghaclash aad AOON to AIT any aad LE that — have been instituted 
and are now pending against the sureties aforesaid upon bond. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


And from any judgment which has been obtained thereon in favor of the 
United States. 


The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to ; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After eleven minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at two o’clock and five 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, December 11, 1879. 
5 5 House met 55 anette o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
FORTIFICATION BILL. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I demand the regular order of business, 

Mr. BAKER. I rise, Mr. Speaker, to make a privileged report from 
the Committee on 8 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from New York will yield for a 
moment to the gentleman from Indiana to report one of the general 


appropriation bills. 
X ANDO WOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Appropriations, by unanimous 
consent, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2787) ng appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament 
thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BAKER. I ask, Mr. Speaker, that the bill may be ordered to 
be printed, and recommitted ; and I now give notice that to-morrow, 
after the morning hour, I shall move to go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, for the purpose of taking it up and 


putting it on its 
Mr. WHITTHORNE: I reserve all points of order. 
The bill was ordered to be printed and recommitted. 
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SUPREME COURT REPORTS. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Lask by unanimous consent, Mr. Rakes, 
to have read a letter which I have received in reference to the dis- 
cussion which took place yesterday in the House on the question of 
the reports of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I do not object if it shall not give rise 
to objection or discussion. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. It will not. I ask that the letter be 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sim: In reply to your tele; Siprem of yesterda for the probable cost of pub- 
lishing the opinions of — 5 u © ne T have the honor to reply as 5 
Three thousand copies of the in size and style to volume 7 Otto’s Re- 


port, will cost as follows: 


8723 00 
220 50 
159 00 
658 98° 
1, 800 00 
$3, 561 48 
I find on looking over this book some engravings. I have not included in my 
‘ane any amount for engraving, but engraving of this character costs about 8 
per page. 
Yours, respectfully, 
A. F. CHILDS, Chief Clerk. 
bah J. T. HARRIS, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire to call attention to the fact 
stated in that letter that it will cost for the printing of reports of 
the Supreme Court only about $1.18 a volume. 


REGULATION OF TRADE-MARKS. 


Mr. McCOID. Task, by unanimous consent, to report back from the 
Committee on Manufactures joint resolution (H. R. No. 125) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; and I 
nie that the accompanying report be printed and recommitted with 
the joint resolution, 

The SPEAKER. The 8 from Iowa gives notice, so the 
House may be apprised of the fact, that he pro to bring back 
the joint 3 by a motion to reconsider. That requires unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. McCOID. The committee wish to have leave to report at any 
time. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. What is the subject-matter? 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, œc., That the following amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States be proposed to the Legislatares of the several States: 

ARTICLE —. 

SECTION 1. Congress, for promotion of trade and manufactures, and to carry 
u effect ee treati beac Byrd eth power to grant, protect, and regulate 

exclusive right 

That this e shall bo valid when ratified the Legislatures of three- 
fourths of the States. by 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Does the 5 object to receiving the report 
aes ordering its printing and recommittal ? 

FERN. O WOOD. No; but I do object to this question 
bene ieughs back under a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from Iowa can report when 
his committee is called. 

The report was ordered to be printed and, with the joint resolution, 
recommitted, not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 

The report of the committee is as follows: 


The Committee on Manufactures, to whom was referred House resolution No. 
i Vans bad the same under consideration, do make the following report 


three; joint resolution proposes an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States of great and immediate importance. The amendatory article proposed is 
as follows: 

“ ARTICLE —. 

** SECTION 1. 8 for 5 of trade and manufacture, and to carry 
into effect internat shall have power to grant, protect, and regulate 
the exclusive 8 to 9 and use trade-marks.” 

The occasion of such an amendment, as is oy well known 
to every | member of the House, is peculiar. Under ths eighth section of article 1 
of the Constitution Congress assumed the power granted by this amendment by 
the act of July 8, 1870, entitled “An act to revise, consolidate, and amend the stat- 
utes relating 3 and copyrights.“ That portion of said act material to this 
subject is as f 

Any person or firm domiciled in the United States, and bg her sos 
by the cory of the United States, or of any State or 5 — and and 

r pa EE or cor poration resident of or located in any 3 
which, by Pca) or convention: affords similar privileges to 0 of the Unit 
States, and who are entitled to the exclusive use of any lawful trade-mark, or who 

intend to adopt and use any trade-mark for exclusive use within the United States, 
may obtain ie commen for such lawful trade-mark by complying with the following 

9 


— the causing to be recorded in the Patent Office a statement ying 
— and their residences and place of 1 be 
pe keln ; the class of merchandise and the 1 1 


e e 
en. appro. e- mar es 
Rowing tre mode in which it has been or is intended te be applied and 


used, ia hr ong of tine any. d Nee, Solace eee Doa S a 
ent aoe $25 in the same manner and for the same 
Bsns gain i mentor for patents 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 11, 


“ Third. 3 with such regulations as may be prescribed by the Com- 


missioner of 
Under these statutes it was further provided that such trade-marks should re- 


main in force for thirty years, pe to indefinite renewals. The common-law 


remedies for infringement were also 
In August, 1876, further protection was ven to the grantees of trade-marks by 
lent oa sale, and counterfeiting of 


providing for the punishment of the 
such commercial symbols by fine and imprisonment 

Under these statutes the United States has pages trade-marks as follows: 
Trade-marks registered and fees received by Patent Ofice in trade-mark cases. 


* 


7090 at „ 250 
Remainder of 8 F e 
ee x AASEN AOAN — ors 
31, 
208, 725 
Registered in 1870, 121 cases, at $25. ..-.- i 3, 025 
Total registered, 7,785; total receipts ..........-.....-..-.-.-----.-, 211,70 


And has received in fees the sum of $211,750. Has entered into treaty obli; 
tions for the mutual 1 = trademarks with Great Britain, June 1, 1 


the Austria-H eg ne eau Belgium, July 30, 1869; 
ee nee the German N 11973, Rússia, Jannsry 21, 27, 1868 ; Brazil 
une 


The business men of the world have awakened to the fact that manufacture and 
and international trol and 


tect, or te emarks. This has been finally determined by the recent Fae. 
i Supreme Court of the United States at the October term, 1879, in the 
Sg a Bese’ ae hag cette Witteman ; Same vs. 


synopels, y your com- 
has aome it best to set out the entire Pig {See ay 
. change in the fun- 


There arises two questions as to the propriety and necessity of the amendment: 
First. Is the subject of sufficient rT ab — to demand of the States this addi- 
tional grant of constitutional power to the 88 5 


Second. Is it a matter of such character as to 1 the legislative control of 
e ig mien tional Government, instead of being left to t legislation of the sev- 

es? 

In answer to the first question, your committee deem it to add but 
little to the facts already stated in the history of congressional and international 
action u hon the subject. 

The following considerations may be added: 

The paramount interest of the Government to protect the innocent purchasers 


of manufactured goods from oaeen frauds, and countless impositions. The 

beneficial effects of encouraging the establishment and maintenance of good 

commercial character on part of manufacturers protected by law. The stimulat- 

VVV our own people, giving them equal 
chances with citizens of other nations. 

Trade-marks are now universally regarded as necessary to business. They have 
grown into use with the growth of civilization and | inion trade. man- 
ufactures, all kinds of business adopt and use them. are the ensigns of honor 
and popularity under which business men ship their DTR from State to State and 
natien to nation. And now our commerce challenges the ee CE tao miy 
88 countries. We are fast 3 the merchants; and our 
ove 


ustrious, and „ people, ab others, need this comm pro- 


prietary proi 

“AS 70 second question, committee regard this as peculiarly the subject 
of national | vo contro! 

Nothing could be more detrimental to the interests of manufacture, trade, and 
commerce than the unharmonious local and conflictin: Soares which would 
3 arise if this subject should be left to the ‘The interest and 
3 5 5 the power of m granting pateni — 

es, 0 on, re commerce money, 
and cop ts, should vented in the General 3 
No one State could adequately 


8 her own citizens, much less the citizens of 
other States. The mere > divil ts existing at common law are insufficient and 
impractical. No criminal law of a State can be framed comprehensive enough to 
toner ea aa of the rights of persons inj 

The which this becomes an incident, belongs solely to 


jerk T AA panied ĩ VTV 
j alaw an e-marks r7, 1 
with general provisions and penalties ony as 2 — present laws of Congress. 
Bavaria has had such a 5 5 since 1840. In Belgium trade-marks are governed by 
the decree of 1801, the law of 1803, and decree of 1810. Great sree the “ mer- 
chandise marks act” of 1862. 1 such a law June 23, 1857. Prussia, 
Sardinia, Spain, Wiirtemberg. h have tective laws. 
The subject is not local. 1 12 trade- is ubiquitous. It knows no State line. 
It tay the ee of a patent and a copyright, in the method of its 
In the interest of revenue and economy of government it is also an important 
national subject. It is a source of considerable revenue, 
The Government has a, received at the hands o 3 of trade-marks 
declared unconstitutional $——. sum must be refunded 


under the laws del 
in justice to su: enmena ocean areas pe coe Sy anne Oho U7, 
the adoption | att amendment and legislation under it. 

All these rights are now suspended and await . Many of the State Legis- 
latures meet winter, and may ratify the e ee, at once. 

Your committee therefore, in view of these this resolution of im- 


mediate importance and recommend its passage before adjournment for vacation. 


OPINION OF THE COURT. 


ion of the 2 ogee 
on are criminal prose- 
legislation of Congress. 


r. Justice Miller delivered the opin 
“ The three cases whose titles stand at the head ofthis 
cutions for violations of what is known as the trade-mar 
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The first two are indictments in the southern district of New York, and the last 
is an information in the southern district of Ohio. In all of them the judges of 
the circuit courts in which they are pending have certified to a difference 

ion on what is substantially the same question, namely, are the acts of Con 


opin- 

gress 
on the subject of trade-marks founded on any rightful authority in the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. f 

“The entire legislation of Congress in regard to trade-marks is of very recent 
origin. It is first seen in sections 77 to 84, inclusive, of the act of July 8, 1870, 
entitled ‘An act to revise, consolidate, and amend the statutes rela to patents 
and copyrights.’ The part of this act relating to trade-marks is embodied in chap- 
ter 2, title 60, sections {0.7 to 4947 of the Revised Statutes. 

“It is sufficient at present to say that they provide for the registration in the 
Patent Office of any device in the nature of a trade-mark to which any person has 
by usage established an exclusive right, or which the person so registering intends 
to appropriate by that act to his exclusive use; and they make the wrongful use 
of a Feademark. so registered, by any other person, without the owner's permis- 
sion, a cause of action in a civil snit for damages. Six years later we have the act 
of August 14, 1876, (19 U. S. Statutes, 141.) punishing by fine and imprisonment 
the frandulent use, sale, and counterfeiting of trade-marks ursu- 
ance of the statutes of the United States, on which the informations and ct- 
ments are founded in the cases before us. 

tinguish the or 


“The right to adopt and use a symbol or device to dis 
property made or sold 7 the person whose mark it is, to the exclusion of the uso 
of that symbol by all other persons, has been long ag, g by the common-law 
and chancery courts of Eng) d and of this country, and by the statutes of some 
of the states. It is a property right for which mer be recovered in an 
action at law, and the violation of which will be enjoined by a court of equity, 
with compensation for past infringement. This property and the exclusive right 
to its use were not created by the act of Congress and do not now depend upon 
that act for their enforcement. The whole system of trade-mark and 
the civil remedies for its protection existed 
and remain in full force since its 

These propositions are so well understood as to need no citation of authori- 
ties or elaborate argument to prove them. 
a. oe 28 rty in trade-marks and the right to their exclusive use, resi on 

o laws 0 


protection on those laws, the * of 
tablish the conditions on whic! 


Pp 
ng anterior to the act of Congress 


“Tn the 
the validit; FVV two clauses of that in- 
* — one or in both of which, as they assert, sufficient warrant may be 

or this É 

Tho first of t is the eighth clause of section 8 of the first article of the 
Constitution. That section, ponnera gl intended to be an enumeration of the pow- 
es expressly granted to Congress an 


n eries. 

As the first and only N th pha! to regulate the right of trade-marks 
is to be found in the act to which we have referred, entitled ‘ An act to revise, 
consolidate, and amend the statutes relating to patents and cop terms 
Which have long since become technical as referring the one to inventions and 
the other to writings of authors, it is a reasonable inference that this part of 


establish it by registrai 
is in any way essential to the right eo 
to classify it under i 

strong. 


engravings, and the like. The trade-mark and is, the 
already in existence as the distinctive a tos 
w the exclusive right to 1 poes out of the use of 
mere 3 By the act of exclusive 
tration. in neither case does it depend upon no 
discovery, or upon any work of the brain, It zoranos no 
ought. Itis ly foun on 


po orsakar lain, simple, old, or well known, has been first appropriated 

t as his distinctive trade-mark, he may ar secure the 
E K 
w on su e-marks, and ma; n the com 
latures — cabin to wee 


of subjects, we are una! 
ne authors and inventors 


Ihe other clause of the Constitution supposed to supply the requisite authori 
which, — in pa earr ai with the 


regulate commerce with foreign nations, 
and among the several States, and with the Indian tribes.’ gy 


guished t 
therefore a useful and valuable aid or instrument of commerce, and its regulation 
vision of the Constitution belongs to Congress, and that 
o act in question is a lawful exercise of this power. 
It is not every species of property which is the subject of commerce, or which 
is used or even essential in commerce, beg e this clause of the Con- 
and casks, the bottles and 


court held that a policy of insurance made by a corporation of one State on 

erty situated in another was not an article of commerce, and did not come 

the purview of the clause of the Constitution we are considering. ‘They are not,’ 
says the court, ‘ commodities to be shipped or forwarded from one State to another, 
and then put up for sale.“ On the other hand, in the case of Almy vs. The State 
of California, (24 How., 169,) it was held that a stamp duty imposed by the Legisla- 
ture of California on bills of lading for gold and silver ed from any “ote 
in that State to another out of the State was forbidden by the Constitution of the 
United § because such instruments were a necessity to the transaction of 
commerce, and the duty was a tax upon exports. 

The question, therefore, whether the trade-mark bears such a relation to com- 
merce in gen terms as to bring it within co onal control, when used or 
eves to 3 — classes of aonaran Naan A n is that font ins G one 9 than 

present case, we propose to leave un 5 e adopt 
when this court is called om i 


course 
in the course of the of the law to con- 
Governm 


administration 
, or any other department of the 


sider whether an act of Con ent, is 
wi the constitutional authority of that department, a due * for a co-ordi- 
nate branch of the Government requires that we shall decide that it has trans- 


wer. e 

“Governed by this view of our mee cba proceed to remark that a glance at the 
commerce clause of the Constitution loses at once what has ten the sub- 
ject of comment in this court and out of it, that the power of regulation there con- 
ferred on Congress is limited to commerce with N nations, commerce among 
the States, and commerce with the Indian tribes. And while bearing in mind the 
liberal construction that commerce with foreign nations means commerce between 


“ We find no recognition of this principle in chapter on trade-marks in the 
Statutes. © would naturally look for this in the description of the class 

of persons who are entitled to register a trade-mark, or to the goods 
to which the trade-mark should be applied. If, for instance, it deseribed 


in a commerce between the t States, and related to its use in such 


intending to exercise the power of regulation 

stitution. But no such idea is found or suggested in this statute. Its language is: 
ny person or firm domiciled in the United States, and any corporation created 
by the United States, or of any State or Territory thereof,’ or any person residing 
in a foreign country which by treaty or convention affords similar privileges to our 
citizens, may by eee obtain protection for his trade-mark. Here is no re- 
p neo beg pares t suc 1 shall be in the kind of commerce which Con- 

is authorized 


9 Section 4939 is intended to impose some 
oner of Patents in the matter of 


ty © owner, with the aged 
ed in foreign countries which extended no such privileges to us were excluded 


“Tt has been su, that if Congress has power to trade-marks used 
in commerce with F. States, these statutes 
shall be held valid in that class of cases, if no further. To this there are two 


pes aeons First, the indictments in these cases do not show that the trade-marks 
which are wrongfully used trade-marks used in that 


t where oe ae distinctly separable so that each can s: 


tude. 

It was however, that the more general description of the offense included 
the more one, and that the section was valid where s was in fact the 
cause of denial. But the court said, through the Chief-Justice: We are not able 
to reject a part which is unconstitutional „because it is 
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would be to make a new law, not to enforce an old one. This is no part of our 


duty.“ If we should, in the case before us, undertake to make by judicial con- 
struction a law which Congress did not make, it is qawa probable we should do 
what, if the matter were now before that body, it would be unwilling to do, namel 
make a trade-mark law which is only partial in its operation, and which wo d 
complicate the rights which es would hold, in some instances under the act of 
Congress and in others under State law. (Cooley on Cons, Limitation, 178, 179; 
Commonwealth vs. Hitchings, 5 Gray, 485. 

In what we have here said we wish to be understood as leaving the whole ques- 
tion of the treaty-making power of the General Government over trade-marks and 
the anty pot Congress to pass any laws necessary to carry such treaties into effect 
untou . 

“ While we have, in our references in this opinion in the trade-mark legislation 
of Congress, had mainly in view the act of 1870, and the civil remedy which that 
act rovided, it was because the criminal offenses described in the act of 1876 are, 
b eir express terms, solely referable to frauds, counterfeits, and unlawful use 
of trade-marks which have been registered under the provisions of the former act. 
If that act is unconstitutional, so that the registration under it confers no lawful 
right, then the criminal enactment intended to protect that right falls with it. 

The questions in each of these cases, being an inquiry whether these statutes 
can be upheld in whole or in part as valid and constitutional, must be answered in 
the negative, and it will be so certified to the proper circuit courts.” 

ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent 
that the delegates to the National Board of Trade, now in session in 
this city, be admitted to the privilege of the floor of the House dur- 
ing the remainder of their stay in this city. k 

Mir. WILSON. There is also a river commission in this city, com- 

d of half a dozen of gentlemen from various parts of the United 
tates, and I ask that they also be allowed admission to the floor of 
the House. 

Mr. AIKEN. I object. 


SOLICITOR AND JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL, 


Mr.WHITTHORNE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R- 
No. 2788) to authorize the President to detail an officer of the Navy 
or the Marine Corps to perform the duties of solicitor and judge-advo- 
eate-general, &c., and to fix the rank and pay of such officer; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN K. DIXON. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No, 2789) honorably mustering out of the service John K. Dixon, 
late a private Company K, Eleventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry ; which was a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. BLOUNT. Iask by unanimous consent that the Committee 
on Appropriations and its sub-committees have leave to sit on the 
business of that committee during the ovat of the House. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


DEALERS IN LEAF-TOBACCO, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I ask by unanimous consent to 
submit the following resolution for action at this time: ' 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
communicate to this House any information in the possession of that ent 
showing the number of licensed dealers in leaf-tobacco and the amount of internal 
revenue collected from such dealers during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, 
under and by virtue of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes, prina Shas ly 
the number of retail dealers in leaf-tobacco and the amount of revenue receiv 
from such dealers. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I think that resolution should go to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 7 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. It only asks for information. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota objects to action 
on the resolution at this time, and if there be no objection it will be 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. Under the rule, if 
referred to that committee report will have to be made upon it within 
six days. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. {do not wish it to be referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, as it is simply a resolution of 


inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no other course to suggest as the 
gentleman from Minnesota now objects to the present consideration 
of the resolution, and unless the gentleman consents to its reference 
it will not be before the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let it be referred, then, to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

The resolution was received, and referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

COLORED EXODUS. 


Mr. SHELLEY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following ee 
amble and resolution ; which were referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor: 


Whereas largenumbers of citizens of certain States of the Union have been in- 
duced throngh the faise representations and machinations of certain persons to 
leave their homes for the purpose of emigrating to other States; and 

Whereas said ms so emigrating have failed for want of funds to reach their 
destination, and have become a è upon the several communities where they 
have been compelled to stop in their journey, being without food or proper clothing 
in many instances: Therefore, 

ved, That a special committee of five be appointed to investigate the causes 
of said emigration and report such measures to this House as will afford the relief 
the exigencies of the case demand, and that said committee have leave to sit dur- 
ing the recess of Congress, have the right to send for persons and papers, and em- 


ploy a stenographer; the expenses of said committee to be paid out of the contin- 
gent fund o the House, upon vouchers filed by the chatrisen thereat. 


FRAUDULENT CLAIMS, 


Mr. MANNING. I desire to introduce the following resolution of 
inquiry and to ask for its present consideration. 
he Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the Secretary of the Treasury in his annual report for the year 1877, 
referring to the payment of claims against the Government, said most of these 
claims are paid out of what are classed as permanent annual appropriations con- 
tained in section 3689, d Statutes, which do not come 75 the annual su- 
pram of Congress. These appropriations, though declared to be annual, have 

used for the payment of claims, however old, including nearly every case of 
fraudulent or exaggerated claims paid by this Department: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to report to this House 
what fraudulent claims have been paid by the Treasury Department from the 
appropriations authorized by section 3689, Revised Statutes, and what fraudulent 
0 8, if any, have been paid from other appropriations since June 22, 1874, up to 
and including the date of his said annual report ; the amount and date of each fraud- 
ulent claim paid during the time aboye mentioned, specifying the appropriation 
from which paid, the nature of each claim, to whom paid, her what recommenda- 
tions have been made or action taken or ordered by the Treasury Department to 
recover any money thus paid, with the date of such recommendations, action, or 
orders, and a statement of the result, if any, of such recommendations, actions, or 
orders in each case; and also to furnish House with the evidence upon which 
said statement of fraud is predicated. 


Mr. CALKINS. Members here have only been able to hear in the 
confusion a sentence or two of that resolution, and I think at least 
before the question is put to the House the resolution should be again 
read. I reserve my right to objéct. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman shall lose no right. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I demand the regular order of business, 

The SPEAKER. To the exclusion of this resolution? 

ae FERNANDO WOOD, I think we should have the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. Let the resolution be referred, and it can come 
back within six days under the rule, being a resolution for informa- 
tion from one of the Departments. 

Mr. MANNING. I have no other course left me, although I should 


like to have the resolution considered at this moment. I regard it as 


of great importance, and I do not see why there should be any ob- 
jection from any quarter to its adoption at this time. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. There will be objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, whatever committee the resolu- 
Sona referred to will be compelled to report it back within one 
week, 

Mr. MANNING. Very well. I ask that the resolution be referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The resolution was so referred. 


PRINTING FOR LAND COMMISSION. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I desire to make a report from 
the Committee on Printing. The committee have had under consid- 
eration the joint resolution referred to them (H. R. No. 143) author- 
izing certain printing for the land commission, and haye unanimously 
directed me to report a substitute (H. R. No, 145) therefor, with the 
recommendation that it do pass. I ask the Clerk to read the pro- 
posed substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution authorizing certain printing for the land commission. 


required to tan upon requisition o chairman of the lic land commission, 
created by the act of March 3, 1879, for the purpose of g the laws relating 
to the public lands, and for other purposes, such letters, testimony, and documents 

bed for said commis- 


Provided further, That the number of copies printed of t said eee eee 
documents shall not exceed two h a= 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. If necessary, I will make a brief 
explanation in regard to this resolution. I do not know that an ex- 
planation is really necessary. On the 3d of March last a commission 
was raised for the purpose of codifying the land laws. They have 
taken 2 pe deal of testimony, and it is very important it should 
be printed to aid them in the work they have to accomplish. Unless 
this is done it will be almost impossible for them to do that work 
within the prescribed time. This is an appropriation of $2,000 for 
that pager 
There being no objection, the joint resolution was read three times, 


and passed. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed ; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PANAMA CANAL. 


Mr. ACKLEN, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 146) authorizing the President of the United States to 
appoint a commission of engineers to examine the surveys of the 
contemplated canal across the Isthmus of Panama; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. Bonn, its Secre 


informed 


essage 
the House that the Senate had passed a bill (S. No. 61890 the relief 
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of Herman Hulman and Crawford Fairbanks, of the city of Terre 
Haute, Indiana; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I now insist on the demand for the 


regular order, 
UNLADING OF FOREIGN VESSELS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the morning 
hour begins at twenty-five minutes past twelve o’clock. The unfin- 
ished business coming over from yesterday is the bill (H. R. No. 2786) 
relating to the unlading of foreign vessels, reported by the gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. Warr] from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WAIT. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Louisiana, 
LMr. ACKLEN. ] 

Mr. ACKLEN. The gentleman from a [Mr. CoNGER] on 
yesterday objected to the bill now under consideration that it would 
interfere with the American shipping interests, and that it would 
seriously prejudice the coastwise trade if it should become a law. I 
think that the bill is simply the practical solution of a very interest- 


ing question. alee 

fe is hardly probable, as suggested by the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, that a vessel ERDE at the port of New Orleans would be likely 
to proceed up to the different ports of delivery on the Mississippi 
River to discharge its cargo. It would be hardly probable that a 
vessel would be put to such an expense. The same reasoning would 
be equally good as applied to the coastwise trade. I cannot see under 
those cireumstances why objections should be urged to the passage 
of this pot resolution on such ds. Itis true that it is some- 
what of an innovation upon the old law of 1799, but it is an innova- 
tion that will result in practical good. I think, Mr. Speaker, that 
under those circumstances there should be no objection to the passage 
of this joint resolution, which has received the unanimous support of 
the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. DUNNELL. I understood yesterday that the gentleman from 
Connecticut having this bill in charge was quite willing it should be 
recommitted and printed; and I think that was the understandin 
come to. This seems to me a very important bill, and I am unwill- 
ing to vote on it until I see it in print, and until it has been fully 
dise d. 


usse 

The SPEAKER. There was an interchange of su tions about 
the printing and recommitment of the bill, but no understanding was 
come to. The House is bound by action, not by debate. 

Mr. REAGAN. This bill presents a single question which is easily 
comprehended, and the committee has to recommend its pas- 

as it is now reported. If the House does not desire it, it may as 
well vote it down now as at any other time. If the House does 
desire it, let it pass the bill now. 

The only question that arises upon the bill is this: Under the 
law as it now stands, a vessel importing goods discharges its c at 
the port at which it first arrives. The object of this bill is to enable 
the vessels bringing cargoes to more ports than one to discharge 
cargo at the ports to which the merchandise is consigned. It does 
not authorize any interference with the coasting trade, as recognized 
by our present a Tegan to the extent of permitting such vessels to 
take up merchandise at one American port and carry it to another. 
They cannot do that. It is only a question of whether they may dis- 
charge cargo at more ports than one, The reason for that is so easily 
understood that further investigation is not necessary, it seems to me, 
to determine whether the House shall assent to this proposition or not. 

A vessel may have consignments of goods to Baltimore and to Nor- 
folk. If she arrives, as the law is now, first at Norfolk the entire 
cargo must be 3 at Norfolk and the consignees of the por- 
tion of the for Baltimore would be required to pay the charges 
for storage and reshipment and freight to Baltimore, which would 
be added to the cost of transportation. Now, if the vessel as is pro- 
posed by this bill be enabled to discharge the pa of her cargo con- 
signed to Norfolk at that port, and the part of the cargo consigned 
to Baltimore at that port, this saves to the consignees the expenses 
connected with a reshipment of the cargo designed for the second 
port. I mention these two ports merely by way of illustration. 

It was urged yesterday that under the provisions of this bill a car 
consigned to different ports on the Mississippi and itstributariesmight 
pass along up the Mississippi River. Now we understand that prac- 
tically foreign vessels coming from foreign ports, loaded with 
for this country, are generally consigned to the most convenient ex- 
ternal ports of the country. It is not to be supposed that they will 
incur the expense and the danger of navigation in order to pass into 


the interior waters of the country to disch their ca there. 
Therefore, while that may be a possible thing it is not at all a proba- 
ble thing. 

The pro 


ition here is simply to relieve, to the extent 8 by 
this bill, the commerce of our country from some of the burdens now 
imposed upon it. If there is a subject which above all others should 
command the serious attention of this House, it is the commercial 
condition of this country and its commercial interests. This is a 
small step but a 3 one in the direction of cheapening commerce 
to our people, without interfering with the coast trade proper. Under 
this bill no foreign vessel can e up merchandise at one American 
port and carry it to another. All the power given under this bill is 
ely to enable such 128 vessels to discharge the cargoes brought 
from foreign countries at the different ports to which such cargoes 


may be*consigned. 
xX——-6 


A vessel may come with consignments of cargo to Boston and New 
York. Under the law as it now stands, when that vessel arrives at 
the port of Boston, for instance, it must discharge its entire c: 
there, and then may have to go to New York in ballast, while the 
consignees of the New York portion of the cargo will have to meet 
=e saree of storage in Boston and reshipment from Boston to New 

ork. 

I have stated all there is in this bill. I understand very well that 
there is a strong feeling aesa any interference with the law which 
secures to American vessels the coastwise trade of the United States. 
We do not propose by this bill to take away that trade at all, to 
attack it in any degree. We propose only to change the law so as 
to cheapen the commerce of the country and to save to our people the 
expenses of reshipment of foreign merchandise to a aa port. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. The law as it now stands deprives for- 
eign-built vessels of the American coast trade. Such foreign-built 
vessels already command three-fourths of the carrying trade of the 
United States. All the reservation which we have against foreign- 
built vessels is the law ghia tien their éngaging in this enormous 
traffic along the coast of the United States. 

This bill strikes a blow at the advantages now eee by Amer- 
ican vessels in regard to our coast trade, which advantages are held 
exclusively in the hands of the owners of American shipping. It is a 
small step, it is true, as the chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
[Mr. REAGAN] has said; but it is a dangerous step, and an innovation 
which I for one will never consent to. 

It is proposed in this bill that a foreign-built vessel may discharge 
a part of its cargo at one port of the United States and then proceed. 
to a neighboring port and discharge the remainder of such cargo. In 
other words, it is in direct contravention of the statute providing 
against that very thing. 

But I have another objection to this bill. It does not come before 
the House in the proper manner. In the first place, it should have 
never been referred to the Committee on Commerce; the subject of 
the bill is not one coming within the jurisdiction of that committee. 
It is not their province to consider a question of this character. 

Secondly, this bill has never been printed, and members of this 
House have had no opportunity to examine it. Until that opportu- 
nity is given, and we can look at the bill and examine carefully all of 
its bearings upon this important question of the advantages possessed 
by American tonnage as against foreign tonnage, I certainly will not 
consent to its consideration. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I had intended myself to raise the point which 
has been raised by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. FERNANDO 
Woop, ] that this very important measure comes before the House 
upon a written bill. From what was said in the debate yesterday, I 
certainly expected that this bill would be printed in the RECORD of 
this morning. But for some reason or other it is not even printed in 
the RECORD. Now I am not willing to vote for a bill of this magni- 
tude which is not printed, and which comes before us in this irregular 
manner. 

We have lived under the present law for more than eighty years. 
The Secretary of the Treasury speaks of the benefits resulting to the 
coastwise trade of the United States under the operations of the 
present law. Now, after we have lived under that law for eighty 
goats, because of a little hardship which may have been felt at New 

ndon, it is proposed to repeal this old law, and not so much as to 
bring in a printed bill for consideration by this House. 

Now, I have Meg | great respect for the gentleman from Connecticut, 
(Mr. Warr z] but I must insist that this is too important a measure 
one affecting, and perhaps very much more than the gentleman him- 
self now sppeshends, the revenues of the country and the shipping 
interests of the country—to be brought in here and pressed for con- 
sideration without a printed bill, and even without a report. 

I hope the gentleman will consent that this bill be recommitted 
and printed, and that it shall come before us at the proper time, when 
we can consider it fully and pass upon it intelligently There is no 
se rage for any hurry in the p: of this bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, the view presented by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FerNaNDO Woop) raises the only question 
before the House in connection with this bill. He assumes'that it is 
a blow at the interests of American ship-owners. Surely, if the law 
now gives to American ship-owners the monopoly of the entire coast- 
wise shipping of this country, this bill does not interfere with that. 
But the law as it now stands operates not merely to give a monopoly 
of the coasting trade to American ship-owners, but it operates to com- 
pel consignees to consent to an expensive reshipment at their own 
cost for the benefit of ship-owners. There would be no more justice 
in retaining the present provision in this respect or in defeating the 
bill now before us than there would be in passing a law declaring 
that on consignment of goods to more than one port in this country 
the Government should give a direct benefit to American ship-owners 
to the extent of the price of the carriage of those goods from one port 
to another. This is one of those unjust and odious discriminations 
against the interests of the great body of the people which clog and 
load down and cripple our commerce so as to have driven our mer- 
cantile marine from the ocean. I trust the time has come when an 
enlightened and just policy, based upon consideration of public in- 
terest and justice, shall control in the legislation of this country, and 
when our legislation is not to be employed in securing and perpetuat- 
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ing monopolies for the benefit of a few at the expense of the many. 
That is precisely the question. which comes up now. 
I wish to repeat that the bill does not interfere with the coastwise 


trade in its ordinary sense. It does not permit any foreigu- built ves- 
sel to take up commerce at one port of the United States and convey 
it to another. Its only object is to save to consignees the ex of 
a second shipment of cargoes consigned to more than one port in this 
country by one ship. 

So far as concerns reprinting the bill I have no objection, if the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut prefers that course, though for my own part 
I am ready to vote now. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I expressed yesterday my objections 
to this bill, so sweeping in its nature and so utterly demoralizing to 
the interests of American ship-owners and shippers, and all for the 

urpose of facilitating the transfer of 1 8 8 rom New London to 
Rorwieh, a distance of thirteen miles. I will join with the gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. Warr] in the passage of a bill that shall 
give all opportunity to foreign or domestic vessels in making that 
perilous journey between New London and Norwich. [Laughter.] 

But, sir, when the gentleman from Connecticut introduces a bill 
that we have not seen in print, the purport of which we must catch 
from hearing it read or from examining it as we may; when I find 
that this bill affects, in my judgment seriously, the coasting trade ; 
when this view is fortified by a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, asserting that the bill may materially affect the coasting trade; 
when I do know that it may affect the transportation oe the entire 
rene £0 upon the Hudson, upon any river capable of floating 
foreign ships that come to our ports of entry; when I know that it 
may affect the tra rtation from British North America to the 
United States on the chain of lakes and other waters a thousand miles 
in extent; when I know, as every man knows, that our shipping in- 
terest not only on the ocean but on the rivers and on the lakes has 
within the last few years been depressed, almost destroyed; when I 
know that the value of steamboats, barges, schooners, and barks on 
our lakes has fallen below the cost of construction, or even the cost 
of repair, it does seem to me that within the first three months in 
which there has been a revival of that business in which shippers at 
home and abroad owning American ships begin to have some relief, 
to pass such a bill as this in this hurried manner would be suicidal. 

ir, I marvel of all things that the VS placed at the head 
of the Committee on Commerce, who should be sensitive, who should 
be bold, who should be determined in the protection which his course 
here may give to American commerce, advocates as chairman of that 
committee the free-trader’s doctrine and would for the sake of a few 
foreign ships ruin still further American shipping and American 
commerce in American bottoms. 

How sad it seemed to me to hear the chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce bewail the loss that would accrue to foreign ship-own- 
ers if this bill should not pass. I have forgotten the duty of a com- 
mittee on commerce if it be not to protect American commerce, 
American navigation, American shipping, American ship-owners—to 
do allit can to bring back to this country its destroyed commerce 
and g trade and not to hold out inducements to foreign ships 
which are not permitted to American ships. 

Let this bill be printed; let it be considered; give members an 
opportunity to know what it is, what its effect will be. Give to gen- 
tlemen who live along the Mississippi, along our t lak ong 
our oy ey svar an opportunity to know what their constituents 


may desire to such a bill as this, which gives to the foreign 
anes af Noe privileges which are denied to our own people. 
r. MCLANE. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 


Michigan, and also of the gentleman from New York, to the fact that 
this bill does not permit a vessel to go from one port of entry to an- 
other portofentry. It supy authorizes a vessel that is duly entered 
at a port of entry to go and unload at a port of delivery within the 
same collection district. 

Mr. CONGER. I understand that. Ifthe ganenn had listened 
to my remarks yesterday he would have seen that I gave the Kroaten 
force to that proposition when I said that on the Mississippi River 
New Orleans was the port of entry, and all other ports—and I men- 
tioned tifem by name—except Natchez, are ports of delivery only; 
Menehi Vicksburgh, Saint Louis, and, on the Ohio, Louisville an 
Cincinnati, are all ports of delivery. If, then, a foreign vessel could 
navigate the Mississippi and the Ohio, it might be loaded with freight 
for every single port on those rivers, and, entering at New Orleans, 
it could carry that freight and deliver it to every one of those ports 
of delivery. On our lakes the same thing could be done. 

Sir, it is an encroachment on the law as it has always stood; it 
is an encroachment upon the rights of American ship-owners; it 
gives a premium to the owners of foreign vessels so that 
may be bronght in foreign bottoms to the exclusion of American 


shipping. 
. McLANE. Will the gentleman from Michigan permit me to 
conclade the explanation I rose to make? 

Mr. CONGER. Certainly. 

Mr. McLANE. I was about saying that it has been the practice of 
this Government during this and every preceding Congress, almost 


nem, con., without opposition, to grant permission by law when appli- 
cation is made that a vessel, having entered a port of entry with a 
cargo for ports of delivery within the same collection district, to 


deliver the same at the port of delivery, deputy collectors being 
appointed for the same. 

Mr. KELLY. I have never heard of it. 

Mr. MCLANE. Laws have been passed to authorize it 

Mr. CONGER. On application to the Secretary of the a 
Make this bill so, on application to the Secretary of the Treasury. We 
have a law which provides that where consignment is made to a port 
of delivery notice may be given at that port of delivery and at the 
port of entry, in order to get permission to disc the cargo at that 
port of delivery. Let this bill follow that law and it will be less 
objectionable. 

r. WAIT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a few words in reply to 
the gentleman from Michigan. In the place, the gentleman 
is not correct in the assertion that he makes that there is any exist- 
ing law by which you can now appeal to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and he can grant permission to a foreign vessel, after it is entered 
2 > ort of entry, to proceed forward and unload its cargo at a port 
of delivery. 

It was in response to a letter which I addressed to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, asking that such permission should be granted to the 
importing house to which I have alluded, and which was compelled 
by the exigencies of the case to put their cargo on board of a foreign 
vessel in a West India port, that the Secretary of the Treasury 
replied that the statute absolutely forbade his granting my request. 
I requested him to permit that vessel to go forward and unload its 
freight at the port of delivery. 

It was in response to the letter from me asking such permission 
that the Secretary stated there was no existing law which could in any 
manner be so construed as to authorize him to grant this permission 
to an importer of foreign goods bringing the same into the United 
States in a foreign vessel. It was because of the fact of that v 
embarrassment—that there was not any law granting relief in suc 
cases—that this proposed legislation was sought by parties in inter- 
est, and, in fact, on the suggestion of the officers of the Treasury De- 

artment. In introducing the resolution, which was referred to the 

ommittee on Commerce, I acted on a full and clear understanding 
with the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, as shown by his letter 
to me, pabiishod in the Recorp of this morning, that the legislation 
asked for by the resolution was important to the commercial inter- 
ests of the country and required to relieve importers from the diffi- 
culties, and I may say injustice, under which they suffer. It is not 
the town of Norwich or parties that import foreign products into 
ports in my district that alone suffer from the operation of statutes 
enacted nearly a century ago and adapted to an entirely different 
condition of 9 in this country. 

Navigation on the Connecticut River is embarrassed in the same way 
that the navigation and importation of goods on the river Thames 
are injuriously affected. The same embarrassment I presume exists 
in regard to the Hudson River. The ay overs may bring in goods to 
be delivered at some port of delivery up that river thirty miles or more 
from the city of New York, which is a port of entry, but under the 
present law he is required to unload the at the port of entry 
and thence transport the same to the port of delivery by lighters or 
railroad. Ifthis billshould pa and become a law then a foreign vessel 
laden with imported goods for Hudson Cıty or the city of Poughkeep- 
sie, which places aresituated up the North River, assuming that these 
cities are ports of delivery and the residence and place of business of 
the parties to whom the goods are consigned, the consignor may enter 
the vessel and cargo at the port of entry and afterward go forward 
and deliver the goods to the consignee at the port of delivery. The 
existing law, if enforced by the collector at the ee of New Yuck wool 
compel the vessel to unload its cargo in the harbor of that city and 
then by river craft or railroad conveyances to carry the goods to Hud- 
son City or Poughkeepsie. 

It is not my State alone which suffers; it is not the business on 
the Connecticut or Thames River alone that is unfavorably af- 
fected; it is not alone the importing house which I have alluded to 
that is emb; by the operation of this law; but importing 
merchants doing business at ports of delivery in other States on 
navigable rivers where there is foreign commerce suffer in like man- 
ner. I have no fear whatever that the coasting trade of this coun- 
try, whether carried on on the seaboard, on rivers, or on lakes, will 
suffer any injury whatever from the legislation now proposed, nor is 
it the intent of parties interested in the passage of the proposed bill 
to invade the rights of American ship-owners. 

A word with regard to the printing of the bill. In the remarks 
which I made 8 to the House I said that I was entirely will- 
ing that the bill should be printed in the RECORD, and as I under- 
stand the report of the same it is substantially. My remarks then 
were, “I concur with the gentleman from Michi that it is per- 
fectly proper the bill should be printed, and I will have the accom- 
panying report printed with it as part of my remarks.” When I 
opened the RECORD this morning I expected to find, as the gentle- 
man says that he did, the bill printed in the same, line for line and 
letter for letter as reported by the committee, and I cannot see how 
the substance of the bill as printed varies essentially from the bill 
as drafted and reported by the committee. The remarks of gentle- 
men who discussed the bill appear in full in the columns of the 
RECORD, and the letters of Assistant Secretary French and the im- 
porters at Norwich are also published entire, but the bill as printed, 
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it may be claimed, is not quite as full in words as the original one 
presented to the House. 

The SPEAKER. It is not usual to print bills in the RECORD un- 
less a special request is made to that effect. 

Mr. WAIT. 8 made the request that the bill, report, and 
correspondence should all be published in the RECORD, and the mean- 
ing of the bill as printed in the same cannot, I think, be misunder- 
stood. What I aeie is action on this matter by the House at the 

ible. 

8 LD. The gentleman will allow me a moment. I wish 
to suggest this: it is evident this bill either is not understood by the 
gentlemen debating it, or else there is a very serious question as to 
whether it ought to pass or not. Certainly, there is a marked differ- 
ence of opinion among friends here as to the meaning and effect of 
the bill, and we onght not to be required to act on a measure of this 
sort until it is in print on our tables. I ask gentlemen to consent 
either that it be recommitted to the committee, so it may be printed 
and brought in in a new shape, or they drop its consideration this 
morning and let it be printed so we may see the whole thing, report 
and all, before we are asked to pass it. 

Mr. McLANE. I propose, with the consent of my colleague on the 
Committee on Commerce, to move to recommit the bill and have it 

rinted ; but before making that motion itis only reasonable I should 
8 to make a word of explanation to my friend from New York. 
This bill has no reference whatever to that section of the Revised 
Statutes to which reference has been made, section 2771. That sec- 
tion of the Revised Statutes forbids a foreign vessel to unload at any 
other port than ports of entry. That is a law doubtless for the pro- 
tection of American shipping. 

This does not interfere with that. It is simply a law to avoid the 
numerous special acts we are in the habit of passing to it ves- 
sels having entered at a port of entry to go and oad at ports of 
delivery in the same district. Such acts are rarely obj to. In 
the case of the Connecticut River, to which reference has been made 
by the honorable gentleman from Connecticut who introduced this 
bill, his object was to avoid the introduction of a special act to cover 
that case. The proposition now is to pass a general law covering all 
cases. There is nothing in it but this provision, that, having entered 
at a port of entry, the vessel may proceed forward and unload its 
cargo at ports of delivery within the same collection district. It is 
an economical measure. Our practice now is to appoint an additional 
officer, with a salary of $500 or $1,000 a year, for vessels which have 
already entered at a port of entry. This is to avoid that, and to per- 
mit a vessel to unload anywhere in one collection district after it has 
entered at the port of entry. Although I shall cheerfully vote to 
recommit and print, because I believe every question should be fully 
understood, yet I do not think I ought to sit stil] and allow gentle- 
men to take exception to this because it interferes with the statute 
referred to. And if gentlemen will observe the section, 2779 of the 
Revised Statutes, they will perceive that foreign vessels have now 
the . 8. to go from one port of entry to another port of entry and 
unload their cargoes, which is a much greater interference with the 
A trade of American vessels than the authority granted by 
this bill to unload at ports of delivery in the collection district where 
they have entered at a port of entry. : 

r. FERNANDO WOOD. One reply to my friend from Maryland. 
That gentleman appears not to see that a collection district may 
extend for many hundred miles. Take the district in which the city 
of New York is, and there are ports of delivery within a hundred and 
fifty miles of that city, the port of an being New York City. Take 
the Louisiana collection district, which runs all the way up the Mis- 
sissippi River. There are various ports of delivery, but only one port 
of entry, and at those $ porta of delivery the Government has not sta- 
tioned its detective officers, who are employed for the pu: of pre- 
venting smuggling or any evasion of the revenue laws. Those officers 
are stationed only at ports of entry. 

It may be well for gentlemen to advocate a poa although in 
“y judgment entirely unintentional, which wil it a foreign ves- 

to enter goods at one port of entry, and to deliver a portion of the 
cargo at one port of delivery, and three-quarters of the cargo at other 
ports of delivery where the Government has not provided proper offi- 
cers to see the revenue is not defrauded. 

Jam glad the gentleman bas moved to recommit the bill so we 
may see it in print, and when the proper time arrives for its discus- 
sion I hope to be able to show there are very grave objections to the 


earliest time 


House ri re gee law. 
ARFIELD. The Committee of Ways and Means should 
look into it. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. This is an important question, and one 
not sufficiently understood by the House to vote on it intelligently. 
It is far-reaching in its results, and affects commerce in different di- 
rections. I hope the gentlemen on the committee of which I am a 
member will submit to the motion to have it recommitted and printed 
and it can be subsequently reported. 

Mr. MCLANE. That is the motion I have submitted. I have the 
floor, as I yielded only to the gentleman from New York. 

F of Ohio. I thought the gentleman had con- 
cluded. 

Mr. McLANE. Before the question is put on my motion to recom- 
mit, I claim the indulgence of the House to satiny, AE gentleman from 


New York that, as extensive as may be the collection district of New 
York, I think he will find that permission has already been granted 
to the unloading of foreign vessels at ports of delivery in that dis- 
trict. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. By act of Con ? 

Mr. McLANE. Certainly. Thatis what I have already explained ; 
special acts. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. By special act? 

Mr. McLANE. Certainly; and we propose to do away with the 
necessity of passing any such special acts and to provide a general 
law covering all such cases and for the purpose of relieving this em- 
barrassment on the part of our merchants to which attention has been 
caloo This bill nates provides eee vessel has entered a 
port of entry it may be allowed to p to unload its cargo at ports 
of delivery within the same collection district to which that cargo 
has been consigned, which interferes much less with the coasting 
trade in American vessels than the right granted by section 2779 to 
foreign vessels of going from ports of entry to other ports of entry. 
I now move to print and recommit the bill. 

Mr. COX. I ask the gentleman from Maryland to yield to me for 
a few moments. 

e we McLANE. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from New 
ork. 

Mr. COX. I desire to say a word. The course of this debate tends 
to prejudice this bill. Why not unloose all the bands possible, so as 
to permit the liberty of interchange. The principal objection 
made to this bill is that it will interfere with domestic ship-owners. 
It is said they will not have the same opportunity, if this bill be 
passed, to do the carrying trade in our inland waters or rivers. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, let me say, preliminarily, that by our tariffs we 
have forbidden our people to build ships ; for they can be built cheaper 
outside of our country. By our navigation laws we forbid our people 
to buy ships abroad. We are the only nation in the world that has 
that prohibition. It is worse than a mere restriction. 

Now, sir, when a measure is reported here, in the line of economy 
to the shipper, to the consignee, to the consumer, and to all engaged 
in commerce; and when a modicum of liberty is to be allowed by thi 
bill, gentlemen under some trepidation raise the old question of the 
sanctity of our navigation laws. The Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury, Mr. French, says something about this bill that looks like 


progress: 
In this case, to require the American CFF 
of entry in order to transport the same but a few miles in an American vessel, is of 


itself a check on the natural course of trade, and may subject him to expenses 
which are burdensome and unjust. 

And this we can all see in the illustration given yesterday by my 
friend from Connecticut [Mr. Warr] as to hisown waters. Now, by 
section 2771 of the Revised Statutes the House will see that : 

Vessels which are not vessels of the United States shall be admitted to unlade 
only at ports of entry established by law. 

At ports of entry; one or more ports of entry. You may unlade 
the vessel at one port of entry and take the residue of the cargo 
without breaking the bulk to another port of entry. At the first 
port of entry it of course through all the inspection and detec- 
tion provided for by law. It paysthe duty. Then why can it not go 
to another port of entry? When that part of its commerce is com- 
pleted and duties paid, then this bill comes in and says very properly 
that in the natural course of economic trade the cargo destined to a 
certain pert of delivery may be unloaded there. The unlading is in 
the interest of free trade. 

Where is the harm to revenue or trade in all this? It saves much 
expense. Why, sir, if our American vessels cannot compete with the 
world, if we by our inventive genius and machinery cannot rival suc- 
cessfully foreign vessels on our coasts and inland, then it is time we 
should do as the Secretary of the T. himself advised in his last 
report. If we cannot buy vessels abroad freely, then levy your tariff 
duty per ton on foreign-bought vessels, as he su ts. Thus allow 
our people the largest liberty of trade consistent with revenue. When- 
ever you unloose these bonds of trade, unclasp these shackles on com- 
merce, you help not merely the seaboard cities, not merely your lake 
cities, not merely your Pacific coast cities, who trade to Japan and 
China and the Sandwich Islands, but you go further; you promote 
the paramount agricultural interest, you aid the interest of the t 
body of our people who produce two and a half billions of values. 
They do and would send abroad these astounding values. If you 

d give an impulse to the farm, and enlarge its market; if you 
would give to the men that have 874 per cent. of the export trade 
of this country achance to buy abroad and bring what they buy here 
in the cheapest way possible while they send abroad their productions; 
if you would help to buy as well as to sell in the . highest market 
in the world, then favor any measure in the line of economy to our 
trade and of the enlargement of that trade all round the world. This 
bill does that in a small but significant way. 

Mr. e Will the gentleman from Maryland yield to me for 
a moment 

Mr. MCLANE. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania three 
minutes. 

Mr. KELLEY. I shall not follow the gentleman from New York 
[ Mr. Cox] in his remarks paray; but I beg leave to remind him 
that Americans can own -built vessels, and use them in our 
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foreign commerce ; and that foreign owners of foreign ships can en- 
gage in our foreign commerce. We have reserved simply our internal 
8 trade to ourselves in order to maintain ship- yards and 
machine building establishments, as a school fora navy, that we may 
not be dependent upon England or any other foreign country for ships, 
engineers, and sailors in time of war. 8 
desire to say that I think there should be an amendment put into 

this bill. The gentleman from New York intimates that they have 
free trade somewhere else. Now, I will ask him if an American ship 
arrives at one port in England and finds it n to go to an- 
other, say from Hull to Bristol or from Bristol to Hull, can it do so 
with entire freedom? Great Britain enjoys without tax our whole 
light-honse system, and yet if an American ship or schooner shall 
want to pass from Hull to Bristol or from Bristol to Hull, or from any 
other one British port to another, she must pay extra light dues. 

Free trade in England means freedom for British trade, with im- 
positions upon foreign trade. Now we should incorporate into this 
bill a reciprocity treaty, a provision that those taking advantage of 
this bill shall have the benefits of our light-house system free, if they 
come from a nation that grants us freely the benefits of their light- 
house system. Then you will put American ships on an equality with 
foreign ships. I say that we are legislating for America, and not for 
foreign nations, and that he is worse than an infidel who does not 
look out for his own family. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. McLane, that the 
bill be printed and recommitted ; and it was agreed to, 

Mr. CONGER moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SEAFORD, DELAWARE. 


Mr. MCLANE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 2790) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint 
a deputy collector at Seaford, Delaware; which was read a first and 
second time. < 

The bill authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint a dep- 
uty collector or other officer at Seaford, Delaware, who shall have 
power to enter and clear all vessels coming to that port, and who 
shall receive asalary not exceeding $500 per annum. 

Mr. McLANE. This bill is in the usual form which has been 
adopted where ports of delivery have been made porte of entry. 
When I addressed the House in explanation of the other bill, I called 
attention to the fact that the bill which we have just recommitted 
and ordered to be printed was intended to make such applications as 
this unnecessary. a 

This bill is not open to some of the objections taken to the other 
bill, because by virtue of this law ports of delivery become ports of 
entry; they are ports of delivery within a collection district, and by 
law we e them ports of entry. In order that the House may see 
that there is no ch: in the practice in regard to such matters 
which has heretofore obtained, I ask the Clerk to read the letter from 
the Treasury Department which I send to his desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, June 26, 1879. 


stationed at said port. 

Seaford is not at present a 
lector stationed there under 
Delaware, with a compensation of 
$498 per year. 


established by law, but there is a deputy col- 
of the collector of customs at Wilmin 


gton 

per day when employed, and not to exceed 

As the vessel-owners state that the establishment of a port of delivery at Sea- 

ford would inure to their advantage, this ee would have no objection 

to the creation of such port of delivery, provided the expenses of coll g the 
revenue from customs would not be increased aaen > 

The total expenses now incurred at that place is for the salary of the deputy 

collector; and the of the cep he bo to be appointed, if this measure be car- 

ried into effect, should not exceed that now paid to the deputy collector, say $500. 


Very respectfully, 
ST 3 * FRENCH. 


Hox. R. M. MCLANE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
The bill was then ordered to be engr and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and pen 
Mr. CONGER. As this bill provides not only for the appointment 
of a deputy collector but also for his salary, the title should be 
amended so as to read, “and for other purposes;” and I make that 
motion. 
The amendment was agreed to. é 
Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


HOMESTEADS ON LANDS WITHIN RAILROAD LIMITS. 


Mr. CONVERSE, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported 


back with an amendment the bill (H. R. No. 2298) to amend the act 
entitled “ An act to grant additional rights to homestead settlers on 
public lands within railroad limits,” approved March 3, 1879. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the act entitled “An act to grant additional rights to 
homestead settlers on public lands within railroad limits,” approved March 3, 1879, 
be so amended as to read as follows: 


of this act the even sections within the limits 


each settler, and any 
—— . shall have been restricted to eighty acres, ter under 
who, e 0 

the ee awe ie additional eighty acres adjoining the Jani exibraced in bis 
original entry, if such additional land be subject to entry; or if such person so 
elect, he may surrender his entry to the United States for cancellation, and there- 
upon be entitled to enter lands under the homestead laws, the same asif the sur- 
rendered entry had not been made. And the residence and cultivation of such per- 
son upon and of the land embraced in his original entry shall be considered — 
dence and cultivation for the same length of time u and of the land emb: 

in his additional or new entry, and shall be deducted from the five years“ residence 
and cultivation required by law : Provided, That in no case shall patent issue u 

an additional or new homestead entry under this act until the person has act 

and in conformity with the homestead laws, occupied, resided upon, and cultivated 
the land embraced therein at least one year. 

The amendment reported from the committee was to add to the bill 
the following: 

And said original act, approved March 3, 1879, is hereby repealed. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I desire to make a short explanation of this bill. 
The law of March 3, 1879, authorized the homesteaders who had se- 
lected 3 acres each, within railroad limits, to select an addi- 
tional eighty acres for a homestead, without the payment of the 
registration fee of $5 which is provided by law. It so happens that 
the provision of the Revised Statutes authorizing a soldier to select 
an additional eighty acres, where he has selected land within railroad 
limits, requires him to pay the $5 fee. The law as it now stands, 
therefore, discriminates unfavorably against the soldier and in favor 
of the citizen. The Committee on Public Lands thought these small 
fees ought to be pee by all who add to their hom in that way, 
and thus make the law uniform. 

This bill is a simple re-enactment of the present law, leaving out 
one single sentence which I will now read: 

And person so making additional entries of acres, entry after 
8 pilora ran of his at niet aia be . to do so 
without payment of fees and commissions. 

These are the words left out of the present law. Unless further 
discussion is desired, I will call the previous question on the bill and 
amendment. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I desire to ask the gentleman a question, whether 
this bill makes provision in relation to those grants which in some 
instances were for the odd per and in other instances for the 


even sections—whether the bill is sufficiently guarded in sea pt 
Ithink that in some cases ts were made to States or rai for 
the odd sections and in other instances for the even sections. Now, 
this bill gont to eee to that extent with our legislation touch- 


in; gran 

fre. CONVERSE. I will state to the gentleman that at the last 
session of Congress provision was made for that condition of things. 
The only cases where the even sections were granted to railroads were 
cases in the States of Missouri and Arkansas, I believe. At the last 
session of the present Congress provision was made to remedy such 

cases. This bill simply harmonizes the whole law on that subject. 
Mr. HOOKER. I desire to make a single suggestion. As I under- 
stand, in many of the States—probably in others than those to which 
the gentleman has referred—settlers upon the public lands have un- 
wittingly entered, and the officers of the Government having control 
of the land offices have permitted the entry of, lands belonging to 
railroad companies. These lands have been entered by mistake; the 
fees upon such entry have been paid to the officers of the Govern- 
ment—the register and receiver. It has been discovered afterward 
that the lands thus entered belonged to sections which had been 
ted by the Government to railroad companies. The object of the 
ill of last session, as I understood, was to enable persons who had 
thus made entries by mistake and paid their money to the Govern- 
ment to make location upon otherlands. The bill to which the gen- 
tleman refers does not require that ns thus entering other lands 
shall be required to pay additional fees, because the mistake was 
made by the officers of the Government as well as by the parties 
making the entry. Ido not see any reason why, under the present 

bill, an additional fee should be exacted from these parties. 3 
. CONVERSE. I shall be glad to answer my friend from Mis- 
sissippi in a single word. This bill does not apply to the cases to 
which he has referred. It applies only to cases where eighty acres 
have been entered within railroad limits and the party desires to enter 
eighty acres more, making one hundred and sixty in all. This is the 

y case to which this bill applies. I ask for a vote. 

The question being on seconding the demand for the previous ques- 
tion, it was seconded, and the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the amendment reported by the committee was 


to. 
The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en for a third read- 
ing; was int ath read the third time, an f 
Mir. CONVERSE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
hae pand; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the ta 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
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JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolu- 
tion of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same : 

Joint resolution 8. R. No. 50) filling existing vacancies in the Board 
of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. 

DOORKEEPER FOR COMMITTEE OF WAYS AND MEANS. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, from the Committee of Accounts, re- 
ported the following resolution; which was read, considered, and 
adopted : 

Resol f and Means be authorized to employ a 
e eee oo tee mas as messenger, to = paid sae oe 175 5 5 zane tf the 

shall recei mpensation 
ee i 2 N of the House, and who shall hold office until es, beg 
wise ondere by the House. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 3 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. - 


Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. Cox in the chair) and proceeded to the consideration of business 
on the Calendar. : 

Mr. MORRISON. Lask that all gow orders be informally passed 
over to take up the bill (H. R. No. 1955) authorizing an allowance for 
loss by leakage or casualty of spirits withdrawn from distillery ware- 
houses for exportation. 

Mr. CONGER. I object. 


CHOCTAW NATION. 


The first business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 440) for 
the ascertainment of the amount due the Choctaw Nation. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that this bill be laid aside. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the bill be read first. 

The bill was read. F 

Mr. MORRISON. I observe by the Calendar that this bill has been 
made a special order for the second Tuesday of January next. I be- 
lieve it goes over without any motion. 

Mr. HOOKER. It will be remembered that when this bill was re- 

rted from the Committee on Indian Affairs I proposed that it be set 

or the 13th of December. Some objection was made, coming, I be- 

lieve, from the gentleman from Michigan on the other side, [ Mr. Con- 
GER z] and at his suggestion the second Tuesday in January was fixed 
for the consideration of the bill. I suppose it will go over until that 


day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that under Rule 114, when 
objection is made to the consideration of any bill in Committee of the 
Whole, the question must be taken without debate. The question is, 
Shall this bill be laid aside? 

The bil) was laid aside. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS, 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1715) to 
repeal certain sections of the Revised Statutes and to amend certain 
sections of the Revised Statutes and of the Statutes at Large relating 
to the removal of causes from State courts. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that this bill be laid aside. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


The next business on the Calendar was a resolution, reported by Mr. 
Moncn from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, pro- 
posing to authorize and direct that committee to inquire into all 
matters pertaining to the AY, prea and furnishing of material for 
the construction of public buildings, &c. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that this resolution be laid aside. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ENLARGEMENT OF HOUSE RESTAURANT. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2265) to 
direct the Architect of the Capitol to move the House bathing-rooms 
for the enlargement of the House restaurant. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that this bill be laid aside. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CLERK AND MESSENGER FOR SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 

The next business on the Calendar was a resolution reported by 
Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, from the Committee of Accounts, propos- 
ing to authorize the Sergeant-at-Arms to employ an additional clerk 
and messenger. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that this resolution be laid aside. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LOSS BY LEAKAGE OR CASUALTY OF EXPORTED SPIRITS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1955) 
authorizing an allowance for loss by leakage or casualty of spirits 
withdrawn from distillery warehouses for exportation. 


Mr. MORRISON. This is the bill which I desire the committee to 
consider. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de. That where spirits are withdrawn from distillery warehouses 
for exportation according to law it shall be lawful, under such rules and regula- 
tions and limitations as shall be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue, with the approval of the Secre of the Treasury, for an allowange to be 
made for leakage or loss by any unavoidable accident, and without any fraud or 
negligence of the distiller, owner, exporter, carrier, or their agents or employés, 
occ’ g during transportation from a distillery warehouse to the port of export; 
nor shall any assessment be collected for such loss or leakage where the same has 
not been paid on distilled spirits exported since the Ist day of May, 1878. 

Sec. 2. That where the spirits provided for in the p ing section are covered 
by a valid claim of insurance in excess of the market yalue thereof, exclusive of 

e tax, the tax upon such spirits shall not be remitted to the extent of such ex- 
cessive insurance. 8 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration is 
approved and its passage recommended by the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue. I introduced it at the extra session. After consid- 
eration the Committee of Ways and Means directed it to be reported 
to the House with a recommendation that it do pass. Under existing 
laws spirits for export are gauged at the distillery warehouse where 
they are manufactured. A bond is given for their delivery on the sea- 
going vessel for shipment, where they are regauged. For any defi- 
ciency between these gauges ninety cents per gallon is taxed upon 
the owner, whether this deficiency and loss is the result of fraud or 
of 1 e, evaporation or unavoidable accident. Spirits for export 
are chiefly made near the corn-fields of the West, a thousand miles 
from the sea, and it has been found impracticable, if not impossible, 
to prevent leakage, evaporation, and other was in reaching the 
seaport. That losses by unavoidable accident will and do occur in 
the transportation of alcohol as in the transportation of other articles, 
hardly need to be stated. 

The internal-revenue laws impose a tax of ninety cents per gallon 
on all spirits made and consumed in the country; but no tax can be 
levied on that made for export because of the provision in our Con- 
stitution that “No tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from 
any State.” To tax that which is actually lost on its way to the sea- 
port without the wrong-doing or neglect of the owner is to lay a tax 
on articles which are not made for and do not go into consumption 
here. The manufacturer not only loses his property but is taxed or 
fined ninety cents per gallon for a loss which he could not avoid. 

The spirit of this provision of the Constitution which forbids a tax 
or duty on articles exported from any State—if the Constitution yet 
has a spirit which legislators are bound to respect—applies as well to 
articles exported from Peoria as from New Orleans, Baltimore, or New 
York. Within the meaning of this provision protecting from tax or 
duty exports from any State, the article going through the commer- 
cial gate at New York or New Orleans on its way to a foreign market 
is as much an export freed from tax or duty before as after passing 
these gates, and as much an export freed from tax or duty as if made 
and exported directly from one of these gate cities. 

That the exporter from Peoria must reach the foreign market in 
part by railroad or the Mississippi River cannot deprive him of the 
right to export articles free from tax or duty. There is a statute pro- 
viding allowance for loss by casualty on the sea. Justice and law 
demand an allowance for these losses on river and railroad. There 
was a time in 1868 when all spirits were taxable, and there was no 
provision of law for their export. And until 1872 the burdens im- 
posed on the export trade in this article were so onerous that none 
were exported. Since the law of 1872 authorizing deficiency assess- 
ments but providing for exporting in bond and without prepayment 
of taxes to be refunded, the trade had partially revived and had in- 
creased from six hundred thousand dollars ($587,413) in 1875, to fifteen 
millions ($14,837,581) in the last fiscal year. 

It is estimated that this industry employs ten thousand men, and con- 
sumes the product of one hundred thousand acres of cultivated land, 
four or five millions of bushels of grain, and adds from four to five mill- 
ions of dollars annually to the material wealth of the country. In 
this economic mode fifty-six pounds of corn are put into fourteen 
pounds of alcohol. We thus cheapen transportation and reach the 
markets at one-fourth the cost of exporting to foreign markets at 
least a portion of the one-third of our grain product, for which our 
tariff-protected friends haye so long promised us a market at home. 
This trade is entitled to a more liberal policy. The manufacturers 
of 5 in a petition presented to the committee complain that 
while no spirits were being exported from this country because of 
the onerous provisions of the law of 1868, the foreign demand was 
supplied from other countries than our own. These markets were 
thus lost to our manufacturers of this article, in which competition 
is still very close. By treaty arrangements in some, certainly in one 
of the best markets, one of our chief competitors has an advantage o: 
twelve cents a gallon over us, by reason of commercial treaties 
which give Germany advantages in French markets. While this loss 
by 19 and evaporation is comparatively very small, being less 
than one-half of 1 per cent., yet it is sufficient to turn the balance 
against us in closely contested foreign markets and commercial cen- 
ters. È 


On this subject the Commissioner of Internal Revenue says in his 
last annual report what I will ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Where the spirits are withdrawn in good faith for exportation, and due diligence 
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is exercised in their ion, and losses occur by evaporation or accident in 
transportation without fraud or negligence on the part of the distiller, owner, or 
transportation com P or their agents, in my judgment no tax should be levied 
for any such loss. Suei a tax necessarily discourages the exportation of American 
tilled spirits, and would seem to be contrary to sound public policy; and I have 


dis: 
the honor to recommend that existing laws be so amended as to provide that taxes 


shall not be for deficiencies occurring under the circumstances named. 

Mr. MORRISON. The pending bill, Mr. Chairman, while providing 

the remedy asked for, is believed to be sufliciently well ed to 

revent fraud, for an allowance can only be made “for leakage or 
—— by unavoidable accident without any fraud or negligence of the 
distiller, owner, exporter, carrier, or their agents or employés, and 
under such regulations and limitations as the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
may prescribe.” Of this bill as a remedy for the grievances com- 
plained of, I have here a letter from the Commissioner which I will 
ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, May 22, 1879. 

Sm: I have your note of this date asking for 8 in regard to the pro- 
priety of passing House bill 1955, authorizing an allowance for loss by leakage or 
ely of spirits withdrawn from distillery warehouse for exportation. 

In reply, I have to state that in my ian it would be eminently wise par ean 
to pass tats bill allowing for ! or by unavoidable accident, and without 
any frand or negligence of the distiller, owner, exporter, carrier, or their agents or 
employés, occurring d transportation from distillery warehouses to the port of 
export of spirits withdrawn from distillery warehouse for exportation. 

t is certainly a great hardship on the exporter of alcohol to be required to pay 
ninety cents per gallon tax upon spirits which have leaked or been lost by un- 
aveldable accident while the same were being transported from the place of manu- 
facture to the port of export. The existing law expressly provides that spirits 
shall be withdrawn from the distille: without the payment of the tax, 
but other provisions of the law are; of the spirits at the port of ex- 

rt and assessments made for deficiencies. ere this deficiency results from 
Fraud or negligence the tax should be paid, but if it is simply an incident of trans- 
portation the exporter should not be required to pay the tax. 

The exportation of alcohol has become a business of great Lok ate ge and in 
my opinion American distillers will be able to very largely extend this b 

and it seems to me proper to give them the encouragement that this proposed ac 
affords. In regard to that provision of the bill which relieves from assessments 
from the Ist of May, 1878, I would say that it is a question addressed entirely to 
the wisdom of Congress, and if passed in its present 8 > would have the effect of 
relieving distillers from assessments for losses from which they obtained no ad- 
‘vantage and for spirits that never actually went upon the market. The second 
section of the bill seems to be entirely p: , 80 as to have whatever insurance 
may be obtained upon the taxes upon the spirits to inure to the benefit of the Gov- 
ernment. 


We, GREEN B. RAU. 
Commissioner. 


Hon. W. R. MORRISON, 

Of Sub-Committee of Ways and Means, House of Representatives. 

Mr. MORRISON. I desire now to say a single word as to the pro- 
vision in relation to deficiency assessments. There was a time when 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue believed he had the power, 
under existing law, to make the allowance provided for in this bill, 
and when no demand was made; and so it is that these manufact- 
urers come to be in arrears. Afterward it was ted some action 
would be taken upon this bill at the extra session, but the matter 
was then left unsettled and undetermined. If it is not right to de- 
mand this tax for deficiencies to become due, it is not right to insist 
on the payment of those already due and yet unpaid. I move that 
the bill be reported to the House with the recommendation that it 
do pass. 

e motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRISON. I now move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union ha , according to order, had under consideration a 
bill (H. R. No. 1955) authorizing an allowance for loss by leakage or 
casualty of spirits withdrawn from distillery warehouses for exporta- 
tion, and had directed him to report the same back to the House, 
with a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MORRISON. I demand the previous question on the passage 
of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ord: to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed ; and also moyed that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HUBBELL. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to report a bill (H. R. No. 2791) making appropriations for the 
ayment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the 
Rscal year ending June 30, 1881, and to move that it be printed and 
recommitted; and I now give notice that to-morrow, as soon as the 
fortification bill is disposed of, I shall ask the House to put it upon 
its passage. * 
e bill was read s first aud socond time, and ordered. to be printed 
and recommitted. 
EQUALIZATION OF TAXES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. HUNTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


2792) to regulate the assessment, collection, and equalization of taxes 
and the imposition of licenses in the District of Columbia, and for 
other p ; Which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


HULMAN AND FAIRBANKS. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I move by unanimous consent to go to 
the Speaker's table and take up a bill (S. No. 618) for the relief of 
Herman Hulman and Crawford Fairbanks, of the city of Terre Haute, 
Indiana, which came from the Senate this morning. 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken up, It directs that 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue be, and he is hereby, required 
to adjust and settle the claims for deficiency tax assessed by said 
Commissioner against said Hulman and Fairbanks, as distillers, for 
deficiencies which it is claimed occurred at their distillery in said 
city of Terre Haute during the months of October, 1878, and Janua 
1879, upon the following basis, to wit: Said Commissioner s 
first ascertain the capacity that was actually used by said distillers 
during each of said months, which shall be determined by the tubs 
actually filled and emptied by them during each month. He shall 
then ascertain the actual amount of pan mashed by them durin 
each of said months, and the yield of spirits per bushel from eh 
grain for each month. He shall next ascertain whether any accidents 
which were unavoidable occurred during either or both of said months 
in the breaking or destruction of machinery or in the scarcity of water 
at their distillery, which prevented or delayed them in the mashin 
of grain or in the filling or emptying of tubs at the proper time. 
he shall find that any such accidents did occur he s next ascer- 
tain the amount of loss that said distillers sustained thereby for each 
of said months. He shall next ascertain if said distillers fully ac- 
counted to the Government for all the spirits produced by them at 
their distillery during each of said months, and, if so, whether the 
amount so produced each month, after deducting from the capacity 
or amount charged against them all losses and detention sustained 
by accident as aforesaid, if any accidents occurred, was equal ,to 80 
per cent. of the capacity actually used by them for each of said months; 
and if he shall so find, he shall then abate the assessments, in whole 
or in part, made against said distillers for said months, which are as 
follows : tor the month of October, a sum not exceeding 813,198.50; 
and for the month of January, a sum not exceeding $5,795.06; and no 
assessment for deficiency tax for these monthsshall be made against 
thems except as herein provided. But if said Commissioner shall find 
that said distillers did not make 80 per cent. of the capacity used by 
them during each of said months, r making the proper deductions 
for accidents as aforesaid, if any occurred, during either or both of 
said months, then heshall change the assessments made for said months 
so as to conform them to the amount ef deficiency that he shall find 
due against them for each of said months; and they shall then be 
assessed by him for the amounts of deficiency so found due against 
them for each month, and not otherwise. 

Mr, WHITE. Why should not this bill go to the Private Calendar 


like other private relief bills ? 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
not 


8 aware that if this is not passed before the 25th of this 
month the parties who seek this relief will lose the opportunity of 
getting it altogether. I will state that the Committee of Ways and 

eans this morning examined this subject, and have unanimously 
directed me to make this motion; that the Senate Committee on 
Finance unanimously reported the bill to the Senate, and the Senate 
unanimously passed it; and further, that the whole question is left 
to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to determine whether these 
parties have any rights or not, so that there can be no objection to it. 

The bill was taken up, read a first and second time, ordered to a 
third reading; and being read the third time, it was accordingly 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By una imous consent, leave of absence was 17 indefinitely 
to Mr. Dickey on acconnt of sickness in his family. 


JOHN HERBOLD. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting petition of Mr. John 
Herbold, for reimbursement of losses (3552) sustained by him in ful- 
filling his contract for work on State, War, and Navy Department 
building; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

DEFICIENCIES IN INDIAN SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, relative to a deficiency in 
the appropriation for transportation of Indian supplies for the cur- 
rent year; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior relative to certain deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the Indian service during the current 
fiscal year ; Which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


1879. 


Mr. WHITE. I move that the House do now 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at two o’clock and 
fifteen minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


journ. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of J. D. Askew, for compensation 
for roperty taken by the United States Army during the late war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURROWS: The petition of citizens of Berrien and Cass 
Counties, Michigan, that soldiers who are now neni or who may 
hereafter be entitled to pensions be granted arrears of pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of G. W. Saulpau, for compensa- 
tion for the steamboat Alfred Robb, all to have been sei and 
appropriated by United States military forces during the late war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORD: The petitions of Shelton Atkins and other soldiers, 
of Marion C. Martin and other sitan of Georgo Mattingly and other 
soldiers, of T. H. Hall and other soldiers, of Daniel Peterson and 
other soldiers, all of the State of Missouri, for pay of difference be- 
tween the value 3 and greenbacks at the time of their pay- 
ment —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of Union soldiers for back pay, 
who were paid for their services in depreciated currency—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of R. G. Chase & Co., Ed Par- 
ker, and other business men of Ge New York, that business cir- 
culars and trade lists be sent through the mails at the same rates as 
newspapers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: The petition of Henry G. Staples and others, 
that Jefferson Savage be granted an honorable discharge from the 
United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware: A bill toimprove the navigation of 
the Nanticoke River,at Seaford, Delaware—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill to improve the navigation of Broad Creek from its junc- 
tion with the Nanticoke River to the town of Laurel, Delaware—to 
the same committee. 

Also, & pa from a committee of citizens of Laurel, Delaware, 
relating to the improvement of Broad Creek—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CONNOR: The petition of R. T. Morrison 151 and others, 
for the establishment of a post-route between McClellanville and 
Palmersyille, via Butler's Store, Charleston County, South Carolina 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NEILL : Resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
unanimously recommending the passage of what is known as the 
Hewitt bill for facilitating the negotiation of bills of lading—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. REAGAN: The eo of Somerville & Davis, that the 
Secretary of the Treasury be directed to adjust their claim for ex- 
cess of duties paa by them on 1,268 bundles of cotton ties imported 
by them—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of Marcus A. 3 George C. Mount- 
fert, and others, for a life-saving station at Cape Elizabeth, Maine 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Papers relating to the claim of A. L. H. Cren- 
shaw, for compensation for property taken by United States officials 
during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of ex-Union soldiers of Illinois, 
for the passage of the equalization of bounty bill—to the Committee 
on ptt gt an 

By Mr. ‘THOMPSON, of Kentucky: Papers relating to the pension 
claim of George Waddel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of Folks & Winston and others, cit- 
izens of Lynchburgh, Virginia, for compensation for property de- 
stroyed by the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN AERNAM: The petition of 22 ex-Union soldiers of 
Chautauqua County, New York, for the pamere ot the equalization 
of bounty bill—to the Committee on Military irs. 

700 Mr. WEAVER: The petitions of Reuben Sanford, of Oakville, 
Michigan, and 53 others; of David Weidman, of Randall, West Vir- 
ginia, ‘and 72 others; of D. C. McKellip, of Neb and 60 others ; 
of G. W. ee of Pennsylvania, and 44 others; and of John J. 
Barrett, of New York, and 100 others, ex-Union soldiers, that soldiers 
of the United States in the late war be placed on an equal footing 
with holders of Government bonds—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

By Mr. WELLS: The petition of merchants, factors, and others, 
of Saint Louis, against the extension of the Brodie cotton-tie pat- 
ent—to the Committee on Patents. 

_ By Mr. WILSON: The petition of Anderson Langford, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Peter Wince, for increase of pension—to the 
same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John Beam, an insane man, 
for compensation for a five-eighths interest in the steamer Planter, 
seized and appropriated by the Government of the United States dur- 
ing the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. WISE: The petition of the soldiers of the twenty-first 


district of Pennsylvania in the late war, for the equalization of boun- 
ties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. ° 
FRIDAY, December 12, 1879. 
The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Harrison, D. D 


see N, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PAPER CIRCULATING MEDIUM. 


Mr. WILBER. I ask unanimous consent to present at this time 
the petition of John Thompson, of the Chase National Bank, for a 
more convenient paper circulating medium, and to have it printed in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. CLYMER. I desire to say that heretofore, almost without ex- 
ception, objection has been made to printing petitions of any kind in 
the Recorp. I do not wish to be considered captious in this case, 
but as such has been the practice I must object. 

RACHAEL MARTIN. 

Mr. RICHMOND, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2793) for the relief of Rachael Martin, postmaster at New Cas 
Craig County, Virginia; which was read a first and second time, an 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

INTEROCEANIC COMMISSION. 


Mr. GIBSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2794) to provide for the appointment of an interoceanic commission 
to determine the best plan and route for the establishment of com- 
munication for trade and commerce between the Atlantic and Pacific 

8, across the Isthmus of Darien; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RETIRING GREENBACKS, ETC. 

Mr. GILLETTE, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 147) in opposition to retiring mbacks and in favor 
of substituting them for national-bank notes and in favor of the free 
coinage of silver; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to 


be printed. 
CAPTAIN JOHN WHITEFORD. 


Mr. BARBER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2795) for the relief of Captain John Whiteford, late Company I, First 
Regiment Arkansas Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. DUNNELL. I demand the regular order. 
Mr. FINLEY. I hope the gentleman will not insist now on the 
regular order, but that he permit bills to be introduced for refer- 


ence. 

Mr. DUNNELL. We have Monday assigned for the introduction 
of bills, and I do not think they should be put in every morning of 
the week. I insist on the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The order being demanded, the morning 
hour begins at fourteen minutes past twelve o’clock; and this being 
Friday, reports from conimittees of a private nature only are in order. 

GEORGE EYSTER. 


Mr. DUNNELL, from the Committee of Ways and Means, reported, 
as a substitute for House bill No, 1448, a bill (H. R. No. 2796) for 
the relief of George Eyster, assistant treasurer of the United States at 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


REFUND OF TAXES. 


Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee of Ways and Means, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 2797) for the relief of certain citizens of Lynchburgh, 
Virginia, and refunding to them taxes 3 collected from 
them on manufactured tobacco; which was u first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS KEARNEY. 

Mr. PHELPS also, from the same committee, reported back, without 
amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 2188) for the relief of Thomas Kearney; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

W. B. FARRAR. 

Mr. PHELPS also, from the same committee, reported back, without 
amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 393) authorizing the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue to refund to W. B. Farrar, of Whitfield County, 
Georgia, illegal taxes collected from him in the year 1877; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


88 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 12, 


„ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. A member of the committee has gone 
to the committee-room to procure another report, which we should 
like to have the opportunity of making to-day. I suggest that the 
next committee be called, with the right to the Committee of 
Ways and Means to make one more report of a private nature. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. [I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

L, MADISON DAY. 

Mr. O'CONNOR, from the Committee of Claims, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 2798) for the relief of L. Madison Day; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ABNER SMEAD. 

Mr. HURD, from the Committee’on the Judiciary, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 2799) to remove the political disabilities of Abner Smead, 
of Oregon; which was read a first and second time. 

The bill was read. It removes all disabilities imposed upon Abner 
Smead, of Oregon, by the third section of the fourteenth article of 
the amendments to the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. WILLITS. I would like to have the petition read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks that the peti- 
tion be read. This bill is reported from the committee of which the 
gentleman isa member. The petition will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress 2 

Your petitioner, Abner Smead, now a resident of Baker City, in the State of Oregon, 
formerly of Salem, in the State of Virginia, respec y represents thathe serv 
a commissioned officer in the Army of the United States 1854 to 1861, and sub- 
sequently as a commissioned officer in the confederate — and in consequence 
is now under political disability, by reason of section 8, article 14 of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

Since the war your petitioner has performed all the duties incumbent upon him 
asa ble and law-abiding citizen. 

be relieved of said 


Your petitioner therefore respectfully prays that he ma: 
political disability, and your petitioner, as in duty age ever 2 

Dated at the city of Washington, D. C., December 1. 1879. 5 

The bill was ordered to be en and read the third time; and 
being 3 it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

JOHN M. BROOKE. 

Mr. HURD also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 2800) to remove the political disabilities of John M. Brooke, of 
Vigoss which was read a first and second time. 

e petition accompanying the bill was read, as follows: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

Your petitioner, John M. Brooke, represents that he was a lieutenant in the 
United States Navy, and tendered his resignation as such on the 20th April, 1861, 
and entered into the naval service of Virginia, and afterwards of the Confederate 
States, and served during the war. he 

Your petitioner respectfully 3 that his disahilities incurred under and by 
virtue oft the provisions of the fourteenth amendment be removed by act of Con- 
gress, and your petitioner will ever pray, &c. 

JOHN M. BROOKE. 


The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed, two-thirds voting in 
favor thereof. 

WALTER R. BUTT. 

Mr. HURD also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2801) to remove the political disabilities of Walter R. Butt, of Cali- 
. fornia; which was read a first and second time. 

The petition accompanying the bill was read, as follows: 

BELLE VIEW RANCHE, BAKERSFIELD, KERN Courrr, 8.15 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives United Staten 


The undersigned, a native of Virginia, a graduate of the United States Naval 


Acadamy, and an ex-lieutenant of the United States Navy, having served dur- 
ing bene civil war in the confederate navy, prays to have political disabilities 
remo 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WALTER R. BUTT. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time ; and it 
was 5 read the third time, and passed, two-thirds voting in 
favor thereof. 

G. H. HILL. 

Mr. KNOTT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
without amendment, the bill 255 R. No. 313) to remove the political 
disabilities of G. H. Hill, of Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The petition accompanying the bill was read, as follows: 

Front ROYAL, VIRGINIA, 


May 1 a 
To the House of Representatives United States: en 


Gentlemen: Your petitioner is, by an article of the fourteenth amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States, debarred from holding any office of honor or 
ha ed his commission as second lieutenant Company E, 

ery, United es Army, and pes the army of the Confederate States; and 
now most pey petitions that said disabilities be removed, and asks that 
your honorable body now a special act granting his petition. 

Respectfully, your o ent servant, 


G. H. HILL. | 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was 8 read the third time, and passed, two-thirds voting 
in favor thereof. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed and requested the concurrence 
of the House in bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

A bill (S. No. 53) making appropriations for acquiring sites and the 
erection of suitable posts for the protection of the Rio Grande frontier; 

A bill (S. No. 244) releasing Frank Soulé, late collector of internal 
revenue for the first district of California, and his sureties from lia- 
bilities on his official bond; 

A bill (S. No. 926 granting a pension to Peter Getert; 

A bill (S. No. 376) granting a pension to Hiram Johnson; 

A bill (8. No. 475) granting a pension to H J. Churchman; 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 26) to transfer the arsenal property in 
the city of Charleston, South Carolina, to the trustees of the Holy 
Communion Church Institute for the use and accommodation of said 
school; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 51) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to negotiate with the Ute Indians for the relinquishment of 
— reservation in Colorado and their removal and settlement else- 
where. 

MASONIC BANK OF PITTSBURGH, PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. No. 2053) to authorize the 
assistant treasurer of the United States at New York to waive enforce- 
ment of section 3477 of the Revised Statutes so far as the same affects 
certain drafts upon him now held by the Masonic Bank of Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas on the 7th day of October, 1 A. B. Carey, ter United 
Army, did issue his Pool upon the Gaited States che — 2 treasurer me 
oe, one for $88.03 and one for $38.53, payable to the order of Jefferson McIlwaine ; 


an 
Whereas the said Jefferson McIlwaine did, on the 29th day of September, pate 
execute his power of attorney to Hugh McIlwaine, empowering 1 the sai 
Hugh McIlwaine, to indorse any checks or drafts issued by the Government made 
payable to the order of him, the said Jefferson McIlwaine ; and 
the Masonic Bank of Pittsburgh did, upon an indorsement of the said 
checks by the said Hugh McIlwaine, purchase and pay for the same; and 


the of the United States refuses to redeem said checks be- 
cause the power of attorney to indorse the same was executed before the checks 
were iss instead of after their said issue, as required by law; and 


Whereas the m to whose order said checks were issued cannot now be 
found by the said Masonic Bank: Now, therefore, 

Be it enacted, £c., That the assistant treasurer of the United States at New York 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to waive, in this particular case only, so much of 
the provisions of section 3477 of the Revised Statates of the United States as re- 
quires powers of attorney to be dated subsequent to the issue of checks, and to 
pay the same as at present indorsed to the said Masonic Bank of Pittsburgh. 

The amendment reported from the committee was to strike out the 
words “and to pay the same as at present indorsed to the said Masonic 
Bank of Pittsburgh ” and to insert in lieu thereof the following: 

And that the certificate of acknowledgment of powers of attorney shall show 
that the officer taking the acknowledgment at the time thereof read and y ex- 
plained the power of attorney to the person ee the same, and to pay 
said checks as at present indorsed to the said Masonic Bank at Pittsburgh. 

The amendment was to; and the bill, as amended, was or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ERRETT moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BARK GRAPESHOT. 


Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee of Ways and Means, reported, 
as a substitute for House bill No. 103, a bill (H. R. 2802) for the 
relief of the owner of the bark Grapeshot ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

SPRINGFIELD AND NEW LONDON RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. McCOOK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 55) t- 
ing a right of way across Water Shops Pond, in . assa- 
chusetts, to the Springfield and New London Railroad Company. 

The SPEAKER. This is a public bill. Under the rule, only pri- 
vate bills are in order to-day. 

Mr. McCOOK. I thought pacers this bill was rather upon 
the dividing line between public bills and private bills. I have no 
personal interest in the measure. Is the point raised that itisa 
public bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is the duty of the Chair to announce the fact, 
so that the House may act understandingly. The bill can be con- 
sidered by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Let it be read, the right +o object being reserved. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the right of way by means of a bridge over and across 
the Water Shops Pond, eo-eatied, pone to the United Sta in 5 
Gnas tee Tallroad — — „ b; — company 
at Tho ane point and 2 the same location and extent that a way now used 


said company by means of a bridge heretofore constructed with the approval 


1879. 
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the Secretary of War: Provided, That whenever said right of way shall cease to 


be used for the Les ee aforesaid the same shall revert to the United States: And 
88 Further, That the right to repeal, alter, or amend this act is reserved to 
ongress. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the bill. 
The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


Mr. Anson G. McCook, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the 
following report: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred House Bill No. 55, 
submit the following report: 5 

In 1875 the Springfield and New London Railroad Company, incorporated under 
the laws of usetts, and chartered to build a railroad from Springfield, 
Massachusetts, to New London, Connecticut, made application to Colonel J. G. Ben- 
ton, commandant at the Hs ree national armory, for a right of way by means 
of a bridge, to be constructed by said company, across Water Shops Pond, owned 
by the United States and used to furnish power for the machine department of the 
armory. ‘The company's application was referred to the Secretary of War, and, 
after à full examination, he gave ponnien to the company to build the bridge in 
the proposed location, on condition that the company should apply to the next 
Congress for the necessary legislation to confirm the right, „in the event of 
failure to secure it, to remove the structure whenever notified so to do by the Sec- 
retary of War. 

3 with such permission the bridge was constructed in the autumn 
of 1875, and has since been in constant use. 

At the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress said ee seems its 

above stated, and the same was referred in the House to 
ilitary Affairs. In February, 1877, the committee took the 
subject into consideration, and a upon a favorable re rap ; but, in consequence 
of the unusual interruptions to the regular business of t session, no report was 
made, and by some oversight all 8 belonging to the case were lost. The 
failure to secure the needed legislation resulted no fault or neglect on the 
part of the ey TN 

In the Forty. ufth Con near its close, a bill to the same effec 
mendation of the Committee on Mili Affairs, was in the House without 
dissent, but no action in the Senate could be secured before final adjournment. 

It ap from the statements of the officers of the Government that the said 
railroad is of benefit to the armory in ch g freights on coal and other heavy 
articles, by the construction and operation of a spur track leading directly to the 
shops, and that the Secretary of War has no desire to revoke the permission 
granted to said vee argh 

Your committee find that the bill carefully protects the interests of the United 
States, and they therefore recommend its passage. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROBINSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DODDRIDGE & DAVIS, 


Mr. UPSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 2803) for the relief of Doddridge & Davis; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Secretary of War 
to pay to Doddridge & Davis, bankers, of Corpus Christi, Texas, the 
sum of $1,827.89, in lieu of check No. 45923 on the assistant treasurer 
of the United States at New York, dated October 15, 1878, payable to 
Messrs. Doddridge, Davis & Caden or order, and signed by E. B. At- 
wood, 75 70 0 and assistant quartermaster, brevet major United States 
Army, which check, it is claimed, was indorsed by Doddridge, Davis 
& Caden to Doddridge & Davis, and by them indorsed, but lost in 
transmission by mail to the Marine National Bank of the city of New 
York; was never received by said and never paid. But before 
the payment herein authorized the Secretary of the Treasury must 

Ve satisfied that the check has not been paid, and Doddridge & Davis 
are required to execute a bond of indemnity to the United States 
with sufficient securities against the claim of the payees or indorsers 
of said draft, or of any person or persons in possession of or claiming 
the same; also to fully indemnify the United States against all loss 
or damage in the premises; and the Treasury Department is prohib- 
ited from paying said lost check to any person. 

The report of the Committee on Military Affairs was read, as follows: 

Mr. Ursox, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the following 


report: 

The Committee on wy pias onze to which was referred House bill No. 2277, 
for the relief of Doddridge & Davis, bankers, of Corpus Christi, Texas, on account 
of the loss of a quartermaster’s check, leave to report: 

It appears from the certificate of Capi E. B. Atwood, assistant quartermaster 
United States Army, dated at San Antonio, Texas, February 10, 1879, that on the 
15th of October, 1878, he, as such assistant quartermaster, issued in favor of M: 
Doddridge, Davis & Caden check No. 4 on assistant treasurer of the United 
States at New York, for the sum of $1,827.89, on account of Army 5 
Also, from the affidavit of T. P. Rivera, cashier of the bank of claimants dridge 
& Davis, that on the 2ist day of October, 1878, he, as such cashier, received from 
the firm of Doddridge, Davis & Caden said check, which was duly indorsed by said 
Doddridge & Davis, and mailed to the Marine National Bank of New York on the 
day the same was received as aforesaid; that said Marine National Bank gave 
advice of the non-receipt of said check, and payment of the same was stop at 
the oflice of the assistant treasurer in New York. Also, from the affidavit of John 
T. Murphy, bookkeeper of said firm of Doddridge, Davis & Caden, that said firm, 
in due course of b ess, on the 2ist day of October, 1878, received and duly in- 
dorsed said check to said Doddridge & Davis. Also,)from the affidavit of John D. 
Fish, cashier of the Marine National Bank of the city of New York, that Doddridge 
& Davis, of Corpus Christi, Texas, keep, and have kept, an open account with 
and at the said e National Bank of the city of New York since and prior to 
the 15th day of October, A. D. 1878; that no such credit has been made to their 
account as is hereinafter described, to wit:“ (here follows a description of the 
check above referred to;) and that said check he (deponent) believes to have been 
sent to said bank (referring to said Marine Bank) through the United States mail 
by said firm of Doddridge & Davis, and to have been lost in trausit thereto. And 
from the letter of the assistant treasurer United States at New York, under date 
of June 17, 1879, it a the check in question has not been 


on the recom- 


d. 
Your committee, from the evidence before it, being fally — A Pe that the claim 
for $1,827.89 is just and unpaid, respectfully report the accompanying bill for the 
payment of the same, and recommend its passage. 


Mr. 1 Sige ais mh contain the usual provinion tor a bond 
indemnifying the Uni tates against any possible loss 
Mr. UPSON. Yes, sir. 

The bill was ordered to be n for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. UPSON moved to reconsider the votə by which the bill was 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NEW SITE FOR NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 


Mr. MORSE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 674) to locate 
and purchase a new site for the United States Naval Observatory ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state o; 
the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD K. WINSHIP. 


Mr. BREWER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
a bill (H. R. No. 91) to authorize the settlement of the accounts of 
Acting Assistant Paymaster Edward K. Winship, United States Navy; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN P. M’GILL. 

Mr. from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 2804) for the relief of John P, McGill; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLES DOUGHERTY, 

Mr. BICKNELL, from the Committee on hr Affairs, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 270) to 
reimburse Charles Dougherty for his expenses to the consulate of 
Londonderry ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the envato Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 

rinted. 

L ACCEPTANCE OF DECORATIONS. à 
Mr. BICKNELL also, from the same committee, reported bac 
joint resolution (H. R. No. 7) authorizing Francis V. Greene, United 
States Army, to accept certain decorations conferred on him by the 
Emperor of Russia, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows : 


Whereas First Lieutenant Francis V. Greene, of the of eers, United 
States Army, was sent abroad, by order of the President of the United States, for 


the purpose of observing and reporting to the Government the p: of the late 
war between Russia and Turkey, and while in the pursuance of duty of ob- 
servation was personally exposed under fire in several battles, combats, and skir- 


mishes ; and 

Whereas the Emperor of Russia has conferred upon the said Lieutenant Greene 
= 2 decorations and medals, to wit: First, the decoration of the 
A t23 and 24, 1877, and at the assault of Plevna, September 11, 1877; second, 
the tisccration of the fourth class of the Order of Saint Vladimi s 
fire during the passage of the Balkans, December 25 to 31, 1877, and at 
of Philippopolis, January 15 to 17, 1878; third, the campaign medal, conferred 
* resent in the campaign: Therefore, 

l ouso of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in ‘ess assembled, That the said Lieutenant Greene be authorized to accept 
the said decorations; but no title, rights, or privileges of any kind whatsoever 
shall be conferred upon the said Lieutenant Greene by the said decorations. : 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and, being en „it was accordingly read the third time. 

5 KLOTZ. Idemand a division on the passage of that joint res- 
olution. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 81, noes 13. 

Mr. KLOTZ. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the joint resolution was ; 

Mr. BICKNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PATSEY DAVENPORT. 

Mr. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
s favorably a bill (H. R. No. 1597) granting a pension to Patsey 

avenport. 

The bill, which was read, anthorizes and directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Patsey Daven- 
port, the mother of William Henry Davenport, who died in the sery- 
ice of the United States and upon whom she was dependent wholly 
for support, said pension to be at the rate of $8 per month, and to 
begin at the date of the death of said William Henry Davenport. 

r. BREWER. Is not that subject to objection? 

The SPEAKER. If present action be objected to, it must go to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BREWER. So I supposed, and I ask that this bill be referred 
to the Committee of the ole House on the Private Calendar so it 
may be considered with other like bills now there. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
eae Calendar, with the accompanying report, and ordered to be 
printed. 


upon 
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MARTHA J. ROBINSON, 
Mr. HOSTETLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
orted back a bill (H. R. No. 740) granting a pension to Martha J. 
binson ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
WHITEWOOD FLUME COMPANY. 


Mr. ACKLEN, from the Committee on Mines and Antag reporton; 
as a substitute for House bill No. 1078 a bill (H. R. No. 2 i 
porating the Whitewood Flume Company; which was 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

D. M. HAMLIN. 

Mr. MORSE, from the Committee of Accounts, reported (as a sub- 
stitute for a resolution of Mr. SPRINGER referred to that commit- 
tee on the 9th instant) joint resolution (H. R. No. 148) for the relief 
of D. M. Hamlin. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second time. It author- 
izes and directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to D. M. Ham- 
lin tbe sum of $56.25, the same being his salary as a member of the 
Capitol police force from the Sth to the 31st of July, 1879, and that 
an amount sufficient to pay the same is appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. ‘ 

Mr. SPRINGER. As originally presented this was drawn as a res- 
olution of the House, the money to be paid out of the contingent 
fund. The Committee of Accounts have instead reported a joint res- 
olution providing for the payment of the money out of the Treasury. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why has not the amount provided for in this joint 
resolution, and which is claimed to be due to this man, been paid? 
Does it relate to the extra month’s pay at the last session or not ? 

Mr. MORSE. It does not. A word of explanation will satisfy the 
gentleman that the resolution is — and ought to pass. A member 
of the Capitol police force was discharged, but in the mean time had 
received under a resolution of the House a month’s pay in advance. 
On the next day this man Hamlin was appointed to the place, but 
could not receive any pay, as the pay for that month had been drawn 
by his predecessor. He was ae e d 1 to the service and 
discharged its duties and is entitled to the pay provided for by the 
joint resolution I have just reported. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then this does not come under the class of cases 
asking for a month’s extra pay? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does not. Ican explain the matter exactly 
to the gentleman from Georgia. There was a law passed at the last 
session of Congress allowing the officers on this force to receive one 
month’s pay in advance, and this month’s pay was paid in advance 
to the person who was N on the 7th day of the month. Al- 
though discharged on the 7th day of the month he had received the 
pay for the entire month in advance, so that D. M. Hamlin, who was 
appointed to take his place, and did take his place, on the 8th of the 
month, could not draw any compensation for the services rendered 
by him during that month. It is n , therefore, this action 
should be taken in order that he may have the compensation to which 
he is entitled. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then this is for actual service, and not for extra 
month’s pay. ` 

Mr. MORSE. Exactly so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is for actual service. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; pas being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. MORSE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. BEALE. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. SCALES. I ask the gentleman to yield to me before demand- 
ing the regular order of business in order that I may move to take up 
a joint resolution coming from the Senate for reference to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BEALE. I yield for that purpose. 


UTE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. SCALES. I move by unanimous consent that Senate joint 
resolution No. 51, authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to nego- 
tiate with the Ute Indians for the relinquishment of their reserva- 
tions in Colorado, and their removal and settlement elsewhere, be 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was taken up, read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ARSENAL PROPERTY, CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. EVINS. I move by unanimous consent that joint resolution 
(S. R. No. 26) to transfer the arsenal property in the city of Charles- 
ton to the trustees of the Holy Communion Church Institute for the 
use and accommodation of said school be taken from the Speakers 


table and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was taken up, read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BEALE. I now demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business being demanded, 
this being Friday, private business is first in order. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Iask to report back from the Committee of Claims 
sundry bills for the purpose of changing their reference to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. BRIGHT. If the regular order is demanded, then I move the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Papaa this being the day set apart for the consideration of private 

usiness, 

Mr. BAKER. I move to amend that so that the House shall resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, for 
the oe 818 of taking up and considering the fortifications appropria- 
tion b z 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana I suppose intends 
to report that bill back from the Committee on Appro EUDAR 

Mr. BAKER. Yes, sir; I am instructed to report it back. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Tennessee has 
reference, but the House can have its wish if it prefers to take u 
‘or consideration the appre riation bill. If it should be the wis 

of the House to go into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 

the Union to consider a general appropriation bill, then it will vote 

down the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee; but the Chair 

under the rule is bound to submit that motion first. If that motion 

18 W down, the Chair will then recognize the gentleman from 
ndiana. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope that motion will not be voted down. 

Mr. BAKER. I hope that will be done, as it will not take half an 
hour to consider the fortifications appropriation bill. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I sup this is not the subject of argument, but 
I will state there are only a few claims on the Private Calendar, which 
could be disposed of ibly in half an hour, and then the motion of 
the gentleman from Indiana could obtain and the House could go on 
to the consideration of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. BAKER. I should like to have the permission of the House to 
make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will allow the same time to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana that he allowed to the gentleman from Ten- 


nessee. 

Mr. BAKER. There are two 1 bills we are instructed 
to report to the House to-day and to ask for their consideration and 
passage. I think I can safely assure the House that they will prob- 
ably not occupy—that is my judgment about it—more than an hour 
or an hour and a half to pass them and send them to the other end 
of the Capitol. I trust that course will be pursued, and then the 

in from Tennessee can dispose of the private business on the 
endar, 

Mr. BRIGHT. Ishould like to make this additional statement: If 
the s on of the gentleman from Indiana be carried out and we 
first dispose of the appropriation bills, I hope then the House will 
not interpose objection to going into the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The House can do that after the fortification bills 


are ge FEE of. 

Mr. BAKER. And I will aid the gentleman to do that. 

Mr. MCLANE. I wish to ask a question. I understand there are 
two fortification bills to be acted on? 

Mr. BAKER. That is correct. 

Mr. MCLANE. Even on the estimate of the honorable gentleman 
from Indiana it will take an hour and a half to-day, which will to all 
intents and purposes consume the day. I hope the House will not go 
into committee on these appropriation bills, but will proceed to the 
consideration of the private business which regularly comes up on 


this day. 

Mr. BAKER. Ido not know how we can occupy the day more 
profitably than in the discharge of panho business. s 

The question being taken on Mr. Brigut’s motion, that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
there were—ayes 48, noes 95. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BAKER] is rec- 


0 
Mr. BAKER. Under instructions from the Committee on Appro- 
riations, I report back the bill (H. R. No. 2787) making appropria- 
ions for fortifications and other works of defense, and for the arma- 
ment thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, and for other 
purposes, and move that it be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. BAKER. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union; and pending that I 


1879. 


move that all general debate on the special order, being the fortifica- 
tions bill, be limited to five minutes. 

The motion to limit debate was agreed to. 8 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole was agreed to. 5 ; 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. CONVERSE in the chair) and proceeded 
to consider the bill (H. R. No. 2787) making appropriations for forti- 
fications and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, 


for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, and for other urposes. 
Mr. BAKER. Iask that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. 


There was no objection and it was so ordered. r 

Mr. BAKER. Before the Clerk proceeds to read the bill by para- 
graphs for amendment, I desire to avail myself of the five minutes 
allowed for general debate for the 8 of briefly explaining this 
bill. The bill, Mr. Chairman, which is 3 making appropria- 
tions for fortifications, and the armament thereof, with one single ex- 
ception, is the same bill that has been reported for the two preceding 

ears. It appropriates for the ee and repair of the forti- 
ations the sum of $100,000. It provides the sum of $50,000 for the 
preparation of torpedoes in connection with the harbor defenses of 
our seaboard. The item for the armament of sea-coast fortifications, 
including the heavy guns and howitzers for flank defense, 8 
fuses, gunpowder, &c., has been increased by the sum of $100,000 ; 
so that that item in the present bill amounts to $225,000, in place of 
$125,000 as last year. The Chief of the Ordnance Department rec- 
ommended to Con an appropriation of $1,067,000 for this service. 
That was reduced by the Secretary of War, so that his recommenda- 
tion, as it came to this House, was for an appropriation of $500,000 
for this service. We have recommended from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations the sum of $225,000. ; : 

One single word by way of general explanation is all that I desire 
to submit, and that for the purpose of showing why we have in- 
creased this item. We found ourselves at the close of the 
war of some twelve hundred 10-inch smooth-bore cannon and three 
hundred and twenty-five smooth-bore cannon of 15-inch caliber. It 
is known to every one that the rapid development in the science of 
gunnery has been such that that fifteen years ago were efficient 
are aa fs entirely valueless for any effective purpose connected with 
the warfare of to-day. There have been about one hundred and 
twenty-five of these 10-inch guns converted into 8-inch rifles, and 
your committee have been assured by the Chief of Ordnance that 
these 8-inch rifles thus converted from 10-inch smooth-bore guns are 
equal in energy and efficiency to similar guns of the Armstrong con- 
struction. It costs the Department about $5,000 to convert and put 
in position for effective use a 10-inch smooth-bore cannon; a similar 
Armstrong gun could not be constructed in this country or imported 
from England for less than $15,000. 

Hitherto the appropriation has been sufficient to enable the Depart- 
ment to convert not more than ten or fifteen guns in the course of the 
year. It would require, at that rate of conversion, to utilize 
which we now have on hand and which are comparatively valueless 
as they are, not less than eighty or one hundred years. With the 
additional appropriation of $100,000 thirty or thirty-five of these can 
be conv 

If any question arises I hope to be able to explain the matter more 
fully st R we come to the consideration of the bill by phs. 
Meanwhile I desire to say in conclusion that, at the present rate of 
conversion, if we should continue our appropriation at the sum of 
$125,000 it would take not less than twenty years to convert enough 
of these guns to fortify the batteries and forts of the harbor of New 
York alone. à 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Will the gentleman from Indiana permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. B R. IfI have time. 

Mr. BRIGHT. My question is whether this bill is the unanimous 
report of the committee. 

r. BAKER. I desire to say that the sub-committee that reported 
this matter were entirely unanimous; and, as I am advised now, the 
whole committee are unanimensly in favor of this bill. I believe I 
am right in that. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman is not Sore right. Isimply stated 
I would not interpose an amendment, but I do not agree in the report 
of the committee. 

Mr. BAKER. Then there is one gentleman on the committee who 
is opposed to the report. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill by paragraphs for amendment, 
and read the first paragraph, as follows: 


That the sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of an 
5 , ; y, appropriated, y 


mone: 0 y not otherwise a; 3 for the protection, preserva- 
tion, and repair of fortifications and other’ works of defense, ‘tor the year end- 


une 30, 1881, the same to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
War; also, the following for the 8 of fortifications, namely: 
Mr. REAGAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
After the word War,“ in line 9, insert the following: 
For batteries for the defense of Galveston Harbor, Teras, $50,000. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word. Perhapsin 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


91 


the time I have I cannot say all I ought to say. In former years the 
Secretary of War has reported in favor of an appropriation of an 
amount of $50,000 for the defense of the entrance to Galveston Har- 
pena and in the present estimate the recommendation is re- 
newed. 

In the last report of the Chief of Engineers, in summing up what 
he recommends should be appropriated, he says: 

Batteries at entrance to the harbor af Galveston, Texas.—The object of these 
batteries of heavy 3 designed by the board of eee for fortifi- 
cations to be P in Pelican Spit, Galveston Island, and Bolivar Point, is for 
the defense of the entrance to the harbor at Galveston, a harbor rapidly increas- 


ing in commercial importance. No ap on for the construction of these 
works has yet been made. Appropriation asked for next fiscal year, $50,000. 


Now, it will be seen from an examination of the bill before this 
committee that it proposes to appropriate only $100,000 for the pro- 
tection, preservation, and repair of fortifications and other works ot 
defense. We are continually told that it is necessary to preserve ex- 
isting works of defense, but that economy forbids the idea that we 
should appropriate anything for any new work; that this is a day 
of civilization and progress. Galveston Harbor is the chief seaport 
for a very large extent of country, backed by a population of two 
million of people, with their commercial interests largely concentrated 
there. That city is so situated that in case of war, with the present 
enginery of war, it could be bombarded and burned by any vessel of 
a hostile power. 

Now, if it be said that there is no prospect of war between this 
country and any other power, the same may be said in reference to 
eve’ port of the United States. If it be necessary to provide for 
the defense of other seaport cities, then it is necessary to provide for 
the defense of Galveston, for it occupies a place of importance in 
our commerce, and is a place that would be of military importance 
in case of war. 

Now, I ask that this appropriation of $50,000 be made for the pur- 
pose of erecting batteries with the kind of recommended by 
our Engineer Corps for the protection of Galveston Harbor. 

Mr. FINLEY. I would inquire of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN] if his amendment is for an additional appropriation or for 
the use of that much of the sum recommended by the Committee on 


Appropriations for the general of fortifications ? 
1 15 REAGAN . It is for $50,000 for the protection of Galveston 
arbor. 

Mr. BAKER. I trust that no change will be made in thisappropri- 
ation bill, so far as the item now under consideration is concerned. 

I desire to assure the committee, after the fullest conference with 
the officers having this matter in charge, that the sum of $100,000 is 
barely sufficient to enable the Engineer Department of the Army to 
keep our present works, on which many millions of dollars have been 
expended, in such a state of repair and preservation as that they 
shall not go into needless waste and dilapidation. Now, if $50,000 of 
this amount shall be diverted from the ose contemplated by this 
bill to the construction of batteries in the harbor of Galveston—— 

Mr. REAGAN. I see that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BAKER] 
is proceedin apon the wrong idea. I ask for an additional 1 

riation of $50,000 for the construction of this new work; not that 
000 of the amount here proposed shall be used for that purpose. 

Mr. BAKER. Then there is a point of order against the amend- 
ment, if it is not too late. I did not so understand the amendment when 
read, or I should have made the point of order upon it at the time. 
I understood that the amendment was to appropriate $50,000 of the 
$100,000 contained in this item, and to divert it to another perp, 
which would have been in order under the rules, I submit now tha‘ 
the appropriation of $50,000 in this bill for a new and independent 
work, not in continuation of any existing work, but an 3 
for the commencement of a new work, is certainly subject to the 
poins of order which I now raise. I trust I am not too late in that, 

or the reason, as I have explained to the Chair, that I did not under- 
stand the motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] to be 
to increase the appropriation by $50,000, but to divert $50,000 of the 
amount here prop for the purpose indicated. 

Mr. REAGAN. I submit that the point of order is too late, after 
the gentleman has debated the amendment. The point of order 
should have been made at once, and cannot be made now after time 
has been taken on both sides in debating the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the point of order 
is too late; and, besides, no points of order were reserved when this 
bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BAKER. Then I desire to oppose the amendment. The prop- 
osition is to add $50,000 to the bill for the purpose of starting a new 
work. Iam opposed to that for two or t reasons, which I will 
briefly state. 

In the first place, I am opposed to any general system of construct- 
ing fortifications at this time for the harbor defense of our country. 
I do not believe that we can wisely, in the present transition state of 
military science touching gunnery, expend any considerable sum of 
money in this direction. In addition to that, it seems to me that it 
would be a policy that would bring just animadversion upon Con- 
gress if it should enter upon the construction of new works involy- 
ing so large a sum as $50,000, when other works at other proat sea- 

ort cities, like Mobile, the mouth of the emp Charleston, 
Norfolk, Philadelphia, New York, Boston, and Portland are in sucha 


condition that those cities are practically as defenseless as the city 
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of Galveston, and where works are already in progress, on the con- 
struction of which millions of dollars have been expended, and which, 
if we are going into a general system of construction of fortifications, 
ought to be prosecuted to completion as being more needful than at 
this port of Galveston. I do not know anything about the character 
of the harbor at Galveston, and would not confidently say anythin 
about that, although I suspect that a large armored vessel would fin 
some difficulty in getting near enough to the city of Galveston to fire 
a shot into it, or perhaps even near enough to descry the steeples of 
the city without the aid of a glass. I trust that no change will be 
made in the bill in this regard. ‘ 

Mr. BRIGHT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BAKER] a question before he takes his seat. In the $100,000 of ap- 
propriation reported by the committee, was any appropriation con- 
templated for the harbor of Galveston ? 

Mr. BAKER. Not specially. Nothing was contemplated for any 
special work. i : 

Mr. BRIGHT. Did it enter into the estimate? 

Mr. BAKER. It did not enter into the estimate of $100,000. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Didany of the other harbors enter into the estimate? 

Mr. BAKER. No, sir. The bill was framed on this simple theory: 
that we had nded a large sum of money in the construction of 
forts and batteries, and that at the present time it was not wise to 
enter upon any new works, but that we should simply appropriate 
enough money to preserve works already in progress. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to amend the amendment of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] by reducing the amount to $25,000. The 
Secre of War and the f of Engineers have both recommended 
this work, and I am satisfied that it ought to be done. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, this amendment proposes to reduce 
the appropriation named in my amendment to $25,000. I wish to say 
that this project has been twice recommended by the Secretary of 
War and twice recommended by the Chief of Engineers. They have 
recommended an appropriation of $50,000 to begin the work, I sub- 
mit that this is a smaller sum than was ever before recommended to 
begin a public work of this kind. That is all I have to say on that 
point. bf course the judgment of the House binds me. 

In relation to what was said by the gentleman from Indiana on the 
other point I desire to say a word before I take my seat. The gentle- 
man says that for places where millions have been spent in fortifying 
them, it is not proposed by this bill to do more than simply preserve 
the work idy done. Mae is it true, as a matter of public duty 
and policy, that we cannot build a new fortification without adding 
to the millions y expended upon old fortifications? My object 
is to place Galveston on 9 like an equal footing with other 
important seaports upon our coast by procuring a small appropriation 
to commence the building of batteries and the ishing of guns for 
the defense of that harbor. If millions have been expended at other 
places entitled no more to protection than this, it seems to me it forms 
the most cogent and jost reason why the poor sum of $50,000 should 
be given for this wor 

. HAWLEY. My impression is that the tleman from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN] has really advocated his amendment while nominally 
on the other side; at any rate, I rise to oppose it. 

The gentleman says that the Department estimates for Galveston 
Harbor $50,000 to begin a new fort. That is quite true; but the De- 
partment estimates for a great variety of fortifications, the ag- 

gate of these estimates being $4,028,500, and $50,000 of this amount 
ing for Galveston alone. Now, the Committee on Appropriations 
has not reported in favor of giving one dollar of these $4,000,000 thus 
estimated for. We have not, in this respect, adopted the recom- 
mendations of the Department in any instance. 

The first h of the bill now under consideration appropri- 
ates $100,000 “ for the rotection, preservation, and repair of fortifi- 
cations and other works of defense.” We have along our coast a 
series of very expensive works which are running down. One hun- 
dred thousand dollars is a very small sum to be appropriated for their 
maintenance. There are many valuable works, one-fourth, one-third 
or one-half completed. If we are to do anything in the way of 
strengthening our fortifications, we ought to go on with these works. 
But the Committee on Appropriations, understanding the public sen- 
timent, and knowing, moreover, that the art of defense is undergoing 
great changes all the time, so that many of these works are now com- 

tively useless, has not reported a single dollar to be appropriated 
in this direction, but only $100,000 to keep in repair the works we 
already have. 

Now the gentleman from Texas, in behalf of his particular local- 
ity, desires to take a single item out of these estimates of $4,000,000, 
and would have us adopt that. If we are going to do anything in 
that line, I beg that the bill may be recommitted, so that we may 
appropriate an egate of $1,000,000 or $2,000,000 by makin 
provision for many other places the fortification of which is of equa 
or ter importance. ere are places which need $50,000 a great 
deal more than that harbor, in the judgment of the engineer and ord- 
nance officers. If we do anything at all in this direction, we should 
revise the whole system and enter upon a thorough plan of sea-coast 
fortifications. We are now simply temporizing in this matter. The 

ractical thing that the Committee on Appropriations is seeking is 

perfect our armament. Fortifications of some sort can be put up 
very hastily should an emergency arise. It is not certain but that the 
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very best kind are these immense sand or earth works, which can be 
put up voy rapidly. Our chief want is a better supply of good guns, 
and we discuss that when we come to the item relating to that 
subject. In that particular we do make a little increase on former 
appropriations, but not beyond what we think is needed. We want 
a better supply of heavy guns; we cannot begin to effectively arm 
the fortifications we already have. By this little appropriation of 
$100,000. we simply keep our immense expenditures heretofore made 
from go ag to waste. I submit that we should not adopt the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Texas unless we are prepared to go on 
and make thorough work in the same direction. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WiIsox to the 

amendment of Mr. REAGAN, it was not agreed to. 
_ Mr. CLYMER. I move to amend the pending amendment by strik- 
ing out the last word. I make this motion simply for the purpose of 
stating how fully I concur in the views expressed by the gentleman 
from Connecticut, [Mr. HAWLEY.] The Committee on Appropria- 
tions, without a dissenting voice, I think, in regard to this provision of 
the bill, a that it was neither wise nor necessary at this time 
that the Government should enter upon any general system of the 
erection of fortifications for the defense of our coast. In our judg- 
ment we are not prepared to do so now; and in view of the changes 
going on in the modes and means of defense, such a policy would be 
unwise. Hence, in this bill the committee do not propose to appro- 
priate a single dollar for the improvement or enlargement of existing 
works, or for the erection of new ones. 

As was well remarked by the gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. 
HAWLEY, | if the Committee of the Whole in this single instance 
should e an appropriation of even $25,000, it would be better to 
recommit the bill and allow the Committee on Appropriations, at its 
leisure, and in its discretion, and in its judgment, to make appropri- 
ation for all the works of defense which have been estimated for by 
the War Department. Wecannot agree to this one without injustice 
to others. We should make appropriations for all of them, or else 
we must reject the present amendment. 

As I have already stated, the committee have not thought proper 
to make appropriation for any one of them. What we have done, 
Mr.C is this: we have provided that our works of defense 
should be kept in repair, and we have accordingly appropriated the 
amount considered necessary by the Ordnance Department to do that 
thing, and nothing more. 

Why, sir, our best works—those which we presume to be our best, 
the works of defense in New York Harbor, for instance—are so unfit, 
as now constructed, to withstand the attacks which could be made 
upon them by the improved ordnance of the world, that they are 
deemed almost valueless by competent authorities, unless millions of 
money should be ment to strengthen them. They are now mere 
shells to resist the destructive force of the weight and character of 
the ordnance which could be brought to bear against them. We are 
lp ar to enter upon these improvements now. What we most 
need, sir, is improvement in our cannon, that they should be made 
more effective; and what we further need is efficiency and greater 
perfection in our torpedo service; for, sir, in my judgment, and in 
that of the committee, the best and surest defense for our sea-coast 
and all our harbors is based upon the protection which the torpedo 
system promises. It would be impossible to destroy or even disable, 
it may be, the enormous iron-clads which might be sent to attack us 
by several European powers by any ordnance which we now have. 
The effective service alone which it might render would be as aux- 
iliary to the torpedoes. The attacking vessel or vessels might be en- 
gaged and fired on from our forts and batteries and so hindered and 

etained within a certain range that our torpedoes might be exploded 
with effect. ` 

Therefore, sir, I trust that in this condition of affairs the request 
made by the gentleman from Texas will not be granted, and that his 
well-known influence and the general desire here to accommodate 
him and to do his section kindness will not lead this committee away 
from doing that which the full Committee on Appropriations deem 
best for the whole country under existing circumstances. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. I demand a division of the committee on that 
amendment, 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 60. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For the armament of sea-coast fortifications, including heavy 
itzers for flank defense, carriages, projectiles, fuses, powder, and implements, 
their trial and proof, and all necessary e ses incident thereto, and for machine 
guns, including the conversion of smooth-bore cannon into rifles, $225,000. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of deriving 
some information on this subject. I move to strike out the words 
“for the conversion of smooth-bore guns.” 

Mr. BAKER. I wish the amendment of the gentleman from Texas 
might be read so I can understand it exactly. 

. REAGAN, I move simply to strike out the words “smooth- 
bore guns.” I am not conversant with ordnance. I have seen some 
I understand this appropriation is for the purpose of convert- 

ing smooth-bore guns into rifled cannon, That is done, I suppose, in 
the hope we will thereby be able to supersede the necessity for forti- 


and how- 


fications. I appeal to military men who have seen guns, and seen 
them used, that if you take a smooth-bore gun, with the size of the 
bore it ordinarily has, and take it in relation to the amount of metal 
in it, and then rifle it, I ask whether thereby its efficiency is not mate- 
rially decreased? Why, sir, I would as soon stand before such a gun 
as by the side of it when fired with a full charge. 

If that is not a correct statement, I appeal to gentlemen more famil- 
iar with cannon than I am how they are going to give strength to a 
smooth-bore gun which has been rifled and the size of the bore in- 
creased when it is loaded with a heavier projectile in order to fill its 
caliber? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iwill, Mr. Chairman, by leave of the gentleman 
from Indiana, who has charge of this bill, explain this process which 
the gentleman from Texas very evidently does not understand. 

We have now a very valuable lot of old smooth-bore guns, chiefly 
10-inch. The gentleman is quite right in saying that if you take a 
10-inch gun and weaken it by rifling it will notstand as heavy charge 
of powder as before, and especially if you should put also a heavier 
projectile in it. But he does not understand the process. They take 
these old smooth-bore guns, and, if necessary, ream them out to make 
a true bore; then they insert a steel tube, reducing the diameter from 
ten inches to eight inches, and that tubing is rifled. y 

Now, whether the gentleman thinks or does not think they will 
stand fire, the fact is that seyen or eight hundred heavy charges have 
been fired out of converted guns of thatsort. And it may be added 
that the projectile fired from them does not vary much in weight 
from that fired from them before the conversion. In the 10-inch 
gan, the round ball approximates one hundred and twenty-eight 
pounds, and while the caliber of the gun is reduced by the tube from 
ten inches to eight, the projectile in the ritle is elongated so that 
it is something like the weight of the round ball. 

Mr. BAKER. It weighs one hundred and fifty. 

Mr. HAWLEY. My friend says one hundred and fifty pounds; a 
little larger than the old one, then. It appears by experiment that 
the guns are strengthened by the steel lining ; the caliber is reduced 
in size. 

But there is another important consideration. I was myself pre- 
judiced against this alteration, but am now satisfied that it is practi- 
cable and useful. A new factor has come in to make it practicable, 
very fortunately for us, an improvement in the compounding and 
manufacture of powder. If you take a charge of the old fine rifle 
powder—with which the gentleman from Texas was familiar when he 
used to killsquirrels—that would knock the gun all to pieces, whether 
smooth-bore or rifle, while it weuld not send the projectile with re- 
markable force; but they have now a larger-grained slow-burning 
powder, and it turns out that they can get a greater projectile force 
with less pressure per square inch than before by one-half or two- 
thirds—a t reduction in pressure as shown by close tests. So it 
is practicable to take these old smooth-bore 10-inch guns, line them 
with steel tubing rifled, and by using large ed slow-burning pow- 
der obtain a greaterforce of projection with less strain. The gentle- 
man can go to the Sandy Hook proving-ground, as I have done, and 
see for himself. Besides, Mr. Chairman, they can make breech-loaders 
of them if necessary. 

Mr. REAGAN. I withdraw my amendment. LAs. 

Mr. BAKER. I wish to say that my friend from Connecticut is mis- 
taken about there being a steel lining in these smooth-bore guns—it 
is made of wrought iron. å 

Mr. HAWLEY. True; but experiments have been made in both. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I renew the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I wish to ask a question. We have two systems 
of to oes, one by the Navy and one by the Army. I know, when 
I to be more familiar with Soro aeon bills than I am now 
there was always danger of collision between the two systems. 
see no reference here to any part of the naval torpedo service and I 
wish to ask the gentleman whether there has been any ent 
by which appropriation for the naval torpedo system is provided in 
some other bim If not, it seems this is exclusively in the Army 
interests, as it ought to be, but I will be obliged if the gentleman 
will state the status of the question. à 

Mr. BAKER. As I understand it this provision applies exclusively 
to the interests of the Army. That 5 intended for the use of 
the Navy is provided for in another bill. 

Mr. CLYMER. In the Navy appropriation bill. 

Mr. BAKER. That is my understanding. I desire to say this 
clause in reference to torpedoes has stood in this shape and has been 
of this amount, $50,000, for the last four years. 

If there is no further amendment to be offered I move the commit- 
tee rise and report the bill to the House with a recommendation that 
it do pass. 

The motion was to. j 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CONVERSE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under consid- 
eration a bill (H. R. No. 2787) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, and for other purposes, and had di- 
rected him to report the same back to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
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Mr. BAKER. I demand the previous question. 
The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
Mr. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pe ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
LEAVE TỌ PRINT. 


Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to print in the 
RECORD as part of the debates some remarks which he had prepared 
on the subject of the fortification bill. [See Appendix.] 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUBBELL, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
back a bill (H. R. No. 2791) making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1881, and moved its reference to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was a d to. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; and, pending 
that motion, I move that all general debate be closed in five minutes. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The House then resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HOOKER in the chair. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I move the first reading of the bill for informa- 
tion be dispensed with. 

The motion was d to. 

Mr. HUBBELL. ; I propose merely to explain the provisions of this 
bill, so far as there is an increase of appropriations over the sum ap- 
propriated in the bill of last year. ere was appropriated for pen- 
sions for the fiscal year 833 30, 1880, the sum of $29,366,000. 
That was exclusive of the amount 3 for arrears of pensions 
under the arrearages act. This bill appropriates $32,404,000, making 
an increase of $3,038,000 over the bill of last year. 

his increase is caused by various reasons. We have now on the 
pension list 125,150 Army invalids; 80,174 Army widows, children, 
and dependent relatives; 1,844 Navy invalids ; 1,772 Navy widows, and 
children, and dependent relatives; 11,621 surviving soldiers of the 
war of 1812; 21,194 widows of deceased soldiers of the war of 1812; 
making a total on the list to-day of 242,755. 

During the year up to the date of the Commissioners’ report there 
has been a great increase on the list. There have been added to the 
list during the year, of new names, 31,346; persons restored for vari- 
ous causes, 908; making a total o additions of 32,254. There have 
been dropped from the roll during the year for various causes, 13,497, 
making an increase to the list of the year of 18,757. 

In addition to this, and as one reason why this appropriation is 
provided in this bill, the Commissioner of Pensions informs us in his 
report that up to the date of his report he estimates there are 200,000 
cases pending now in which N are claimed, and that by the 
end of the fiscal year that number will be increased to 250,000. us, 
sir, it must be apparent that there will not only be an increase of 
names placed upon the roll, but that increase will be much ter 
taan it has been in previous years, for reasons which I will briefly 
state. 

The act of January 25, 1879, not only ted arrears of pensions 
to persons already on the rolls, but provided that pensions thereafter 
granted should date from the death or 8 the person on 
whose account the claim was ted; and it repealed section 
4717 of the Revised Statutes, which barred claims for pensions unless 
presented within a given specified time. And the act of March 3, 
1879, gave a wider scope to the act of January 25, 1879, by providing 
that persons should be included within its provisions who were 
drafted or enlisted to serve in the war of the rebellion but who died 
or incurred disability from causes originating after the cessation of 
hostilities and before being mustered out of the service. It must be 
remembered also that all the persons who will be added from the 
two hundred thousand claimants whose claims will be pending at the 
end of the year will receive not only their payment for the year, but 
payment for all the years intervening between the date of their dis- 
charge and the time of the granting of the pension. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed for general debate has expired. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Michigan be terete to complete his statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not competent in Committee of the Whole 
to extend the time even by unanimous consent. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill by paragraphs for amendment, 
and read the first paragraph, as follows: 

That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropria: for the ent of pensions for 
the fiscal year ending June 20, o * 

Mr. CLYMER. Imove to strike out the last word of the paragraph, 
and yield my time to the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. HUBBELL.] 

Mr. HUBBELL. I desire to add just one word more, in order to 
state another reason why the Committee on Appropriations recom- 
mended the full estimate. The Commissioner in his report informs 
us that for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, there will be a defi- 
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ciency of $5,000,000 for the Army pensions, and a deficiency of $30,000 
for the Navy pensions. These reasons induced the committee to insert 
in this bill the exact and precise amount estimated by the Depart- 
ment. The bill appropriates $31,475,000 for the Army pensions ; $253,- 
000 for fees and allowances ; $575,000 for Navy pensions, and $101,000 
for fees of examining surgeons. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwish to remark that the deficiency referred to by 
the gentleman from Michigan did not grow out of any failure on the 
part of Congress to appropriate the estimates. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Not at all. That deficiency occurred for the rea- 
son that the estimates for the year were in before the arrearage of 
pensions bill was passed, and it was no fault of the last House that 
that deficiency occurred. 

Mr. CLYMER. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following 


paragraph: 


For fees of examining-surgeons, as provided by the several acts of 8 
$101,000: Provided, That a fee of $1, and no more, shall be paid to the e g 
surgeon for each examination of a ioner, as provided by law, except when the 
examination is made by a board of surgeons, in which case the fees now allowed 
by law shall be paid. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I move tostrike out the proviso in the paragraph 
just read. I make this motion that I may ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill what the fee now is that he proposes to make $1? 

Mr. HUBBELL. Itis$l. We only re-enact it. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I suggest, then, this provisois unnecessary. Itis 
simply that a fee. of $1, which is now provided for by law, shall be 
allowed 5 when the examination is made by a board of sur- 
geons, in which case the fees now allowed by law shall be paid. Whole 
classes of fees are provided for by general law, and I insist the pro- 
viso is simply an unnecessary thing. 

Mr. HUBBELL. The fees of examining surgeons were fixed in the 
last appropriation bill and ended with that appropriation bill. 

Mr. CLYMER. If the gentleman 1. 2 allow me, I will say it was 
necessary to continue this proviso in this bill because the only law 
on this subject now is 1 made last year with reference to 
the appropriation then made. If this proviso is not continued in this 
bill the fees would go back to what they were formerly, $2 in each 


case, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota move to 
strike ont the 1 7 

Mr. DUNNELL. After the explanation which has been given, I 
withdraw the motion to strike out. 

Mr. BREWER. I move to amend the pending paragraph by strik- 
ing out the words “one dollar,” in line 27, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words “two dollars,” as the fee to be allowed examining surgeons. 
That is the amount which was formerly allowed for examinations. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point of order upon the proposed amend- 
ment that it will e existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. No reservation of points of order was made upon 
this bill in the House at the time it was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. BREWER. I do not desire to take up much of the time of the 
committee in discussing my proposed amendment. Until the last 
appropriation bill was passed the Commissioner of Pensions allowed 
a feo of $2 to examining surgeons. I think that fee was small 
enough. Since the change was made I have personally received more 
than tifty letters from different examining surgeons throughout the 
country, calling my attention to the change made last year, and in- 
sisting that the original amount, was a very small sum to be 
allowed for the services they rende It strikes me that that sum 
was small enough, and I think we should restore the law as it for- 
merly existed. 

Mr. WARNER. The reduction of examination fees from $2 to $1 
was made, as I understand, by the last . bill, and I have 
heard no complaint made of the change. I am told that at such 

laces as the Soldiers’ Home at Dayton, Ohio, for instance, one hun- 
Bred or two hundred persons are examined in a single day; and cer- 
tainly in such cases as those a one-dollar fee is sufficient. I think 
the amount should be left as reduced by the last appropriation bill, 
to which this bill co: nds; that is, $1. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I simply desire to corroborate what the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. ere has just said. There has been no com- 
plaint of the change made last year; none from the Bureau of Pen- 
sions and none in the Committee on Appropriations. It was the 
unanimous opinion of that committee that no 23 difficulty has 
grown out of the change made last year; and I hope there will be no 
amendment adopted of the kind now proposed, 

Mr. BREWER. It is not at all strange that no complaint on that 
point was made to the Committee on Appropriations. It is an anom- 
aly, or at least it ought to be, for the Committee on Appropriations 
to attempt to regulate this fee. The subject belongs to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions if to any committee. Yet the Committee on 
Appropriations in this bill are carrying out the same idea which they 
attempted during the last session of this Congress. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] says that some two or 
three hundred persons are examined in a day at the Soldiers’ Home 
in Dayton. Where that is the case perhaps a one-dollar fee is suffi- 
cient. But that is not the case all over the country. Take my own 
town, for instance, where there is an examining surgeon. Perhaps a 


dozen or two dozen men are examined in the course of a year. Now, 
the surgeon is compelled to fix a day when he will be in his office, in 
order to accommodate the men who desire to be examined. That case 
is entirely different from the one stated by the gentleman from Ohio, 
Pee two or three hundred men are right on the ground to be exam- 


ined. 
As I have already said, I have had letters from more than fifty dif- 
ferent examining surgeons ree against the change made on 
this point in the last appropriation bill. In accordance with their 
uest, I have introduced a bill fixing the amount and have had it 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, where the matter 
properly belongs. 
. HUBBE. I hope this amendment will not prevail, There 
is no demand for itin the Pension Office. The Commissioner says 
that the different departments of his office are running well now. I 
am sure that for very surgeon now appointed as an examining sur- 
geon at the rate fixed by law, twenty could be found willing to take 
the place at the same rate. 
The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. BREWER; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 33, noes 60. 
No 3 count being called for, the amendment was not 


Mr. HUBBELL. I move that the committee rise and report the 
pending bill to the House with the recommendation that the same 
o 


ass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HOOKER reported that, pursuant to the order of the 
House, the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union had 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. No. 2791) making appropria- 
tion for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, and had directed him 
to report the same back to the House without amendment, and with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HUBBELL called the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under the ee thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. HUBBELL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the tabie. 

The latter motion was agreed to. : 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 


mittee of the Whole for the purpose of 3 with the consid- 
eration of business on the Private Calendar. £ 
Mr. MILLS. Before that motion is put, I ask consent to introduce 
some bills for reference. 
There was no objection. 
J. H. DILLARD. 


Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2806) for the relief of J. H. 
Dillard ; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

CAPTAIN JOHN G. TODD. 

Mr. MILLS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2807) referring the 
claim of the legal representatives of Captain John G. Todd, of au 
to the Court of Claims; which was a first and second time, an 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted 

To ee for four days, on account of important busi- 
ness; an 

To Mr. Yocum indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave for withdrawal of papers from the 
files of the House was granted in the following cases, no adverse re- 
ports having been presented : 

To Mr. PACHECO, in the case of Anna E. Polk; 

To Mr. Hovss, in the case of Jane F. King; and 

To Mr. VaNcg, in the case of Paulina Jones. 

LIEUTENANT F. M. H. KENDRICK. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the 55 War, transmitting the petition of Lieutenant 
F. M. H. Kendrick, Seventh Infantry, for recognition as second lieu- 
tenant Company K, Thirty-First Massachusetts Volunteers, from De- 
cember 24, 1861, to February 19, 1862, and for reimbursement of cer- 
tain money ; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

CONDEMNED CANNON FOR MONUMENTAL PURPOSES. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communication 
from the Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, relative to con- 
demned cannon for monumental purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 

of the Whole for the consideration of the Private Calendar. 
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The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
Mr. MILts in the chair) and proceeded to the consideration of the 


ivate Calendar. 
. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, is this objection day? 
The CHAIRMAN. It is consideration day. 


JULIET LEEF. 


The first business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2262) for 
the relief of Juliet Leef, widow, and the heirs of Henry Leef, deceased, 
owner of the bark Mary Teresa, illegally seized by Alexander H. Tyler, 
Sa har of the United States at Bahia, Brazil. 

The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, dc., That the sum of $20,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropri- 
ated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. for indemnit; 
and compensation to Juliet Leef, widow, and the heirs of Henry Leef, 8 
to be paid to them, or to their l 
sustained by the said Henry 
ure of the bark Mary Teresa by Alexander H. Tyler, consul of the Uni 
at Bahia, Brazil. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the memorial of Henry Leef 
and John McKee, submit the following report: 

From the evidence referred to your committee with the memorial of the claim- 
ants, it appears that while Henry Leef, a citizen of the United Si was en 
in business in Baltimore as ship-owner and merchant, he became the owner of a 
vessel which had been wrecked in Chesapeake Bay, condemned, and sold at public 
auction in the city of Baltimore, This purchase and ownership was ly 
made known to the Government of the United States, together with a Ba bpr for 
information and instructions from the proper department as to the te and 

formalities of clearance, &c., to enable Leef to send ‘vessel to 
a foreign port for sale. By letter from the Secre the Treasury, Henry Leef 
was informed that the vessel, being of foreign build, could not receive papers of 
any description under the registering or 1 of the United States; but 
he was referred to the of the country to which it was pro) to send the 
vessel for information as to the poa formalities and evidence of ownership. The 
vessel was accordingly cleared in conformity with the usual formalities, not only 
in respect to the laws of the United States, but also to those of Brazil, the place of 
her destination. She reached the port of Pernambuco, where all the requisite and 
usual formalities of entrance, &c., were complied with, and the customary facili- 
ties of the consul of the United States rendered. After landing a portion of her 
cargo, she proceeded, with a view to a more favorable market, to the port of Bahia, 
where the usual formalities were complied with in t to the United States 
consulate at that port. But it further appears that the consul at this pe pro- 
nounced her to be confiscated to the Government of the United States, in conse- 
quence of her not being furnished with or presenting the necessary registers or 
papers to prove her nationality, notwithstanding the fullest and most satisfac- 
tory proofs of o_o and citizenship, duly authenticated, were n 7 to 
the said consul, and by him returned to the Secretary of State of the United States. 

Accordingly, the bark Mary Teresa was taken possession of by the consul of 
the United States in Bahia, and under his directions and authority was sent to the 
port of Philadelphia, and was delivered up to the authorities of the United States, 
after which, the particulars of the case having been received at Washington, the ves- 
sel was released by the authoritiesof the United States, and the proceedings of the 
United States consul disavowed; all which proceedings of the authorities of the 
United States have involved the memorialists in serious damage and loss, fully set 
forth in their details in the papers accompanying the memorial. 

From the correspondence which took p. between our consul, Mr. Tyler, and 
our minister at Rio, and our then Secretary of State, it appears that our minister 
disapproved of the conduct of our consul in moyen Soa detaining the vessel. The 
consul, however, having determined to carry out design to treat the vessel as 
con to the Government, William McKee, as supercargo and representative 
of the owner, addressed a letter to the consul, in which, after reciting the action of 
the consul in reference to said vi he says: 

I have no recourse but to abandon her, which I hereby do to you, as consul of 
the United States, and as the representative of the Government thereof; hereby 
solemnly protesting nst you, as consul of the United States and the representa- 
tive thereof, for the value of the said vessel, the bark Teresa, owned by Henry 
Leef, of Baltimore, of two hundred and fifty-one tons burden, and for all 
accruing to all and every pinon concerned in said vessel or cargo, which I estimate 
18 85 A enorme Ga vA been d by th tative agent of th 

us rs a n done 0 ve of the 
Goraumpent Ta & foreign land, while in the exercise of functions, and acting 
e chon tag DRIG DUAS ive TENAS DAONA d favorably reported to 
case ‘ore vo times upon and favora 
the House; and this committee now, for the sixth tions, after a review of 
the evidence, concur with the opinion that it is a case in which Congress should 
interpose to t relief. : 

The co ittee have examined a large number of cases in which the Govern- 
ment has acknowledged its liability in analogous cases, and select the following as 
sufficiently conclusive of the past action of the Government: 

March 31, 1814. Act to reimburse Samnel Ellis, marshal district of Maine, amount 
of judgment recovered a him for certain flour. 

‘ebruary 27, 1815. Act to reimburse Joshua Sands, collector of New York, 
amount of judgment t him for seizing certain vessels. 

May 19,1824. Acttoreimburse Archibald Clark, collector at Saint Mary's, amount 
of ju gment recovered against him for detaining sp Apollo. 

uly 14, 1832. Act to pay the amount of certain judgments recovered against the 
ec 0 district of Pennsylvania, for seizing certain teas, to the parties inter- 
ested the 8 

March 2, 1833. Act to reimburse Cyrenius Hall, collector at Sandusky, amount of 
judgment recovered against him for seizing a vessel. 

June 30, 1634. Act to reimburse W. C. H. Waddell amount of judgment recov- 
ered against him, as marshal, for seizing certain brandies. 

July 7, 1838. Act to reimburse David Geletin, collector at New York, amount of 
judgment recovered against him for seizing the ship American Eagle. 

The only other case necessary to refer to is that of John O'Sullivan, whose ves- 
sel was seized by John M. Forbes, the commercial and political agent of the Gov- 
paraanin the United e imag 3 The ond in Te 3 to bra Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, Mr. ary, by the Senate, and, after his report thereon, 
an act was passed providing for PASAIA, July 2, 1836. Mr. Weodbury's re- 
pee will be found in Document No. 5, Twenty-t! Congress, second session, and 

s dated December 8, 1834. The liabilities of the Government for the acts of its 
agents, as therein maintained, extend only to such acts as arise from gross negli- 
ence in discharge of official duties, or from omission to perform them; and even 
these cases the persons suffe: should either resort to the agent early, and in 

a suit with him establish his liabi 


representative, in full for losses and damages 
in lifetime, in consequence of the Free ar seiz- 
States 


ty and the amount of damage, or resort early to 
the Government, and make out a very clear case, so . might be had by 


the Government on his personal responsi 
any exist; and the report concludes: ‘In many cases the Government has refused 
to indemnify the claimants themselves, the 5 — sufferers, unless first showin, 


bility on his official bonds and sureties, if 


with clearness, 


neglect or wrong by the officers in discha of their offi 
pricy gg parties 


. Woodbury was of the opinion that the had been guilty 
laches. He says “the vessel was sold in this country in the beginning of the year 
1824. The first petition presented to Congress was not until the year 1828 
In the case now presented to the consideration of the House the parties have 
been prompt in the pursuit of their rights. Within si days after the vessel 
had reached Philadelphia and was , the memorialists had presented their 
y. 


claims to this bod 

It would seem to be a pro policy, as well as a duty of the Government, to 
1 mages from liability whenever they act in good faith in the assertion 
00 

Sir William Scott, in the case of the action in adjusting a question of damage 
arising out of an alleged capture, says: 

It does not ap that Captain Capel is chargeable with having acted from 
any corrupt or malicious motives; and if, as I believe to be the case, he has acted 
from a sense of duty and obedience to orders, I can have no doubt will be indem- 
nified 7 a proper representation to government.” 

This is both a strong and peculiar case. The consul at Bahia was the sole repre- 
sentative of the Government at Bahia. There was no appeal from his decision in 
the custody and management ef the vessel. It is ter that the Government 
should hold itself responsible for his acts wang ee A ayit its responsibility, to 
invite that resistance which the common law justifies e protection of prop- 


erty against trespassers. ` 

The boa ey is one of great importance to the protection of our commerce, as is 
evidenced by the petitions in this case from our principal commercial marts, signed 
by their most distin; ed merchants. 

Our Government has not failed to demand indemnity from foreign countries when 
the rights of our merchants have been violated by their officials, and it would seem 


that a like indemnity is due to those who have suffered from our own. 


Your committee therefore, following the precedent made by a former 
Hd the case of O Sullivan — — bill, and cin see 
passage. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, the report in this case, so far as I 
understand it, does not show that the action of the consul was illegal, 
was grossly negligent or wrong in any respect. It simply shows that 
when the vessel came back to the United States under the order of 
the consul it was released and returned to the parties. I think the 
report should have stated, or perhaps the committee may state orally, 
the facts in regard to that matter. It is very curious that every case 
cited in the report, unless it be the last one, was a case of the indem- 
nification of an officer who had been sued and held personally liable 
for the damages claimed. In this case there is no proof of any dam- 
age except from the assertion of the parties. I should be very un- 
willing to vote for this bill unless from some source I can understand 
that the action of the consul came within the decision which has 
been quoted here and within the usual rule of law. If it was a mere 
exercise of power under a mistake, without gross negligence, without 
plain wrong, then the authorities cited have no application whatever. 

There is nothing to show that there has been any examination or 
any statement on the part of anybody of the amount of damage. It 
is inconsistent with my ideas of right that the mere detention of a 
vessel and 8 her back to her own country and releasing her 
here can have resulted in damage to the amount of $30,000, as claimed, 
or $20,000, as reported by the committee. Within the last few years 
that sum would have bought, or more than bought, a vessel of the 
tonnage mentioned here. 

Now, Ishould like some one who knows about this to inform the 
House why $20,000 should be paid for 5 vessel back from 
Brazil to the port where it was owned in the United States, whether 
with cargo and freight or not, I do not know; but I do know that 
for the last few years and within the time mentioned in that re rt; 
our ships have been lying idle at the docks and could not have — — 
sold for half the sum named here—in oe cases not at all. This 
may be too good a bargain for this vessel. e report shows that the 
vessel was sent abroad at any rate to be sold in a foreign country. 
Now the parties may receive more than the value of the vessel and 
yet retain the ownership. They may eat their cake and still have 
it, so far as anything Sopon this report. If any gentleman is 
familiar with the facts ope he willinform the committee that we 
may not vote away $20,000 for the detention of a small vessel and 
sending her back safely to her home. I understand the vessel’s ton- 
nage was only two hundred and fifty tons. 

r. BEALE. Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention of the 
committee, and especially that of the gentleman from Michigan, [ Mr. 
eee, I will endeavor to give an outline of the history of this 
case, and I undertake to say in my place that no case of greater hard- 
ship is presented in the whole records of congressional legislation 
than is presented in the case now submitted for consideration. 

In 1847 a French bark, Mary Teresa, was wrecked in Chesapeake 
Bay, condemned, and sold. She was purchased by Henry Leef, a ship- 
builder in the city of Baltimore. After he had fully repaired and 
refitted the vessel, he addressed a letter to the then Secretary of the 
Treasury, inquiring what papers he must secure in order to send this 
vessel to a foreign country for sale. Under our license and 3 
laws the vessel could obtain no papers from our authorities. He was 
informed that all that was needed would be a bill of sale showing 
his ownership, and that he must call upon the representative of the 
government of the country to which he pro to send the vessel 
and ascertain what were the formalities of law necessary in that 
country to accomplish the purpose which he had in view—the sale 
of the vessel. In pursuance of those instructions the vessel was 
loaded with a cargo of flour at Baltimore and Richmond, and, under 
charge of a supercargo empowered to dispose of both cargo and ship, 
was sent to Pernambuco, in Brazil. 
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She reached that port, discharged there a part of her cargo, and, 
finding there was a batter maker Bahia, she sailed for that port 
to ainchance the residue. She was there seized by the consul of our 
Government. It was alleged she was liable to confiscation because 
of the fact she had no license from the authorities of the United 
States. The consul communicated with the minister at Rio, and was 
informed by him that his action was illegal, that he had no authority 
to seize the vessel; but, notwithstanding the advice of the minister 
at Rio, he persisted in his purpose and proceeded to seize the vessel. 
Thessupereargo surrendered her under protest, protesting against the 
consul to the United States Government for the illegal seizure of his 

roperty. Captains were called upon, as usual in cases of that sort, 
by the consul, and the vessel was valued. The supercargo fixed the 
amount of damage which he had sustained at that date at $30,000, 
as appears in the report which has been submitted. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the gentleman if that was not before she was 
sent away from that port? A 

Mr. BEALE. Idid not hear the gentleman’s question, 

Mr.CONGER. Was not the protest made and was not the amount 
of damages fixed before she had been sent from the port of South 
America where she was? ; 

Mr. BEALE. No, sir; the protest was made at Bahia, where the 
vessel was seized. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes,sir; and $30,000 damages fixed before she was 
sent away from that port. 

Mr. BEALE. Of course, then was the moment at which the pos- 
session of the vessel was turned over to the consul of the United 
States. That was the proper and only time at which this protest 
could have been made. a 

Mr. BROWNE. Will the gentleman from Virginia allow me to 
ask him a ropes 

Mr. BEALE. Certainly. : 

Mr. BROWNE. What was the cargo of the vessel at the time of the 
seizure ? 

Mr. BEALE. Flour. 

Mr. BROWNE. What became of it? 

Mr. BEALE. It was sold. 

Mr. BROWNE. By whom? 

Mr. BEALE. By the supercargo. 

Mr. BROWNE. The vessel was then returned to the United States. 

Mr. BEALE. I will proceed to give you that information. 

Mr. BROWNE. The question I desire to ask is this: How does the 
committee reach the opinion as to the amount of damages sustained 
by the owner of the vessel; what entered into the computation of the 
committee ? 

Mr. BEALE. The papers submitted by the consul himself to the 
Government of the United States, every particle of testimony in 
regard to the amount of damage, every particle of testimony in regard 
to the seizure of the vessel—all were furnished by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, to whom the whole papers were transmitted by the 
consul in 1847. 

Mr. TALBOTT, -The gentleman from Virginia makes a mistake; 
not by the Secretary of the Treasury, but by the Secretary of State. 

Mr. BEALE. Yes; I mean by the Secretary of State. 

Mr. BARBER. What was the value of the vessel at the time of 
the seizure? 

Mr. BEALE. I think just the value fixed by the report, $20,000. 

Mr. BARBER. Did we keep her after we got her over here—did we 
retain her after we got her home? 

Mr. BEALE. If you will bear with me I will give the history 
further. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I beg to correct my colleague. It was $15,000, and 
not $20,000. 

Mr. BEALE. Yes, sir. After the seizure of the vessel by the con- 
sul and the surrender by the supercargo to the consul, the latter 
placed the vessel in charge of a captain and crew and sent her back 
to the United States. She came to the port of Philadelphia, and the 
Secretary of State directed she should be returned to the city of Bal- 
timore and handed over to her owner. The vessel was returned to 
the city of Baltimore. A libel was filed by the crew who had been 
placed in charge of this vessel at Bahia, and under the direction of 
the admiralty court the vessel was sold, and the claim, as set up, was 
credited by the proceeds of the sale after deducting the costs of the 
court of admiralty and the vaga which had been paid to the seamen. 
After the sale of the vessel at Baltimore the claimant came for relief 
to r Pinas thirty-two years ago, with a petition asking that he 
should have payment for the damages which he had sustained. 

In 1849 Mr. Grinnell, of Massachusetts, reported from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce a bill giving him the entire amount of dam he 
had sustained—$§26,000. The bill was reported unanimously from 
that committee. 

In the Thirty-first Congress Mr. Daniel, of Virgina, from the same 
committee, reported a bill giving to the claimant $26,000, the amount 
of damages he alleged he had sustained. These bills included, in 
addition to the actual loss by the owner of the vessel, profits which 
the su 0 nay bay to make. 

In the Thirty-third and Thirty-fourth Congresses Mr. Eustis, of 
Louisiana, with entire unanimity on the part of the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill giving to this claimant $26,000, which had 
been reported in his favor originally in 1849. ` 


In 1874, in the Forty-third Congress, this bill was again referred 
to the Committee of Claims, when Mr. Williams, of Indiana, with 
the unanimous consent of that committee, reported a bill to the 
Houe 8 ae fay 8 e pa = 

„in the Forty- fifth Congress, Mr. Roberts, of lan 
reported a bill in which no fixed sum was allowed, but in tie eas 
matter was referred to the Secre of the Treasury, with direction 
to settle the amount on the per es of equity and justice. 

And now, sir, in 1879, in the Forty-sixth Congress, this bill comes 
apan before this body from the Committee.on Commerce, sifted, 
thoroughly sifted, several different times by committees of this Houge, 
but unanimously reported favorably in every instance, I believe, but 
one, 

It is true, and the precedents referred to in the report go to show 
it, that the general rule established in cases of this character has 
been that a suit should be instituted by the claimant against the 
officer of the Government, that the claim should be judicially inves- 
tigated, and the amount of judgment obtained against the officer 
should be paid by the Government. And when I first took up this 
claim I thought that probably was a fatal objection, but the subject 
had been thoroughly examined by quite a distinguished Senator as 
early as 1835, who I think lays down correctly the principle which 
should be adopted in cases of this character; and, as in the case re- 
ferred to the circumstances were much less strong than in the case 
we are now considering, I will ask that a portion of the Senate report 
of 1835 be read. À 

The Clerk read as follows : 


It has certainly been the most common course for individuals claiming redress 
from Government for the acts of its agents to resort to a court of law in the first 
instance and fix their liability. Whether this be the safest course for Govern- 
ment, and whether it be one which in 5 cases shonld be resorted to before ap- 
plication is made to Congress, need not be discussed, as, admitting the rule to the 
whole extent put forward oe Secretary, there are exceptions growing out of 
it which, in the opinion of this committee, cannot be disregarded. And this case, 
in their opinion, fairly pene one of these exceptions. In little more than a year 
after the injury complained of the husband of the petitioner-and father of the 
children who are interested in the success of the present demand perished by 
shipwreck on the southern coast of this continent. s wife was at that time in 
Europe, where she had accompanied him from the United States in prosecution of 
a voyage which opie eek first going there and thence to the south seas. 

She appears to have n left in humble circumstances with a largo family of 
children; and it is not surprising that so situated she should not have prosecuted 
her case with the vigor and success which might have attended the effortsof those 
who are more favorably circumstanced, but in the opinion of the committee a 
complete exception is established by the fact that no ssn Ta presented 
to her to bring suit in the United States against Mr. Forbes. He remained at 
Buenos Ayres until his death, and there is no obligation on an American citizen 
to follow public agents into a foreign country, where they are placed by the Gov- 
ernment, in order that a liability be established for which that Government is ulti- 
mately to be responsible. The objections to such a course are many, strong, and 
80 obvious that it is deemed unnecessary to set them out in detail. 


Mr. BEALE, The committee will 5 that excepts cases from 
the principle which requires judicial investigation where the fact is 
that the United States officer who had been guilty of illegal seizure 
was not within the reach of a suit by the citizen. In this case Mr. 
Tyler lived in Brazil. He was consul at Bahia, and assuredly there 
was no obligation whatever on Leef to pursue in the judicial tri- 
bunals of Brazil an action against the consul for this illegal seizure. 
Nor do the practice and precedents of the Government require an: 
such thing to be done. He did what was in his power. Immedi- 
ately after the occurrence of these events he came before this 
with his petition. It was the only door open to him. It was the 
only means of redress which was possibly available to him; and it 
does seem to me passing strange that a claim of this character should 
be 3 a claim which reaches beyond the mere private interest 
of the ship-owner and lays hold of a great public interest, for it is to 
the interest of American shippers that they should be protected in 
foreign countries. And while our Government has never hesitated 
to demand of an: government ample compensation for any 
wrong that has one to an American ship-owner abroad, as- 
5 y we should be equally anxious to protect our own citizens 
inst wrong done by our own Government. I trust that it will be 


forei 


e 3 of this committee unanimously to do this tardy justice 
to this dying widow. 
Mr. D I desire to ask the gentleman from Virginia a question. 


Mr. BEALE. I yield for a question. 

Mr. DUNN. What do the committee find to be the actual damages 
in this present case ? 

Mr. BEALE. After sifting the case most thoroughly the committee 
find the actual damage to be $20,000. 

Mr. DUNN. Do they find that to be the value of the property? 

Mr. BEALE. The cost of the vessel was $15,000; the actual dam- 
age was $20,000. In that amount no speculative or consequential 
damages are included. 

I wish merely to say further that in preference to following the 
precedent set in the case that has been alluded to, and referring this 
matter to the Secretary of the Treasury after the claimant had been 
here for ory years, we thought it best to undertake judicial functions 
ourselves and ascertain what was the actual amount of damages the 
party had sustained, excluding from the amount all speculative or 
co uential damages. 

Mr. MCLANE. I should not consider it necessary to add anything 
to what has been said by the gentleman from Virginia were it not 
for the inquiry made by 


o gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] 
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as to the manner in Which the amount of serie er was made up, and 
as to the evidence before the committee upon that point I desire to 
say to the gentleman from Michigan that thissum of $20,000 is taken 
from the account of losses rendered by the claimant, that being the 
supercargo’s claim of $33,000, The committee, as has been stated, 
rejected the items in that account for consequential damages, such 
for instance as the difference between the price of flour as he 
actually sold it at Bahia and the price he might have got for it if he 
had been allowed to go on with his vessel to the market he was pro- 
ceeding to or to Rio. But the committee did allow him the actual 
loss of his vessel at the price it was estimated to be worth in the port 
of Bahia. That value was ascertained Pran appraisement under 
the direction of the consul at the port of Bahia, and the estimated 
value of the vessel was $15,000, It was a full-rigged bark, bought 
in the port or near the port of Baltimore, in Chesapeake Bay, a wreck 
refit by Mr. Leef, but because it was a foreign vessel, not enti- 
tled to American papers, as he was advised by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, to whom he made application, but entitled to go to sea as 
his property, he, an American citizen, having bought the property 
went to sea with the custom-house proof that he was a citizen and 
that the property did belong to him, and ashe was further instructed 
by the Treasury Department—not by the State Department but by the 
asury Department—that it was entitled to take the American 
flag. That it is true was a disputed question. But although it bea 
disputed question, masters of vessels have been instructed by the 
Treasury Department that they commit no offense at least in carry- 
ing the flag, the proof of ownership being the only papers they carry. 
ow, Mr. Leef went to sea with that proof of ownership, and car- 

ried the American flag because the vessel was his property; and the 
committee have recognized that as an American ship-master he had 
a right, owning the vessel and carrying the certificate from the cus- 
tom-house that he did own the vessel, to carry the 2 ? 

Now as to the seizure. The American consul, Mr. Tyler, believed 
that Mr. Leef had no right to carry the flag and that he forfeited 
his vessel because of carrying the flag. I have upon my desk, and 
will cause to be read if the committee desire to hear it, the entire 
correspondence between Mr. Tyler, the consul, and the Department 
of State and the American minister at Rio. The American minister 
at Rio entreated Mr. Tyler not to send the ship to the United States. 
pointed ont to him the damage he would do to her owner, and trea 
it as a case in re to which he had no instructions to give and 
with which he would not interfere. He advised Mr. Tyler to keep 
the ship at Bahia until he could receive instructions from the Secre- 
tary of State at Weshington. Mr. Tyler, however, acting as he had 
aright to act, independent of his minister, who ref to take it 
upon himself to interfere, sent her to the port of Philadelphia and 
reported the case to the Secretary of State. The Secretary of State 
replied, and I have his letter before me, that it was a case not coy- 
ered by the law af all, and refused to take possession of the vessel, 
and turned her over again to Mr. Leef. s 

Mr. PRICE, I desire to ask the gentleman from Maryland a ques- 
tion at tbat point about the legality of the selling of the vessel. The 
point I fail, for one at least, to see is this: It appears that the entire 
cargo went back to the possession of the owner, and that the vessel, 
when she was returned to the port of Philadelphia, was turned over 
to the owner, so that the owner of the vessel came into possession of 
the vessel and cargo. Now, what I fail to see is where the item of 
da comes in. What constitutes the damage ? 

Mr. McLANE. When I have finished my answer to the gentleman 
from Michigan I will reply to the inquiry of the gentleman from 


Iowa, [Mr. k.] 
Mr. PRICE. My question is, in what does the damage consist? 
Mr. McLANE. ï will reply to that. Iam now addressing myself 


to what I understood to be the objection taken by the gentleman 
from Michigan as to the legality of the seizure. Now, I think that 
the committee will find this a very clear case. The vessel being the 
property of Henry Leef, not being entitled to a 8 not enabled 
to go into any trade between this country and a foreign country as 
an American vessel, he goes off with her to Brazil, because that is a 
good market for such vessels; and he carried acargo of flour, because 
flour was a good cargo to to Brazil. 

Now, on his way to Brazil he is arrested by the American consul, 
his ship is taken away from him, and his cargo is sold, as all such 
cargoes are sold, ata ä Every practical man knows that 
a cargo sold under such circumstances is always sold at a disadvan- 
tage; there is some loss on the cargo. Now the committee as to the 
sum of $15,000 did take into consideration the difference between the 
price of flour af Bahia and the price of flour at Rio Janeiro. 

Mr. PRICE. Does it ap what that price was? 

Mr. MCLANE. I think that the committee in making up the sum 
took into consideration that item. 

Mr. PRICE. It would be satisfactory to the House to know what 
3 of barrels of flour constituted the cargo, and the difference in 

e price. 

Mr. McLANE. I think the difference amounted to about $1,100. 
I beg the 3 not to interrupt me until I have answered the 
other gentleman. 

Mr. PRICE. Ido not wish to interrupt the gentleman; I merely 
wish to understand the question. 


Mr. McLANE, I willanswer the gentleman witk pleasure when I. 


X—7 . 
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have replied to the other gentleman ; it will be my duty as well as 


my pleasure to do so. 

As to tue poini of legality ; there is no question at all that the ship 
was entitled to carry the proof of ownership, and that it is the prac- 
tice of our Treasury Department to advise American citizens owning 
foreign-built ships, bought as wrecks or bought in the open market, 
that when they do go to a aein pors although they cannot take 
an American register, they can a certificate of ownership and 
carry the American flag. 

Now, when the consul of the United States seized this vessel he 
seized her without authority of law. I beg the committee to give 
their attention to that point. There is no man on either side of the 
House who would for a moment hesitate either to give a remedy 
against a public officer or,go compensate the individual wronged. 
Upon that point the law is ¢lear, and the practice of the Government 
is clear. Either you yourself sue your public officer upon his bond 
= pay the damages, or you set the man to sue the public 
officer. 

Now, in this case the public officer was advised; but what remedy 
had Henry Leef against the consul of the United States in the port 
of Bahia? This claimant was guilty of no delay. The moment his 
vessel was returned and the Government of the United States de- 
3 it had been illegally seized he applied to the Government 

or relief. 

The Secretary of State as well as the Secretary of the Treasury rec- 
ognized that a wrong had been done, but they left it to this legisla- 
tive body to remedy it. It is an appeal to the of the Govern- 
ment. The Committee on Commerce do not understand that there 
is any other claim in this case but one of grace. There is no other 
claim presented. It rests with this Congress to give relief to this 
man or to leave him to pursue the consul of the United States who 
was at that time at Bahia. 

If it be the pleasure of this committee, satisfied that the law was 
violated, satisfied that a damage was done and done because of the 
ignorance of its own officer, to refuse this man relief, then they will 
be doing what no civilized government in the world will justify, 
although it may imitate the example. It is admitted that where a 
public officer has violated the law—and I want the attention of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] to what I now say—it is 
admitted that when a public officer has violated the law, and the 
man who is damaged sues the public officer and obtains judgment 
against him, then the Government, without hesitation, appropriates 
money to indemnify the public officer. : 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Just at this particular point, allow 
me to ask the gentleman a question. . 

Mr. MCLANE. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Do you maintain that the Govern- 
ment is responsible for the torts of its officers ? 

Mr. MCLANE. I Say so. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Tou do! Very well, then; I will 
send to the Clerk’s desk to be read the opinion of the Supreme Court 
on that very point, which the gentleman will find in 8 Wallace, 


page 274. . 
Mtr. McLANE. I did not say legally responsible. 
oe SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Will you allow that opinion to be 


Mr. MCLANE. I do not mean to say that the Government is legally 
responsible for the torts of its officers; the Government is not legally 
responsible. I stated explicitly that this was an appeal to the grace 
of Me. SMITH, of Pennsyl spea 

—— , of Pennsylvania. I am king of the legal liabilit 
of the Government for the acts of its officers. E i 7 
. MCLANE. I do not make any such claim. 
e SMITH, of Pennsylvania. On that point, if the gentleman will 
ow me 

Mr. MCLANE. Ihave made no such claim; it is not necessary to 
address any such inquiry to me. I stated to the committee what was 
the practice of all civilized governments, especially of Great Britain. 
I have here in this very report the opinion of Sir William Scott, - 
where he says explicitly that when an officer acted conscientiously 
and honorably, though he acted in 8 of the law, it was the 
duty of the government to indemnify him when the damaged man 
obtained a ager against him. That is what I said. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Will you allow me to have read 
what the Supreme Court has said on that question? 

Mr. MCLANE. Certainly I will. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Will the Clerk be kind enough to 
read what I have marked? Or, rather, I will read it myself for the 
Lary of the gentleman. I read from the case of Gibbons vs. United 

tates : 

But it is not to be that this case is an attempt, under the assumption 
of an implied contract, to make the Government responsible for the unauthorized 
acts of its officers, those acts being in themselves torts. No government has ever 
CCC 

Q c] of Jud ‘ley 
not un e D guarantee to caro the fidelity of any of the 2 or agents 


whom it employs, since that would involve it in all its operations in endless embar- 
388 difficulties, and losses which would be subversive of the public 


Me McLANE. I do not feel it necessary to prolong my remarks in 
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Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I thank the gentleman for allowing 
me to read the ruling of the Supreme Court on this question. 


Mr. McLANE. I have stated explicitly that this is no legal claim 
against the Government; it is a claim appealing to the grace of Con- 

ess. But what is very material to it, so far as the law is concerned, 
is the point I had just made when interrupted by my friend on the 
right—that if a public officer who has committed a wrong has acted 
honestly and honorably, though 8 he ought to be indem- 
nified. That is the opinion of Sir William Scott. Now if the officer 
ought to be indemnified when he has acted honestly, why should not 
the Government at once extend its to the individual when he 
has been wronged by the officer? e officer in this particular case 
is the consul. He has given his bond in order that the Government 
may find its remedy, and sue on the bond where it chooses to pursue 
the officer for illegal conduct. 

I have not thought it necessary, and do not now, to do more than 
state clearly to the committee how this claim is made up—what are 

its items. These are, first, the value of the vessel, $15,000; then there 
is the difference between the price of the cargo at the place where it 
was sold and at the place where it was intended to be sold, and there 
are some other items which belong to the expenses of the 8 8 The 
claimant presented a claim of something more than $30,000. Former 
Congresses when they have passed bills of this character have done 
what this House has seVeral times done—referred the question to the 
Department for adjudication. The Committee on Commerce in this 
case thought it a better principle to deal with the actual factsin the 
ease, and not trust any officer of any Department to settle a ques- 
tion resting upon these great principles of equity and justice. We 
felt that possibly the Department, instead of paying the man $20,000, 
might pay him ,000, or that he might receive less than his due. 
As we had all the items before us we thought it our duty to take the 
responsibility of fixing the amount. We have the correspondence of 
the consul, of the Secretary of State, of the minister to Rio, and of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. This correspondence shows that after 
there had been received from the Department here authority to carry 
the flag the vessel was seized wes the consul as having no right to 
carry the flag. The minister at Rio and Mr. Buchanan, the Secretary 
of State, washed their hands of such conduct on the part of the con- 
sul. The case on that point is very clear, The only question which 
remains is whether Congress chooses upon such 2 statement to extend 
its grace. There is no other claim. 

r. BLOUNT. The gentleman will permit me to ask whether this 
bill has ever passed the House before? 

Mr. MCLANE. This bill was originally reported to the House in 
1848 by Mr. Grinnell, of Massachusetts, with a favorable report for 
the full amount of the claim, $30,000. in, in 1850, it was reported 
to this House by Mr. Daniel, of Virginia, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, for the full amount claimed. It was again reported favorably 
in 1860 


in 1860. 

Mr. BROWNE. Will the gentleman from Maryland answer me a 
question ? 

Mr. McLANE. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWNE. I am satisfied that the Government onght to pay 
this claim if I can only ascertain the amount in which it ought to 
respond. I understood from the gentleman’s remarks that the pnn: 
cipal item in the account of is the value of the vessel, which 
is put at the sum of $15,000. I understood from the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. BEALE] that the vessel after being seized was returned 
to the pors of Philadelphia, where the Government refused to receive 
it; and it then went into the hands of the owners. 

Mr. MCLANE. The owner protested; but there was a sale made, 
and the owner got the benefit of the sale. 

Mr. CLYMER. What were the proceeds of the sale? 

Mr. MCLANE. Twenty-five hundred dollars. It must be remem- 
bered, Mr. Chairman—I am sure the honorable gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. BROWNE] will remember—that a vessel thus sold in this 
country, without any right to have pose ey papers, would never 
sell for anything like her value, whatéver her condition might be. 

Mr. BROWNE. Iam satisfied of that. Was the purchase made 
by the former owner or on his account? 

Mr. McLANE. The purchase was not made by the former owner 
or on his account. 

Mr. BARBER. If the vessel was worth $15,000 to take to Brazil in 
the first instance, v was she not worth $15,000 to take back there? 

Mr. BRIGHT. Will the gentleman from Maryland permit me to 
ask him a question with the view of drawing out the state of the 
account between the party and the Government. In making out the 
account, was credit allowed for the proceeds of the vessel ? 

Mr. MCLANE. Yes, sir. 

7 = d the FIAR now claimed 3 pe balano i 

. MCLANE. Yes, sir. I ought to say—perhaps by way of apol- 
ogy for the committee—that they did not present an itemized ac- 
count to this House, nor did they in fact actually state such an 
account. They had before them the account y stated by the 
claimant, amounting to $33,000, and they went along rejecting cer- 
tain items of this account and allowing others. Thus they reached 
the sum of a little over $20,000. 

Mr. FIELD. I wish to ask a single 


uestion. Why is not this 
claim brought by the administrator of 


e estate? It is presented 


by the widow and children, who plainly have no title except through 


the personal representatives of Mr. Leef; and his creditors, if there 
are any, would be excluded. 

Mr. McLANE. The claim is brought by the widow and children, 
because, as happens with so many sialon the claimant himself has 
died while the claim was pending before Con š 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from Maryland have the kindness 
to tell us when this thing occurred? I think one of the misfortunes 
of the case for us about here is that the report does not give any dates 
or facts or items, so that it seems to be utterly impossible to know 
when the circumstances occurred, what they were, what the size of 
the claim is, or what the items of damage are. We are buying this 
pig very much in a poke. an 

. MCLANE. The report and memorial taken together give all 
the facts. The inquiry of the gentleman on my right brings to m 
mind the further fact that when this claim was presented in 1848, 
myself was then the representative in this House from the city of 
Baltimore, of which city this Captain Leef was a citizen, and I pre- 
sented his original memorial. 

Mr. REED. That memorial does not seem to be printed, and we 
are in the dark to-day just as much as we were before. 

Mr. MCLANE. I find among these papers his original memorial, 
with my indorsement, and, although I have no more interest in the 
case than any other member from my city—indeed, not so much—I 
am able at least to testify to its antiquity. 

Mr. WAIT. I should like to inquire of the gentleman from Mary- 
land whether the fact does not appear before the committee that this 
claim has been presented five different times to Congress and five dif- 
ferent times to the Committee on Commerce, and that that committee 

orted five times in favor of remunerating this party for the 
loss sustained by him through the improper conduct of the consul of 
the United States? 

Mr. MCLANE. That not only appeared very 8 before the com- 
mittee, but it also appears very fully before this Committee of the 
Whole, for the facts are as recited in this memorial. 

So far as I am concerned, Mr. Chairman, I shall not consume any 
further time unless it be in answer to some inquiry. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to say a word more on this subject. I made 
these inquiries because there are two gentlemen in the House now 
who were members of the House when this case was first presented, 
my friend from Virginia and my friend from Maryland. I thought 
there were some friends of the bill who had followed it along through 
all its wanderings for thirty-two or thirty-four years—forty-two or 
forty-four years, more accurately. 

Mr. HEED Òh, no; you are right; thirty-two years, and that is 
enough. 

Mr. CONGER. Thirty-two years, I am told by my friend, is cor- 
rect; I hoped they would have been able to give some further infor- 
mation in re; toits merits. I have the memorial of the attorney of 
Mrs. Leef, which seems to llave been embodied in the report, unless 
the report was this memorial which has been read; of that I am not 
certain. Once or twice in the wanderings of this bill it has come to 
my notice on that committee. In 1843 [laughter]—no, not in 1843, 
but in 1873, if came before the Committee on Commerce. [Laughter.] 
The long life of the claim and its appearance from time to time en- 
tirely confuses one a little about dates. [Laughter. ] I recollect very 
well that the Committee on Commerce, to whom it was referred then, 
did not report favorably on this bill. My recollection is, they reported 
adversely to it, and that it was then referred to the Committee of 
Claims. The bill was introduced, I think, by Mr. Roberts, referring 
it to the T Department. 

Mr. McLANE. No, sir; it never went to any other than the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. The gentleman from Michigan is mistaken. I 
have the original documents. 

Mr. REED. There was an adverse report. 

Mr. McLANE. Never an adverse report. 

Mr. HASKELL. Give it up. 

Mr. MCLANE. The error consists in this, that Mr. Roberts did 
ae a report, and he made it from the Committee on Commerce in 


Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir; he made a report, with an accompanying 
bill, (but from what committee this paper does not state,) that it be 
sent to the Treasury Department to have the case examined, and if 
there were any legal claims against the Government to have them 
audited and allowed. Whether it went to the Treasury Department, 
whether it was examined, whether it was rejected, or whether the 
bill itself passed, I do not know. That would have been at least a 
proper and safe way to dispose of this old, superannuated account and 
claim. It has outlived most of those who were contemporary with 
it in its origin in this House. My friend remains here who intro- 
duced it, and one who recollects it thirty-two or thirty-three years 
ago. ka have printed matter before them to refresh their memo- 
ries; but I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, for one, that it looks to me 
like an old acquaintance. I have examined it, and it seems to me 
it should not be passed in this form and in this manner by the com- 
mittee. I 2 sir, when property is taken worth 815, and sold 
for $2,500, and the money is paid over to the owner, then we should 
not be called upon to pay $20,000 for the vessel. It is a new doc- 
cot too, that we must make good to shippers of flour what they 
could get by sending it away off to some other port. Itisspeculative 
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Mr. REAGAN. It is a wrong impression made on the mind of the 


gentleman from Michigan that $2,500 were paid to the owner, I re- 
member it sold for that amount, but that but a small portion went to 
the owner, the balance going to pay the expenses of the suit in 
court and the expenses of the crew who brought the vessel from South 
America to this country, taking charge of it. But a small amount 
was paid to the owner. 

Mr. CONGER. It was sold in this country. It was sold with the 
knowledge, of course,of Mr. Leef. He could have protected himself if 
he did not. It was not sold abroad. At all events there is so much 
doubt if anything is justly due to these ies—and I admit here 
that I am willing to vote for any bill which shall pay what was due 
at the time—— 

Mr. McLANE. The gentleman from Michigan I am sure will let 
me correct him. The flour was sold at Bahia and the ship was sent 
back in ballast. 

Mr. CONGER. It was sold by the supercargo. 

Mr. McLANE. No. 

Mr. CONGER. Ah, yes; it was sold by the owner or hisagent. It 
could have been sold in Bahia or in China. He could have shipped 
it where he chose; but he chose to sell it there, and this Government 
is not an insurer of flour, 

Mr. ACKLEN. That is a small item in the total aggregate amount. 

Mr. CONGER. Five thousand dollars? 

Mr. ACKLEN. No; $1,100. 

111 n Eleven hundred dollars. Then if it is wrong, there 
is $1,100, 

Mr. ACKLEN. Ah, then the total amount of the bill as originally 

resented was thirty-two thousand some hundred dollars, and the 
mmittee on Commerce have chosen only to allow $30,000. If the 
tleman will permit me just one moment—— 

Mr. CONGER. Not for a speech while I am talking. 

Mr.ACKLEN. Then after you are done I wish tosay just one word 
on the subject. 

Mr. CONGER. If, then, the owner of this vessel and of this flour 
thirty-two or thirty-three years claimed $12,000 more than this 
committee find he ought to have claimed, there is some little trace 
of fraud in that. If it can go to the committee who have reduced 
it $12,000 with the little attention they have given to it, then with 
the memory of my friend from Virginia who was perhaps originally 
acquainted with the facts, and the gentleman from Maryland, who 
first introduced the claim—with a little jogging of their memory per- 
haps they will remember what is about 1 it can be recom- 
mitted I say to them the probability is it will be reduced $12,000 more. 
I am not so particular about that myself, but I do not see in his seat 
that distinguished economist, my friend, Mr. WRIGHT, from Pennsyl- 
vania, or else I would be sure he would move this be referred back 
to the committee that they might make a reasonable and honorable 
effort to reduce it $12,000 more. But at any rate let it back to 
the committee, and let them tell this House just exactly what inlaw 
and what in equity are the items for which this Government ought to 
pay in this case and then I will be satisfied. 

Mr. ACKLEN. One moment, Mr. Chairman. I desire only to say 
to this committee that when this bill was reported to this House by 
the gentleman from Virginia I reserved the right to make a minority 
report. After a more careful consideration of the case, reading every 
paper in connection with it, I satisfied myself fully and 55 
that the allowance of $20,000 to the widow and heirs of He 
in this case was little enough for the hardships which he been 
forced to endure. This vessel was seized i ia without authori 
of law. The actions of the consul there, Mr. Tyler, were disapprov 
15 the minister at Rio and disallowed by the State Department at 

Washington. Under the circumstances there remained no other 
course for this claimant to take than the one he has adopted. Now, 
it will rly comport with the honor of this Government and the 
spirit of our institutions to refuse to allow this claim. 

The question recurred on laying the bill aside, to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 74, noes 46, 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. MILLS re that the Committee of the Whole House 
had, according to order, had under consideration the Private Calendar 

erally, an particular! a bill (H. R. No. 2262) for the relief of 
uliet Leef, widow, and the heirs of Henry Leef, deceased, owner of 
the bark Mary Teresa, illegally seized by Alexander H. Tyler, consul 
of the United States at ia, Brazil, and had directed him to report 
the same back to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 

Mr. BEALE. I demand the previous question on the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question is voted down the gen- 
tleman’s amendment will be in order. 

Mr. CONGER. I addressed the Chair first. 
pelea 53 pe Chair is 8 of that Ben: but 755 = oat 

recognize the gentleman from c e e 

as he was sustained in 8 by tho Ett being retorted to ths 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The question being taken on secon: the demand for the previ- 
ous question, there were—ayes 87, noes 60. 

So the previous question was seconded. , 

The main unon was ordered, which was on the engrossment 
ür CONGER S I call for th a he engrossmen 

a or the yeas and nays on the e t 

and third reading. ý 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 36 members voting therefor, more 
than one-fifth of the last vote. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 125, nays 76, not 
voting 90; as follows: 


YEAS—125. 
Acklen, Fisher, Shelley, 
Ford, Louns Ż Simonton, 
Armfield, Forney, Martin, . F. Singleton, J. W. 
Beale, Good Martin, Toes a 
e, e, + 
Bicknell, Gunter, 2 — pringer, 
Bing Hall, c e. 05 
Blackburn, Harmer, McLane, Taylor, 
Blake, Harris, John T. MeMillin, Thompson, P. B. 
Bliss, Haskell, 
Blount, Hatch, Mitchell, Turner, Oscar 
Bright, Hawiy; Money, pan 
wWnê, enderson, ‘Orse, 5 
Caldwell, H March,” vp 
enry, rner, 
Clardy, — New, - Vance, 
Clymer, Herndon, Noreross, Waddill, 
Cobb, Hooker, O'Connor, Wait, 
Co: Hostetler, O'Reilly, Ward, 
Cook, House, P Washburn, 
Holl, Phelps, Wellborn, 
Cox, Hunton, ister, Whitthorne, 
Davas; z 8 Poehler, wii” Thomas 
berson, obnston, Reage: 
Davis, Joseph J. Jones, Richardson, J.S. Wilson, 
uster, Kenna, ichmond, . 
Dibrell, Kimmel, Robertson, Wood, Fernando 
Dunn, King, b Wright, 
Einstein, Kitchin, Rothwell, Young, Casey. 
—— Klotz, Russell, W. A 
Field, Le Fevre, Scales, 
NAYS—%6. 
Aldrich, N. W. Converse, Horr, 
ch, — 1 > ouk, Ri D. 
Anderson, Dav: George R. Hubbell, Ryon, John W 
Atherton, Davis, Horace Humphrey, Sawyer, 
Baker, Davis, Lowndes H. Keifer, Shatlenberger, 
Ballou, ing, Kelley, She: 
Barber, Dunnell, Lap Smith, A. Herr 
Bayne, Dwight, Lowe, Ste 
Bowman, Errei „Marsh, Stone, 
Brewer, Farr, McCoid, Thomas, 
—— paa MoGows Updegeall I E 4. 
on, wan, e; Ay 
8 Gill 8 M a yra ni 
€ les, un 
Carpenter, Godshalk, Monroe, Weve, 
Caswell, Harris, Benj. W. vers, Weaver, 
Claflin, Hawk, er, Wilber, 
Colerick, H Williams, C. G. 
J Hiscock, Prescott, Willits. 
NOT VOTING—90. 
A De La Matyr, Lindsey, Ryan, Thomas 
Raney Dick, ve T ‘4 ; 
Barlow, Dickey, 4 eton, O. R. 
Belford, Ellis, McMahon, th, Hezekiah B, 
Bey, : Fink 5 Morrison, Sm —5 
A ey, 0 par 
Blan Forsythe, Muldrow, Starin 
Bouck, Fort, Muller, 5 hens, 
A Garfield, New 8 To 
Buckner, Gibson, icholls, Townshend, R. W. 
Butterworth, Hammond, John O’Brien, Tucker, 
C: Hammond, N. O'Neil, Valen 
Cam Haye, Hew —.— V. 
e, Hazel erton, ‘oorhis, 
Chittende Hutchins, Has i White 
en, u erce, 
Clark, Alvah A. James, White er, 
Clark, Jobn B. Jorgensen, Wood, Walter A. 
Crapo, Joyce, Rice, „ 
Crowley, Ketcham, Robeson, Young, Thomas L. 
Da Ladd. Russell, Daniel L. 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. SAWYER. My colleague from Missouri, Mr. Frost, is paired 
with Mr, Dick, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FINLEY. 1am paired with Mr. HAMMOND, of New York. 

Mr. COVERT. My coll e from New York, Mr. KETCHAM, is 
paired with Mr. EWING, of Ohio. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I am paired with Mr. Ross, of New 


Jersey. 

Mr. CAMP. I am paired with Mr. TUCKER, of 2 

Mr. ANDERSON. My coll e from Kansas, Mr. RYAN, has been 
detained in his room for sev: ane by illness. 

Mr. BAYNE. My colleague from Pennsylvania, Mr. Dick, is paired 
1 HR. Be eee eee a 0 

. WHITTH $ colleague from Tennessee, Mr. ATKINS, 

is detained from the House by illness. 
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inn Mr. STARIN, of New York, is paired with his colleague, 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The bill being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time. 
The bill was then passed. 
Mr. BEALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I move that when the House adjourns 
to-day it oe to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. COV. . As an amendment to the propaan of my col- 
league, I move that when the House adjourns ay it be to meet on 
Tuesday next. 

The SPEAKER. The question will first be taken on the amend- 
ment. 

The question being taken on Mr. COVERT’S amendment, it was not 


to. 
The motion of Mr. FERNANDO Woop was agreed to. 
GEORGE F. SWANN. 


Mr. HOOKER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2808) to pay George F. Swann, administrator of George T. Swann, for 
proceeds of cotton seized by the military forces of the United States ; 
which was read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying 
petition, referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


MISSISSIPPI VALLEY COMMISSION. 


Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent to present at this time 
and to have printed in the RECORD the address and resolutions of the 
Mississippi Valley States commission. 

Mr. ALDRIC , of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objection. 
These resolutions relate to a very important subject. They are the 
report of the delegates a pom tee by the governors in session a few 
days at Louisville. e document will only make about a col- 
umn of the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is this a body authorized by law? 

Mr. WILLIS. No, sir. This is not the commission 5 by 
law. It is a commission appointed by the governors of the States. 

Mr. CONGER. To what subject does the address relate? 

Mr. WILLIS. The improvement of the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi River and its tributaries. 

. ALDRICH, of Illinois. I withdraw the objection, 

There riage J no further objection, the address and resolutions were 
referred to the Committee on Mississippi Levees, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD. They are as follows: 

To the honorable members of the Senate and 
House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 

GENTLEMEN: The following resolution was by the convention for the pro- 
motion of American commerce and industry w. metin New Orleans, Louisiana, 
December 3, 1878: 

“ Whereas, in view of the magnitude of the interests involved in the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Mississippi River and its navigable tributaries, so 
as to furnish commercial communication between all their parts, and with foreign 
nations, and to the inhabitants on its banks from overflow, to the extent of 
their practical improvement and the wants of the population upon their borders 
now and in time to come ; and 
. “Whereas the vast interests that may be thus subserved have not been advanced 
according Ae aere just requirements nor in any degree comparable to the improve- 


ment of othér commercial avenues of no ter importance by the eral 
Government, which alone has the j otion and power to accomplish the same: 
Therefore, 


“Be it resolved, That this convention recommend to the governors of the respective 
States bordering upon said river and its navigable tributaries to Sopota three com- 
missioners each to represent their respective States in a board of commissioners 
which shall be permanent and continued so long as there is necessity for the same. 
This board of commissioners shall inquire into all matters appertaining to the im- 
provement of the navigation of tho Mississippi River and its tributaries, and of 
the improvement of their banks so as to prevent overflow, and of the commerce of the 
valley of the ppi. And it be the duty of said commission to dissem- 
inate from time to time, through the press or by address to the public, or in any 
suitable mode, such in ence among the people so vitally interested as to it may 
seem desirable upon the subject of the improvements herein pro; And it 
shall be the further duty of said commission to gather, and embody such 
information and facts as toit may seem appropriate and communicate the same to 
the Co: of the United States, by way of memorial or otherwise, for the pur- 
pose of faducing that body to make appropriations for the improvements herein 
proposed. 0 
ei further resolued, That, in order to give force and effect to the recommend- 
eee in the first resolution, we pia Sane the president of this convention to 
appoint Mr. Eugene Underwood, of Louisville, Kentucky, a committee of one to 
address the governors of the States bordering on the issippi River and its 
tribataries, and urge them to comply with the recommendations made in the said 
tirst resolution.” ae 

The governors of the several States of the Mississippi Valley, in accordance 
with the above resolution, having appointed commissioners, the same assembled in 
Louisville, Kentucky, December 2, 1879. 


eering commission to survey and report 
Mississi | Biver and ie navi ble 
that said board will 6 an 


serious damage to navigation. 
iy to obatricuons byi snags, vents za 8 = 8 

and a riation for their remo y snag- b è would also 
8 3 2 exists, especially this year, by bars formed in the 
river by sand, possibly caused by the wide expanse of rivers and consequent 
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. To remedy this and effectually, 
ihe employment of suf cient 5 boats of approved construction.” ences 
8 that pass, at da possi- 
6 — for the removal of all sunken boata or vessels, conati- 
„one ee ters. 
further recommend that the law provide fore moties to qian of soaks 0 


vessels, they shall be 
of and . earliest 


removi 
further recommend that for the various public works in connection with our 
unfinished at the present and for the further prosecution 
. MEA ty se 
m an 
2 — floods. z z 8 . 


„ we to call attention to the unfinished work on Davis Island 
dam, near Pittsburgh, in the Ohio River. Itis a work of national importance and 
d be permitted, but liberal appropriations furnished to secure its 


for 


th th 
of Pittsburgh this model improvement will remain useless. © 
immediate e for the construction of a lock or 


me Wen will be the closin i — — 2 — vigation of this river in 
W. e in ng 
heart of a rich agricultural tnd mineral regen in West Virginia, reais 


We fully indorse the action of the Government in the improvement of the navi- 

of the Mississippi and its na le tributaries b the removal of obatens. 

ns, straightening the channel, and reb of the old and buil of the 

new wing. as is now to be done, under the efficient management of Gov- 

ernment engineers in charge, as the only way to give immediate relief to the com- 
merce of the river. 

MG irat as 8 es —ů Tah 5 — e eee 92 e i and 

approve e system o placed alon; 0 as a 

bench and recommend that the number be increased being a 


y on the 
further suggest for the taka A of Congress ti 
e 


sissippi River, for the purpose of holding in reserve accum 
and spring floods, to be used during the season of low-water, the cost of which, ac- 


rosecuted 2 — the Upper Missouri, the Upper Yellow- 

stone, and upon the Red River of the North have resulted in great and the 

woy er apes — these works, as recommended by the United 8 engineers, 
urgently needed. 

We therefore ask of Congress such appropriations as may be necessary for 
these wor 

Finally, the work of removing obstructions in the Ohio River at the falls near 
Louisville is entitled to prompt attention. 

Private enterprise among steamboat men has done much, and is still working to 
secure a channel of a aay yan safety over these celebrated rapids, but a work of 
its magnitude can only be successfully carried out by the Government where gen- 
erosity and ability are alone equal to the task. 

To sum all up briefly, the works to which we have called your attention are such 
that, if successfully Snisbed, FFC 
country, add more to its general prosperity than any other, unite the people 
of this prent valleg more CIONI than even and elevate and ai the commerce 
of our nation. And we beg that your honorable bodies will give the subject that 
immediate attention it deserves. 

a , 5 on behalf of the Mississippi Valley commission, at Louisville, December 


EUGENE UNDERWOOD, 
President. 


PLATT B. WALKER, Secretary. 

After the abov th resolution, offered by Hon. John 
Hogan, o Missouri was En 

“Whereas one of our old citizens of the valley of the Upper Mississippi, Caj 
tain H. M. Shreve, invented the principle upon which the United States 3 
have been and the United States have used said invention without 
nc) Patong pana; to or his heirs, and knowing that in past times com- 

of Congress have recommended thut some suitable provision be made, and 
that so far no definite action has been taken, therefore we request 
that in conformity to various petitions, do act in me though 
remunerate the heirs for the labors of their ancestor.” 
e 1 resolution was then offered by Mr. Crooks, and passed: 
eee, hat the president of this commission be requested to send to the 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives of Con- 
gress copies of the address and resolutions, that they may be laid before their 
respective bodies that proper action may be had.” 
PENSIONS FOR WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. WAIT, 5 consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2809) 
amending the laws granting pensions to the soldiers aud sailors of 
the war of 1812 and their widows, and for other ppoe approved 
March 9, 1878; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. M. HUSTON. 

Mr. LOWE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No.2810) 
for the relief of J. M. Huston, of Colbert County, Alabama ; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn, the Chair asks 
consent to present two papers, which ought to go to the Committee 
on Appropriations, 

There was no objection. 

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES CONVENTION, PARIS, 1875. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 


1879. 
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of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of State 
upon the subject of the appropriation of a proper sum to meet the 
treaty obligations arising under the Weights and Measures Conven- 
tion of Paris, May 20, 1875; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

POST-OFFICE DEFICIENCIES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, relative to certain deficiencies in appropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the current year; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. HENRY. Lask consent to submit for consideration at this time 
a resolution to authorize the Clerk of the House to dispose of printed 
documents that have accumulated in the document-room. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is equiv- 
alent to an objection to the resolution of the gentleman from Macy. 
land, [Mr. HENRY.] The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CorFrRoTH, ] that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was d to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
fifteen minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of 256 citizens of Smith County, 
Kansas, for the repeal of the law that compels settlers on public lan 
to pay a publication fee before making final proof—to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of 125 ex-soldiers and citizens of Leopa, Clay 
County, Kansas, that all who served in the late war below the rank of 
a commissioned officer in the Army or Navy be granted bounty at the 
rate of $8.33 per month for time of service—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of Mrs. J. E. Robinson, for compen- 
sation for property taken by the United States Army during the war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARBER: The petitions of John H. Fitt and others; of 
Mears, Bates & Company and others, of W. B. Spofford and others; 
of Captain W. J. Bangs and others; also resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of Illinois, asking for appropriations for the construction of a 
harbor and life-saving station at Waukegan, IIlinois—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of Patrick Murphy and others, for 
the increase of the pensions of a certain class of pensioners—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of E. T. Hibbs and 53 others, watch- 
men and employés in the different Departments of the Government, 
for a restoration of the former wages allowed by law—to the Com- 
mittee on 9 aces 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Papers ee to the claim of the heirs of 
William A. Burt, the inventor of the solar compass, that they be paid 
a sum adequate to compensate them for the services rendered to the 
Government by the use of that instrument—to the Committee on 
Public Lands. K 

By Mr. DAGGETT : Papers relating to the pension claim of Anna 
M. Marshal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of David March, of Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin, for compensation for goods seized by United States officials 
during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DUNN: Papers relating to the cloim of Pleasant H. Thomp- 
son, for compensation for property taken by the United States Army 
during the late war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FELTON: Papers relating to the claim of William Hedg- 
peth, to be refunded moneys alleged to have been ss foes assessed 
and collected from him by United States revenue officials—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. FORSYTHE: The petition of J. R. Palmer and 23 others, 
citizens of Illinois; of W. T. Ingram and 27 others, ex-soldiers; of 
Colonel George Dole and 130 others; of B. P. Colville and 42 others, 
ex-soldiers; and of Joseph Hill and 75 others, citizens of Illinois, that 
ex-soldiers be restored to an equality with bondholders—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of J. C. Morgan and 66 others, ex-soldiers of the 
Union Army, for the passage of the equalization of bounty bill—to 
the same committee, 

By Mr. HENKLE: Preamble and resolutions of the corporation of 
Annapolis, Maryland, praying that the naval hospital near that city 
be transferred to the care of the Secretary of the ary, to be used 
as a marine hospital—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HOSTETLER: The petition of soldiers of Terre Haute, 
Indiana, who were paid in depreciated currency, for back pay—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of Alga S. Roach, to be restored to 
the pension rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Samuel Greenlee, for 2 pension—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. JOYCE: Papers relating to the claim of Daniel M. Page, to 
be released from accounting for 8420 stolen from him while an officer 


of the United States Arm rtaining to the Subsistence Depart- 
ment—to the Committee ca Military ‘Affairs. 

By Mr. LOWE: Papers relating to the claim of James M. Hous- 
ton, for compensation for stone furnished the United States for the 
construction of the dam at Fort Colbert Island, Tennessee River— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: The petition of soldiers of Ohio County, Ken- 
tucky, for the p. e of the equalization-bounty bill—to the Com- 
mittee on 5 85 555 Airs. 

By Mr. MORTON: Memorial of sugar importers and refiners of 
New York and other cities, for the early consideration and revision 
of the sugar tarifi—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of Edgar N. Black, in reference tothe 
dikes and banks on the Delaware River near Fort Mifflin—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. ORTH: The pornea of soldiers of Warren County, Indi- 
mrs a the passage of the bill equalizing bounties—to the same com- 


mittee. 

Also, the petition of William N. Clift, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. REED: The petition of W. B. Wedgwood, vice-chancellor of 
the National University, for compensation for services rendered by 
him—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SIMONTON: Papers relating to the claims of Jacob C. 

John E. Lewis, and George S. Reiney, for pay for poparty 
taken by the United States Army during the late war—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. à 

By Mr. SLEMONS: The petition of citizens of Miller County, Ar- 
kansas, for a post-route from Texarkana to Finley’s, in said county— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post Roads. 

pr Mr. TUCKER: The petition of William A. Courtenay, agent of 
Clyde line of steamers, that the Secretary of the Treasury may be 
authorized to hear and determine the question of refunding certain 
entrance fees illegally exaeted from said line—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VAN AERNAM: The petition of Elizabeth H. Rogers, for 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

y Mr. VANCE: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Aquone to Briartown, North Carolina—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Kate L. Usher—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 7 

By Mr. WARNER : Papers relating to the pension claim of Samuel 
D. Stiles—to the same committee. 

120 Mr. WEAVER: The petition of Henry H. Coop and 8&1 others, 
of Ottawa, Kansas; of A, Hostettler and 52 others, of Clinton, Indi- 
ana; of William Bachelder and7 others, of Warren, New Hampshire; 
of N. V. Cole and 10 others, of Michigan City, Indiana; of J. C. Phil- 
lips and 34 others, of Wa Keeney, Kansas; of J. D, Parker and 78 oth- 
ers, of Marshalltown, Iowa; of Thomas Craig and 7 others, of Albia. 
Iowa; of D. P. Fowler and 17 others, of Wood’s Corners, Iowa ; of à 
M. H. Chamberlin and 30 others, of Winthrop, Iowa; of R. B. Webb 
and 101 others, of Wellsborongh, Pennsylvania, and of C. C. Rugg and 
250 others, of Jamestown, New York, all ex-soldiersof the Union Army, 
that they be restored to equality with bondholders—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILBER: The petition of citizens of the State of New York, 
that the proceedings of Congress be published in newspaper form 
throughout the year and a copy sent free to each family in the United 
States, that they may receive a portion of said proceedings every 
week—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of Z. T. Woodyard, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee: Papers relating to the claims of 
Fendall Carpenter and Alexander P. Rose for compensation for prop- 
ety taken by the United States Army—to the Committee on War 

ims. 


IN SENATE. 


MONDAY, December 15, 1879. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
ane Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
roved. 

i EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with 
section 4690 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, the report 
of Carlisle P. Patterson, Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, showing the progress made in the survey of the Atlantic and 
Pacific coasts during the year ending June 30, 1879; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in accordance with the requirements of 
the act of Congress approved July 15, 1870, entitled “ An act to pro- 
vide for inventories and accounts of property of the United States in 
the public buildings and grounds belonging to the United States in 
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the District of Columbia,” a full and complete inventory of all prop- 
erty belonging to the United States in buildings, rooms, offices, and 
grounds occupied by the Department of the Interior and under its 
charge; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Postmas- 
ter-General, transmitting a letter from the Auditor of the Treasury 
for the Post-Office Department, recommending that certain deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for that Department be supplied; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented resolutions of the Mississippi 
Valley Commission, in favor of the improvement of the navigation of 
the Mississippi River; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be pentod, 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of Nancy M. Richmond, of Pier- 
„praying for the passage of a law continuing a limited 
a month granted to her by an act of Congress approved 

ust 18,1856; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

M. HAMLIN presented additional evidence in the case of the ap- 
plication of John Smith, of Cumberland County, Maine, for a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of Franklin Rives, prayin 
that a contract for publishing the debates of Congress may be award 
to him in accordance with his proposition; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr, SAUNDERS oe the petition of John A. Brown and 14 
others, citizens of Nebraska, soldiers who served in the late war, 
praying for the p of a bill for the equalization of bounties; 
Sheh was referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of A. B. Grace and others, 
citizens of Ark praying for the establishment of a post-route 
from Centre Point, in Howard County, Arkansas, to Dallas, in Polk 
County, in that State; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of George Nicholls and others, 
citizens of Waitesfield, Vermont, praying for the of an act 
granting arrears of pension to Mrs. Fanny Newcomb; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present the petition of the National Grange, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry of the United States, praying for an amendment 
of the patent laws. As this petition is very short I ask that it be 


read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be reported at length if there be 
no objection. 

The petition was read and referred to the Committee on Patents, 
as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of 
of the 


son, Michi 
msion of 


United States in Congress assembled : 


ten 

do ant R aega the citizen in the . — use of his own invention if an identical 
invention has been previously parena Dy another. 

ational 20 . e thirty-two 

States of this Union, in annual session assembled at gua, New 5 — 

ws 


most ly petition your honorable es so to amend the patent 
America as to make the manufacturer or vendor alone responsi) infringement 
Be Peretti ae i on . 

, 80 to amend them as to p: m prosecu or es 
manufacturing for their own use any article previous, servi goose f ed the 
parties in such case were not cognizant of the existence of such letters-patent. 

And your tioners would ever p: 


J. WOODMAN, Michigan, 
HENLEY J. j, Indiana, 
WILLIAM G. WAYNE, New York, 
D. WYATT AIKEN, South Carolina, 
Executive Committee. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I believe in the sacred right of 
petition. I believe that this right belongs to all races and conditions 
of men, and to every form of 8 It is the birthright of 
the poor and lowly as well as of the rich and the exalted. Its exer- 
cise is as well secured by the Constitution of the United States to the 
defenders of the Union as to the associated bankers; to those who 
fought the battles of the country as to those who speculated at home; 
to the soldiers who offered their lives for the Government as to the 
syndicates who have trafficked in its bonds. I therefore present the 

tition of seven thousand soldiers who served in the Union armies 

uring the war of the rebellion, and in honor of their services and in 

recognition of their rights as citizens I ask that it may be read. They 
reside in the States of Indiana, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Missouri, New 
York, Illinois, Kansas, Kentucky, Arkansas, Michigan, New Jersey 
Nebraska, Minnesota, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Wisconsin, and 
West Vi ia. Lask that their petition be read. 

The petition was ordered to lie on the table, and was read, as follows: 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 

We, the undersigned petition having served faithfully the Government of 
the United States in the late war of the rebellion, as will be seen by our records in 
the War and Navy Departments, ask to lay before your honorable body a state- 
ment of our grievances, and to petition for relief. 

Ist. We would remind your honorable body that we were paid in a depreciated 
currency, worth during the greater part of our term of service from forty to seventy 
cents on the dollar in coin. - 


2d. The Government has since declared that the payment of the bondbolders 
in low Hk sse money that the soldiers were paid in would be dishonesty and 
re ion. 

We do not believe that the bondholders have a claim either in law or equity 
better than the men who offered their lives that the nation might live. 

Therefore, we believe that the Government is honestly and justly indebted to 
the soldiers for the difference between the value of greenbacks and gold at the 
time of payment, with 6 per cent. interest, compounded semi-annually, and_ that 
Congress should provide for the nt of such sums as ey be found due to 
each soldier, sailor, or marine, or lawful heirs, with interest as above, in fall 


8 greenbacks. 
‘herefore we, the undersigned soldiers and sailors, do respectful ies your 
us give im- 


honorable body to pass a law covering the above points at once, pox 

mediate and t relief to one ion of the defenders of our Government in its 
hour of trial and danger, and indirectly to forty millions of American citizens b; 
reason of the im: given to all industrial pursuits. For this act of justice an: 
relief to all the people we shall ever pray. 

Mr. BURNSIDE presented the petition of A. Johnson, attorney, 
representing three companies of the East Tennessee National Home 
Guards, United States volunteers, called into service in the year 1863, 

raying compensation for services rendered the Government of the 
United States rag a war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military - 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented the petition of Lucy E. se sa widow 
of William Mayhugh, a teamster in the service of the United States 
in the late war, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of John Eubank and others, citizens 
of Adair County, eubacky praying for the passage of a law grant- 
ing pensions to soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

resented the petition of Horace 8. Spear, Compan 
I, Fifth Regiment Vermont Volunteers, praying for a pension; w. ch 
was ref to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Samuel Lecompte, praying 
for compensation for services as attorney in sundry cases under the 
revenue laws; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of Elisha M. Luckett, late second lieu- 
tenant Company B, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, pray- 
ang te owed arrears of pension; which was referred to the Com- 

on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 


referred the bill (S. No. 221) for the relief of Sewell B. Corbett, re- 
ported adversely thereon ; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
He also, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the 


bill (S. No. 324) for the relief of Somerville & Davis, reported it with- 
out amendment; and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered 
to be 115 70 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, from the Committee on Mines and Mining 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 765) to amend sections 2324 and 
2325 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning mineral 
lands, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. McDONALD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the petition of Nannie Longsdale, Laura Jo n, and 
Bettie C. Brockett and her husband, Dr. Brockett, asking permission 
to sue in the Court of Claims to recover the net 8 
captured property, cotton seized in 1863, reported adversely thereon; 
and the committee were discharged from the further consideration of 
the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the papers 
relating to the Supreme Ancient and United Order of Brothers and 
Sisters and Sons and Daughters of Israel of the United States of Amer- 
ica and the World at Large, requesting a charter for their o iza- 
tion, reported adversely thereon; and the committee were discharged 
from the further consideration of the subject. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 550) to extend the northern boundary of the 
State of Nebraska, reported it with an amendment. 

PRINTING OF TESTIMONY. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and to: 

Ordered, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be authorized to have 

rinted for its use the testimony taken in as relative to the charges contained 


the m relative to the election of Johx J. Ixcatts as Senator from the 
State of Kansas, and such other testimony as may be taken in the said case. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 55) granting a right of way across Water Shops 
Pond, in Springfield, Massachusetts, to the Springfield and New Lon- 
don Railroad Company ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1493) defining the duties of reporter of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, fixing his esr) peter and pro- 
viding for the publishing and distributing of said reports ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1955) authorizing an allowance for loss by leak- 
age or casualty of spirits withdrawn from distillery warehouses for 
exportation; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2053) to authorize the assistant treasurer of the 
United States at New York to waive enforcement of section 3477 of 


1879. 
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the Revised Statutes so far as the same affects certain drafts upon 
him now held by the Masonic Bank of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2262) for the relief of Juliet Leef, widow, and the 
heirs of Henry Leef, deceased, owner of the bark Mary Teresa, ille- 
geny soised by Alexander H. Tyler, consul of the United States at 

razil ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2298) to amend the act entitled“ An act to grant 
additional rights to homestead settlers on public lands within rail- 
road limits,” approved March 3, 1879; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2790) authorizing the Secretary of the to 
appoint a deputy collector at Seaford, Sussex County, Delaware, and 
for other K. oses; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2787) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1881, and for other porpoises; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2785) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
appoint a ee collector at Lake Charles, Louisiana ; 

* bill (H. R. No. 2791) warg 8 for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1881; 


A bill (H. R. No. 2799) to remove the political disabilities of Abner 
Smead, of Oregon; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2800) to remove the political disabilities of John 
M. Brooke, of Virginia ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2801) to remove the political disabilities of Wal- 
ter R. Butt, of California; 

A bill ( H. R. No. 313) to remove the political disabilities of G. H. 
Hill, of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2803) for the relief of Doddridge & Davis; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 7) authorizing Lientenant Francis V. 
Greene, United States Army, to accept certain decorations conferred 
upon him by the Emperor of Russia; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 145) authorizing certain printing for 
the land commission; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 148) for the relief of D. M. Hamlin. 

The m further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(8. No. 618) for the relief of Herman Hulman and Crawford Fair- 
banks, of the city of Terre Haute, Indiana. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the 8 of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. No. 50) filling existing va- 
cancies in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution; and 
it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BAYARD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 840) to exempt from taxation competitory 
prizes won by American citizens in foreign countries; which was read 
the first time by its title. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask that that bill be read at length and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill was read the second time at length and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That from and after the passago of this act all prizes, pre- 
miums, cups, medals, trophies, and other articles of value won by or awarded in 
foreign countries to citizens of the United States in public competition shall be 


admitted free of duty: Provided, That this act shall relate so as to cover all such 
rizes and other cles aforesaid won and imported by citizens of the United 
tates subsequent to January 1, 1878, and any duties paid on the articles aforesaid 
since the last-mentioned date shall be refunded. 

Mr. BAYARD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 841) making an appropriation for the base 
and pedestal of a monument to the late Rear-Admiral Samuel Fran- 
cis Du Pont, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MAXEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 842) to establish certain post-roads in Texas ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying peti- 
tion, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 843) providing for the delivery of dutiable articles 
in the mails, ənd for indemnity for lost registered articles; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post- 5 

Mr. FERRY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 844) for the relief of George H. Boston; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HAMLIN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 845) granting relief to Eva, Etta, Henry, and 
Guy Carleton, heirs of General James H. Carleton, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file relating to 
the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 846) for the relief of Ira Gill ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file relating 
to the case, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 847) to enable Albert Fuller to have a hearing be- 
fore the Commissioner of Patents; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the papers on file relating to the case, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 


Mr. BALDWIN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 848) granting a pension to Frederick R. Bru- 
ner, which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 849) to authorize the Saint Paul and Chi- 
cago Short Line Railway Company to construct a bridge across Lake 
Saint Croix, and to establish it as a post road; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 850) to provide a commission for the adjudi- 
cation of damages to the Norwegian bark Atlantic by collision with 
the United States steam sloop of war Vandalia, and for payment of 
any award made by said commission; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 851) granting a pension to Martha A. Lach- 
man; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

. RANDOLPH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 852) for the relief of Commander H. N. T. 
Arnold, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BURNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduces a bill (S. No. 853) to poy members of certain mili 
organizations therein named; which was read twice by its title, an 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VEST asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 854) to provide for the organization of the» 
Territory of Oklahoma; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. CALL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 855) for the relief of Narcissa Gibson, widow 
of the late Captain Alexander Gibson, United States Navy; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked, and by unanimous consen“ obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 856) extending the provisions of section 
2997 of the Revised Statutes of the United States to the port of 
Omaha, in the State of Nebraska; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BOOTH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 857) authorizing the conversion of national 
gold banks; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

ommittee on Finance. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 858) for the relief of certain settlers on the public 
lands, and to provide for the repayment of certain fees and commis- 
sions paid on void entries of public lands; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. : 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 859) to authorize the claimants to certain lands in 
Los Angeles County, California, to submit their claims to the United 
States district court for that State for adjudication ; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. HEREFORD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 860) making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of Elk River, in the State of West Virginia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 861) making an appropriation for continuing the 
improvement of New River, in the State of West Virginia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 862) making an appropria nog for continuing the 
improvement of the Great Kanawha River, in the State of West Vir- 
ginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 563) making an os § aang for the improvement 
of Big Sandy River, in the State of West Virginia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 864) to amend the act of March 3, 1879, in 
relation to the census of 1880; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the select committee to make provision for taking the 
Tenth Census. 

THE TREASURY NOTES. 


Mr. BUTLER. I offer the following amendntent, intended to be 
propos to the joint resolution (S. R. No. 49) in relation to United 
tates Treasury notes: 


In the third line strike out the words, passage of this resolution,” and in lien 
thereof insert, ist day of January, A. D. 1885; and on the sixth and seventh 
lines strike out the word “hereafter” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘thereafter;" 80 


as to read: 

That from and after the ist day of Jan , A. D. 1885, the Treasury notes of 
the United States shall be receivable for all dues to the United States excepting 
duties on gas ache and shall not be otherwise a legal tender; and any of said notes 
thereafter med shall bear this superscription. 
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NEGRO EMIGRATION TO NORTHERN STATES. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 

present consideration : 
la: bers of negroes from the Southern States, and especiall 

PBA, the Stata of North Carolina. are . to the Northern States, and oe 
pecially to the State of Indiana ; and 

Whereas it is currently alleged that they are induced to do so by the unjust and 
cruel conduct of their white fellow-citizens toward them in the South: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That a committee of five members of this body be apposen: by 
its presiding officer, whose duty it shall be to investigate the causes which have 
to the aforesaid emigration, and to report the same to the Senate; and the said 
committee shall have power to send for persons and papers, compel the attendance 
of witnesses, and to sit at any time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to see that in print. 

Mr. CONKLING. I venture to ask to hear it read once more. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over. 

Mr. CONKLING. Has it been objected to 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator from 
Vermont to object. 

Mr. CONKLING. I was not aware of that. I rose only to ask to 


have it read again. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Tt will be printed, I sup „Mr. President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be entered. 


CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON EPIDEMIC DISEASES. 


Mr. HARRIS. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration : z 

Resolved, That the clerk of the Select Committee to investigate and report the 
best means of pravan ung eee and § of Epidemic Diseases be paid 
by the Secretary of the out of the * items! of the contin- 
gent fund of the Senate from and after the Ist day of January, 1880. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution, under the rule it will be read the 
second time and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

‘The resolution was read the second time and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 4 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to ask the Senator in charge of that 
matter, whether (which I suppose to be the fact) this gentleman, the 

` clerk, was authorized to be appointed by the resolution creating the 
committee ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir. . 

The resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, an 


passed. 
HENRY PAGE. 


Mr. GARLAND. Lask unanimous consent that the Senate poea 
to the consideration of the bill (S. No. 325) for the relief of Henry 
Page. It will take but a few moments. 

Mr. WITHERS. I will state that on Thursday last I believe it was 
understood that a pension bill, which was then under consideration 
and informally laid aside at the request of the Senator from Missouri, 
[Mr. COCKRELL, ] should be taken up this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That was the understanding. 

Mr. WITHERS. In the absence of the Senator from Missouri, how- 
ever, who takes an interest in the case, I am willing that the bill of 
the Senator from Arkansas should be considered, with the under- 
standing that the other bill shall be taken up when that is disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will lie over without prejudice. The 
Senator from Arkansas asks unanimous consent to consider the bill 
indicated by him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the proper ee officers of the Treasury be, and 
they are hereby, authorized and directed to credit the account of Henry Page, late 
agent and disbursing officer of the Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen, and Abandoned 
3 the sum of 8004.09, being the amount, with interest, disbursed by him 
as such officer in good faith to — falsely 8 the discharges of, and 
identifying themselves — ohn West, Alfred Rogers, and Miles Shinn, discharged 
United States soldiers; and that the proper certificate of credit beissued tosaid Page, 
and be received by the United States marshal for the eastern district of Arkansas, 
in full satisfaction of the judgments against said P. on account of the afore- 
said disbursements, in the circuit court of the United States for the eastern district 
of Arkansas. 

Mr.GARLAND. There is a printed repert, which I ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is reported by the Committee on 
Finance, and the Senator from Arkansas asks that the Senate consider 
it at this time. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read for information. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas 
whether this is a case that was once before the Committee on Claims 
and decided adversely? There was- some such case that was men- 
tioned to me. I merely ask for information. 

Mr. GARLAND. This was never before any other committee than 
the Committee on Finance, and they have twice made a unanimous 
report in favor of the claim. 

r. EDMUNDS. It is not the matter, then, to which my attention 
was called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BAYARD 

from the Committee on Finance, February 11, 1879: 

The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the petition of Henry Page, 
3 agent of the Bureau of Freedmen, Refugees, and Abandoned Lands 

in the State of Arkansas, submit the following report: 


By the certified copy of the record of the circuit court of the United States for 
eastern district of Arkansas, it appears that a verdict was found in 
favor of the United States against the said Henry Page and his sureties, to the 
effect that the said Page, as special agent and disbursing officer, received from the 
United States the sum of $287.50 on the 23d of June, 1868, with instructions to pa; 
the same to Miles Shinn, a discharged soldier of Company G, One hundred — 
thirteenth United States Colored Troops, and that on the 13th day of July, 1868, 
the said defendant in good faith paid the same to a person claiming to be Miles 
Shinn, and who presented the discharge of and was identified as Miles Shinn by 
J. T. Daniels, but that the person to whom the said sum of money was paid b 
defendant was not Miles and that the said Miles Shinn has never been pai 
the said sum of money by the defendant. 

“If upon these facts the court is of opinion that the defendant is liable, then we 
find for the United States, the plaintiff, the sum of two hundred and eighty-seven 
dollars and fifty cents ($237.50), with 6 per cent. interest from the 13th of July, 
ae i uss ae court is of the opinion that defendant is not liable, then we find for 

e defen 4 

And in another suit of the United States against the said Henry Pago, a similar 

verdict for the sum of $130.32 was found against the defendant, subject to 
opinion of the court. And also in the case of John West. 

Upon the Z Uen of the liability of the defəndant thus reserved, Judges Dillon 
and Caldwell divided in opinion, and filed a certificate of division of opinion, so 
that the case should be carried to the Supreme Court of the United States; but it 


appears that the petitioner was wholly unable for want of means to carry this case, 
3 = sum than $1,000, to the Supreme Court of the United States, by 
reason ee 


It appears by tho certificate of Charles C. Waters, United States attorney for the 
eastern district of Arkansas, whose statements are indorsed by Hi C. Caldwell, 
the district judge before whom the suits against Page by the United States were 
tried, that Fuge been engaged for a considerable time as disb officer, and 
large sums of public money, ae ap in the aggregate to several ons of dol- 
lace DAA panned throng: his bandean been faii y accounted for; and that the 
payments to the persons falsel 1 soldiers in ques- 
tion were made by him in — good faith, and by the absolute perjury ZA 
2 credible witnesses, and that Page was the victim of a conspiracy which it 
difficult to see how he could have avoided. 

In view, therefore, of the circumstances of the case, the special verdicts of the 
juries, and certificate of the district attorney who prosecuted and the district judge 

‘ore whom the cases were tried, all expressly exonerating Mr. Page from any bad 
faith in these transactions, and attesting his long and faithful performance of duty 
in receiving and disbursing millions of the public money, we consider his case 
meritoriousænd that his prayer for relief should be- granted, and accompany this 
report with a bill for his relief. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, to those Senators who have heard 
the report read, it is unnecessary for me to add anything so far as 
the merits of the case are concerned; but I wish to state, as a reason 
for asking early action upon this case in which there have been two 
unanimous reports a y, that Mr. Page since this occurrence has 
been appointed an agent to the Indian tribes in Colorado, and he has 
been an acceptable officer in every respect. As the law now stands, 
in adjusting his accounts with the Department, he being found in 
arrears to another Department upon that verdict, the Interior De- 
partment would have the right to withhold from his compensation so 
much as is necessary to cover that amount. So that he may not be 
embarrassed in the settlement of his accounts with the Interior De- 
partment, I ask the Senate to pass this bill, which has now been rec- 
ommended twice by a unanimous vote of the Finance Committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to the 8 
ent consideration of this bill, and it is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS. 


Mr. MAXEY. I ask unanimous consent to take up and put on its 
passage the bill (S. No. 744) to amend article 103 of the Rules and 
Articles of War. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas asks the Senate 
to consider at this time the bill he has named. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is that? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representati ited States 
America in Congress assembled, That the A hundred ant d of 1 
Articles of War be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

ARTICLE 103. No person shall tried or punished by a court-martial for any 
offense committed more than two years, or in case of desertion more than three 
years, before the arraignment of such — for such offense, unless he may mean- 
while have absented self from the United 8. in which case the time of his 
absence shall be excluded in computing the period of the limitation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish the Senator from Texas would, as he is 
about to do, tell us what this is, subject to objection. It is new to 
me. J should like to reserve my right to object. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, the bill proposes to amend article 103 
of the Rules and Articles of War. As that now stands, it is construed 
by the military authorities as not applying to cases of desertion. The 
Attorneys-General, whenever the question has been submitted to them, 
have invariably decided that it does so apply. The Judge-Advocate- 
General gives the same opinion. There is a direct conflict between 
the military authorities and the legal authorities on that question. 
The purpose and design of this bill is to place the limitation upon 
prosecutions for desertion the same as upon those for other offenses ; 
and I will state to the Senator from New York that there is a 
report accompanying the bill, which I will ask to have read. 
hays CONKLING. Has the Senator the section of the statutes before 

m 

Mr. MAXEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will he be kind enough to read that ? 


1879. 


Mr. MAXEY. The section is in the report in full. The statute as 
it now stands reads as follows: 


ART. 103. No person shall be liable to be tried and punished by a general court- 
martial for any o: which ap to have been committed more than two years 
before the issuing of the order for such trial, unless by reason of having absented 
himself, or of some er manifest impediment, he shall not have been amenable 
to justice within that period.—Revised Statutes, page 239. 

The whole thing turns upon the expression “unless by reason of 
having absented himself,” the law officers deciding that that absent- 
ing himself must have been beyond the jurisdiction of the courts, 
while the military authorities construe it to mean absenting himself 
from his duty without leave; and it is upon that point that this con- 
flict has arisen which has produced great hardship in the Army. 

The bill has been twice unanimously reported from the Military 
Committee, and it was sent to the House and was eh a favorably 
at the last session by the House committee, but was lost in the House 
for want of time to take it up. That is the history of it. The report 
is very full, and I think will be satisfactory to the Senator from New 
York, if read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill at this time? The Chair hears none, and it is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask that the report be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. MAXEY 
on the 9th instant: 


The Committee on Military A: to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 744) 
to amend the one hundred and third 


cle of War, respectfully submit the fol- 
lowing report: 


The one hundred and third Article of War reads as follows: 

“ ART, 103. No m shall be liable to be tried and punished by a general court- 
martial for any offense which 5 to have been committed more ‘(han two years 
before the issuing of the order for such trial, unless by reason of having absented 
himself, or of some other manifest im ment, he shall not have been amenable to 
justice within that period.“ Revised Statutes, page 239. 

Does the limitation in article 103 apply to cases of desertion! What is the cor- 
rect construction of the expression “unless by reason of having absented himself!“ 

Judge-Advocate-General Holt, in cons this article, held, in repeated cases, 
that there was nothing in the article to except desertion from the operation of the 
limitation, but that the same was included, equally with all other military crimes, 
within the provision. He held that the word ‘absence’ was 3 in the same 
sense as in some of the State statutes of limitation, and meant here absence from 
the jurisdiction of the United States, aud he was of opinion that, unless the order 
for the court was issued within two years after the date of the desertion, the pros- 
ecution of the same was barred by the article.” (See Annual Report of Judge- 
Advocate General Dunn for 1877, October 10, 1877, page 3.) 

The case of C. K. Thompson was submitted by the Secretary of War June 13, 
1871, for the opinion of the Attorney-General, and on the 23d of June, 1871, Hon. 
B. H. Bristow, Solicitor-General and acting Attorney-General, gave his opinion, 
which may be found in volume XIII, Opinions of Attorneys-General, page 462. The 
substance of that opinion and the facts on which it is based may be briefed as 


follows; 

Thompson was enlisted A t 21, 1865, for three years; deserted October 2, 
1865; was apprehended April 13, 1871, and was confined in Newport Barracks to 
await trial by _— court-martial : Advised, That the court-martial has no juris- 
diction to try the case, because of the bar presented by the eighty-eighth Article 
of War. An examination of the eighty-eighth Article of War (2 Statutes at Large 

369; also in Revised Army Re tions 1861, page 513) will show that artic.e 
88 0 n which the above opinion is is in substance and essence the same as 
article 103 10 resent Articles a 8 And ie eres e refers for 
support to 1 Opinions, an pinions, e 240. 

$ e case of Samnel Vape Aa who enlisted Inthe Ninth Infantry on the 16th 
day of August, 1870, and deserted on the 19th day of September, 1870, and who en- 
listed under an alias about one year thereafter in the Sixth Infantry, and about 
26th October, 1872, confessed to an officer of that regiment that he was a deserter 
from the Ninth Infantry, isin point. March 11, 1873, an order was issued for conven- 
ing a general court-martial for his trial, and on the 24th April following the trial 
was p ed with, and he was found guilty. The opinion of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral was called for by the Secretary of War, and may be found in volume XIV, 
ppum page 265. In that opinion the Attorney-General, treating of the words, 
“by reason of having absented himself,” says: 

“Tam inclined to think that it would be fair to hold that the absence contem- 
plated by the article is an absence from the reach or jurisdiction of the military 
authorities. To avoid the limitation of the article it would seem to be necessary 
that the accused should not only be absent, but that he should be where the 
. — authorities, by reasonable diligence, could not make him amenable to 

justice,” 

And in the same opinion he says: 

“Statutes of limitation in criminal matters apply to all cases not expressly ex- 
cepted from their o tion.” 

udge-Advoca eral Dunn concurs in the views e 
General, and by his predecessor, Judge Holt, as hereinbefore quoted. And the 
committee is advised that in an on given by Attorney-General Devens, Sep- 
tember 1 last, the doctrine is held that the limitation of two years, as now con- 
tained in article 103, applies to desertion. But the committee is advised that these 
opinions did not.and do not find full favor with all the mili authorities, and in 
consideration of this difference of opinion it is deemed advisable by the committee 
— so frame this important article as to leave its meaning beyond reasonable ques- 

on. 

On this subject the Secretary of War says, in his annual report on the opera- 
tions of the Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877, on page 21: 

“The Judge-Advocate-General earnestly recommends additional legislation 
which shall fix beyond question a s ic period of limitation to prosecution in 
cases of desertion. The one hun and Article of War, fixing the limit of 
time within which a person shall be liable to be tried and punished by a general 
court-martial, isconstrued by the Attorney-General, as well as the Judge-Advocate- 
General, to include the crime of desertion, while the contrary has been held b. 
some mili authorities. As there has been much controversy over t 
question, it is recommended that it be finally set at rest by precise legislation.” 

is recommendation, in the opinion of the committee, is wise. 

The bill under consideration meets, as the committee believe, the question, and 
leaves no reasonable ground for dispute as to its construction. The committee fix 
the limit of three years © proso on for desertion, leaving the prosecution of all 
other offenses as now fixed in article 103. Itis believed wise to harmonize the laws 
regulating prosecution for military eer, as near as may be, with the laws reg- 
ulating prosecution of criminal offenses ‘ore courts of C juris- 
diction. The following sections of the Revised Statutes are in P a t: 

“SEC. 1043. No person shall be prosecuted, tried, or punished for treason or other 


ressed by the Attorney- 
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capital offense, willful murder Serpen, unless the indictment is found within three 
pare oa ic She treason or capital offense is done or committed. Revised 
„page 103. 

Section 1044 puts the limitation for offenses, not capital, at two years. Section 
1045 withholds the benefit of these statutes from 3 fleeing from justice, And 
this extraordinary result follows, as set forth in the odalan o iera 

„So, at military law, mutiny, disobedience of orders, and the offering of vio- 
lence to an officer, which are to be deemed graver offenses than desertion, because 
at all times punishable with death, while desertion is so ble in war only, 
as also cowardice in battle, and various other offenses incident to war, which, being 
capital, are at least equally grave with desertion, are also all included within the 
statute of limitation con 


“ — 


ed in the article under consideration. 

That desertion, an offense unaccompanied by violence, and obviously not the 
most heinous or most unpardonable that a soldier may be ty of, should alone, 
of all military offenses, be excepted from the statutes, would certainly seem to be 
most unconscionable." —Judge-Advocate-General’s Report of October 10, 1877, 5. 

In addition to the foregoing report of the Judge-Advocate-General, the committee 
invite attention of the to his report 9 that of the of 
War at the present session on the same subject. The reasons of the Judge-Advo- 
cate-General in favor of the amendment appear to be conclusive. 

The committee believe the limitation fixed in the 8 bill reasonable, 
and that it removes all doubt as to the construction of arti 03, and the com- 
mase 8 the same back to the Senate, without amendment, and recommend 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator from Texas would kindly con- 
sent to allow this bill to go over until to-morrow, in order that it ma 
be thought about a little further. I perceive that in the SAA 
article the old words, “ or of some other manifest impediment,” mean- 
ing thereby impediment to bringing the person to trial, are left out; 
and the co: uence, if we pass it in this form, as it strikes me ai 
first blush, will be this: Take the case of an officer, for instance, who 
has made false accounts, and the fact has been concealed or not dis- 
covered until the two years are up, and he has gone on in the admin- 
istration of his affairs, he is not only not punished in that case be- 
cause the two years have run, although nobody knew anything of the 
crime, but he is still left in the Army. It differs, therefore, from the 
case of an ordinary crime by a citizen upon which the statute of lim- 
itations has run; he is merely left as a citizen without any further 
responsibility about that crime, but in this case the officer would be 
left in the Army administering public trusts, with no earthly way to 
get rid of him. 

That is the way it strikes me at first. It may be that there are 
other difficulties to consider in connection with those words, which 
will be an answer to what I have suggested ; and therefore, if the 
honorable Senator will be kind enough to allow the bill to go over 
until to-morrow, I shall be rey much obliged to him, 

Mr. MAXEY. I did not understand precisely the case which was 
pat by the Senator from Vermont. Wasit the case of an officer who 

defaulted ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. MAXEY. These statutes would not prevent recovery for a 
defaleation. I do not think that objection applies. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is exactly one reason why I should like to 
have the bill go over until we can consider whether it does, because 
I am sure the Nenatee would agree with me that it should not be the 
spirit or on of this provision to allow such a thing. 

Mr. Y. I am perfectly willing to accommodate the Senator 
8 Vermont. The 5 iste we iss g 85 the same 
applying to persons in ordinary life, that rape, ro , arson, the 
highest crimes known to the law—treason itself, all have a limita- 
tion on their prosecution ; and I believe none hi her than five years, 
I cannot see that this is worse than those. The only object I had in 
view was to place the offense of desertion on the equitable plane of 
those like instances in civil life. But if the Senator desires to have 
the bill lie over, be it so; I want it investigated fully. Ifit is not 
right it ought not to pass. Believing it to be perfectly right, I see 
no reason why it should not proceed; but I am willing to let it go 
over to be taken up in the morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills and joint resolutions from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, aud ref to 
the Committee on Appropriations : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2787) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1881, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2791) makin, appropriakions for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1881; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 148) for the relief of D. M. Hamlin. 

The following bills from the Houseof Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Finance: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1955) authorizing an allowance for loss by leakage 
or casualty or spirits withdrawn from distillery warehouses for ex- 
portation; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2053) to authorize the assistant treasurer of the 
United States at New York to waive enforcement of section 3477 of 
the Revised Statutes so far as the same affects certain drafts upon 
him now held by the Masonic Bank of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were sever- 
any, read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2799) to remove the political disabilities of Abner 
Smead, of Oregon ; : 
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A bill (H. R. No, 2800) to remove the political disabilities of John 
M. Brooke, of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2801) to remove the political disabilities of Walter 
R. Butt, of California ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 313) to remove the political disabilities of G. H. 
Hill, of Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1493) defining the duties of reporter of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, fixing his compensation, and pro- 
viding for the publishing and distribution of said reports. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce: 

‘ A bill (H. R. 2 for the relief 55 4 A pate ms 2 and Ape 

eirs of Henry A owner of the bar eresa, ille- 

ly seized 15 Alexander H. Tyler, consul of the United States at 
ahia, Brazil; 

A bil (H. R. No. 2785) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to appoint a hg ae! collector at e Charles, Louisiana; and 

An (H. R. No. 2790) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to appoint a deputy collector at Seaford, Sussex County, Delaware, 
and for other purposes. 

The following bills and joint resolutions from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
as indicated below: 

A bill (H. R. No. 55) granting a right of way across Water Shops 
Pond, in . assachusetts, to the Springfield and New Lon- 
don Railroad 8 the Committee on Railroads. 

A bill (H. R. No. ) to amend the act entitled “An act to grant 
additional rights to homestead settlers on public lands within rail- 
road limits,” approved March 3, 1879—to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

A bill (H. R. No. 2803) for the relief of Doddridge & Davis—to the 
Committee on arpa Affairs. 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 7) authorizing Lieutenant Francis V. 
Greene, United States Army, to accept certain decorations conferred 
on him by the Emperor of Russia—to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 145) authorizing certain printing for 
the land commission—to the Committee on Printing. 

SAN ANTONIO ARSENAL. 


Mr. MAXEY. I now ask that Senate bill No. 54 be taken up, and 
I will say that it was reported by the Committee on Military i 
favorably at the last session and went over for want of time. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 54) to enable the Secretary of 
War to purchase land to enlarge and protect the San Antonio arsenal. 
It proposes to appropriate $14,000 to enable the Secretary of War to 
purchase, inclose, and improve the 1 described piece of land 
adjoining the United States arsenal grounds at San Antonio, Texas, 
namely: All that tract of und bounded by Arsenal street, Lower 
Flores street, the United States arsenal, and the San Antonio River, 
with a frontage on Arsenal street of thirteen hundred and fifty feet, 
more or less, and on Lower Flores street of one hundred and twenty- 
five feet, more or less, and containing about three and one-half acres. 
No part of the money ap ce eerste is to be expended until the require- 
ments of section 355 of the Revised Statutes have been complied with. 
Mr. MAXEY. The bill has been twice favorably reported by the 
Committee on Military Affairs. I have myself in person examined 
that ground, The storehouses of the arsenal are right along the line 
of the ground proposed to be bought. It will secure them against 
fire, because if not purchased by the Government others can 3 
it and put up structures thereon. We had the testimony of the ord- 
nance officers who have charge, and all 1 in the propriety of it. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, was read the third time, and 


R EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
The VION PRENDEN What is the farther pleasure of the 
Senate 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in exec- 
utive session the doors were reopened; and (at one o’clock and thirty 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


MONDAY, December 15, 1879. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of Friday last was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The maming Hoar will commence at twenty min- 
utes past twelve o’clock. This being Monday, the first business in 
order is the call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills 
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and joint resolutions on leave for reference to their a 
mittees. Under this call joint resolutions and memo 
territorial Legislatures are in order for reference and printing; also 
resolutions calling for departmental information, to be referred to 
their a; p riate committees. 

Mr. Lask unanimous consent that the call be continued 
until all the States and Territories have been called. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

J. H. COOK, 

Mr. LINDSEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2811) for the relief of 
J. H. Cook, postmaster of Russell, Lucas County, Iowa; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

JERRY GORDON. 

Mr. LINDSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2812) for the relief 
of Jerry Gordon; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYÉS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. LINDSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2813) for the relief 
of certain employés of the United States Government in the District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 


ropriate com- 
of State and 


JOSEPH G. AYRES. 
Mr. BRIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2814) for the relief of 
n in the United States Navy; which was read 
e, and referred to the Committee on Naval 


Joseph G. Ayres, s 
a first and second 
Affairs. 


LYDIA NICHOLLS. 

Mr. HALL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2815) granting a pension to 
Lydia Nicholls; which was a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

MERRITT BARBER. 

Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2816) for the relief of Mer- 
ritt Barber, captain and late lieutenant United States Infantry ; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

VERMONT AND NEW YORK STATE BOUNDARY-LINE. 

Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2817) giving the con- 
sent of Con to an agreement or compact porn into between 
the States of New York and Vermont respecting the boundary be- 
tween said States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

WARREN K. CHURCHILL. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2818) 
for the relief of Warren K. Churchill, postmaster at Elmwood, Ply- 
mouth County, State of Massachusetts; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

GEORGE H. BOSTON. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2819) for the relief of George H. Boston, private Company D, Second 
Massachusetts Infantry; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

JAMES F, SEVERANCE. 

Mr. NORCROSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2820) for the relief of 
James F. Severance, of Shelburne Falls, Massachusetts; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims, 

ADELINE A. TURNER. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2821 nting a pension 
to Mrs, Adeline A. Turner ; which was read a 2 450 second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

DENNIS SULLIVAN. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2822) granting a pen- 
sion to Dennis Sullivan; which’ was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

DUTY ON JUTE, ETC. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2823) to repeal the 
duty on jute, jute butts, and jute rejections; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SHIP-BUILDING AND MANUFACTURING. 
Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2824) for the encour- 
ment of American ship-building and American manufacturing; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF LANGLEY B. CULLEY. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2825) for the relief of 
the heirs of the late Langley B. Culley; which was read a first and 
second time, and refe to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

OTHNIEL T. HOLLIS. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2826) granting a pen- 
sion to Othniel T. Hollis; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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GEORGE C. BUCKNAM. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2827) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George C. Bucknam; which was read af and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CHARLES W. ABBOT. 


Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill 8 R. No. 2828) for the relief of 
Charles W. Abbot, a pay director, and W. W. Barry, a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the United States Navy; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

RECIPROCITY WITH BRITISH PROVINCES. 


Mr. MORSE also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 149) for 
the appointment of commissioners to ascertain and report a basis for 
a reciprocity treaty between the United States and the British prov- 
inces; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC SCHOOLS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2829) 
for the benefit of the public schools in the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGTON ASYLUM. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2830) for the enlargement and improvement of the Washington Asy- 
lum ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOL-BUILDINGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr, ALDRICH, of Rhode Island, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2831) to provide for additional public-school buildings in the District 
of Columbia, and for further relief of the public schools of said Dis- 
trict; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. HUTCHINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2832) to amend sec- 
tions 5171, 5192, and 5200 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL MOONEY. | 

Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2833) for the relief of Michael 
Mooney, late ship’s carpenter, and in e of a to o-raft ; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

THOMAS M’MAHON. 

Mr. COX also introduced a bill 1 7 R. No. 2834) for the relief of 
Thomas McMahon, of the city of Washington, District Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia. 

GEORGE H. BLACKBURN. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2335) 
to increase the pension of George H. Blackburn, of Belmont, New 
York; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

GEORGE P. WEBSTER. 

Mr. MORTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2836) for the relief of 
George P. Webster; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

JAMES RADIGAN, 

Mr. PRESCOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2837) 53 n- 
sion to James Radigan, late a private in Company G, Fourteenth New 
York Volunteers; which was read ^ first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. r 

PHILIP J. WIDTMEYER, 

Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2838) granting a 
pension to Philip J. Widtmeyer, late a private in Coops ny Four- 
teenth New York Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ALONZO TICE. 

Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2839) granting a 
perron to Alonzo Tice, late a private in Company G, First New York 

eteran Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

LAURA HIBNER, 

Mr. LAPHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2840) ting a pen- 
sion to Laura Hibner; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT ALBANY, NEW YORK. 

Mr. BAILEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2841) sppropriating mon- 
eys for the construction of a public building in the city of Albany, 
to be used for custom-house, post-office, and other p ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS K. WHITMORE. 
Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2842) for the relief of 


Lewis K. Whitmore; which was read a first 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


and second time, and 


FRANK W. HARNEY. 

Mr. BLAKE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2843) for the relief of Frank 
W. Harney ; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JAMES E, MONTELL. 

Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2844) for the relief of 
James E. Montell, of Baltimore, Maryland; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

NICHOLAS MARSHALL. , 

Mr. O’NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2845) for the relief of 
Nicholas Marshall; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

WILLIAM TALBERT. 

Mr. O’NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 27570 for the relief 
of William Talbert, of Washington City, District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 


Naval Affairs. 
HEIRS OF FHANCOIS CAZEAU. 

Mr. O’NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2847) for the relief 
of the heirs or legal representatives of François Cazeau ; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions. 

ENCOURAGEMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. WISE introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 150) for the 
enco ment of agriculture in the United States of America; which 
was a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP P. LAWALL. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2848) for the relief of 
Philip P. Lawall ; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. HARMER also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. ry Be 
construe the pension laws in certain cases; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL PENSIONS. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. es 
relating to certain naval pensions; which was read a first and secon 
time, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM LAVERY. 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2849) for the relief of 
William Lavery; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PITTSBURGH, PENNSYLVANIA. 
_ Mr. ERRETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2850) to provide a build- 
ing for the use of the United States circuit and district courts, cus- 
tom-house, and post-office at Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
ENSLEY SIMMONDS. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2851) for the relief of 
Ensley Simmonds, dependent father of George W. Simmonds, d 
private in Company F, Eighty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PROHIBITION OF OMNIBUS LEGISLATION. 

Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a concurrent resolution providing 
for a new joint rule of the Senate and House of Representatives to 
prohibit omnibus legislation; which was referred to the Committee 
on Rules, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. SIMMONS. 

Mr. COFFROTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2852) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary A. Simmons; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ELIZABETH AULTS. 

Mr, COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2853) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Aults; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

NOAH CATON. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2854) granting a 
pension to Noah Caton; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


RACHEL J. REBER, 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2855) granting a 
pension to Rachel J. Reber; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

WILLIAM F. M’COY. 
Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2856) granting a 
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pension to William F. McCoy; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


JOSEPH SHOWMAN. 


Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2857) granting a 
pension to Joseph Showman; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHARLES MILLER. 


Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2858) granting a 
pension to Charles Miller; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PAUL WALKER. 


Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2859) ting a 
pension to Paul Walker; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


THOMAS H. VAUGHN. 


Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2860) granting 
a pension to Thomas H. Vaughn; which was read a first and secon 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


HERMAN BALDWIN. 


Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2861) granting 
an increase of pension to Herman Baldwin; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


JOHN H. BLACK. 


Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2862) grantin 
an increase of pension to John H. Black; which was read a first an 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SIMON P, SWEITZER. 


Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2863) granting 
an increase of pension to Simon P. Sweitzer; which was read a 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ISAIAH W. BUNKER. 


Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2864) granting 
an increase of pengion to Isaiah W. Bunker; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF THE LATE WAR. 


Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. BED) ren 
nsions to the soldiers and sailors of the late war of the rebellion, an 
or other p ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
Subsequently, on motion of Mr. COFFROTH, by unanimons consent, 
the bill was ordered to be printed in the RECORD. It is as follows: 


A bill granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the late war of the rebell- 
ion, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, anthor- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll all the surviving enlisted men, in- 
cluding the volunteers and men, of the military and naval service of the 
United States in the late war of the rebellion, and the surviving widows of such 
enlisted volunteer and drafted men, and the father or mother Mey ees for sup- 

rt on any son who was in the service of the United States in said war: Provided, 
That such widow or mother has not remarried. 

Sec. 2. Before the name of any person shall be placed on the pension-roll under 
this act, the applicant must file an peo a dr for pension under oath, made before 
the clerk of a coart having a seal, setti rth in said application the name of the 
company and regiment in which the a plicant served; that he was honorably dis- 
c from the service of the United States, and that during the time he was in 
said service in line of duty he was wounded, injured, or contracted disease, which 
has entirely or partially disabled him from supporting himself, or himself and 
family, by manual labor; and that he is in necessitous circumstances; and shall 
prove by the affidavits of two disinterested and credible witnesses, who reside in 
the same election district with the applicant, taken under such rules as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may prescribe, that they believe the statement made by the 
8 of- his service and honorable discharge from the Army or Navy of the 

nited States, and of the wounds, injuries, or disease contracted while in the said 
service in line of duty to be true; and that they know of their own personal knowl- 
edge that the applicant has suffered from said wounds, injury, or disease since his dis- 
chargefrom the Army or Navy; and that the applicantis in necessitous circumstances. 
The application of the surviving widow shall set forth the service and honorable dis- 
charge of her husband; that the cause of his death was wounds, injuries, or dis- 
ease contracted while in the service of the United States in line of duty, the date 
of her marriage and the death of her husband; and that she is in necessitous cir- 
cumstances ; and her statement must be supported by affidavits in same manner as 
the application of a soldier. ‘The application of a father or mother must set forth 
the service, and the death, or honorable discharge of the son; to wnat extent they 
or either of them were dependent on the son for support before he went into the 
service and up to the time of his death; that he died in the service, or was wounded, 
injured, or contracted disease while in the line of duty which was the cause of his 
death; the celibacy of the son, and that the applicant is in necessitous circum- 
stances; and support the application by affidavits in same manner as the * 
tion of a soldier. An honorable discharge shall be satisfactory evidence the 
soldier's service in the Army or Navy, and its loss shall not deprive any person of 
teen raren of this act; butother evidence of an honorable discharge may be deemed 
sufficien 

Sec. 3. That this act shall not apply to any person who is receiving a ion at 
the rate of $8 or more per month, nor to any person receiving a pension of less than 
$8 per month, except for the difference now received and the pension allowed by this 

Pensions allowed by this act shall be at the rate of $8 per month for total 


disability, and $6 per month for partial disability. All ions under this act 
shall be paid from and after the passage thereof, for and during the natural lives 
of the persons entitled thereto. 


Sec. 4. Any person who has now filed or hereafter may file an application for 
pension under the eke pension laws heretofore approved, may at any time 
withdraw said Kare cation and file an application under the provisions of this 
And not be construed to interfere in any way with pension applica- 
tions now on file or hereafter to be filed under the pension laws now in force. 

y take any oath required under 
shall be punished by a fine of not 


act. 


more than $2,000 and by imprisonment at hard labor not more than ears, 
e epiti 3 inca; — ey 1 — 


y 

ut upon such roll through false and fraudulent representa- 
tions, and that such person is not entitled to a pension under this act: Pro- 
vided, Before any action is taken by the Secretary of the Interior to strike off the 
name of any person on the pension-roll, notice shall be given to von eugene and 
an opportunity be afforded to him to defend his right to the pension granted in 
v Se. d. That the pro £ secti 

Sec. 6. That the provisions of sections 4745, 4746, 4747, 4748, and 4766 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States are hereby made a part of this act so far as the 
—.— = as 1 ar — A nor m eE which in any way conflict 

P ons o act 8 applicable to the bo 

be so construed as to deprive them of the benefits of this bres een nme ee 


CORRECTION OF PRIZE LISTS. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2866) authorizin, 
corrections to be made of errors in 19 lists; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

APPEAL FROM COURTS-MARTIAL. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2867) for 
the promotion of justice in the Army and Navy by permitting ap 
from courts-martial, in time of peace, to United States courts; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH SHEA, 
Mr. HENRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2868) granting a pension 


to Sarah Shea; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


JESSE T. MYERS. 

Mr. HENRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2869) granting a pen- 
sion to Jesse T. Myers; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

REMISSION OF DUTY. 

Mr. HENRY also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 153) au- 
thorizing the remission or refunding of duty on a stained glass win- 
dow from Munich, Germany, for All Saints church in Saint Michael’s 
parish, Talbot County, Maryland; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to fhe Committee of Ways and Means. 


MESSENGERS OF UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT. 


Mr. HENRY also introduced (by request) a bill (H. R. No. 2870) for 
the relief of the messengers of the Supreme Court of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

DRS. T. OWENS AND W. MARTIN. 

Mr. KIMMEL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2871) authorizing the 
President of the United States to nominate Drs. Thomas Owens and 
William Martin assistant surgeons in the United States Navy; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

ANNAPOLIS NAVAL HOSPITAL, 

Mr. HENKLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2872) to transfer the 
naval hospital at Annapolis to the care and custody of the Secretary 
of the Treasury to be used as a marine hospital; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC CLERGYMEN OF MARYLAND. 


Mr. HENKLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2873) for the relief 
of the corporation of Roman Catholic clergymen of land ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on War Claims. 


BONDS OF PUBLIC OFFICERS. 

Mr. HENKLE also introduced (by request) a bill (H. R. No. 2874) 
for the better security of the bonds of public officers and others; 
which Was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


REFRIGERATING-SHIP. 


Mr. GOODE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2875) to carry into effect 
the act of Congress approved April 18, 1879, entitled “An sct to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to contract for the purchase or 
construction of a refrigerating-ship for the disinfection of vessels 
and cargoes, and for other purposes ;” which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Select Committee on the Origin, Introdue- 
tion, and Prevention of Epidemic Diseases in the United States, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. WARD. 

Mr. GOODE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2876) to remove the 
political disabilities of William H. Ward, of Norfolk, ee ; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the ommittee on 
the Judiciary. 

MEETINGS OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2877) to provide for the 

meetings of Congress; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


1879. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


109 


PRINTED MATTER OF STATE AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2878) to make all printed 
matter issued by the agricultural department of any State e ble 
with the same rates o us regular newspapers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MEEHAN AND JOHN RYAN. 

Mr. O'CONNOR introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2879) for the relief of 
John Meehan and John Ryan, for property taken by the military 
authorities of the United States Government; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

ASSISTANT TREASURER UNITED STATES, CHARLESTON. 

Mr. O'CONNOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2880) to re-estab- 
lish the office of assistant treasurer of the United States at Charles- 
ton, South Carolina; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF LANDS FOR DIRECT TAXES IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. O'CONNOR also submitted a resolution requesting the Secre- 
tary of the Tronen io transmit to the House a statement of the 
moneys covered in the Treasury the proceeds of the sale of lands for 
direct taxes in the State of South Carolina; which was referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

COUNTING THE ELECTORAL VOTE. 

Mr. SAMFORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2881) to regulate the 
manner of counting votes for President and Vice-President of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the state of the laws respecting ascertainment and 
declaration of result of election of President and Vice-President, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COMMISSIONER FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. SAMFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2882) to provide 
for the election of a commissioner for the District of Columbia by the 
qualified electors thereof; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES E. COBB. 

Mr. SAMFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2883) to pay James 
E. Cobb the amount of draft on the United States in favor of Geo: 

G. Cobb; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 
POST-OFFICE BUILDINGS AT OPELIKA AND EUFAULA, ALABAMA. 


Mr. SAMFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 23 to poras 
for the erection of post-office buildings in the cities of Opelika and 
E in the State of Alabama; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ADAM HARDIN. 


Mr. SAMFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2885) to pay Adam 
Hardin for losses caused by the United States forces after the sur- 
render in 1865; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

° MATTHEW SPRINGER. 


Mr. SAMFORD also introduced a bill 05 R. No. 2886) to 
pension to Matthew Springer as a wounded soldier of the Mexi 
War; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

CONFINEMENT OF CONVICTED PRISONERS. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2887) to provide for 
committing convicted prisoners to the nearest conveniently accessi- 
ble penitentiary in which the sentence of the court can be executed; 
which was a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

A. M. COOK. 

Mr, HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2888) to place on 
the pension-roll the name of A. M. Cook, of Crenshaw County, Ala- 
bama, a soldier in the war with Mexico; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JAMES T. JOHNSON. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2389) for the relief of the 
legal heirs and representatives of James T. Johnson, deceased, of 
Carrollton, Mississippi; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

LOTTERIES. 

Mr. MONEY also submitted a resolution calling for information 
concerning the carriage of lottery matter, &c., through the mails; 
waon was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


ta 


TIMBER SUITS, MISSISSIPPI. % 

Mr. HOOKER submitted a resolution calling for information from 
the Department of Justice as to expenses incurred and expenditures 
made in the prosecution of timber suits in the southern district of 
Mississippi; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Department of Justice. 


EDUCATION OF THE COLORED RACE. 


Mr. CHALMERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2890) to encourage 
and aid the education of the colored race in the several States and 
Territories; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

MARINE SCHOOLS. 


Mr. ACKLEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2891) amending the act 
approved June 20, 1874, entitled “An act to enco the establish- 
ment of public marine schools;” which was read a and second 
„ to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
: ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 

Mr. MONROE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2892) to provide a com- 
mission on the subject of alcoholic liquor traffic; and a bill (H. R. 
No. 2893) to provide against the evils 5 the sale of intoxi- 
cating drinks in the District of Columbia; which were severally read 
a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTY LANDS. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2894) granting bounty lands 
to soldiers of the United States who served in the war of 1861; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPORTATION OF MEDICINES. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2895) to admit free of 
duty b chemical preparations, and medicines ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REGULATION OF STEAMBOATS, ETC. 

Mr. HILL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2896) to 
protect life and property, and to prevent accidents and delaying of 
mails on railroads and steamboats operated by steam-power natin 
the jurisdiction of the United States; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. à 

EXTENSION OF LETTERS-PATENT. 

Mr. HILL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2897) au- 
thorizing the extension of letters-patent to inventors and patentees 
or their lawful representatives, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be printed. A 

JURISDICTION OF CIRCUIT COURTS. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2898) extending the 
jurisdiction of the cireuit court of the United States, and for other 
pel tered which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

mmittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
QUARTERMASTERS’ SUPPLIES. 

Mr. FINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2899) to provide further 
care and protection to quartermaster supplies; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SILVER CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2900) to require silver 
certificates to be paid out in lieu of coin on demand therefor; which 
was read a first and second time, (the first reading being in full on 
demand of Mr. WARNER,) referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

REDEMPTION OF NATIONAL-BANK NOTES. 

Mr. WARNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2901) relating to 
the redemption of national-bank notes; which was read a first and 
second time, (the first reading being in full on demand of Mr. PRICE, ) 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM GAINES. 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2802) to place William 
Gaines, late ordnance sergo United States Army, on the retired 
list; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

RAILROAD TRACKS IN WASHINGTON CITY. 

Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2903) requiring the removal 
of railroad tracks from certain streets in the city of Washington, and 
for other p ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
8 5 Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REFORMATORY INSTITUTION FOR GIRLS. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2904) to provide a re- 
formatory institution for girls in the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee for the 


District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2905) to amend 
section 1244 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, chapter 
title 14, relating to the Army; which was read a first and secon 


110 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 15, 


time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


ALVAH W. HICKS. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R, No. 2906) for 
the relief of Alvah W. Hicks, of Cincinnati, Ohio; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
JOHN REID. 
Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2907) for the relief 
of John Reid, of Cincinnati, Ohio; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ORVILLE BURKE. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2908) for the 
relief of Orville Burke; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ELIZA WHITMORE. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2909) grant- 
ing a pension to Eliza Whitmore, widow of Seth H. Whitmore; 
whisk was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

ISABEL M’DOWELL. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2910) grant- 
ing a pension to Isabel McDowell ; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CORRESPONDENCE BY THE BLIND. 

Mr. ATHERTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2911) to protect the 
blind from the payment of exorbitant tage on their correspond- 
ence; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Revision of the Laws, and ordered to be printed. 

e ELIZABETH MILLER. 


Mr. ATHERTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2912) for the 
relief of Elizabeth Miller; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

ROYALTY ON PATENTS. 

Mr. CONVERSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2913) to limit the 
amount of royalty on patents; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

TIMBER LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. CONVERSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2914) to author- 
ize the President to reserve from sale or other disposition certain 
timber lands in the State of California, and for oter pu S; which 
was read a first and second time, (the first reading being in full on 
demand of Mr. PAGE,) referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN AMMAHOE. 

Mr. KNOTT (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2915) for the 
relief of Mohammed Kahn, otherwise John Ammahoe, late a private 
in Company E, Forty-third New York Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Mr. KNOTT also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2916) 
explanatory of an act directing the Second Auditor to settle the pa 
and bounty account of John Ammahaie or Ammahe, passed June 30, 
1876; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

THOMAS M’KINSTER. 

Mr. PHISTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2917) for the benefit of 
Thomas McKinster, late captain in Company D of Fourteenth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, and refe to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

COLONEL SILAS ADAMS, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2918) 
for the benefit of Colonel Silas Adams, late quartermaster of the First 
Kentucky Cavalry ; ya was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Commi of Claims. 

JOHN WATSON. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2919) for the benefit of John Watson, of Green County, Kentucky ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

W. F. SCOTT. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2920) for the benefit of W. F. Scott, of Pulaski County, Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

CUMBERLAND PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2921) for the relief 
of the Cumberland Presbyterian church, of Russellville, Kentucky ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 


JAMES BOREN. ‘ 
Mr, CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H, R. No. 2922) for the re- 


lief of James Boren, of Simpson County, Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 
ALLEN COUNTY, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2923) for the 
relief of Allen County, Kentucky ; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A. GATES LEE. 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2924) for the 
relief of A. Gates Lee, of McCracken County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

R. G. P. WHITE. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2925) for the relief 
of R. G. P. White; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 
_ Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2926) to extend the provis- 
ions of the arrears of pension act approved March 3, 1879, to pension- 
ers under special acts of Congress; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 


be printed. 
PAY OF MILITARY ORGANIZATIONS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2927) to pay members 
of certain military organizations therein named ; hich was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INCOME TAX. 

Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2928) to levy and col- 
lect an income tax; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FLAHERTY. 

Mr. COBB (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2929) for the 
relief of John Flaherty, late private in Company G, Fifth Regiment 
of Infantry, and Company B, Second United States Artillery; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

UNITED STATES MINT, INDIANAPOLIS. 

Mr. DE LA MATYR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2930) to establish 
a branch of the Mint of the United States at Indianapolis, Indiana; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. NEW introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2931) amending section 3022 
of Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. NEW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2932) amending section 


740 of Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
CUTLER L. DOBBINS. 

Mr. HOSTETLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2933) granting a 
pension to Cutler L. Dobbins; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CARRIE G. HARRISON. 

Mr. HOSTETLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2934) anting 
a pension to Carrie G. Harrison; which was read a first and seco 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. HOSTETLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2935) to amend 
an act entitled An act to provide that all pensions on account of death 
or wounds received or disease contracted in the service of the United 
States during the late war of the rebellion which have been gran 
or which hereafter be granted, shall commence from the date o; 
the death or discharge from the service of the United States, for the 
ag Satie of arrears of pensions, and other p * which was read 
a and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALMIRA TINNEY. 

Mr. BROWNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2936) granting a pension 
to Almira Tinney; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

NAPOLEON H. RICHTER. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3 a 

nsion to Napoleon H. Richter, late of Company D, Fifty-seventh 

giment Indiana Volunteer Infantry ; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


FREDERICK RENT. 
Mr. MYERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2938) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Frederick Rent; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
JASPER VANDUYNE. 
Mr. MYERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2939) to remove the 
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charge of desertion against Jasper Vanduyne; which was read a first 
pee AE time, ere ee to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
ARNO voss. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2940) for the relief of 
Arno Voss; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

; CENSUS. 

Mr. HAWK introdaced a concurrent resolution for furnishing du- 
licate copies of the returns of the tenth census to State bureaus, 
epartments, or commissions of the States and Territories by the 

sw isors of the several census districts; which was referred to the 
Select Committee on the Tenth Census, and ordered to be printed. 
ISAAC N. WILLHITE. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2941 
granting a pension to Isaac N. Willhite; which was read a first an 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

OZIAS HART. 

Mr. BARBER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2942) for the relief of 
Ozias Hart; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JAMES M. GULLETT. 

Mr. FORSYTHE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2943) 
sion to James Ma Gullett; which was read a first an 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MARY A. STILGBONER. 

Mr. FORSYTHE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2944) granting a 
pension to Mary A. Stilgboner; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HEIRS OF AARON A. SHERIDAN. 

Mr. HAYES introduced a bill (H. R. No. n a 
to the heirs of Aaron A. Sheridan ; which was a first an 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MINT AT SAINT LOUIS. 

Mr. WELLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2946) to establish a mint 
at the city of Saint Louis; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EASTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI. 

Mr. HATCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2947) to divide the eastern 
district of Missouri into two divisions, and to prescribe the times and 
places for holding courts therein, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. HASKINS, 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2948) for the relief of 
Benjamin F. Haskins, late private Company F, Sixteenth Ilinois 
Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2949) to provide for 
the payment of arrears of pensions to the widows and minor heirs of 
persons who died in the United States service during the late war of 
the rebellion, or who have since died from wounds or injuries received 
or contracted in such service ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ` 

MRS, JAMES M’CALLION. 

Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2950) for the relief 
of Mrs. James McCallion, of Washington County, Missouri; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 


ting a pen- 
second SA 


nsion 
second 


MRS. MARY O'LOUGHLIN. 

Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2951) for the relief 
of Mrs. Mary O'Loughlin; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

ROSETTA HART AND OTHERS. 


Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2952) for the relief of Ro- 
setta Hart, late Rosetta Scoville, Charles C. Benoist, Emily Benoist 
and Lo Fanfan, half-breed Indians; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

MRS. JOHANNA M. STIFFINS, 


Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2953) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Mrs. Johanna M. Stiffins, formerly 
Johanna M. McKeldie, the sum of $250; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

A. C. LEFFORD. 

Mr. GUNTER introduced (by request) a bill (H. R. No. 2954) for 
the relief of A. C. Lefford; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


CHARLES P. REDMOND. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced (by request) a bill (H. R. No, 2955 
for the relief of Charles P. Redmond; which was read a first an 
second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


H. K. DRAKE & CO. 


Mr. GUNTER also introduced (by request) a bill (H. R. No. 3956) for 
the relief of H. K. Drake & Co., owners of the American steamer 
Monitor; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

POST-OFFICE BUILDING AT TEXARKANA. 

Mr. SLEMONS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2957) appropriating 
money to build a post-office in the town of Texarkana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVIDSON DICKSON AND OTHERS. 
Mr. CRAVENS introduced a bilf (H. R. No. 2958) for the relief of 


Davidson Dickson and others; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


LIGHT-HOUSE ON LAKE MICHIGAN, 


Mr. HUBBELL presented a joint resolution of the ee of 
the State of Michigan, asking for the establishment of a light-house 
at the mouth of the Monistique River, on the north shore of Lake 
Michigan; which was referred to the Committée on Commerce. 


VALUELESS PAPERS IN POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. STONE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2959) to authorize the Post- 
master General to dispose of or destroy certain valueless papers ac- 
cumulated in the Post-Office Department ; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. STONE. I ask that the bill be read at length. 

The bill was read at length, and was referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

BIGAMY. 


Mr. WILLITS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2960) relating to the 
crime of bigamy and proof thereof; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BIGAMY AND POLYGAMY IN THE TERRITORIES. 


8 5 * rogers? spri ( a = No. aD provide for 
challenges and oaths to jurors in or bigamy an ygamy in 
the Territories of the United States; which was read a Arat and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SUFFRAGE IN TERRITORIES. 

Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2962) to further reg- 
ulate in the Territories of the United States, and to 
certain qualifications for office; which was read a first and second 
bee a aia to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
prin 

HEIRS OF MAJOR ROBERT T. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2963) for the relief 
of the heirs and legal representatives of Major Robert T. Elliott, of 
Michigan; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

LABAN CONNOR. 

Mr. BREWER introduced a bill (H. R. No. OS) raning a pension 
to Laban Connor, Company E, Eighth Michigan try; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

JUSTUS BEEBEE. 


Mr. BREWER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2965) granting a 
pension to Justus Beebee, of Company G, Eighth Michi Infantry ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT GALVESTON, TEXAS. 


Mr. JONES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2966) to provide for a 
building for United States custom-house and internal-revenue office 
at Galveston, Texas; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SAN ANTONIO AND MEXICAN BORDER RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. UPSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2967) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to contract with the San Antonio and Mexican Border 
Railroad Company for the immediate construction of a railrodd from 
San Antonio to a point on the Rio Grande at or near the town of 
Laredo, for the purpose of establishing a postal and military high- 
way from the United States military headquarters at San Antonio, 
Texas, to the Mexican border; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES D. GRANT. 

Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2968) for the relief of James 
D. Grant, of Texas; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


J. M. MICOW AND OTHERS. 


Mr. PRICE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2969) for the 
relief of J. M. Mico w and others; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 
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E. E. RAWSON AND OTHERS. 

Mr. PRICE L request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2970) for 
the relief of E Rawson and others; which was read a first and 
sesond time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

DUDLEY BUCK. 

Mr. WEAVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2971) granting a pension 
to Dudley Buck, late private Company D, Thirteenth Iowa Infantry 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PURCHASE OF GOVERNMENT BONDS. 

Mr. GILLETTE introduced a bil! (H. R. No. 2972) requiring the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay out all gold and silver coin and 
legal-tender and national-bank notes in the United States Treasury, 
not required for the current expenses of the Government, in the pur- 
chase of Government bonds ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BYRON H. HARKNESS. 

Mr. CARPENTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2973) for the relief 
of Byron H. Harkness, postmaster at Humboldt, Humboldt County, 
Iowa; which was a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

MORGAN EVERTS. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2974) for the 
relief of Morgan Everts; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. McCOID introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2975) to repeal section 17 
of the act of June 14, 1870, and chapter 10, title 35, of the Revised 
Statutes of 1878, and to remit taxes and penalties thereunder; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Man- 
ufactures, and ordered to be printed. 

GENERAL FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


Mr. BRAGG introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2976) for the relief of Gen- 
eral Fitz-John Porter; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

CIRCUIT COURT JURISDICTION. 

Mr. BOUCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2977) to amend section 639 
of chapter 7 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, entitled 
Circuit court jurisdiction ; and a bill (H. R. No. 2978) to amend 
sections 629 and 639 of chapter7 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, entitled “ Circuit court jurisdiction;” which were severally 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SALARY OF COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. CASWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2979) to fix the salary 
of the Commissioner of Pensions; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PENSION CLAIMS. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2980) to provide 
for the examination and adjudication of pension claims; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TRADE-MARKS. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2981) providing a 
stamp tax on certain articles, and to afford incidental protection to 
trade-marks ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. e 

INCREASE OF PENSION. 

Mr. DEUSTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2982) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to increase pensions in certain cases,” approved 
June 18, 1874; which was read a first and second time, to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS RINDSKOPF. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2983) for the relief 
of Louis Rindskopf; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

SOLOMON SCHMENGER. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced two bills (H. R. No. 2984 and H. R. 
No. 2985) for the relief of Solomon Schmenger ; which were severally 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

LAND CLAIMANTS IN CALIFORNIA, 

Mr. PACHECO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2986) to authorize the 
claimants to certain lands in Los Angeles County, California, to sub- 
mit their claims to the United States district court for that State for 
adjudication; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2987) fg riating money 
for the purchase of a site and erection of a building for a post-office 
and other Government offices in the city of Sacramento, California; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS GRAHAM. 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2988) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Graham; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2989) to amend sec- 
tion 4414, chapter 1, title 52, Revised Statutes, concerning the regula- 
tion of steam-vessels; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PIERS AND CRIBS ON THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2990) to amend 
section 5254, title 63, Revised Statutes of the United States, concern- 
ing the use of piers and cribs in the Mississippi River; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

C. F. HERRS. 

Mr. POEHLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2991) for the relief of 
C. F. Herrs; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

FRANCIS C. SHANLEY. 


Mr. POEHLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2992) for an in- 
crease of pension to Francis C. Shanley; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PAYMASTERS’ CLERKS IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY. 


Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2993) ting 
the appointment and compensation of paymasters’ clerks in the Uni- 
ted States Army ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2994) to amend sec- 
tion 2505 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. $ 

C. H. HOWARD. 

Mr. HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2995) for the relief of 
C. H. Howard, postmaster at Osage Mission, Kansas; which was read 
a first and second time, afd referred to the Committee of Claims. 

INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN KANSAS, 


Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2996) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to ascertain and report to Congress 
the amount of money expended and indebtedness assumed by the 
State of Kansas in repelling invasions and suppressing Indian hos- 
tilities; which was read a and second time, ee to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


STEAMBOAT INSPECTION. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2997) to amend section 
4458 of the Revised Statutes,in relation to steamboat inspection ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES A. PLYMIRE. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2998) granting a pen- 
sion to James A. Plymire, of West Virginia, late of Company K, Eighth 
Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PATRICK TIERNEY. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2999) for the relief 
of Patrick Tierney; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

ANNA M. MARSHALL. 

Mr. DAGGETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3000) for the relief of 
Anna M. Marshall, widow of Captain P. S. Marshall; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. Speaker, the hour has arrived at which the 
Committee for the District of Columbia is entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. This being the third Monday of the month, and 
the hour of two o’clock navna arrived, the eman from Virginia, 

Mr. HUNTON, ] chairman of the Committee for the District of Colum- 
ia, rises to claim the floor for business of that committee. The Chair 
recognizes his right so to do. 

Mr. BELFO I understood that the call of all the States and 
Territories for the introduction of bills and resolutions was to be 
completed. 

The SPEAKER. There was unanimous consent that the call of 
States and Territories might be completed. But the Chair thinks 
that, in view of the positive character of the rulings heretofore given 
and the uniform practice of the Honan, top Committee for the District 
of Columbia is entitled to the floor absolutely at two o’clock on the 


third Monday of each month; and if the floor be claimed, the Chair 
thisright. Perhaps the gentleman from per pa 


must 
be willing to have the remaining States and Territories 
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Mr. HUNTON. The call can be just as well concluded after the 
business of the Committee for the District of Columbia has been dis- 
posed of. As the committee is entitled to only one day in each month, 
we can hardly consent to waive our right. 

The SPE R. The gentleman from Virginia has the floor. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I ask the gentleman from Virginia to yield to me 
for the pu of introducing a bill for reference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia claims the floor. 

Mr. HUNTON. I will yield for that p . I would ask the 
Chair how long it would take to finish the call of States and Ter- 
ritories for the introduction of bills? 

The SPEAKER. There are two more States, and the Territories 
are to be called. 

Mr. HUNTON. Willit take over fifteen minutes? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it will not take ten minutes. 

Mr. HUNTON. I will yield for that purpose, then. 

DEEPENING THE CHANNEL OF THE SUSQUEHANNA RIVER. 


Mr. TALBOTT submitted a resolution directing the Secretary of 
War to report to the House the cost of deepening the channel of the 
Susquehanna River at the port of Havre de Grace, in the State of 
Maryland; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

FORFEITURE BY UTE INDIANS. | 

Mr. BELFORD introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 154) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior to declare the rights of the 
Ute Indians to their reservation forfeited, if the Ute tribe shall fail 
to deliver up to the United States the Indians engaged in the White 
River and Mill Creek massacres; which was read a first and second 
5 to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 

Mr. OTERO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3001) to provide for ascer- 
taining and settling private land claims in certain States and Territo- 
ries; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NORTHWESTERN LAND DISTRICT. 

Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3002) creating the north- 
western land district in Washington Territory ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF LAKES UNION AND WASHINGTON. 

Mr. BRENTS also submitted a resolution calling for a report of the 
topographical survey of Lakes Union and Washington, in ee: 
ton Territory, and that 1,000 copies thereof be printed for use of the 
House; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

ASSAY OFFICE, ARIZONA. 

Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3003) to establish an 
assay office in the Territory of Arizona; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORIAL JUSTICES OF THE PEACE. 

Mr. AINSLIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3004) relating to justices of 
the peace in the Territories; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

z ~ ROSALIE LOUIS, 

The SPEAKER. Members who were not here when their States 
were called will now be recognized, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HUNTON. Ido not object. 

Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3005) granting a pen- 
sion to Rosalie Louis, widow of Peter Louis, late private Com sy B, 
First Regiment United States Sharpshooters; which was i a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

BRANCH MINT, IOWA. 

Mr. SAPP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3006) to establish a branch 
mint of the United States at Council Bluffs, in the State of Iowa; 
whtch was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA W. JENKINS. 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3007) granting a pension 
to Anna W. Jenkins, minor child of James B. Jenkins, deceased, a 
sailor in the late war; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

SAMUEL KAY. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3008) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel Kay, of South Chester, Pennsylvania; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

SEA PAY TO VOLUNTEER OFFICERS OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3009) granting sea pay 
to volunteer officers of the Navy mustered out of service under act of 
Congress approved February 15, 1879; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. è 

WILLIAM D. WOOD, M. D. 
Mr. COVERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3010) granting a pension 
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to William D. Wood, M. D., late assistant surgeon Sixty-third Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


MRS, SARAH A. HOOPER, 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3011) ting a pension 
to Mrs. Sarah A. Hooper, of North Carolina; which was nok a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of the following bills; in which concurrence was re- 


quested : 

An act (S. No. 54) to enable the Secretary of War to purchase land 
to enlarge and protect the San Antonio arsenal; and 

An act (S. No. 325) for the relief of Henry Page. 


ENROLLED BILL, 


Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled an act (S. No. 618) for 
the relief of Herman Hulman and Crawford Fairbanks, of the city 
of Terre Haufe, Indiana; when the Speaker signed the same. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HATCH. I now present a bill, Mr. Speaker, and move to sus- 
pend the rules and put it on its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia will give attention. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Virginia did not take the floor. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Virginia, by unanimous con- 
sent, yielded in order that the call of States and Territories for the 
i uction of bills and joint resolutions should be completed. 

Mr. HUNTON. Yes, sir; and I now claim the floor under the rule 
in behalf of the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask the gentleman from Virginia to yield. 

Mr. HUNTON. I cannot. 


EMPLOYES OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I desire to present a resolution to which 
I presume there will be no objection at this time. 

r. FERNANDO WOOD. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business being demanded, 
the gentleman from Virginia must take the floor and proceed with 
the business for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. Then I ask to introduce a joint reso- 
lution for the benefit of the House and Senate employés, and move 
its reference to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. That resolution should go to the Committee of 
Accounts. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that the chairman of the Committee of Accounts has a report to make 
on that subject. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I did not know that, and I will with- 
draw the joint resolution. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HUNTON. The business before the House to-day for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia is House bill No. 2323, which was under considera- 
tion at the adjournment on the last District day. The House, as in 
Committee of the Whole, was proceeding to consider that bill pro- 
viding for the settlement of all outstanding claims against the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to hear the same, and for other pu They had proceeded as far 
as the sixth section of the bill, and were considering an amendment 
moved by the gentleman from Alabama, [ Mr. SAMFORD.] 

The SPEA . That is a correct statement, as appears from the 
Journal. The Clerk will first read the sixth section, and then read 
the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. SAMFORD.] 

The sixth section was read, as follows: 

Sec. 6. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to demand of the 
sinking-fund commissioner of the District of Columbia so many of the 3.65 bonds 
autho 1 5 by act of ae . J 15 — 20, 5 — acts . 

ecessary * ent o ; a Pod 

ele. is hereby directed i to issue ding Enver to the Secreta 65 the 
Treasury the amount of 3.65 bonds required to satisfy the judgments; which bonds 
shall be received 14 said claimants at par in payment of such judgments, and shall 
bear date January 1, 1879, and mature at the same time as other bonds of this issue 
and for the amount found by the court to be due on an shall 
be allowed from maturity of the same at the rate of 3.65 per cent. 
the amount of such bonds heretofore and hereafter issued s 
in the aggregate, $5,000,000. 

Mr. SAMFORD’S amendment was read, as follows: 

Add to section 6 the following : 

Provided, That the Government of the United States is in no event liable for 
the payment of the pri ane or interest of any bonds authorized to be issued under 
the provisions of this bi 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to state my objections to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Alabama. The sixth sec- 
tion provides that when the Court of Claims has passed upon these 
claims against the District of Columbia they shall be paid in the 3.65 
bonds which were authorized by an act passed in 1874, and the amend- 
ment of my friend from Alabama provides that in no event shall the 
Government of the United States be liable for principal or interest of 
the bonds to pay the claims provided for in this bill. If that amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama prevails, then it puts upon a 
different footing that class of creditors of the District of Columbia 


such claim interest 
rannum; and 
l not exceed, 
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who were not paid by the board of audit from those who were so 
paid. 


Mr. HUNTON. Never been audited. 
Mr. WARNER. Were they regularly presented ? 


The history of the necessity for this legislation is to this effect: In Mr. HUNTON. Most of them were; a few were not. 


1874 Congress passed a law establishing a board of audit, and that 
board of audit was to upon all the claims against the old govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia which had just gone ont by the pas- 

e of that act, and whatever claim so found by the board of audit 
to be just and proper was to be paid for in 3.65 bonds. In that act 
this provision was found: 

And the faith of the United States is hereby pledged that the United States 
will, by proper proportional appropriation as contemplated in this act, and by caus- 
ing to be levied on the property within the said District such taxes as will provide 
the revenues necessary to the interest on said bonds as the same ma: me 
— — ne payable, create a doting fund for the payment of the principal thereof at 
maturity. 

That bill, under which $15,000,000 of 3.65 bonds were issued and are 
now outstanding against the District government-—under that bill 
the Government of the United States pledged its faith that it would 
see the proper taxes were levied, not only to pay the interest, but to 
create a sinking fund to pay the e pe at maturity, which was 
fifty years from the date of the bond. If the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama prevails, which says the Government of the 
United States is in no sense, in no event, to be liable for either prin- 
cipal or interest, then if puts this class of creditors against the Dis- 
trict of Colambia on a worse footing than those who got their claims 
through the board of audit. 

The class of claims to be considered under this bill did not pass the 
board of audit, because by the act of 1876, I believe it was, Congress, 
having become alarmed lest the board of audit should pass fraudu- 
leut pe against the District of Columbia, dissolved the board of 

audit; and it left unaudited, unsettled by that board, a large clasg 
of claims against the District of Columbia, amounting to one million 
and some odd thonsand dollars. 

Those claims still outstanding against the District of Columbia are 
many of them 8 to be as honest as those that have already 
been paid; and the object of this bill is to place them upon the same 
footing—those that are honest and correct as those that have already 
been audited and .paid by the board of audit under the bill of 1874. 
And I think, sir, that if Congress determines that these bills shall be 
paid, they ought to be paid in as good currency or in as good bonds 
as the other class of claims that went through the board of andit 
before it was dissolved by an act of Congress. For this reason, and to 
put these claims upon the same footing as the others, I do not think 
the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama ought to prevail. 

Mr. RYON, of Pennsylvania. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Virginia one question, How has the amount of these claims to be 
covered by this bill been ascertained ? 

Mr. HUNTON. We ascertain it by the report of the commission- 
ers. I have the statement before me, and the amount, it will be 
recollected, is limited in the bill, the whole amount of the bonds that 
have been issued and can be issued under this bill, to $15,000,000, 
But the exact amount is $1,035,242.03, according to the report of the 
commission. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 


tion 

Mr. HUNTON. With very great pleasure. 

15 McMILLIN. Were not these debts originally owed by the Dis- 
trict 

Mr. HUNTON. Certainly, sir. i 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will not this act, if the amendment is not adopted, 
make them the debt of the people of the United States! 

Mr. HUNTON. No, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, then, if the bill will not®ave that effect, 
why not put the clause in which makes the thing certain ? 

Mr. HUNTON. The effect of the bill without the amendment will 
be to impose npon the Government of the United States the obliga- 
tion to see that taxes are levied and money collected from the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to pay the annual interest and to provide a sink- 
ing fund to pay the principal at maturity. 

r. McMIL IN. Is there not some question in the minds of mem- 
bers of Congress generally as to whether or not the United States is 
bound for the principal of those bonds that have already been issued ? 

Mr. HUNTON, That is all the obligation on the part of the Gov- 
ernment we cun find, to see that this tax is levied and the money 
collected to pay the principal and interest, 

Mr. WARNER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Virginia a 
question. 

Mr. HUNTON. I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. WARNER. When was this indebtedness incurred? In what 
year? 

Mr. HUNTON. It was incurred under the old board of public 
works in 1871, 1872, and 1873, when they had a legislature in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and a board of public works. 

Mr. WARNER. Have these claims ever been rejected by any board 
authorized to examine and act upon them ? 

Mr. HUNTON. Those that are under consideration here have never 
been presented to any board as far as I know; and there will be a 
provision that where the board of audit has passed upon a claim ad- 
versely that will be excluded from the Court of Claims. 

Mr. WARNER. Then I understand these claims have never been 
presented for payment? 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I will ask the gentleman from Virginia a further 
question with his permission, my desire being to get at the facts. Is 
not the Government, under existing law, liable for one-half of the in- 
terest on these bonds ? 

Mr. HUNTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, does not this fix the payment of the inter- 
est of the debt of the District of Columbia on the people of the 
United States? S 

Mr. HUNTON. Only one-half of it. The United States Govern- 
ment is liable for one-half of the annual expenses under the organic 
law passed in 1877 fixing a permanent government for the District 
of Columbia; and that act provides that the Government of the 
United States shall annually pay the interest on these 3.65 bonds, and 
be allowed for it in the computation between the United States and 
the District of Columbia under that organic act. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would ask my friend from Virginia if that act 
goes beyond making the United States Government liable for the 
expenses of the city government, whether it makes it liable for the 
debt of the District? 

Mr. HUNTON. It makes the United States Government liable for 
nothing in regard to the three-sixty-fives debt for which it was not 
liable under the act of 1874, to which I have referred. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think that by all manner of means the amend- 
ment that is now pending should be adopted, and I will state very 
briefly my reasons for thinking so. The gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. HUNTON] says that the reason why he does not want the amend- 
ment adopted is that the bill as itis now framed obligates the United 
States or Congress to levy the appropriate taxes to meet the indebt- 
edness. Now the amendment that is offered does not preclude that 
at all. It simply prevents the people of the United States from hav- 
ing to pay either principal or interest of the debt of the District of 
Columbia; which ought to be prevented. It does not seek to go 
further. It does not preclude Congress from, at any time, levying the 
tax necessary to meet the interest on these bonds, If it is the object 
of Con to saddle the District debt upon the people of the United 
States, let us know it. If it is not, then let us adopt this amendment 
and put the question altogether at rest. Ido not think that the 
amendment can doany harm; on the contrary it makes it certain that 
we do not want to make our constituents shoulder the burdens of 


other poopie: 

Mr. NEAL. I do not think the reasons which are given by the 
ganslomen who has just taken his seat [Mr. MCMILLIN] ought to in- 

nence this House to adopt the amendment which has been proposed 
here. These debts were contracted when this District was governed 
by Congress. The board of public works and other boards which 
were instrumental in contracting these debts were created by Con- 
gress; the people of the District had nothing to do with them. The 
Government of the United States owns at least $90,000,000 of the 

roperty in this District, one-half of the property of the District. 
There is therefore no reason why the Government of the United States 
should not pay one-half of the debt, of the interest, and of the current 
expenses of running the government of the District. 

n addition to that, the Forty-fifth Congress, in the organic law 
which now governs this District, provided that one-half of the current 
expenses and of the present indebtedness of the District should be 
provided for by the United States. In other words, for every dollar 
of tax levied upon the people of this District the Government of the 
United States will pay $1 out of its general treasury. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one 
question ? 

Mr. NEAL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Are you in favorof your constituents helping to- 
pay the debt of this District and of the interest thereof? 

Mr. NE I am. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iam not. 

Mr. NEAL. Iam in favor of my constituents contributing their 
fair proportion for the payment of one-half of the debt of this Dis- 
trict, because my people in common with the rest of the people of 
the United States own one-half of the property of this District. 
There is no jastice, there is no equity, there is nothing that ap- 
peals to a fair and candid mind that will influence me to say that 
the people of the United States should pay no proportion of the in- 
debtedness of this District or of the current expenses thereof. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not wish the statement made by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. NEAL] to go without a little further explanation. He 
assumes that the Government of the United States owns one-half of 
the property of the District of Columbia, and therefore ought to pay 
one-half of the taxes of the District. Now, it is true that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States owns a great deal of realty in this Dis- 
trict, including the grounds occupied by the public buildings and the 
public parks and the public grounds. It is also true that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States takes care of and protects this property 
at its exclusive expense, and the people of the District are put to no 

nse therefor. 

Now, is it to be assumed that besides the public property improved 
and protected for the public good and the good of the city one-half 
of the remainder of the property of this District is the property of 
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the United States? Surely such a proposition will not be assumed. 
Those who were in the first session of the Forty-fifth Congress will 
remember that in determining that the Government of the United 
States was the owner of one-half of the property of this District the 
property considered was the realty alone, to the entire exclusion of 
all the personal property of the city. 

And in order to make the Government half-owner of the realty it 
was charged with the ownership of the public property, which is 
improved and cared for at the exclusive expense of the Government 
of the United States, and then it was charged with the ownership of 
all the streets and avenues and por fr of the city, which are common 
property to everybody. It was said that the title to the streets and 
avenues was originally in the Government of the United States, and 
so it was. But the streets, avenues, and alleys in this city, as in all 
other cities, are public property, and no particular owner ought to be 
charged with that property for any pur é 

The basis upon which the determination was reached to make the 
Federal Government pay half the expenses of this District govern- 
ment rested upon that patent faliacy. The personal property was 
excluded from consideration. No one will doubt that the personal 
property in this city is much more in value than the realty. Yet for 
the purpose of making the Government of the United States respon- 
sible for half the debts and of the expenses of the District the whole 
mass of personal property was excluded from consideration, and the 
Government was e ed with the ownership of the streets, alleys, 
and avenues of the city. 

Now, is there any justice in that? Can any member upon this floor 
go before his constituents, who will be called upon to pay this tax, 
and upon such a fallacy defend himself against the charge of injustice 
and oppression? Can he do it? It is true that a great many of us 
are removed a great way from our constituents. It may be true that 
a great many of our constituents do not read our proceedings here or 
know the character of our acts here. But there is a moral obligation, 
if there is no political obligation—and I think there is both a moral 
and a political obligation—that we should do right before the forum 
of conscience; that we should not tax a citizen of one part of the 
country for the expenses of a citizen of another part of the country. 

I agree that it may be proper for the Federal Government to pay a 
proportion of the nses of the government of this District on 
account of its being the Federal capital, and on account of the fact 
that a great many of the public officers reside here and have the ben- 
efits and conveniencies which flow from the improvements of the Dis- 
trict. But when you say that because the Government owns half the 
realty of this city it ought to pay half the taxes, you must remember 
that that statement is made in view of the fact that the Government 
is exclusively responsible for the improvement and care of the whole 
of its realty, and is charged also with the ownership of the avenues, 
streets, and alleys of the city, and there is left out of this account the 
entire personal property of the District. When you consider that, it 
seems to me the proposition must be seen to be so monstrous that it 
ought to arrest attention. 

Now, I am willing to do what is fair and right; but I see no reason 
why the citizens of the United States at large should be charged with 
the ordinary taxes of the citizens of- the District of Columbia. On 
the contrary there are reasons why they should not be soc ed. 
Millions of dollars are annually distributed here, being disbu by 
the Treasury to public officials. This is a source of prosperity and 
growth, an element of convenience and wealth to the city. Instead 
of creating a ground for a charge upon the people of the rest of the 
Union to pay the taxes of the people here, it is an equity, it seems to 
me, in exactly the opposite direction. Hence it was that when the 
bill providing an organic law for the District was passed, I protested 
most earnestly against it; and whenever the question. has come up 
since, I have endeavored to call the attention of the House to the in- 
justice and unfairness of that bill or any other bill resting upon that 

asis, aiming to carry out that provision, or to farther than the 
yment of the costs of the city government—the payment for gas- 
ight, for water, for improvement of streets and alleys and avenues, 
the building of culverts, the provision for drainage. If we are to 
beyond all this— if, after paying one-half of these mses the people 
of the Union 8 are to be loaded with the principal and inter- 
est of one-half the debt created by the District when it had its own 
government, it seems to me this goes beyond all reason and all justice. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Mr. Speaker, if this were an original question— 
if this were a question de noro, as to whether this Government or Con- 

ss should assume any portion of the debt of the District of Colum- 

ia, it would be a very different question from that now presented. 
The simple question now, as I understand, is whether this Govern- 
ment shall deal in the same manner with all the creditors of this 
District whose claims grow out of acts of the old board of public 
works. Shall we treat them all alike? That is the whole question. 
The question is not whether the Government shall assume the pay- 
ment of these debts. That question has been settled, to a certain ex- 
tent, by a former Con In 1874 Congress an act for the 
popoe of getting rid of the odious District government—this popu- 


ar government, with its Legislative Assembly, that had run up the 
debt of the District to millions and millions of dollars. Congress 
passed an acteto put the District of Columbia in bankruptcy in point 
of fact. We appo 
and a board of audit to determine the amount o 


inted a District commission to govern the District, 
its indebtedness, 


That board of audit went on and allowed a large amount of claims, 
and the Government of the United States by act of Congress pledged 
its faith that it would, by a proportional amount of appropriations 
and by taxation of the property of this District, guarantee to a cer- 
tain extent the payment of the indebtedness for which bonds were 
authorized to be issued. 

It is not, therefore, a question whether we shall pay this debt or 
any part of it, but whether we shall deal out equal justice to all cred- 
itors who have claims arising under this act of 1874. 

In 1876 Congress, deeming that the board of andit had violated the 
law, cut short their work while they were in the midst of saioa 
these claims, leaving outstanding many claims which were entitle 
to be funded into bonds. In addition to that the District commis- 
sioners, by the construction which they had placed upon the law giv- 
ing them authority, had increased the debt to a much larger extent 
than was anticipated. They were going on at that time doing a large 
amount of work. Now, here are parties having certificates which 
were audited by the board of audit, about which there is no dispute, 
and here are other parties who did work, but whose claims have not 
been audited. They come here now and ask that they shall be pu 
upon the same footing precisely as those who have heretofore had 
their claims allowed, Con ving,in point of fact, done what 
amounted to a guarantee of this debt. 

Now, by an amendment which I have offered to this bill it is pro- 
vided that by no possibility shall these claims exceed, as I under- 
stand, the amount of $1,100,000. These claims are due to these par- 
ties as much as were the claims which have already been fanded into 
3.65 bonds. The simple and only question now is whether we shall 
deal differently with these parties whose claims are still outstanding 
from the manner in which we dealt with the other claimants whose 
indebtedness has been converted into bonds. I say that, without 
going into the question whether we are to pay one-half or any other 
portion of the debt of this District, there is no other course for us 
to pursue than to see that these outstanding claims are audited and, 
if just, paid. These claims, amounting, as I have said, to $1,100,000, 
are composed in part of certificates already audited by the board of 
audit, but never funded into 3.65 bonds, and in part of claims of parties 
who have done work for the District, expending their money and 
their labor, but whose claims were not audited by the board of audit. 
That is the whole case. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Will the gentleman before he takes his seat allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BUCKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I find that in the act of June 20, 1874, there is a pro- 
vision against the recognition of any further indebtedness against 
the District of Columbia. 2 

Mr. BUCKNER. What is the gentleman’s suggestion ! 

Mr. BRIGHT. I say that in the latter clause of the eighth section 
there is.a prohibition against any further recognition of indebtedness 
on the part of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I understand the gentleman. By the act of 1874, 
as I have said, Congress put the District of Columbia into bank- 
ruptcy. That act provided for auditing all claims of every descrip- 
tion mentioned in the act, which is very expiicit. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I desire merely to get at the status of the question 
which is now before Congress and particularly its legal relations to 
the bill. For the benefit of the gentleman and of the House I beg to 
read a part of section 8 of the act of 1874: 

No property shall be advertised for sale or sold for the collection of any assess- 
ment authorized by the Legislative Assembly ee act entitled An act creating 
drainage and sewerage sections in the cities of Washington and Georgetown, in the 
District of Columbia, and providing for the payment of the construction of sewers 
and drains therein by assessments and issuing certificates therefor," approved on 
the 26th day of June, 1873, until otherwise ordered by Con ; and it shall be 
uniawfal to issue any further certificates of indebtedness au zed by said act. 

I understand that to be an estoppel of the issue of any further 
certificates of indebtedness. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Oh, no, sir. Let me explain. That act merely 
prohibits the further issue of what were known as sewerage certifi- 
cates. The very object of the act of 1874 was to settle and adjudicate 
all these claims against the District. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I find that this bill provides for the adjudication 
of sewerage certificates and all other obligations and indebtedness 
relating as far back as 1870. : 

Mr. BUCKNER. Right on that point 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. That has been stricken ont of 
the bill by the amendment. 

Mr. BUCKNER. The amendment that was made was this: in line 
13, after the word “ District,” to insert the following: 

Provided, Said Court of Claims shall not take jurisdiction of any claim against 
the District of Columbia which was not presented to the board of audit under the 

visions of the act of June 20, 1874, and March 3, 1875, except such claims as 
ve arisen out of contracts made with the District commissioners since the pas- 
sage of said act of June 20, 1874. 

That cuts out all these claims of that kind. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I will call the attention of my friend from Missouri 
to the breadth of jurisdiction conferred in this act which provides 
for including all outstanding written obligations of the levy court ot 
said District. . 

Mr. HUNTON. That has been stricken out. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It is not in the bill now, then! 
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Mr. HUNTON. It is not; it was stricken out. 


Mr. BRIGHT. As I understand it, then, this provision has been 
stricken out that the said Court of Claims shall have the same power 
to proceed in the same manner, &c. Now, so far as I am concerned 
there is some confusion in my mind in relation to these bonds, and i 
should like to inquire further what character of claims are compre- 
hended under this bill, and which are to be submitted to the juris- 
diction of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Under the amendments already made they com- 
prehend, in the first place, that class of claims which were not pre- 
sented to the board of audit, and, of course, no bond issued in pay- 
ment of them. It includes those claims where measurements by the 
District bg soap had not been certified, and for work then in pro 
but which had not been completed, and which had not been presente: 
to the board of audit. That is one class of claims, and it is about 
all; because we cut off all claims not presonted according to law to 
the board of audit under the act. 

Mr. BRIGHT. What makes the balance? 

Mr. BUCKNER. The House at the extra session, in the discussion 
of this bill, adopted the amendment I have read, which contines the 
jurisdiction now to the mere allowance of those claims which consti- 
tute the class I have mentioned, certificates of the board of audit not 
funded in 3.65 bonds, and where the measurement of the engineers 
had not been made on work then progressing. Those are all the 
items which can be audited. 

Mr. BRIGHT. How as to these levy claims? I should like to hear 
some explanation of them. 

Mr. BUCKNER. They are sp oped cut out in the bill. 

Mr. BRIGHT. L understand the gentleman to say they are cut out. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Yes, sir; and the court will have no jurisdiction 
over them. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I wish to say, then, if I understand the object of 
this bill, it is simply to open the act of 1874 and the act passed in 
amendment thereto, in order to let in the class of claims provided 
for in this bill; and in order to test their validity, a jurisdiction has 
been provided the Court of Claims; to which they shall be referred. 

Mr. LOUNSBERY. Mr. Speaker, the exact point presented by the 
amendment of the gentleman from Alabama has not been met by 
the debate thus far. The question presented, as I understand it, is 
simply this: is the United States Government or the District of Co- 
lumbia the debtor in these bonds? I understand the amendment as 
presented to be a declaration that the United States Government is 
not the debtor, but that the District of Columbia is. I am in favor 

of that position, and it is, in my judgment, a most important one. It 
is a question that ought to be set at rest and settled now by this 
House and by this Congress, because if it be determined that the 
United States Government shall be the debtor—that is, that it shall 
be liable to pay this debt of the District of Columbia—then let us 
determine that definitely, so there shall be no donbt or debate upon 
the question hereafter, and that the creditor lending money for the 
cancellation of this indebtedness may know that it is being loaned 
upon the credit of the Government of the United States and not the 
credit of the District of Columbia. For I believe, Mr. Speaker, that 
the Government of the United States can borrow money at a cheaper 
rate of interest than the District of Columbia, and if it is to be the 
` real debtor on the bond let it be so understood and so declared now, 
in order that we may have the advantage of the loan of money at a 
less rate of interest. 

I am not now, Mr. Speaker, committing myself upon the question 
whether I should be in favor of the United States assuming this lia- 
bility of the District or not, but_simply desire to have the question 
presented by the pending amendment so distinctly brought to the 
attention of the House that it may be enabled to vote understand- 
ingly upon it. At the last session of Congress, while this bill was 
pending, I asked the honorable gentleman from Virginia, the chair- 
man of the committee reporting this bill, whether it was the fact 
that the United States Government was the debtor upon these bonds. 
And 1 understood him to say to the House, and I understood also 
from other gentlemen of the committee, that under the law the United 
States Government was not the debtor, but that the obligation rested 
exclusively upon the District. If that be so, it should now be dis- 
tinctly declared by this House, so that in the future there may be no 
question about it. ; 5 ATE 

Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to intermeddle in this 
debate, so far as details are concerned, because I am not familiar with 
them, and therefore I shall not contribute anything to the enlighten- 
ment of the House as to the particular items of this debt. But, sir, 
some things have been said by gentlemen who have spoken which 
seem to me to indicate a drift of opinion that this is like any other 
city, and ought to 3 its own interests and pay its own expenses 
just as the city of Buffalo or the city of Detroit ought to do. Iwant 
to call gentlemen’s minds to a fact which makes this city stand alone 
among all the cities of the world. There never was a body of men 
who would have located or laid out a city as Washington was located 
or laid out for merely ordinary city purposes. No such thing as this 
was ever seen on the globe as the location of a city with avenues 
so broad, so far-reaching, and develo as they are here about the 
site of this building and the site of the Executive Mansion, making 
the radii of a wheel or circle for the purpose of defense in case the 
Capitol or Executive Mansion should ever be assailed. 


rey BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio whether he 
does not think a community would organize this city on the plan it 
has been organized if the consideration were the Federal capital, 
and eT aL of dollars which are now spent here were to be spent 
uponi 

Mr. GARFIELD. Not at all. I will say on that subject what I 
think will answer the gentleman from Georgia. This city was laid 
out because a very great event had oceurred where Congress was sit- 
ting. The revolutionary army became mutinous because they did 
not have their pay—what had been promised them—and there was 
such a terror at one time it was thought unsafe to continue the Con- 

ss longer in session at that city. An appeal was made to the au- 
thorities of the city, but they could do nothing. Appeal was made 
to the authorities of the State, but they could do nothing, The Con- 
gress was there, pilgrims and strangers and guests in a city that 
could not defend them, and in a State that could not defend them. 
Now, therefore, the fathers said a situation of that kind requires that 
we shall have a territory and district of our own, over which no State, 
no mayoralty, or no city organization can have any control whatever, 
except what it derives from us. That was the origin of creating a 
district ten miles square, or less, in which the government should be 
solely vested in the Congress of the United States, in order that Con- 
should be as supreme there as it would be on the very floor of 

ts Capitol. 

That was the reason, then, of the establishment of this District ; 
and when it had been established under the direction of Washington 
whose far-sighted wisdom has marked with his finger-marks all this 
District, remembering what had occurred in Paris, where they had 
seen barricades, and mobs, and menace about the Corps Legislatif, he 
directed his French engineer to lay out this city as you see it, with 
great diagonal avenues radiating like the spokes of a wheel all about 
this Capitol, so that if the time should ever come when we were men- 
aced by a mutiny or mob we might fill these great avenues with our 
artillery to protect the Legislature of the nation, and do the same 
Aroana the Executive Mansion to protect the President of the United 

tates. 

These broad avenues, then, were laid out for the United States, and 
not for the expectant populations which would stay here. What 
people of the globe, settling for commercial purposes, would lay out 
an avenue like that of Pennsylvania avenue, or husetts ave- 
nue, or any of the other great avenues of this city? What broad- 
minded ee can come in and say: let this people pay all 
the vast expense of this capital? Let it be remembered that this is 
the only city on the round globe in which the Government owns the 
fee-simple to every foot of every street and avenue init. We could 
to-day, if we pleased, pass a law which should build a solid block of 
buildings from the western foot of this Capitol to the Treasury, fill- 
ing either side of the whole of Pennsylvania avenue with buildings, 
or to make it a canal, and not one man living along the street would 
have any lawful recourse against us except as we choose as a mere 
matter of mercy to give it. The citizens who own property on our 
streets do not own to the middle of the street; they do not own even 
an easement on the street, except the grace of the imperial power of 
Congress within this District grants it to them. 

— REAGAN. Will the gentleman yield to me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let me finish what I was about to say. And 
therefore when gentlemen talk about this as an ordinary city with 
ordinary assessments, an ordinary people, (and remembering further- 
more a large share of the people living here are only accidental and 
temporary residents, ) I say, therefore, it places this eed of Washing- 
ton altogether out of the category of ordinary municipal govern- 
ments. 

When I first came here Congress had treated this city very much 
as a capricious step-mother would treat an orphan child committed 
to her charge. Sometimes the capital was helped by Congress, some- 
times it was harshly and severely neglected, sometimes a bill was 
gotten throngh on the petition of some citizens allowing a certain 
street to be graded in a certain way and the people graded that street 
eight, ten, or twelve inches higher than the grade of the neighboring 
street. There had been no order. There had been no unity. There 
had been no regularity; but at last we have gotten what I believe to 
be in this capital now about the best form of municipal government 
which has ever been devised, a government by commissioners whose 
legislative power is given to them by Congress. We cannot “ farm 
out” as we tried to do once before legislation for this District to any 
one else than ourselves; our legislative power cannot be delegated. 
We must therefore legislate for this District and we must legislate 
for it 35 that broad-minded way that the history of the city requires 
us to do, 

One word more and Iam done. Up to a few years ago there had 
been no order, no agreement, no understanding. Ifastreet was to be 
paved the citizens paid for it and then petitioned Congress to pay for 
that portion of the pavement which lay in front of a public square 
or a post-ofiice or other public building on the same street, and it de- 
pended altogether upon the graciousness of Congress whether it would 
pay for that part or leave it unpaid. 


1879. 


ment— 


“CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


117 


Now, at last we have settled down upon an equitable arra: expenses 


it may not be just the most equitable—but an arrangement by which 
a certain per cent. of all the expenses of running this municipal gov- 
ernment shall be paid by the nation that owns so much of the pro 
erty in the District, and the rest shall be ee by assessments made 
by general law upon the private property-holders in the city. Now, 
that is the only decent, just, equitable mode of settling the relations 
between the nation and those who live here as private citizens. I 
am not saying now that the adjustment is the exact per cent. that it 
ought to be; but that it should be a fixed per cent. whereby the laws 
that govern the people of this District shall be understood to be fixed 
and regular and not depend upon the daily caprice of what one Con- 

and another may do is to my mind as clear as any proposition 
in the world. Iam glad to say that the gentlemen who have the 
thankless task of attending to the interests of the District of Colum- 
bia—for it is always more or less an onerous and thankless burden— 
are determined to carry that principle through and are generally car- 
rying it through in their legislation; and I hope that we who live in 
remote parts of the country will not treat this committeeas we have 
in times past so often treated them, as a sort of intruders, as men 
who are trying to make our citizens a thousand miles away pay for 
something they had no interest in. 

The people of my district have an interest in every brick, every 
stone, every ton of iron, every nail in every public building in this 
city. It is the capital of a nation, and not a city that is the mere 
pensioner upon the country of an indulgent a's e I am glad 
this committee has stood upon these doctrines, and in so far as this 
bill conforms to them Iam with them for the bill, although, as I 
said at the outset, I know nothing about the details, 

Mr. REAGAN rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] desires 
to ask the gentleman from Ohio a question. Does he yield for that 


? 
R Mr. REAGAN, I will not trespass upon the gentleman's courtesy. 
I thought he was through. I desire to reply to the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have finished what I desired to say, 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman from Ohio Brige his great abilit; 
to support what I believe to be a measure of absolute injustice, an 
he rests his advocacy of this measure upon a legal proposition which 
he stated in his discussion of this subject—that is, that the Govern- 
ment owns the streets, alleys, and avenues of this city and may block 
them all up at any day it pleases. It may be my fault that I do not 
know whether the distinguished gentleman is a lawyer or not. If I 
knew he were I would not make the remark I am going to make. If 
he is not, then I my there is not a respectable lawyer, in my judg- 
ment, in America who will risk his reputation on such a statement 
as he has made—that anybody, Government or private individual, has 
a right to interfere with the ownership of pier property and the 
use of the public highways of this city by blocking up the streets. 

Mr. HUNTON, If the gentleman from Texas will allow me, I de- 
sire to inform him that the court has so decided. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REAGAN. Before I accept a statement so broad as that, I 
should like to see the decision on which it is based. There may have 
been contingencies in which something of that kind has been said; 
but I do not believe it can be true that owners of private property 
on the streets and avenues of Washington hold that property at the 
mercy of somebody else, as to its value and its use. Can it be that 
the laws will encourage the ownership and possession of property in 
fee, giving the absolute ownership to the citizen, and then t this 
citizen, contrary to all law, shall be deprived of the value of that prop- 
erty without just compensation by the Government if the prdperty 
be taken for penne uses? In answer to that question I refer to the 
provision of the Constitution that no private property shall be taken 
except for public uses, and not then withont just compensation. 
What is the difference between confiscating the property itself and 
destroying its value and nse? If there is meaning in that provision 
of the Constitution, if the law may be relied upon to protect a citi- 
zen in the possession and use of his property, by what rule of reason, 
by what principle of law, by what doctrine of the Constitution, can 
we destroy the use of private property in the hands of a private indi- 
vidual withont just compensation rendered ns the Government! 

I admit, sir, that for public uses we may take away or destroy pri- 
vate property on paying just compensation therefor. But the advo- 
cacy the gentleman from Ohio makes of the distribution of the rela- 
tive amounts the Government and the people of this District shall 
pay for the 8 of the District is made to rest on the legal fal- 

acy to which I have alluded, and in my judgment, I repeat again, 

no lawyer of fini ign would risk his reputation by assuming 
that doctrine, and no court could pronounce or enforce it without vio- 
lating distinctly and plainly the provisions of the Constitution. 

That is one point of which the gentleman spoke. I do not propose 
to follow him in going back to the causes which led to the selection 
of this city as the capital of the United States. ‘That is not neces- 
sary for the al Se now. The other point on which the gentleman 
dwelt was that he was for some percentage being 3 by the Gov- 

© District of Colum- 


ernment for the support of the government of th 

bia. I take it the gentleman was perfectly safe in that proposition, 
for I do not suppose there is one member of this House that is not 
in favor of the Government paying a reasonable percentage of the 


of the District. That is not the question involved here. No 
one claims that the Government should pay none of the expenses. 
The 8 is, what portion should we pay? 

And I was in hopes that the gentleman, with his massive intellect 
and great experience, would have given us the benefit of his knowl- 
edge and information upon this interesting but controverted point, 
the precise point in issue before this House. 

I have assumed that the percentage allowed was, under the circum- 
stances, unjust, and that the mode pursned in ascertaining that per- 
centage was flagrantly unjust. I myself feel, all of us feel, that the 
General Government should pay some proper percentage of the ex- 
penses of this District. But when it is said that the Government 
shall pay one-half of the expenses of the District, and when the entire 
personal property of the District is excluded from the estimate on 
which that percentage is based; when the Government must at its 
own expense improve all its property, the District not paying one 
cent for the beautifying and adornment of the pubo grounds or the 

unds that surround the public buildings in this city—the Federal 
overnment from its own Treasury pays every dollar of that ex- 
pense, the District paying not one cent of it—when the Government 
pays all the expenses of improving the public grounds, and the fact 
that it is the owner of those grounds is used as an argument why it 
should pay one-half of the expenses of the city government, and it 
seems now one-half of the debts of the city also, it seems to me that 
is entirely unjust. 

And when we ask where its half of the property exists, we are told 
that it consists of the streets and avenues and alleys which are com- 
mon to every property-holder in the city and in which every prop- 
erty-holder has a vested right, It might as well be said of the origi- 
nal owner in fee of any tract of land on which a town or city may 
be laid out that because he was the original owner of that land he 
would have the right to close up the streets of that town from the 
use of the subsequent vendees, although they had a title in fee and 
although the law provides an easement for every owner over every 
public highway from his property to the outer world. 

Now, if there had been a fair estimate of property in this District, 
if the whole property of this District had been considered, if the 
proper proportion of the Government had been ascertained without 
a fictitious arrangement which violates our plain and known knowl- 
edge of the facts, it seems to me it would have been better when we 
come to reason upon this subject. But what is pro f It is pro- 
posed that because the Government owns and has aided in improving 
the streets and avenues of this city, therefore it shall pay the taxes 
of the private property-holders whose property is not brought into 
the estimate at all. How many millions of personal property is there 
in this city? Vet not one dollar of that property is estimated. Why 
should we make the people of the country at pay the taxes of the 
people of this city, because the Government of the United States owns 
and aids in improving the streets and alleys which form easements for 
and is for the benefit of the citizens of this District ? 

That was the objection I had to this bill. I think the proportion 
is too high. It seems to me that when we provide for the Govern- 
ment of the United States paying one-half of the expenses of light- 
ing this city, and certainly private citizens have more than three- 
fourths of the benefit of it; and when we provide that the Government 
shall pay one-half of the expenses of watering this city, and certainly 
private owners secure more than three-fourths of the benefits of that; 
and when the Government must pay one-half of the expenses of im- 

roving all the streets, avenues, and alleys, and certainly private in- 

ividuals enjoy not less than three-fourths of the benefit of them; 
and when we provide that the Government shall pay one-half of the 
expenses of the sewerage of this city, and no one will pretend that the 
Government enjoys more than one-fourth of the benefit of that; and 
when we provide that in addition to all that it shall pay one-half of 
the current expenses of the government, including interest on the 
debt, it seems to me that is too much. That is supplemented by a 
proposition to fasten upon the Government of the United States a 
debt created without its authority, without its agency, and by other 
people, That it seems to me is a violation of every rule of right and 
reason, and a course of action which no man can go before his con- 
stituents and justify. 

COX. do not undertake to oppose this special section. I 
suppose that if some men have been paid their claims, others ought 
to be paid, on a principle which I will not now enunciate. 

But I fully agree with the last remark that fell from my distin- 
guished friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] concerning the percent- 
age which has been fixed for the expenditures of this District, pro- 
viding that the National Legislature—the National Legislature with 
a large N—shall pay one-half of those expenses. Since gentlemen on 
the other side have come into power they have been bringing into 
and crystallizing that principle for the government of this District. 
Now, I never agreed to it. Why should the United States Govern- 
ment be bound to pay one-half of the expenses of this District? 

The District authorities here can create an indebtedness. Does my 
friend from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] know that the District authorities 
here may create the indebtedness, both current and permanent, and 
we are bound to pay the bill without even the consent of our con- 
stituents? That is all wrong. The Government is unwilling, unad- 
vised, a mere looker-on; yet for any purpose—for police, for sewer- 
age, for pavements, for everything that isdone here—all the Federal 
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Government is able to do is to look on, with the poor privilege of 
sometimes saying, “You may take one-half, since you cannot take 
all. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is time that this thing should be fixed. Iam 
tired of making my protest against giving to Washington City its 
magnificence and its splendor at the expense of our own constituents. 
Why, sir, when I represented the old Columbus metropolitan district 
we never thought of asking 3 Cleveland to a us — 

aying our expenses for police, for or sewerage, or anything o 
that kind. No one in New York City thinks of helping Albany 55 its 
local taxation. Vet the whole of the United States is called on again 
and again to pay one-half of the indebtedness of this District con- 
tracted without our consent. 

I know this city is getting to be splendid, palatial, magnificent. I 
know people will erect monuments to those who have made this city 

d, glorious, peculiar—the capital of the Nation with a large N. I 

ow, farther, that with all this splendor, all this magnificence, all 

this paradise of avenues and trees and flowers, “ the slime of the ser- 
pent is over them all.” 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. Mr. Se tara a the eloquence and 

ents of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] and the gen- 
tleman from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN, ] if they have any force whatever, 
should be addressed to legislation looking to the modification or 
repeal of the act establishing a permanent form of government for 
the District of Columbia. They have no proper place in the discussion 
of this bill. What is the proposition before the House upon which 
we ask a vote? It is a bill providing that certain claims against the 
District, some of which are conceded by the commissioners and by 
everybody upon this floor, so far as I know, to he just, shall be sub- 
mitted to the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims; and providing, 
further, that such sums as the Court of Claims shall adjudge to be 
due upon these claims shall be paid by the commissioners of the 
District in precisely the same way as similar claims have been paid 
by them heretofore, namely, by the issue of 3.65 bonds of the Dis- 
trict. 

Now it is claimed by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. SAMFORD] 
and these supporting amendment that the obligation or 5 
of the United States is increased by this bill. Sir, the nature an 
extent of the obligation of the United States were fixed by the orig- 
inal bill providing for the issue of these bonds; and this bill does not 

ropose to modify or change, to lessen or increase it in any way. As 

have said, it mee proposan to pay a certain kind of claims in tke 
same manner and with the same kind of bonds as other claims of sim- 
ilar character have been paid heretofore. The obligation of the 
Torten States is explicit. The language by which it is defined is as 
follows: 
wit he the faith of the United States is 1 ae TEN States 
0 ions as con act, an caus- 
ing 2 levied ı 8 said District such taxes o> will provide 
the revenues C interest on said bonds as the same may me 
due and) payable, a g fund for the payment of the principal thereof at 

This we do not propose to change. On the contrary, if the pendin 
amendment prevails we shall have a class of bonds nominally of the 
same issue but ey different tenor and security. If gentlemen 
are so anxious to change the form of government of this District I 
submit it will be better and more y for them to do it by a bill 
for that purpose than to attack it in this indirect manner. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. CLAFLIN] to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. SAMFORD. ] 

The amendment of Mr. SAMFORD was read, as follows: 

Amend section 6 by adding: 

ù That the Government of the United States is in no event liable for the 
payment o ae Een orinterest of any bonds authorized to be issued under the 
provisions of bill. 

The amendment of Mr. CLAFLIN was read, as follows: 

Strike out the words “ or interest.” 

The SPEAKER. The effect of this amendment is to make the United 
States responsible for the interest but not for the principal. 

The amendment of Mr. CLAFLIN was not to. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SAMFORD, there 
were—ayes 71, noes 80. 

Mr. LOWE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 83, nays 117, not 
voting 91; as follows: 


YEAS—83. 

Atherton, Cook, Harris, John T Morrison, 
Blackbarn, Cox, Hatch, orse, 
Blount, Cravens, Herbert, Murch, 
Bouck, Culber: Herndon. Nicholls 
Brewer, s Davis, Joseph J. Hostetler. Persons. 
Bright, Davis, Loundes H. Houk, Phister, 
Burrows, Dibrell, mse, Poehler, 

il, Dunn, Hutchins, a 
Caldwell, Elam, Kitchin, Richa „J.S 
C Evins, Knott, Richmond 
Clardy, Felton, Lounsbery, Rothwell, 
Clymer, Finley, Lowe, Samford, 
Cobb, Ford, , Benj. F. Sawyer, 
Coffroth, Forney, McKenzie, Scales, 
Colerick, Geddes, MceMi Simonton, 
Converse, Gunter, è Singleton, O. R. 


Springer, Tillman, Vance, Whitthorne, 
Steele, Townshend, R. W. Waddill, Wiliams, Thomas 
Stevenson, Turner, Oscar Warner, Willis, 7 
Thompson, P. B. Turner, Thomas Wellborn, Wise. 
Thompson, Wm. G. Upson, Wells, 
NAYS—117. 
Aiken, Dunnell, Klotz, Ryon, John W 
Aldrich, N. W. Einstein, Ladd, Sap Š 
Aldrich, Wi llis, Lapham, EA AAM 
Anderson. Farr, Lindsey, Shelley, 
Armfield, Field, Mannin, Sherwin, 
pas. VV 
r. , A. Herr 
Ballou, Godshalk, Mason, 8 
Barber, Goode, MeCoid, Stone, 
Bayne, Hall, McCook, Taylor, 
©, Harris, Benj. W. McKinley, homas, 
Beltzhoover, Haskell, Miller, Townsend, Amos 
Bicknell, Hawk, Mitchell, Tyler, 
Blake, Hawley, Monroe, Upderraft J.T 
Bowman, Hayes, Morton, Upde; „Thomas 
. Heilman. Muldrow, Van Aernam, 
Brig Henderson, N Voorhis, 
Browne, Henkle, New, Wait, 
Buckner, Hiscoc! No ard, 
Calkins, Hooker, O'Connor, Washburn. 
Camp, orr. O'Reilly, Whiteaker, 
Carpenter, . Gert Willtaras, © 
, umphrey, rton, ams, C. G. 
Clalin, unton, Page, Willits, 
Conger, urd, Phelps, e Wood, Walter A. 
og ae 5 
rge oyce, ce, oung, Case: 
Davis, Horace Keifer, s x 
Fie Kenna, Robinson, 
De La Matyr, g, Russell, Daniel L. 
NOT VOTING—91. 
22 DEK Ketcham, Bonert 
kins, èy, Killinger, son, 
Bachman, Dwight, Kimmel, , 
Barlow, Errett, Le Fevre, Russell, William A. 
Belford, Ewing, Lewis, Ryan, Thomas 
a OR Ferdon, Lo s Singleton, J. W. 
Bingi Fisher, Mars) Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Bland, Fort, McGowan, Smith, W E. 
Bliss, Frost, MoLane, Sparks, 
Boyd, ee Me Mahon, Sieni 
Bragg, ibson, es, tephens, 
Butterworth, Gillette, oney, T. 8 
Carlisle, Hammond, John Muller, ‘Tucker, 
3 Hammond, N Myers, Urner, 
ttenden, Harmer, Newberry, Valentine, 
Clark, Alvah A. Hazelton, "Brien, Van Voorhis, 
Clark, John B. Henry, O'Neill, Weaver, 
Á White, 
Cowgill, Hull Pacheco, W. 
Crapo, James, Pierce, Wood, Fernando 
Daviden Joe toe Young! Thomas Is 
7 ensen, oung, Thomas 
Deuster, ey, Richardson, D. P. i 


So the amendment was di to. 

3 the vote the following announcements were made: 

Mr. COVERT. I am paired with Mr. Ryan, of Kansas. 

Mr. SAWYER. My colleague, Mr. Frost, is paired with Mr. Dick. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I understand I am 
paired with Mr. ROBESON, of New Jersey. 

Mr. MYERS. Iam paired with Mr. COWGILL, of Indiana. 

Mr. HERBERT. y colleague, Mr. Lewis, is absent from the 
House on account of sickness, 

Mr. COFFROTH. My colleague, Mr. BACHMAN, is paired with my 
other colleague, Mr. FISHER. 

Mr. HEUSTER. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. POUND. 

Mr. WILBER. Iam paired with Mr. SMITH, of Georgia, on polit- 
ical and financial questions; I do not consider this either, and there- 
fore I shall record my vote. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I am paired generally with Mr. EWING, of Ohio, 
and if he were present I should vote “no” on the pending amend- 


ment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. My colleague, Mr. Sparks, is 
paired with my other colleague, Mr. Fort, both being absent attend- 
ing the funeral of Mr. Lay, of Missouri. 

n motion of Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island, the reading of the 
names was dispensed with. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HUNTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was rejected; and.also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question next recurs on the sixth section. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Is further amendment in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Then I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the sixth section add the following: 

Provided, The bonds issued by authority of this act shall be of no more bindin: 
force as to their payment on the Government of the United States than the 3. 
bonds issued under the authority of act of June 20, 1874. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I understand there will be no objection to that. 
The only object I have in introducing that amendment is that the 
vote which just been given may not be taken to be a legislative 
construction of the validity of these bonds. There is some question, 
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sir, as to the act of June 20, 1874—a well- 
ion—as to the liability of the Federal 
these bonds. 

The amendment I offered a few moments ago having been vote 
down would leave these bonds open to the construction that the Leg- 
islature had them under advisement, and the Federal Government 
was responsible, not only for the principal, but for the interest. I 
do not desire the House to be committed to any such construction as 
that, and therefore I have offered the amendment that they shall be 
binding on the Government simply to the extent that the original 
bonds are. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move, pro forma, to strike out the last word of 
that amendment. So far as the details of this bill are concerned, I 

have not given a t deal of attention to them, and my purpose in 
rising is not to discuss them. But, sir, like the gentleman from 
Texas, [Mr. ReAGAN,] I do feel that a gross injustice is done to the 
people of the United States outside of the District, because of the 
amount they are compelled to expend under present legislation in 
the support of the government of this city of Washington. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] in his remarks was exceed- 
ingly clear in many of his statements, 1 those in which he 
said this capital was different from any other city in the world—dif- 
ferent from that of any in the Uni States—and therefore it was 
absurd to insist that the people here should pay the entire expenses 
of the government of this District. I say it was exceedingly clear, 
but the main element of its perspicuity arises from the fact that the 
statements have never been controverted and never will be by any one 
in the House, for, sir, we all agree that it stands upon a different 
footing from any other city in this Union, from any on earth, and 


unded difference of opin- 
overnment in reference to 


that some portion of the expense should be si by the whole 
country. 

But the gentleman from Ohio commenced his speech by invoking 
the name of Washington, in connection with the laying out of this 


humble city as it was in the e Why, sir, mobs in various 
cities, during our struggle for independence, had been seeking to in- 
timidate Con in legislation. Mobs in Philadelphia especially had 
drawn attention to this matter, and it became a consideration of prime 
importance in the minds of the public men of the country—in the 
minds of all the members of Congress—not of General Washington 
alone, but on the part of all of our public men, that the Federal Legis- 
lature should be removed from the t cities and placed at a dis- 
tance from the centers of manufacturing industries, in a quiet, retired 

place which should be selected and which should be under the abso- 

ute control of the Federal Government in order that Federal legisla- 
tion might be free and untrammeled. A commission was appointed, 
engineers were selected; and the gentleman does injustice to the sci- 
entific men who proposed the plan of this city to ascribe it to General 
Washington, who simply did what was his duty in communicating 
that plan to the two Houses of Congress, when it was adopted. 

But the gentleman, if he seeks lessons of wisdom for our action 
here by ees paok to the fathers, and ially to General Wash- 
ington himself, ought not to have stopped where he did. I have be- 
fore me a carefu ay preparod statement of the expenditures made by 
the people of the United States far the city and District, from 1800 
down to 1871. Why, sir, it would seem ost astounding, in the 
midst of the eloquence with which we are accustomed to be treated 
in relation to the debts of this District, when I state the amount of 
money expended during those seventy-one years, that is from 1800 
down to 1871. We find the total amount was only $1,002,785.52. In 
detail it is as follows: 


Statement of expenditures on account of improvements of avenues and 
streets in the city of Washington, from 1800 to 1871, inclusive.» 


Amount. | Amount 
$10, 000 00 $7, 229 58 
5, 000 00 || 1857 17. 500 00 
5, 000 00 15, 009 00 
60, 000 00 6, 550 00 
76, 680 00 3. 000 00 
9, 233 70 13,518 87 
2, 280 00 3, 300 00 
12, 000 00 11,846 13 
3, 933 26 13, 223 66 
10, 000 00 8, 926 58 
16, 000 00 56, 841 88 
3,754 11 72,993 69 
26, 280 50 20, 100 00 
44, 845 64 321, 575 00 
36, 277 33 051 W 
15, 329 37 10, 000 00 
36, 933 77 
17, 666 69 1, 002, 785 52 


I have also before me, Mr. Speaker, the report of the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, under date of November 26, 1879. How 
stand the expenditures on the part of the Government in this District 
during the past year? How do the expenditures for 1879, one year, con- 
trast with the amount of expenditures for the seventy-one years from 
1800 to 1871? How do they contrast now with the expenditures of 
our fathers in the days of virtue, in the days of those great exem- 
plars whom we are told in our action here we should imitate? This 
report from the office of the commissioners of the District of Co- 
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lumbia is addressed to the President. The receipts into the treasury 
of the District of Columbia from all sources for the year ending 
June 30, 1879, are stated to be $3,467,665.52. Appropriations by Con- 
gress for general expenses are put down at $1,716,533.23; butin addi- 
tion there are special appropriations for filling canal; for food, medi- 
cine, and medical attendance for r; water rents and taxes and 
trust funds, amounting to $134,602.68, or nearly $2,000,000 ont of the 
$3,467,665.52 appropriated by Congress. And this is for a single year. 
More than one-half of the total sum was paid by the people of the 
United States. They paid a larger sum than was expended by Con- 
gress for the support of the government of this District from 1800 to 
1871 


The days of patriotism, perhaps, have wn apace. The time of 
enterprise came. It came to New York City; it came to Washington 
City, and the real-estate pool, and rings, and plunderers of the Treas- 
ury came upon the scene. Then were gathered and furnished to Con- 
gress all the special pleadings which could be urged for extensive 
appropriations, and nothing but the very excesses committed so ar- 
rested the attention of the country that it struck down the old Dis- 
trict government. During the Forty-third and Forty-fourth Con- 

while these matters were fresh in the public mind, it was 
impossible to bind the people of the country to such appropriations, 
to such proportions of expenditure as we have now established. Time 
went on, and through the special pleading of men about the corri- 
dors of this Capitol, parties interested, there was a one-sided view 
presented, and, as the gentleman from Texas says, we are now bound 
to the payment of one-half of the expenditures of this city govern- 
ment. 

Because, forsooth, in the original t this fee-simple right tothe 
streets was reserved to the F. 1 Government; because it was the 
policy of Con to see its territory should remain absolutely under 
its control, this fact has been seized upon, that these streets which 
are designed principally for the convenience of the business of this 
city belong in fee-simple to the Federal Government, is thrust con- 
stantly into our faces as evidence that, owning the property, we are 
under obligation to pay the enormous sums of money which have been 
called for. 

But ter danger has yet tocome. Wh ese questions were 
up in cy a I have seen, as other membe ve seen, capitalists 
interested in real estate here crowding about the lobbies. There was 
once a greater check upon extravagant expenditure—the heavy bur- 
den of taxation established a sort of conservatism, but under the 
principle laid down by the law, in reference to which this city is dif- 
ferent from any other in the United States, the people bear but one- 
half of the burden of taxation, and hence the greater inducement on 
their part to extravagance in carrying on the affairs of this District. 
I know not what schemes are ahead of us; I know that circumstances 
are inviting, and I fear that the time will come, when this city, in- 
stead of being the modest capital of a republic, will far surpass in 
8 the capitals of the great kingdoms and empires abroad. 

here is danger, in my opinion, because of the fact that this Govern- 
ment is bound to the payment of one-half of the expenditures, and it 
may be that hereafter expenditures may reach a point when those 
which now excite our complaint will bear the same proportion to the 
expenditures on the part of the Government in 1879 that the expend- 
itures for that year bear to those for seventy-one years from 1800 to 
1871, exceeding in that year, as I have said, the expenditures for the 
whole period from 1800 to 1871, or for seventy-one years. 

1 would be glad, sir, ifit were proper that this matter here now were 
in a condition to be discussed from several other stand-points; but, as 
it is, I am indebted to the courtesy of the gentleman from Virginia 
for the little time I have occupied. The object I have had in view 
was to unite my voice with that of the gentleman from Texas in pro- 
testing against the absurd and grotesque proposition that we should 
be bound for one-half of the burdens of taxation that are to be im- 

for this District. 

Mr.NEAL. Mr. Speaker, the remarks of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia would be very proper if we had under consideration an amend- 
ment to the act of Congress organizing a government for the District 
of Columbia; but they have no application to the amendments nor 
to the bill now before us. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. If 
they are proper and there is avy force in them, is it not time we were 
providing for a repeal of the very law out of which the necessity for 
the passage of this proposition originated, so that by such a repeal 
5 rr of the United States should be put on a fair and proper 

ootin 

Mr. NEAL. I will answer the gentleman in the course of what I 
have to say. Governments for the District of Columbia organized 
by Congress, in which the people had nothing whatever to say, have 
created this indebtedness which it is proposed shall be audited and 
paid. The people were not consulted in regard to them, and there is 
nothing, therefore, fair or honest in saying that they shall be respon- 


sible for debts which they could never have created had the power 
been given to them or the r privilege accorded to them to say 
whether or not they should have Tien created. 


I wish to reply briefly to some of the remarks which the gentle- 
man from Texas made on the amendment which was considered prior 
to the one now pending. These debts, Mr, Speaker, were for sewer 
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and for street and avenue improvements, in which the people of the 
United States were just as much interested as the people of the Dis- 
trict. It is true, as the gentleman has stated, that assessments were 
made on the public property, but it is also true that like assessments 
were made on the property of the people of this District, and they 
have paid them exact vos the Government of the United States has 
paid its assessments. But these debts were created for general pur- 
poses, pores for which the property of the United States was just 
as much benefited as that of individuals, and it is therefore entirely 
right, and there is a moral obligation resting on us, to provide for 
payment in such way as that the sore of the United States shall 
pay at least the 55 that their property bears to the entire 
property of the District. 

I shall not undertake myself to say what the public property in the 
District is worth, but I have here, Mr. S er, the statement which 
was made by the honorable and distinguished gentleman from comes 
[ Mr. SrepHENs,] who I am sorry is not present to-day, at the last 
session of Congress when this bill was under consideration. He said: 


The public property within this city amounts to at least $90,000,000. 


Now, then, there was an assessment of the property of the people 
of this District made within the past year, and the entire assessment 
of the real and personal property of the people of the District was 
less than $100,000,000. So that the statement I have made that the 
public property of the District is equal to one-half the entire prop 
erty of the District is not very far out of the way. If that be the 
case, it is nothing more than just, nothing more than right that the 
public property should bear one-half the burdens. 

But that is not the question which fairly comes before us now. 
The question is, shall we do justice to these contractors who have by 
reason of the repeal of the law which provided for the auditing of 
their claims failed to have their claims audited? It was no fault of 
theirs. The claims were filed within the time allowed by law; but 
the law was repealed and therefore their claims were not audited. 
They simply ask the privilege of going before the Court of Claims, 

rosecuting their claims against the District, and receiving the same 
justice which has been given to other claimants who have more 
fortunate in having claims audited. I trust that the moral sense 
of this House will n itate a moment to do justice to these men 
who have been knocking at the doors of Congress for the poor priv- 
ilege of receiving the pay which is justly due them for labor which 
they expended years ago. 

I move the previous question on the amendment and section. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. SAMFORD.] 

Mr. REAGAN. Let it be again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the section as amended, and it was agreed 


Mr. NEAL moved to reconsider the vote by which the section, as 
amended, was agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read section 7, as follows: 

Sec. 7. In all cases prosecuted under the provisions of this act it shall be the 
duty of the claimant, after the commencement of said actions, to 3 them 
in said court diligently; and after any issue of law or of fact shall be joined in any 
case, the Attorney-General shall have power to place the same on the trial calendar 
of said court for trial; and in all cases when any case has been reached in its order 
on the calendar, and the trial thereof has been unreasonably delayed by the claim- 
ant, the said court may, on motion of the Attorney-General, on notice to the claim- 
ant, or his counsel, attorney, or solicitor, dismiss said claim; and such dismissal or 
final judgment on any claim shall be a conclusive bar against any further AS 
tion of such claim before any court or tribunal whatsoever: Provided, That the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall pay according to the provisions of this act the said 
judgments from time to time as they may be presented. 

Mr. HUNTON. Imove the previous question on the seventh section. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the seventh section was agreed to. 

Mr. NEAL moved to reconsider the vote by which the seventh sec- 
tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. I offer as an additional section, 
which has the approval of the committee, what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 8. Noclaim shall be presented to or considered by the Court of Claims under 
the provisions of this act which was rejected by the board of audit. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NEAL. I offer as an additional section what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 9. No assignee or transferee of any claim provided for in this bill shall be 
entitled to prosecute any such claim so assigned to him before said Court of 
Claims according to the provisions of this bill forany larger amount than was paid 
to the original owner and assignor for the same, including interest thereon at the 
rate of 6 per cent. per annum from the transfer of the same to the date of the bonds 
herein provided for to be issued in payment thereof; and no such assignment shall 

* impair the right of the original owner to prosecute for and receive as herein pro- 


vided for the amount due him less the amount received by the assignee, as above 
set forth, according to the provisions of this bill. 


Mr. NEAL. I wish to say one word in explanation of this section, 
The object of it is to provide that persons who have purchased these 
claims shall receive the money which they paid for them, with inter- 
est on them,and that the remainder shall go to the original con- 
tractor. The facts are these: These claims have been bought up by 
speculators at the rate of about forty cents on the dollar. Son: 
tractors have been compelled to sell their claims, in order that they 
might pay their workingmen, and for other purposes. Now, these 
gentlemen have taken the risk. It is, in a certain sense of the word, 
a gratuity. I propose in this amendment that they shall receive their 
money back with interest, and that the balance shall g to pay the 
original contractors. It seems to me it should commend itself to the 
fair judgment of every man in this House. 

E BARBER. Is the interest to come out of the balance of the 
claim 


Mr. NEAL. Certainly. The party gets his money back with 6 per 
cent. interest. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio a question. 
He says these claims have been bought up by speculators. Does he 
know who those speculators are ? 

Mr. NEAL. My information, whether correct or not I do not know, 
is that the First National Bank of New York holds nearly a million 
dollars of these claims. 

Mr. WARNER. It seems to me to be a very strange proceeding 
which is proposen in this amendment. We authorize those who have 
purchased these claims at forty cents on the dollar to prosecute the 
claims in the courts and to receive payment at the forty cents or 
whatever they may have purchased them for and 6 per cent. interest. 
Then we go back and authorize a man who has parted with all his 
property right in the claim to oer his claim against the Goy- 
ernment for the balance of it. Now, if we could have this done gen- 
erally in our financial transactions over the country we might, some 
of us, be very glad. But that is not the way we do our business gen- 
erally. I move, therefore, as an amendment to the amendment, that 
the last clause be stricken out; or I call for a division of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. REAGAN. Has the gentleman considered the question of what 
woald be the condition of those claims which have been several times 
transferred between the original claimant and the present holder ? 

Mr. NEAL. I think the amendment is broad enough to cover all 


that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] calls 
for a division of the amendment; and the question will first be taken 
upon that portion of the amendment which will now be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


No assignee or transferee of any claim provided for in this bill shall be entitled 
to prosecute any such claim so assigned to him before said Court of Claims, accord- 
ing to the provisions of this bill, for any larger amount than was paid to the orig- 
inal owner and assignor for the same. including interest thereon at the rate of 6 per 
cent. per annum from the transfer of the same to the date of the bonds herein pro- 
vided for to be issued in payment thereof. 


Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, I want to say a word on this amend- 
ment. I am surprised that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NEAL} 
should offer such an amendment. If I understand the facts, they are 
about as follows: It is alleged that the District of Columbia owed 
certain parties, months perhaps years ago, a debt or debts. The Dis- 
trict of Columbia or the Government of the United States failed to 
provide the money with which to pay those debts, The parties to 
whom those debts were owing saw proper to part with their claims, 
as has been alleged by the gentleman, at some price or prices satis- 
factory to them. Who they were on the one hand who sold and on 
the other hand who bought I do not know and I do not care. 

The gentleman now seeks to come in and by this act not only to 
provide for the payment of that which the District or the Government 
of the United States, one or both, owed, but also to determine that 
there shall be paid to the peng what they paid for these claims 
with 6 per cent. interest thereon, and that the balance of the claim 
shall be paid to those who years ago sold their claims. 

That is a proposition for legislative interference the like of which 
I never heard of any legislative body proposing to engage in before. 
In paying what we owe we propose not to pay a part of it to the per- 
son we owe, but to pay it to a person we do not owe, and then call 
the debt paid. 

We can, if we choose, do this: we can repudiate outright this debt, 
in whole or in part, if that is what the gentleman wants to do. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] offers an amendment providing 
that we will pay these contractors just what they paid for these 
claims, with 6 per cent. interest, and that we will not pay anybody 
the balance. That amendment is more equitable than the original 
amendment, and I will vote for it in preference to the amendment of 
his colleague, [Mr. NEAL. ] 

Mr. SIMONTON. Do you not think that this amendment would be 
an impairing of the contracts made between these parties? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Yes, I think so. We might, however, 
repudiate 60 per cent. of this indebtedness, if you please, and make 
a present of the amount repudiated to the original vendor of these 
claims; and that is just what the amendment proposes to do. 

The question was upon agreeing to the first clause of the additional 
section proposed by Mr. NEAL, 
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Mr. FINLEY. I move, instead of calling fora division of the pro- 
posed section, to amend it by striking out these words: 

And no such assignment shall im: the right of the original owner to prose- 
cute for and SAVA ua herein 19 for, ie amount due him less the amount 
received by the assignee as above set forth g to the provisions of this bill. 

I believe such an amendment will have the preference over a di- 
vision of the section. I believe it isin order to perfect the section by 
amendment. i 

The SPEAKER. A division of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. NEAL] will enable the House to accept or reject either 
or both of the substantive propositions contained in that amendment. 
If the House is in favor of striking out the second branch of the pro- 
posed amendment, it can vote it down when the question comes to be 
taken upon agreeing to the second branch. 

Mr. FINLEY. Very well. 

Mr. NEAL. I now call the previous question on the amendment 
which I have proposed. 8 

The previous question was seconded aud the main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof both the first and second branches 
of the amendment were rejected. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question was 2 the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SIMONTON. On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; there being upon a division—ayes 
30, noes 99; one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The question was taken upon the motion to adjourn; and upon a 
division there were—ayes 86, noes 73. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. HUNTON said: I suppose it will satisfy gentlemen on both 
sides of the House to have the previous question ordered on the pas- 

è of this bill, so that it will come up to-morrow morning. 
he SPEAKER, The effect of ordering the previous question upon 
this bill will be to bring it up as unfinished business to-morrow morn- 
ing! hould the House now adjourn. Is there objection ? 
, SIMONTON. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The call for the regular order is equivalent to 
an objection. Upon the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
ai [Mr. Corrnorn, ] that the House now adjourn, there were—ayes 

, noes 73. 

Mr. NEAL. Icall for the yeas and nays on the motion to adjourn. 

The os and nays were not ordered, only 14 voting in favor 


ereof, 

Mr. NEAL. I call for tellers on the motion to adjourn. 

Tes were ordered ; and Mr. NEAL and Mr. SIMONTON were ap- 
pointed. 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported ayes 99, noes not 
counted, 

So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

3 announcement of the result the following business was 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted— 

To Mr. Pounp, until Thursday next, on account of important 
business ; 4 

To Mr. Davipson, until the 19th instant; 

To Mr. WILBER, for Thursday and Friday next, on account of 
sickness ; and 

To Mr. Berry, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, leave to withdraw pa from the files of 
the House was granted in the following cases, oe having been no 
adverse ropare. 

To Mr. WILLIS, in the case of B. B. Conner; and 

To Mr. GILLETTE, in the case of M. F. Clark. 

COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with 
section 4690 of the Revised Statutes, the report of the Superintendent 
of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, for the year ending June 30, 1879 ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF TENNESSEE RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting recommendation of 
special appropriation for improvement of Tennessee River; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and, on motion of Mr. 
ConGER, ordered to be printed. 

REPAIR OF POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Postmaster-General, recommending an appropriation 
of $16,365 for the repair of the rooms in the Post-Office Department 


building lately occupied by the Washington City post-office; which 
ommittee on Appropriations. 
PUBLIC IMPROVEMENT IN SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, recommending an appropriation to pay the city of San 


was referred to the 


Francisco, California, for the improvement of Bay street; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
CLERICAL FORCE FOR SUPERVISING INSPECTOR-GENERAL. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, relative to clerical force 
in the office of the Supervising Inspector-General ; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Si SAN ANTONIO ARSENAL. 

On motion of Mr. UPSON, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
54) to enable the Secretary of War to purchase land to enlarge and 
protect the San Antonio arsenal was taken from the Speakers table, 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I call for the regular order. 

The vote agreeing to the motion to adjourn was then announced ; 
and accordingly (at four o’clock and forty minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 

77 8 Ly pay 55 as masea: 3 PENIDE 5 
the SPEAKER: Papers relating to the pension e Mary 
Dallas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AIKEN: Two petitions of citizens of Laurens County, South 
Carolina, against the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors— 
to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. ATKINS: Papers relating to the claims of Samuel Howard, 
James M. Priddy, F. A. Replogle, and George M. Robinson, for com- 
pensation for property taken for the use of the United States Army 
during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAKER: The petition of citizens of Indiana, for the estab- 
lishment of a post-route from Adamsville, Cass County, 3 to 
Elkhart, Indiana to the Committee on the Pos ce and Post- 


Also, the petition of C. C, Buck and 30 others, citizens of Plymouth, 
Marshall County, Indiana, for the repeal of the law imposing a tax 
on money deposited in banks and a two-cent tax on checks—to the 
Committee of 8 7 7 and Means. 

By Mr. BICKNELL: The petition of James B. Hicks and others, 
for a post-route from Salem to Little York via West Point Metho- 
dist Church, Washington County, Indiana—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BLISS: The petition of Charles S. Jones, to be reimbursed 
his losses incurred by reason of an alleged 3 deprivation of a 
Government contract, in the year 1873, by W. W. Belknap, then Sec- 
retary of War—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of Hon. D. W. Stebbins and others, 
citizens of Wisconsin, for the establishment of a post-route from 
Ahnapee to Dykesville, Wisconsin—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, a bill to provide for the construction of a harbor at Kewau- 
nee, in the connty of Kewaunee, in the State of Wisconsin—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRENTS: A paper relating to the establishment of post- 
routes from Neah Bay to Quinelt, and from San Juan to Lime Kiln, 
washington Territory—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. BREWER: The petition of Laban Conner, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: Memorial of Joseph G. Ayers, a surgeon in the 
United States Navy, relative to his discharge from the volunteer serv- 
ice in the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Joint resolution of the Legislature of the State 
of Michigan, favoring the abolition of polygamy as a condition pre- 
cedent to the admission of the Territory of Utah into the Federal 
Union—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill to improve the slack-water naviga- 
tion of Green River, in the State of Kentucky—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CALKINS: A bill appropriating $200,000 to aid in the con- 
struction and completion of the harbor at Michigan City, Indiana— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. CANNON, of Illinois: The petition of L. J. Bond and others, 
that the name of Cyrus S. Huffman may be placed on the pension- 
roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The peson of Morgan Evarts, for relief 
from the disabilities imposed by a court-martial in the war of the 
rebellion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLAFLIN : The petition of W. B. Baker and others, that a 
suitable monument be erected over the grave of Daniel Morgan, who 
wasa major-general under George Washington—to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. COFFROTH: The petition of certain soldiers of the Na- 
tional Home at Milwaukee, Wisconsin, for an increase of pension 
from $24 to $30 per month for persons who have lost a leg or arm— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLERICK: Papers relating to the pension claim of Jo- 
hanna Meehan and her minor children—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COOK: The petition of citizens of Irwin County, Georgia, 
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for the establishment of a post-route from House Creek to Cintillia, 
Georgia—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. COX: Memorial of Alice E. De Groot, administratrix, relat- 
ing to a contract made with certain officials of the United States— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri: A bill for the improvement of the Saint 
Francis River, in the State of Missouri—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. i 3 

Also, a bill for the improvement of the Black River in the States 
of Missouri and Arkansas—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of R. W. Clark, to be paid a part 
of his salary withheld from him while he was a clerk in the Post- 
Office Department—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. DE LA MATYR: The petitions of E. W. Loring and 60 
others, of W. F. Simens and 46 others, of James McConnell and 62 
others, of John Blakeman and 40 others, of Wilson Willard and 90 
others, of W. E. Crane and 40 others, of John D. Tucker and 132 others, 
of J. C. Dick and 131 others, of J. S. Woodruff and 18 others, of W. 
Yates and 17 others, ex- Union soldiers, that they be paid the difference 
between mbacks and specie at the time they were originally 
paid—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Papers relating to the claim of O. W. Streeter, 
for compensation forservices rendered as a United States Marshal—to 
the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. FORSYTHE: The peers of General B. Sweet and 130 
others, citizens of Palestine, Illinois, that a pension be granted James 
M. Gullett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Mary A. Stilgboner, for a pension—to the same 
committee, aos 

Also, the petitions of soldiers of the Fourteenth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteers, and of citizens of Shelbyville, Illinois, that a pension be 
granted to Mary A. Stilgboner—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GOODE: The petition of William H. Ward, for the removal 
of his political disabilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts: The petition of Warren K. 
Churchill, postmaster at Elmwood, Massachusetts, to be relieved from 
accounting for funds burglariously stolen from the post-office at said 
place—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HASKELL: Papers relating to the claim of C. H. Howard, 

tmaster at Osage mission, Kansas, to be refunded moneys of which 
was robbed—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill providing for the improvement of the IIli- 
nois River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HEILMAN: The petition of L. W. Kincheloe, for compen- 
sation for a barge and other property seized and used by the United 
States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Thomas J, Taylor, for pay for services as a 
scout during the late war—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of soldiers of Indiana, for equalization of pay— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENKLE: The petition of Dr. William J. C. Duhamel, 
late acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the Roman Catholic clergy of 
Margiana for compensation for the destruction of crops and the use 

f their farm in Charles County, Maryland, by the United States 
Army during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY: The petition of the messengers of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, for additional compensation—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

rece e relating to the petition of Joseph Bradshaw to be 
refunded taxes improperly collected from him by United States rev- 
enue officials—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOUK: Memorial of soldiers of the Mexican war, citizens 
of East Tennessee, that the soldiers of the war with Mexico be granted 
pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of James Cox, to be restored to the pension-roll— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of 8, D. Blair and others, that the charge of de- 
sertion be removed from the military record of Robert Minsey—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Patrick Carroll, for compensation for services 
3 assistant librarian of the War Department to the Committee of 

aims. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The petition of W. H. Woffle and 43 others, 
for an equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of citizens of the District of Colum- 
bia, for the epocas parage of the bill (H. R. No. 1212) providing for 
the collection of debts under $50—to the Committee for the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petitions of Mary Armstrong and of Rhoda 
Locke, ee the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNA: A bill to authorize a further appropriation to con- 
tinue the improvement of Elk River, in West Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

BA wt a bill for the improvement of New River—to the same com- 

Also, a bill for the improvement of Big Sandy River—to the same 
committee. 

Also, a bill to authorize a further appropriation to continue the 


improvement of the Great Kanawha River, in West Virginia—to the 
same committee. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of Guyandotte River—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of Rosalie Lewis, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANNING: The petition of James J. Drumgoole, for com- 
pensation for Be rty taken by the United States Army during the 
ate war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MONEY: The petition of Elijah Vandiver, for compensa- 
tion for property taken by the United States Army during the late 
war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill to restore and improve the channel of 
the Mississippi River at Merrimac Point, Fish Bend, and Madison, 
Illinois—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MULLER: The petition of B. F. Babbitt and others, of 
New York City, that business circulars may be sent through the mails 
at the same rates as newspapers—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NEW: The petition of George B. Hansell, that he be paid 
his transportation from Sitka, Alaska, to which place he was ordered 
as an officer in the revenue marine, and where he was discharged—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: A bill to appropriate $125,000, for the improve- 
ment of the harbor at Savannah, Georgia—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Also, a bill to appropriate $100,000 to the improvement of the har- 
bor at Darien, Georgia, and to improve the navigation of the Alta- 
maha River, in said State—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PHISTER: The petition of Thomas McKinster, for arrear- 

e of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. POEHLER: The petition of C. F. Heers, for compensation 
for injuries received while an employé of the United States—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of Francis C. Shanley, for increase of pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRESCOTT: The petition of citizens of New York, for the 
equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Verlinda Davis, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.ROTHWELL: The petition of Richard Tilison and 24 others, 
citizens of Chariton and Randolph Counties, Missouri, for the equal- 
ization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SAPP: The petition of soldiers of Iowa, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois: The petition of Henry L. Cabell 
and others, citizens of Virginia, for an appropriation of $5,000 to erect 
a monument over the remains of Major-General Daniel Morgan, a dis- 
tingnished hero of the Revolution—to the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of John L. Bartley, for arrears of 
pénsion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky: A paper relating to the pen- 
sion claim of John Dysche—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of William Spragens and others, asking com- 
pensation for the widow of G. D, Ellis, who was killed while in the 
revenue service of the United States—to the Committee of Claims, 

Also, the petition of Mary A. Coffey, for compensation for property 
taken by the United States Army during the late war—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OSCAR TURNER: Papers relating to the claim of A. G. & 
B. P. Lee for compensation for property destroyed by the United 
States Army in Paducah, Kentucky, during the late war—to the 
same committee. 2 

By Mr. UPSON: A paper relating to the claim of Charles Rassy 
for compensation for cotton seized by United States officials in 1864— 
to the same committee. A 7, 

Also, a paper relating to the pension claim of Emily E. Hitchcock— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the fire-arms patent claim of 
William W. Hubbell—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WARD: The petition of 193 citizens of Delaware County, 
Pennsylvania, for the amendment of the homestead TA giving fur- 
ther aid to settlers on the public lands and to aid in the development 
thereof—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. WARNER: The petition of O. F. Cole, of Leipsic, Ohio, and 
90 others, soldiers of the late war, declaring that they were paid in 
depreciated paper when they were entitled to coin, and asking to 
9 the difference made good to them to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. WEAVER: The petition of E. N. Severin and 69 others, ex- 
Union soldiers, of Knox County, Illinois, and of J. Litenfield and 192 
others, ex-soldiers, that the Union soldiers in the late war may be 
restored to equal rights with holders of Government bonds—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of J. B. Galloway and 107 others, 
@x-soldiers and citizens, of Monroe County, Michigan, for the equal- 
ization of bounties—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of Jonas B. Hoppes, for a pension— 
to Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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IN SENATE. 
TuESDAY, December 16, 1879. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, presented the petition of Mrs. Virginia 

Grove, of Pensacola, Florida, praying for the p eof a law grant- 
ing a pension to Missourie Hiner, widow of David Hiner, late of the 
United States Navy; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 
Mr. FERRY presented resolutions of the Board of Trade of Sagi- 
naw, Michigan, remonstrating against any change in the tariff laws 
during the present session of Congress; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of Emily Leonard and 300 others, 
citizens of Meriden, Connecticut, praying for an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States effecting the total separation of 
Church and State, and protecting all citizens in the enjoyment of 
equal religious rights and liberties ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on, the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of the Higganum Manufacturing 
Corporation, and others, of Higganum, Connecticut, praying for the 
passage of a law allowing the transmission of trade-lists through the 
mails, addressed to individuals, when delivered at the post-office in 
packages of five pounds or more, at the present newspaper rate of 
two cents per pound; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MCPHERSON presented the petition of James Rawson and 
others, soldiers of the late war, praying for the passage of a bill for 
the equalization of bounties; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented the petition of Daniel Ruggles, of Vir- 
ginia, praying for an appropriation by Con to be expended under 
the direction of the Department of Agriculture, to make experiments 
in producing artificial rain-fall; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of J. H. Bross and others, set- 
tlers on the Osage trust lands, praying for the passage of the bill (H. 
R. No. 2326) for the relief of settlers on the Osage trust and dimin- 
ished reserve lands in Kansas, and for other purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented the petition of B. L. Adams and others, soldiers 
of the late war, praying for the of a bill for the equaliza- 
tion of bounties; which was referred to the Committee on Military. 


Affairs. 

Mr. McDONALD presented the memorial of Benjamin Lippencott 
and others, citizens of Washington, District of Columbia, stockhold- 
ers in the Capitol, North O Street and South Washington Railway 
Company, remonstrating inst the passage of the bill (S. No. 257) 
to amend the act incorporating the Capitol, North O Street and South 
Washington Railway Company; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD presented the petition of Joseph B. Shollenbager, 
late private Company F, Fifth Infantry, Iowa Volunteers, praying for 
a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also presented the petition of Patrick Murphy and others, of 
the National Soldiers’ Home, at Milwaukee, Wisconsin, praying for 
the passage of a law gmnting an increase of pension from $24 to 830 
per month to those who lost a leg above the knee, and an arm above 
or below the elbow; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I present evidence in the matter of 
the claim of James M. Wilbur, of New York, who prays compensa- 
tion for furnishing illuminated tiling used in the construction of the 
New York sie tg and court-house buildings. A bill for the 
relief of Mr. bur was introduced in this body at the recent extra 
session and is now in the hands of the Committee on Claims. I move 
the reference of the papers I now present to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNSIDE presented the petition of M. S. Powell and others, 
soldiers in the late war, praying for the passage of a law granting to 
soldiers and sailors who served in the late war the difference between 
the value of backs and gold, with interest at 6 per cent., com- 

unded semi-annually, from the time of payment; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FERRY, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 17) for the relief of Albert Towle, reported it without 
5 and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 

rinted. 

. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 2803) for the relief of Doddridge and 
Davis, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Committee on Public Lands have had under 
consideration the bill (S. No. 19) to authorize the Secretary of the 


Interior to ascertain and certify the amount of land located with 
military warrants in the States described therein, and for other pur- 
poses, and have directed me to report it back with amendments. I 
am instructed also to ask ission for the committee to submit a 
written report to 8 the bill, to be presented at a later day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To which the Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am also instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands to report back the bill (S. No. 43) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to ascertain and certify the amount of land located 
with military warrants in the States described therein, and for other 
P „Which is on the same general subject as the preceding bill, 
with the recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be postponed indefinitely 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 840) to exempt from taxation competitory prizes 
won by American citizens in foreign countries, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. No, 1955) authorizing an allowance for loss, by leakage or cas- 
ualty, of spirits withdrawn from distillery warehouses for exporta- 
tion, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2053) to authorize the assistant treasurer of the United 
States at New York to waive enforcement of section 3477 of the Re- 
vised Statutes so far as the same affects certain drafts upon him now 
held by the Masonic Bank, of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. RANDOLPH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 137) to aid the completion of the soldiers 
and sailors’ monument at Chalmette National Cemetery, Lonisiana, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the memo- 
rial of the Legislative Assembly of Montana Territory in favor of 
the establishment of a cavalry post at or near Henry’s Lake, in that 
Territory, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered 
to be printed, and the committee were discharged from the farther 
8 of the memorial. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 819) to authorize the laying of a telegraphic 
cable from the mainland in Rhode Island to Block Island, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 820) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to purchase land adjacent to the custom-house in 
the city of Providence, Rhode Island, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 296) for the relief of Edward P. Vollum, 
8 it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 401) for the relief of Peter Meagher, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed, * 

BLAIR MONUMENT ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am also directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 837) to donate 
twelve condemned bronze cannon to the Blair Monument Association 
of Saint Louis, Missouri, to report it favorably, without amendment ; 
and I ask that it may be considered at the present time. It will only 
take a moment. The bill simply donates twelve bronze cannon to 
the Blair Monument Association, if they can be spared without injury 
to the public service. ; 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Missouri will allow the 
bill to remain until to-morrow. I should like to consult with him in 
relation to an amendment for the monument at Bennington, Vermont. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is a separate bill pending for that, and I 
hope the Senate will not undertake to put in other things. As a mat- 
ter of course, one objection will carry the bill over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none, and it is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
REPORT ON IRON, STEEL, ETO. 

Mr. RANSOM. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred a resolution to print one thousand copies of the 
report of the board to test iron, steel, and other metals, to report it 
with amendments, and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the follow- 
ing resolution, submitted by Mr. WALLACE on the 9th instant: 

Resolved, That 1,000 copies of the report of the board to test iron, steel, and other 
metals be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Printing were, in 
line 1, after“ RTAS to insert a concurrent clause; in line 1, to 
strike out “1,000” and insert 3,000; in line 3, to strike out “the Sen- 
ate” and insert Congress; and at the end of the resolution to add 
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“1,000 for the use of the Senate, and 2,000 for the use of the House;“ 
so as to make the resolution read: eae 

Resolved by ti te, (the House of Representatives concurring,) 3,000 copies 
of the eee to test ad steel, and other metals be printed for thet use 
of Congress, 1,000 for the use of the Senate, and 2.000 for the use of the House. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BRUCE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 865) to provide for the investment of certain 
unclaimed pay and bounty moneys now in the Treasury of the United 
States, and to facilitate and encourage the education of the colored 
race in the several States and Territories; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 866) for the relief of Sophia G. Mitchell and Eliza 
Jane Mahon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLAIR asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 867) for the relief of Joseph G. Ayres, a sur- 
geon of the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BAUNDERS $ asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 868) for the relief of the Omaha tribe of 
Indians; which was Tead twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MCPHERSON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 869) for the relief of Mrs. Julia L. Will- 
iams, administratrix of the estate of William P. Williams, deceased ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ile also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 870) granting a pension to Louis Christopher 
Tiedeman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WITHERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 871) granting a pension to Mary W. Jones; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. JONAS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 872) for the better organization of the district 
court of the United States within the State of Louisiana; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KIRK WOOD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 873) granting a pension to George W. Wick- 
wire; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 874 ting a pension to the surviving officers 
and members of the Thirty-séventh Iowa Volunteer Infantry, known 
as the Graybeards ;” which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BOOTH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 875) for the erection of a statue of Joseph 
Henry, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BALDWIN asked, and by unanimous consent obtaihed, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 876) for the relief of Edward Corselius and 
seven other persons, late members of the First Michigan Cavalry 
Veteran Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 877) to relieve the Treas- 
urer of the United States from the amount now charged to him and 
sae goer with the several States; which was read twice by its title. 

. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have a word to say on this bill, 
and then I shall move its reference. 

It will be recollected that in 1836 we had no public debt and there 
was a surplus in the Treasury of some $40,000,000 or $50,000,000. An 
act was passed in June, 1836, depositing about $28,000,000 of this 
amount with the different States. There were twenty-odd States 
that received a part of the money. That has been charged upon the 
books of the Treasury, and is now charged to the different States. 
It stands there now as money deposited in bank, and every statement 
made by the Treasury from any of its offices has to contain the $28,- 
000,000, either deducted or added, or a note made of it. After con- 
sultation with the Secretary of the Treasury and other officers, I have 
introduced the bill just read by its title. I have here a communica- 
tion from the Register’s office, giving a history of the transaction; and 
I move that it be printed and referred with the bill to the Committee 
on Appropriations, as it will require an appropriation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill, with the accompanying com- 
munication, will be printed and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 878) to authorize the Worthington and Sioux 
Falls Railroad Company to extend its road from the village of Sioux 
Falls, in the Territory of Dakota, in a westerly direction to the east 
bank of the Missouri River; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. LOGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 879) to amend an act to increase the pension 
of certain pensioned soldiers and sailors who have lost both their 
hands or both their feet, or the sight of both eyes, in the service of 
their country, approved June 17, 1878; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

_ Mr. BECK asked, 2 unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 880) for the relief of J. A. Hodges; which 
was read twice 75 — title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 881) forthe relief of Judson S. Post; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I introduce this bill by request. I know noth- 
ing of the merits of the bill, and am not committed in favor of or 
against it by its introduction. I moveits reference, with the accom- 
panying paper, to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 882) for the relief of Isaac A. Hedges; 
bor 2 read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aten 

Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 883) for the relief of the widow of John 
Waters, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLISON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 884) to amend section 2441 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 53) referring to the Court of 
Claims a claim against the United States for the loss of the schooncr 

n; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
PAY OF EMPLOYES OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. BECK. I ask leave to introduce a joint resolution, and I shall 
ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to introduce a joint res- 
olution (S. R. No. 52) authorizing the payment of the salaries of the 
employés of Congress on the 19th of December, 1879; which was read 
the first time by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read the 
second time at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time, as follows: 

Be it resolved, dc., That the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of 
Representatives are hereby authorized and directed to pay the employés of the 
two Houses of Congress on Friday, the 19th instant, for the month 8 

Mr. BECK. I ask that the joint resolution be passed at this time. 
because our financial clerk advises me that he cannot pay any of 
these employés until the Ist of January unless this is done. Many 
of them desire to go home during the recess. He has stated this to 
me as the reason why it should be done. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. ROLLINS, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and in the case of with- 
drawn from the files atthe Senate. ee m A 

NEGRO EMIGRATION TO NORTHERN STATES. 

Mr. WINDOM. I was very much gratified yesterday when the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] offered a resolution appoint- 
ing a committee of five to make inquiry as to the cayses of the exodus 
from the Sonthern States. It was gratifying to me for several rea- 
sons. Ihavelong wondered why the honorable Senator from Indiana, 
with his known sympathy for the oppressed and suffering of all coun- 
tries, has failed to speak in their behalf, and when I ascertained yes- 
terday from his resolution that at last the sufferings of that people, 
which have driven many of them from their homes, fave waved npon 
the sympathies of that honorable Senator, I felt that light was dawn- 
ing. upon that subject. 

he resolution, however, was not quite so explicit or so practical as 
I desire it to be, and therefore my purpose in rising now is to offer an 
additional resolution by way of amendment to the resolution proposed 
by the Senator from Indiana. 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be re- 
ported. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add at the end of the resolu- 
tion: 

And be it further resolved, That in case said committee shall find that said exodus 


| of colored citizens from the South has been caused by cruel and unjust treatment, 
| or by the denial or abridgment of personal or political rights, they shall farther 


inquire and report to the Senate: First, what, if any, action of Congress may be 


necessary to secure to every citizen of the United States the fall and free enjoy- 
ment of all rights guaranteed by the Constitution; second, whether the peaceful 
adjustment of all sectional issues may not be best seoured by the distribution of 
the colored race, through their partial migration from those States and congres- 


sional districts where, by reason of their numerical majority, they are not allowed 


to freely and peacefally exercise the rights of citizenship; anc third, that said 
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committee inquire and 1 report as to the expediency and practicability of providing | The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
or terri as ma; 


such territory be necessary for the use and occupation of per- 
sons who may desire to emigrate their present homes in order to secure the 
free, full, and peaceful enjoyment of their constitutional rights and privileges. 
Mr. WINDOM. I move that the amendment be printed and ordered 
to lie on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. e 


STATE, WAR, AND NAVY DEPARTMENT BUILDING. 


Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


and, if any changes have been so 


REPORT ON FISH AND FISHERIES, 
Mr. PADDOCK submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by the Senate, (the Hi Representatives concurring.) That 3,000 sets 
of the 3 of {he Renee oF the ype Piia Fish Commission 


be 
printed from the stereotype plates, of which 1,000 be for the use of the Senate. 


1,500 for the House of Representatives, and 500 for the use of the Commissioner of 
Fish and Fisheries, 


LOSS ON SPIRITS FOR EXPORTATION. 


Mr. BAYARD. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1955) authorizing an 
allowance for loss by leakage or casualty of spirits withdrawn from 
distillery warehouses for exportation. : 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will merely say ; 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Delaware will allow the 
communication from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to be read. 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. I send the communication to the desk, 
and ask that it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, May 22, 1879. 

Sm: I have your note of this date, asking for s tions in to the propri- 
ety of passing House bill No. 1955, suthorisin an allowance for loss by leakage or 
casualty of ae withdrawn from distillery warehouse for exportation. 

In reply, I have to state that in my opinion it would be eminently wise and just 
to pass this bill allowing for leakage or loss by unavoidable accident, and without 
any fraud or n ence of the distiller, owner, carrier, or their agents 
or employés, oce: during transportation from dist: warehouses to the port 
of export of spirits withdrawn from distillery warehouses for exportation. 
it is centainiy.& t hardship on the e sect algon So Do requires Si ey 
m tax upon spirits which have leaked or been lost by unavoid- 

o the same were from the place of manufacture 
to the port of * eie The existing law cov ae provides that spirits shall be 
withdrawn from the distillery warehouse wi t the payment of the tax, but other 
provisions of the law require a mge of the spirits at the port of ey th, aoi as- 
sessments made for 8 ere this deticiency results from or neg- 
ligence, the tax should be paid, but if it is simply an incident of transportation the 
ex should not be required to pay the tax. 

he exportation of a T proportions, and in 
my opinion American distillers will be able to very largely extend this business, 
and it seems to me proper to give them the encom ent that proposed act 


ninety cents 
able fetta eh 


affords. to that provision of the bill which relieves from assessments 
from the Ist of May, 1878, I would say that it is a question addressed cape to 
the wisdom of Congress, and if in its present shape would have the effect 


of relieving distillers from assessments for losses from which sa obtained no ad- 
vantage, and for spirits that never actually went upon the market. The second 
section of the bill seems to be entire! proper, so as to have whatever insurance 
may be obtained upon the taxes upon the spirits to inure to the benefit of the Gov- 


ernment. 
Very respectfully, ee AUA 


Hon. Tuomas F. BAYARD, 
Chairman Cotnmittes on Finance, United States Senate. 


The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PATENTS FOR MINERAL LANDS. 


Mr. TELLER. I move to take up Senate bill No. 765, reported from 
the Committee on Mines and Mining yesterday. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, pees to consider the bill (S. No. 765) to amend sections 
2324 and 2325 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concern- 
ing mineral lands. 

he bill was reported from the Committee on Mines and Minin 
with an amendment, in line 8 of section 1, after the word “located” 
to insert “the application for patent and ;” so as to make the bill read: 


That section 2325 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended by 
adding thereto the following words: Provided, That where the claimant for a 
patent is not a resident of or within the land district wherein the vein, lode, ledge, 
or deposit snare to be patented is located, the application for patent and the affi- 
davits required to be made in this section by the claimant for such patent may be 
made by his, her, or its authorized agent, where said agent is conversant with the 
facts sought to be established by said affidavits: And provided, That this section 
shall apply to all applications now pending for patents to mineral lands.” 

Sec. 2. That section 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended 
by adding the following words: * Provided, That the period within which the work 
required to be done annually on all unpatented mineral claims shall commence on 
the Ist day of January succeeding the date of location of such claim, and this sec- 
tion shall apply to all claims located since the 10th day of May, A. D. 1872.” 


The amendment was d to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 


third time, and passed. X 
TELEGRAPH CABLE IN RHODE ISLAND. 


Mr. BURNSIDE. I ask that the Senate proceed to the considera 
tion of the bill (S. No. 819) to authorize the laying of a telegraphic 
cable from the mainland in Rhode Island to Block Island. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It appropriates $15,000 for the por: 

of laying a telegraphic cable, nnder the direction of the Chief 
Bignal Officer of the Army, from the mainland of Rhode Island to 
Block Island, Rhode Island. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TRANSPORTATION OF ANIMALS. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Task to take from the Calendar the bill (S. 
No. 206) relative to the transportation of animals. I call it up for 
the purpose of making it a special order for another day, not with a 
view to have it considered to-day. I desire to have it made the spe- 
cial order for January 7. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey desires 
that the bill named by him be made a special order for the 7th day 
of January, immediately after the morning hour, to which the Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. McPHERSON. As many amendments were made to the bill at 
the extra session, I move that the bill be printed, with the amend- 
ments, in order that the Senate may plainly understand the action of 


the body. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be done under the rule. 
MILITARY STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS. 


Mr. MAXEY. I now ask that Senate bill No. 744, the unfinished 
business of yesterday, be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 744) to amend article 103 of the Rules and 
Articles of War. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senate had proceeded yesterday so far in the 
consideration of this bill as to hear the report of the committee read, 
and some remarks made by myself as having reported the bill on be- 
half of the Committee on Military Affairs, and by the Senator from 
Vermont, [Mr. EDMUNDS, J and also the Senator from New York, [Mr. 
CONKLING.] The purpose and design of the bill, as I stated yester- 
day, is to remove what is re ed by some as an ambiguity in the 
law in t to deserters ; that is to say, whether article 103 of the 
Rules and Articles of War, which article is a part of section 1342 of 
the statute, applies to deserters. That article reads: 


Ho pema shall be liable to be tried and 5 court-martial for 


any which ap to have been committed more two years before the 
issuing of the order for such trial, unless, by reason of having absented himself, 
or of some other t impediment, he shall not have been amenable to justice 
within that period. 


If that article had been submitted to me for opinion, without any 
information on my part as to its construction, I would have concluded 
that the expression “ for any offense” was sufficiently broad to haye 
covered the case, and that a deserter could avail himself of the lapse 
of two years the same as any other offender; that the expression “ by 
reason of having absented himself” had no application, so that it 
would not prevent the deserter from using the plea in bar; that the 
words “manifest impediment” referred, as the words would intimate, 
to some impediment to a trial in its nature manifest, as, for example, 
that the accused was in custody by virtue of a legal sentence of a 
court of competent jurisdiction, civil or military, whereby the power 
of the court-martial to proceed in the trial would not exist. That 
would be my construction of that — ig 2 Take a case where a 
man is insane and the trial could not or where it would be 
manifest inhumanity to try him; that would be my view of a mani- 
fest impediment. The legal authorities, I believe, have in the main 
held that the two years’ limitation does apply; but the military au- 
thorities have held that it does not. Hence, by reason of this ambigu- 
ity men are tried who have committed the crime of desertion a great 
many years ago, far more than two years; and if it be an ambiguity 
which causes this to be done, then it is the policy of the law-makers 
of the Government, it seems to me, to remove that ambiguity. That 
is the object of the bill. 

The Senator from Vermont suggested some amendments. I will 
say to that Senator, for whose legal opinion I have the highest re- 
spect, that I care not what amendment he adds so far as I am per- 
sonally concerned, so that the great purpose of the bill is maintained, 
which is that a man after the lapse of three years shall not be tried 
for the crime of desertion. It was submitted by the Senator that 
perhaps those who were guilty of frauds upon Government by 
embezzlement or otherwise might avail themselves of this provision. 
To that I would reply that in my judgment article 60 of the Rules 
and Articles of War was designed and intended to cover that class of 
cases and to place those who embezzled or committed other frauds 
upon the Government on the same footing as any other trustee. If, 


* 
however, the Senator believes this bill should be guarded on that 
point, I say all right, because I am as much opposed as the Senator 
or anybody else to allowing embezzlers to go scot free. All I desire 
is that the bill should be clearly and well guarded so as to prevent 
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the military authorities from trying a man for the crime of desertion 
after the lapse of three years. 

In support of what I have heretofore said, I will submit to the Sen- 
ate some remarks on the subject made by the Judge-Advocate-Gen- 
eral in his annual report for the present year directly bearing upon 
it. He being the officer particularly charged with the law matters 
connected with the Army, his opinion it occurs to me ought to be en- 
titled to great weight. Lask the Secretary to read what I have 
marked from the foot of page 4 tothe mark on page 6, so as to let the 
Senate see what that officer thinks. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


In connection with this report I desire again to call the attention of the Secre- 
tary of War to the amendment of the one hundred and third article of war, which 
has heretofore passed the Senate, but has failed to go through the House of Repre- 
sentatives, (though favorably reported by its . and the adoption 
5 hep as settling a protracted controversy, is, my judgment, imperatively 

ed for. 

The amended article, as accepted and passed by the Senate, is as follows : 


“ A bill to amend the one hundred and third article of war. 


“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the one hundred and third of the Rules and 
Articles of War be, and the same hereby is, amended so as to read as follows: 

“ ARTICLE 103. No person shall be tried or punished by a court-martial for any 
offense committed more than two years, or in case of desertion three years, before 
the arraignment of such 7 75 for such offense, unless he may meanwhile have 
absented himself from the United States, in which case the time of his absence 
shall be excluded in computing the period of the limitation.” 

I scarcely need again remind the honorable Secretary of the singular anomaly 
dwelt upon by me in former Ks and that while the prosecution of all other mili- 
tary crimes is admitted to be limited by the existing article to the od of two 
years therein prescribed, the crime of desertion bas been heretofore held and 
treated by the majority of commanders in the 8 to be practically unaffected by 
the limitation, so that a deserter 0 be brought to trial at any time after his 
offense, or, in other words, remain liable to arrest and punishment to the end of 
his life. Thus, under this doctrine and practice, a soldier of the war of 1812, who 
may have deserted and be still alive, may at any moment be 5 tried by 
court-martial, and sentenced to a term of imprisonment, thoug 2 an exemplary 
and valuable life of more than half n century he may bave atoned over and over 
for the dereliction of his youth. In other words, he remains under a liability from 
which a soldier lty of mutiny or cowardice in battle, or a civilian guilty of 
manslaughter, robbery, rape, arson, or high treason, is exempt under the existing 
law of the land. “Statutes of limitation,” as obse! by the United States Supreme 
Court, rest upon sound policy, and tend to the peace and welfare of society.” 
Wharton remarks of them that they are “acts of amnesty and grace, to be liber- 
ally construed in favor of the defendant,” and at the same time “checks imposed 
by the state itself to exact vigilant activity upon its subalterns.” They are, 
indeed, found in all modern codes as the expression not merely of an enlightened 
humanity, but of sound sense and practical policy; and for our military laws to 


exclude from their application any particular class of offenders against military | Justi 


discipline would seem to be unwo' y, the dignity of the Government, as well as 
prejudicial to the interests of the military service in inducing a lack of lacs 1 
ness and energy in the arrest and ishment of guilty persons. It is well known 
to the Secretary of War that it has always been held by the Judge-Advocate-General, 
my predecessor in office, as well as myself,) that the existing military statute of 
imitations—the article of war above mentioned, is a general statute, applying to 
desertion in the same manner and to the same extent as to all other mili offenses, 
and that the same conclusion has been held and expressed by the honorable Attor- 
ney-General in three successive official opinions, and indeed publicly approved and 
adopted by the Secretary of War in a general order (No, 68) issued from the War 
Department in 1874. I do not propose, however, to contest here the opposite doc- 
trine above referred to, but, in view of the fect that the same has been repeatedly 
ronounced against by the highest legal adviser of the Government, and of the 
fact that, while the construction of tho articlo remains thus in conflict, the due 
administration of military law must bo constantly embarrassed, and injustice and 
oppression be not e wrought in individual cases, I desire simply to 
6 that the grave existing complication and difficulty be fully and finally removed 
by lextalation such as that already initiated. In 
19, 1877, the present Secre of War approved such legislation, and recommended 
its adoption by Congress. Itis earnestly desired that this recommendation may 
be repeated. At present, indeed, when parties are brought to trial for desertions 
committed 2 years before, and sentenced, the President, 5 855 the recommend - 
ation of the Judge-Advocate-General, in the 2 of cases, intervenes, through 
the Secretary of War, and, by the exercise of the pardoning power, sets free the 
prisoner. But this fact, which forcibly illustrates the injustice and impolicy of 
such trials, shows also that the existing law or practice is most faulty in permit- 
ting the same to be had at all. 


Mr. MAXEY. By turning to section 1043 of the Revised Statutes, 
that class of crimes punishable in courts of criminal jurisdiction will 
be found, the act originally passed on the 30th of April, 1790: 

No person shall be prosecuted, tried, or punished for treason or other capital 
offense, willful murder excepted, unless the indictment is found within three years 
next after such treason or capital offense is done or committed. 

There it matters not what may be the character of the crime, will- 
ful murder only excepted, even for the high crime of treason, after 
the lapse of three years the party cannot te prosecuted. I ask any 
one who has ever thought of such matters if desertion is a higher 
crime than treason? And ought there not to be some reason and 
some harmony in the law? Why should a man because he belongs 
to the Army suffer for a less offense a higher penalty than one whois 
not in the Army shall suffer for a greater offense? Thereis no reason 
for it in my judgment. 

It is known to those who have had much to do with soldiers that 
there are a great many cases of hardship where in time of service a 
man’s wife, for example, is at the point of death and he wants to go 
to see her, the orders are imperative that he cannot, but he goes; or 
a boy desires to see his mother and he becomes so fastened in that 
desire that he cannot resist the temptation of going. Years may roll 
by, twenty, thirty, forty, fifty, as the law is construed, and that man 
may have been a perfectly good citizen in all respects, and yet he is 
liable to be arrested, tried, and punished for desertion. 

It seems to me that is unjust; it seems to me that the law waits 
until the evidence which a party had for proving his justification or 


his annual report of November 


his excuse, or at all events his mitigating circumstances, has passed 
pein and then springs upon him, and has him convicted and pun- 
ished, It does not seem to me that that is right. All I desire, as I 
rect before, is that there should be some guard thrown against such 
trials. 

Now, in reply to what the Senator from Vermont so well said yes- 
terday, (and I recognize his strength as a lawyer,) that this bill as 
presented does not contain the expression “ manifest impediment,” 
let me say, that the bill as presented was most carefully weighed by 
the Military Committee, as set forth in the report ; and our view was, 
that that expression “ manifest impediment” might be used to defeat 
the very object we are now seeking to accomplish ; and, as I stated, 

iving only some of what would be“ manifest impediments,” that 
anguage could not be construed to include desertion; and without 
that this other expression, “ absenting himself,“ would not operate 
to prevent the bar of the limitation. 
am willing, having discharged, as I think, my whole duty in this 
matter, and having no feeling whatever except to do what I believe 
to be an act of justice, to have the bill amended as the Senator from 
Vermont or any other Senator may see proper. So far as I am per- 
sonally concerned, I can offer no amendment, because I am acting for 
the committee; but I will make no opposition to any amendment 
which will protect the point sought to be accomplished, and reach 
embezzlers or anybody else who attempts to defraud the Government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I entirely agree with the Senator 
from Texas in respect to what he has said as to cases of desertion, 
about which this difference of opinion and difficulty and frequent 
injustice have occurred. As to the cases of embezzlement and other 
concealed crimes by officers in the Army, if I correctly understand the 
Senator, his opinion substantially concurs with mine that they ought 
not to escape at the end of two years if still in the service. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iso stated, and I think the case of The United States 
rs. Cook, in 17 Wallace, perhaps, would prevent them availing them- 
selves of the statute. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If they have concealed that embezzlement or have 
concealed themselves from the reach of the military process, just as 
in the civil law (as distinguished from military law) in the crimes 
act of the United States the statute of limitations has always, or at 
least for a great many years, contained this saving clause now found 
in section 1045, that— 

Nothing in the two preceding sections shall extend to any person fleeing from 
ce, 

The two preceding sections are the limitation sections. So, then, 
in the civil administration of justice, if a person commits any crime 
and hides himself, flees from justice so that he cannot be apprehended 
by reasonable diligence, whether within the United States or with- 
out, so that it can be found as a fact that he was not to be got at be- 
cause he had hidden, he cannot avail himself of the bar of the stat- 
ute. It is peculiarly so, and would be much worse as it respects officers 
inthe Army. The statutes expressly provide that no officer of the 
Army, except for desertion, shall be dismissed from the Army, except 
on a judgment of a court-martial. Very well; an officer of the Army, 
being a ee for instance, embezzles the money of the United 
States; he so covers up and falsifies his accounts that the fact is not 
discovered until more than two years, or whatever the limitation is, 
have elapsed, and it is then discovered. The officer says to the Pres- 
ident of the United States, and to all his fellow-officers and to every- 
body else, “You cannot get me out of the Army for that offense; I 
will be a paymaster still; I will still take my official place in all pro- 
cessions; I will still disgrace the Army of the United States and mor- 
tify and disgrace everybody that is in it, as I form part of it, because 
I am perfectly secure; you did not find out in season that I had been 
stealing money for ten or fifteen years till it was too late to prosecute 
me.” Of course that would be a scandal, a gross scandal. As the 
law now stands this provision of ‘manifest impediment” saves it in 
my opinion, and I have never heard any doubt that it did. In a very 
recent case of a 8 a very sad case—I will not mention the 
name because I do not wish to injure anybody’s feelings, he has many 
friends and a family—the largest part of the offenses of embezzlement 
were committed much more than two years before the embezzlement 
was discovered and the order for the trial of the officer was issued. I 
believe it did happen in that case that there were two or three in- 
stances afterwards that would have brought him into limbo, but that 
was a mere accident. 

Now, if I understand the Senator from Texas, he agrees that cases 
of that kind ought not to be allowed to slip out on the statute; but 
the case of desertion I entirely agree with him about. I propose, 
therefore, to meet his views and at the same time to save such cases 
as I have described of officers not deserters, to amend the bill reported 
by the Committee on Military Affairs so that the provision will read: 

That the one hundred and third of the Rules and Articles of War be, and the 
same is hereby, amended by adding thereto the following words : 

No person— 

Then I take the very words of the committee— 

No person shall be tried or punished by a court-martial for desertion more than 
three years before the arraignment of such person for such offense, unless he may 
meanwhile have absented himself from the United States, in which case the time 
of his absence shall be excluded in computing the period of the limitation. 

That takes out from the existing one hundred and third article, 
what will then be the first clause of it, the case of desertion entirely, 
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and puts it in a subsequent and separate e by itself, so that 
art 


if added to the one hundred and third Article of e one hundred 
and third article will then contain two clauses; first, as to general 
offenses, fraud, and everything of that kind a desertion, and in 
that there will be preserved the exception as to the limitation of the 
manifest impediment to bring the person to trial. Then comes the 
separate and special provision as to desertion, which does not con- 
tain any exception whatever except the one that the committee rec- 
ommend—absence from the Uni States. 

I move to strike out, in lines 4 and 5, all after the word “ amended,” 
and then in line 6 to strike out the words “ article 103,” and in lines 7 
and 8 to strike out the words “ any offense committed more than two 
years, or in case of.” So that the expressive part of the paragraph 
will be added to 103 as a separate paragraph: 


No person shall be tried or punished by a court-martial for desertion more than 
three years before the arraignment of such person for such offense, &c. 


I think that will entirely cover the case of desertion and make the 
bill safe as it respects the other offenses. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont. ` 

Mr. CARPENTER. Let the section be read as it will stand if 
amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That the one hundred and third of the Rules and Articles of War be, and the 
same is hereby, amended by adding thereto the follo’ words: 

No person be tried or punished by a court- for desertion more than 
three years before the arraignment of such person for such offe unless he may 
meanwhile have absented himself from the United States, in which case the time 
of his absence shall be excluded in computing the period of the limitation. 


Mr. MAXEY. As 1 understand the Senator from Vermont, and I 
agree that his idea is a very correct one, the article will read thus: 
Article 103, p: ph 1, will be just as it reads now; and then para- 
graph 2 will be that no person be tried or punished for deser- 
tion more than three years before arraignment, &c. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That states it exactly. 

Mr. MAXEY. Two paragraphs instead of one? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAXEY. I should like to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Vermont. I have examined with him this morning the conelud- 
ing clause of the article relating to embezzlement, which is article 60: 


Any person in the military service of the United States who makes or causes to 
be made any claim against the United States, or any officer thereof, knowing such 
claim to be false or fraudulent ; or 

Who presents or causes to be presented to person in the civil or military 
service thereof, for approval or payment, any t the United States or 
any otlicer thereof, knowing such claim to be false or fraudulent ; or 

ho enters into any agreement or conspiracy to defraud the United States by 
obtaining, or aiding others to obtain, the allowance or payment of any false or 
fraudulent claim ; or 

Who, for the purpose of obtaining, or ae to obtain, the approval, 
allowance, or payment of any claim against the United States, or against any offi- 
cer thereof, makes or uses, or procures or advises the oruse of, any wri 
or otber paper, knowing the same to contain any false or fraudulent statement; or 

Who, for the purpose of obtaining, or 1 to obtain, the ow- 
ance, or payment of any claim against the United States or any officer thereof, 
makes, or procures or advises the making of, any oath to any fact or to any writ- 
ing or other paper, knowing such oath to be false ; or 

V ho, for the purpose of obtaining, or N eee the approval, allow- 
ance, or payment of any claim against the United States or any officer thereof, 
forges or counterfeits, or procures or advises the forging or counterfeiting of, any 
signature upon any writing or other paper, or uses, or procures or advises the use 
of any such signature, knowing the same to be forged or counterfeited ; or 

Who, having ch . possession. custody, or control of any money or other prop: 
erty of the United States, furnished or intended for the military service th 
knowingly delivers, or causes to be delivered, to any persons having authority to 
receive the same, any amount thereof less than that for which he receives a certifi- 
FVV certifying the receipt of 

0, au make or deliver any e ptof an 
p of tho United States, furnished or intended for the military service thereof, 
makes, or delivers to any person, such writing, without having full knowledge o; 
75 truth ot the statements therein contained, and with intent to defraud the Uni- 
States; or 

Who steals, embezzles, knowingly and willfally misa priates, applies to his 
own use or benefit, or wrongfully or knowingly sells or disposes of any ordnance, 
arms, 7 — ents, ammunition, clothing, subsistence stores, money, or other prop - 
erty of e United States, furnished or intended for the military service thereof; or 

Who knowing]: Bmpr or receives in pledge for any obligation or indebted- 
ness from any soldier, officer, or other person who is a part of or employed in said 
forces or service, any o ce, arms, 8 ammunition, clothing, subsist- 
ence stores, or other property of the United States, such soldier, officer, or other 
person, not having lawful right to sell or pledge the same, s on conviction 
thereof, be punished by fine or imprisonment, or by such other punishment as a 
court-martial may adjud, Andif any „being guilty of any of the offenses 
aforesaid while in the mi mat service of the United States, receives his discharge, 
or is dismissed from the service, he shall continue to be liable to be arrested an 
held for trial and sentence by a court-martial in the same manner and to the same 
extent as if he had not received such discharge nor been dismissed. 


I desire to suggest to the Senator that if that does not except fidu- 
ciaries ont of the operation of the statute of limitations it would be 
weil to amend it so that it would. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My impression is that the only effect of that 
clause which the Senator has read is to mak» an embezzler—it is not 
necessary to go over the whole list—who has left the service just as 
much liable to prosecution as if he had not left it, and if he had not 
left it the statute of limitations would ave run in his favor. Then 
having left it will not prevent the statute from running. That I 
think is the true construction of it. It seems to say so. The only 
thing is that if in cases of this kind any of these people shall have 
left the service of the United States, they shall nevertheless continue 
to be liable to be arrested and held by a court-martial in the same 


manner and to the same extent as if the 
charge or had not been dismissed; but the case of the embezzler I 
think is saved, as has I believe always been held, by the provision 
in the one hundred and third article, which is the only limitation 
provision at all, the exception there which speaks of a case of “man 

ifest impediment.” If a man embezzles and it is known and he is 
within reach, has not concealed himself, and the Government of the 
United States choose to forgive that offense and let the two years go 
by without doing anything about it, it raises a very strong presump- 
tion that they thought in case ofa trial he would have been able to 
vindicate himself, and therefore there is presumably no embezzle- 
ment at all; but in case his embezzlement has been concealed as in 
the instance I referred to—and there are not a many others, for 
fortunately for the Army it very rarely has such cases—or if be has 
concealed himself, then there comes in the case of “ manifest imped- 
iment,” just analogous to the provision in the civil crimes act against. 
fleeing from justice in that ct. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. MAXEY. I desire to have the whole article read as it will be 
if amended as suggested by the Senator from Vermont. Then the 
Senate will understand what we are voting on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, let article 103 be read and then my amend- 


ment. - 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: - 

103: No person shall be liable to be tried and punished by a general court-mar- 
tial for any offense which Son to have been committed more than two years 
before the issuing of the order for such trial, unless, by reason of having absented 
himself, or of some other manifest impediment, he shall not have been amenable 
to justice within that peyiod. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the article as it stands; and to 
the matter just read the Senator from Vermont proposes to add what 
will now be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

No person shall be tried or punished by a court-martial for desertion more 
than three years beres the arraignment of such prao for such offense, unless he 
may meanwhile have a ted himself from the United States, in which case the 
time of bis absence shall be excluded in computing the period of the limitation. 

Mr.MAXEY. That makes itappear right. One follows the other. 
I desire to state on the question of limitation that I have construed 
the purpose of article 60 to be to prevent any military person who 
defranded the Government while in its employment from availing 
himself of the statute of limitations. The bill as we have it now 
accomplishes all the objects I had in view, and I have no objection 
tothe amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. . 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eighteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened; and (at one o’clock and 
forty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


had not received the dis 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, December 16, 1879. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read. 


SHIP-BUILDING AND MANUFACTURING. 


Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, before the Journal is approved I desire 
to call attention to the reference of the bill (H. R. No. 2824) for the 
encouragement of American ship-building and American mannfact- 
uring. This bill, as appears on page 6 of the RECORD, was referred 
esterday to the Committee on Commerce. It seems to me it clearly 
longs to the Committee on Manufactures. The bill certainly relates 
primarily to mauufactures, and only secondarily to commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The bill to which the gentleman calls attention 
was introduced by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Morse. ] 
It has relation to ship-building, and, in the view of the Chair, belongs 
properly to the Committee on Commerce. At any rate, the point 
which the gentleman raises is not within the scope of a correction. 
The time to have resisted the reference of the bill to the Committee 
on Commerce was when it was introduced. It was undoubtedly re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce; and therefore no question of 


the correction of the Journal arises. it there be no objection, the 
Journal will be approved. 
There being no objection, the Journal was approved. 
. EDWARD GALLAHER., 
Mr. STEPHENS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3012) for the relief of Edward Gallaher; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. X 
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INTEROCEANIC SHIP-CANAI, 


Mr. KING, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved — age — fi Representatives, That a select committee of eleven mem- 
bers be hereby appoin whose duty it shall be to examine into the subject of the 
selection of a suitable route for the construction of an interoceanic shi 
across the American isthmus; that all petitions, memorials, resolutions, and 
reports on such canal or other mode of facilitating communication between the 
Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, be referred to this committee, and that they have 
authority to report to this House, at any time, such legislation as may be best 
adapted to secure such communication between said oceans. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. KING moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INVALID PENSIONS. 


Mr. COFFROTH. I ask unanimous consent to present a report 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions on the resolution of the 
House of the 9th instant, for action at this time. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. If there be objection, I shall insist on 
the regular order of business. 

Mr. BREWER. I demand the regular order of business. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of business bein 


demanded, 
the morning hour now begins at twelve o’clock and 


ty-four min- 
utes p. m.; and reports of committees of a public character are in 
order, the call resting with the Committee on Public Lands, 


LAND OFFICE, MONTANA? 


Mr. CONVERSE, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported 
back a bill (H. R. No. 1336) for the establishment of a land office in 
the Territory of Montana, with amendments. 

The bill was read. The first section provides that all that portion 
of the Territory of Montana which lies east of the one hundred and 
eighth parallel, which is not now or hereafter may be included in 
any Indian reservation, be, and the same is hereby, designated as the 
district of the Yellowstone, and constituted a separate land district, 
with a United States land office at such place as the President may 
designate within said district. 

The second section provides that the President shall appoint a reg- 
ister and a receiver for said office, who shall be entitled to such com- 

tion as is now provided by law, which compensation shall be 
paid from the fund appropriated for such purposes. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

In line 4, strike out the words “one hundred and eighth parallel" and in lieu 
thereof insert “ twenty-seventh range east of the principal meridian.” 

In lines 8 and 9, strike out at such place as the dent may designate” and 
in lieu thereof insert Miles City.” 

Mr. CONVERSE. I ask for the reading of the report accompany- 
ing the bill. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred H. R. No. 1338, for 
the establishment of a land office in the Territory of Montana,” have had the same 
under consideration, and beg leave to report the following amendments : 

In section 1, line 4, strike ont the words “ one hundred and eighth parallel” and 
insert “ twenty-seventh range east of the principal meridian.” 

In section 1, lines 8 and 9, strike out the words “such place as the President 
ae designate" and insert the words Miles City.“ 


ae bn ao a your committee recommend the engrossment and pas- 
of the bill. 
our committee finds that in the county of Custer alone there have been 433,000 
acres of public lands surveyed, which are now subject to entry. Miles City is four 
hundred and forty-eight miles from the present d office to which the lands of 
Custer Connty are attached. The settlers usually are obliged to visit the land 
office before locating, in order to ascertain what lands are subject to entry. The 
numerous failures of business men in the States, the scarcity of remunerative 
bor, and the consequent suffering among all classes in the States have caused 
vast numbers of citizens to seek homes in the far West, and thus an immense tide 


Your committee are of opinion that it is the duty, as it has been heretofore the 
licy, of the Government to render every possible assistance to this class of cit- 
The settler is not only obliged to go to the- land office to ascertain what 

lands are subject to entry before he makes his selection, bat in case ot dispute 
between settlers about lands, and in all cases of contest, that long journey is to be 
undertaken, Four hundred miles in a settled country, when there are good roads, 
and even when there are facilities, is no small undertaking for men in 
their circumstances; it is much worse in the wilderness. The honorable Com- 
missioner of the Land Office recommends the new land district, with an office at 


Miles City, and your committee earnestly join in the recommendation. 


Mr. CONVERSE. I demand the previous question on the Dill and 
amendments. 

The 8 uestion was seconded and the main question ordered. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I yield now five minutes of the hour allotted to 
me under the rules to the Delegate trom the Territory of Montana. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Mr. Speaker, the very complete report of the com- 
mittee covers all the points in the case, and as I do not want to un- 
necessarily occupy the time of the House, I content myself with urg- 
ing the necessity for the establishment of this office for a new land 
district which will be as large as an ordinary State, which I have 


been endeavoring to accomplish for some time. The amendments of 

the committee are proper, and should be adopted. 

4 he rg open vere 4 to LB the baas 3 was a 
ered to eet An read a third time ; an ing engrossed, it 

was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, CO RSE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DAKOTA LAND-OFFICE DISTRICT. 

Mr. CONVERSE also, from*the same committee, reported back, 
with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 1307) to establish a land 
— in the Territory of Dakota, and locating the office at Grand 

orks. 

The bill was read. The first section provides that all that portion 
of the Territory of Dakota lying and being north of the twelfth stand- 
ard parallel and east of the eleventh guide meridian shall constitute 
a new land district, to be known as the Grand Forks district. 

The second section provides that the President is hereby author- 
ized to appoint, in the manner provided by law, a register and a 
receiver for said district, who shall be required to reside in Grand 
Forks, in the county of Grand Forks, until such time as the President 
may, in his discretion, remove the site of said land office from said 
Grand Forks ; and said register and said receiver shall be subject to 
the same laws and entitled to the same compensation as is or may 
be 1 5 7 by law in relation to existing land offices and officers in 
said Territory. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 5, section 1, strike out “ eleventh” and in lieu thereof insert “tenth.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
mg; s and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

a 


p ; 

Mr. CONVERSE moved to reconsider the vote by which the Dill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC LANDS, 

Mr. CONVERSE also, from the same committee, reported back the 
bill (H. R. No. 1846) relating to the public lands of the United States 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was read. The first section provides that when any lands 
of the United States shall have been entered, and the Government 
price paid therefor in full, no suit or proceeding, civil or criminal, by 
or in the name of the United States, shall thereafter be had or further 
maintained for any trespasses upon, or for or on account of any mate- 
rial taken from, said lands, or on account of any alleged conspiracy 
in relation thereto, prior to the approval of this act: provided, the 
defendants in such suits or proceedings mene before such full pay- 
ment shall exhibit to the proper court or officer the evidence of such 
entry and payment, and shall pay all costs accrued up to the time of 
such payment, 

The second section provides that persons who have heretofore, 
under any of the homestead laws, entered lands properly subject to 
such entry, or persons to whom the rights of those having so entered 
for homesteads may have been attempted to be transferred by bona 
ide instrument in writing, may entitle themselves to said lands by 
paying therefor $1.25 per acre, and the amount heretofore paid the 
Government upon said lands shall be taken as part payment of said 
price: provided, this shall in no wise interfere with the rights or 
claims of others who may have subsequently entered such lands under 
the homestead laws. 

The third section provides that the price of lands now subject to 
entry which were raised to $2.50 per acre more than twenty years 
prior to the passage of this act by reason of the grant of alternate 
sections for railroad purposes is hereby reduced to $1.25, 

The fourth section provides that this act shall not apply to any of 
the mineral lands of the United States; and no person who shall be 
prosecuted for or proceeded against on account of any trespasses com- 
mitted or material taken from any of the public lands after the pas- 
sage of this act shall be entitled to the benefit thereof. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I inquire, Mr. Speaker, whether that bill is not 


subject to the point of order 
he SPEAKER. In what respect? 

a DUNNELL. It should considered in Committee of the 
ole, 


Mr. ACKLEN. Under section 4 of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will indicate distinctly what por- 
tion of the bill is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I have not the bill before me, and I am unable to 
refer to the clause; but it seems to me to be disposing of the public 
lands of the United States. 

Mr. ACKLEN. The alternate sections, which are fixed by law at 
$2.50 per acre, are under the provisions of the fourth section of this 
bill to be disposed of at $1.25. I think that would subject it to Rule 
110, requiring the bill to be considered in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. CONGER. This bill undertakes to provide for the relinquish- 
ment of claims for damages where judgments have been obtained on 
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the payment of costs, without reference to the payment of damages. 
That, OF course, is disposing of the right of property, or the right of 
money perhaps, of the United States. 

The SP. R. If there be in any respect relinquishment of right 
or title to any papas lands, it is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Unmistakably the bill contemplates that very 
thing. Itis really a settlement with those men who have been tres- 
passing on the public lands, and there are very serious objections to 
the passage of the bill. > 

. The SPEAKER. That is not in the point of order. 

Mr. CONVERSE. The whole scope of the bill is simply to settle 
litigation now pending in the United States co and other suits 
which might be er fe for trespass upon the public lands. The 
land which was valued at $2.50 per acre is now worth less than $1.25 
per acre where the timber has been taken off of it. The pending 
- proposition simply authorizes those who have been sued to pay for 
the land and the costs which have accrued in court, thus allowing 
the whole business of this litigation to drop. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
one question. Does this part with any right or title of the United 
States to these lands? 

Mr. CONVERSE. I understand it does. 

The SPEAKER. Then it is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I should like to be heard a moment on the point 
of order. f 

Mr. CONVERSE. I move, then, that the bill be made the special 
order for to-morrow after the morning hour from day to day until 
disposed of, and shall be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Ohio requires 
unanimous consent, and the gentleman from Minnesota objects. 

Mr. HERBERT. I desire to be heard for a moment on the point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order has been decided. The Chair 
will listen, however, and if the gentleman from Alabama can assign 
sufficient reasons to show that the decision is not right, the Chair 
will change it. 

Mr. HERBERT. I desire to be heard for just a moment. It does 
not seem to me the bill is subject to the point of order. I understand 
the Chair to say that if the bill parts with the title to the lands of 
the United States or proposes to do so, then it is subject to the point 
of order. That is to say, in other words, if the bill disposes of any 
portion of the public domain, it ought to be considered in Committee 
of the Whole. But it does not. 

The SPEAKER. Then what is the object of passing the bill? 

Mr. HERBERT. The object of passing the bill is to give to persons 
who desire to enter the public lands the means of doing so under the 
rules and regulations there laid down. 

8 The SPEAKER. That is disposing of the lands of the United 


tates. 

Mr. HERBERT. With all deference to the Chair, I submit that 
that is not disposing of the lands of the United States; because the 
land is not disposed of until the persons to whom the privilege is given 
to buy the lands shall actually go forward and buy them. That is 
the difference. This bill makes no disposition of the public lands. 
Every foot of public land that belongs to the United States now will 
belong to the United States after the p of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. CONVERSE, ] the 
chairman of the committee, stated distinctly that the bill did part 
with the right and title of the United States to certain lands; and on 
that statement the Chair decides the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman from Ohio concurs with me that 
Iam correct, If the Chair will read the bill he will see it makes no 
disposition whatever of a foot of public land. It merely lays down 
rules and prescribes regulations under which lands can be purchased, 
and then it prescribes the effect of the purchase of the lands; that 
is all. All the land that belo: to the United States now will be- 
long to it after the passage of the bill, and if persons do not see 
proper to go forward and enter lands under the bill all the land will 
continue to belong to the Government as if does now. I do not see 
how it can be contended for a moment that the bill disposes of the 
ocho lands. It does not part with any title that is in the United 

tates. 


Mr. PAGE. Isubmit to the Chair that a bill providing for the sale 
or disposition of the oa lands is not subject to the rule. 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly it is because the rule speaks of 
Kí vied of the United States. 

„PAGE. A bill providing for the sale and disposition of the 
ublic lands is not such a disposition of the property of the United 
tates as comes within the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The rule will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


. 112. All proceedings touching appropriations of money and all bills making 
RAN Sar of money or property or requiring be make pho to be made 
or authorizing payments out of appropriations already e shall be first discussed 
in a Committee of the Whole House. R 

Mr. PAGE. Now, the Chair will see that this does not come under 
the rule at all. There is no money appropriated and no disposition 
made of the public lands. The bill simply provides the manner in 
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which the public lands may be disposed of. It appropriates no money 


for that p e 

Mr. CO RSE. I wish to explain that when I answered the 
ope addressed to me by the Speaker I merely wished to say that 
the bill provided that after the parties paid for the lands the lands 
should be theirs. The entry is made in pursuance of the law, and 
this bill does not dispose of one foot of land. It settles litigation 
and authorizes the entry to be made in pursuance of laws y 
on the statute-book. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. I wish to inquire whether this bill 
attempts to settle any questions in relation to the rights of settlers 
on the Des Moines lands in Iowa now in litigation ? 

The SPEAKER. Does this bill give a title on the pert of the United 
States to any lands now in litigation in the courts 

Mr. HERBERT. It does not. The bill can in no way come within 
the provisions of Rule 112. It does not touch appropriations of 
money. It does not make appropriations of money. It does not re- 
quire appropriations to be made. It authorizes no payment out of 
appropriations already made. Nor does it in any manner 4. with 
any title whatever that the United States has to the lands belonging 
now to the Government. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Will my friend from Alabama permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HERBERT. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I will state my understanding of the objesi 
and purpose of the bill. In a given case the United States has a right 
of action inst A B for trespass committed on the public property, 
that is for timber taken. Then the United States to that extent has 
money involved; but the party, in the mode and manner set out in 
this bill, can defeat, or in other words compromise the suit with the 
88 7 States Government, and so much money is lost. Am I cor- 
rect 
Mr. HERBERT. Iwill reply to that. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Mr. S er— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. ACKLEN. The gentleman from Alabama has spoken three or 
four times already on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has volition how long he will listen 
on 3 of order. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr.WHITTHORNE ] 
says the Government of the United States has money in that land. 
I ask him as a lawyer if that is a correct proposition? The Govern- 
ment of the United States has nothing whatever except a mere right 
of action; only that and nothing more. This bill proposes simp be 
mode of settling these actions that are now pending and suits that 
may hereafter be brought in relation to trespasses committed prior 
to the time of the passage of this bill. That is all. The only rule 
that can apply is this Rule 112 which relates to appropriations solely. 
It is construed that, if the United States parts with any of its prop- 
a in that case P 

e SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the second section of the bill; 
and the Chair thinks the gentleman will not dispute the point. 

The Clerk read the second section, as follows : 

That persons who have heretofore under any of the homestead laws entered 
lands proper! sales to such entry, or to whom the rights of those hav- 
ing so en for homesteads, may bave attempted to be transferred by bona 
Jide instrament in writing, may entitle themselves to said lands by paying therefor 
$1.25 acre, and the amount heretofore paid the Government upon said lands 
shall be taken as part payment of said price: Provided, This shall in no wise inter- 
fere with the rights or claims of others who may have subsequently entered such 
lands under the homestead laws. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I desire to call attention to Rule 110, which says 
that “no motion or proposition for a tax or charge upon the people 
shall be discussed the day on which it is made or offered; and every 
such 43 sich shall receive its first discussion in a Committee of 
the Whole House.” Now, it is perfectly clear to me that the section 
which the Clerk has just read, and also section 3 of the bill, which 
proposes to reduce to $1.25 an acre land which is now subject to entry 
at $2.50, make this bill subject to the point of order made by the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota, [Mr. DUNNELL.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that this is a proceeding touch- 
ing the disposition of property of the United States, and rules that 
50 bul should receive its first consideration in Committee of the 

ole. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 


FORT RIPLEY RESERVATION. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. No. 1153) to restore to the pub- 
lic domain a part of the military reservation known as the Fort Rip- 
6 in the State of Minnesota, and for other purposes. 

he bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and required to turn over to the Department of the Interior all of the military 
reservation known as the Fort Ripley reservation, in the State of Minnesota, ex- 
cept the following described tracts of land designated in executive order dated 
August 2, A. D. 1875, to wit: The south half of the southwest quarter and the 
south half of the southeast quarter of section 6, lot 1, in section 5, the north half 
of the southwest quarter and the north half of the 


southeast quarter of section 7, and lot 1, in section 8, in township 131, of may ol 29. 
SEC. 2. the lands embraced in that part of said Fort ox oc reservation hereby 


required to be turned over to the Secretary of the Interior s be subject to en 
by actual settlers under the pre-emption and homestead laws as Beem mic lands, 


130 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 16, 


from and after the 


of the rate of $1.25 per acre, passage 
all actual settlers entitled to the benefits of the pre-emption or homestead laws who 
now occupy said lands shall date from the day of their actual settlement thereon ; 


of this act. The rights of 


and in perfecting their titles thereto under the homestead or 
time such settlers haye occupied and improved their said lan 

Sec. 3. All acts and of acts inconsistent with the 
hereby repealed, and act shall take effect and be in 
passage. 


re-emption laws the 
is sh allowed. 

rovisions of this act are 
‘orce from and after its 


The ‘amendments reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
were as follows: 


Add to section 1 of the bill the following: 

And a strip or tract of land fifty feet in width from the center of the railroad 
track on side of the said track of the Western Railroad Company of Minne- 
sota, as the said track is located and constructed, being a distance of about fifteen 
miles across said reservation on the east side of the 9 has goad with a 
tract of land fifteen hundred feet in length and three hun: feet in width for 
depot and station ep oer at the present location of the Fort Ripley side track. 


the same being for rig way for said railroad as enone renner Oy aces oF 
Congress in the years 1857 and 1865, and which is hereby granted for that pur- 
pose. : 


Also, add to section 2 the following : 

That all who purchased and paid for any of said lands at the 
sale authorized by the War De ent in 1857, and paid therefor the minimum 
price 3 per acre, shall be entitled to patents for the same without further 
payments. : 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask that the Clerk now read the joint resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of Minnesota on this subject. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A joint resolution asking Congress to pass an act authorizing the lands of the Fort 
Jipe reservation to be entered under the pre-emption ha homestead laws. 


Be it resolved haf the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, That whereas many 

a have settled upon and opened farms on the mili reservation of Fort 
pley in this State with the just expectation that they would be enabled to secure 

the title to said lands in the same manner as the titles are secured by settlers on 
other public lands of the United States; and 

Whereas the said military reservation is no longer used by the Government of 
the United States for military purposes; ani 

Whereas the plan that is now bein ed out, of appraising and 2 said 
‘lands in accordance therewith, will do, if consummated, great injustice to all who 
ee e ai by tha Legislature of the State of Mi Th Senat d 

itr e i. re of Minnesota, at our ors an 

Representatives in Congress be, and they are hereby ,requested to secure if possi- 
ble the aren of an act by Congress authorizing the settlement of the land’ of 
said reservation under the pre-emption and homestead laws, with full and complete 
protection for those who are at time bona fide settlers thereon. 

Approved March 1, 1878. 

C. A. GILMAN, 


Speaker of the House o resentatives. 
* J. B. AIT. 
esident of the Senate. 


STATE OF MINNESOTA, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
0 Saint Paul, March 5, A. D. 1878. 


I, J. S. Irgens, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota, hereby certify that h 
2 foregoing has been compared with the original on file in this office, and is a 
e copy. 


Witness my hand and the great seal of the State the day and yearabove written. 
z J. $. IRGEN: 


[SEAL.] NS, 
Secretary of State. 
Mr. WASHBURN. I ask also that the Clerk read the report of the 
sub-committee, together with the action of the full committee upon 
the subject. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The undersigned sub-committee, to whom was referred House bill No. 1153, with 
reference to restoring to the public domain a part of the military reservation 
known as the Fort ley reservation, in the State of Minnesota, have had the 
same under consideration, and find that the tract of land referred to was reserved 
for this purpose in 1849; that, in point of fact, the portion of the reservation on 
the east side of the river, and included in the bill referred to, has never been used 
for military purposes or in connection with the military post, which is located on 
the west side of the Mississippi River, and not embraced in the provisions of this 
bill. As long ago as 1872, February 24, the tary of War, in a communication 
to the House of Representatives, named this reservation as one “ proper to be 
abandoned“ and to be eee of without injury to the public service. By an act 
of Congress, approved February 23, 1873, provision was made for the sale of the 
land included in this reservation, and subsequently a commission was created to 
eee the lands and the Secretary of War authorized to sell the same. A board 
of commissioners was appointed, but has done 8 in the premises. 

During the long time that has intervened many settlers have gone upon the res- 
ervation and è improvements in the constant expectation that the lands would 
be in some way brought into market. Under the broad and liberal terms of the 
various pre-emption and homestead laws that have been enacted by Congress the 
entire public domain in the State of Minnesota, except certain military and Indian 
reservations, been brought within the 1 and operation of these enactments, 
and your committee see no Jess reason why the provisions of these acts should not 
apply to the lands embraced in this reservation, especially as the lands are not 
more valuable than the lands generally in Minnesota, except what value may have 
been added by the improvements of the settlers. 

Your committee would therefore recommend the passage of the bill with the 
two amendments attached, to wit: one amendment granting right of way through 
said reservation to the Wes Railroad Company of Minnesota, and the other 
providing for the issue of patents to such persons as uae ne $1.25 per acre for 
any portion of said lands at the sale authorized by the War Department, in the 


year 1857. 
W. D. WASHBURN, 
THOS. WILLIAMS, 
GEO. L. CONVERSE, 
Sub-Committee. . 
DECEMBER 16, 1879. 
The amendments reported from the committee were d to. 
The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be en and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. WASHBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 


was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


| gus entitled “ An act to enable the State 
5 


SWAMP LANDS IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. WASHBURN, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1737) confirming grants 
of swamp lands made by the State of Minnesota in aid of the con- 
struction of railroads and other internal improvements. ` 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ena dc., That all ts of swamp lands heretofore, hich may hi 
after be, made by the State of Minnesota, in the aid of the 9 of rallroads 
and other internal improvements, of lands arent LOSNA Pe b Boira 8 

an 

èe swamp lands within their limits,” approved Se tember 28. 1850, and the act 
entitled “An act to extend the provisions of an act to enable the State of Arkan- 
pea aud other owen to peoia the swamp reer . their gr to Se 

Oregon, r other pu "aj ved March A. D. 1860, 
said several ts eee eee by said Btate of 8 Seri 


legalized and confirmed. 

Src. 2. This act to take effect and be in force from and after its passage. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask that the memorial of the State Legis- 
lature of Minnesota upon this subject be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Oongress assembled : 

Your mem the members of the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, 
respectfully represent that doubts exist as to the validity of certain grants made 
by the Legislature of this State in aid of the construction of railroads of a portion 
of the swamp lands granted by Congress to the State for the purposes of internal 
om yt erg ig These 1 lative acts have been made in faith, in the full be- 
lief that the 3 m of a portion of such lands are a legitimate exercise of 
the power of disposition, and that a grant of such swamp lands in aid of railroad 
construction, thereby opening up the State for settlement, developing its resources 
by the construction of these necessary public improvements, were consistent with 

© provisions of the grant b7 Con ress and a legitimate execution of the trust; 
that on the faith of these to the several railroad companies these companies 
have sold portions of said lands to actual settlers, who have paid for and improved 
the same. The companies have in like good faith mortgaged the lands so granted 
and not sold, and have realized and expended in the construction of their several 
lines of road millions of dollars which bave been advanced by the purchase of such 
lands in like good faith, the expenditure of which has secured the construction of 
hundreds of miles of railroads, 

Your momorialists therefore pray that an act of Congress be passed confirmin, 
said grant; and we further ask such enactment by your honorable body as w 
enable the Legislature of this State to make such further disposal of said lands as 
may by such Legislature be deemed expedient in extending aid to works of internal 
improvement. 

And your memorialists will ever pray, &c. 

Approved March 10, 1879, 

peuler of tha ion 72 3 te. 
5 ouse sentatives. 
J. B. WAKEFIELD, 
President of the Senate. 
STATE OF MINNESOTA, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Saint Paul, March 22, 1879. 

I, J. S. Irgens, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota, hereby certify that 

the foregoing has been compared with the original on file in this office and isa true 


copy. 

Witness my hand and the great seal of the State the day and year above written. 

[sear] J. S. IRGENS, 

y Secretary of State. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

Mr. COX. Does this bill propose in any way to change the original 
grant by Congress 

Mr. WASHBURN. It does not. 

Mr. COX. There is no change in the original grant, and it leaves 
the State to apply the poroi as it pleases ? 

Mr. WAS RN. That is correct. All these lands have been 
granted by the State to railroad companies, and much of them have 

een sold by those companies to actual settlers. 

Mr. COX. Have any of these grants expired as to time ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. They have not. 

Mr. COX. There is no limitation on them? 

Mr. WASHBURN. None whatever. : 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WASHBURN moved to reconsider the vete by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY RESERVATIONS IN DAKOTA. 


Mr. BENNETT, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported back, 
with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 1305) abolishing the military 
reservations of Fort Abercrombie, Fort Seward, and Fort Ransom, 
all in the Territory of Dakota, and authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to have the lands embraced therein surveyed and made sub- 
ject to homestead and pre-emption entry and sale, the same as other 
public lands. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the mili 
Seward, and Fort Ransom, all in the 


reservations of Fort Abercrombie, Fort 
‘erritory of Dakota, be, and the same are 
hereby, abolished, and the Secre of the Interior is hereby authorized to have 
the lands embraced therein surveyed and made subject to homestead and pre-emp- 
tion entry and sale, the same as other public lands. 


The amendment reported by the committee was to add to the bill 
the following: 

Provided, That the rights of all actual settlers entitled to the benefits of the 
homestead and pre-emption laws of the United States, who now occupy in good 


faith any on of the land embraced within any of said reservatio 


ns, 
from the day of their actual settlement thereon; and in perfecting their titles 
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pled and improved their said lands shall be allowed: Provided further, That when meat of sald return Fetter ofccs as he in his Judgmen may deem proper sad 


said reservations shall be ago bey the claims of all such 
actual settlers shall be made to conform to the lines of the Government surveys. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I would like to ask the gentleman one question: 
whether upon any of these lands there have been any entries under 


the tree-culture act? 
Mr. BENNETT. I think not. There have been no entries on these 


lands at all. 

The question being taken on the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee, it was 0 81 to. A 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en for a third read- 


ing, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

. CONVE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
poet ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
AID TO ACTUAL SETILERS. 


Mr. WRIGHT. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands 
to report back without recommendation, for the consideration of the 
Honse, the bill (H. R. No. 269) supplemental to an act entitled “An 
act to secure homesteads to actual settlers on the public domain,” 
approved May 20, 1862. Without 9 for the reading of the bill 
I ask that it may be fixed as a special order for the 15th of January 

t 


next. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. CONGER. I reserve the right to make a point of order on the 
bill; but in the mean time I call for the reading of the report, if thero 
is one accompanying the bill. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I do not ask for the consideration of the bill. It 
me go to the Committee of the Whole. 

r. CONGER. From what committee is the bill reported? 

The SPEAKER. From the Committee on Public ds. 

Mr. CONGER. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

The SPEAKER. If the bill goes to the Committee of the Whole 
the report will be printed. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask is there a report accompanying the bill? 

The SPEAKER. There is. 

Mr. CONGER. Does the committee report the bill favorably ? 

TheSPEAKER. The billis reported back without recommendation. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order that the bill must go to 
the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WRIGHT] 
moves that the bill be referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CONGER. It does not need oF motion, if the point is good. 

The SPEAKER. The point is good, as the Chair supposes. The 
bill will be referred to the Committee of the Whole. 


USE OF THE MAILS BY LOTTERY COMPANIES, ETC. 
Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported back the following resolution ; whicli was read, considered, 
and adopted : 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be uested to furnish to the Ho if 
tible with public interests, such evidence and information as the files 
and records of his De ent may con g the extent to which lotte: 


tain respectin, 
companies or agents make use of the mails for the conductand circulation of the 


* 


correspondence and the extent to Which the mails are used for the purpose of 
reply, the methods they employ, and the means taken by the Department to enforce 
the present statates against the use of the mails by such companies or agents. 
Mr. MONEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SCHEDULES ON MAIL-ROUTES, 


Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported, as a substitute for House bill No, 2078, a bill (H. R. 
No. 3013) to provide for regulating the manner of increasing service 
and expediting schedules on mail-routes; which was read a first and 
second time, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MONEY. Iask that it be made a special order for the third 
Thursday of January next, to be considered in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. After the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. With the qualification 0 by the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. FERNANDO Woop, J Chair hears no ob- 
jection to making the order proposed by the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, [Mr. MONEY.] The order will be made. 


DELIVERY OF LETTERS. 


Mr. MONEY, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute 
for House bill No. 1533, a bill (H. R. No. 3014) to facilitate the de- 
livery of letters, and the speedy return to the writers thereof of such 
as are refused or cannot be delivered; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask that this bill be put on its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit > 
22 ef sssdh S AES CACARA or CROON be delivers’, the 
Postmaster-General is hereby authorized and empowered to establish such post- 
offices as return-letter offices as he may deem necessary for the purposes of this 


Mr. DIBRELL. I raise the point of order that this bill involves 
an expenditure of money, and must receive its first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole. ; 

Mr. MONEY. On the contrary, I think this is a measure of economy. 

The SPEAKER. The committee report a substitute, which they 
propose to have passed instead of the original bill. Perhaps the sub- 
stitute had better be read. 3 

Mr. DIBRELL. Has not the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I make that point. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired; the bill goes over. 

Mr. SCALES. Iask unanimous consent that the morning hour may 
be ee, so that the committee may get rid of matters they have 
on ` 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I object. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. FORNEY, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 3015) making 8 for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be 8 

Mr. FORNEY. I give notice that I shall call this bill up for con- 
sideration to-morrow. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FINLEY. I move to proceed to the consideration of business 
on the Speaker's table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills and a joint resolution of the follow- 

titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested : 
An act (S. No. 744) to amend article 103 of the Rules and Articles 


in, 
of War; 

An act (S. No. 765) to amend seetions 2324 and 2325 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, concerning mineral lands ; 

An act (S. No. 819) to authorize the laying of a telegraphic cable 
from the mainland in Rhode Island to Block Island; 

An act (S. No. 837) to donate twelve condemned bronze cannon to 
the Blair Monument Association of Saint Lonis, Missouri; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. No. 52) authorizing the payment of the sal- 
aries of the employés of Congress on the 19th of mber, 1879. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, without 
amendment, a bill of the following title: 

An act (H. R. No. 1955) authorizing an allowance for loss by leak- 
age or casualty of spirits withdrawn from distillery warehouses for 
exportation. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FINLEY. I moved a few moments ago that the House proceed 
to the consideration of business on the Speaker’s table, but I yield 
for a moment to the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. SCALES. ] 

NEGOTIATIONS WITH UTE INDIANS. 

Mr. SCALES. I ask unanimous consent to report from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs and put on its passage a joint resolution (S. 
R. No. 51) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with 
the Ute Indians for the relinquishment of their reservations in Colo- 
rado and their removal and settlement elsewhere. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb: 
ap emperor x anato bo appointed 
ent, or by 


reservation in said State, an 


; Mr. SCALES. I ask for the present consideration of the joint reso- 
ution. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I object. 

ARSENAL PROPERTY, CHARLESTON. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I ask, Mr. Speaker, for ynanimous consent to re- 

port back from the Committee on Military irs Senate joint reso- 
ution No. 26, to transfer the arsenal propery in the city of Charles- 

ton, South Carolina, to the trustees of the Holy Communion Church 
Institute, for the use and accommodation of said school. 

Mr. FINLEY. I will yield if it does not take much time. 

Mr. DIBRELL. It is a unanimous report from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The joint resolution, which was read, is as follows: 


the city of Charleston, State K sont Carolina, 
0 of Son 
iehi ani a thereto belonging, 


i 
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for the use and accommodation of said school for such time as said lease may run, 
if not theretofore required by the 8 of War. 
Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to make such 


terms and ts with said trustees for the care eee ee of said 
pey during its occupancy by said school, and for the red of possession 

e Government when thereto required, as best subserve the interests of 
the Government: Provided, That the Government shall not be required to pay for 
— 3 that may be placed on said grounds during the continuance of 

Mr. BREWER. Is not that bill subject to a point of order? 

Mr. DIBRELL. It is a joint resolution which passed the Senate 
unanimously and was passed by the Military Committee of this House 
unanimously. It isnot subject to a point of order. ‘It makes no 
9 

r. BREWER, There is no appropriation ; but it does relinquish 
our ight to the possession of this property. 

Mr. DIBRELL. It does not; but, on the contrary, authorizes the 
Secretary of War to take possession whenever the Government needs it. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman insist on the Fae of order f 

Mr. BREWER. Ido. We yield the possession of that property to 
some sectarian school. 

Mr. EVINS. The school is not sectarian. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution to the Committee of the 
Whole. It transfers the property of the United States at the arsenal, 
epee it is true, but still parts with what may be called the 
rent 

Mr. EVINS. It simply authorizes the Secretary of War to make a 
lease on such terms as he may deem fair. 

The SPEAKER. It certainly transfers to others than officers of the 
United States certain property of the United States. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I withdraw the joint resolution, and give notice 
that I shall report it at some fature time. 

BUSINESS UPON THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 

Mr. FINLEY. I now insist on my motion, that the House proceed 
to the consideration of business on the Speaker's table. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 35. 

Mr. FINLEY demanded tellers. 

Phe were ordered; and Mr. FINLEY and Mr. RUSSELL were ap- 
pointed. i 

The. House again divided; and the tellers reported there were— 
ayes 26, noes 40. 

So the motion was rejected. 

UTE INDIANS. 

Mr. SCALES. I understand the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] withdraws his objection to the report which I asked 
to submit a few minutes ago from the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
If there be no further objection I ask now to report back from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs Senate joint resolution No. 51, author- 
izing the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the Ute Indians 
for the relinquishment of their reservations in Colorado and their 
removal and settlement elsewhere. 

Mr. MILLS. Ireserve my right to object. 

. The SPEAKER. The gentleman has that right. 

The joint resolution was read. It anthorizes and empowers the 
Secretary of the Interior, through a commission of five persons to be 
appointed by the President, or by direct negotiation, ashe may deem 
best, to enter into an agreement with such of the Ute Indians in 
Colorado as have not, by acts of hostility against the Government of 
the United States, or otherwise, forfeited their rights under existing 
treaties, for the extinguishment of their title to their reservation in 
said State, and to obtain their consent for their removal and settle- 
ment in some suitable place not in the Indian Territory; and the 
said Secretary of the Interior shall report his proceedings under this 
resolution to Congress for its consideration and approval. The ex- 
pense of such negotiation to be paid by the United States, for which 
purpose the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

Mr. Re ES. Lask that the amendment reported from the com- 
mittee be now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike ont all after the word! to" in line 9 to the word and in line 12, and in 
lieu thereof insert ‘so much of their reservation in said State as may be deemed 
desirable or necessary in the judgment of said commission or of the 
Interior, and for their removal and settlement in some suitable place in 
of Colorado: Provided, That said commission or the . of the Interior, 
in any Agreement made with the said tribe of Utes for the cession of any 
their reservation in Colorado, shall obtain, before said cession shall be valid, the 
consent of said Ute tribe of Indians, as provided in section 16 of the treaty made 
at the city of Washington, on the 2d day of March, 1868, between the Government 
of the United States and said tribe of Ute Indians: And provided, That at, ind 
ment made with said tribe of Indians shall be valid un spen to by 
fourths of all the adult male Indians who have not forfeited their treaty rights, as 
aforesaid, occupying or interested in thesame: And provided, That Congress shall 
confirm said cession.” 

Mr. MILLS. I ask whether that amendment is acceptable to the 
gentleman from Colorado f 

Mr. BELFORD. It is not. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I object to the present consideration of the 
joint resolution. A 

Mr. CONGER. Was not the point of order made on this before ! 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas reserved the right to 
object, and he does now object to the reception of the report. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ae the gentleman from Texas will withdraw 
his objection to the consideration of the resolution at this time. 

Mr. MILLS. IL cannot withdraw it. 

Mr. BELFORD. I should like to see some disposition made of this 
question before we take a recess for the Christmas holidays. 

Mr. SCALES. The representatives of these Ute Indians are now 
on their var this Capitol, and it is a whatever is to 
done should be done during the holidays. e Committee on Indian 
Affairs have been in a hurry to get this zepon ready for action, I 
hope the gentleman will withdraw his objection that we may do 
what we can in that way to settle the difficulty between these Indians 
and the whites. 

Mr. COX. I suggest to my friend from North Carolina that he fix 
some hour to-morrow for the consideration of this joint resolution. 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection to that if the House will take it up. 

Mr. COX. There are other people interested in this difficulty 
with the Indians besides those on the border and those interested in 
emigration in this Capitol, whether from North Carolina or the West. 

. SCALES, I state to my friend from New York that this 
does not raise that question at all. This is only the question of ap- 
pointing a commission. The question as to how the troubles orig- 
inated there will come up under another resolution. 

Mr. COX. I hope my friend will give us a chance to read it u 
over night. I will try to help him in all laudable efforts in t 
Indian business. 

Mr. SCALES. If there is no objection, I am willing to say to-mor- 
row after the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Texas has objected, and the 
report is not before the House. S 

. SPRINGER. Is there objection to making this a special order 


after the morning hour? 
Mr. BUCKNE The Committee on appropriations have that now. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Not to interfere with appropriation bills. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects to the recep- 
tion of the 127685 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is there objection to the committee reporting it 
at a future time by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER, That can be done, of course. The gentleman from 
—.— insists upon his objection, and the report is not before the 

ouse. 

QUARANTINE HOSPITAL, HAMPTON ROADS. 

Mr. GOODE. I move the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GARFIELD. What do you want to get at? 

Mr. GOODE, A bill to establish a quarantine hospital in Hamp- 
ton Roads; a bill recommended by the National 
net unanimously by the committee, and for which there is great 
necessity. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. When we get into Committee of 
the Whole I give notice 1 shall call up the judicial bill, which has 
been pending since the last session. 

Mr. GOODE. I shall move to pass it by. 

The SPEAKER. When the House gets into the committee it will 
be for the committee to determine what business it will take up. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I ask my colleague to yield to me to 
make a ao $ 

Mr. GOODE. I decline to yield. 

Mr, Goopr’s motion was rejected. 

; ARTHUR p. RANDALL. 

Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3016) granting a pension to Arthur P. Randall, of Tuscola, Michigan ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. COX. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

WILLIAM BRYANT. 

Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3017) granting a pension to William Bryant; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

AMENDMENT OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. KING, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3018) 
to amend section 4458 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. > 

SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN WAR. 

Mr. KING also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3019) to amend an act entitled “An act for the payment to the officprs 
and soldiers of the Mexican war for the three months’ extra pay pro- 
vided for by the act of July 19, 1848;” which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. KING also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3020) to divide the State of uisiana into two judicial districts ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA M. FRICK. 
Mr. KLOTZ, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


of Health and 
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3021) for the relief of Eliza M. Frick, widow of Captain Clarence H. 
Frick, deceased ; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

LEGAL-TENDER ACT. 


Mr. MORSE. I ask unanimous consent to present at this time for 


reference to the Committee on ae and Currency a petition 
signed by Charles Francis Adams and 


others, and I also ask that 
it may be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. CONGER. What is the subject of the petition? _ 

Mr. MORSE. It is in reference to the legal-tender act. 

Mr. CONGER. Let it go through the petition-box. 

Mr. MORSE. I know that is the usual course for petitions; but I 
ask nnanimous consent that the petition be read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The 35 from Michigan objects. 

Some time subsequently, N J 

Mr. CONGER said: I withdraw my 88 to reading the pet i- 
tion presented by the gentleman from husetts, [Mr. MORSE. ] 

The petition was s 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks unani- 
mous consent that the petition be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I object. 

PAYMENT OF EMPLOYES OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. HENRY. Lask that by unanimous consent the Senate joint 
resolution Sree the payment of employés of Congress be 
taken from the Speaker’s table and put upon its passage. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution (S. R. No.52) author- 
izing the payment of the salaries of the ony “iin of Con on the 
19th of December, 1879, was taken from the Speaker's table and read 
a first and second time. 3 : 

The joint resolution was read. It authorizes and directs the Sec- 
retary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
to pay the employés of the two Houses of Congress on Friday, the 
19th instant, for the month of December. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading ; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HENRY moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 


lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MATTER ACCUMULATED IN DOCUMENT-ROOM. 


Mr. HENRY also, by unanimons consent, from the Committee of 
Accounts, repotted the following preamble and resolution : 

Whereas there is at present in the Clerk’s document-room of the House a large 
accumulation of bills, joint resolutions, and stitched documents printed by former 
Congresses, and not needed for the present or future use of that ofice, which occupy 
5 — eee for other purposes, and which increase the liability to accident 

: There 

Meesolved, That the Clerk of the House turn over at the 8 to the superin- 
tendent of documents in the Interior ment such of said printed matter as 
that officer "af be able to utilize and desire to receive, and any 5 
remaining shall, under the direction of the Committee of Accounts, be disposed of 
by the Clerk as waste paper, and the net proceods of the sale thereof, after paying 
expenses of sale, be covered into the Treasury. 

«Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Does that refer to papers in the 
folding-room or in the document-room ? 

Mr. NRY. The Clerk’s document-room. 

The 8 and resolution were agreed to. b 

Mr. HENRY moved to reconsider the vote by which the preamble 
and resolution were to; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INTEROCEANIC CANAL, 


Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent that all bills referred to 
the Committee on Commerce which relate to the question of an in- 
teroceanic canal be referred to the new committee on that subject 
authorized to-day. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I object. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask that the bill introduced by myself may be so 
` referred—the bill (H. R. No. 2794) to provide for the appointment of 
an interoceanic commission to determine the best plan and route for 
the establishment of communication for trade and commerce be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans across the Isthmus of Darien. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. COX. I hope thatvall bills relating to that matter which have 
been referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs will also be re- 
ferred to the select committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Lonisiana [Mr. Geson] was that all bills and papers 
relating to that subject which had been referred by the House to com- 
mittees should now, since the establishment and authorization of a 
select committee having charge of the question, be referred to that 
committee. The gentleman from Louisiana, his colleague, [Mr. ACK- 
LEN, ] 8 but subsequently withdrew the objection. 

Mr. ACKLEN. The gentleman informed me it was only his own 
bill he desired to withdraw. 

Mr. COX. There are some bills on the same subject before the 
Foreign Affairs Committee. I ask that all these bills shall go to the 
select committee. 


Mr. ACKLEN. I must object. Ihave some bills of my own on 
that subject before the Committee on Commerce, and I do not desire 
to have them withdrawn from that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the impression that the effect 
of the order made to-day would be to discharge the Committee on 
Commerce from the consideration of all bills and papers relating to 
that 5 and to refer them to the select committee. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Was that the action of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The order was adopted by a vote of the House. 

Mr. GIBSON. It is, then, the order of the House? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. The Chair will examine the lan of 
the new order to see whether it does not, in fact, discharge the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and the Committee on Foreign Affairs from the 
consideration of that subject. The Chair thinks, as he recollects the 
lan „that it is sufficiently comprehensive to do so; but the Chair 

ers to examine the language more closely before giving a decision 
on that point, 
IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. THOMAS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3022) for the improvement of the Mississippi River, and to prevent 
the erosion of its banks between Islands No. 14 and 15, near the 
village of Kaskaskia, Illinois; which was read a first and second 
3 to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL AT CAIRO. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3023) to provide for 
the construction of a marine hospital at Cairo, Illinois; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PETER GALLAHER. 


Mr. UPSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H, R. No. 
3024) for the relief of the heirs of Peter Gallaher; which was read a 
re and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 
EDMUND E. SCHREINER. 

Mr. UPSON also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R, 
No. 3025) for the relief of Edmund E. Schreiner; which was read a 
R and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military 

irs. 
SUPPLEMENT TO REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I ask consent to report at this time from 
the Committee on the Revision of the Laws Senate joint resolution 
No. 19, to provide for the publication and distribution of a supple- 
ment to the Revised Statutes. The House will recollect that the 
revision of 1873 brings down the eral laws of the United States 
to that period. The second revision of 1878 only brings down the 
laws of 1873 as they have been amended. All laws of a general nat- 
ure, which are original and not in amendment of previous acts, are 
not embraced in the revision of 1878, Hence the reader is deceived; 
every lawyer who takes the second revision—that of 1878—thinks he 
has all of the original laws of the country, whereas most of the im- 
portant laws passed between 1873 and 1878 are omitted from the sec- 
ond revision. 

The Senate has passed a joint resolution providing for the publica- 
tion of a supplement prepared by one of the judges of the Court of 
Claims of this District. It has been prepared with the very greatest 
possible care, with an index, copious references to past laws, and de- 
cisions of the courts on various subjects. It is a volume prepared by 
him during the discharge of his duties as judge of the Court of Claims. 
The Senate, being convinced of the importance of this volume to the 
country, has passed a resolution for the publication of the supple- 
ment, which the Committee on the Revision of the Laws of this 
House recommend with some slight amendments. 

TheSPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read; also the amend- 
ments reported from the committee, after which objections will be in 
order to the present consideration of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution provides that the supplement to the Revised 
Statutes, 8 all statutes general and permanent in their nat- 
ure, after the Revised Statutes, with references connecting 
provisions on the same a explanatory notes, citations of judi- 
cial decisions, and a general index prepared by William A. Richard- 
son, shall be stereotyped at the Government Printing Office; that 
6,107 copies shall be printed, bound, and distributed as provided for 

the distribution of the Revised Statutes, by the Joint resolution pro. 
viding for the distribution and sale of the new edition of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States passed May 22, 1878, and such additional 
copies on the orders of the Secretary of State as may be necessary 
from time to time, to be kept for sale in the same manner and on like 
terms as the Revised Statutes are required to be kept for sale, and to 

supply deficiencies and offices newly created. 
e joint resolution further provides that for preparing and editing 
‘said supplement there shall be pale to said editor such compensation 
per copy as shall be fixed by the Secretary of State, not 3 
fifty cents for each copy printed from the stereotyped plates thereof, 
to be included in the sale price of copies kept for sale ; and that to 
carry into effect the provisions of this joint resolution sufficient money 
is hereby appropriata from any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropria 
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The amendments recommended by the Committee on the Revision 
of the Laws were as follows: 

In line 8, after the words “Government Printing Office,” amend so as to read: 
“and index and plates, and all right and title therein and thereto shall be in and 
fully belongin, 8 the Government for its exclusive use and benefit.” 

In line 9 strike ont “one” and insert “three,” and between the words and“ 
and “seven” insert the word “ ; so as to provide for publishing 6,257 copies. 


In line 14, after 1878,” insert “and joint resolution December 21, 1878.” 

In line 20, after the word “supplement,” insert “including inde and all cler- 
ical work necessary to fully complete said work, there shall be paid to said editor 
the sum of $3,500." 


Strike out lines 21, 22, 23, and 24. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
HARRIS, ] before objection is waived, whether this joint resolution 
will authorize this compilation or print to be used as laws and stat- 
utes of the United States? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. There is no provision of that sort at all. 
It is supplemental ; there is no provision in this resolution to adopt 
this supplement as the law of the country. 

Mr. KEIFER, There ought to be. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. There ought not to be. 

Mr. CONGER. Then this will be merely a publication of the laws 
of the United States by authority of Congress, which cannot be re- 
ceived in court as authority. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. There will be no trouble, if it is pub- 
lished by the authority of Congress. ‘ 

Mr. CONGER. It is publishing the compilation of a private in- 
dividual, which will seem to be an authoritative copy of the laws. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object ? 

Mr. CONGER. I was making this proposition by way of inquiry. 

Mr. COX. I object. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Why object? 

Mr. COX. I can give some reasons for it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think this bill should be considered by the 
House. 

The SPEAKER: Objection being made, the joint resolution is not 
before the House. 

ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. - 

Mr. McCOID. I ask consent of the House that Hon. John Y. Stone, 
ox-spenker of the house of representatives, Legislature of Iowa, be 
allowed the privileges of the floor for the next three days. 

There was no objection. 

CHARLES HEMING, 

Mr. LAPHAM by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3026) for the relief of Charles Heming, postmaster at Geneva, New 
York; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

MINERAL LANDS. 


Mr. BELFORD. I ask unanimous consent to have taken from the 
Speaker’s table, for reference to the Committee on Mines and Mining, 
the bil (S. No. 9 to amend sections 2324 and 2325 of the Revise 
Statutes of the United States concerning mineral lands. 

Mr. COX. What has become of the motion to adjourn, which I 
made about t uarters of an hour ago ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentleman as 
insisting upon it. 

Mr. C I ask a vote on that motion. 

The — being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were 
ayes 101, noes not counted. 

So the motion was d to. 

Before the result of the vote was announced the following business 
was transacted : 

REPORT OF SOUTHERN CLAIMS COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
ninth general report of the commissioners of claims; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A FORT BARRANCAS, FLORIDA. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, relative to certain tenements adja- 
cent to Fort Barrancas, Florida; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

WASHINGTON MONUMENT, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
the report of the joint commission for the completion of the Wash- 
ington Monument, for 1879; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. i 

CLOTHING FOR SOLDIERS OF FIFTH CAVALRY. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, recommending the gratuitous 
issue of irate a, Hos certain soldiers of the Fifth Cavalry; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then announced ; 
and accordingly (at two o'clock and forty minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 
By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of certain soldiers of the-United 


States in the late war, to be placed, in regard to their pay, on the 
same footing with the bondholders, whose bonds were purchased and 
made payable in currency—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRENTS: The petition of citizens of Washington Territory, 
for the establishment of a land office at Port Townsend, Washington 
Territory—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Michigan, 
opposing the enactment of any law limiting the jurisdiction of the 
courts of the United States in proceeding against municipal corpora- 
tions of arly State by the citizens of another State—to the Committee 
on the J 8 8 

By Mr. COLERICK: The petition of Samuel Raby and 26 others, 
ex-Union soldiers, that soldiers of the United States in the late war 
be ee on an equal footing with holders of Government bonds— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of Richard Thursby, for an increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMMOND, of New York: A paper relating to the pension 
claim of Solomon Prindle—to the same committee. N 

By Mr. HENRY: The petition of William L. W. Seabrook, late 
commissioner of the land office of the State of Maryland, that he be 
refunded certain internal- revenue tax improperly paid on his salary— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of Patrick Murphy and others, soldiers 
of the late war, for an increase of pension from 524 to in case 
of the loss of a leg above the knee or an arm above or below the 
elbow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MASON: The petition of 30 soldiers of the late war, of 
Sandy Creek, Oswego County, New York, for the equalization of 
bounties—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. PHISTER: The petition of Dr. A. M. MT endo and 
others, that a pension be granted Peter Nangle—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS: Papers relating to the claim of Edward Gal- 
laher, for compensation for the use of buildings by the Commissary 
and Medical Departments of the United States y stationed at 
Augusta, Georgia, in 1865 and 1866—to the Committee on War Claims. 

y Mr. THO : The petitiom of H. B. Wiley and 40 others, sol- 
diers of the late war, of Johnson County, Illinois, for the equalization 
of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITEAKER: Papers relating to the pension claims of 
the heirs of James Broadus, of Mary W. Jones, of the heirs of James 
nes and of Isaac Winans—to the Committee on Revolutionary 

‘ensions. é 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 17, 1879. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the chairman of the joint commission for the completion of the 
Washington Monument, transmitting, in compliance with the act of 
Congress of August 2, 1876, creating the commission, the annual report 
of Lisotenant Colonel Thomas L. Casey, Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army, engineerin charge of the construction of the monument, 
detailing the work done in the year ending November 30, 1879, a state- 
ment of the amount of money expended to date, and tracings exhib- 
na the work already accomplished. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This communication, with the accompa- 
nying drawings, will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MORRILL. Should it not be referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds? 

The VICE- RESIDENT. The question of printing, under the stat- 
ute, must go to the Committee on Printing, and the lithographic draw- 
ings must be done under their superintendence. If they are ordered 
to rinted, when printed they will be referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. ANTHONY subsequently, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported in favor of printing the document, with the engravings; an 
the report was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication will now be referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of J. T. Jackson and others, 
citizens of Maine, praying for the establishment of a post-route from 
Plantation No. 8, Piscataquis County, to Abbott Village in that State ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of A. M. Holland and others, 
citizens of South Carolina, praying for an ie a ae by Congress 
for the improvement of the navigation of the Savannah River; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WITHERS presented the petition of Hugh O'Neal, of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia, praying for the passage of a law con- 
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tinuing a pension granted to his wife on account of services rendered 
to the Government by their son; which, with the papers on the files 
of the Senate relating to the case, was referred to the Committee on 
1 n 

Mr. C. presented the petition of Milton L. Spau, late second 
lieutenant 3 K, Nineteenth Indiana Volunteers, 1 — 5 ie 
an increase of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

r. THURMAN, I present the petition of David Crouse and others, 
citizens of the State of Ohio, largely engaged in stock-raising, pray- 
ing that Congress may create a commission, with national authority, 
to have charge of investigations of the nature and treatment of con- 
tagious diseases of domestic animals. These petitioners are amon 
the largest, most respectable, and intelligent farmers of that State ; 
and as the petition relates to a great subject and is very brief, I ask 
that it may be read, and then referred to the Committee on Agricult- 


ure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be read, no objection 
being heard. f 

The petition was read, and referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure, as follows : ‘ 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 
The undersigned citizens of the State of Ohio, being interested in the great agri- 


cultural industry of the country, most res, ly to direct the attention of 
your honorable body to the tep ve necessity that exists for the creation 
commission, under national authority, to have charge of the investigation of the 


tagious diseases of domestic animals, and, with the 
concurrence and sanction of the Secretary of the Treasury, to adopt and enforce 
such reasonable rules and regulations as may ben to prevent the importa- 
tion and dissemination of those diseases, as well as to c cate such as may exist. 

In view of the magnitude of the interest we represent and the importance and 
rapid growth of our live-stock export trade, now imperiled on account of the 
danger apprehended from this cause by our foreign customers, we most earnestly 
5 upon the attention of our Senators and Representatives in Congress the fact 

hat the necessity for immediate action is most urgent. 

We suggest that a ima pare should consist of not less kane acy Tee SE 
say a competent and experienced veterinary surgeon, a prac stock-grower, 
with an intelligent business man who is familiar with questions connected with 
commerce in live stock. : 5 

The well-known fact that these contagious diseases increase with the increase of 
domestic animals and the multiplication of facilities for their transportation, it 
seems obvious that the Government of the United States, representing a larger 
live-stock interest than that of any other nation in the world, should establish and 
3 a permanent commission whose sole duty it shall be to have charge of 
this subject. x 

The 8 of Agriculture, as well as other heads of Departments at 
Washington, however competent they may be, would not be able to devote the 
time necessary for the proper discharge of these onerous duties. We therefore 
pray your honorable body for the enactment of a law providing for the appointment 
of such a commission, with an adequate appropriation for its support. 

Mr. HEREFORD prenien the petition of Henry Miller and others, 
surviving soldiers of the war of 1812, praying to be allowed pensions; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. x y 

Mr. VANCE presented the petition of F. Stanly, rear-admiral United 
States Navy, praying for the passage of a law granting him $150 ar- 
rears of pay which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a resolution of the National 
Workingmen’s Association, relative to the introduction of labor-sav- 
ing machinery into the mechanical departments of Government work; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 74) authorizing Lientenant Z. 
L. Tanner, of the United States Navy, late commanding Pacific mail 
steamer City of Poog; to accept a pair of flower vases and a lac- 

nered box from the Japanese government, asked to be discharged 
m its farther consideration, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Ilinois, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 450) to establish a circuit court of 
the United States in and for the State of Texas, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CARPENTER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 150) to provide for punishing persons who 
steal horses, mules, and other property from the Indians, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. GARLAND. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report back the memorial of the Legislature of Nebraska in favor 
of legislation authorizing the removal of the Santee Sioux Indians 
from that State, and that the lands heretofore occupied by them be 
opened up for settlement and sale, with a recommendation that the 
committee be discharged from its farther consideration, as it is a mat- 
ter properly belonging to the Committee on Indian Affairs. I move 
that it be referred to that committee. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. GARLAND. I am also instructed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom were referred two other petitions signed by indi- 
viduals in reference to the same matter, to ask to be dischar, 
from their further consideration, and that they be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A like order will be made in reference 
te these petitions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No, 103) for the relief of Rosa Vertner 


Jeffrey, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 22) for the relief of Theophilus P. Chandler, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BOOTH. The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 2791) . for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1881, have directed me to report it without amend- 
ment, and I give notice that to-morrow morning I shall ask the 
Senate to consider it. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I am instructed by the Select Committee to 
make provision for taking the Tenth Census to report a bill, and to 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The bill (S. No. 885) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for taking the tenth and subsequent censuses,” approved March 3, 
1879, was read the first and second times. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Ishould be glad to have the bill lie over. I 
propose myself to offer an amendment to the existing law in regard 
to the subject of the census, and would like to offer it on this bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. One objection takes the bill over. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I did not hear the statement of the Senator 
from Iowa. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I said that I myself thought of omong an 
amendment to the census bill, providing that something should be 
enumerated that I understand is not provided for. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. This has nothing to do with that. 

Mr. PENDLETON. The pemege of this bill would not preclude 
any amendment of that kind hereafter. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The bill ought to be printed. It is an impor- 
tant bill, and I object to its 99 until it is printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask unanimous consent, without 
previous notice, to introduce a bill looking to the repeal of all per- 
manent annual or indefinite appropriations. There are some thirty 
or forty objects for which such appropriations are now made. There 
are probably a hundred such acts scattered through various acts 

assed at different times. I am glad to say that the Secretary of the 
ury, with whom I have had conversation, approves of the repeal 
of most of them, and probably all of them. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 886) to repeal certain laws pare 7 to permanent and indefinite 
appropriations; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on ake aga 

Mr. ANTHONY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 887) to authorize printing at the Govern- 
ment Printing Office for members of Congress; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 888) to authorize the compilation and printing of 
the Naval History of the War; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 889) for the relief of William Webster; 
5 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 890) relating to the equitable and legal 
rights of parties in ion of certain lands and improvements 
thereon in California, and to provide jurisdiction to determine those 
rights; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. McPHERSON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 891) to locate and purchase a new site for 
the United States Naval Observatory; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 892) to remove the political disabilities of 
William S. Maxwell, of Tennessee; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HARRIS. I accompany the bill by a letter from the party 
stating the facts. I move the reference of the bill and accompanying 
letter to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 893) for the relief of Robert C. Murphy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. . 

Mr. PADDOCK (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 894) for the relief of certain 
employés of the United States courts for the District of Columbia; 
noh was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
ducé a bill (S. No. 895) to provide increased nopia, facilities in the 
marine-hospital service; which was read twice by its title. 
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Mr. PADDOCK. At the proper time I shall ask that this be sub- 
stituted for a bill recently introduced by me on the same subject. I 
have thought it best to make certain changes in the ori bill to 
make it conform more nearly to the recommendation of the surgeon- 
general of the marine se but the object sought to be accom- 
pusen is the same in both, A has the cordial approval of the sur- 

general. I move its reference to the Committee on Public 

5 850 and Grounds. 

The niotion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 896) for the relief of Cyprian T. Jenkins ; which 
was read twice by ita s and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 897) to repeal section 3480 of the Revised Statutes ; $ 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the J 54 013 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 898) granting a pension to Mary re 
Davis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 899) granting a agers to William O. Morgan ; 
whioh was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. EATON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 900) to provide for the appointment of a com- 
mission to investigate the question of the tariff; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. F. Y asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 901) 5 establish a district court in and for 
certain counties in the State of California; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
* 7700 J 1 

PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
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introduce a bill (S. No. 902) to authorize the restoration of Ste hen 
O'Connor, second lieutenant Twenty-third Infantry, late first lieu- 
tenant Twenty-third Infantry, to the rank of first lieutenant United 
States Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask leave to introduce a joint resolution, which 
I wish to have read at len 

By unanimous consent, eave was granted to introduce a joint reso- 
lution (S. No. 54) to forfeit certain public lands granted to aid in the 
construction of certain railroads and telegraphic lines; which was 
read the first time, as follows: 


granted to States and 
U ts of the public lands 
to to more than a hund 


tions to aid in 
the United States, 
million acres, much of it of 
in he 1 — of the Government, and 
rporations te a oe the conditions of their te 
its, and have failed or neg! V ds 
— constraction of railroads 5 apei e within th e prescribed ; and 
bodies of such conditionally granted lands have been and remain 
PAA from sali 5 and settlonent for the benefit of such States 
and railroad ich have slept on their rights and privileges, to the 
manifest 8 of the publie welfare and the development of the national 
resources ; 

Whereas justice and public policy require that all such lands should be restored 
to the public domain and that 9 grants or extensions of former grants 
should now ab pop iy meeps — H 

it resol Senate a resentatives of the United States 

America in Congress assembled, Tha That all . 1 public lands which have been gran‘ 
by Congress to aid in the construction of the following-named railroads and tele- 
eo. lines, and hereunder 9 which have not been earned under said grants 
construction of the sections of railroad contiguous and t thereto, are 
icen declared forfeited to the United Stai and th the privilege to so acquire title 
to the same is aa y revoked ; and said s are restored to the partie gos domain, 


Whereas Congress has heretofore 
the construction of railroads 


and shall hereafte ter be disposed of as other publio lands of tho U 
22 
0 ve pu 
Sot exceoding e the date of tion, when said lands I 


ee to the nan fy the public lands el be tne open 3 3 3 
and homestead entry under the laws provided for said purposes. 


Statement of public lands which have been granted by Congress to aid in the construction of railroad and telegraph lines. 


Gulf and Ship Island. ................ 
. nl Florida]. 
d Tennessee.. 


pen and Girard)... 
and Chattanooga 


[Alabama and 5 
Northeast and 5 
and Wills W e Railroads.] 

Pensacola and Georgia 

a 289 3 and Gulf Central. . 

Louisiana and Texas, formerly Louisiana 
e Shreveport and Texas 


iA aean Baton Rouge and Vicks- 


Saint Louis and Tron Mountain 
[Little Rock and Fort Smith) 


eee 1 3 
oug on an tonagon, formerly 

Marquette and Ontonagon. 
North Wisconsin, former! 


(Ma: TASER EEE Hi 
(June 31880 11 


Croix and Lake Superior and 
branch to Bayfield. 
Wisconsin Central, ee PO ons OO vesncnscacwescas= 


©, Winnebago and Su 
Saint Paul and Pacific, "Saint Vin. Minnesota 
cent extension, formerly branch 


branch, formerly branch to Lake 


ge gg ee 


2 — 2 
E = Extended by act— 23 
— E ea 
Ə | | ef 
E Ss E 
2 == 
4 sa 22 EE 
— gF 885 E 
g 2 = 25 
8 2 = 
Acres. 
State .. 652, 800. 00 
143 [States] .. [419, 520. 00] 
17 e sees 132, 480. 00 
Ido. 1840. 880. 00] 
SaaS 150, 000. 00 
[897, 920, 00] 
1, 568, 729. 87 
183, 153. 99 
610, 880. 00 
3, 800, 000. 00 
tate 000. 
do. i 
5 [355, 420: 00] 
. June 18, 1864 552, 515. 
5 ---| May 20, 1868 252 
SAO E 6 miles 15 miles... May 5, 1864 | 13 66 | 1, 408, 455. 69 
8 10 miles 20 miles 
S 10 miles 20 miles... Apr. 9, 1874 18 1, 800, 000. 00 
Territory .| 6 miles 15 miles... | Mar. 3,1873| 17 | 631] 2 000, 000.00 
State ..... 10 miles 20 miles... June 22, 1874 | 18 | 203 
6 miles 15 miles . Mar. 3,1873| 17 | 631 1, 475, 000. 00 
8 10 miles 20 miles... June 22, 1874 | 18 203 


And subsequent acts and resolutions. 


The joint resolution was read the second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
COMMITTEE ON INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 
Mr. GROOME. Ioffer the following resolution, and if there be no 
objection I ask for its immediate consideration: 


!...... a a pje e a E ee rs 
posed interoceanic canal 3 and fully considered and 


quired into and at Spey rey upon: Therefo: 75 
Be it resolved, select committee of nine Senators (to be appointed by 
the presiding officer of Senate) be appointed, whose duty it be to examine 


ect of the selection of a suitable route for the construction of an in- 
across the American isthmus; and that all — ee 
Haa, „ bills, and reports on such canal or other mode of 
cation between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans be referred to this 8 
tee; PF... OF Molec erin) US Dent SAL OS the coni t fund of 
the Senate during the sessions, and said committee have authority to report 
to the Senate at any time — resolution, bill, or report as may ba best adapted to 
secure such communication between said oceans. „ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of this resolution? 


Mr. PENDLETON. I object. 


into the subj 
teroceanic 
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Mr. RANSOM. Let it lie over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolution 
goes over under the rule. 


PRINTING OF EVIDENCE. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am directed by the Committee 
on Claims to ask for the following order: 

Or That the evidence in the matter of the claim of Benjamin Holladay, 
now pending before the Senate Committee on Claims, be printed. 

The order was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 

Ordered, That the select committee to examine into the removal of the Northern 


Cheyennes be authorized to print, for the use of the committee and of the Senate, 
the ony as taken in the progress of their investigation. 


ADVANCEMENT OF AGRICULTURAL INTERESTS. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, from the Committee on Agriculture, to whom was 
referred the following resolution, submitted by Mr. Davis, of West 
Virginia, on March W, 1879, reported it, with the recommendation 
that it pass: 

agriculture is the foundation of nearly all our wealth, and it is main] 


Whereas 
through the exportation of its products that we are off our large indebted- 
ness, 5 and domestic, and have the present frogs ce of e in our 


people of this country are 


ai 
eee eee ing,) That the Com- 
mittees 3 the respective Houses be, and they are hereby, instructed 
to censider generally the subject of culture, and report, 142 or otherwise, 
what can or ought to be done orane eneral Government to better advance, en- 
courage, and foster agricultural interests ; and that said committees shall have the 
power to send for persons and papers. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. JONAS, it was 

Covered, TBSP PINA aa rs of Geo! E. Pa be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee Ach 

THE CURRENCY AND COINAGE, 


Mr. MORGAN. I hold in my hand a resolution which I desire to 
8 to the Senate this e apo I ask the indulgence of the 
nate while I submit some remarks upon it. I willsend the resolu- 
om to the Clerk’s desk and have it read for the information of the 
mate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved by the Senate, That the continuance of the existing volume of United 
States Treasury notes, with their legal-tender quality preserved, and the main- 
tenance of their equivalency in value with coin, is demanded by the present neces- 
sities of trade, commerce, and industry ; and that the full restoration of silver coin- 


to an equality with gold is necessary to secure to the people of the United 
States a Ar ry fe permanent supply of money to maintain our national pros- 
. 


: By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. MORGAN. *Mr. President, the resolution which I offer is an- 
tagonized in principle to the joint resolution already referred to the 
Committee on Finance, which was offered by the honorable Senator 
from Delaware, [Mr. BAA D, ] and which I will read: 

That from and after the p: of this resolution the Treasury notes of the 
United States shall be receivable for all dues to the United States excepting duties 
on imports, and shall not be otherwise a legal tender; and any of said notes here- 
after reissued shall bear this superscription. _ 

In the ity 77 New York this resolution is strongly supported by 
the classes that control the large mercantile, commercial, and banking 
interests of the country. 

Their 8 are set forth in a petition to Congress, which has 
been largely signed, as we are informed, by the newspapers, asking 
for the passage of the joint resolution of the Senator from Delaware. 
I will refer to that petition as an 5 of public sentiment, and 
although it has not been presented, I hope there isno impropriety in 
referring to it, as a popular movement, in advance of its actual pres- 
entation here. It is useful, as a public fact, to the proper argument 
of the resolution that I propose to offer. I will refer to the petition 
as it appears in the public prints. 

In discussing the resolution I propose to offer, the merits of the 
resolution of the Senator from Delaware and the petitions that sup- 
port it seem to be drawn directly in question. 

Stimulated, if not overborne, by a strong demand for radical legis- 
lation in reference to our financial system coming from the great 
center of banking power, there is danger that we shall go too fast 
and too far in the assertion of theories that we may hold to with 
strong convictions, but which cannot be enforced at this time and 
under existing circumstances without serious injury to the people. 

We are too prone to believe that our present prosperity is perma- 
nent, and I fear we are too confident that it will be maintained. 

Starvation in Ireland and depression in Germany and France and 
een because of the reduction of their volume of money, shipped 
40 this country to purchase food, have resulted, in the usual manner, 
in put the price of labor in those countries down to a very low 

they are beginning to undersell us in our own mar- 
kets, and they must be able to cripple us seriously in foreign mar- 
kets. American patriotism, like the patriotism of all other people, 


is not severely shocked at being permitted to purchase foreign goods 
at low prices. If foreign countries unde: us here they will get 
our gold to pay the balance of trade. This condition of affairs may 
well be expected to come around at no distant day, and it seems to 
me that it is unwise to refuse to recognize its possibility. When this 
does occur we shall have*need of all the good, sound money we have 
or can get, and possibly more, to prevent a most calamitous revul- 
sion in every department of trade and production. 

The petition to Congress to which I have referred is signed by 
many of the leading capitalists of New York, and represents largely 
the best and most successful business talent in that city. It is 


entitled to respect because of the character of the signers, and to the 
gravest consideration because of the importance of the subject to 
which it refers. 


The conspicuous absence of names, on the list of signatures, of 
men who represent the laboring classes and people 1 in small 
dealings—having little capital—informs us in the most distinct man- 
ner that it is the great capitalists and large dealers who are urging 
this movement. 

The opinions of persons such as these are entitled to great weight, 
and strong influence is universally and justly accorded to their en- 
lightened judgment in such matters. I do not believe that they are 
either more or less disinterested in their opinions than other classes 
of men, but their skill in financial management is not usually diverted 
from making a suitable provision for their own welfare and directed 
gratuitously to the interests of other classes. The names that are 
most prominent in this movement cluster in brilliant constellations 
around the center of financial power in this country, and are largely 
found to be in Wall street, Chambers street, and Pine street. Not a 
large proportion of them are from the agricultural or manufacturing 
sections of New York. New York possesses and controls a ruling in- 
fluence over the industries and commerce of near fifty million of 
people in the United States and many millions in other countries. Its 
control over the financial condition of the whole country, from ocean 
to ocean and from the lakes to the Gulf, is almost supreme. It is the 
great city of “reserves,” under our badly regulated system of na- 
tional banks, and by force of our statutes it is put in control of from 
15 to 25 per cent. of all the amount of deposits in all the banks of 
issue in the United States and Territories. In addition to this, New 
York is the depository of the surplus and balances of the national 
banks of all the towns and cities that are not the “reserve cities.” 
Nearly all the paper discounted and nearly all the exchange sold by 
banks and bankers in the other States is paid in New York. The 
Treasury Department does all its financiering in New York, and seems 
to be unable to use the Government money to pay its debts or its bonds 
to fund its debts without the assistance of a New York syndicate. 

This power has been acquired chiefly in legitimate trade, and has 
grown to these proportions without having excited the eee of 
other great cities, or of the ple of other sections. The ple 
everywhere have accorded to New York the most aca, ory posi- 
tion in commercial affairs, and there is scarcely an inhabited part of 
the United States that has not paid, and is not now paying, its tribute 
to this metropolis, Beyond any other city it has received the sup- 

rt of the agricultural classes, and its miles of great streets, walled 
in with palatial structures, have been chiefly built out of this tribute- 
money. Those who sit at its gates in the receipt of customs collect 
them from every human being in the United States—the consumers of 
its merchandise—and the collections amount to nearly two-thirds of 
our entire revenues derived from imports. The vast capital and credit 
that New York has accumulated, and at all times has controlled, has 
been derived mainly from commissions upon the sale of crops, profits 
on merchandise exchanged for these or sold for money, of banking, 
and dealing in exchange, the income of t lines of railway, specula- 
tions in depreciated money, and in stocks and bonds, life and and 
marine insurance, and in subsidies and liberal appropriations from 
the Federal Government. It is not unexpectedly, therefore, that we 
find New York always in the lead with reference to those financial 
measures that are calculated to give increased power to capital; and 
it is no indication of a bad or dishonest condition of sentiment if 
those whose capital is chiefly in manufactures and farming lands, and 
the labor engaged in production should be opposed to giving any 
undue and forced supremacy to the power of money thus concen- 
trated in one great financial center, 

These interests are not naturally at war with each other, and should 
not be forced by legislation into unnatural conflict, but the strength of 
both should be united in a generousrivalry to better the condition of all 
classes. In the absence of productions capital would be useless, and in 
the absence of capital productions would scarcely exceed the wants of 
the rudest forms of social existente, and could never furnish a sur- 
plus for commercial exchange. If we would find an illustration of 
these facts we have only to observe how the populous and fertile 
countries of Central Africa provide the inhabitants with abundant 
food without the use of capital,and yet never make a move toward 
civilization because of their ignorance of the uses of money. In the 
United States, which is not a more fertile country than Africa, the 
amount of negro labor that is available in the Central African nations 
would more than double our entire annual productions. It is all use- 
less to civilization, because it is not and cannot be provided with a 
medium of exchange in the present barbarous condition of its pappie: 

In some respects, even New York may make mistakes. Because New 


138 


„ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD SENATE. 


DECEMBER 17, 


York is eminently rich in credit and capital it does not follow that 


her true interests and prosperity depend entirely upon an increase of 
the purchasing power of money, or of any other power that money may 
have. Her prosperity depends much more upon increased produc- 
tions in the country and increased to the producing classe$ than 
upon her ability to lend money at high rates of interest to a failing 
people and to buy their property at low prices. This is becoming 
more obviously true as she drives her railroad enterprises and com- 
binations into every quarter of the country and concentrates an in- 
creasing mass of productions in her warehouses. Her customers are 
found all over the land and her true interests include the prosperity 
of all parts of the country. This intimate connection between capital 
and production, it seems to me, should call the attention of the great 
capitalists of New York to the necessity of the protection and encour- 
agement of the producing classes as well as to the increase of the 
power of the classes who live by selling productions, lending money, 
selling goods, dealing in stocks and bonds, banking, insurance, navi- 
gation, and by the profit of railroad transportation. 

It is my firm conviction, which I state with unaffected deference 
to the opinions expressed in the petition of these distinguished com- 
mercial men, that the resolution which they urge us to adopt must 
have the effect seriously to embarrass and depress every industry on 
land and sea in which the producing and manufacturing classes are 
interested, and that it will have the contrary effect of increasing the 
wealth of the capitalists by the amount so lost to the great body of 
the people. Idonotimpute * and intent to the petitioners, 
but I believe that they are so with the ee g of increased 
and well-secured prosperity in their peculiar lines of business, and 
of the consolidation of their power, that they believe that the meas- 
ure which will bring such results within their reach must be benefi- 
cent to every other interest in the whole country. Their mistake, 
and it is radical, is in assuming that the money of the country is the 
only. true and legitimate controller and vitalizer of its prosperity, 
and that all industry is beholden to capital for its success, when the 
truth is that capital is a mere adjanct of industry—the aggregation 
of the earnings of industry treasured up in the forms of money and 
credit—and a means to facilitate the exchange of the fruits thereof. 

When the people of this country, or, indeed, of any country, are 
supplied with asufficient velume of currency to enable them to make 
free and rapid exchanges of the fruits of their industry, and have an 
abiding confidence in that currency, they are in a financial condition 
that cannot be bettered by any mere legislative expedients to in- 
crease the volume of currency, and they must necessarily be injured 
by such expedients to reduce its volume or its value. And when the 
rate of interest is in fair proportion with the profits of industry, and 

rices are remunerative, we have the very best proof that all the 
Bnancial conditions are in operation that are n ul to give proper 
support and encon ment to all industries and the proper employ- 
ment of capital. Then it works, and does not speculate. Such is 
precisely our condition at this time, except that the rate of interest 
is a little advanced by a speculative demand for money; and I shrink 
with apprehension from resorting to any form of legislation that fen) 
seriously disturb it. That our people are 1 supplied wit 
currency is evident from the A a increase of business. Notwith- 
standing the fact that the sum per capita is much below that of many 


nations not so prosperous, we are managing to outstrip them in prog- 
ress. Our people have unwavering confidence in our poper money, 
because they know that its redemption in coin depends upon their 


own credit; and they feel strong enough and are true enough to make 
that credit good and available to meet every public debt. It seems 
that the petitioners are not satisfied of this fact; they mistrust the 
fidelity of the people. They want a higher rate of interest, and they 
want a better security for the repayment of their capital when they 
lend it. They wish to be able to lend national-bank notes to the peo- 
ple, and to pay them for their crops in this N but when the 

ple owe them debts they insist upon the right to demand payment 
in gold, or, at least, in coin, and to deny to them the right to pay 
their debts in United States notes. They are becoming alarmed at 
the mass of capital that is accumulating so near to their stock and 
produce exchan Their fear is that it will betray Wall street into 
spasmodic speculations, and they want a description of money the 
3 of Which shall be entirely within the control of the national 

anks. 

The industrial classes are all content to earn United States legal - 
tender notes with their hard labors. But at the first moment after 
the people's credit has lifted this currency to par with gold, and in- 
e e par, a sudden and furious demand is made for its demon- 
etization by the capitalists of our great monetary metropolis. I confess 
that I can discern no just cause for this movement atthistime. Ifa 
reason ever existed why United States legal-tender currency should 
be abolished, it was when it was below par. It has cost the people 
untold losses, sorrows, and calamities, to build up the credit of this 
money, in the face of repressive laws designed to keepitdown, and when 
they have borne it in triumph to assured success, it must be destroyed at 
the bidding of those who fear its competition in business. 

The people believe in the maxim that nothing in the shape of a 
promise to pay is money, in the true sense, that is not redeemable in 
coin; that a government that endeavors to pay its debts, as a matter 
of right, and not of contract, in fiat money, or in promises that are 
not to be redeemed, cannot have and is not entitled to have credit 


at home or abroad. And faithfully and 8 they have labored 
and suffered to act upon this maxim, and to provide for the redemp- 
tion of all our promises in coin. They will be astonished to find that 
their honor and credit are suspected at the very moment when they 
began to redeem greenbacks with coin. The injustice of this reflec- 
tion upon them becomes very cruel when we recur to the history of 
our public debt, and to the sacrifices it has cost the people to provide 
forit. A few of the most prominent facts are sufficient to illustrate 
the cruelty of this wrongful and unjust suspicion of the people. 

In the beginning of our new financial system which sprung from 
the war greenbacks were the only public debts that we agreed to pay 
in coin. The t body of our interest-bearing debt was, by express 
agreement with every bondholder, bay, igh at our option, in coin or 
in our legal-tender {paper currency. On the 25th of February, 1862, 
Congress enacted that “ United States notes shall be received the 
same as coin, at their par value, in payment for any loans that may 
be hereafter sold or negotiated by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and may be reissued from time to time as the exigencies of the public 
interest shall require,” and that they shall be receivable in payment 
of all taxes, except for duties on imports, &c., and of all claims against 
the United States, except for interest upon bonds and notes, which 
shall be paid in coin, and shall also be lawful money and a legal ten- 
der in payment of all debts, public and private, within the United 
States, except duties on imports and interest as aforesaid. That law 
authorized the issue of one hundred and fifty millions of these Treas- 
ury notes and five hundred millions 6 per cent. bonds. On the Ist of 
March, 1862, Congress authorized the issue of 6 per cent. certificates 
of indebtedness for the whole amount of audited and settled demands 
against the United States, and on the 17th of March, 1862, it author- 
ized the issue of any amount of certificates of indebtedness that the 
Secretary of the Treasury could sell for coin, upon such terms and at 
such rates as he might deem most advan us to the public inter- 
ests. On the lith of July, 1862, an additional issue of legal-tender 
notes was authorized to the amount of $150,000,000. 

On the 17th of January, 1863, an issue of one hundred millions 
legal-tender Treasury notes was authorized. On the 3d of March, 
1863, bonds to the amount of nine hundred millions, and four hun- 
dred and fifty millions in legal-tender Treasury notes, and fifty mill- 
ions to redeem postal and revenue-stamp currency were authorized. 
And by a supplementary act of March 3, 1864, bonds were author- 
ized to be issued to the amount of two hundred millions in lien of 
those authorized by the act of March 3, 1863, “ pa able at any pe- 
riod not more than forty years from date in coin.’ his was the first 
express provision of law for the payman in coin of any of our bonds, 
and that was limited to $200,000,000. On the 30th of June, 1864, the 
issue of four hundred millions was authorized, the interest 
in coin. On the 3d of March, 1865, the Secretary of the 
was authorized to issue bonds to the amount of $600,000,000, and 
the principal, or interest, or both, may be payable in coin or in other 
la money,” at his discretion. So that in all these issues of bonds, 
the Secretary of the T wus required to issue only two hun- 
dred millions of bonds payable in coin, and was actes at his dis- 
cretion to issue six hun millions, payable in cdin or other lawful 
money. The great body of the national debt was subject to the pro- 


yable 


visions of the act of February 25, 1862, making Treasury notes legal 


tender and lawful money for their payment, and whoever bought 
these bonds took them subject to this law, which was a part of every 
such contract. And every bond that was issued contained an express 
contract providing for the description of money in which it was to 
be paid. Since these ial contracts were made with the bond- 
holders we have chan their terms by converting all of them into 
bonds payable in coin. This was done by the republican party on 
the 18th of March, 1869, by act of Congress, on the pretext of 
strengthening the public credit, and at the cost to our le of an 
additional burden of debt amounting to near six hun millions 
of dollars. And then on the 14th July, 1870, me mip of the vise 
was thus farther intensified, as I will show by ing the statute: 

Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to 
issue, in a sum or sums not exceeding in the aggregate ,000,000, coupon or s- 
tered bonds of the United States, in such forms as he may prescribe, and of de- 
nominations of $50, or some multiple of that sum, redeemable in coin of the present 
standard valne, at the pleasure oft the United States, after ten years from the date 
of their issue, and bearing interest, payable semi-annually in such coin, at the rate 
of 5 per cent. per annum. 

At the same time, and largely by this means, the greenback cur- 
rency, which was redeemable in coin, was left to decline in value for 
the want of coin with which to redeem it. Under the act of Con- 
gress of April 12, 1866, greenbacks were required to be retired by being 

nded in bonds at the rate of not more than $10,000,000 within the 
first six months from the passage of the act, and not more than 
$4,000,000 monthly thereafter. 

This process sent up the currency price of new bonds of 1865 from 
111 in April, 1865, to 122 in April, 1869, and gold went down from 
48 per cent. premium in April, 1865, to 35 per cent. in April, 1869. 
This was the result of restored confidence in the redeemability of our 
promises, not by the process of contraction, but through the faith of 
the people that our promises would at some time be kept. On the 
4th of February, 1868, Congress suspended further contraction of the 
currency, and yet the premium on gold continued to sink from that 
time until greenbacks became its equivalent of value, in January, 
1879. The coin resources of the Government had been set apart under 


-enormous demand of go 
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a legislative mortgage of our customs receipts for the exclusive ben- 
elit of the bondho. 
for much the greater part of their bonds, while the holders of green- 
backs that were paga le in coin were cut off from all hope of getting 
coin for them until after the lapse of many years. Of course they 
went down in the money market, and those who took them at par 
found them worth little more than about one-third of their fade value 
in gold in July, 1864, while our bonds were selling at 118 in currency. 
It was the bad faith of the Government toward the people, and not 
the bad faith of the people toward the Government, that caused this 
terrible depreciation of the legal-tender currency. I do not claim 
that when we reach the period oE pag and reaction we should have 
issued legal-tender currency equal in amount to our bonded debt, for 
the purpose even of converting into a non-interest-bearing debt, for I 
believe that such a policy would have recoiled upon our industries 
to an extent almost as injurious as it was to add $600,000,000 to the 
burden of the debt. But Ido claim that the contract should have 
been allowed to remain as it was originally made, so that we could 
have had the advantage of the option to 1 part of the debt 
in nbacks as we in circulation in h, 1869. 
t was a breach ef 7 5 faith and a gross injustice to create an 
d to pay one class of creditors a mere gra- 
tuity upon their untaxed bonds, while we caused another class, who 
held a different class of debts, redeemable in coin, to lose nearly two- 
thirds of the face value of their debts and pay the taxes to raise the 


gold for more fortunate people: 

If these obligations had been left unchanged, every bondholder 
would have been the firm ally of every tax-payer, and of every holder 
of greenbacks in the effort to maintain them at par forgold. When 
the bondholders were bound by contract to accept nbacks for 
their bonds, they were interested to uphold their value. When they 
were released from this obligation, the position was reversed, and 
they were more interested to reduce their value as much as possible 
below the par of gold. And thus our people were “ ground beneath 
the upper and the nether millstone.” 

But all these advantages were not considered as being enough for 
the capitalists. They had gained t ascendency over the people, 
andit naturally taken a political form. It entered into the State, 
and demanded a share in the powers of government. It claimed to 
be able to control the election of a President; and it was. It de- 
manded the further concession to its electoral power that its novated 
contract, which in A ries terms was payable “ in coin of the standard 
value of the United States on the 14th day of July, 1870,” should be 
paid only in gold coin. Silver was then legal tender for all sums, and 
our mines opened up to meet the necessities of an impoverished Teme 
ike as the waters rushed from the rock when smitten with the rod 
of Moses, 

Silver was likely to dethrone gold from its imperial dominion, and 
the capitalist saw the victim people rene to supply a silver 
coinage from their mines for their own deliverance; and the repub- 
lican party on their demand demonetized silver. How did they do 
this fatal work? By exactly the means that are now attempted with 
reference to greenbacks—they simply sty its legal-tender qual- 
ity. That was all they did, and it sunk and died; and when silver 
money was thus destroyed our bonds could only be 7 in gold coin. 
Every other possible means of payment Con, had destroyed. The 
propis still had United States notes with which they could pay their 

ebts, one to another, because Co; had imparted to them the 
leghl-tender quality. They were below the par of gold, and to that 
extent they were a constant loss to the people. 

Sey when a President was to be elected, the capitalists made 
another demand upon the republican party, and it was granted. In 
1875 they demanded that the volume of greenback currency should 
be contracted, and that of the national banks expanded. This de- 
mand was not made on the grounds that greenbacks were legal-tender 
currency, far from it. National-bank notes were redeemable in coin or 
in legal-tender paper money, at the Ad beige of the banks, and in these 
banks capital had established its citadel. The national bank wasits 
keep and stronghold, where no enemy could prevail against capital. 
Its untaxed bonds drew interest there, and the Government, while 
paying interest on the whole sum of the bonds, paid to the bond- 

olders, in advance, nine-tenths of that sum in notes to circulate as 
money, the final redemption of which in coin was guaranteed by the 
United States. The Government also gave the bondholders bank 
charters which they could use in any State or Territory, and then the 
exclusive cage “ef of banking in any and every State; and to make 
this monopoly effectual and more valuable, the Government destroyed 
by its laws every State bank of issue by a direct tax of 10 per cent. 
upon its circulation. Greenback currency would have been long 
since destroyed but for its usefulness to the national banks as a means 
of redeeming their circulation. While greenbacks were below par, 
the national banks used them to redeem their circulation and to keep 
up their reserves. As soon as greenbacks attained the par value of 
gold, they ceased to be a convenience to the national banks of heavy 
capital, such as they have in New York, for the redemption of their 


issues, and they then became an obstruction to their business. They 


occupy & field of circulation nearly as large as that covered by na- 
tional-bank circulation, and if they can be driven out the national 
banks will have all that field to themselves. And so it seems they 
must go. 


For several years very strenuous efforts were made by capitalists 


ders, whose agreement was to accept greenbacks | to force a contraction of greenback currency, with a view, as they 


asserted, to bring the sum of that currency within the capacity of the 
Government to redeem it in gold. It was to their interest then, as it 
is to the interest of capitalists now, to get the entire volume of legal- 
tender money under their control, and until gold and silver became 
abundant, they being compelled to retain some greenbacks with which 
to supply a fund for the redemption of their own issues, held on to 
its legal-tender quality, and struck boldly forthe contraction of its 
volume. This outcry against the volume of this eurrency was always 
a pretext to satisfy the country with its removal from the field of 
competition with the national-bank circulation. How could it be 

ed that any man would believe this pretense while we were 
constantly increasing the volume of our interest-bearing debt payable 
in gold, and increasing our national-bank circulation which the Gov- 
ernment is as much bound to redeem in gold as it is to redeem green- 
backs in gold? All these debts alike rest on the credit of the people, 
and their credit was as good to sustain greenbacks at par for fol as 
it was to sustain one thousand seven hundred and ninety millions of 
bonds at from 2 to 6 per cent. premium over gold, and as it is to sus- 
tain the constantly increasing volume of national-bank currency at 
par. The contraction policy of 1868, which was such a cruel and 
ruinous visitation upon the country, leaving the whole land strewn 
with wrecks of families of good and frugal men brought to poverty and 
want, and the noisy now u in this petition, and in the resolu- 
tions it asks us to adopt, to destroy the legal-tender quality of this 
currency, are alike in principle, and will, as I fear, result in like dis- 
asters to the people. 

The contraction policy of 1875 did not renew these evils in their 
full effect for many reasons, one of which was that a series of very 
hard years had prevented the extension of credit, but the principal 
reason was that there was a pledge in the act of 1875—the resumption 
act—that the volume of greenbacks should not be geduced by co! pal: 
sory funding below three hundred millions, and after January, 1 
the people were permitted to decide for themselves whether they would 
accept its redemption in coin. When Con prohibited the de- 
struction of greenbacks and required their reissue, they did not 
sink in value, but constantly appreciated, and this is the final proof 
that the people consider them as good as gold under any system of 
fair treatment. . 

Whenever any descriptions of money, whether silver or coin certifi- 
cates, or greenbacks, or State bank issues, have come in competition 
with the national-bank currency, they have been assailed with vio- 
lence, and abused with epithets and revilings, and have been either 
destroyed or else so crippled that they could not exert their proper 
influence in our national system of finance. 

We have now reached the fifth act in the financial y. The 
first four acts were under the management of the republican party. 
namely: first, the change of the character of our debt from a“ awful 
money“ contract to a coin contract; second, the change of that coin 
contract to a gold contract through the demonetization of silver; 
third, the rapid and forced contraction of the volume of the green- 
back currency while we were expending the national-bank currency 
and increasing the public debt; fourth, the bankruptcy of the peo- 
ple and the desolation of the workshops, filling the land with tramps 
who were once good citizens; and the making bonfires of cities by 
compelling the employés of great corporation monopolies to fight 
for the bread they could not otherwise earn. These were the four 
acts of the tragedy in which the republican 87 7 played all the 
parts. But most of the stock actors grew faint with overwork, and 
alarmed at the contemplation of the denouement that awaits 
them, and deserted the stage. Some of the t stars are also alarmed 
5 are now 3 conceal their deadly splendors in clouds 
of obscurity, and stand by to watch in utter silence, while others— 
the democrats—are about to finish the performance. 

The fifth act, the destruction of one-half of the ogak tender money 
that remains to the people, is left to the care of the democratic party, 
which, itis preston) E T be compelled to complete the tragedy under 
a threat that, if they refuse, New York will withdraw its support. I 
prefer to let the republicans play out their programme. 

Their President, not the peoples President, is already on the boards 
in the title role of the Great Pretender who comes forth with appa- 
rently desperate p to destroy the greenback currency which is 
the child of his own household, but reassures his alarmed confréres by 
telling them, in astage whisper, that he is not dangerously in earnest, 
but only acting a part to frighten the demecrats into some wild folly. 
And their Secretary of the Treasury is stepping cautiously toward the 
stage to resume his character of “Artful Dodger,” if the applause 
seems to justify the venture. Let them play it out and see whether 
these greater stars now in total eclipse will also come forth again. 

Let them complete their work and appeal to a betrayed and ruined 
country for their reward. 

After incalculable sufferings we have reached the point of oan 
tion, and I rejoice at the fact, but deplore the cost of it. The people 
of the United States have resumed specie payments. Their confi- 
dence in their own credit has inspired all classes with the belief that 
their promises to pay are as good as coin, and that confidence, and 
only that, has brought ustoresumption ; and that confidence alone will 
enable us to maintain it. We know full well that with about four 
hundred and eighty millions of coin and bullion in the country we 
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cannot pay the annual gold interest of $88,000,000 on the national 
bonded debt and redeem 336,000 of paper currency, but we know 
that we can, under existing laws, meet promptly every demand that 
will be made upon us for its redemption, and this fact makes every 
promise of the Government the equivalent of gold. 

Has this result been brought about by the pee of resumption 
under which we agreed that on the 1st day of last January wè would 
pay coin for greenbacks over a single counter in New York when pre- 
sented in sums of not less than 8507 As well might we say that 
the smallest outlet to the sen which helps to drain off the water of 
the Mississippi put into action the myriad fountain-springs that 
supply its vast volume of water. That act of resumption only indi- 
cated a period of time at which our people would give expression to 
a common consent and understanding that all our promises should be 
considered as the equivalent of coin. 

When our people uttered this great decree, it was impossible that 
any power could resist its influence, and it will stand good in despite 
of any effort of Congress to cast a new and darker shadow of dis- 
credit on their good faith by declaring that they are not to be trusted 
with the duty of keeping their promises at par with gold. 

The democratic party attempted to provide two aids to resumption 
so as to make the 1 8 10 easier upon the country. They sueceeded 
over the veto of the President in securing the remonetization of silver. 
They restored to that coin its legal-tender guality, bnt were prevented 
from restoring the coinage of silver to its former equality of privilege 
with gold. Still, what they succeeded in accomplishing was the most 
efficient, if not the indispensable, preparon or the resumption of 
coin payment. They fenced in the ury with a barricade of silver, 
and that saved it from exhaustion. It was only when we had made 
it ible for the Secretary of the Treasury to pay out silver to the 
holders of our paper currency when they should demand gold that he 

was ever able to venture to attempt resumption in its restricted form 
over a single counter in New York. 

The democratic party attempted also as a measure to facilitate 
resumption, and as a measure of justice to the people as well, to com- 
pel by law the Secretary of the to accept our legal-tender 

per money at the custom-houses in payment of duties on imports. 
Tis measure was opposed by the great body of the republican Party 
and by its President and Secre of the Treasury, and was defeated. 
And yet within a very short time after Congress had adjourned 
the Secre of the ury, A his mere order to his customs 
ofticers, required them to violate the express statute and to receive 
greenbacks in payment of all customs dues. He found himself com- 
pelled to accept democratic policy as a n means to resump- 
tion, but he availed himself of it not through the constitutional pow- 
ers of Congress, but by meurping those powers to himself and by 
enacting a law that Congress just refused to enact. 

It is worse than ide for the demonetizers to declaim against insta- 
bility in our gos and the insecurity of the value of money when a 
Secretary of is permitted, without any objection dr even 
a question of his authority, to annul the most important laws gov- 
erning finance, and to issue orders by which the whole of our cus- 
toms revenues are required to be received in a sort of money that he 
is expressly prohibited to take. 

I have presented, as I believe, a just and correct view of the situa- 
tion and of the measures which have enabled us to reach resumption. 

If any further legislation is needed now, I believe that it is to amend 
the statutes so that greenbacks can be received for customs duties, 
and so relieve the Secretary of the Treasury from the necessity of 
violating the laws that he is sworn to execute, and to place silver on 
an equal footing with gold as to all the privileges of coinage. 

Ihave heard but one ent in support of the resolution of the 
Senator from Delaware. t argument is, that the existing volume 
of mback currency was issued and is kept in circulation in viola- 
tion of the Constitution of the United States; or that, if this is not 
true, there is astrong current of opinion against its constitutionality, 
and that our currency should not be kept in any debatable condition. 

The President approved the act of May 31, 1878, requiring that United 
States legal-tender notes after they have been redeemed should be 
reissued and paid out again and kept in circulation, and in December, 
1879, he declares in his m to Congress that not only was that 
law unconstitutional but that all the laws making United States ndtes 
legal tenders that have ever been enacted are in the like category. 
He thus destroys not only the opinions of every Congress—nine in 
number—that have met since 1861—opinions that have stood for 
eighteen years and have been constantly reiterated, and also the 

opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States—but his own 
opinions. This is a sad havoc of opinions. But the Secretary of the 
reasury, not taking such bold ground of hostility to his own opinions 
heretofore expressed, furnishes a door of escape from their conse- 
quenees, which I will read from his report for 1879, pages 11 and 12: 
The note of the United States is now received for all public dues, it is carefully 
ted in amount, it is promptly redeemed on demand, and ample reserves in coin 
provided to give confidence in and security for such redemption, With 
tions maintained the United States note will be readily received and 


paid on all demands. While they are maintained, the | -tender clause gives no 
additional credit or sanction to notes, but tends to impair confidence and to 


create fears of overissue. 
As if it were not quite as easy to overissue national-bank notes as 
un 3 or any other notes that may not be legal 
ers 


It would seem, therefore, that now and during the maintenance of resumption 
it isa useless and objectionable assertion of power, which Congress might now re- 


peal on the ground of expediency alone. en it is considered that i tu- 


tionality is seriously contested, and that from its nature it is subject to grave abuse, 
it would now ap to be wise to withdraw the exercise of such a power, leaving 
it in reserve to . — resorted to in such a period of war or grave emergency 
as existed in 1862. e Government derives an advantage in circulating its notes 
without interest, and the people prefer such notes to coin, as money, for their con- 
venience in use and their pa redemption in coin on demand. This mutual 


advantage may be secured without the exercise of questionable power; nor need 


any inconvenience arise from the repeal of the legal-tender clause as to future con- 
tracts, Contracting parties may stipulate for either gold or silver coin or current 
money. 


A blessed privilege to a man, you will observe, Mr. President, who 
has his rights secured in the Constitution of the United States, that 
he must farther secure them, in order that they should be available 
to him under any circumstances, by an express, special contract! 

In the absence of an ress stipulation for coin the reasonable presumption 


would exist that the es contemplated ent in current money, and such 
no meee might properly be declared by ioe and the contract enforced accord- 
y. 


It would be a wonderful act of Congress for us to pass if we should 
enact that hereafter there should be a presumption attending every 
contract that that contract was made with reference to its payment 
in national-bank notes, and that, unless the contract expressly stipu- 
lated otherwise, national-bank notes should be a legal tender, in con- 
sequence of that established legal presumption, in the payment of 
debts. It is a wonder what has become of the Constitution in the 
contemplation of the Secretary of the Treasury when he states pro 
ositions of law like this. Ido not know a respectable court in the 
United States that has ever yet held that the debts created between 
persons in this country, where we have gold coin, silver coin, and 
greenback notes which are legal tender, and contracted in view of 
such a currency as this, were followed by the legal presumption that 
they were not to be paid in that kind of currency, but that they were 
to be paid in national-bank notes. 

There is such a thing in this country as a final settlement of judi- 
cial questions, and when the Supreme Court has settled a question 
purely judicial in its character I think it is right and proper to let 
that question rest where they have left it. My right under the Con- 
stitution to pay my creditor a debt in * currency can only be 
upheld or denied by the judgment of a court, when an act of 
Congress declares that I have such a right. Neither the execu- 
tive nor legislative departments can adjudge this question. This 
right to demand gold or silver coin in payment of debt due me, in 
which I firmly believe, is an individual right—a right as personal to 
myself as the right to have my person or papers or propery 1 
from unlawful arrest or seizure or destruction. It is a right of the 
same class as those named. It is in no sense a political privilege, 
ane Congress has no power to deny it or to treat it as a political priv- 

ege. 
question is said to be pending in a case now before the Supreme 
Court with reference to the aona of our reissued | - 
tender paper currency, and it is thought best by some not to risk that 
eminent tribunal on this question, but to treat it as a political ques- 
tion, which Congress may decide at once by an act depriving that 
currency of its legal-tender paniy: 

I must deny the power of Con, to do such a thing so as to pre- 
vent any man from paying a debt existing at the time of the p 
of such an act in legal-tender notes if he had the constitutional right 
so to pay it when the debt was created. If a debtor ever had the 
right under the Constitution to pay his debt in legal-tender paper, 

0 cannot take from him that right so as to discharge that debt 
so long as that currency isin circulation. If Congress can do this it 
can as well declare that gold and silver shall not be a legal tender for 
debts already existing, and I do not believe it has that power. Todo 
that would be to deprive a man of his pepe: or his rights by a mere 
legislative declaration, which is not by due course of law.” If Con- 
r. can declare that no gold and silver coins and no paper money 

all be legal tender if can put a stop to all payment or collection of 
debts. If any description of money is made legal tender by act of 
Congress, and if the act is constitutional, it must necessarily follow 
that Congress cannot pass a retroactive law which will operate to 
prevent any debtor from paying his debt, contracted before its pas- 
sage, in that 3 of money if he can get it. But the resolu- 
tion of the honorable Senator from Delaware destroys the legal-ten- 
der quality of our greenback currency “from and after the p 
of this resolution,“ and makes no reservation of the right of debtors 
to Pe. their debts then existing in that sort of money. 
may safely assume, as I believe, that the private indebtedness of 
the pee of this country, and of our numerous corporations, private, 
public, and municipal, and of the States, is more than four times 
greater in amount than all the gold and silver coin and all the paper 
money now in existence in the United States; and this resolution 
attempts to destroy the right of all these debtors to pay their debts 
in money that was legal tender when they were created. It is urged, 
however, by the friends of this measure, that because our legal-tender 
notes are redeemable now in coin, that their demonetization will not 
affect their value. Yet I cannot understand why, if this be so, we 
should find it necessary, as a measure of relief to the country, to 
convert greenbacks from a legal-tender currency into a currency 


through which legal-tender money may be obtained. If no other 
change than this will occur from the demonetization of greenbacks, 
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we are controverting here over a mere abstraction—a question of 
constitutional law that the Supreme Court should decide and must 
decide, and that is not brought into Congress by the 2 of any 
public necessity. Without attempting to forecast what may be the 
effect of such a measure apon our newly dawnjng pro: ty, or to 

redict the evils that will follow such harsh le; tion, I cannot 

ustly refrain from declaring it as my belief that a more serious 

reach of public faith could not be enacted into alaw. All of this 
vast mass of indebtedness that was contracted since the war, was 
based upon the solemn pledge of the Government that the creditor 
should be compelled to receive payment in United States legal-tender 
notes whenever they were duly tendered to him on or after the 
maturity of the debt. $ 

To deprive this currency of its legal-tender quality, and yet leave 
it in circulation as money, as is proposed in the resolution, is to de- 
stroy an important element of its value and to cancel the promise of 
the Government printed on every bill, that it should be legal tender 
in payment of debts, while they remain in the pockets of the people. 
I cannot conceive of worse treatment than this. They must stand as 
they are or be redeemed. The laws under which this currency was 
created were enacted in time of war, and the necessity so created is 
regarded by some great jemika as justifying its issue under the con- 
stitutional power to declare war and to raise and support the Army 
and Navy. Imaynot be convinced, as I am not indeed, that the power 
thus derived is sufficient to support the act imputing to paper money 
a legal-tender quality. 

It would be better to amend the Constitution and define and make 

ific the power to create legal-tender paper-money, and confine 
the power to fixed limits, than to rest it upon the uncertain event of 
war or other urgent necessity. I am afraid, if this is a war power, 
and cannot be exercised in time of peace, that some of our tion- 
ists might even be willing to force the country into some foreign or 
domestic war with a view to an increase of legal tenders and the res- 
toration of financial prosperity, as they view it. It might even be 
better to have the unlimited power of inflation in the keeping of the 
national banks, that now it under our laws up to the amount 
of our entire bonded debt, if they choose to use it, rather than risk a 
war to justify the expansion of legal-tender eure 

But that question has been authoritatively decided by the Supreme 
Court, which has the right to follow its reasoning, and that is the 
only tribunal that can finally decide this question, which, as a ques- 
tion of law, can only affect two classes of people, the debtors and 
creditors. 

If there was ever an occasion when the necessity of the rule stare 
decisis was more obvious than in all others, it is in this case. These 
decisions of the Supreme Court affirming the constitutionality of 
these laws have become all-pervading laws of property, and have en- 
tered into and controlled every transaction in which there is no spe- 
cial contract for payment of a debt in coin or in some commodity, so 
that it may be said with absolute certainty that almost the entire 
existing volume of indebtedness among the people was contracted 
with direct reference to the legal-tender quality of greenbacks. 

Because some of us differ in opinion with the Supreme Court on these 
subjects it is proposed to destroy their jurisdiction to enforce their 
decision in eases now pending in that court and in all that may come 
before it, and by joint resolutions to revise their judgment declaring 
the law as it stood originally to be constitutional. I have endeav- 
ored to show that the resolution of the honorable Senator can never 
constitutionally reach its purpose. It will die of the same infirmity 
that it proposes to cure. It will perish under the guarantees of the 
Constitution that provide a due course of law, to be administered in 
the courts, for the protection of citizens in their mal rights with 
reference to their rights of property and indeb ess. The statutes 
upon which this currency rests are still unrepealed, and their consti- 
tutionality has been settled by a juflicial decree. It there have been 
any essential changes in these laws let the Supreme Court decide 
whether they are constitutional enactments. If we declare them un- 
constitutional we only set the opinion of one Con: against another, 
against many others indeed that have directed the reissue of this 
money, and it is our plain duty in such conflicts of opinion to submit 
the question to the arbitrament of the Supreme Court. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate for a very few minutes 
to the statutes on this subject, first the act of 1862, which originally 
ordained and established the greenback system. In the first section 
it is provided: 

And such United States notes shall be received the same as coin, at their 
value, in Lp fone for any loans that may be hereafter sold or negotiated by the 
Secretary of the and may be reissued from time to time as the exigencies 
of the public interest shall require. 

Every single greenback act that was subsequent to that 
time by the Con of the United States contained that provision 
substantially. henever a new issue of mbacks was authorized 
by law it contained the express provision that they should be reissued 
by the Secretary of the Treasury as the exigencies of the country 
might from time to time require. 

as not that part of the constitutionality of the law at the time 
of its enactment? Did that feature have anything to do with its 
constitutionality? It had as much to do with the ee a f 
of the law as the original provision for the issue of greenbacks . 


So that when the Supreme Court decided that that law was consti- 
tutional, that law prenta for the reissue of the greenbacks, and 
none of these laws have ever yet been repealed; they stand upon the 
statute-book, and the act of the last Congress for the reissue of these 
notes was a mere further declaration of the will of Congress, based 
npa the —— authority contained in the laws themsel that 

ese notes should be reissned— of the original law itself, part 
of the ey nakne of the issue itself, that they might be reis- 
sued and should be reissued. 

Let us have these great controversies settled for the sake of the 
public welfare, and let the people know that there is an end of strife 
concerning them. These questions are too grave to admit of light 
or passionate treatment, and the use of epithet or denunciation is 
extremely ill-timed in this discussion. United States legal-tender 
notes are being bitterly denounced as dishonest money. It is a note- 
worthy fact, however, that the destruction of this currency for the 
cause of their dishonesty was never urged while it was below the par 
of gold. As soon asit has reached that standard and become every- 
where the equal of gold, and, indeed, its superior in popular favor, it 
is assailed for dishonesty. Who are they who thus assail it? Chiefly 
those who also denounce silver as dishonest money, and who deny 
to all coin except gold an honest character, and to all paper money 
except national-bank notes an approximation toward 6 

The $346,000,000 of United States notes now in circulation perform 
the same functions as if every dollar they call for was a gold dollar. 
But its ae reduces the power of gold over the labor and indus- 
tries an property of the people, and at the same time relieves the peo- 
plefrom the necessity of paying a heavy premium tothe national banks 
on $346,000,000 of their issues which will take the place of green- 
backs, and it is not a matter of surprise that gold and the national 
banks are moving in concert to destroy their rival and regulator. 
The prize they seek to-win is worthy of their best efforts. 

It is true that some of the weaker national banks will break if their 
charter right to redeem their issues in legal-tender notes is taken from 
them, but the sections of the country from which these petitions 
come have strong banks that are backed by the concentration of im- 
mense capifal in the great commercial cities and the failure of the 
weaker elsewhere would only leave open to them a wider field, 
and a more perfect control of finance and commerce. 

I believe that to demonetize greenbacks now would be as fatal to 
our prosperity as was the demonetization of silver. I cannot under- 
stand why the destruction of the legal-tender quality of $346,000,000 
of greenbacks would not work as serious mischief to our people as 
would result from the demonetization of that sum of silver coin, I 
cannot rid myself of the conviction also that this measure is only the 
first step in a movement that is designed tore-éstablish gold as the only 
full legal-tender coin, and national-bank notes as the only papir cur- 
rency. The friends of these two projects are always found together, 
and their movements are in complete harmony. 

The political significance of this movement is calculated to excite _ 
the gravest apprehensions of danger in some sections of the country. 

It is more than intimated in the leading papers that demand the 
demonetization of the legal-tender currency, that largely capitalized 
cities control great States having many electoral votes, and unless 
those who strive to defend the people against the power of monopo- 
lies, and the power of privileged classes, will agree to adopt their 
financial policy, they be handed over to a Party that has always 
been the friend of privilege and monopoly for political control. I 
fear that such a coalition will be too easily made. 

It appears that the alternative is about to be presented to us that 
we shall submit to the power of centralized capital to control the 
prosperity and industries of the people, or the dominion of central- 
ized political power to control their privileges as citizens and their 
rights as individuals. What we shall do when such an alternative 
is presented it is only for me to conjecture. But I hope we shall still 
stand by the people and still endeavor to protect their personal rights 
and liberties against the encroachments of monopoly and privilege, 
whether they are supported by the 8 of monet or by the powers 
of despotic political government. we yield to this demand, it my 

in reduce us to poverty and sorrow and haunt our firesides wit 

e gaunt specter of starvation that hovered about them when gold 

reigned a supreme monarch in the land and all industry was paralyzed. 

am not ready to suddenly dispense with any fiscal ney or any 
currency that has been proven by experience to be a valuable assist- 
ance to the people in their patriotic effort to bear the great burden 
of our public debt. This debt still hangs over us and demands an 
annual contribution of $88,000,000 from the poopie. This debt is 
as much a part of the war as if hostilities had not yet ceased. Its 
shadow hangs, like the smoke of the battle-field, over the entire coun- 
try. If its origin was in a time of extreme necessity, and if its justi- 
fication as a legal tender is under the law of necessity, so long as that 
debt remains unpaid the necessity that gave it origin and constitu- 
tional sanction remains to support it. Legal-tender notes and 


national bank notes were both born of the necessities of the 
times. 

If this great sum that we pay for interest was annually contributed 
to the increase of our wealth, we would soon become the richest people 
in the world. Even at the moderate rate of interest that we are pay- 
ing we will have expended in that way more thap four times the sum 
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of the entire debt before we get it paid. We are also paying about 
$40,000,000 per annum for the use of $337,000,000 of national-bank 
currency. Of this sum about $13,000,000 are for interest on their 
bonds deposited to secure the circulation of the national banks, and 
the remainder is at the low rate of 5 per cent. upon the loan of their 
issues to the people. I say a low rate, because I believe that every 
dollar of national-bank issues cost the borrowers at least 10 per cent. 
annum. The sum of the loans by the national banks in 1878 was 
„000,000, being more than twice the amount of their circula- 
tion, and this sum could not have yielded less than 5 per cent. by 
way of interest, discount, and exchange. With the national debt 
still to be paid, and with about one-third of our entire volume of 
money thus hampered with the price of extortionate interest, it is 
not unnatural or unjust that the people should be jealous of all 
attempts to demonetize greenbacks and silver money, which cost them 
nothing for interest when it issues from the Government. 

We cannot keep gold in this country by legislation that relates 
only to its value as money. If we keep it here, it will be by main- 
taining the balances of trade in our favor. As soon as these bal- 
ances of trade are against us our recent 1 of gold which 
we have made, from the same cause, will flow away from us. The 
notes of the Bank of England and of the Imperial Bank of Ger- 
many do not come here to pay balances. Gold, and only gold, comes 
to pay the balances. If our only . 5 85 money is to be the notes 
of the national banks, not one do of them will ever go abroad 
to pay balances. Neither will United States notes go abroad for this 

ose. But when gold shall leave us, as sometimes it must in the 
8 of its functions in international commerce, if we have a 
roper volume of legal-tender paper money, kept at par by the con- 
famos of our.people in its redemption in goia or silver coin, we shall 
not find our industries paralyzed by the absence of gold, and we can 
keep at work to earn enough again to change the ce of trade in 
our favor. 

Why, then, should we at this time strike down the legal-tender 
quality of the existing volume of greenback currency that the Su- 
3 Court has decided to be constitutional money? Whether that 

ecision was right or wrong in principle it is an accomplished fac 
and it is rashness now to attempt to destroy it. If this policy mus 
be adopted, let it take effect five years hence, and let the people have 
time to prepare for this contraction, as was done with reference to 
resumption. It would be cruelty to force them into this strait at this 
time, and the first panic among the wild men of Wall street or the 
first material failure in our crops would remand the people to the 
miseries of 1873-1877. I would not now abolish the national banks, 
neither would I cripple them in their legitimate business; on the 
other hand, I would not’consent that our bonds should never be paid 
in order to keep up a supply of capital for those banks. 

I would fully respect their charter rights until their charters ex- 
pire, or until I found that they were abusing them, as was done b; 
some great national railroad corporations, and then, as we did wit 
‘them, I would control them so that they should not disturb the gen- 
eral welfare, 

I would, as soon as might be safe and just,require all banking to 
be done on terms of equality, and would abolish the monopoly that 
enables the national banks to draw interest on the fund deposited 
with the Government to secure their circulation, while the holders of 
gold and silver are not permitted to bank upon it at all. 

I would remove all taxation from the circulation of the national 
banks so as to cheapen the money to the people. They now pay this 
tax to the banks, and they in turn pay it to the Government. Iwas 
never in favor of a national-bank system, but thatit is a useful and 
safe fiscal agency through which the Government can issue money to 
the people I must admit, and that .it has done good service in regu- 
lating exchanges is beyond question. Still the banks, as the laws 
are now, have the unlimited power of expansion, and when legal- 
tender paper money is destroyed will have an unrestricted power of 
contraction, and I believe they should be controlled in the exercise 
of these powers. They are powerful, and may become dangerous 
combinations, and I would never increase their power by removing 
any other currency that will keep them in check, at least while they 
possess their existing ability to control the value of the labor and 
property of the people. At this time, when the country is just rising 

rom its disastrous fall in 1873, I must vote against any measure that 
I am convinced would disturb the financial condition of the country, 
because there is no existing evil that I can discover that itis neces- 
sary to correct by radical legislation, and there is extreme danger 
that we shall destroy the confidence of our own people in the good 
faith of the Government in its dealings with them, and thereby put 
a stop to the progress we are just beginning to make toward a gen- 
eral and assured prosperity. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What motion does the Senator submit 
in reference to the resolution ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


_ Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 
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The motion was 
sideration of executive business. 
ecutive session the doors were reopened. 


PROVIDENCE CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
After fifteen minutes spent in ex- 


Mr. BURNSIDE. Task unanimous consent of the Senate to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 820) to authorize the Secretary of the Tr 
to purchase land adjacent to the custom-house in the city of Provi- 
dence, Rhode Island. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SOMERVILLE & DAVIS. ? 


Mr. MAXEY. I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill No. 324 be 
taken up It is a small bill reported by the Finance Committee and 
will not take a minute I am sure. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (5. No. 324) for the relief of Somerville 
& Davis. It authorizes, the Secretary of the Treasury to adjust the 
claim of Somerville & Davis, of Galveston, Texas, for excess of 
duties paid by them on twelve hundred and sixty-eight bundles ef 
cotton-ties imported by them, per steamship China, at the port of 
Boston, July 29, 1876, and to refund to them the amount found to 
have been paid in excess of the duties chargeable by law. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Is there any report in the case? 
Mr. MAXEY. There is a report from the Committee on Finance. 
It is very short and explains the matter. 


The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BAYARD 
on the 15th instant: 

The Committee on Finance, to whom the bill (S. No. 324) for the relief of Som- 
ea — canton was referred, having had the same under consideration, submit the 

owing re : 

The ans sentences of the letter from the Secretary of the 5 May 17, 
1 to the then chairman of this committee (Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont) contains. 
aj ent upon this case in which your ttee fully concur: 

* * * > * * * 

“This Department, upon investigating the matter, ascertained that such repre- 
sentations were true, and that the original claim of the importers was corre,- 

The Department, however, owing to the failure of the importers to bring suit 
within ninety days from the date of its decision on their appeal, whereby, under 
section 2931 of the Revised Statutes, such decision became final and conclusive, 
was unable to grant any relief to the importers in the premises. 

From the foregoing it will be seen that the importers are equitably entitled to 
have their entry of the said reliquidated at a duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem, 
and to have the excessive duties refunded to them, but that, owing to their failure 
to comply with the requirements of the provisions of law above specified, such 
course cannot be taken without authority from Congress. 

wie! 3 tho bill sponi pass. 

“Ve 
ics ms “JOHN SHERMAN, 
Secretary. 

Wherefore, your committee report the accompanying bill and recommend its 
passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REMISSION OF DUTIES ON PRIZES, 


š ae oma I move to proceed to the consideration of Senate 
ill No. 840. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 840) to exempt from 
taxation competitory prizes won by American citizens in foreign 


countries, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I understand that the House of Representa- 
tives always deny the power of the Senate to initiate such legisla- 
tion as this. 

Mr. BAYARD. This is not a qiestion of raising revenue. 

Mr. THURMAN. They have made that point, however. I have no 
objection to the measure itself, but that was a matter upon which we 
had a reference to a joint committee of conference, and had a long 
report from Mr. Scott on the part of the Senate managers, and the 
two Houses could not come to any agreement, one way or the other. 
I shall vote for the bill, but I rather think its passage here will 
amount to nothing. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


of Ilinois. We pass bills too hastily here, Mr. Presi- 


Mr. DA’ 
it is time to adjourn. I move that the Senate do now 


dent. I thi 


ourn. 
5 5 LOGAN. I would ask my colleague to withdraw that motion 
for a moment to allow me, as I was not in during the morning hour, 


to present some papare é . 
Mr. DAVIS, o inois. I have no sort of objection; but if I yield 
to my colleague some else will ask me to withdraw the motion 


for some other p t his papers to-morrow morn- 


. He can presen 
ing as well as now. I should like to oblige my colleague, but I insist 
on my motion. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at two o’clock and thirteen min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


1879. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, December 17, 1879. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
MINERAL LANDS. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I ask unanimous consent to have taken from 
the Speaker’s table, for reference to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining, the bill (S. No. 765) to amend sections 2324 and 2325 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning mineral lands. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker's 
table, read a fret and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

JOHN BARRY. 


Mr. BERRY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3027) for the relief of John Barry; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

NATIONAL MAIL STEAMSHIP SERVICE. 

Mr. MARTIN, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 3028) to provide for the establishment of a national 
mail 8 service; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF MISSOURI RIVER AT SIOUX CITY. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill 
making an appropriation for continuing and completing the improve- 
ment of the Missouri River at Sioux City, Iowa. 

The SPEAKER. Bills of this kind are introduced and referred by 
being placed in the box at the desk. 


REPORT OF HEALTH OFFICER OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEILMAN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 


to print 2,500 copies of the report of the health officer of the District of Columbia 
for use of said health officer. 


FUNERAL EXPENSES OF A HOUSE EMPLOYÉ. 
Mr. HERBERT. I ask unanimous consent to submit for immediate 
adoption the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the House to the Ser- 


eant-at-Arms thereof a sum sufficient to pay the ere funeral and expenses of 
t sickness of Philemon D. Sayre, late an employé 0 : Said 
sum shall not exceed $500, to be approved by the Committee of Accounts; and 
there shall be paid out of the same fand, subject to the same approval, three 
months’ pay to Caroline N. Sayre, mother of deceased. 

Mr. DUNNELL. This resolution would establish a new precedent. 
I think it should go to the Committee of Accounts. 

Mr. HERBERT. I will say to the poima that the precedent is 
already established. A resolution of similar c ter to this was 
passed during the third session of the Forty-fifth Con This res- 
olution is to provide for the funeral expenses, &c., of the young man 
who stood at the western door of this Hall during last session and 
fone the last Congress. I ask the gentleman to withdraw his ob- 

ection. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I prefer that the resolution should go to the Com- 
mittee of Accounts. 

Mr. HERBERT. Very well; let it be referred. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
of Accounts. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution ; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be directed to ascertain and 
8 legislation, if any, should be had upon the subject of Chinese immi- 

LEGAL-TENDER CURRENCY. 

Mr. BALLOU, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3029) to restore the legal-tender currency of the United States to the 
constitutional requirements; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REPEAL OF TAX ON BANK CHECKS, ETC. 

Mr. BALLOU also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3030) to repeal sec- 
tion 3413 of the Revised Statutes, levying a tax of two cents on every 
bank check, draft, or order; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. ~ 
HENRY OSTERHELD. 

Mr. O'REILLY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3031) for the relief of Henry Osterheld, late first lieutenant 
Sixty-eighth New York Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

OCEAN NATIONAL BANK, NEW YORK. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I ask unanimous consent to report from the Com- 
mittee on 8 and Currency a resolution for adoption. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I demand the regular order. 
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Mr. BUCKNER. The Committee on Banking and Currency are 
gS to report at any time under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. That depends on the subject of the report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let the resolution be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency is authorized and direct- 
ed to continue during the t session the investigation of the affairs of the re- 
ceivership of the Ocean National Bank of New York required under resolution of 
this House of June 4, 1879; that said committee have power to send for persons and 
papers, examine witnesses, and commit their testimony to , and that the 
sunt of $1,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be set aside from the con- 
tingent fund of the House, in addition to the sum heretofore set aside, to defray 
the expenses of said investigation. 

The SPEAKER. This is a continuation of an investigation already 
authorized ? 

Mr. BUCKNER. It is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the introduction 
of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BUCKNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY POSTS ON THE RIO GRANDE FRONTIER. 


On motion of Mr. UPSON, by unanimous consent, a bill (S. No. 53) 

i 15 appropriations for required sites and the erection of suitable 

posts for the protection of the Rio Grande frontier was taken from 

the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FORT SMITH AND ARKANSAS CITY RAILROAD. 


Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 3032) to provide for the construction of a railroad and tele- 
ph line from the town of Fort Smith, on the line of the Indian 
‘erritory and the line of the State of Arkansas, to Arkansas City, on 
the line of said Indian Territory and the line of the State of Arkansas, 
so as to secure to the General Government better postal facilities and 
a shorter line of travel for the general public; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Co ttee on Railways and Canals, 
and ordered to be printed. 
DELIVERY OF LETTERS. 


Mr, FERNANDO WOOD. I demand tho regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the morning 
hour, which commences at nineteen minutes past twelve o’clock m. 
The first question in order is the unfinished business of yesterday, being 
a bill (H. R. No. 3014) to facilitate tle delivery of letters and the 
speedy return to the writers thereof of such as are refused or cannot be 
delivered, reported from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MONEY] with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. MONEY. I move the bill and amendments be referred to the 
. of the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
p The motion was a d to. 

The SPEAKER. ports are still in order from the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. : 


EXEMPTION FROM JURY DUTY, 


Mr. JONES, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported back a bill (H. R. No. 1534) to exempt postal employés from 
serving on juries, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, provides that all persons engaged in any 
branch of the postal service shall be exempt from serving on juries 


or from an 9 for neglect theréof. 
91 855 JONES. I demand the previous question on the passage of the 
ill. 


The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JONES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pene = ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

able. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


VALUELESS PAPERS—POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. STONE, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 2959) to authorize the Post- 
master-General to dis of or destroy certain valueless papers accu- 
mulated in the Post-Office Department; and the same was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS, A. P, BELL. 


Mr. STONE also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 3033) for the relief of Mrs. A. P. Bell, of Bertie County, North 
Carolina; which was read a first and second time, refe to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. STONE, from the same committee, submitted adverse reports 
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in the following cases; which were laid upon the table, and the ac- 
companying reports ordered to be printed : 
A bill (H. R. No. 613) for the relief of Ashbrook & Tucker; and 


Petition of B. D. Holmes, George W. Ro and J. R. B. Bisbee, 
and 79 other citizens, for the relief of the three first named from lia- 
bility on a bond for carrying the mails. 


TERMS OF UNITED STATES COURT, WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. KNOTT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
a bill (H. R. No. 1241) to authorize the holding of terms of the United 
States district court for the district of West Virginia, at Martins- 
burgh, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, provides that hereafter terms of the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the district of West Ee in 
addition to those now prescribed by law, shall be held at i 
burgh on the Ist day of June and the Ist day of December in each 
year; provided, that when either of said days shall fall on Sunday 
the term shall be commenced the day following; and provided further, 
that the terms of court hereby authorized to be held at Martinsburgh 
shall be held oniy oa condition that all the bnildings and necessary 
conveniences to the holding of said terms shall be ished by the 
county of Berkeley free of all cost and expense to the United States. 

Mr. KNOTT. Mr, Speaker, the bill just read is the same which 
was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary at the last session 
of the last Congress by the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. CONGER, ] 
and which passed unanimously. The propriety of its passage is seen 
from the single fact that while there are three places in the State of 
West Virginia at which the district court of the United States holds 
its session, the nearest one is over two hundred miles from the town 
of Martinsburgh where itis proposed the term shall be held under the 
bill just reported. There can be no objection to it. I demand the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ord to be iy ate 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and 

Mr. KNOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK, JUDICIAL DISTRICT, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. KNOTT also, from the same committee, reported back, with an 
amendment, & bill (H. R. No. 358) to proviđe for the appointment of 
an additional clerk in the western judicial district of North Carolina. 

The preamble states that whereas, since the passage of the act of 
Congress of June 4, 1872, which limited the number of the clerks in 
the western judicial district of the State of North Carolina, a term of 
the district and circuit courts has been established at Charlotte, in 
said State. The bill provides that, in addition to the clerks of the 
district and circuit courts of the United States for the western judi- 
cial district of the State of North Carolina now authorized by law, 
the circuit and district judges of said district shall be empowered to 
appoint a clerk to said courts who shall reside and keep office at 

e city of Charlotte, in said State. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “‘shall be” and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“are hereby; so that the clause shall read: the circuit and district judges of 
said court are hereby empowered,” &c. 

The amendment was r to. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I should like to know whether this is a unanimous 
report from the Committee on the Judiciary ? 

r. KNOTT. It is. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be e 
bed oe engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
an 2 


Mr. KNOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
yesa; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
SALARIES OF OFFICERS OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. KNOTT also, from the same committee, reported back a resolu- 
tion of the House, with a substitute. 


The SPEAKER. The original resolution will first be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: j 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurri Lf madd i 
committee of three Senators and five Representatives be appointed to investigate 
the present system of salaries, fees, or compensations allowed to officers of the 
United States cireuit and district courts to ascertain whether any, and if any, what, 
abuses now exist or may have existed under the present system, and to report by 
bill or otherwise what legislation may be necessary to correct the same. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the substitute reported 
by the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That a joint 
committee of three Senators and five R. ntatives be appointed to investigate 
the present system of salaries, fees, and emoluments allowed to the officers of the 
several courts of the United States to whether any, and if any, what, 
abuses now exist or have existed or may take place — and to report by 


bill or otherwise. That said committee shall have power to employ a clerk ani 


and read a third p 


the service of a stenographer, to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths 
and examine witnesses, and to report at any time. 

The substitute was adopted, and the resolution, as amended, was 
then oe to. 

Mr. KNOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS AT COLUMBUS, OHIO. 


Mr. HURD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
a bill (H. R. No. 582) to provide for circuit and district courts of the 
United States at Columbus, Ohio, and transferring certain counties 
from the northern to the southern district in said State, with amend- 
ments. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
. eee ee ——— art of 

ison, an erson, here com 

the northern district of Ohio, be — — to, and henceforth 8 W the 
southern distriet of Ohio. 

Sec. 2. A term of the circuit court and of the district court for the southern 
district of Ohio shall be held at Columbus in said State on the first Tuesday of the 
months of June and December in each year; and one grand jury and one petit jury 
only be summoned, and serve in both of said courts at cach term thereof. 

Sud. 3. Said southern district shall be, and hereby is, divided into two divisions, 
to be known as the eastern and the western division of the southern district of Ohio. 
The eastern division shall consist of 
ware, Marion, Morrow, Knox, Coshocton, rawas, Ha - 
— — ba Franklin, 8 Pike, Scioto, Lawrence, Gallia, Jackson, 

e 


W. gton, Noble, Monroe, Belmont, and Guernsey 


ppo! 

Sec. 4. All suits not of a local nature in the circuit and district courts against a 
single defendant, inhabitant of said State, must be b ht in the division of the 
district where he resides; but if there are two or more defendants residing in dif- 
ferent divisions of the district, such suits may be brought in either division. All 
issues of fact in said suits shall be tried at a term of the court held in the division 
where the suit is so brought. 


Sec. 5. All offenses committed in either of the subdivisions shall be cognizable 
and indictable within said division. 

Sc. 6. Actions or proceedings now ding at Cincinnati, in said district, which 
would under this act be brought in the eastern division of said district, may be 
transferred, by the consent of all the parties, to said eastern division ; and in case 
of such tr er, all papers and files therein, with copies of n shall 
be transferred to the deputy clerk's office at Columbus, and the same shall be pro- 
ceeded with in all respects as though it originally commenced in the eastern division. 

Sec. 7. All d and t jurors summoned for service in each division shall 
be residents of such division. Al mesne and final process subject to the provis- 
ions hereinbefore contained issued in either of said divisions may be served and 
executed in either or both of the divisions. 

Sud. 8. This act shall be in force from and after the 1st day of July, A. D. 1879; 
and all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby ed. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Section 1, line 3, strike out the word Marion.” 

Section 2, strike out the last h commencing and one grand jury," &. 

In section 3, line 5, strike out the word Marion.” 

Section 3, line 4, strike out “33” and insert 32.“ 

In section 8, lines 2 and 3, strike out the words “July” and 1879,“ and insert 
— ors ond “ March " and 1880.“ Change numeral “8" into “9,” so it will be 
section * „ 

After section 7 insert a section to read as follows: 

Sec. 8. In all cases of removal of suits from the courts of the State of Ohio to 
the courts of the United States in the southern district of Ohio, such removal shall 
be to the United States coarts in the division in which the county is situated from 
which the removal is made, and the time within which the removal shall be per- 


fected, in so far as it refers to or is regulated by the terms of the United States 
courts, shall be deemed to refer to the terms of United States courts in such 


Mr. WARNER. I did not expect this bill to come up at this time, 
and I would like to have it deferred until some day, say immediately, 
after the recess. All the counties of the district I represent are em- 
braced in the bill, and although I presume most of them will be con- 
venienced by its passage,some may not be. I have received but one 
communication relating to the matter ; I would like to have time to 

roperly consider the bill. I should therefore like to have the con- 
sideration of it by the House postponed until after the recess. 

Mr. HURD. e gentleman who introduced the bill desires it 
should be considered now. The matter was under discussion very 
thoroughly before the Judiciary Committee, and that committee was 
unanimously of the opinion the bill should pass. It was introduced 
at the extra session, and any nme who had any objections had a 
full opportunity to be heard before the Judiciary Committee, if they 
desired. And as the interests of that part of Ohio to which it relates 
are largely concerned in the B of the bill, I insist on my motion 
for the 8 question. is very bill passed the House in the 
Forty-fifth Con after having received the unanimous approba- 
tion of the Judiciary Committee of that Congress. 

Mr. WARNER. As I only reached my seat while the bill was bein 
read, I wish to inquire if it is before the House by unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER. No, sir. It is before the House as a report from 
the Judiciary Committee under the regular call of committees. There 
= no mode of getting rid of it, except by a vote of a majority of the 

ouse. . 

ae WARNER. Ioffer the following amendment to the second sec- 
tion: 

After the word held,“ in line 2, insert “alternately,” and after Columbus“ 
oe Marietta; so that it will read: held alternately at Columbus and 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman who reports the bill yield for 
that amendment ? 
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Mr. HURD. I do not. ‘ 

The question being taken on 3 the demand for the previ- 
ous question, there were—ayes 62, noes 19. : 

So (further count not being insisted on) the previous question was 
seconded and the main question ordered. 


The SPEAKER. The question is first on the amendments; and, 
with the permission of the House, the Chair will submit them in gross. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I would like to hear the bill read again. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the bill to be read as pro- 
posed to be amended by the committee, so that the House will under- 
stand exactly, if the amendments of the committee are adopted, what 
Will be in the bill as pro to be passed. 

The bill was then read as prop to be amended. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I would like to inquire of the gentleman having 
this bill in charge if it is a unanimous report of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee? e 

Mr. HURD. It is the unanimous report of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

The amendments reported by the committee were to; and 
the bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

ME HURD moyed to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
` table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN GEORGIA. 


Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back, as a substitute for House bill No. 1518, to create an addi- 
tional judicial district for the State of Georgia, and for other pur- 
poses, a bill (H. R. No. 3034) to 8 for circuit and district courts 
of the United States at Macon, rgia, and to transfer certain coun- 
ties from the northern to the southern judicial district, in said State ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the counties of Pike, Butts, and Jasper, heretofore com- 

posing a part of the northern district of Georgia, be transferred to and henceforth 
‘orm a of the southern district of Geo: 

Sec. 2. Said southern district shall be, and hereby is, divided into two divisions. 
to be known as the eastern and the western divisions of the southern district of 
Georgia. ‘The western division shall consist of forty-three counties, to wit: Bibb, 
Monroe, Jones, Twi Houston, Crawford, Baldwin, Wilkinson, Laurens, Pu- 
laski, Dooly, ERG e ‘aylor, Upson, Pike, Butts, Jasper, Putnam, Hancock, Warren, 
2 Wilcox, Telfair, Sumter, Schley, Marion, Talbot, Harris, Muscogee, Chatta- 
hoochee, Stewart, Webster, Lee, Terrell, Randolph, Quitman, Clay, Calhoun, 
Dougherty, Baker, Early, Miller, and Mitcheil. The eastern division shall consist 
of the remaining counties in said district. No additional clerk or marshal shall 
be appointed in said district. 

SEC. 3. A term of the circnit court and of the district court for the southern dis- 
trict of Geo! shall be held at Macon, in said State, on the first Mondays of May 
and October in each year. f 

Src. 4. All suits not of a local nature in the circuit and district courts against a 
single defendant, inhabitant of said State, must be Reson in the division of the 
district where he resides; but if there are two or more defendants residing in dif- 
ferent divisions of the district, such suits may be brought in either division. All 
issues of fact in said suits shall be tried at a term of the court held in the division 
where the suit is so brought. 

Sxo. 5. Alloffenses committed in either of said divisions shall be cognizable and 
indictable within said division. 2 

Sec. 6. Actions or proceedings now eee at Suvannah in said southern dis- 
trict, which would, under this act, be brought in the western division of said dis- 
trict, may be ‘erred, by the consent of all the es, to said western division; 
and in case of such transfer, all papers and files therein, with copies of all journal 
entries, shall be transferred to the deputy clerk's office at Macon, and the same 
shall be proceeded with in all respects as though it was originally commenced in 
the western division. 

Src. 7. In all cases of removal of suits from the courts of the State of Georgia to 
the courts of the United States in the southern district of Georgia, such removal 
shall be to the United States courts in the division in which the county is situated 
from which the removal is made, and the time within which the removal shall be 
perfected, in so far as it refers to or is regulated by the terms of the United States 
courts, shall be deemed to refer to the terms of the United States courts in such 


division, 
Sec. 8. All d and petit jurors summoned for service in each division shall 
be residents of such division. All mesne and final process, subject to the provis- 


ions hereinbefore contained, issued in either of said divisions, may be served and 
executed in either or both of the divisions. 

Sec. 9. This act shall be in force from and after the Ist day of July, A. D. 1880. 
All acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 

Mr. STEPHENS, I wish to make an inquiry of my colleague who 
represents the city of Macon. I understand from him that this ar- 
rangement of the counties between the eastern and western districts 
meets the concurrence of the leading members of the bar in the east- 
ern portion of the district, particularly of Augusta. Is that so? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand so from the leading members of the 
bar in my city, who have communicated with members of the bar 
in the various sections. 

Mr. STEPHENS. In that case I have no objection to the bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON. It is the unanimous report of the committee. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being en „it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROBINSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passon ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tal 


e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 

PHILIP FRANCIS RENAULT, 
Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 


X— 10 


back the bill (H. R. No. 2054) for the relief of the heirs of Philip 
Francis Renault, and moved that the committee be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that the same be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 
The motion was agreed to. 
G. B. URNER. 


Mr. ATHERTON, from the same committee, also reported back the 
tition for the relief of G. B. Urner, and moved that the committee 
discharged from its further consideration, and that the same be 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 
The motion was agreed to. j 
COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. BAYNE, from the Committee on War cinas, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, considered, an: opted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on War Claims be, and it is hereby, authorized to 
send for persons and papers whenever in the judgment of the said committee it 
shall be necessary to obtain additional evidence in regard to any claim before it. 

TRADE-MARKS, 

Mr. McCOID, from the Committee on Manufactures, re back 
with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. R. No. 125) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

e joint resolution was read, as follows: . 

Resolved, £c., That the following amendment to the Constitution of the United 

States be proposed to the Legislatures of the several States: 
ARTICLE —. 

Srcrion 1. Congress, for promotion of trade and ufactures, and to carry int 
effect international ponte ag shall have 5 — protect, and regulate the 
exclusive right to adopt and use trade-marks. 

That this amendment shall be valid when ratified by the Legislatures of three- 
fourths of the States. 

Mr.McCOID. I ask the Clerk to read the report of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Manufactures, to whom was referred H. R. No. 125, having 


had the same under consideration, do make the following rt thereon : 
tution of the United 


The joint resolution pro, an amendment to the Con 
en of great and immediate importance. The amendatory article proposed is 
as follows: 


“ARTICLE XVI. 


for the youa of such an amendment, as is 8 well known to 


act material to this subject is as follows: 

“Any person or firm domiciled in the United States and any corporation created 
by the authority of the United States, orof any State or Territory thereof, and any 

son, firm, or tion resident of or located in any foreign country which, 

y treaty or convention, affords similar privileges to citizens of the United Stai 
and who are entitled to the exclusive use of any lawful trade-mark, or who inten 
to adopt and use any trade-mark for exclusive use within the United States, may 
„ for such lawful trade-mark, by complying with the following re- 
q ents: 

“First. By causing to be recorded in the Patent-Office a statement specifying 
the names of the parties, and their residences and place of business, who desire 
the protection of the trade-mark; the class of merchandise, and the particular 
description of comprised in such class, by which the trade-mark has been or 
is intended to appropriated ; a a of the trade-mark itself, with fac- 
similes thereof, showing the mode in which it has been or is intended to be applied 
and used ; and the length of time, if any, during which the trade-mark has 


in use. 

“Second. By making payment of a fee of $25 in the same manner and for the 
same whem eaten for patents. 

2 u By complying with such regulations as may be prescribed by the Com- 
missioner of Patents.” 

Under these statutes it was further provided that such trade-marks should re- 
main in force for thirty years, subject to indefinite renewals. The common-law 
remedies for infringement were also enacted. 


In Augnst, 1876, on was given to the grantees of trade-marks by 


protecti 
providing for the punishment of the fraudulent use, sale, and counterfeiting of 
ich commercial symbols by fine and imprisonment. 
Under these statutes the United States has registered trade-marks, as follows: 
Trade-marks registered and fees received by Patent Office in trade-mark cases. 
Cases. 


8 


7,090, at 823, $177, 250 


Remainder of 1878.......... /n7)777ͤ K 84. 
DnD ssh as casa nsncacataniesvccccscscceencaune 26, 87: 
31, 475 
208, 725 
Registered in 1870, 121 cases, at 8 UOG. 3, 025 
Total registered, 7,785; total receipts ......... 5 8 211, 750 


And has received in fees the sum of $211,750. Has entered into treaty obliga- 
tions for the mutual protection of trade-marks, with Great Britain, June 1, 1879; 
the Austro-Hungarian Empire, June 1, 1872; um, July 30, 1869; France, April 
pegs the German Empire, June 1, 1872; Rus January 27, 1868 ; Brazil, June 


The business men of the world have awakened to the fact that manufacture and 
trade require national and international control and protection of genuine commer- 
cial signatures to identify and distinguish property made and marked by cosmo- 
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politan tradesmen. — a 5 Read a world 9 to find 
that, alone among the nations, the tates no gran tect, or 
mit eaten "a e 


regulate trade-marks. has been finally determin 
the Supreme Court of the United States at the October term, 1879, in the cases of 
The United States vs. Emil Steffins ; Same vs. Adolph Witteman; Same vs. W. W. 
Johnson, T. Es McNamara, and N. S. Reeder. X 

As but a limited number of copies of that decision have been published, and it 
is so able and comprehensive as to be incapable of a ee Ent r 
eommittee has deemed it best to set out the entire ion. (See opinion attached.) 

This, then, is the occasion which has arisen for the proposed change in the fun- 
damental charter of the Government. 

There arise two questions as to the propriety and necessity of the amendment: 

First. Is the su! of sufficient im ce to demand of the States this addi- 
tional grant of constitutional power to the General Government? 

Second. Is it a matter of such character as to re the tive control of 
the National Government instead of being left to the local J. ion of the sey- 
eral States 

In answer to the first question your committee deem it necessary to add but 
little to the facts already stated in the history of congressional and international 
action 

The fi g considerations may be added: 

The psramount interest of the Government to protect the innocent purchasers of 
manufactured from deception, frauds, and countless impositions. The ben- 
eficial effects of encouraging the establishment and maintenance of commer- 
cial character on part of manufacturers protected by law. The stimulating and 
energizing the trade and commerce of our own people, giving them equal chances 
rad ; * regarded to busin They ha 

rade · mar ks are now unive as necessary legs. ey have 
wn into use with the growth F All manu- 
Factures, all kinds of business adopt and use them. ey are the — 1 of honor 
and popularity under which business men ship their goons from State to State and 
nation to nation. And now our commerce challenges the competition of the most 
rous countries. We are fast becoming the merchants, and our ingenious, 
dustrious, and enterprising people, above all others, need this commercial pro- 
on. 
e second question, yaar committee regard this as peculiarly the subject 
of national — 1 contro 

Nothing could be more detrimental to the interests of manufacture, trade, and 
commerce than the unharmonious local and conflicting l tion which would 
necessarily arise if this subject should be left tothe States. The interest and safety 
of all demand that it, along with the power of making war, peace, and treaties ; of 
Ss ting commerce, and coining money; of granting patents and copy- 
Tights, should be vested in the General Government. 

© one State could ae, 3 her own citizens, much less the citizens 
of other States. The mere ci ghts existing at common law are insufficient and 
impractical. No criminal law of a State can be framed comprehensive enough to 
cover violations of the rights of persons injured. 8 

he treaty-making power, of which this becomes an incident, belongs solely to 
the Gen Government. 

The various countries of the world have assumed national control of this sub- 
ject. Austria passed a law granting and 8 trade-marks December 7, 1858, 
es suc! 


Sardinia, Spain, Würtem 
The subject is not local. 


gran 1 and protection. 
In the interest of revenue and economy of government it is also an important 


tees of trade-mark: 
sum must be refund 


Mr. SAMFORD. From what committee does this come? 

The SPEAKER. From the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. SAMFORD. It proposes an amendment to the Constitution? 

The SPEAKER. It does, in reference to trade-marks, 

Mr. SAMFORD. I think a matter of that importance should go to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. If an objection will prevent its con- 
sideration at this time I will object. 

The SPEAKER. An objection will not prevent its consideration now. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Then I move its reference to the Committee on 


the J 2 70 0 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. McCorp] 
yield for that motion? 

Mr. McCOID. I do not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has the right to test 
the sense of the House on 5 the demand for the previous 
question on this joint resolution. a majority of the House are 
opposed to it they can vote down the previous question. 

Mr. McCOID. I call the previous question. 

The question was taken upon seconding the demand for the pre- 
vious question; and upon a division there were—ayes 65, noes 50. 

Mr. LEFEVRE. I call for tellers. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum having voted, the Chair will 2 
as tellers the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. McCorp, and the gentleman 
from Alabama, Mr. SAMFORD. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported there were— 
ayes 80, noes 70. 

So the demand for the previous question was seconded. 

The question was taken upon ordering the main question to be now 


put; and upon a division there were—ayes 75, noes 60. 
Before the result of the vote was announced, 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, called for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 27 in the affirmative; 
one-fifth of the last vote. 
The 8 was taken; and there were—yeas 114, nays 95, not 
2, as follows: 7 


voting 


YEAS—114. 
Aldrich, William Davis, Horace Keifer, Russell. Daniel L. 
erson, A Lapham, Russell,. W. A. 
Atherton, ~ Le Fevre, Ryan, Thomas 
Baker, Dunn Lindsey, Ryon, Jobn W. 
Ballou, Dwight, Loring, Sawyer, 
Barber, Einstein, Lowe, Shallen r, 
Bayne, Errett, Marsh, Sherwin, 
ford, Farr, Martin, Joseph J. Smith, A. Herr 
Beltzhoover, Ferdon, Mason, Stone, 
Berry, Field, McCoid, Taylor, 
‘ord, McGowan, T 
Bo Forsythe, Me Thompson, Wm. G. 
Brewer, eld, Mitch wnsend, 
Bri ille Monroe, ler, 
8 ; Marek, Opera Ti — 
Burrows, Haskell, Norcross, = rner, 
¥ O'Neill, Van Aernam, 
Cannon, Hawley, er, ait, 
C ter, Hayes, Overton, Washburn, 
Casw. Hazelton, Pacheco, Weaver, 
ch Ha — i 
enderson, Poun Wil C.G 
Coi i Prescott, illits, 
Horr, Price, Wise, 
Crapo, Houk, Wood, Walter A. 
povi Hubbell, Richardson, D. P. Wright. 
Humphrey, Richardson, 
Davis, George R. Joyce, Robinson, 
NAYS—95. 
Acklen, Elam, Klotz, Simonton, 
Aiken, Ellis, Ladd, Singleton, O. R. 
Armfield, Evins, Lewis, Slemons, 
Bicknell, Felton, Mannin; Speer, 
Blac Finley, Martin, Steele, 
Bliss, Forney, Martin, Edward L. Stephens, 
soe Geddes, MoMillin, Talbott, Ps 
110 Goode, Mills, ompson, P. B. 
Buchen Saris John T. Morrat Townshend, R. W. 
„ 0 „ ownshen > 
Cabell, Henry; Muldrow, Tucker, 
Caldwell, Herbert, Muller, b 
Chalmers, Herndon, New, Turner, Thomas 
Clardy, Nicholls, Upson, 
Clymer, Hooker, O'Connor, Vance, 
Co Hostetler, Persons, Ward, 
Colerick, Hull, Phister, Warner, 
Converse, Hunton, Richmond, Wellborn, 
Cravens, Hurd, Robertson, Whitthorne, 
Culberson, Johnston, Ross, Williams, Thomas 
Davis, Joseph J. Jones, Rothwell, Wilson 
Da Loundes Kenna, Sam: 5 Wood, Fernando 
Dib: Kimmel, Scales, Young, Casey. 
Dann, King, Shelley, 
NOT VOTING—#2. 
Aldrich, N. W. Dick, Kitchin, Robeson, 
Dickey, Kno Sepp. 
g Ewing, Lounsbery, Sing eton, J. W. 
Bailey, Fisher, McCook, th, Hezekiah B. 
Barlow, Fort, McKenzie, Smith, William E 
Bingham, ‘ MoMahon, 5 
g e, c T, 
Bland, Gien, Miles, iarta 
Bouck, Hammond, John Miller, Stevenson, 
Boyd, Hammond, N. J. Morton, Valentine, 
Cam E Harris, Benj. W. N : Vou Ma : 
8 X ‘oor 
Carlisle, Hawk, N. ewberry, Wad it 
Clark, Alvah A. Henkle, O’Brien, White, 
Clark, John B. House, O'Reilly, Whiteaker, 
utchins, Wilbur, 
James, Phelps, 
Cowgill, 8 Pi Yocum, 
X, ey, Poehler, Young, Thomas L. 
Davidson, Ketcham, 5 
Deuster, Killinger, Rice, 


So the main question was ordered. 

During the roll-call, the following announcements were made: 

Mr. SAWYER. My coll e, Mr. Frost, is paired with the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Dick. My coll e, Mr. WADDILL, 
is paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. HARMER. 

r. BOUCK. I am paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 

McKINLEY. 

Mr. COX. I am paired with my colleague from New York, Mr. 
HAMMOND. : 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Connecticut, Mr. MILES. 

Mr. COFFROTH. My colleague, Mr. BACHMAN, is paired with my 


coll e, Mr. FISHER. 
Mr. SAPP. Iam paired with the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. 
McKenzie. If he were here, I should vote “ay.” 


Mr. HENDERSON. My colleague, Mr. BOYD, is paired with the 
gentleman from Missouri, Mr. BLAND. M. colleagues, Mr. SPARKS. 
and Mr. FORT, are absent and paired. I do not know how any of 
these gentlemen would vote, 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman from Virginia, Mr, JoRGENSEN, 
is io ge with his colleague, Mr. BEALE. 

. NEAL. Iam paired with the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. 

CARLISLE. 
S Mr. KETCHAM. Iam paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 

WING. 

Mr. MYERS. Iam paired with my coll 


i e, Mr. COWGILL. 
The result of the vote was announced as a 


ve stated, 


1879. 


Mr. FINLEY. Has not the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. The main question has been ordered upon order- 
ing the bill to be engrossed and read a third time; and the bill con- 
tinues before the House notwithstanding the expiration of the morn- 
ing hour. R 

Mr. McCOID. I would like to say something upon this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman having reported the bill is entitled 
to the floor, notwithstanding the main question has been ordered. 

Mr. McCOID. Mr. Speaker, I had hoped that there would be no 
opposition to this resolution, having been induced so to believe from 
general consultation with members. The objection made this morn- 
ing is not to the substance of the resolution; and I have heard no 
wahetenttal objection from any member either on this floor or out of 
the House. I believe there is no objection to the substance of the 
resolution. But it is said that it ought to have come from the Judi- 
ciary Committee. I think that is a mistake. The subject of trade- 
marks is peculiarly a subject within the province of the Committee 
on Manufactures; and has been so considered by the House, as indi- 
cated by the reference of the resolution to that committee. The com- 
mittee met and considered the resolution ; referred it to a sub-com- 
mittee. That sub-committee gave it careful consideration, both as to 
the necessity and propriety of the measure and as to the form in which 
it is presented, and they unanimously made a favorable report to the 
committee. The full committee, after careful consideration, reported 
unanimously in favor of the resolution. This measure, then, comes 
before the House upon a unanimous report of a committee to whom 
it was referred in regular order by direction of the House. It seems 
to me that the committee deserves the courtesy and consideration of 
this House, and that this report ought to be considered sufficient. 
The only province of the Judiciary Committee would be to consider 
the form of this resolution—whether it is in proper form for incor- 
poration in the Constitution; whether it complies with the constitu- 
tional provisions with reference to amendments. 

Now, that matter is easily settled; and it really has been settled. 
I will state to members of the House that this resolution was sub- 
mitted to the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, [Mr. 
KNorr, j and I believe it meets his hearty approval, both as to sub- 
stance and form. It has met with no objection. d 

A few words as to the importance of considering at present this 
unanimous report coming from the committee to whom the subject 
properly belongs. This winter the Legislatures of twenty-one States 
meet. Almost all of them will not meet again until two years from 
this winter; hence the importance of sulfmitting the amendment to 
the State Legislatures this winter. These bodies meet generally on 
the ist of January next. One State Legislature is now in session— 
perhaps two or three; but one has been in session since November, 

and will probably soon adjourn. To give this amendment the proper 
ratification two-thirds of the States must concur, Now, as gentle- 
men will see, it is no captious, unfair, or precipitate spirit that induces 
the committee to ask action upon it at this time. 

Upon the merits of the question allow me to say a single word. 
Congress has acted upon the supposition that it had power to legis- 
late upon trade-marks—to grant, regulate, and protect them. Since 
1870 our legislation has proceeded upon the supposition that this 
power was included in the power of Gon ss to grant patents and 
copyrights. But the Supreme Court of the Uni States at its last 
term has decided that no such power is vested in Congress under the 
Constitution, either under the clause to which I have just referred 
or under the clause with reference to commerce or any other clause; 
so that all the legislation of Congress on this subject has fallen to 
the ground for want of constitutional power to enact it. In the exer- 
cise of this supposed power the Government has issued about eight 
thousand trade-marks and has received $211,000 in fees. All these 
trade-marks are now worthless so far as congressional action is con- 
cerned, and the money received by the Government as fees is with- 
out consideration, and in justice and equity will have to be refunded 
to the parties by whom it has been paid. Assuming Con to pos- 
sess this power, we have entered into treaties with the German em- 

ire, with France, with Belgium, with Austria, and other nations. I 

ave some extracts from these treaties. These countries have na- 

tional laws on the subject of trade-marks. They protect our trade- 
marks in their countries; and in these treaties we have agreed to 
protect their trade-marks. But I ask gentlemen to observe that the 
power to enforce these treaties would not give us the power to pro- 
tect these trade-marks. I read the language of the treaty with the 
German Empire with reference to trade-marks. 

We agree to give the same protection to the citizens of that empire 
that we do to citizens of this country. Under this decision of the 
Supreme Court we have no power to give protection to citizens of this 
country; and, therefore, we have no power to enforce that treaty in 
protecting the trade-marks of that nation with whom we have en- 
tered into a solemn treaty obligation to meet its concurrent action in 
that respect. 

With France, the terms of the treaty are, “just as if the plaintiff 

were a subject or citizen of that country.” We are to give them that 

protection. We have no power to give protection to citizens of this 

country, and therefore no power to give protection to citizens of 
ce any more than to our own citizens. 

In the treaty with Austria, the language is this: “Shall give to the 
injured party ground for such action or proceeding to prevent such 
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reproduction, and to recover damages for the same, as may be author- 
ized by the laws of the country in which the counterfeit is proven, 
just as if the plaintiff was a citizen of that country.” We can give 
their citizens no protection because we can give our own none. e 
can give theirs only what we can give our own. So gentlemen will 
see this grant of power is important in reference to treaties with for- 
eign nations. E 

t comes home to every man’s district, to every man’s constituents. 
Ihave no doubt there is not a single citizen represented upon the 
floor of this House who would not urge the immediate of this 
joint resolution. I have letters from various parts of the country 
urging this action. There is not a member of the House who has 
made a single objection to it. The form of the resolution is as it 
should be. I ask gentlemen who have opposed ordering the main 
question to be put not to carry that opposition to voting against the 
passage of the joint resolution. 

Mr. ARMFIELD. Mr, Speaker, I am opposed to this joint resolu- 
tion, not because it does not come from the Judiciary Committee, but 
because I believe it to be totally unnecessary to amend the Constitu- 
tion of the United States in order to attain the object which the gen- 
tleman from Iowa seeks. 

It is true, the Supreme Court of the United States has decided that 
the present trade-mark law is unconstitutional. They place that de- 
cision upon the ground that Congress undertook to legislate on the 
subject of trade-marks under the wrong clause of the Constitution ; 
that Congress undertook to assume jurisdiction over this subject 
under the clause which allows Congress to grant patents, to grant 
copyrights to the authors of books, &c. The Supreme Court have 
decided that a trade-mark has no affinity to patent-rights or to copy- 
rights; and they indicate in that decision what I believe to be per- 
fectly clear, that trade-marks come under the commerce clause of the 
Constitution, that clause which gives Congress power to regulate 
commerce between the States and foreign nations. 

I have had the honor to present a bill to this House which has been 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, which, I think, will avoid 
the constitutional difficulty and fully attain the end the gentleman 
desires. 

Under that clause which allows Congress to regulate commerce be- 
tween the States and foreign nations, Congress has full power to pro- 
tect trade-marks so far as they are used in interstate commerce and 
commerce with foreign nations. And this is all that is necessary. It 
is no more necessary for the Con of the United States to protect 
trade-marks within the boundaries of a State than it is for them to 

rotect the cattle trade of a State or the corn or cotton trade of a 
Btate. The law of the States and the common law fully protects a 
man’s right to a trade-mark, and all that is necessary is for Congress 
ee ss a law to protect trade-marks when used in commerce between 

ifferent States and with foreign nations. My bill, I think, fully 
covers the ground and attains the end. I donot think it is best, when- 
ever we find Con lacks some power under the Constitution, to 
rush in with hot Paste to give that power to Congress, without first 
inquiring whether it is necessary. : 

Mr. McCOID. I should like to ask the gentleman a question, 

Mr. ARMFIELD. Certainly. - 

Mr. McCOID. Does not the reasoning of the decision of the Su- 

reme Court cover the whole point that trade-marks cannot be regu- 

ted under the power to control commerce ? 

Mr. ARMFIELD. Not at all, as I understand it. Ihave read the 
decision, ənd understand they decided it is only unconstitutional be- 
cause Congress attempted to regulate commerce within the bounda- 
ries of 2 State. The bill I have prepared, I will state to the gentle- 
man, has been examined by some of the best lawyers of the United 
States, of both political parties, and every lawyer to whom it has been 
submitted is of the opinion that it will completely avoid the consti- 
tutional objection found in the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
nea States, and that it will insure all necessary protection to trade- 
marks. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Where is it? 

Mr.ARMFIELD. In the hands of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COX. It is very evident, Mr. Speaker, from the statement made 
by my friend from North Carolina and the statement of the gentle- 
man from Iowa that this measure needs the revision of the Judiciary 
Committee. I think the bill of my friend ought also to be referred 
to that committee, which has its special function to look after these 
matters connected with constitutional interpretation. 

I had something to do with the passage of this bill about trade- 
marks. It Pai without much discussion. Whether it came under 
that clause in the eighth section about copyright, about authors and in- 
ventors, or whether it came under the clause as to commerce, it is no 
matter now, for the Supreme Court have decided these trade marks, 
as we at present legalize them, are not constitutional. 

Then comes the further question that we have made treaties with 
foreign powers as to these trade-marks, guaranteeing them under cer- 
tain conditions. The question arises, is a treaty the paramount law 
of the land? The Constitution says so. How far has that been in- 
terpreted so as to reach trade-marks? These questions need very 
careful judicial interpretation. This is a fresh decision of the Su- 

reme Court, which comes in collision with a long line of decisions. 

e have received over $200,000 in payment of fees on this business. 
Our trade is being disorganized because of this decision. Let us, 
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therefore, without passing on the merits of either of the bills, refer 
them to the Judiciary Committee, in order that we may have a judi- 
cial and judicious report. I will make that motion, if it be in order, 


directly. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, the only objection in private conversa- 
tion that I have heard to this bill is that it comes from the wrong 
committee. Now, being a member of the Committee on Manufactures, 
I desire in the first place to speak for a moment on that point. When 
I came here I had an exceedin g desire that I might get on a commit- 
tee that should sound big and have little to do; and if our Speaker 
had the powers of a modern clairvoyant, he could not have hit my 
case better than he did. [Langhter. J Why, sir, every paper in my 


district has announced that I am on the important Committee on 
Manufactures. ee.) 
I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that I feel a little sensitive abont this 


bill. It is the only child that committee has got, laughter, } and, 
as near as I can learn, it is the only one they ever have had. [Re- 
newed laughter.) In searching back through the records of that 
committee we have as yet been unable to find that for the last 
eighteen years there has ever been anything which was 8 by 
our committee that did not immediately take its flight to the Judi- 
ciary Committee. You can see, therefore, why I am naturally sensi- 
tive about this. We considered this an important bill, and if it is to 
be jeopardized by the fact that it is not in the hands of the right 
committee, I say we should transfer it in any way to get it in shape, 
because, if it is to do the country immediate good, it should be 

before the holidays, because the ae are so soon coming to- 
gether. I 1 every member of this House knows that the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court injured largely our great manufacturing 
interests all over the land. It is not sectional. 

Mr. COX. My friend will allow me to make a practical suggestion. 
I think, from the vote already taken in the House, it is perfectly sure 
two-thirds will not vote for this measure without some more mature 

3 If my friend from North Carolina wants to kill this 
bill 

Mr. HORR. From where? 

A MEMBER. He said from North Carolina. Liege.) 

Mr. HORR. No, from Michigan; but I can stand almost anything, 
Mr. Speaker. oor yg 

Mr. COX. My friend, I know his name—— 

Mr. WRIGHT. What is it? 

Mr. COX. I do not want to say, sir. E I was about to 
suggest to my friend from Michigan that if he wants the bill really 
passed so as to submit it in time to the State Legislatures—if he wants 
to relieve the great industry bound up with these trade-marks—he 
had better allow it to go to the Committee on the Judiciary, for the 
last vote we have had indicates his bill may be throttled—that this 
little bantling may be considered illegitimate. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman should not forget that the vote was 
taken before I madethisexplanation. [Laughter.] There is hardly 
anything I would not yield to my genial little friend from New York. 
(Laughter. 

Ar. COX. I waive size. Changho] 

Mr. HORR. But I am not sure, Mr. Speaker, but his suggestion is 
a wise one. While we on the Committee on Manufactures, so far as 
I know, have for this bantling the affection of a parent, we still are 
willing to yield anything for the sake of its . As my friend 
from lowa stated, there have already been collected over „000 of 
fees which are now declared, perhaps, illegally collected. Our Gov- 
ernment may be asked to refund money paid for something which it 
could not grant. I do not believe there is a gentleman on either side 
of this House who does not believe it best that our General Govern- 
ment should have some control over this business of trade-marks. I 
am not captious about it. What I want is that that course shall be 
taken which shall result in the passage of this bill, but I yield to older 
and wiser men in this House, who have had more experience than I 
have had, to determine what that course shall be. 

I do not wish to embarrass the bill by seeking to drive it to a vote 
at an improper time. All I wish to say is that I believe the manu- 
facturing interests of the country demand that a measure of this 
kind shall be passed now. I think the decision of the Supreme Court 
prevents any one absolutely from getting any protection on this ques- 
tion except what can be ages by an action at common law. In most 
cases that remedy is worthless, because the damages in each case of 
violation are so slight. 

The asses upon the law are so numerous that it is utterly im- 
possible in that way to get your remedy and have it of any value to 
the interests that are affected by this law having been declared un- 
constitutional. I do hope the members of the House will see to it 
that the measure is not entirely killed here and now, for I believe we 
all want the same thing. 

Mr. McCOID. I wish to say a word in reply to the gentleman on 
my left, [Mr. ARMFIELD, ] who supposes that his bill will bring this 
within the constitutional power of Congress by making it a regula- 
tion of commerce. The Supreme Court has expressly distinguished 
the difference between articles of commerce and trade-marks, A 
trade-mark is not an article of commerce. The question of transit 
from State to State or from nation to nation has no reference to 
trade-marks. The office of the trade-mark is to distinguish the goods 


of a certain manufacturer. Because the articles upon which a trade- 
mark is stamped are shipped in commerce, that does not give Con- 
grom the power to regulate a trade-mark; and the Supreme Court 

made that express distinction. They refer to the very argument 
which has been used by the gentleman from North Carolina: 

The argument is that the use of a trade-mark—that which alone gives it any 
Keona o rupert ot Noo pecesd whe pats thom in ike gonerel market fir sols 

u em i6 gen et for : 

Tiat the oaks of the article so distin 4 ed is frao The trade-mark is, 

a nseful and valuable aid or instrument of commerce, and its regulation 

by virtue of the above 8 of the Constitution belongs to Congress, and that 
the act in question is a lawful exercise of this power. 

Now they take that argument, and expressly say the trade-mark is 
not included : 

It is not e species of pro which is the sub of comm 
is used or oven sesantial 8 Which is there 257 8 
stitution within the control of Congress. 

They go on to give reasons to show that the power to control com- 
merce does not give the power to control trade-marks. If the gen- 
tleman will read that portion of the decision on page 5of the report 
he will find that clearly made out by the decision of the Supreme Court. 

If I believed that was a good position which the gentleman takes 
I would see no necessity for passing this resolution. And further, if 
I believed that if the resolution were referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee that committee would report back before the recess, I would 
have no objection to that course. If we could include that as an in- 
struction to report back before the recess, or at the assembling of the 
House after the recess, and thus have some reasonable prospect that 
the en would pass in time to get to the Legislatures, I would 
not object. z 

Mr. COX. Iaskunanimous consent that both these bills be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, with leave to report at any time. 
Whenever the committee come to an agreement they ean report. I 
think the gentleman had better accept that. 

Mr. McCOID. Iam constrained to consent to something of that 
kind, because I do not wish to jeopardize the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Itis pro that further 5 under the 
ordering of the main question be vacated and that, by unanimous 
consent, this bill go, with a bill now in the hands of the Committee 
on Commerce, introduced by the gentleman from North Carolina, 
(Mr. ARMPIELD,] to the Committee on the Judiciary, with leave to 
= committee to report thereon at any time. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

he joint resolution was‘accordingly referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and the Committee on Commerce was disc from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2573) to authorize 
Se ie ee and protection of trade-marks; and the same was also 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with leave to that com- 
mittee to report on the joint resolution and bill at any time. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FINLEY. Has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FOR- 
NEY] is ee ta 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider the bill mak- 
ing 1 for the support of the Military Academy; and 

nding that motion I move that all general debate on the bill be 

imited to ten minutes. I will first yield, however, to the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] to make a report from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, reported a bill (H. R. No. 3035) making appropriations for 
the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the year 
ending June 30, 1881, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. WARNER. Has that bill been printed? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I have reported the bill from 
the Committee on Appropriations, and am instructed by the commit- 
tee to ask that it be printed and recommitted. 

The bill was ordered to be printed, and recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 


LIFE-SAVING SERVICE, 


Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to. 

Resolved, That the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service be requested 
to furnish the House with a statement of all casualties and disasters to . offi- 
cially reported to have happened on the t lakes within the scope of the oper- 
ations of the Life-Saving Service since the commencement of the current fiscal 
year, including the estimated amount of property involved, the estimated amount 
saved, the estimated amount lost, the number of persons on such vessels, the num- 
ber of persons saved, the number of persons lost, together with astatement of the 
<a eee by the life-saving crews and appliances during the same period 
on es. 


HARBOR OF REFUGE AT SAND BEACH, LAKE HURON. 

Mr. CONGER. I present a communication from the Engineer De- 
partment, regarding the disaster at Sand Beach, Lake Huron. toring 
a recent storm, for reference to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ask unanimous consent that it be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the communication was referred to the 


1879. 
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Committee on Commerce, and was ordered to be printed in the REC- 
ORD. It is as follows: 
UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
26 Washington avenue, Detroit, Michigan, December 3, 1879. 
GENERAL: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for your information, a copy 
(Lake Huron) har- 


the 
of the Chief of Engineers, dated February 10, 1876, asking for the reasons wh 
such an act should 15 passed. dated February 12, 1876. 


G. WEITZEL, 
Major of Engineers. 
Brigadier-General H. G. WRIGHT. 
Chief of Engineers, U. S. A., Washington, D. C. 
UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 

26 Washington avenue, Detroit, Michigan, December 2, 1879. 
GENERAL: In accordance with your instructions I submit the following report 
u the disasters occurring at Sand Beach during the storm of November 19 and 

, 1879, based upon the statements of vessel captains and parties at Sand Beach: 
The wrecked craft consisted of the tow-ba Prairie State and Wells, total 
wrecks, and the steam-barge Whiting, with ooners E. C. Hutchinson and Ba- 

hama, and the tow-barge Rayner, more or less ed by pounding on the reef. 
The barges Prairie State, Wells, and Rayner formed part of the tow of the steam- 
barge Salina, which tow entered the harbor about noon November 19, 1879, taking 
a position such as to effectually block the remaining portion of the east entrance. 
It was apparently compelled to take such a position on account of the presence of 
a number of schooners and anchored at the time across the east and north- 
port side of the harbor, it g impracticable to pull so long a tow between 


em. 

The steam-barge Whiting, with schooners Hutchinson and Bahama in tow, en- 
tered the harbor about 5 p. m., and was compelled by the position of the Salina’s 
tow to take a still more exposed tion. 

Shortly after the entrance of the Whiting and tow the wind shifted from west 
to nearly north, and suddenly increased to a very severe gale with snow. This 
shift of wind swung the tows around, and caused the tow-line leading from the 
Rayner toward the Salina to cross the bows of the Farwell, a at anchor, 
whereupon the line was disconnected from the Rayner, casting her, with the Prairie 
State and Wells in tow, adrift. Anchors were at once dropped, but failed to stop 
the barges after gaining headway in the heavy wind then blowing. These three 

es were wrecked opon the ret, the Prairie State and Wells becoming at once 
total wrecks, with the loss of five lives. The final fate of the Rayner is yet un- 
certain. 
The Whiting and tow dragged their anchors before the squall and sea to which 
they were e: , and drifted on the reef. Being deeper draught, they grounded 
before the breakers, where the light-draught barges were breaking to 


ieces. 
* The Whiting and tow have been pulled off in a damaged condition. 

It seems to be the unanimous ion of all men who were present or have 
gre the subject attention that the loss of life and property at Sand Beach was 

ue entirely to the lack of control of the craft centering the harbor by a properly 
authorized harbor master, who would have compelled the craft which first en 
to have taken tions far enough inside the harbor to have been entirely out of 
the way of e peers ek aad ag There was ample room under the protection 
of the completed work all to lie in safety. 

This condition of affairs which, in connection with a sudden and heavy squall, 
led to such loss of life and property is but a tition of the jam on the east side 
of the harbor that frequently occurs from and tows dropping anchor across 
the east entrance, apparently with the idea of getting out easier. The sinking of 
the tug Urania inside the harbor, last summer, was due directly to just such a jam 
en the east side of the harbor. 

It seems to be the opinion of prominent vessel men that a harbor master, with- 
out a tug of sufficient power to move a vessel from one anchorage to another, would 
be of little use, and they urge the im ce of a Government tug in connection 
with the harbor master as in le to reliable efficiency. I will state, in this 
connection, that so long as the work of construction is carried on at Sand Beach by 
the sran of hired labor, requiring a tug in the services of the Government, there 
would be little difficulty in making such a tug answer for both construction and 
harbor-master work, in case an independent tug could not be secured. 

The dragging of the anchors over a portion of the harbor marked upon the lake- 
survey chart as “mud” suggests a re-examination of this bottom, which I shall 
andertake the present winter, if ice permits. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
$ * C. P. GILBERT, | 


. Assistant Engineer. 
General G. WEITZEL, 
Corps of Engineers, Detroit, Michigan. 
WILLIAM A. COURTNEY. 


Mr. TUCKER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3036) for the relief of William A. Courtney; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Í The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY ] that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the Mili- 
tary Academy . bill. 

? Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to reserve all points of order upon that 


ill. 
The SPEAKER. The bill is now in Committee of the Whole, and 
it is too late to reserve points of order upon it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ` It was stated the other day that points of order 
must be reserved in the House. 

The SPEAKER, That is while the bill is in the House. The two 
bills to which the gentleman undoubtedly refers were reported to the 
House from the Committee on Appropriations, and that was the time 
when points of order should have been reserved upon them. Where 


a bill has already gone to the Committee of the Whole it is beyond 
the province of any member in the House to reserve points of order 
upon it, for the bill is notin the House for that purpose. It is illogical 
to suppose that points of order can be reserved upon a bill while it is 
in Committee of the Whole. That must be done while the bill is in 
the House. 

The motion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY ] is that 
the Honse now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the 
eke of considering the Military Academy 3 bill. 

ending that motion he moves that all general debate upon the bill 
be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. WARNER. This bill has just now been laid on our desks for 
the first time. It is a bill for the appropriation of $1,000,000. 

Mr. FORNEY, The gentleman is mistaken; only about $315,000, 

Mr. WARNER. Well, the bill provides for appropriating over 
$300,000. There has been no time for its examination, and I think 
it should go over until to-morrow at least. I for one do not like to 
be called upon to vote for an appropriation of this amount without 
any opportunity whatever to consider it. 

The SPEAKER. The remedy is for the Honse to vote down the 
motion to go into Committee of the Whole. The first question is 
upon the motion to limit general debate in Committee of the Whole 
to ten minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The motion to go into Committee of the Whole was then a to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. COFFROTH in the chair. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. No. 3015) making ap- 
propriations for the sapport of the Military Academy for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1881, and for other pu 

Mr. FORNEY. Iask unanimous consent that the first and formal 
reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. WARNER. I insist upon the reading of the bill. We want a 
little time to consider it. 

Mr. FORNEY. Very well; let the bill be read. 

The Clerk then read the bill at length. 

The C . By order of the House all general debate upon 
the pending bill has been limited to ten minutes. The gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FORNEY. I desire to make but a brief statement for the in- 
formation of the committee in re; to this bill. It is similar to the 
one passed last year and the one passed the year vious for the 
same ee he total amount recommended to bal Bh Shama 
by this bill is $314,919; the total amount estimated for by the part- 
ment is $398,132.66; the total amount appropriated by the bill of 
last year was $319,547.33; the amount recommended by this bill is 
$83,213.66 less than the estimates submitted by the Department. 

By the bill of last year the sum of $150,000 was appropriated for 
the pay of cadets. It has been found that that amount is too small, 
and a sum sufficient to cover the deficiency will have to be included 
in the deficiency appropriation bill of this year. 

The only change between this bill and the one of last year of any 
importance is the 5 by this bill of $25,000 for the purpose 
of adding some twenty-four rooms to the cadet barracks. The report 
of the Board of Visitors shows that for the comfort and convenience 
of the cadets itis n to have oné hundred and sixty rooms 
and that there are now only one hundred and thirty-six. The Boa 
of Visitors recommend that thereshall be additional rooms constructed, 
and an appropriation is made in this bill for that purpose. 

We also recommend the fa ropriation of $10,000 for the purpese of 
completing the new hospi ui a A similar amount was appro- 
pees last year for that purpose. The total amount recommended 

y this bill is less than the amount appropriated by the bill of last 
year. When the bill shall be read by paragraphs for amendment, if 
any gentleman desires any explanation of the items I will give it if 
within my power. 

Under the head of the law department a provision was added to 
one of the appropriation bills some four or five years ago authorizin 
the Secretary of War to assign a professor of law from the corps o 
jadges-advocate. Your committee sees no reason why that provision 
should remain in force, and have changed it in this bill so as to give 
the Secretary of War a wider field from which to make the selection. 
He can still assign from the corps of judges-advocate as well as 
peters, but his field by this bill is extended to all the officers of the 

my. 

If my friend from Illinois, [Mr. CANNON, ] who was on the sub- com- 
mittee that prepared this bill, desires to say anything upon the bill, 
I will yield to him. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I desire to say but afew words. The 
Committee on Appropriations is substantially a unit in recommend- 
ing the passage of this bill. It is true that the estimates of the De- 
partment for the Military Academy are $398,132.66, and that the bill 
recommends the appropriation of $314,919. There is therefore a dif- 
ference of $83,213.66 between the amount estimated for and the 
amount recommended to be 8 by the bill. 

This amount consists very largely of certain items which are sub- 
mitted by the Secretary of War for the consideration of Congress, 
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but without any special recommendation, as is made for many other 
items. For instance, there is the sum of $8,480 in the item of pay to 
cadets. The Secretary of War estimates for three hasari and 
twelve cadets. If all the districts entitled to be represented under 
the law were represented, there would be three hundred and twenty- 
five cadets; but the committee thought that during the ensuing fis- 
cal year there would not probably be more than two hundred and 
17 in attendauce; hence they recommend the appropriation of 
„000. 

Ou page 148 of the estimates there is an estimate for building off- 

cers’ quarters, for window sash and cadet barracks, and for replacing 

copper on roof, amounting in the aggregate to $29,505. The com- 
mittee thought it best not to report an appropriation for these items, 
believing that the academy could get along without them for the 
ensuing year. 

As has been stated by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] 
we do recommend an appropriation of $10,000 to continue the work 
on the hospital. The Secretary estimates $40,000 to commence the 
erection of cadet barracks; and the statement is made by the Board 
of Visitors as well as by the Superintendent in his report that this 
work ought to be done, for the reason that three students are fre- 

uently crowded into one quitesmallroom. Upon full consideration, 
the committee recommend an appropriation not of $40,000 as esti- 
mated, but of $25,000 to commence that work. 

So that of this amount of $83,000 less than the estimates recom- 
mended, $77,102.84, consists of these five or six items to which I have 
just referred, leaving a difference of only $6,110.32 on sundry items 
running through the bill. My own impression from the best exam- 
ination I have been able to give is that the bill in the main is fair 
and liberal in its provisions. Perhaps there are some little items 
amounting to a few hundred dollars which the committee might well 
have given; bat, taking the bill altogether, I think the academy will 
be able to get along during the next fiscal year with the appropria- 
tions recommended by this bill. Perhaps I ought to state that a de- 
ficiency may 22 occur in the appropriation for pay of cadets. 
If there should be more than two hundred and ninety-six cadets dur- 
ing the next fiscal year there would of course be a deficiency at the 
rate of $540 for each cadet, which would have to be provided for in a 
deficiency bill. This is all I have to say at this time. 

Mr. WARNER. I would like to know from the gentleman in charge 
of the bill what rank the commandant of cadets holds? 

Mr. FORNEY. The present commandant of cadets is a major, but 
under the Revised Statutes it is provided that he shall have the pay 
of a lieutenant-colonel. 

Mr. WARNER. Then the $2,200 is to give him the pay of a lieu- 

tenant-colonel ? 
Mr. FORNEY. Les, sir; that is the calculation of the War Depart- 
ment. I called there this morning, and was informed that this is the 
pay he is entitled to receive under the Revised Statutes, The pro- 
vision on the subject, which will be found in section 1334, on page 
228, is this: 

The superintendent of the Military Academy shall have the pay of acolonel, and 
the commandant of cadets shall have the pay of a lieutenant-colonel. 

Mr. WARNER. In lines 20 to 22 J find this item: 

For pay of four assistant instructors of tactics, commanding companies, in addi- 
tion to pay as second lieutenants, $2,400. 

I wish to ask what is the rank of the assistant instructors ? 

Mr. FORNEY. They receive $600. Young officers are taken from 
the Army to act as these instructors; and it is said that $600 will 
cover the expenses of each. 

Mr. WARNER. What is the rank of these instructors? 

Mr. FORNEY. It is left to the discretion of the Secretary of War 
whom he will select; I believe they are second lientenants. 

The time allowed for general debate having expired, the Clerk pro- 
ceeded to read the bill by paragraphs for amendment. 

The bill was read through. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move to amend by striking out from the ninth 
to the twenty-sixth lines, inclusive. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has been read by paragraphs for 
amendment, and it is not in order to go back. 

Mr. SIMONTON. The announcement was made that the bill would 
be read by sections; there is certainly only one section in the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That was the announcement. There is but the 
one section. The motion was to consider the bill by sections. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I suppose nobody misunderstood the fact that the 
bill was to be considered according to the usual course, that is, by 
paragraphs. I do not recollect the precise form of speech used by 
the gentleman who made the motion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understood the gentleman to move the aues- 
tion in the only way in which he could be understood; that is, that 
the bill be read by sections. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not hear what the gentleman said. I take it 
for granted that it was understood in the way I have stated. 

Mr. FORNEY. What is the motion? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. To strike out from the ninth to the twenty-sixth 
line, inclusive. My motion is not out of order, and I wish briefly to 
give my reasons for it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I submit that the bill is not prepared by sections 
at all, but simply by paragraphs; it does not purport to be divided 
into sections. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Is there more than one section in the bill ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair announced that the bill would be 
read by paragraphs. The present occupant of the chair does not 
remember what was the form of the motion on going into Committee 
of the Whole; but it was announced that the bill would be read by 
paragraphs for amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The motion, as I understood, was that we go into 
9 of the Whole, and that the bill be considered by sec- 

ions. ; 

Mr. FORNEY. We of course expected that whenever a paragraph 
should be read, any amendment desired to that paragraph would then 
be offered. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I submit that by fair construction—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] is ont of order. The direction of the Chair 
was that the bill be read by paragraphs. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to have the motion as taken down by the 
Clerk read to see what it was. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understood that the bill was to be read through 
by paragraphs for amendment. It has been read through and that is 
the end of it. 

Mr. SIMONTON. I hope the Chairman will direct the reporter to 
refer to his notes to see what actually occurred. If the gentleman 
was misled by the announcement of the Chair he should have an op- 
portunity to move his amendment. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Corrrors reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. No. 3015) making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1381, 
and for other purposes, and had directed him to report the same back 
to the Honse with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. FORNEY. I demand the previous question on the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Lask the gentleman to yield to me to move an 
amendment before he demands the previous question. 

Mr. FORNEY. I must insist on my demand. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be en 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pone ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARSENAL PROPERTY, CHARLESTON. 


Mr. DIBRELL. I ask, Mr. Speaker, for unanimous consent to re- 

rt back favorably from the Committee on Military Affairs Senate 
joint resolution No. 26, to transfer the arsenal property in the city of 
Charleston, South Carolina, to the trustees of the Holy Communion 
Church Institute, for the use and accommodation of said school. The 
gentleman who objected yesterday has withdrawn his objection. 

The joint resolution, which was read, is as follows: 

That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to lease 
and deliver possession, u such terms and conditions as to him may seem best, 
for the use of or in the interest of the Government, to the trustees of the Holy 
Communion Church Institute, the property known as the Arsenal.“ situated in 
the city of Charleston, State of South Carolina, together with all the buildings, 
rights, and appurtenances thereto belonging, to be had and held by said trustees 
for tho use and accommodation of said school for such time as said lease may run, 
if not theretofore required by the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to make such 
terms and arrangements with said trustees for the care and protection of said 
property during its occupancy by said school, and for the redellvery of possession 
to the Government when thereto required, as will best subserve the interests of 
the Government: Provided, That the Government shall not be required to pay for 
maA nih cca that may be placed on said grounds during the continuance of 

ease. G 


Mr. DUNNELL. I desire to know whether the entire power to 
revoke this lease resides in the Secretary of War? 

Mr. DIBRELL, The resolution gives to the Secretary of War the 
right to lease the property under such terms as he sees proper, and 
the Government is not to pay for any repairs put upon it. I desire 
to say further that this is not a sectarian school nor a political insti- 
tution nor anything of the kind. The Government vacates the prop- 
erty and allows it to be used by this school, and whenever the Gov- 
ernment needs it again it has to be returned to the possession of the 
United States. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Is it of any use to the Government now? 

Mr. DIBRELL. None at all. 

Mr. DUNNELL. How long has it been in that condition? 

Mr. DIBRELL. Troops were withdrawn in April. Lask the report 
of the Secretary of War be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: „ 

Wak DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., April 1, 1879. 


Sin: Acknowledging the receipt of your reference and commendation of the 
request of Rev. A. Toomer Porter for a lease of the arsenal 8 at Charles - 
ton, South Carolina, for the use of the Holy Communion Church Institute, I have 


the honor to inform you that I have obtained from the Judge-Advocate-General his 
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inion as to the power of the Executive to dis of this property, and to 
inlose for your information a apy ut ae same 2 p se 
ery respec ly, your o! ent servant, G. W. McC y, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. M. C. BUTLER, 
United States Senate. 
: Mr. 1 Is there any limit of time when the Secretary may 
ease it 

Mr. DIBRELL. It is discretionary with him altogether, so that 
when the Government needs it again the lease ceases. He can close 
it whenever he chooses. 

The report was received, and the joint resolution was ordered to a 
third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. CONGER demanded a division on the passage of the joint res- 
olution. 

The Honse divided ; and there were—ayes 83, noes 33. 

So the joint resolution was p i 

Mr. DIBRELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

On motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, by unanimons con- 
sent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. REAGAN, who is detained 
at his room by illness. 

IMPRESSIONS FROM PORTRAITS AND VIGNETTES. 

Mr. BUCKNER, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
reported back a bill (H. R. No. 1989) relating to printing impres- 
sions from portraits and vignettes, returned from the Senate with a 
substitute, with the recommendation that the Senate amendment be 
concurred in. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Treasury, at the request of a Sen- 
ator, Representative, or in Congress, the head of a d nt or bureau, 
art association, or library, be, and he is hereby, authorized to furnish impressions 
from any portrait or vignette which is now, or may hereafter be, a of the en- 
graved stock of the Bureau of eee and Printing: Provided, the y 
or parties spplying for the same shall deposit in advance, with the Chief of the 
Bureau of En ng and Printing, the cost price of said portrait or vignette and 
10 per cent. additional. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

irae the Goatotaty ot the TEATRET, AE the TONAR of A BATEE, nepreeetited 

Te 0 „ A ' 
or Delegate in Sema tho hond ofa depart —— ok aren, . pe 
library, be, and is hereby, authorized to furnish impressions from any t or 
vignette which is now, or may hereafter be, a part of the engraved of the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Prin ting at such rates and under such conditions as he may 
deem necessary to protect the public interests. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. BUCKNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GUNTER. I move to take up a bill from the Speaker’s table 
for consideration at this time. 

Mr. CALKINS. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. FINLEY, I move to go to the business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I move the House adjourn, 

f LAMBERT WICKES. 

On motion of Mr, HENRY, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the 
case of Lambert Wickes, no adverse report having been ane thereon. 

AUGUSTINE HENNESY. 
On motion of Mr. HARMER, by unanimous consent, leave was 
8 for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers 
the case of Augustine Hennesy, no adverse report having been 
made thereon. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr.SINGLETON, of Mississippi, by unanimous consent, was granted 

leave of absence from the 6th of January next to the 15th. 
CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimons consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the governor of the State of California, transmitting, accord- 
ing to an act of the Legislature of said State, the result of the vote 
taken to ascertain the wishes of the people of California as to Chi- 
nese immigration; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 1 

And then (at three o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 


By the SPEAKER: Resolutions of the National Workingmen’s 


Association, relative to the introduction of labor-saving machinery 
in the Departments of the Government—to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

By Mr. BAYNE: A paper relating to the improvement of the Yough- 
iogheny River—ig the Committee on Commerce. 


By Mr. BOWMAN: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Mary E. 
Twiford, of Norfolk, Virginia, for compensation for services rendered 
in giving information prior to the landing of the Federai troops en- 
gaged in the capture of Norfolk, and for losses sustained from the 
rebels in 55 the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Michi- 

n, favoring the protection of settlers under the general homestead 

aw in the counties of Oceana, Mason, Charlevoix, and Emmet, in the 
State of Michigan—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Michigan, e the 
Congress of the United States and the Parliament of the Dominion of 
Canada to authorize the building of a bridge across the Detroit River 
at or near Detroit, Michigan—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: A bill making an appropriation for contin- 
uing and completing the improvement of the Missouri River at Sioux 
City, lowa—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of Catharine Koenen, of Milwau- 
kee, Wisconsin, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ERRETT: Papers relating to the erection of a new custom- 
house in the city of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and 8 

By Mr. GILLETTE: The petition of John Cunningham and 9 other 
ex-soldiers, to be restored to equal rights with the holders of Gov- 
ernment bonds in the matter of their pay—to the Committee on Mili- 


rs. 

Also, the petition of D. A. Morrison and 8 other ex-soldiers, of simi- 
lar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Jacob Wolf aud 12 other ex-soldiers, of simi- 
lor import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HUNTON: Papers relating to the claim of the Washington 
and Ohio Railroad Company, for compensation for railroad pa tae 
B for military purposes in 1861—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: Papers relating to the claim of D. W. Yeckley 
to be reimbursed the amount of money belonging to the United States 
stolen from him while post commissary at Fort Seward, for which he 
has accounted to the Government—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of Charles L. Hemiup, postmaster of Geneva, New 
York, to be relieved from accounting for money and stamps which 
were stolen from the post-office at Geneva by burglars on the 8th of 
October, 1879—to the same committee. y 

Also, the petition of Laura Hibner, for a pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia: Papers relating to the claim 
of James M. Mason for compensation for damages sustained by the 
granting of an injunction by a United States court restraining him 
m the use of a ferry—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. PHISTER: The petition of H. M. Logan and others, for the 
removal of the charge of desertion from the military record of Joshua 
T. Harry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

at Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts: The petition of Patrick and 
C. Hogan, for the correction of their military record—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Papers relating to the claim of Dr. Edward 
Dunscomb for compensation forservices as an assistant surgeon United 
States Army—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. SIMONTON: Papers relating to the claim of D. M. Jones 
for pay for property taken by the United States Army during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. . 

By Mr. STEPHENS: The petition of William W. Hubbell, for fall 
satisfaction by . of his loss and damage, or reasonable roy- 
alty, found by the Court of Claims for the use of 528,661 of his patent 
percussion-shell apparatus by the military service—to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of William W. Hubbell, for 8 of a balance 
of interest on a sum found due in the Court of Claims, for the use of 
865,214 of his patent time and ea, 6 U. burning fuses in the naval 
service—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

rs relating to the claim 


By Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky: Pa 
of A. L. Shotwell for compensation for the steamer Stella Blanche, 
States authorities in 1861—to the Com- 


seized and sunk by Uni 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of Frank Griffith and othe 
ex-soldiers of the late war of the rebellion, for the equalization 
bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEAVER: The petition of Charles B. Gillespie and 
others, of Freeport, Pennsylvania, that the ex-Union soldiers may 
restored to equal rights with „holders of Government bonds—to the 
same committee, 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of W. W. Deloe, for arrears of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Wesley Stroud, that he be granted an honora- 
ble discharge from the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of M. 8. and William G. Mepham and Abner H. 
Shaw, for compensation for the loss of the steamer Minnie, sunk bya 
collision with the United States monitor Oneta—to the Committee of 


Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pennsylvania, in favor of the Youghiogheny water-ronte te 
the seaboard—to the Committee on Commerce. 
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THURSDAY, December 18, 1879. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s p i was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had pee the follow- 
in bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

bill (H. R. No. 358) to provide for the e of an addi- 
tional clerk in the western judicial district of North Carolina; 

A bill (H. R. No. 582) to provide for circnit and district courts of 
the United States at Columbus, Ohio, and transferring certain coun- 
ties from the northern to the southern district in said State ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1153) to restore to the public domain a of the 

military reservation known as the Fort Ripley reservation, in the 
State of Minnesota, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1241) to authorize the holding of terms of the 
United States district court for the district of West Virginia at Mar- 
tinsburgh ; 

A bill (HL. R. No. 1307) to establish a land district in the Territory 
of Dakota, and locating the office at Grand Forks; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1305) abolishing the military reservations of Fort 
Abercrombie, Fort Seward, and Fort Ransom, all in the Territory of 
Dakota, and authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to have the 
lands embraced therein surveyed and made subject to homestead and 
pre-emption entry and sale the same as other public lands; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1336) for the establishment of a land office in the 
Territory of Montana; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1534) to exempt postal employés from serving upon 

uries; 
j A bill (H. R. No. 1737) riggers yeaa ATAO of swamp lands made by 
the State of Minnesota in aid of the construction of railroads and 
other internal improvements ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3015) making appropriations for the su 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1 
for other perpos; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3034) to provide for circuit and district courts of 
the United States at Macon, Georgia, and to transfer certain counties 
from the northern to the southern district in said State. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concur- 
rent resolution for the appointment of a committee of three Senators 
and five Representatives to investigate the present system of salaries, 
fees, and emoluments allowed to the officers of the several courts of 
the United States, to ascertain whether any, and if any, what, abuses 
now exist or have existed or may take place thereunder. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1989) relating to 
printing impressions from portraits and vignettes. 

The meSsage also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing joint resolutions: 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 26) to transfer the arsenal property in 
Charleston, South Carolina, to the trustees of the Holy Communion 
Church Institute, for the use and accommodation of that school; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 52) authorizing the payment of the 
salaries of the employés of Congress on the 19th of 8 1879. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. No, 618) for the relief of Herman Hulman 
and Crawford Fairbanks, of the city of Terre Haute, Indiana; and it 
was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with 
a resolution of the Senate of the 10th instant, a statement compiled 
by the Bureau of Statistics showing the annual importations of tea 
and coffee for the calendar years from 1870 to 1879; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre 
of War recommending that the act of Con approved June 20, 
1878, making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for other p Y 
be amended by adding to the clause relating to the binding of books 
fdr the Departments the words “nor to the library of the War De- 
partment ;’’ which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. McMILLAN presented additional papers to accompany the bill 
(S. No. 76) for the relief of M. F. Clark; which were referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 7 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of A. A. Sims and others, citi- 
zens of Illinois, praying for the passage of a law granting a pension 
to Charlotte Alderman, widow of James Alderman, late private Com- 

y E, Twenty-second Regiment Hlinois Volunteers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph Minnick and others, in- 
mates of the National Soldiers’ Home, praying for the passage of a 


rt of 
1, and 


law granting pensions to those soldiers who Jost their eyesight in the 
late war, and who were unable to procure the testimony required by 
the present law relating to pensions; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented two petitiovs of ex-soldiers of the late war, 
praying for the passage of a bill fur the equalization of bounties ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the annual report and petition of the Na- 
tional Association for the relief of Colored Women and Children, 
praying for an apprepriation of $7,000 to further the work of the asso- 
ciation ; which were referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Thomas W. Johnson and others, 
citizens of Massachusetts, and the petition of William Macfarlane, sr., 
and others, citizens of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, praying for the pas- 
sage of a law authorizing the appointment of a commission to exam- 
ine into and ascertain to what extent machinery and labor-saving 
processes have entered into the production and distribution of the 
great products in general use to the displacement of muscle; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR. I present a memorial from the Historical Society of 
Massachusetts, signed by Robert C. Winthrop, president, Charles 
Francis Adams, vice-president, and other gentlemen, well-known as 
distinguished historical scholars, in favor of the erection of a monu- 
ment at Yorktown. The memorial is very short, and I ask that it be 
read, and that the names of the signers appear in the RECORD with- 
out being read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be reported at length? 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on the 
Library, as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives Z 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 

The Fe composing the council of the Massachusetts Historical Society, 
and by the order and in behalf of said society, respectfully represent: 

That on the 29th of October, 1781, the old Congress of the United States passed 
the following resolution : 

“Resolved, That the United States in Congress assembled will cause to be erected 
at York in Virginia a marble column, adorned with emblems of the alliance between 
the United States and his most Christian 1 and inscribed with a succinct 
narrative of the surrender of Earl Cornwallis to his excellency General Washing- 
ton, commander-in-chief of the combined forces of America and France; to his 
excellency the Count de Rochambeau, commanding the auxiliary troops of his most 
Christian Majesty in America, and his excellency the Count de Grasse, command- 
mo chief naval army of France in the Chesapeake: 

; 5 on the 7th of November thereafter, the Congress adopted the following res- 
olution : 

* Resolved, That the Secretary of Foreign Affairs be directed to propero a sketch 
of emblems of the alliance between his most Christian Majesty and the United 
States, proper to be inscribed on the marble column to be erected in the town of 
York under the resolution of the th of October last: 

3 — these resolutions have not yet been executed, or, certainly, the column has 
not been e ; 

That less than two years remain before the one hundredth anniversary of the 
great crowning victory at Yorktown will become the subject of commemoration ; 
and that, while it may already be too late for the completion of sach a monument 
in season for that centennial celebration, there is still ample time for making pro- 
vision for the laying of the corner-stone on the 19th of October, 1881. 

The Massachusetts Historical Society earnestly desire that this pledge of the 
old Congress should be fulfilled, and that Yorktown may no longer be without a 
monument of the victory which brought to a triumphant conclusion the war for 
American independence commenced at — Concord, and Bunker Hill. 

They therefore pray your honorable bodies to make a suitable appropriation for 
this . monument, to appoint a commission for procu the desi, 
and executing the work, and to cause all necessary arrangements to be made for 
the laying of the corner-stone at Yorktown, Virginia, on the day of the centennial 
commemoration. 

For the Massachusetts Historical Society: 

ROBERT C. WINTHROP, President. 
CHARLES FRANCIS ADAMS, Vice-President. 
GEORGE E. ELLIS, Vice-President. 

GEORGE DEXTER, Recording Secretary. 
CHARLES DEANE, Corresponding Secretary. 
CHAS. C. SMITH, Treasurer. 

SAMUE 


WM. S. APPLETON, Cabinet-Keeper. 
D. A. GODDARD, 
WINSLOW WARREN, 
CHARLES W. TUTTLE, 
JUSTIN WINSON, 
LEVERETT SALTONSTALL, 
zecutive Committee of the Council. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of C. W. Belknap and others, 
citizens of Monroe County, Arkansas, praying for the establishment 
of a t-route from Saint Charles to Indian Bay, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of B. B. Connor, of Louisville, 
Kentucky, praying for a reconsideration of his claim for property 
seized by the United States authorities; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was recommitted the bill (S. No. 605) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to deposit certain funds in the United States Treasury 
in lieu of investment, reported it with amendments. _ 

Mr. BECK. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance to report 
back a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting infor- 
mation in relation to an increase of the appropriation for salaries and 
> gira of collectors of internal revenue, with a view to the more 

ectual suppression of the illicit distillation of spirits, referred to 
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that committee, and to move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, as it deals with the subject of appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to 
whom were referred the bill (S. No. 44) authorizing and directing the 
Postmaster-General to readjust the salaries of certain postmasters in 
accordance with the provision of section 8 of the act of June 12, 
1866; the bill (S. No. 246) for the relief of certain postmasters and 
late postmasters in the State of Kansas; the bill (S. No. 262) author- 
izing and directing the Postmaster-General to readjust the salaries 
of certain postmasters in accordance with the provision of section 8 of 
the act of June 12, 1866, and the memorial of Harvey Spalding ask- 
ing the passage of a law to enable certain postmasters and late post- 
masters whose pay has been withheld in contravention of section 8 
of the act of June 12, 1866, to institute proceedings therefor in the 
Court of Claims, have instructed me to report æ bill as a substitute 
for the bills named and in response to the memorial, and to submit a 
report thereon. 

The bill (S. No. 903) authorizing and directing the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to readjust the salaries of certain postmasters in accordance with 
the provision of section 8 of the act of June, 1866, was read twice by 
its title, and the report was ordered to be printed. 


RECUSANT WITNESSES. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections to report the following preamble and resolution, and 
to ask for their present consideration : 

Whereas J. V. Admire, E. B. Purcell, George T. Anthony, Len. T. Smith, and 
Levi Wilson, citizens and residents of the State of Kansas, were duly served with 
subpœnas in the months of September and October, 1879, issued by the sub-com- 
mittec of the Senate Committee of paee and Elections, then sitting in Topeka, 
in said State of Kansas, commanding each of them to ap before said sub-com- 
mittee and then and there testify in referenco to the subject-matters then under 
consideration by said Shing epee | to wit: charges relating to the election of 
JOHN J. INGALLS, a Senator from said State of Kansas; and 

Whereas said Admire, Purcell, Anthony, Smith, and Wilson refused to appear 
and testify before said sub-committee as required by said subpenas: Therefore, 

Resolced, That an attachment issue forthwith directed to the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the Senate, commanding him to bring said J. V. Admire, E. B. Purcell, George 
T. Anthony, Len. T. Smith, and Levi Wilson forthwith to the bar of the Senate to 
answer for contempt of a process of this body. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Had we not better make the writ return- 
able on the first day the Senate will be in session after the holidays? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. We can give instruction to the Sergeant-at- 
Arms to follow the usual form. f 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. That is allright. I merely suggested it. 

The preamble and resolution were agreed to. 


D. M. HAMLIN AND A. F. SLADE. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I am directed by the Committee on 
Appropriations to report with an amendment the joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 148) for the relief of D. M. Hamlin, which has been nassed by 
the House; and I ask that it may be read for information with the in- 
tention of asking for its passage this morning unless there is objection. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, £c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay to D. M. Hamlin tho sam of $56.25, the same being his sal- 
ary as a member of the Capitol police force from the Sth to the Zist of July, 1879; 
and an amount sufficient to pay the same is hereby appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let the amendment of the commit- 
tee be reported. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before we consider that, I should like to hear ex- 
plained how it happens that the general appropriation does not pro- 
vide for this man 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If the Senator will allow the amend- 
ment reported by the committee to be read, I will then explain, It 
will only take a moment to read it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Committee on Appropriations propose to 
amend the joint resolution by adding: 

That the 3 the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to pay Andrew F. o the sum of $342.50, the same being for services as ariding- 
Rage of the Senate at the rate of $2.50 day from the 17th day of July to the 30th 

y of November, inclusive, 1879; aud an amount sufficient to pay the same is 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, it appears that there 
was passed a joint resolution during the recent session to pay the em- 
ployés of Con one month in advance, which was complied with. 
One of the policemen of the Capitol left his position soon afterwards 
and another person took his place, and there has been no provision 
made for his payment. The man served part of a month, from the 
8th to the 30th, and this $51 appropriated by the joint resolution as 
it came from the House is intended to pay the policeman for the time 
that he served and for which he could not be paid for want of an ap- 
Denes Hon, because the person who left the service had been paid in 

vance, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May Task if the person who took this man’s place 
got the month’s advance pay? 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator will bear in mind that 
I stated in the beginnin ig we passed a joint resolution at the re- 
cent session of Congress allowing the employés of the Senate and House 
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one month’s pay in advance. The old officer—I have forgotten his 
name—received the month’s pay in advanceand left the service. His 
place had to be filled, and this provision is to pay the man appointed 
in his piace for the remainder of the month. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is to pay the man who took the place ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So that the result of the performance is that two 
men 1 the same place are each to be paid in advance for that 
mon 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Oh, no; not in advance. The man 
who took the place of the one who left the service has not been paid, 
and this joint resolution is brought in for the pu of paying him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly; so that the effect of the two operations 
will be, that on account of the discharge of the man who was in office 
at the time the Senate passed the resolution, he having got his pay, 
another man was appointed in his place, and now he is to be paid the 
month in advance. Is that it? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Not quite. The man was not dis- 
charged, but left his position after getting his month’s pay. That 
is it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. He did not perform any duty at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then it amounts to paying two men in the same 
office for thirty days after the expiration of the session. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Twenty-one days I believe is the 
tine. 

Arti WITHERS. It is to pay, not for the full time, but a portion 
of if. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. Iam merely getting at the pencil of the 
thing, because I know we are proceeding upon high conservative 

rinciples now. I wanted to understand the propriety—as of course 
it must be proper—of paying two men this constructive pay for the 
same office for the same length of time. It must be right on the 
principles we are proceeding upon! 
z Mr. AN IS, of Altun ois. The first man was paid and performed no 
nty at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand it perfectly. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will state to my friend from Ver- 
mont that it results from paying a man in advance of the rendition 
of the service, Con ordered it, as a friend on my left suggests, 
and this results from that mode of oing things. 

Mr. MCDONALD. When was that order to pay made? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Just previous to the adjournment 
of the extra session. 

There is an amendment which will probably require a word of ex- 
lanation. A riding page has been in service during the recess of 
ongress for the purpose of delivering m and postal matter, 

who, from some cause or other, was omitted,.and has not been paid, 
nor is he on the roll. The service having been performed, the com- 
mittee thought it was right and proper that he should be paid for the 
time from J uy 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of this joint resolution? The Chair hears none, and it is be- 
fore the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. The question js on 
agreeing to the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The amendment was to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolu- 
tion to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, the title of the joint 
resolution was amended so as to read: “A joint resolution for the 
relief of D. M. Hamlin and Andrew F. Slade.” 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 904) for the relief of Major G. W. Candee > 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 905) in relation to writs of error from the supreme 
court of the Territory of Dakota; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 906) providing for a commission to exam- 
ine into the subject of the tariff, with a view of facilitating legisla- 
tion in reference thereto; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COKE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 907) to provide for the appointment of com- 
missioners to ascertain and report losses sustained by citizens of the 
United States by reason of Indian depredations; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. EATON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 908) for the relief of Granville T. Pierce; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HEREFORD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 909) for reviving and continuing the court 
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of commissioners of Alabama claims and for the distribution of the 
unappropriated moneys of the Geneva award; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the J 3 

Mr. SLATER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 910) to amend section 3020 of the Revised 
Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask leave to introduce a bill that has been intro- 
«duced in the House. I do so at the request of one of my constituents 
without any committal on my part as to the propriety of the bill 

assing. 
$ By ERON consent obtained, leave was granted to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 911) to declare the legal effect of permits granted by the 
President of the United States to purchase products of the insurrec- 
tionary States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PADDOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 912) creating the northwestern land district 
in Washington Territory ; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 913) ting a pension to Thomas P. John- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

. BUTLER (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 914) for the relief of Will- 
iam Bowen, of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 915) for the relief of Edgar Huson; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1307) to establish a land district in the Territory 
of Dakota, and locating the office at Grand Forks ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1336) for the establishment of a land office in the 
‘Territory of Montana; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1737) confirming grants of swamp lands made by 
the State of Minnesota in aid of the construction of railroads and 
other internal improvements. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1305) abolishing the military reservations of 
Fort Abercrombie, Fort Seward, and Fort Ransom, all in the Terri- 
tory of Dakota, and authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
have the lands embraced therein surveyed and madesubject to home- 
stead and pre-emption entry and sale, the same as other public lands, 
was read twice by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It ought to be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, I think. The first question is the propriety of abol- 
ishing the military reservation. Of course the chairmen of those two 
committees can suggest which is the proper reference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will accept the suggestion of 
the Senator from Vermont, and the bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were read 
severally by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary: 

A bim (H. R. No. 358) to provide for the appointment of an addi- 
tional clerk iu the western judicial district of North Carolina; 

A bill (H. R. No. 582) to provide for circuit and district courts of 
the United States at Columbus, Ohio, and transferring certain coun- 
ties from the northern to the southern judicial district in said State; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1241) to authorize the holding of terms of the 
game eres district court for the district of West Virginia at Mar- 
tinsbu 5 

A bi (II. R. No. 1534) to exempt postal employés from serving 
upon juries; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3034) to provide for circuit and district courts of 
the United States at Macon, Georgia, and to transfer certain counties 
from the northern to the southern judicial district in said State. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3015) making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, and 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1153) to restore to the public domain a part of 
the military reservation known as the Fort Ripley reservation, in the 
State of Minnesota, and for other purposes, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


FEES OF OFFICERS OF COURTS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. There is a concurrent resolution sent from 
the House in relation to the appointment of a committee to consider 
the fees of clerks of courts. move that that be referred to the 
Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. IN. Ishould like to hear it read. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a con- 
current resolution. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, as follows: 

eatro y the House of Representatives, (the Senate coneurring,) That a 7 585 
committee of three Senators and five Representatives be appointed to investigate 
the present system of salaries, fees, and emoluments allowed to the officers of the 
several courts of the United States to ascertain whether any, and if any, what, 
abuses now exist or have existed or may take place thereunder, and to report b; 
bill or otherwise. That said committee shall have power to employ a clerk and 
the services of a 5 send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, 
examine witnesses, and to report at any time. 

ADVANCEMENT OF AGRICULTURAL INTERESTS. i) 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I ask that the resolution reported by me yester- 
day from the Committee on Agriculture be taken up and considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, reported by Mr. 
JOHNSTON from the Committee on Agriculture December 17th and 
submitted originally by Mr. Davis, of West Virginia: 

Whereas agriculture is the foundation of nearly all our wealth, and it is Leaf 


through the exportation of its products that we are paying off our large indeb' 
ness, foreign and domestic, and haye the present 55 balance of trade in our 


favor; 

Wh althongh abont one-half of the people of this country are engaged in 
agricultural pursuits, and all other interests are dependent upon this our leading 
and most 8 interest, commercial and otherwise, yet but little has been 
done by the General Government to promote — Greet while other less general 
and important interests have been largely aided: Therefore, 

Tea by the Senate, (the 8 resentatives concurring,) That the Com- 
mittees on Agriculture of the respective Houses be, and they are hereby, instructed 
to consider generally the subject of agriculture, and report, by bill or otherwise, 
what can or ought to be done by the General Government to better advance, en- 
courage, and foster agricultural interests; and that said committees shall have the 
power to send for persons and papers. ‘ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that a resolution offered at this time? 

The 1 It was reported yesterday from the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. Is there objection to its present cousideration! 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If it was reported yesterday, the Senator has a 
right to move its consideration. 

r. HOAR. I rise to object to the resolution. I suggest to the 
Senator who submitted the resolation that it is a very serious and a 
very improper precedent to authorize a committee to send for persons 
an persis for such purposes, especially a joint committee on most 
comprehensive subjects that do not invelve any ial investigation 
and a a of anybody in which any individual is concerned, and it 
puts all the private citizens and all the private papers of the country 
at the discretion of the tribunal so created. If that is to be done, 
certainly the same power should be lodged in the hands of every 
general and special committee of the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the business 
of the morning hour is concluded and the Senator from Virginia [ Mr. 
JOHNSTON] moves to p to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it had better go over. 

Mr. DAWIS, of West Virginia. I rise to inform the Senator that it 
is presented in regular order and one objection, in my judgment, will 
not carry itover. However, if there is objection to the resolution 
and any Senator desires that it shall go over, I as the original mover 
of the resolution will not object to that course. A similar resolution 
passed the Senate at the last Congress. It was reintroduced at the 
extra session and referred to the Committee on Agriculture; it was 
considered by that committee and reported yesterday. 

As to the latter part of the resolution empowering the committee 
to send for persons and papers, that is not material. The Senator 
who reported the resolution, the chairman of the Committee on Agri- 
culture, I believe does not care whether that clause remains or not, 
and I certainly do not care abont it. The resolution is not intended 
to accomplish anything further than to make a general inquiry into 
the subject of agriculture, and I care nothing about the other portion 
of it. If the 8 from Massachusetts will make a motion to 
amend, that part may be stricken out so far as I am concerned. 

But let me remind the Senator from Massachusetts that half the 
people of this country are interested in agriculture, and that it is no 
small interest. It is a matter that should receive careful and proper 
attention from Congress. I think it very queer that anything that 
would foster or aid a pursuit in which half the people of this coun- 
try are interested and from which the Senator and myself get our 
bread, and without which we could not live long, should be objected 
to by any Senator. i 

Mr. HOAR. The honorable Senators reproof I accept with some 
surprise when I remember that, after a long training in the service 
of the Committee on Agriculture, and having studied that subject 
very deeply, and set forth the importance of it so eloquently, having 
his choice whether he should have the charge of that great interest 
and devote his public life to its advancement, or the petty and incon- 
siderable interest of appropriations, the mere spending of public money, 
he selected the latter, and abandoned this vast agricultural field 
altogether. Therefore, it hardly becomes that Senator to lecture the 
rest of us for want of devotion to this po interest. My point, how- 

po 


ever, is, merely as a general matter o: icy for the guidance of the 


Senate, that if any committee desire authority to send for persons and 
papers they ought to call upon the Senate, stating the particular 
investigations which they propose; and that it is not in accordance 
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with sound policy to grant these general powers which allow any tribu- 
nal, no matter of whom composed, to send their mandate all over the 
country to put all the citizens and all the private papers of all the 
citizens in the country at their command, without any specific matter 
of investigation having been committed to them by the Senate. 

I move to strike out the words “and that said committee shall 
have power to send for persons and papers.” f 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I think the suggestion of the Senator is very 

good, and I have no objection at all to the amendment proposed by 
im to strike out that part of the resolution authorizing the sending 
for persons and papers. It does not ask to appropriate any money. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the res- 
olution as amended. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, one word. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts reminds me that I was a member of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. If my recollection serves me right, he wasa 
member also, but he has gone a little further in his desertion than I 
have. Iam still a member of the Committee on Agriculture, and I 
think the Senator has gotten ahead of me in the matter of desertion 
a great way. He, I believe, was a member of that committee, but 
for some mysterious reason or other he is not a member of it now, so 
that the charge of desertion of agriculture is on that side of the 
Chamber, and not on this side. 

As to the resolution, it was the intention of the mover of the res- 
olution to make some effort for the further development and encour- 
agement of iculture. I think it has been neglected too long by 
-each House of Congress, and I hope the day is not very distant when 
some member of the Senate will take the initiative, and go on to do 
what is justice to the farmers and agriculturists of this country. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution as amended. 

The resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senate agree to the preamble? 

The preamble was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
Apams, its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolutions ; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President : 

A bill (H. K. No. 1955) authorizing an allowance for loss, by leak- 
age or casualty, of spirits withdrawn from distillery warehouses for 
-exportation ; > 

joint resolution (S. R. No. 26) to transfer the arsenal property in 
the city of Charleston, South Carolina, to the trustees of the Holy 
‘Communion Church Institute for the use and necommodation of that 
school; and, 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 52) authorizing payment of the salaries 
of the employés of Congress on the 19th of December, 1879. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL, 
` Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to call up for action the resolution of- 
fered by me on Monday last in regard to the emigration of negroes 
from the Sonthern States, 
| Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Will my friend from Indiana allow 
me to make a su tion? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The pension appropriation bill was 
reported yesterday from the Committee on Appropriations, gnd the 
Senator from California [Mr. Boots] has it in charge. It will only 
take a few moments if the Senator from Indiana will allow that to 
be passed. It has passed the House, and has been reported favorably 
from the Senate Committee on Appro riations. 

Mr. VOORHEES. A pension bill always has precedence over any 
business with me. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I am obliged to the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would have recognized the 
Senator from California at the conclusion of the morning hour for the 
purpose of moving that bill. 5 

Mr. BOOTH. By the direction of the Committee on Appropriations 
I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the pension 
appropriation bill. 4 

he motion was d to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 2791) making appro- 
8 for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, this bill came from 
the Committee on Appropriations, of which I am a member; it was 
reported unanimously, therefore I do not rise to oppose it. it is re- 
ported in accordance with the law, which requires the full amount 
named in it to be appropriated, according to the estimate of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, of the sum necessary to pay the pensions. By 
the indulgence of the Senator from Indiana I should like to say afew 
words about the system of pensions and the increased appropriations 
that Congress has seen fit to t for the last few years. 


The previous bill, the act for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, 


appropriated $29,366,000. We passed an a of pensions bill, 
which pia ges $25,000,000 to be paid out. This bill appropriates 
$32,404,000, being $3,038,000 more than the act of last year. This in- 
crease is due to varions causes, including recent legislation. 

We now have on our pension list: è 


St A A E S TT cesses ense “125, 150 
Army, widows, children, ct 80,174 
NAVY AVES ALETO E / seeraeesesionc= 1,844 
Navy widows, children, & ...22. 022. ce esn nee ennnes 1,772 
Surviving soldiers of war of 1812222 119 
Widows of deceased soldiers of war of 181222 21,194 

Making the total on the list to-day...-.-..-.--..----- 242, 755 


The Commissioner of Pensions estimates that at the end of the 

resent fiscal year, at the same rate of increase that has taken place 
in the preceding nine months of this year, there will be 250,000 cases 
pending and not acted upon, The pension-roll was increased during 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, 18,757 names, and at the same 
rate for the next year it will be increased between thirty and forty 
thousand names, showing that the pension-roll is rapidly increasing, 
and we are constantly enacting new legislation to increase it. Within 
the next decade, if the same rate of increase continues, the pension- 
roll will be doubled, and it will require from $60,000,000 to $30,000,000 
annually to be appropriated for the payment of pensions. 

This pension bill appropriates more money than the entire expense 
of our Government for any year during the first fifty years of our 
Government, which period includes the war of 1812 and all other 
wars up to abont 1840. This bill appropriates more money for asin- 
gle year than the revolutionary soldiers received from beginning to 
end. Weare paying in a single year more money for pensions than 
the entire revolutionary roll cost the Government. We paid on ac- 
count of pensions from 1791 to 1860, $78,602,925.01, and between 1800 
and 1833, $27,689,134.51. From 1791 to 1870, the entire time our Gov- 
ernment was in existence up to 1870, we paid $221,153,156.32 for pen- 
sions. In the last eight years we have paid $234,189,522.42, being 
nearly $13,000,000 more than was paid from the beginning of the Goy- 
ernment up to 1870. Fifteen per cent. of the entire revenue of the 
Government is now being paid for pensions, aud, as I said, the roll 
is increasing at a rapid rate. 

The intention of my remarks is only to call the attention of the 
Senate to the vast amount being paid for pensions and the rapid in- 
crease of oar weno I would not deprive any pensioner of his 
just dues. e ought to be fair to all and liberal to those who have 

n disabled in the military service of the Government; but there 
is another class of people, the tax-payers, for whom we ought to haye 
some consideration. Therefore I think we should go a little slowly 
and consider what we are Going. 

It is a fact I believe beyond doubt—I get it from high authority— 
that the United States is paying about the same amount for pensions 
that the rest of the world is paying: Great Britain paid in 1878 
$12,795,685; France, $12,600,000; Germany, $4,236,855; Austria and 
Hungary, $627,610; Belgium, $742,000; DE the entire amount 
probably about the same amount that the United States is paying for 
the present fiscal year. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The bill was passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. THEODORE 
F. KINd, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the 
bill (8. No. 819) to authorize the laying of a telegraphic cable from 
the mainland in Rhode Island to Block Island. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. No. 1989) relating to printing impres- 
sions from portraits and vignettes; and it was thereupon signed by 
the Vice-President. 


NEGRO EMIGRATION TO NORTHERN STATES. 


_Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I move to take up for considera- 
tion the resolution submitted by me on Monday last. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
the following resolution, submitted by Mr. VOORHEES on the 15th 
instant: 

Whereas large numbers of negroes from the Southern States, and especially from 
the State of North Carolina, are emigrating to the Northern States, and especially 
to the State of Indiana; and 

Whereas it is currently alleged that they are induced to do so by the unjust and 
cruel conduct of their white fellow-citizens to them in the South: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That a committee of five members of this body be ap; ted by its 
presiding officer, whose duty it shall be to investigate the causes which have led 
to the aforesaid emigration, and to report the same to the te; and said com- 
mittee shall have power to send for persons and papers, compel the attendance of 
witnesses, and to sit at any time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. WiINDOM.] 

Mr. VOORHEES, Let that be read. 

8 tera Chief Clerk read the proposed amendment of Mr. WINDOM, as 
‘ollows: 

And be it further resolved, That in case said committee shall find that said exodus 
of colored citizens from the South has been caused by cruel and unjust treatment, 
or by the denial or abridgment of personal or political rights, they shall further 
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Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I have no purpose to detain. the 
Senate at all upon this subject. I only desire to 2 in explanation 
of the course I Nate pursued that it has been taken from mature con- 
sideration. Some months since, nearly a year ago, when the question 
of migration from the South to the North on the part of the colored 

ple first attracted the attention of the country, I, like others, was 
155 osed not to attach much importance to it, and certainly not much 
so far as Indiana was concerned. Until recently I held the opinion 
that it was not a matter of great importance. I find, however, that 
there is a systematic, determined movement going on of no small 
dimensions. Large numbers of these people are passing through this 
city : some of them become stranded here and have to rely on private 
and public charity to carry them on. It becomes a matter of serious 
consideration, therefore; and if it be true, as is alleged in many of 
the newspapers of the country, that these people are being driven 
from their homes in the South, where they and their ancestors have 
lived for more than two hundred years, by the injustice and cruelt 
of the white people there, that fact cannot be known too soon. If, 
on the other fers there is a conspiracy on the part of disreputable 
people, both white and black, to disturb the condition of the black 
race at the South and make them discontented and unhappy, to point 
out to them greater advantages elsewhere which do not exist, thus 
spreading a delusion and a snare before them, getting them to move 
about, that had better be known, for the exposure of it will be the 
way to stop it. 

This resolution that I have introduced is offered in the utmost good 
faith, hoping that it will accomplish a good object. : 

I am told—whether that be the fact or not is one of the matters of 
inquiry—that upon one farm, a large farm in North Carolina, of some 
twenty-five hundred acres, there were sixty families residing until 
quite recently, a few weeks ago, residing contentedly as far as any- 
body knew, undisturbed as far as anybody knew. They have all 
gathered up in a sudden sort of hegira and started off to the North, 
except five families. Fifty-five families have gone. 

Now, sir, as to what may be done in Indiana, I am not going to 
speak. Isay for Indiana thatit is a broad-hearted, liberal State. We 
will accept everybody who comes there, black, or white, or red, who 
comes there in the natural and legitimate order of things; but weno 
more want this population colonized upon us in largesquads, battalions, 
regiments, divisions, and corps than the people of California want the 
Chinese landed upon them through organized societies of emigration. 
What we object to is not to black people coming to Indiana legiti- 
mately and orderly in the natural way of 5 but we do ob- 
ject to Indiana, and every Senator will object for his own State, to its 

eing pointed out and designated as a field for emigrant aid societies 
to operate upon. If that be going on in Indiana against the people 
of Indiana, for political purposes or any other purpose, the sooner it 
is known the better, for it can result in nothing but evil to these peo- 
ple. As a measure of humanity to these deluded people, the sooner 
it is stopped the better. 

Indiana is the fifth State in this Union, well populated, thickly set- 
tled. We have no public waste-lands for people to take up cheaply. 
We have our settlements already made. Of course there is room for 
more, but no pauper population need expect to find unoceupied lands 
to squat upon in the State of Indiana. We have laws that protect 
the black race that is already there, and nothing could be more fruit- 
ful of evil to the well-behaved and decent colored population of In- 
diana than this so-called exodus of this kind of population from the 
South. I have no hard words to utter of them; but if people who 

t as far from home as Washington City is from North Carolina and 
ere become stranded without means to get further on expect to ac- 

uire rapid fortunes and fulfill visionary plans in their minds when 
they reach Indiana, they will bewofully mistaken. There areno large 
vacancies in our fields asking for labor, either. We have fields of 
labor there, as well, however, supplied by our own people as are those 
of any other State in this Union. If there are agents going South 
saying to the negroes down there that they can get so much per day 
for cultivating land and various things of that kind in Indiana, the 
sooner these unfortunate people are undeceived the better for them. 

Therefore I say, Mr. President, that not as a party measure, but as 
a measure of justice and humanity, I offer this resolution to have a 
little investigation. If I were actuated by parey litical motives 
I would welcome this negro emigration. If I desired simply the suc- 
cess of the democratic party in Indiana, I would say to the agents 
of this movement, “put in a few thousand,” and for every one thou- 
sand black men you put in there between now and next May— 
which I believe is the Emit, for from May to November is six months, 
and that is the length of residence that gives a man a right to vote 
in our State—“ we shall gain five thousand votes.” I would say, 
“Bring them on,” and the reaction will take care of all political con- 
sequences. There is nothing in this movement that benefits any 
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party except the democratic pa ty, so far as its effect on politics is 
concerned ; but I do sincerely believe that there is a movement going 
on hurtful to the colored race, injurious to them, and liable to bring 
about those collisions of prejudice in the Northern States that are 
prejudicial to both races. 

Mr. President, a word in regard to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. WINpoM.] Whatever may have been 
the spirit that dictated his remarks in regard to my motive, I pass 
thatby. Whether his remarks were in compliment or otherwise, mat- 
ters not. The amendment of the Senator from Minnesota undertakes 
to instruct the committee in advance. It is to the effect that if the 
committee finds so and so then they shall be instructed thus and so. 
I think the better plan is for the committee to ascertain the facts, 
and then be subject to instruction upon those facts. I think the Sen- 
ate can instruct the committee in its further duties better after the 
facts have been ascertained than upon a supposed and hypothetical 
case in advance. If we find that these people are being driven from 
their homes in North Carolina and Mississippi and elsewhere by the 
unjust and cruel conduct of their white fellow-citizens, then it will 
be for the Senate, upon a full exposition of the case, to give the com- 
mittee further instructions. I think, however, with all respect to the 
Senator from Minnesota, that his amendment is premature, for the 
reason I have stated. 

Before taking my seat I will say that upon the suggestion of a Sen- 
ator, for which I am very greatly obliged, I shall ask leave to strike 
out the words “ compel the attendance of witnesses,” because all the 
power of the committee is contained in the words preceding that 
clause, giving power to send for persons and papers. 

The VICE- SIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I modify it by striking out that clause. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified; and 
the question now is on the amendment of the Senator from Minne- 
sota, [Mr. WINDOM. ] 

Mr. WINDOM. Only a word or two, Mr. President. When the hon- 
orable Senator from Indiana introduced his resolution the other day 
I was extremely gratified, and took occasion to say so to the Senate. 
I do not know how the Senator could possibly imagine that my re- 
marks were intended otherwise than as a compliment. The Senator 
had proposed to institute an inquiry which I thought of very great 
importance. The proposition seemed to be in the interest of persons 
who had been driven from their homes by cruel and unjust treat- 
ment. After reciting the fact that large numbers of negroes were 
emigrating from the South, and especially from North Carolina into 
Indiana, bis resolution says: 

Whereas it is currently alleged that they are induced to do so by the unjust 
and cruel conduct of their white fellow-citizens toward them in the South. 

The ground upon which he bases his proposed inquiry is the cur- 
rent allegation that these things are true, m facts which I have 
received during the last twelve months, I am disposed to think that 
the allegation is well founded in many cases. As the Senator based 
his resolution upon these reports I assumed that similar information 
to what I had received had come to his ears, and moved his well- 
known sympathies on behalf of the oppressed, and that his action in 
this matter was with the intent to expose such violation of justice, and 
denial of personal rights, and to provide some remedy for them, if proven 
to exist. His resolution, however, did not go to that extent. It simply 
proposed the inquiry as to whether these wrongs existed, and 9 
they were the cause of the exodus from the South, which everybody 
knows has assumed very considerable proportions. I thought it best 
to make it practical, aud by the amendment proposed that 

In cas said committee shall find that said exodus of colored citizens from the 
South has been caused by cruel and unjust treatment, or by the denial or abridg- 
ment of personal or political rights— 
the committee shall then proceed to inquire further as to three prac- 
tical points. First, as to whether Congress cannot do something to 
protect American citizens in their constitutional rights, Second, as 
to what will be the probable effect of this voluntary distribution of 
the colored population upon the sectional issues which have disturbed 
the country. The third clause of my amendment—and I ask the at- 
tention of the Senator from Indiana particularly to that—was de- 
signed expressly to aid the Senator in averting what he fears will be 
a great evil to his State, to wit, that in case the committee upon in- 
vestigation shall find that these people are driven from their homes 
by cruel and at treatment or by a denial of personal and political 
rights, they shall then proceed to inquire and report as to the expe- 
diency and practicability of 
of the United States to whic 
privileges will be secure. 

Mr. President, the Senator intimates that somebody is seeking to 
bring these colored people into Indiana for partisan political pur- 
poses. If that be true, will not the Senator join me as cordially in 
the 55 I propose to make as I will join him in the in- 
quiry which he poses? When we shall have ascertained through 
this committee that these people are compelled to emigrate by the 
causes upon which he bases his inquiry, shall we not inquire whether 
they cannot go to some place where they will not meet with the ob- 
jections which the Senator says exist in Indiana? If it bea political 
movement that the Senator fears, the proposition which I make will 
relieve it from all danger in that direction. The original proposition 
upon this subject made by myself about a year ago was not that these 


roviding some Territory or Territories 
they can go where such rights and 
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people should be induced to go to any State of the Union unless in- 
vited to do so, but that we should inquire as to the expediency of 
providing a Territory for them where t ey would not encounter the 
prejudice of which the Senator speak believe there is a portion 
of the Indian Territory that could be set aside for them, and organ- 
ized in a way to avert all these difficulties. Iwant the Senator from 
Indiana to join with me in that investigation. Iwill vote with him 
most freely to inquire as to the causes of this great movement. I 
believe it La assumed proportions sufficiently important to justify, 
nay, to demand of Congress that some inquiry should be made. But 
I do not want our action to stop with the mere inquiry as to its causes 
without attempting soy parea relief in case they should find that 
this movement is cau y the grievous wrongs of which complaint 
is made. 

The political point which the Senator suggests strikes me as being 
a little peculiar. I know that his democratic friends in the Southern 
States where these negroes come from are not pleased with the exo- 
dus. They want them to stay there, and it is somewhat surprising 
that the democracy of Indiana should be so displeased with their ad- 
vent into that State. There seems to be a little division of the demo- 
cratic party upon that subject. 1am surprised, especially in view of 
the fact that we have always heard that the unanimons southern vote 
during the last few years was because all the colored people had sud- 
denly come to the conclusion to vote the democratic ticket in those 
States instead of being prevented from voting at all, as some unchar- 
itable persons have suggested. If these be democratic colored people 
that our democratic friends from the Southern States dislike so much 
to part with, why is it that our democratic friends from Indiana so 
much object to their coming there? 

But if both object to their going to Indiana, then let both sides 
join with me in the inquiry pro by my amendment as to whether 
some other place cannot be provided for them, where they will cease 
to be a terror and a menace to democracy. 

I will join with the Senator in voting for his resolution, and I call 
upon him to assist me in paming the amendment. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Mr. dent, I wish to say onè word upon 
this resolution. For myself I would say that I am getting tired of 
all these congressional investigations. It seems to be the fashion of 
late to appoint an investigating committee of either House of Con- 

ress to investigate aps ey i at anybody charges or suspects has 
3 in any part of the United States. Still, I will not object to 
the peace of the resolution under the circumstances surrounding 
me. I will neither approve nor oppose it. Nevertheless my opinion 
is that this is an evil, if it be an evil, which will settle itself as a 
great many other evils are settled by time and the good sense of the 
people. One thing is very certain: the colored man is no longer a 
ward; he is of age; he does not need a guardian; he must take care 
of himself, and there is not a man in the whole Sonth that I know of 
who will not cheerfully admit that the colored man has a perfect right 
to go where he pleases and settle where he pleases, and follow just 
such pursuit as he pleases, and nobody that I know of interposes the 
slightest obstacle in all the Southern States to his free migration or 
3 and immigration anywhere. 

I know it is customary and has become a common political vocab- 
ulary for politicians to talk about the cruel and unjust treatment of 
the colored peo by the southern whites. There is not a particle 
of foundation for it, and there never was any foundation for it. It 
was 0 d intended from the beginning for political capital. Of 
course I know my friend from Indiana has not used it for that pur- 
pose, nor will I charge that the Senator from Minnesota has used it 
for that purpose; but that is the parece for which it is used by the 
newspapers of the country and by the republican politicians generally. 

Now, sir, here is a fact that this country ought to know: the col- 
ored people of the Southern States are perfectly contented with their 
situation exactly in proportion to the length of time they have been 
under the government of what are known as the white people of 
that country, or the democratic party, if you choose that term, They 
are contented and prosperous in exact proportion to the length of 
time they have been free from what we call the carpet-bag govern- 
ments of those States. Take my own State. We have n free 
from that government now for ept years. The carpet-bag govern- 
ment or republican government obtained in that State for four years. 
They lost one year of their lease by fleeing the country. They actually 
ruled for three years after tLe wilitary government ceased. What 
was the result? Tlere was no school find; there was not a single 
colored person in all that State educated at the public expense. The 
democratic party has had possession of that government now for 
eight years. What is the result? The first year they obtained pos- 
session there were six thousand colored children at the public schools. 
They have increased every year until, in 1878, we had sixty-eight 
thousand colored children in school at the public expense from taxes 
raised chiefly by the white people of that State—sixty-eight thousand 
in public schools and four thousand at private schools, making sev- 
enty-two thousand in all. I speak in round numbers. In addition, 
we have a colored college, at which there are now a large number of 
pupils, and to which the democratic Legislature for every year appro- 
priates 88,000 from the public treasury. We have several hundred 
colored teachers, educated for the purpose of teaching in the schools 
at the public expense, and I am informed the school commissioner 


thinks the number of colored children that will attend the public | I am merely speaking of the fact. 


schools at the public expense in the zost 1879 will be found to a 
proach ninety thousand. Then, in eight years we have increased the 
number of colored children from nothing to ninety thousand, edu- 
cated at the public expense during the time that the white people or 
the democratic party have had possession of the government. 

Now, take another chapter. During the period those people (the 
republican adventurers) had possession of the Government—I will 
not say the republican party, I am not making a partisan speech; I 
am stating facts of history, facts of history shown by the public rec- 
ords of that State during the three years the carpet-baggers, as we 
call them, had possession of the government of Georgia—the colored 
people accumulated nothing, nor did the whites; all values were un- 
certain, all property was uncertain, everybody was dissatisfied, no- 
body, black or white, knew whether anything could be made or would 
be made or ought to be made in the way of accumulation. Every- 
thing was uncertainty and gloom with all races. But there was a 
change in government. What is the resnlt? Both races began at 
once to prosper. As I have said, that government has been changed 
for eight years, and by the tax-books of 1878 the colored people of 
Georgia alone have returned under their own oaths for taxation prop- 
erty exceeding $5,000,000—between $5,000,000 and 86,000, 000 —that 
they have accumulated. In what does this property consist? It 
consists largely in city 8 and largely in real estate, in land, 
and they have some $73,000 of money loaned at interest. They have 
a large amount of personal property. 

Mr. CONKLING. How did they get it, if I may inquire? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. They na bee it, they made it, they worked 
for it under the protection of a democratic State government. It 
was not stolen from them. How could they get it otherwise than by 
working for it? 

Mr. CONKLING. If the honorable Senator will allow me, I will 
explain my question. I have heard so often in these disquisitions 
upon the inferiority of race that a black man never would work and 
never could be made to work unless he was a slave, so that somebody 
could compel him to work, that I was curious to know whether of 
their own accord, voluntarily, the colored people of Georgia had 
amassed a surplus of $5,000,000, at an assessed valuation, and some- 
thing more. Therefore it was that I ventured to interrupt my honor- 
able friend, full of information upon the subject as he seems to be. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. The motive of the Senator from New York 
was entirely correct, and I am glad that he asked the question, and 
I repeat that the colored people of the State of Georgia have accumu- 
lated between five and six million dollars, about six millions really, 
but they return for taxation five millions. They have. accumulated 
it by their own labor; they have accumulated it honestly ; and they 
have accumulated it because they have lived under a government in 
which they had confidence and which gave them complete protec- 
tion in their earnings. 

Now, I want to state another fact which is remarkable, and I think 
the gentlemen on the other side will be glad to hear it, and the whole 
country ought to be willing to know it, and that is that these colored 
people in the State of Georgia have returned for taxation over a half 
million acres of land—over five hundred thousand acres of land which 
they hold in their own right and which they have accumulated dur- 
ing the time and in the manner stated. 

state these facts for the purpose of showing you that so far from- 
the charges which are made that the white people of the South are 
inimical to the colored race and treat them cruelly and unjustly be- 
ing true, the reverse is the truth. When the men who went there for 
no other purpose but to use the poor n to procure political office 
he did not accumulate property, hæ children were net educated. 

Now, I will say this in answer to what the Senator from New York 
has said. He has heard it said, he informs us, for years that the col- 
ored people would not work unless under a master. The colored 
people are like all other people as we now find them; some of them 
will work, some of them will not. I concede that there are in Georgia 
as everywhere else a large number of unthrifty colored people ; they 
generally accumulate about the cities and towns and villages, and 
they give the country a great deal of trouble and annoyance, no doubt 
about that, where they are in large numbers. Every southern man 
knows that, and every man who has traveled in the South knows it 
to be true. This discontent, this fever of emigration almost always 
originates with that unthrifty class, with that worthless class. 
have myself ever since the war been employing colored people on 
farms. I know their habits well. I know that those who are on the 

lantations are at work accumulating property, accumulating land, 

ming often themselves proprietors of land. There is no discon- 
tent with them. They have absolute protection, just as absolute pro- 
tection as the whites around them. But among this worthless, un- 
thrifty set that do not wish to work, that gather about the cities and 
towns and live from hand to mouth, always restless and discontented, 
you can get up trouble readily, and with them the trouble chiefly 
exists. 

It is not owing to cruel treatment. They are creatures who be- 
come discontented and dissatisfied of their own motion, and of course 
they are available for parties who have designsin using them. This 
fever of emigration, I shall never forget, obtained in rgia about 
the time of the change of our government from the republican to 
the democratic party, and I do not Ipeak it in any partisan sense. 

hen we passed from the car- 
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pet-bag government to the home government, to the proper govern- 
ment, about the time of the change from the one to the other in that 
State, this fever of emigration obtained there. Iwas in the midst of 
it, saw it. Nobody obstructedit. The white people generally encour- 
aged it very little and discouraged it very little. Some were willing 
for the negroes to go, others preferred that they should not go. 
large proportion of our people, I think, have concluded that the col- 
ored man is the best Jaborer that we can get for cotton, rice, and 
sugar, and in the malarial districts I believe they are the best labor 
we can get, and our people are perfectly willing that they shall re- 
main. But since they have ood government, since they feel 
perfectly protected in all their rights, since every year they are ac- 
cumulating property, and have every year their accumulations in- 
creased ; since every year they find an increasing number of their 
children going to school and educated at the public expense, they 
have become just as well contented as the white people, and I have 
no doubt will go on prosperously. 

Mr. President, upon this subject we all ought to banish everything 
like personal and political feeling. For one, I am a southern man; 
I was raised in the South, rai under slavery. I was raised to 
believe it was right, and believed it from my youth. I believe now 
that no laborer was ever better protected and cared for than the 
southern slave. I was one of those southern men who believed that 
the sudden emancipation of the whole negro race would destroy 
them and destroy oursociety; I honestly thought so. A large portion 
of the northern people thought so; the 1 5 of them thought 
so; the wisest men that ever lived in the North then thought so; we 
all did; but I confess I was mistaken. The t evils we appre- 
hended from sudden emancipation have not come. The southern 
people see this, and would not re-enslave the negro if they could. I 

y confess that the colored man makes a better citizen with the 
advan he has had than I had ted him to make. I confess 
that he is becoming more self-sustaining, more progressive in educa- 
tion and wealth than I expected, and I rejoice at it, and our southern 
people encourage him by all means possible, and to this encourage- 
ment he chiefly owes his success. A large proportion of them, I admit, 
are worthless, but the largest proportion are valuable both to them- 
selves and to the community in which they live. They will improve 
still more rapidly if wicked intermeddlers will cease to disturb them 
9 purposes. 

y own estimate is that more than one-half of the colored pore 
of Georgia vote the democratic ticket. Are you stirprised at it? Can 
any man be surprised at it? During the time of the carpet-bag 
government they were made to believe that if their old masters, as 
they were called, obtained possession of the State government they 
would all be put back into slavery. They have been taught differ- 
ently; they know differently by actual experience, and as they have 
learned differently, and find they are getting the most perfect protec- 
tion they could ask, are prospering to an extent that no similar num- 
ber of colored people ever prospered in the history of the world, are 
accumulating more property, are being educated to a larger extent 
in proportion to population than you can find in any other country 
on this globe. They are not only contented, but they vote yolun- 
tarily, cheerfully, and willingly to sustain in the State government 
the party that has given them this protection, and under which pro- 
tection they have been thus able to prosper. 

Now, I say the people among whom this colored population live 
have more interest in their peace, more interest in their quiet, more 
interest in their prosperity than any other people. We cannot hope 
to proper unless these colored people are encouraged and helped, 
and we are acting upon that, and we have more interest than any 
other people. 

I dare say that this question, like all others, must be left to time, 
left to those influences that govern human action, and you will find 
in a short time that the condition of the colored man will be improv- 
Aa ap log Still, under the circumstances, while I do not my- 
self feel that there is any necessity for the investigation, if any- 
body supposes there is cause for an investigation which will de- 
velop the necessity for legislation I will notobject. I do not feel like 
getting up here and saying that I will vote against investigation 
when it is bruited around t this emigration is caused by unjust 
and cruel treatment on the part of the white people. I know that 
that is not true. I know that it is utterly false. I know that if any 
disinterested committee will go down there they will find that the 
colored people are prospering, as I said, everywhere in exact propor- 
tion to the length of time they have been under democratic rule, 
and they are perfectly free to vote as they please, and they vote the 
democratic ticket as freely as I do, and for the same reasons in the 
mein. The worst enemies of the colored people are those politicians 
who are forever seeking to use them to keep alive sectional passions 
for party advantage. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia has said 
several times that he tries to be impartial about this matter; that he 
does not wish to cherish any personal or partisan feclings abont it. 
After hearing the Senator say that once or twice, while he was talk- 
ing about how much land, how much. property these people had 
accumulated, I feared that he was going to fail altogether in being 
as impartial as he meant to be. It seemed to me at that point that he 
was really in danger of getting into partisan politics. But when he 
came to allude to the performances in Georgia by which political 


power has gone from one party to the other, and described it asa 
change from t- government to home rule, then I saw that 
he was absolutely and judicially impartial! Nobody could doubt 
that; aud when he describes what taken place in that State and 
has resulted in the overthrow of the republican party and the instal- 
lation of the democratic party as a change from carpet-bag govern- 
ment to home rule, he is so free from feeling on this subject that 
whatever he says is likely to be entirely impartial. Having congrat- 
ulated the Senator upon that, and not meaning to participate in this 
debate, I make a request, which I rose for the purpose of making, 
and which is to be allowed at the request of a solicitor in this city 
who writes me a note, to introduce a bill for reference to the Coni- 
mittee on Patents. z 

[By unanimous consent, leave was 
the relief of Edgar Huson, which wil 
Introduced.” J 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I want to say to the Senator from New 
York that I try to be impartial. I think I am impartial; but Iam 
compelled to tell the truth; and when I tell the truth it discriminates. 
thorou se og what we call the carpet-bag government. 

Mr. CO ING. I congratulate the Senator on having succeeded 
in being impartial. I prefaced the very important purpose for which 
I rose with that congratulation. That was all. [Laughter. 

Mr. VOORHEES. A single word, Mr. President, in regard to the 
amendment of the Senator from Minnesota. I have stated to the Sen- 
ator my own opinion fully; that is, that it is premature. I do not 
object to the scope of the inquiry embraced in his amendment; and 
I am willing for the Senate, without any further remark upon its- 
merits, to vote upon the question whether the resolution which I have 
offerefl shall be amended by the amendment of the Senator from Min- 
nesota, or not. : : 

I can only say in response to the distinguished Senator from Geor- 
gia that he, of all men, ought not to object to a movement like this 

or investigation, for at the very start it has elicited from him most 
valuable information on the subject; and if the agitation of this ques- 
tion had accomplished no other result than the forcible statement 
which he has made in regard to the condition of the colored man in 
Georgia, it would be worth the trouble I have bestowed upon it. I 
am ready to vote on this question. 

Mr. WINDOM. Allow me to express the hope before the vote is 
taken that the very flattering representation made by the Senator 
from Georgia as to the prosperous condition of the colored race will 
somewhat remove the fears of my friend from Indiana as to their 
becoming citizens of his State. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I believe the colored people, if left alone, and 
not operated upon by improper influences, would everywhere be as 
they are in the State of Georgia. Whether that be so or not I want 
to inquire. I only know that there is an unnatural and, as it seems 
to me, improper movement on the part of the colored race in other 
places and toward other localities. That is the matter I wish to 
inquire into. I do not wish to go into discussion at this stage. Ido 
not wish to make statements about matters which are to be subjects 
eles aig ; therefore I have restrained myself from saying more than 

ave. 

Mr. WINDOM. I hope the Senate will bear in mind in voting on 
this amendment that the inquiry suggested by my amendment is 
wholly based upon the event that the committee shall find that this 
movement is caused by cruel and unjust treatment, or by the denial 
or abridgment of political re aS The Senator from Indiana says it 
is premature. I think that if the investigations of the committee 
shall show these facts, and they shall so find, the sooner we make the 
additional inquiries proposed the better. I think it is not by any 
means premature. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 

by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. WINDOM. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to- 
call the roll. 

Mr. FARLEY, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. ANrHONY.] If he were here, I should 
vote nay.” é 

Mr. FERRY, (when his name was called.) On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. WiTners.] Were he 
present, he would vote “nay” and I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GARLAND, (when his pame was called.) Iam paired with the 
Senator from Colorado [ Mr. TELLER] on all political questions. I do 
not know whether this is a political question or not, but if he were 
here, I should vote “yea” on*the amendment. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, (when his name was called.) Iam paired 
with the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. WALKER.] If he were here, I 
should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. INGALLS, (when his name was called.) Iam paired on this 
question with the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. MORGAN.] If he were 
present, I should vote “yea.” ` 

Mr. MORRILL, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WALLACE.] I 
should vote “ yea” if he were present. 

Mr. PADDOCK, (when bis name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Florida, [Mr. Jones.] If he were 
here, I should vote “ yea.” 


pe to introduce a bill for- 
be found among the “Bills. 
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The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. On all political questions I am paired with 
the Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. BURNSIDE.] If he were here I 
should vote “nay.” 

Mr. GARLAND. My colleague [Mr. WALKER] is absent on a duty 
assigned him by the Senate. I do not know how he would vote on 
this question if he were present. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ihave been requested to announce a pair be- 
tween the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Houston] and the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CAMERON.] I do not know how they would 
vote if they were here, but I announce the pair. 

‘The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Allison, C: nter, Hoar, Rollins, 
Baldwin, Conkling, Kellogg, Saunders, 
Blair, Dawes, Windom. 

, Edmun: MeMillan, 

Cameron of Wis., Hill of Georgia, Platt, 

NAYS—25. 
Bailey. Davis of W. Va., McDonald, Vance, 
Bayard, Eaton, T Ves 
Beck, i Hampton, Pendleton, Voorhees, 
Butler, Harris, Randolph, Wi 
Call, Hereford, Ransom, 
Co Johnston, Saulsbury, 
Davis of Illinois, Jonas, Slater, 

ABSENT—33. 
Anthony, Gordon, Kernan, Teller, 
Blaine, Groome, Kirkwood, Thurman, 
Burned Hamlin, MePherso Wallace, 
e, n, 

Cameron of Pa., Hill of Colorado, . Morgan, Wh 
Cockrell, Houston, Mo; Withers. 
Farley, Ingalls, Paddock, 
Ferry, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Garland, Jones of Nevada, Sharon, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WINDOM. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Indi- 
ana to insert after the words “ unjust and cruel conduct of their white 
fellow-citizens toward them in the South” the words “and by the 
denial or 4bridgment of personal and political rights and privileges ;” 
so as to make the preamble read: 

Whereas it is currently alleged that they are induced to do so by the unjust and 
cruel conduct of their white fellow-citizens toward them in the South, and by the 
denial or abridgement of personal and political rights and privileges. 

Mr. VOORHEES, That is, that it is so alleged? 

Mr. WINDOM. Yes. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I see no objection to accepting it in that form. 

Mr. WINDOM. I shall vote for the resolution offered by the Sena- 
tor from Indiana, and hope it will pass; but I want to state ina 
single sentence the logic of the vote just taken. It is this, that even 
if this committee shall find that these people are compelled to leave 
their homes by reason of unjust and cruel treatment or by reason of 
the denial or abridgment of personal or political rights guaranteed 
to them by the Constitution, yet the committee shall not inquire as 
to any remedy for those grievous wrongs, and that the committee 
shall not inquire itself or report to Congress whether any remedy can 
be prorina 

e second point is this: Although the Senator’s constituents are 
opposed to the immigration of this class of people into Indiana, yet 
he will not even inquire as to the expediency of providing any other 
place for them, notwithstanding the fact that his committee may find 
=e they 75 actually driven from their present homes by injustice 
and cruelty. 


Now, Mr. President, so far as any political pu is concerned, I 


`. think we have shown by the vote on this side of the Chamber that 


we have no such motive. If, as the Senator insinuated in the outset, 
this movement is with a view to colonization in any State for a polit- 


ical pu , the vote given unanimously on this side of the Chamber 
shows that the republicans of the Senate do not propose to encourage 
the effort to carry any State by such colonization. If anybody is 


responsible for such emigration to the Northern States it is the dem- 
ocrats of the South, whose conduct compels the negroes to leave their 
Barmen, ana the democracy of the North, who refuse even to inquire 
as to the practicability of supplying some other place for the victims 
of persecution and oppression by their party friends. 
. VOORHEES. President, the Bodite well knows that when 
I was on my feet I stated that my objection to his amendment was 
simply that it was premature. Idid not object to the matter of it; 
I objected to it because it presupposed a state of facts which is not 
et ascertained, and thereupon proceeded to instruct this committee. 
Now, I tell the Senator in the plainest language I can use, that if the 
facts should be so, and it should be ascertained that these people are 
driven from their homes by unjust or cruel treatment or by a denial 
of their rights on the part of their white fellow-citizens, I will be as 
ready as he to inquire as to and apply aremedy. It is only a question 
of time. When this committee, if one shall be raised, reports its find- 
ings to this body, then I say to the Senator from Minnesota that his 
resolution amending the one which I had the honor to offer will be 
free from any objection whatever on my part, and I presume on the 
part of this side of the Chamber. The objection to his resolution was 
that it presupposed a state of facts which I say must first be fonnd 


and laid before the Senate, and then let the Senate instruct this com- 
mittee to ascertain the proper remedy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Minnesota will be read. 

Mr. WINDOM. It was accepted, I think. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of the preamble it is proposed to 
add the words: 

And by the denial or abridgment of their personal and political rights and privi- 


Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, the power to make these inquiries, 
if they are to be made at all, as I understand, comes under the pro- 
vision in the Constitution that empowers Congress to propose amend- 
ments to that instrument. From the face of this resolution I am at 
a loss to know what Con could do if they fonnd any state of 
facts in reference to this alleged condition of things; but the power 
of inquiry under the right to pro amendments to the Constitu- 
tion must necessarily be unlimited, or, if not unlimited, it cannot be 
very well restricted, for it is not for us in advance to determine what 
state of facts will come before the Senate and what will be the con- 
clusion in the mind of the Senate upon that state of faets. There- 
fore in all e e of this character it is important that the 
inquiry be as b as possible, While not objecting to this investi- 

tion under any state of case, in view of this powe in Congress and 
in view of the fact that the inquiry should be broad and fair, involv- 
ing, if possible, and taking within its range everything any Senator 
may suggest, I favored the first amendment offered by the Senator 
from Minnesota and was in hopes it would be unanimously adopted, 
for I cannot see how it is possible for the Senate in making an in- 
quiry of this sort to restrict its committee, either by a positive or by 
a negative vote. Let us waive for the time being the consideration 
of the pertinency of this inquiry, of what may or may not be proved 
before this committee; when a Senator rises and proposes an amend- 
ment that upon a certain state of the case certain actions may be 
based, which state of the case we have all persistently and consist- 
ently denied, yet if it be proved we stand before the country bound 
to see that some remedy is provided. 

The resolution incorporated in the first amendment of the Senator 
from Minnesota, which has been voted down, comes directly and per- 
fectly within the range of the main resolution of the Senater from 
Indiana, which I intend to support, because the Senate must not lose 
sight of this questioht What is the necessity of the inquiry at all? 

there is a defect in the laws of the country, it should be corrected 
by Congress in case it has the jurisdiction ; and I say as a Senator 
from the State of Arkansas that if the contingency put forth in the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Minnesota is established, 
I want Con to go to the uttermost bounds in ribing some 
remedy for it, and I would even strain a little to do so. If this in- 
quiry is going to be made at all, let it be made as broad as the land 
if possible, as broad as the subject can be extended, so that Con, 
may have the entire subject before it; fix the blame, if blame there 
be at all, upon the proper persons, and if the power exists to punish, 
let them be punished. 

I do not speak of anything of this character in the State of Arkan- 
sas, for from the leading colored gentlemen of that State I have letters 
informing me that but few have ever left the State, and those few 
have returned to take up their abode again, consistent with the cus- 
tom that no man ever left that State yet, white or black, who did not 
go back there to live again, except one r individual who died 
manfully making his way back, but he died before he could reach 
the confines of the State. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. President, if we are to make the inquiry, let us make it ; 
and if not, let us vote down the entire proposition and not tronble 
Congress with it an 3 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I simply rise to call the attention of 
the Senator from Minnesota to the incorrect statement which he has 
made in regard to the legislation on the subject of the freedmen. By 
treaties between the Government of the United States and the In- 
dians occupying the Indian Territory, it was distinctly and emphat- 
sony provided that a portion of the land inside the Indian Territory 
should be set am for the occupation of the freedmen of the South. 
That was done by the Government at the time the treaties were made, 
= ee of the exodus to which the Senator from Georgia has re- 

erred. 3 

At the last session of Congress I had the honor of offering a resolu- 
tion 3 of the Department of the Interior what land had been 
oceupied in the Indian Territory by the Indians and by the freedmen 
of the Sonth. A document is on file now in the Senate, in response 
to that resolution, showing that no freedmen have ever been taken 
by the Government from the Southern States and carried to the In- 
dian Territory. That land awaits them to-day, a land peculiarly 
blessed by Heaven, a land peculiarly adapted to the African race, and 
I leave it to the gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber to ex- 

lain why that land has been neglected and why the negroes have 
n carried to the States of the North; why Indiana, with its cli- 
mate not adapted to the African race, not adapted to their peculiar 
idiosyncrasies, is to be selected, when the bounty and largess of the 
Government has provided aplace elsewhere specially adapted to these 


people? 
A word further. I propose to vote for the resolution of the Senator 
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from Indiana and I do it upon one ground alone, because I know full 
well if the democratic party votes down that resolution the partisan 

ress of the North in the interest of the republican party will imme- 
diately charge that it is voted down to suppress investigation. Ibe- 
lieve, in fact, sir, I know, that the statements made in regard to mis- 
treatment and cruelty exercised by the people of the South toward 
the n to be unfonnded, false, and even malicious ; but in order 
that the fullest and freest investigation may be had and the true 
character of this exodus may be made known to the intelligent and 
impartial public of the United States, I vote for this resolution, and 
for that reason alone. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Senator 
from Indiana to accept the amendment of the Senator from Minne- 
sota? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 

Mr. WINDOM. Iam very much obliged for the information given 
by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. VEST, and it only proves the 
expediency of the adoption of the amendment proposed by myself a 
few moments ago. If there is such a territory as that which can be 

rovided for these people, then the dangers which the Senator from 

ndiana [Mr. VOORHEES] seems to dread so much can be very easily 
averted. I think that a committee could accomplish very great 
by inquiring into and reporting the condition of that territory and 
directing these people to it, if they must go, as my amendment was 
made solely upon that condition—that they are compelled to go. If 
they must go, then let us turn their attention to that territory open 
for them. But why did the Senator from Missouri vote against per- 
mitting the committee to inquire into that and make a report upon 
it, so that it might be known to them ? 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I will not undertake to answer for 
the Senator from Missouri, who can answer so well for himself; but 
I will tell the Senator from Minnesota one reason for the vote that I 

ve against his amendment to the resolution of the Senator from 
Palia It was, as I conceived, the improper presumption in the 
amendment of the Senator from Minnesota that the colored people of 
the South bad been treated cruelly and unjustly by the white people 
of the South. 

Mr. WINDOM. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question 
just there? Is not that presumption in the resolution offered by the 

nator from Indiana? He bases his inquiries upon that assumption, 
that statement. I simply say that in the event that statement upon 
which the presumption to act is based is proved, the committee shall 
inquire as to a remedy. 

. VOORHEES. On the contrary—— 

Mr. RANSOM. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me to answer 
that question! 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes. 

Mr. RANSOM. If that presumption is in the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, why did the Senator from Minnesota assert it in 
his amendment? 

Mr. WINDOM. I simply quoted the language of the Senator from 
Indiana. 

Mr. RANSOM. On the contrary, Mr. President, and with great 
deference to the Senator from Minnesota, he will allow me to say so, 
this is an afterthought of his. The Senator from Indiana expressly 
declared and was most particular to declare that, while he did not 
specially except to the other matter of the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota, his main objection to that amendment was be- 
cause it assumed as a fact what he did not believe to be true, and 
what he did not think could be proved. The Senator from Minne- 
sota keeps his seat, he hears that objection assigned by the Senator 
from Indiana to his amendment, and he does not undertake to avoid 
that objection until I state that that is my reason for voting against 
his amendment. With very great deference, I submit to the Senator 
from Minnesota that he had not perhaps given that part of his amend- 
ment the attention that he has since paid to it. 

Mr. President, I may feel haps too much upon this question. 
The State of North Carolina happens to be mentioned, I know with 
no intention of unkindness, in this resolution by the Senator from 
Indiana. He has always shown too much good heart, he will allow 
me to say, toward my people for me to have a dream that he could 
have for us any but the most generous sentiments, but it is right 
that I should feel sensitive on this question. It seems that this recent 
movement from North Carolina has given rise to this resolution, and 
the Senator from Minnesota takes us to task because we will not vote 
for a presumption that this charge is true, vote for a presumption 
which charges that eight millions of 1 le are unjust to four mill- 
ions of people who live with them. Is that intimation to be taken 
and embraced by us without a word of protest, when we know the 
contrary to be the fact? Why, sir, it is a very easy matter to say 
that eight or ten millions of our people are unjust to their fellow cit- 
izens; but should we allow that assumption to pass by unnoticed, 
uncontradicted, unrebuked, and actually vete that if it should ha 

n to be true, then certain extraordinary legislation is te be adopted? 

t the Senator from Minnesota put the cup which he presents to us 
to his own lips, and ask a:mself if he would drink of it in the case 
of Minnesota? 

Mr. WINDOM. Does not the Senator propose to vote for the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Indiana? 


Mr. RANSOM. I do. 

Mr. WINDOM. Do you not base it upon the allegation which some- 
body makes that there is cruel and unjust treatment there which 
causes this exodus? 

Mr. RANSOM. Ido. I base it upon further ground also— 

Mr. WINDOM. One question further. Then, basing your inquiry 
upon that ground, in case that allegation is proved true are you not 


willing to go further and remedy the evil? 

Mr. ‘SOM. I know, sir, that that ee will not be proved 
true, I know it will be shown to be utterly false, and I will not vote a 
stigma upon my people or the Senator’s people upon an assertion that I 
know is false. That is my answer to the Senator from Minnesota, 
and that ought to be his answer and would be his answer if Minne- 
sota was thus assailed. 2 

Mr. President, what are the facts in reference to North Carolina, for 
that is the point I wish tomeet? It has been currently stated in the 
press of the country that these people were fleeing, in the language 
of the Senator from Minnesota, from injustice. What I may say 
upon that question the Senator from Minnesota or his friends, the 
good people elsewhere, might suppose to be influenced by party 
prejudice, by local association, or by some other prejudice; but I pro- 
pose now to read to the Senator from Minnesota and to the country 
8 in reference to North Carolina which I think he will not 

ispute. 

It is well known, Mr. President, that North Carolina is divided in 
politics, and I beg leave to inform the Senator that the first district 
of North Carolina is represented in the other end of this Capitol by 
a republican, Mr. MARTIN, elected last year, or said to be elected, by 
the republicans of that district; he now holds his seat in the House 
of Representatives; he is a fair, a truthful, and, I think, although 
we differ in politics, a patriotic man. Mr. MARTIN has published his 
statement in reference to this movement of the colored people. The 
Senator from Minnesota has seen that statement. It was published 
in the newspapers of this city ten days ago, and has not been contra- 
dicted. Mr. MARTIN denounces these ch as false. At the time 
Mr. MARTIN made his statement there was in this city a former mem- 
ber of Congress, a distinguished man in North Carolina, whom a great 
many of our people respect for his social virtues and personal quali- 
ties; I mean Hon. William A. Smith, who represented tif Raleigh 
district as a republican in the House of Representatives for several 
years since the war. He is a republican, was on the republican ticket 
= before last with Judge Settle of North Carolina for governor, he 

ing the candidate for lieutenant-governor, against my colleague 
and the present governor of North Carolina, Governor Jarvis. He 
was second on the republican ticket in that widely-known canvass ; 
he received an almost unanimous colored vote in our State. He is a 
great popular favorite with the colored people. He has stated in the 
public prints of this city, and the attention of the Senator from Min- 
nesota been called to the fact, that there was no truth in these 
ch: against the peor of North Carolina, that there was, in Mr. 
Smith’s language, absolute, perfect political and personal liberty 
there with both races, and that no injustice or wrongs were com- 
mitted on the colored people, but that they enjoyed every right of 
Americans without impairment or molestation. 

But the testimony does not here stop, sir. There is a distinguished 
man in North Carolina, well known to the country, well known to 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber, who now occupies a high 
Federal position in North Carolina, a short time the republican gov- 
ernor of that State, and a man of high, perhaps the highest authority 
in North Carolina with the republican pany. What does Ex-Gov- 
ernor Holden, of North Carolina, say? He is now by appointment of 
the President of the United States, and has been for the last eight 
years, postmaster at the capital of our State, Raleigh. Here is what 

e says: 

Ex-Governor Holden, postmaster, had heard very little of the exodus, but knew 
of no oppression of the colored race more so than peor whites. In nine out of ten 
cases where the negro conducts himself decently and properly he receives justice 
from the courts and magistrates just as promptly as the white man in this or any 
other State. He had heard of no cases for 4 year or two of oppression. 

“Are they improved?” 

“I think they are improved in all both mentally and physically, and 
their progress has been wonderfully rapid and continuous. So faras {am informed, 
no reason for the exodus has occarred.” 

What is the attitude of the whites?" 

The white race of all factions desire to retain them for a number of reasons.“ 

Have they equal advantages “ 

“Yes; they have schools, &., the same as whites. Outside of natural race prej- 
udice the condition of the blacks compares favorably with the poor whites. p see 
no reason for any class to be dissatisfied now. Cotton is going up, labor rates are 
increasing, and the prospects for a new and better era for all are bright.” 

There is another distinguished republican in North Carolina, ap- 
pointed United States district attorney by two Presidents of the re- 
publican party, approved and confirmed by a republican Senate as 
republican United States district attorney for North Carolina three 
or four distinct times. I think he is a personal acquaintance of my 
friend from Minnesota. I allude to Hon. R. C. Badger, the son of the 
late George E. Badger, who occupied and honored a seat in this body 
for so many years. 


Hon. R. C. Badger, well known in the North as a stalwart" republican, gladly 
assented to an interview. Said he, The negro is as well treated here as any place 
in the world. The race prejudice is being rapidly overcome, and the race, as a 
race, is 3 This was instanced at the recent colored industrial fair held 
here. Governor Jarvis, a bitter demecrat, Colonel Polk, superintendent of agri- 
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ey, all democrats, and I made speeches. All were of the opin- 


Major Manl 
fon that there were decided si 

t Why should they leave, 

I know of no reason they should leave this country. Iam satisfied that they 
will all soon be destitute in the North, which is different from this section. Here 
nd never work on Saturdays, and two or three days per week will support any- 

. The only result I can see of the exodus is that they are going to suffer by it.” 

„Was their exhibition creditable?" 

“Tt was very creditable. Their exhibition of hogs, Lar gece ar Fo , exceeded that 
of our State fair. Their needle-work, penmanship, and painting, which are now 
being moghi showed very great aptitude. It would have been creditable to the 
whites, who have been enjoying civilization 8 and was exceedingly cred- 
itable to a race enjoying, comparatively, ci for only fifteen years. 

How about mental progress? 

“Their school systems are constantly improving under the patronage of the 
State. The only effect — 

I call the attention of the Senator from Minnesota to this— 

The only effect of the exodus will be their ruin.“ 

Now, Mr. President, if it will not weary the Senate, I beg leave to 
call the attention of the Senator from Minnesota especially to the 
statement of a colored man in North Carolina of high standing with 
his race. He deserves great credit for the position which he has 
attained. He is the editor of a paper in North Carolina conducted 
by colored people alone. Hear what he says: 

O. Hunter, jr., an intelligent colored man, a former slave, and editor of the In- 
dustrial Journal, spoke freely and said: “So far as my knowledge goes, I believe 
the colored people are better off in North Carolina than in any other Southern 
State. Ihave been all over the North, and find none better treated. They are 
treated in those counties affected by the exodus probably better than elsewhere, 
and I have found them there well contented and happy. Wages have been low 
and times hard, but that is the case everywhere. In the courts— 

I call the attention of the Senator to this intelligent statement of 
acandid and influential colored man because it has been charged that 
in the courts his race did not have justice— 

In the courts we have our own color on the juries and have the same rights 
and Bellon . as white men." 

„How are they mentally !"' 

“The mental improvement of my race has been commendable. They have made 
rapid progress since the emancipation, and feel that they must be well educated 
to compete with the white race. ‘This is an ambition with the colored pe le where 
it is not with the whites. Ihave noticed that where complaint exists it has 
been superinduced by bad management and lack of economy, or else chargeable to 
bad crops and poor markets." 

Mr. President, for the last two or three or four weeks this subject 
has been before the country. These statements of distinguished 
republicans of both colors have been published to the world ; and so 
far, from all the limits of North Carolina, there has not been made one 
statement, one breath, that varies the general tenor or truth of this 
testimony. Why, sir, what are the facts in this case? All the coun- 
try knows that North Carolina is a democratic State; that it is gov- 
erned and administered by the democratic party. There is not a 
township in the State in which colored ple live that has not a 
school-house for their special education ; there is not a court-house in 
the State in which they are not heard, and their every right taken 
care of. We have already built for them an asylum for the deaf, the 
dumb, and the blind; we are now building for them at this identical 
place from which they are Fears, Goldsborough, an asylum for the in- 
sane. They have their military companies in the State; one of them 
bears the name of my colleague, known as the Vance Guards, all col- 
ored. I am in the habit constantly, when at home, of rae | 
juries com largely of colored men. I vote at a precinct in whic 
there are 36 white voters and 494 colored voters; I think I state the 
fi s correctly. The question has been, not whether they were 
allowed to vote, but whether I should. 

Mr. President, as a Senator from North Carolina, knowing these 
facts, seeing them not admitted but gladly Tom by the white re- 

ublicans and the colored republicans of North Carolina, could I 

eep my seat and vote for an imputation that these c 
that people were true? I have so often said that if I could be a sec- 
tional man I would not stay here that I will not 7 7 it; but if the 
northern people could understand the sentiment of the southern peo- 

le upon this question there would be and could be no difficulty 
between us. y should we hate these colored people? Have we 
cause to hate them? It is true they differ with us politically to a 
very great extent, but we do not blame them for that difference. We 
hope to correct it, but we do not blame them for their error. Eve 
reason, every consideration, every duty, every interest should an 
does make us friends. 

After twohundred years of what was known as African slavery we 
surrendered back to you four millions of colored people whom we 
had received ignorant, benighted victims of su tition and bar- 
barism, from a fand across the sea, the most intelligent, improved and 
Christian community of colored people on the earth. At the end of 
two hundred years of this bondage that is held up to universal exe- 
cration, we returned them to you, and you declared by your most 
solemn judgment that they were fit to be free American citizens and 
capable of exercising every right of citizenship—even the sacred 
right and duty of the ballot. ye now after that war of ruin and 

this revolution, at the end of fourteen years from the surrender 

of the mies pl show you this people and prove by their own tes- 
timony and all concurrent history in every art and in every duty that 
makes good society they are making advancement. Onght not the 
icture to satisfy you? I have no reproaches to make against my 
‘ellow-countrymen of the North—and when I use that term I mean 
it—but I ask you Senators not to travel always south, but go a little 
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farther on the Northern and on the Union Pacific Railroad and look 
at the population that you have had in your c I invoke his- 
tory here to-day as my witness, and invoke the world to compare 
the Indians whom you have particularly and the negroes 
whom we have controlled, and to declare which is the best picture. 
You behold on the one side, four, five, six millions of ne peace- 
ful, and they ought to be yet fee roving in all the arts of life, 
American citizens, and you contemplate on the other side the race 
whose destiny has been chiefly in your hands, gradually disappearing 
from the face of the earth, “ with their hands raised against all men 
and the hands of all men raised against them.” 

If the Senate desires proof before their eyes of the disposition and 
opinion of the southern people on this question, what stronger evi- 
dence could be offered than the distinguished Senator from rgia 
has in this debate manifested? When interrogated by the Senator 
from New York as to his opinion of the capacity of the colored men 
for government— you heard the words of the Senator—did he go back 
to old idols? Did he return to the false No; but he declared 
with a candor worthy of him, in his place in the Senate, his advanced 
opinion on that question, “that he believed there were in this colored 
people the elements of great improvement ;” and he would not per- 
mit any charge of inconsistency to make him deny that great truth. 
The Senator from New Yorkis not now in his seat; but canit be sup- 

that the southern people deny capacities of intelligence and 
improvement to the colored race, when we taxed ourselves to provide 
for them schools and institutions of learning to that extent that a 
late impartial newspaper article truly declared that their school- 
houses dotted the hills in North Carolina. 

I ask pardon of the Senate for having taken up so much of its time. 
It was, I believe, unnecessary. Ido not believe that anything said 
in the newspapers, I do not believe that anything said even upon 
this floor at this time, I do not believe that anything that may be 
written in the books at this hour would impair the character which 
North Carolina and her people have for truth, for lawfulness, for 
wens to all men, and for invincible and supreme love of liberty. I 

ope that for two hundred years that character has been too well 
established to be broken down by any accident, by any misstate- 
ment, by any prejudice. But as her son and one of her tors on 
this floor, I was unwilling that an intimation should out that 
seemed, for a second even, to cast a cloud upon her sooth and great 


name. 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, this discussion has been a very inter- 
estin g one to me, and I think it will be a very interesting one to the 
ple of the country, The Senator from North Carolina has avowed 
is intention to vote for the resolve offered by the Senator from Indi- 
ana. That resolve affirmed as a fact that “large numbers of ne; 
from the Southern States, and ss from the State of North 
Carolina, are emigrating to the Northern States, especially to the 
State of Indiana.” I suppose, therefore, we have the testimony of a 
Senator who says he knows the fact so well, and who does undoubt- 
edly know the fact which he asserts so well, that large numbers of 
the people of his State are in process of emigration, as They 
are leaving a warm climate to which they are adapted; they are 
leaving the homes where they and their ancestors have been so well 
treated for two hundred years, seeking a cold climate and a strange 
lace. They are men so situated that three days in the week of 
abor—if I correctly understood the Senator—are enough to furnish 
them all the necessaries and comforts of life. 

Mr. RANSOM rose. 

Mr. HOAR. Did I misunderstand the Senator? 

Mr. RANSOM. I did not state that. I will state it, however; but 
it was stated by Mr. R. C. Badger, of Raleigh, North Carolina. 

Mr. HOAR. That is true; it was stated in a statement which the 
Senator read, but which I understood him to indorse. These are in- 
telligent American citizens. Whatever opinion to the contrary has 
existed in the past under some policy, under the operation of meas- 
ures that somebody set in motion, the opinion of anybody who denied 
that at the South has changed; and now it is that these labor- 
ers, 80 well off, so contented at home, with school-houses awaiting 
their children, enjoying all the civil rights of citizens, able to live in 
comfort by three days’ work in a week, and fully and thoroughly un- 
derstanding their own interest, are leaving North Carolina in large 
numbers 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit me to 
ses him for a moment ? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes,sir; when I have put the question which I was 
about to put. Now, will the Senator from North Carolina, who under- 
stands the question so well, go a little further and inform the Senate 
what it is that occasions this great emigration of intelligent men who 
understand their interest so well ? 

Mr. BAILEY. In order that the Senator may get an answer to the 
whole question, will he allow me to suggest at this time, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that there are colonies of emigrants from the State of Massa- 
chusetts moving out to or abont to move out to the State of Tennes- 
see? They are migrating for the purpose of farming in some portions 
of my State, colonies of persons who have been born and reared and 
educated in the State of chusetts, where they have school-houses, 
where they have laws by which they are provocsed, and from which 
they receive all the protection that can given by civilization to 
men as a security for the fruits of their labor. They are coming out, 
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however, to-day to Tennessee in great numbers, in numbers much 
ter than the number of these emigrants from the State of North 
8 Will the Senator from Massachusetts tell me how and 
why men shall leave the State of Massachusetts, where they have 
school-houses and churches and civilization and laws for their pro- 
tection in all their personal and political rights, leave the homes of 
their fathers, leave the associates of their childhood, leave the men 
with whom they have mixed and mingled in the affairs of life, and 
go out away down into that despised South, into the State of Ten- 
nessee? In the one case it is alleged that political and other causes 
have been operative; in the other nothing of the kind is said. The 
Senator from Massachusetts would be surprised to hear that these 
men were driven from home on account of the abridgment or denial 
of personal or political rights. That statement has been made in 
to negro emigration from the State of North Carolina. We 
to show by this resolution that it is as equally without founda- 
tion as a charge would be that these men of Massachusetts are leaving 
their homes, leaving their firesides, to seek among a strange people 
and in a strange land new homes, and in a hot climate. 

Mr. HOAR. Exactly. Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessee 
has anticipated what I was about to say in regard to that point. Ever 
since the opening of our western Territories to settlement emigration 
of this kind has on its way.. The State which the emigration 
seeks has sought to encoi and create the spirit which has moved 
the emi t westward. About our railroad stations, in our news- 
papers, in our village libraries to-day, the States of the West and of 
the South, or the land-agents who desire to have those States popu- 
lated, are circulating the advertisements and the inducements to this 
emigration. The State of Ohio was colonized by people from my 
own county. But, for the first time in the history of the country, a 
Senator representing the State which emigration so seeks gets up 
and asserts or intimates that, in his judgment, it will be discovered 
that all these emigrants are making a great mistake, and that if they 
expect to find what has been held out to them they will be disap- 
pointed. Now, I would like to have the Senator from North Carolina, 
in answer to my question, inform me what it is that induces these 
emigrants from North Carolina to seek such a disappointment as the 
Senator from Indiana says awaits them in that State. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I sympathize with the great desire 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, and it always gives me pleasure 


to answer him. ? 

If I have said anything that has led the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to believe that I had been guilty of the very absurdity of 
intimating that the colored people of the South had reached that 
point of civilization and intelligence at which they cannot be im- 

upon or misled, I have been very unhappy. Iwill endeavor to 
give the Senator my impression of this movement, 

With very great deference to the Senator from Minnesota, let me 
say that the first breath I ever heard of it came from him in a casual 
debate in the Senate over a year ago, when he suggested that the 
blacks should go to some Territory, of which he and the Senator 
from Kansas were speaking, then occupied by the Indians, and after- 
ward in that elaborate ument which he presented to the Senate 
upon the same question. Since then it has been agitating the minds 
of the colored people throughout the South; there is nodoubt about 
it. It naturally made a great 8 upon them. The colored 
people regard the Senators from the North, the republican party of 
the North, they have looked to them and they sti 
their leaders. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator permit me? Do I understand him 
to say that these colored people whom he has described were per- 
suaded by the Senator from Minnesota and other northern Senators 
that they were not well off in North Carolina? 

Mr. SOM. Icould answer that question very promptly. If 
they were not persuaded it was only because they did not believe 
what northern Senators told them, for if the Senator from Massachu- 
setts had done his distinguished peer by us side [Mr. WinDoM] the 
honor to listen to his speech made in this Chamber in the last Con- 
gress he would have known that that Senator so declared in that 
speech. He held up a picture of southern outrage toward the black 
parle in that speech which has never been surpassed even in this 

y for its horrid colors. 

Mr. DAWES, (in his seat.) And deceived the blacks themselves? 

Mr. RANSOM. I do not know about that; Iam afraid it did. It 
was well calculated to deceive a confiding, simple, and good people. 

Mr. DAWES. They do not know when they are well treated ? 

Mr. RANSOM. I do not know about that, sir; I think they do; 
but I think an ignorant man can always be misled. I repeat, an 
ignorant man can always be misled; and I will not do myself the 
injustice to say in this presence by artful, by false, by insidious state- 
ments. It may be a jest for the senior Senator from Massachusetts 
to speak lightly on this question; I do not know that it affects him ; 
but I have seen him on this floor when the great Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts was assailed manifest very intense feeling, and I think 
he would have received, at least he ought to have received, with very 
little tolerance a suggestion of levity when a question affecting the 
honor of his State was before the Senate. 

Yes, Mr. President, unfortunately the colored people of the South 
are easily deceived. N they have been horridly deceived, 
and I am very afraid they will still continue to be deceiv If they 


look to them as 


were not deceived I ask the Senator from Massachusetts now, (and I 


speak to the senior Senator, I s to the volunteer in this debate,) 
sitting here as a Senator from the gross State of Massachusetts, occu- 
pying a chair that has been filled by Webster, by Sumner, and other 

t husetts Senators, if in the face of the statements that I 
hare read here from leading republicans of North Carolina, undis- 
puted statements, statements from the intelligent colored men, my 
statement, if you will, and all contemporaneous history upon this 
question, he is prepared to ay upon what is called current rumor that 
these people are treated badly in North Carolina? Iask him if he 
proposes to take the statement of Governor Holden, of Mr. Badger, 
of Mr. MARTIN at the other end of the Capitol, of Hon. William A. 
Smith, of Colonel Humphries, of every iadi republican of North 
Carolina who has opened his lips upon the subject, or still to believe 
a calumny against that people without an indorser? That is the 
question, sir. Lask him if heis prepared to-day to dispute our friend- 
ship for those people when we give them education, when they say 
themselves that they sit upon our juries, when we give them asylums 
for their unfortunate, the deaf, the dumb, the blind, and the insane? 
I ask him in the face of the statements of their first men if he will 
rise upon the floor of the Senate without authority, without any re- 
8 testimony, and say that he believes the colored people of 

orth Carolina are treated badly? 

The Senator from Massachusetts who sits nearest me [Mr. Hoar] 
asked, is it not strange that these people should leave the balmy 
climate of the South; is it not rig ey should leave the ves 
of their ancestors, their beautiful little school-houses, and in the 
dead of winter go off to the cold North, the cheerless North, to find 
an unwelcome home in Indiana? That is the argument. It has 
already been met. That ment, as my friend from Tennessee [ Mr. 
paua] said, would unjustly blacken with infamy every one of the 
great New England States, for you know they have settled up the 
great Northwest. It would have blackened long since the character 
of hy Carolina and Virginia, who sent their sons all over the con- 
tinen 

Let me ask the Senator from Massachusetts if this is the first time 
in the history of a people that he has known them to act unwisely 7 
I ask him how many popular movements history records which were 
unjustifiable and disastrous? How many grand movements were 
mad, were insane, that no historian has been found wild enough to 
approve? If there is any truth in the old story read in Homer and 

irgil the Trojan war was the wildest error. What will the Senator 
say of the Crusades? Ah! what will he say of the late civil war in 
this country ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the Senator will suspend, the Chair 
will announce his signature to an enrolled bill and joint resolutions. 

[The announcement was made, as appears on page 155.] 

Mr. HOAR. The sensitive Senator from North Carolina, naturally 
and properly sensitive upon this question 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator has broken into my remarks. I had 
not finished what I commenced to say. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the Senator had concluded. 

Mr. RANSOM. No; the Chair called me to my seat in order to 
announce enrolled bills signed. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I rose merely to call 
his attention to the fact that he was in the course of his remarks mis- 


e ition. 
Mr. RANSOM. Very well, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will permit me I will say what I have 
to say now. 


Mr. RANSOM. I wanted to finish what I was saying, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator represents me as having addressed an 
argument to the Senate. Ihave done no such thing. I have addressed 
an inquiry for information to the Senator himself, the Senator hav- 
ing avowed his purpose to vote for a resolution which affirmed as a 
fact that large numbers of the natives of his State were—I will not 
use the term“ fleeing,” because it is not used in the resolution—emi- 
grating from his State, and which affirmed as a fact that the currently 
alle explanation of that emigration was that they were treated 
unjustly and cruelly by their white fellow-citizens. In those two 
facts—first, the existence of the emigration in large numbers; sec- 
ondly, the currency of the allegation that it is from this cause that 
they are emigrating—the Senator avows his concurrence. He admits 
those things to be true, and he rose to give the Senate some informa- 
tion in explanation of those two facts. He stated the condition of 
the colored people in North Carolina to be, I do not know that he 
used the word “contented,” but to be such as would make anybody 
contented—prosperous, enjoying all their rights, schools for their 
children, asylums for their and dumb and insane, and able to 
earn in three days of the week all the necessaries and comforts of life. 

That, the Senator says, is their condition; and I rose simply to ask 
him, as he was informing the Senate on the general subject, if he 
would not inform the Senate what was the cause of this emigration ; 
to which he replied that it was cansed by the misrepresentation of 
some dishonest and designing persons to these people. I asked him 
whether that misrepresentation was a misrepresentation as to the ex- 
cellence of their condition at home, and I am not quite sure that I 
understood his answer. If I did, he said it was. I should like to say 
also to the Senator that it is true that great emigrations have taken 
place in all history and in our own history, but they never have taken 
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place to my knowledge without some cause adequate to move and stir 
and excite large masses of men. Now, whatis the cause adequate to 
move and excite and stir this large mass of intelligent American citi- 
zens, in the Senator's judgment? 

Mr. RANSOM. Now, Mr. President, I hopo without further inter- 
ruption either from the Senator himself or from his colleague, I trust 
I may be allowed to answer that question. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me right here 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, I will allow the Senator right here. I could 
not allow him anywhere else. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator has taken as a grievance a remark 
which I made in my seat. 

Mr. RANSOM. Oh, no. 

Mr. DAWES. FFC 
sible from any intent to stir up his sensibilities, or to be provoked 
into an attack upon his State. 

Mr. RANSOM. Ah! 

Mr. DAWES. I have no intention of making any attack upon his 
State; but the Senator himself ap to me a moment to say 
something about his State, and when I try to get the floor then he 
says he hi I will wait. 

` SOM. Oh no, sir. ' 
Mr. DAWES. If my dear friend from North Carolina will only be 


tient, the lanation of the remark I made in my seat I will try 
make to the Senate, if he will indicate at what time it will please 
him best. 


Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I find it very hard to please the Sen- 
ators from Massachusetts, One scarcely asks me a question before 
the other one up with another. I will answer both of them. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not ask any question. 

Mr. RANSOM. Very well; the Senator put one a while ago. Let 
the Senator wait. The junior Senator from Massachusetts asked me 
the cause of this movement among the southern colored people. I 
was answering him, and I will continue that answer. I might ask a 
question of the Senator from Massachusetts. That is a custom that 
we have not quite learned in the genial climate in which I live; but 
I will doit. I would like to know why the exodus has left Kansas 
and is now directed to Indiana? That is the inquiry which I sug- 
gest to the Senator from Massachusetts. Last year the movement 
was across the Mississippi, but now it is from North Carolina to In- 
diana. Will the Senator from Massachusetts tell me what is carry- 
ing these black people to Indiana? 

y do they go through Ohio? What carries them to Indiana? 
Why do none of them go to republican States? Are the New Eng- 
— | people now stopping in Indiana? Oh, no; they are going out 
to the farthest limit of the great West—to = to Colorado, all 
over this continent; but the colored man is suddenly diverted from 
Kansas and goes to Indiana to stop there. Weall know that there is 
to be an election in this country next year, a presidential election, 
and that Indiana is a pivotal State, and that the democrats hold that 
State now by ten or fifteen thousand majority. 

I have shown, Mr. President, that no cause exists for this emigra- 
tion in the condition of these people in North Carolina, I ask the 
Senator from Massachusetts why are they leaving their old homes, 
why are they leaving their people, | are they leaving a land in 
which they have justice and plenty and going to Indiana? Tell me 
wy Indiana is the selected State for their immigration, 

r. WINDOM. I think I can answer the Senator upon the prin- 
ciple stated by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. HILL] perhaps. He 
said they are so fond of democratic rule, and that is about the only 
democratic State left in the North, and hence I suppose they seek it; 
they are fond of democratic rule. 
= Mr.RANSOM. Ah, Mr. President, that is trifling with a great ques- 

on. 

Mr. McDONALD. I will say to the Senator from Minnesota that 
they are more fond of democratic charity than they are of republican 


charity. 

Mr. RANSOM. Some things are so striking that they have to be 
noticed a little more perhaps than they ought to be; but how will 
my friend from Minnesota appear in history when he gets and 
says that these people are fleeing from democratic oppression in North 
Carolina to seek democratic love in Indiana? 

Mr. WINDOM. I explained it upon the philosophy and logic of 
the honorable Senator from Revise Do mine, assuming that the 
ap pra from North Carolina would k more of his statement than 
of mine. 

Mr. RANSOM. If the Senator from Minnesota would only follow 
the logic of the Senator from Georgia, I should be very happy; but 
he does assign it as a reason, when I am putting a grave question to 
the Senator from Massachusetts, and now will it go out to the 
ple of the United States that when the interrogatery is ge why kaia 
people go to Indiana, the Senator from Minnesota, if I may be par- 
doned for saying so, the t Moses of the exodus, says they are 
going there to be opp by the democrats. 

Mr. WINDOM. 


S did not say so. 

Mr. RANSOM. Well, the Senator inferred it, did he not? What 
other reason has he, has any Senator, assigned for the selection of 
Indiana and the abandonment of Kansas? 

Mr. President, let us look at the question a little further. I did 
not intend to go into these details before the Senate. My purpose 


was to leave that to the press, to leave that to be discussed upon the 
stump. But from where do you find thisexodus? From North Car- 
olina, where the universal concurrent unexceptional testimony is that 
they are as well treated as they are anywhere upon the face of the 
earth, the colored editor says as well as they are anywhere on the 
globe. Then there is no cause for their leaving North Carolina. But 
they are going to Indiana, where they are wanted and only wanted 
for one p . They are not wanted there, my friend from Indiana 
says, to work the fields; for they have excellent and abundant labor. 
They are not wanted there to build railroads, for they have them 
already built. They can be wanted there but for one purpose—to 
carry Indiana for the republican candidate for the Presidency in 1880. 

Mr. WINDOM. Why not by general law provide a Territory for 
them, as I s a year ago in a resolution which the Senator 
and his associates voted down 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from Minnesota again shifts the issue. 
I ask him why they have been carried to Indiana, and he wheels 
around and asks me why will you not then carry them to the Terri- 
tories? I would let them go where they please, stay in North Caro- 
lina if they will, go to 8 if they will, go to the Territories if 
they think proper. I leave it to them. I trust, if the Senator from 
Minnesota will allow me, that I never will live long enough to think 
of a constitutional proposition and embodied in the reso- 
lution of that 5 Senator to provide for the peace of this 
country, to provide for everlasting sectional amity, by distributin 
1 equally through the different congressional districts o 
the Union. Ñ 

Mr. WINDOM. It distributes itself. It was partial distribution 
that was referred to in the resolution I offered. 

Mr.RANSOM. The Senator proposed to raise a committee to report 
to the Senate if the right way to settle the great sectional issue was 
not the partial distribution of population among the con; ional 
districts in which there was an excess or deficiency of population. 

Mr. President, let us look a little further at this matter. Whence 
does this exodus come? I want to satisfy the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. Youcross the Potomac; you have through Maryland. 
There area many black people in Maryland. You cross through 
Mas ayes here are a great many black people in Virginia. You 
strike North Carolina, and you go nearly one hundred miles. You go 
ninety miles through the State before you take up your people for 
Indiana. In other words, Senators, you go to the most densely pop- 
ulated place, where there is the largest supply of colored voters, and 
there. you commence your colonization. You come down through 
Maryland, through Virginia; 00 ass on from Petersburgh to Weldon; 
you go ninety-two miles in the State of North Carolina before you 
commence your canvass for these people. You take from that pita 4 
deen os of puos People, the yore dense settlement = b 
people which you reach, and there you take your emigrants and carry 
them to Indiana. 7 7 

Mr. VANCE. From the second congressional district. 

Mr. RANSOM. You take them from the second congressional dis- 
trictof North Carolina, as my colleaguesays, with nine thousand repub- 
lican majority in it. You have asked me the question, and I ask you 
why they are leaving North Carolina? Their. own people say it is 
wrong. Every leading white republican in North Carolina says that 
itis wrong. e republican member of Con at the other end of 
the Capitol, I repeat, says it is wrong. The late republican member 
says it is wrong. Your district attorney says it is wrong. Your late 
governor says it is wrong; and without exception, from the intelligent 
white and black pore of North Carolina, you hear it said there is 
no cause for it. you for the cause, and then I ask you why they 
go to Indiana and not to some other State? 

Mr. President, I ask pardon of the Senate for having detained it so 


long. 

Me. McPHERSON. The pending resolution evidently will provoke 
a great deal of discussion. I only rise to call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that we have some very important business in 
executive session, and I therefore move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I hope that 

The VICE-PRESID . The motion to go into executive session 
is not a debatable one. The question is on the motion of the Senator 
from New J. ny 5 

The question being taken, there were on a division—ayes 17, noes 
20; no quorum voting. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas. 
16, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 
Allison, Cameron of Wis., In McPherson, 
a — E 
Booth, Hill of Colorado, Logan, Paddoc 
NAYS—30. 
Bailey, Eaton, John Slater, 
Bayard, Farley, McDonal Vance, 
Beck, Mc — 
Butler, Ham; Moe 
Davis Hereford, Randolph, Windom. 
Davis of W. Va, Hill of Georgia, Rollins, 
Dawes, Hoar, Saulsbury, 
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ABSENT—30. 
Anthony, Ferry, Kellogg, Teller, 
ê, 2 Gordon, Kernan, Thurman, 
ce, Groome, Lamar, Walker, 
Burnside, Grover, Morgan, Wallace, 
all, Hamlin, Plumb, Whyte, 
Cameron of Pa., Houston, Ransom, Withers. 
ter, Jones of Florida, Saunders, 
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Sharon, 


i So the Senate refused to proceed to the consideration of executive 
usiness. 

Mr, DAWES. Mr. President, the Senator from North Carolina was 
so anxious when he set out that I should say ery! and so desir- 
ous of having somebody from Massachusetts attack his State, that 
having failed to induce my colleague to assault his State, he turned 
around with a direct invitation to me and pressed it so hard that I 
was led into an involun comment upon his speech, which seemed 
to me to be the essence of the whole matter. It seemed, I should 
jad from his appearance, that the Senator manifested some feeling. 

did not intend to say a word and do not now mean to do so beyond 
this: The Senator concluded his s; h by abandoning his solicitude 
about his own State and turning his attention entirely to the State 
of Indiana, towards which the emigrants from his State are going, 
and expressed intense anxiety for the welfare of Indiana and a de- 
sire that something might be done to prevent this lasting injury to 
that State by emi ts from his own State going there. If these 
emigrants are of the character that the Senator says they are, and I 
do not doubt it, I should think the Senator wonld be less solicitous 
about the effect upon Indiana than he seems to be. I have nothing 
to do with Indiana especially. If they are such industrious citizens, 
intelligent, capable of working ont such results as the Senator from 
North Carolina says they are, so that they can acquire a competence 
and compete with the white a ee in his State at public fairs by 
only three days’ labor in a week, I should think he would congratu- 
late the State of Indiana upon such an acquisition to its thrifty and 
economical and industrious accumulating population. I shoul me 
pose so; but the Senator does not seem to take that view of it. He 
says there is some black design upon the future welfare of the State 
of Indiana by the emigration of the best citizens of North Carolina 
into that State, and then he turns around and wants to know if I 
would not defend my State if it was assaulted? I would, if it was 
assaulted in that way; I certainly would. 

It is true, as the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. BAILEY ] has said 
that a great many of the good people of Massachusetts—the best blood 
of Massachusetts is going every day into not only Tennessee, but 
every State in this Union, and it has been so for fifty years. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him whether the 
emigrants from his State go out from there and go into the free State 
of Tennessee, where there is freedom of opinion, where there is 
freedom of action, where there is freedom of election, where there 
is nniversal suffrage, in order to escape from the laws of the State 
o 2 pere and from a discrimination made between citizens 
there 

Mr. DAWES. Is not the Senator willing that I should make my 
8 h? I told him that the people of Massachusetts are going into 
EEAS that they are carrying their energy, their enterprise, their 
industry, their frugality, their capital into that State and availing 
themselves of the na wealth and water-power and facilities for 
development and growth in that State which my State does not 
afford ; and so they are going into every State in this Union. 

Mr. BAILEY rose. 

Mr. DAWES. Let me have the fleor. There is not a State in this 
Union into which the capital and blood and energy of New England 
have not forced themselves to develop the latent energies and wealth 
of those States, and has the State of Massachusetts complained of 
that? Has the State of Massachusetts set up an outcry tit? 
The law which governs emigration is a law above all attempts here 
by committees of investigation, clothed or hampered as they may be 
by instructions to interfere. People go to Tennessee, they go to 
North Carolina, they go to Michigan, they to Minnesota, they go 
to Illinois and to Iowa from Massachusetts, use they believe they 
are going to better their condition by going. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me to say that we welcome 
the citizens of his State to Tennessee ? 

Mr. DAWES. I know it. 

Mr. BAILEY. And moreover to suggest here that we never be- 
lieve in Tennessee that they are compelled to flee from political or 
other persecution in Massachusetts ? 

Mr. DAWES. I have not intimated that they did. 

Mr. BAILEY. Not at all; but it has been intimated on the floor 
of the Senate that these citizens of North Carolina who leave their 
homes and seek new homes elsewhere are driven out by a denial or 
an abridgment of their political rights. 

Mr. DAWES. Who intimates it 

Mr. WINDOM. That is the question. 

Mr. DAWES. Who intimates it? The Senator from North Caro- 
lina says that the Senator from Minnesota is to blame for all this. 

Mr. RANSOM. Oh, no! 

Mr. DAWES. Hesays the good citizens of North Carolina were in 
peace and happiness and frugality beyond all measure; there they 
were in Gorila surpassing all calculation and comprehension in the 


improyement of their condition and their intelligence, becoming edu- 
cated by the thousands ; there they were in Tennessee and all these 
States in the belief, and in the intelligent belief, that they were in 
the best ible condition until the Senator from Minnesota here in 
his seat deluded and deceived them, and led them to the strange con- 
clusion that they were maltreated down there. Whether they are 
maltreated, whether they enjoy political righ*s, or personal rights, or 
whether they have opportunity to better their condition or not, they 
will judge for themselves; and the more the Senators from those 
States assure the people of the United States of their ability to bet- 
ter their condition there, of their opportunity to educate themselves 
and their children; and the more they tell the people of the United 
States that they avail themselves of these conditions, the more the peo- 
ple of the United States will inquire what it is, then, that induces 
them to leave their homes, to leave their opportunities 

Mr. RANSOM. And go to Indiana? 

Mr. DAWES. To leave their climate, so congenial to them, and to 
face all the hardships and all the disadvantages of cold northern cli- 
mates, and seek a new home and new associations and new opportu- 
nities for the sake of new advan The more we are told by 
these Senators of the better condition of these people at home, the 
more intense will be the conviction on the part of the people of the 
United States that there is some power—— 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President 

Mr. DAWES. There is some cause 

6 7 75 VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
yie 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly I do. 

Mr. RANSOM. Only for one second. I do not wish to interrupt 
the Senator, but I hope while he is on his feet and taking so much 
pains to explain what he said, that he will feel called upon to answer 
the ears that I put to him, whether he himself would state here 
that he did not believe the statements made by the republican wit- 
nesses whom I have read, and would rather take up this idle ramor 
of fon to the effect that the n are treated with injustice 
in North Carolina. I put that question again to the Senator from 
Massachusetts, and I will try to hold him to it. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the Senator wants to know why I do 
not take the statements of other people rather than his own. It was 
his own statement here upon this floor that led me to make a remark 
which hurt the Senator so seriously. It was his statement here, sub- 
stantiated by the statements that he brought in of others, political 
friends of these colored people and of myself, that they were enjoy: 
ing these privileges, supplemented by his remark that somebody had 
so deceived them that they were not conscious of their own condi- 
tion and welfare. 

Mr. RANSOM. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow me, 
then I will ask him if the statement that I have read here from his 
pou friends of both colors in North Carolina, substantiated, if 

e will have it so, by one of the Senators, and no doubt by both of 
them, from that State, is to be discarded by him, and he still insist 
upon his theory without bringing a witness or any testimony before 
the country. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, for the purposes of this argument I 
am willing to admit the statement that there is in the mind of the 
colored man when he leaves North Carolina no idea of a political 
character in his emigration from that State. 

Mr. RANSOM. That was not the question. 

Mr. DAWES. I take the testimony of the Senator from North Car- 
olina as brought in here, the statement of the Republican member in 
the House, and the other gentlemen that he named, and the statement 
of himself and his colleague, if his coll e makes the statement, 
that these colored men enjoy all their political rights in North Caro- 
lina, and I still ask him what it is that moves men in bodies and in 
masses who enjoy all their political rights there, enjoy all the oppor- 
tunities to better their physical and mental condition in the home of 
their fathers and in the home of their own blood and children, to seek 
a home in the inclement climate of Northern States? What is it, sir? 
Icome back to the point that the more the Senator impresses it upon 
the public that they do enjoy all these opportunities, the more the 
public will demand an answer to the question “ Why do these 
ple move?” They are intelligent, my friend from North Carolina 


83; 

Mr. RANSOM. Partially. 

Mr. DAWES. They have every opporimiiy, the Senator from Geor- 
gia says, for public schools; their children attend the public schools 
almost as much, if not — as much, as the white children do. 

Mr. RANSOM. Now, Mr. President, the Senator and I come face 
to face. He asks me again, and asks for an answer, in the face of 
this statement by his republican friends and party associates, in the 
face of the statement made by the most intelligent colored men 
in North Carolina, in the face of the universal statement made by 
democrats from that State, why is it that these colored people are 

ing away. I answer and tell him that they are im upon, 
they are deluded, they are fooled; and I ask him to tell the country 
pikes fe is that they go to Indiana. 

. DAWES. . President, they are imposed — oh they are de- 
luded! What is the imposition; what is the delusion, if they enjoy 
all their rights at home? Who makes a man believe he is depriv 
of his rights who knows he is enjoying them? Who deceives them? 
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What is it that they are deceived in? Is it in the fact that they do 
not enjoy political rights, or is it in the fact that they donot enjoy the 


rights of every other citizen to acquire property and to the fulfill- 
ment of contracts and the protection of life and property like other 


men? 
Mr. RANSOM. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me 


in? 
. DAWES. Certainly. 
Mr. RANSOM. It happens that the most ignorant of them are the 


ones who are deluded. The intelligent colored men of North Caro- 
lina, the men whose statement you can rely upon, all tell their col- 
ored brethren not to go. And use I have said here that these 
people were improving, because I have said they enjoy advant 

of education and all their political and personal rights, what is to 
thought of the argument of the Senator from Massachusetts, who 
assumes that I have said the colored people were so smart and so intel- 
ligent that they could not be fooled? I have never intimated such 
a thing; I have never dreamed of it. On the contrary, I have the 
evidence before my eyes that they are now being fooled, and very sadly 
fooled at that. 

Mr. DAWES. Sol understand, Mr. President; so I have repeated; 
so I have accepted the declarationof the Senator. The Senator now 
says that it is only a portion of these people who are so deluded and 
deceived, and that is the ignorant and weak, but that the eee 
and influential colored people of his State are not so deceived. But 
is there any a AEEA body of the free citizens of North Carolina 
who have lived there these last ten years, or indeed ever since the 
war, in such abject ignorance and poverty and degradation, in spite 
of all this improvement held out and proffered and tendered to them. 
that they even do not know their opportunities there, and are induced 
by some such wild statements as the Senator from Minnesota made 
here a year ago—so ignorant themselves that they cannot read, many 
of them I suppose—to take up their line of march without money 
enough to get further than the city of Washington, and endure all the 
3 and privations and toils and disappointments and suffer- 
ings attendant upon such travel under a delusion that they can better 
their condition in Indiana or any other State? Last year when an 
attempt to stop emigration was made the trouble was that they were 

ing to Kansas. Now,some of them seem to haye been attracted to 
5 The law which moves them is a law that my friend from 
North Carolina no more than myself can have any control over. A 
man in the United States of common intelligence will seek to better 
his condition as long as he has life and energy and hope; and nocon- 
siderable body of men in any State will take up their homes and 
their household gods and move to another State or plant a colony in 
the unsettled regions of the West unless they are impelled by a 
rational and e expectation that they are going to better 
their condition; and now, whether that expectation arises in North 
Carolina from one motive, in Tennessee from another, in Massachu- 
setts from another, in Georgia from another, it is the law that gov- 
erns the American people, and the only stay to it is to attempt in our 
domestic policy, each of us within the borders of our own State, to 
make life there so attractive, so useful to those who enjoy it, that 
they will have no temptation to seek a home elsewhere. If my friend 
from North Carolina will take that in kindness from me, and look 
into the philosophy of the law which governs this subject, and address 
himself to such means as will make North Carolina and all its latent 
energies and hidden wealth tend to develop and tend to present 
attractive opportunities to those who live there, and to those whodo 
not live there to go and make a home there, and to make them find 
when they are there, no matter whether they come from abolition 
Massachusetts or from any other State, that they go to a home where 
they are welcome, and that the opportunities and facilities that exist 
in North Carolina are theirs in common and free pant beara with all 
the citizens of North Carolina, there will be no complaint that men 
are emigrating in any body from that State. I do not mean to charge 
at all that there is any lack of this in North Carolina. The Senator 
from North Carolina shall not provoke me into an attack upon his 
State or its institutions, or its people or their treatment of one an- 
other. I look upon this as a great question, not applicable to North 
Carolina alone, not applicable to the State of Tennessee or the State 
of Massachusetts 

Mr. RANSOM. I know the Senator does not mean the inference 
that his remark is liable to. I know the Senator cannot think and 
will not say that I have endeavored to provoke him into any attack 
upon North Carolina. 
~ ee Of course if the Senator says he did not intend to, 

e not, 
1 RANSOM. I said nothing the Senator could have construed in 
at way. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator says he did not intend to do it, he 
did not so intend; and I want him to understand as fully and as 
frankly from me that I have not intended any such thing in any re- 
mark I have made either in my seat or on the floor. I wish I could 
discuss this question without its particular application to the State 
of North Carolina or any other State. It is a great question, the 
question of emigration to this country and migration from State to 
State in this conn It makes more homogeneous the population 
of this country, makes more stable its institutions, gathers around 
them braces and supports from all parts of the country, and is one 


pmi hope of its perpetuity. I wish the people of the South could 

well with the pope of the North and the people of the North with 
the le of the South, and the people of the East with the people 
of the West, and the people of the West with the people of the East. 
Then with common instincts and common purposèn and common hopes 
and common efforts they would all alike stand around common insti- 
tutions, and those institutions would be safe. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, I am not unmindful of the fact that 
the Senate is weary of this discussion, and therefore I shall be very 
brief in what I want to say. 

The Senator from North Carolina addressed himself for nearly half 
an hour to myself, apparently criticising some attack which he seemed 
to imagine I had made upon his State. I want to say to that honor- 
able Senator that neither in the amendment which I offered norin 
the remarks which I made did I once refer to the State of North Caro- 
lina. If anybody owes an apology to the Senator from North Caro- 
lina for an attack upon his State it is the honorable Senator from 
Indiana. He was the only Senator upon this floor who assumed that 
anything of this kind existed in North Carolina, and he made that 
assumption the ground apon which he demanded an investigation. 
The amendment I offered did not mention the name of the honorable 
Senator’s State, and in discussing it I was particular not to mention 
it; and yet, instead of addressing himself to the honorable Senator 
from Indiana and criticising him for attacking his State, he addressed 
myself, who had been guilty of no offense whatever in that direction, 
and I say now—— 

Mr. SOM. Nothing can be xem gratifying to me than to hear 


that from the Senator from Minneso 
Mr. WINDOM. The Senator would have been equally tified 
without my making the remark if he had simply read the RECORD 


to-morrow containing what I have said. The Senator does me a very 
high honor. Iam an exceedingly modest man. The great difficulty 
I have always encountered in the Senate and in the House of Repre- * 
sentatives has been my modesty; and to-day I think that modesty 
has been more shocked than at almost any other time in my public 
life. The Senator pays me a compliment never yet due to any mortal 
man so far as I know. Peter the Hermit and Moses himself could 
hardly have been entitled to the extraordinary compliment by which 
he has honored me to-day. He and the honorable Senator from 
Georgia paints a most glowing picture of the happiness of the negroes 
in their southern homes, their prosperity, their contentedness, and 
the generous and humane treatment they received from almost every- 
kody. Why, sir, according to these Senators, there were five millions 
of them in the midst of their old friends, living in harmony and bliss- 
ful content with their old masters, daily growing richer and more 
intelligent, school-houses and churches going up on every hill-top 
for their benefit, $5,000,000 having been accumulated since tke war 
by the race in a single State; the race able to earn more in three 
days out of six than the white race could earn in the entire week; 
and yetin the midst of all that contentment and prosperity an humble 
individual like myself suddenly enters upon the scene, makes a speech 
of an hour in length in the Senate, when lo! the scene chan a 
whole race is convinced that this happiness and prosperity is a sham. 
and by tens of thousands they start for new homes, in an untried an 
distant country, alleging as they go that they are driven out by cruel 
and unjust treatment on the part of those very humane and philan- 
thropic persons whose lives seem to have been devoted mainly to 
making the negro happy. 

Mr. President, Peter the Hermit had to make a good many speeches 
before he could start the crusades. I came in here in my modest way, 
vey. suggested a committee of inquiry as to whether we could not 
settle our sectional disputes by the volani emigration of a portion 
of the colored race from the South by organizing a territory to which 
they could go. I argued „that AG soe re ees pincer the reasons 
why I thought sectionalism would beeliminated from politics thereby; 
and, lo and behold, almost the entire African population at the South, 
as if moved by an irresistible impulse, began to talk about migrating 
to escape evils which they never thought of until I deluded them by 
that wonderful speech. So says the ator from North Carolina. 
When the Senator from Mossachusetts asked him to explain mayis 
is that these people go, he answers it is because the Senator from Min- 
nesota in a little remark made upon an appropriation bill, and sub- 
sequently in a speech delivered on that subject, put the idea into 
their heads, and all at once these innocent, well-treated, loving peo- 
ple, who were so contented with their homes and doing so well, sud- 

enly start off by thousands and tell hideous tales of outrage and suf- 
fering to which they have been e If this statement be true, 
and I have no doubt he believes it to be true, and if the statements 
made by other Senators are true, surely, if measured by its results, it 
must have been the most remarkable speech on record. 

I want to show the Senator, as he is seeking for the cause of this 
thing and attributing so much to that speech, that long before it was 
delivered there was a much stronger presentation of the subject made 
by the honorable Senator from Delaware, now in his seat, [Mr. Bay- 
ARD, ] and the honorable Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Beck,] and 
Mr. k P. Blair, of Missouri. Those gentlemen were appointed 
some seven years ago to investigate certain charges of outrage in the 
South; I think it was the Ku-Klux investigation. They spent a long 


time in that country. They went among their friends and party as- 
sociates and thoroughly examined that question; they took evidence 
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ofa greas many witnesses, and when they came back what did they 
e 


tell 
The truly sincere and rational humanitarian looks with sorrow upon the future 
status of the poor, deluded n ; for, in the near state of things which is to come, 


when the two $ parties which now exist shall have 
the exodus or the extinction of this disturbing element 


0 

condition of the more powerful race. 

Here was the unanimous report of a democratic committee, telling 
the negroes that the only alternative for them was “exodus” or 
“extinction.” The negro took the hint. When he was told by the 
honorable Senator from Delaware and the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky that he must either leave or die, he thought it was best to 
leave. He has had about enough of the “ extinction,” and he seems 
now inclined to try the “exodus.” 

Why does not the honorable Senator from North Carolina go back 
a little to this report made seven years ago by his own party friends, 
in which much stronger lan e was than can be found in that 
speech which he says ca this exodus? I am not 1 ke to evade 
any responsibility for it. There is not one word uttered in that speech 
but what I would repeat to-day, not one word that is not true, as I 
believe. I made no attack on the Senators constituents then; I made 
no attack on anybody in the South except upon those men who com- 
mitted the most diabolical massacre that history records—I mean the 
Chisholm massacre in the State of Mississippi. I made no attack 
upon anybody else. 

The whole pith and point of that speech was just this, that so lon 
as human nature was what it is, and there was a majority of colo 

ple in certain States or congressional districts of the South, so 
ong there would be trouble in those districts, because the white 
ple would not permit the colored people to rule them ; that their 

fatred of “negro rule” was the one thing which they could not or 
would not overcome. And that if by reason of the voluntary dis- 
tribution of the people from districts where a majority of colored 
people existed that fear of negro rule could be removed, then this 


negroes of the South and the whole country? They said: 


away, he sees either 
the social and political 


prejudice against the colored race would be removed also, and that 


the negro, as a voter, would then stand in Mississippi and in other 
States where there are colored majorities precisely as they do now in 
Maryland, in Delaware, in West Virginia—that they would soon 
become an element in politics, to be protected and courted by both 
sides, precisely as they have n in old Virginia recently. I sug- 
gested it as a proper subject of inquiry merely. I advised no st — 
to go. Now I say they have a perfect right to go to Indiana, to Min- 
nesota, to Kansas, or any place else where any free American citizen 
wishes to go. 

The 8 from North Carolina has several times urged upon the 
Senator from Massachusetts this question: Why do these people go 
to Indiana? I will answer that question. Because they want to go 
to Indiana. That is reason enough; but I will answer it further. 
The Senator smiles. If there were anything political in this move- 
ment, what does the Senator think of these facts? From seven to 
ten thousand of them went to Kansas, where everybody knows there 
is forty thousand republican majority. 

Mr. INGALLS 8 thousand. 

Mr. WINDOM. Well, sixty thousand republican majority. So far 
as I know, not five hundred have gone to the democratic State of In- 
diana. Now, if there are any parties behind this thing moving and 
directing this emigration for political purposes, why did they direct 
from seven to ten thousand of them into ee Kansas and only 
four or five hundred thus far into Indiana 

The Senator from Indiana and my friend from North Carolina were 
not at all alarmed, so far as the States of the North were concerned, 
when these thousands were moving last spring to Kansas, but when 
four or five hundred select that grand and attractive State of Indi- 
ana the party seems to be terror-stricken. My honorable friend from 
Indiana never thought of investigating the invasion of Kansas by 
the seven to ten thousand; but the few who have moved to Indiana 
seem to inspire him with terror. 

I can tell the Senator what my information is as to bes tage A have 
gone to Indiana. An organization existed in his State looking to the 
emigration of the colored race. Why it existed I will not now say; 
I do not know. I am only informed that such is the fact. These 
colored poopie sent two colored men toactastheiragents, in finding new 
homes. ey went into the State of Indiana and elsewhere and they 
were so pleased with that State, so well represented by the honorable 
Senator across the way, that they sele it as their home and were 
offered employment if they would come there. They went back and 
reported that employment could be had; and that Indiana, though 
democratic, was a good State to move to, and afew of them havegone. 
That is the whole story as I am informed. But why does the Senator 
from North Carolina think it so strange they should go to Indiana? 
Is there anything so offensive, so obnoxious in Indiana that he thinks 
nobody would want to go there, unless persuaded to do so for polit- 
ical purposes? I think the honorable Senator from North Carolina 
owes an apology to the honorable Senator from Indiana for attacking 
his State rather than that the apology should come from the other 
side. I feel quite confident that the Senator from Indiana is waiting 


to apologize to the Senator from North Carolina for the attack upon 
his State contained in the original resolution, and I therefore yield 
to him for that enone 

Mr. VOORHEES. My apology will consist in stating for the sec- 


ond time that the Senator knows perfectly well that I never assumed 
in my resolution what he says I assumed; that is, that these people 
are treated with injustice and cruelty in North Carolina. He Enews 
that the only assumption of fact is what the resolation states, that 
it is currently alle that they are thus treated, and therefore I ask 
for an investigation. Whether I believe that statement to be true 
or not is another question; but Ido not intend to be tempted now 
into the field of debate upon that matter. But with all the skill and 
acumen the Senator from Minnesota has, he cannot pretend that he 
is ignorant of what is assumed in the resolution and what is not. It 
is not assumed that the people of North Carolina have treated this 
race with injustice and cruelty; it is assumed, however, that they 
have been cha: with such treatment—that is all; and instead of 
apologizing to the Senator from North Carolina, I have no apology to 
make to at all. On the contrary, I propose to investigate an 
accusation against his State that he demands no apology for. 

I might have much to say upon other points, but Ido not desire to 
embark in debate at this time, and the 8 from Minnesota can 
have all that field now to himself. What may come hereafter is an- 
other matter. I think that I can speak for Indiana upon some points 
that have been thrown out here, but I will not detain the Senate now. 


I do not intend to be placed in the false position of assuming in reso- 
lutions that these people have been 3 ustly and cruelly in the 
South. There is no assumption or statement of fact exp or im- 


pied in the resolution, except that it is alleged against the people of 
he South that iai are treating the colored people with injustice and 
cruelty, and therefore I ask this investigation, 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, the resolution of the Senator says 
“it is currently alleged.” 

Mr. VOOR S. Yes, “currently alleged.” 

Mr. WINDOM. In the first place it says: 

numbers of negroes from the Southern § and especially from the 


State of North Carolina, are emigrating to the Northern States, and to 
N Xo especial]; 
the State of Indiana. . = z 


That the Senator states as a fact, and then he assumes, he says— 
Whereas it is currently alleged that they are induced to do so— 


To do what? Induced to leave the South and induced to leave the 
State of North Carolina by reason of— $ 


— ee and cruel conduct of their white fellow- citizens toward them in the 


Now, here is a current allegation which he quotes as the very founda- 
tion of his resolution, which must have had such currency and which 
must have had such weight, I assume, upon the mind of the honor- 
able Senator that he thought many people would believe it, or else 
he would not have 8 to investigate it. He assumes that it 
has that currency, that it has that weight in the public mind that it is 
worth while to investigate it. I fancy from the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina and the Senator from Indiana that this 
proposition to investigate it is not to prove, even if it exists, this 
current allegation, but to show that it does not exist, for when I pro- 
pose, if you do prove it, to do something about it, you say that is 
assuming something. On the other hand, then, you assume that it 
does ~~ ee Bs is denied on 51 cay that 3 any such thi 
proved; an you propose to investigate it. è very party tha 
proposes to investigate it charges that there is 8 1 and 1 
apprehend intends to prove that there is nothing in it, if it can find 
witnesses who will so swear. But I hope the resolution will pass. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I have no desire to prolong the discussion. 
I think much more has been said than is either wise or proper; but 
I desire to say one thing. The Senator from Minnesota has called 
attention to a report made by a committee of Congress sent out in 
the year 1871, I think, of which the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
BAYARD] and the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES} were mem- 
bers, in which they said in effect that the destiny of the negro was 
“ exodus or extinction.” It ought to be remembered by that Senator 
that at the time this committee went South, in almost every Southern 
State the republican party was in control and had been for several 
years oe their carpet-bag agents, and the condition of things 
was deplorable. A set of men had gone down there and taken pos- 
session at a time when a large portion of the white men were dis- 
franchised and all the negroes indiscriminately enfranchised, and they 
sought to use the poor uneducated colored race for the purpose of po- 
litical and pecuniary gain for themselves, and they sought to accom- 
plish that purpose by keeping up a perpetual irritation between the 
races, white and black, by seeking to make the colored people believe 
that the white people were their enemies; and their only object in 
doing it was to give themselves an opportunity of robbing and plun- 
dering both races. Every dollar we raised for the public education 
of whites and blacks in Georgia was appropriated by these people to 
their own use. The colored ple could not prosper nor, indeed, 
could the whites either, in such a condition of affairs. 

In that condition of things that report was written. I say here, 
with a conscious sense of the obligations resting on me, that I do 
believe if those governments had continued over those States, sus- 
tained as they were by the military power of the United States nnder 
republican rule, the destiny of the negro would have been inevitably 
exodus or extinction. Nothing has saved the colored race but the 
fact that the people who then control of those States have been 
driven out of that control; and the colored people know it, the col- 
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ored people see it; the colored people see that that has been their 
salvation ; the statistics I gave the Senate this morning from the 
State of Georgia were given for that purpose. During the three 
years those people had control of the government of Georgia not a 
colored man was educated, nor was a colored man fortunate enough 
to p in material improvement in any sense. It would have 
been exodus or extinction; but they were saved, saved because the 
governments of those States p into the hands of intelligence 
and virtue and property. As a friend reminds me, the moneys that 
were appropriated for the schools in Georgia were actually taken to 

y the members of a republican Legislature a most extravagant per 
pel But, sir, when those governments passed away, and gentle- 
men took possession of the State governments who were interested 
in building up the black and white race alike, who were interested 
in the prosperity of everybody in the country, then everybody in the 
country prospered ; black and white prospered alike, and the results 
I have given to the Senate. And they are not results stated by me, 
they are official results which appear on the official records of the 
State of Georgia, and they are true. 

Now, the Senator from Minnesota says, notwithstanding all that, 
there are a great many colored ple leaving some portions of the 
Southern States. Why isit? I stated in the first remarks I made 
that, in spite of all the benefits we had extended to those people, in 
spite of the fact that they have eqnal protection under the law, ab- 
solutely equal protection, and many of them have availed themselves 
of the protection extended and have improved both in education and 
material prosperity to an extent I was not 8 8 to believe they 
would, which I confess, nevertheless I said to the Senate what is 
true, that a large proportion of the colored race is thriftless and 
worthless; they do not avail themselves of these privil ; they 
gather about cities and towns; and every man who lives in that coun- 
try knows that they live by every means that is improper, and live 
poorly at that. They are restless, they are dissatisfied, they are 
ready to ge anywhere where something is promised them without 
labor. They cau be induced to get up an excitement at any time in 
the way of emigration. 

I make charges on nobody; I simply say it is the work of individu- 
als; I will not say itis the work of the great republican party of the 
North, but I will say that we do have evidence that republican pe 
eai apoia have been among them for the purpose of creating dis- 
satisfaction and LFY them to emigrate by making wild promises 
of what they could get and now what they can get in Indi- 
ana. I have seen colored people myself who have said that these 
agents have told them that by going to or some Northern 
State the Government Soak eye them land, and the Government 
would give them the first year’s support, and the Government would 
equip their farms for them, and some of them said they were in addition 
to that to get fabulous wages. It would astonish the Senate if I were 
to tell them what some of these poor people have said was whispered 
into their ears by these agents. What the motives of the agents are 
I do not know; but we believe that in the year preceding a presiden- 
tial election and a new census there are men in the South, black and 
white, who would try to stir up these people, many of them who are 
thus thriftless and worthless, to go to the North for the pu of 
increasing the republican vote in certain doubtful States and in less- 
ening southern representative population. It may be true orit may be 
false. I do not mean to charge one way or the other. But these colored 
people, as every man who knows them knows, are avery credulous race, 
especially when they are thriftless, dar, rye when they are worth- 
less, especially when they are not ing to provide for themselves 
by honest labor. They are willing to listen to the whis of any- 
body who will tell them that in some distant country they can live 
and live splendidly without labor. It has been even represented to 
them that they should be on a perfect social equality with the whites 
in those States to which they have been invited to go. I will not say 
these things are true. Iam not going to make a political attack; but 
I do say these statements have been made; we know they have been 
made. They have stirred up this dissatisfaction. I regret it; we 
regret it, and everybody ought to regret it. I will not charge any 


party with it. I state the facts as they are. But these people, I say, 
are credulous; many of them, in the language of the Senator from 
North Carolina, are deluded, deluded by these m deluded by these 


visionary piora, and we all know that many of them who have 
one there under these delusive promises are now wending their way 
ack in absolute want and poverty; and it is but a question of time 
which shall be the 1 t tide of emigration, those who are going 
bnoyed up by the delusive hope of these designing persons who are 
deceiving them or the tide of those coming back under a sad realiza- 
tion of their deception and falsehood. 

Notwithstanding all that, I deprecate this discussion as wholly un- 
necessary. So far as I am concerned, as I said before, while I did not 
vote for this resolution, yet, as the people of the South are charged 
with being guilty of cruel and unjust treatment to these colored peo- 
ple as the cause of this exodus, which I know to be untrue, I will 
not op it. If we vote against it gentlemen will say we are afraid 
of the investigation. Have your investigation if you want it. Have 
it if you see proper. Ido not believe in these perpetual investiga- 
tions by Con ; but if you choose to have 8 it, but wait 
until the facts come in before you indulge in these charges, direct or 
implied, against the southern people. 


Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I do not sympathize with what is 


known as the exodus movement. I believe that anything like a 
transfer of the negro population of the South to the North en masse 
would be injurious to the negroes, injurious to the North, injurious to 
the South, and inflict upon the communities where they might go bur- 
dens that they could not sustain. But an observation made by the 
Senator from Georgia renders it necessary that I should make a sin- 
pio Knark It is a historic fact that so far as this movement has 

n organized hitherto, the great bulk of the migration has been to- 
ward the State which I represent. The exodus of the colored people 
to Kansas up to this time has been the great fact to which the at- 
tention of the country has been called. The emigration to Indiana 
is an incident, trivial, inconsequential, comp: with that great 
movement from the lower portion of the Mississippi Valley that 
poured its deluge upon our plains in the early part of the current 
year. Not less than seven thousand of those people under some great 
controlling impulse abandoned their homes, their possessions, their 
associates, and came to Kansas for the purpose of seeking homes and 
identifying themselves with a new people. 

Now, sir, it has been repeatedly stated during this debate to-day by 
the Senator from Georgia and by the Senator from North Caro 
that there was some secret, sinister, mysterious political influence by 
which these people were sought to be transferred from the South for 
the purpose of overcoming democratic majoritiesinthe North. Itisa 
sufficient answer to that to call attention to what has been stated so 
well by the Senator from Minnesota, that the republican ority of 
Kansas is far greater than that of any other State in the Union. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. If the Senator from Kansas will allow me 
a moment, I desire to be explicit—perhaps I was not—on this sub- 
ject. I believe that the exodus, to which he alludes, a year ago, when 
the direction was to Kansas, did not have this 3 significance. 
I watched as well 1s I could the reasons given for the dissatisfaction 
of the colored people and the inducement offered them to go to Kan- 
sas. I did not discover that it was political, so far as affecting the 
vote of Kansas was concerned; but I do believe it was in a large 
measure due to dissatisfied persons in the South, in Mississippi espe- 
cially, who had been defeated for political offices there. I will say 
to the Senator that when I spoke of the fact of the emigration bein 
intended to affect political results, as some people believe, I did no 
make the charge; but a great many do believe it, and that is the tes- 
timony of some of the colored people now. I referred to the belief 
that this emigration has been seized upon by persons since that time, 
by these political agents who have gone through the South, and the 
are diverting this emigration to Indiana for the Isu ted. 
I do not believe that the purpose of the emigration to the Senators 
State was to control the political majority in that State; but I will 
state to him further that I do believe, and we have reason for believ- 
ing, that one other political object of this attempted exodus of the 
negro population from the South was to lessen the population of the 
South so as to affect southern representation in Congress under the 
next census. We believe that a great many have had that ar 
in view. That threat has been 5o opony made. Itell the Senator from 
Kansas that threat has been è to the South frequently, that the 
negroes would be induced to leave the South and thereby deprive the 
Southern States of the additional representation that they acquired 
in Con and in the electoral col by reason of the enfranchise- 
ment of the colored race. It was a visionary scheme, I grant. I be- 
lieve, though, that to a certain extent it operated, and that persons 
seeking to accomplish these various political ends made false repre- 
sentations to these colored people, and thereby excited them. Of 
course I do not suppose that all the mass of n who went there 
would change the political complexion of the Senator’s State. 

Mr. INGALLS. Of course the remarks of the Senator from Georgia 
exonerate him fully from the inference that I was 3 but it 
was not alone in a political sense that it was declared that improper 
influences were being brought to bear upon the colored people of the 
South to induce them to leave their homes in Mississippi and Louis- 
iana and emigrate to the Western and Northwestern States. It was 
stated, as he himself hassaid to-day, that agents were at work through- 
out the Southern States eam meme, perio ox that conveyed delu- 
sions, promises that could not be fulfilled, holding out to them solicita- 
tions that were unwarranted, in consequence of which they were in- 
duced to leave their homes and take their residence in the North. 

Mr. President, we have in Kansas an association called the Kansas 
Freedman’s Relief Association, through whom this emigration was 
controlled after its arrival, by whom efforts were made to so distrib- 
ute it in different portions of the State that the emigrants ht 
receive employment. In various ways assistance was extended to 
these people to save them from the consequences of their own improv- 
idence. They took a large amount of testimony. I have myself con- 
versed with a great many of the emigrants, and I say to the Senator 
from Georgia and the Senator from North Carolina that I have yet 
to see or hear of the first colored man who left the South under any 
other anticipation than that he might get protection for his political 
and civil rights and a fair day’s wages for an honest day’s work. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me? A great many black 
people have migrated from the State of Tennessee to Kansas. Re- 
cently from my own town, the vill of Clarksville, not less than 
one hundred went to his State. Will the Senator say that he has 
ever heard of a single emigrant from Tennessee who complained that 
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he was not protected in that State in his life, his liberty, and in his 


agi i 

r. INGALLS. The Senator from Tennessee misunderstood me. 
I said I had yet to find the first emigrant from the Sonth who did not 
say that he came to the State of Kansas for the purpose of obtaining 
protection of his political and civil rights and a fair day’s wages for 
an honest day’s work. I made no imputation against any State. I 
said that if any delusion was brought to bear upon these people, it 
was the delusion that they might be able to better their condition. 
I have conversed, as I stated, with a great many of them. There are 
colonies all over my State. There are colonies up the Arkansas Val- 
ley. There is a colony in Graham County, which has a post-office 
colied Nicodemus, where there are some four or five hundred colored 
emigrants, I think from Tennessee and Kentucky. They are a self- 
sustaining, industrious, law-abiding class of people, who came there 
as any other emigrants come, for the purpose of bettering their con- 
dition, and for nothing else; and when these statements are made 

Mr. BAILEY. I understood the Senator to intimate that they were 
compelled to flee from the South in order to gain the protection or 

om that exists in 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not say that. I certainly had no intention 
of conveying that idea at all. the debate that was had here last 
spring we were told that nts were traversing the South with 
chromos depicting the delights to which Sy would be welcomed 
when they came to Kansas, that they would have forty acres of 

und and white servants to wait on them, and a mule, and a coon- 
og, SIA everything else that conduces to the happiness of the Afri- 
can mind, 

Mr. President, I took the opportunity, man by man, as I had occa- 
sion, to talk with emi ts from every State represented in this exo- 
dus, and I never found a man who did not come there with the desire 
of getting fair wages for an honest day’s work. There never was 
one, so far as my observation goes, who did not come there for the 
purpose of going to work and getting a home for himself and his 

amily and enjoying the privileges of education and protection in his 
political rights. There was one man from Georgia—I call the atten- 
tion of the Senator to this fact—who, when I asked him what the 
condition of affairs was in that State, corroborated very largely what 
that Senator has said about the educational advantages there. He 
said the democracy had made liberal provision for the education of 
the colored people, that they had a d public-school system, that 
they had a university, but he said that there was a convict system 
in operation in Georgia that was practical slavery. He alluded to 
one instance within his 3 where a negro, for the offense of 
stealing a biscuit, was sentenced to ten years in the penitentiary, and 
a white man who had shot a negro in cold blood in the same town 
was sentenced to the penitentiary for two years. He alleged that 
there were thirteen hundred convicts at that time in Georgia, and of 
those there were only just white men enough to be overseers over 
the rest, and that they were farmed out on the plantations in gangs, 
and kept by overseers exactly as they were in the days of slavery 
and that the lessees were getting rich upon that system of convict 
labor. He complained of it. He said that was one of the reasons 
why the colored people in that part of the South desired to leave; 
that they were not equal under the law; that the laws were not 
equally administered ; that there was one law for the white man and 
another for the blackman. With regard to North Carolina and other 
States, similar complaints are made, not that there is systematic per- 
sonal violence, but that there is a practical inequality of political 
ee and rights under the law that compelled them to move as any 
other people would move under similar circumstances. 

Now, sir, I say again that I do not sympathize with this movement. 
I believe it is injurious; I believe it is harmful to the South and the 
North; that this great problem which confronts us must be wrought 
out as all other great problems are, by time and mutual forbearance 
and calm judgment. But when the assertion is repeatedly made that 
these men are seduced by nts sent from Kansas or elsewhere for 
the purpose of vhanginp portia majorities, that improper represen- 
tations are made, and that they are the victims of unscrupulous im- 
position, I feel that I must rise to resent the imputation, because I 
speak from observation of vast numbers of these people who have 
emigrated, and from personal familiarity with the statements that have 
been made to me by many colored men from different States whose 
opinions I am sure are entitled to entire confidence. 

Mr. McMILLAN. May I ask the Senator from Kansas what the 
condition of the emigrants is who have gone into his State? 

Mr. INGALLS. The emigrants who have gone to the State of Kan- 
sas, numbering about seven thousand, went there for the avowed pur- 
pose of going to work, They asked ean but a chance to go to 
work. They did not ask for farms; they did not ask for mules nor 
for servants to wait upon them; they wanted to go to work on farms, 
to saw wood, to do anything that would enable them to earn the lit- 
tle pittance necessary to keep their families together. They have 
been distributed over all portions of the State as farm hands wherever 
they could be employed; and, so far as I have heard, they are indus- 
trious and obedient; they are giving satisfaction to their employers, 
and are contented with their condition. If any considerable num- 
ber have ever expressed a desire to leave the State and return to 
those from which the: oe, it has not come to my knowledge. 

Mr. HILL, of Geo President, the colored man the Senator 


met in Kansas made a pretty fair statement to that Senator, accord- 
ing to the Senator's report of it, but it was incorrect in some partic- 
ulars. Iam only astonished that the Senator from Kansas put the 
interpretation upon the colored man’s statement which he seems to 
have placed upon it. For instance, he seems to state it as a wonder- 
ful monstrosity that there was a system of convict labor in Georgia 
which was equivalent to slavery or like slave Now, the convict 
labor in Georgia is precisely like the convict labor in every other 
State where there is a penitentiary ; there is no difference. I thought 
the Senator from Kansas was lawyer enough to know that in this 
country servitude for crime was recognized by the Constitution. 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope the Senator from Georgia does not intend 
to trifle with this. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Oh, no; I do not. 

Mr. INGALLS. I merely made that observation for the purpose of 
showing what Sapes wasin the mind of my informant as to the 
injustice he complained of in Georgia. I was not giving my view of 
it, but the view of my informant. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. But how is it an lap in Georgia to 
make a convict work whether he wants to or not? Convicts are made 
to work everywhere. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is very true; but the statement made by my 
informant was that the convicts sent to the penitentiary for a long 
term of years for trivial offenses were farmed out to contractors who 
kept them upon remote plantations, chained them together, sub- 
jected them to the most cruel hardships by inhuman overseers, and in 
that t they were treated with inequality before the law. 

Mr. „ of Georgia. If the colored man said to the Senator 
from Kansas that there was one law for the punishment of larceny 
by a white man in Georgia, and another law for the punishment for 
8 a colored man, he said What was not true. 

Mr. INGALLS. He did not say that. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. The law isthe same. We have precisely 
the same law in Georgia in every respect for the colored man and for 
the white man, and the terms of punishment are precisely the same 
for the white man and the black man. If a man commits a larceny 
in Georgia and is sentenced to the penitentiary, he has to work under 
overseers, whether he is white or black. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator explain the instance stated b 
the Senator from Kansas, where the murder of a negro was punish 
by imprisonment for two years, and a petty theft stated by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas by a black man was punished by ten years’ impris- 
onment in the penitentiary ? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. There is not one particle of truth in the 
statement. If the parties were convicted of the same crime they met 
the same punishment. I think I can see that the negro did not draw 
the distinction that the Senator from Minnesota and the Senator 
from Kansas ought readily to have drawn; and that is, that in all 
the States and under the common law there are differences in pun- 
ishment for one convicted of the principal crime and one as a mere 
accessory to it. Doubtless, too, the negro did not know the differ- 
ence between murder and manslaughter. There may have been oc- 
casions of that sort. Besides, the convicted colored man may have 
taken nothing but a biscuit, so far as I know, in the case alluded to; 
but I suppose if you would get the record of that case, you would 
find that that colored man was convicted of burglary, and not lar- 
ceny. The colored man did not draw the distinction between bur- 
Kayana larceny. I need not tell the Senator that cere is the 

reaking into and entering a house with intent to steal therefrom, or 
commit a felony therein. The crime is committed if he breaks and 
enters, whether he gets a biscuit or not. If he breaks and enters the 
house with intent to steal, he is guilty of borglery ; and if he did it 
at night-time the crime is ter than if he did it in the day-time ; 
and I presume if you examine into the character of that case you will 
find that that is just the truth. 

But I will state to the Senator again, and I want the country to 
knew it, that the colored man gets in every respect in Georgia equal 
justice with the white man. 

One more word. The Senator from Kansas said that there were 
thirteen hundred convicts in the penitentiary in Georgia, and a large 
majority of them, I think he said all but about two hundred, were 
colored men. There isa t deal of truth in that. That is a fact. 
The proportion of men who are convicted of crime in Georgia, Iam 
sorry to say, especially of these offenses of burglary and larceny, 
largely predominate with the colored race. It is not because there is 
any disposition on the part of the white people to do them injustice, 
but because there is an unfortunate proclivity in that race to commit 
these crimes. Just as I said a moment ago these thriftless and worth- 
less colored people, that are unwilling to work on plantations and 
earn a good living by hard labor, gather about the towns and cities 
and live from hand to month and by every means possible. They, we 
all know, ge police officers and everybody else an immense deal of 
trouble. They do commit a great many of these offenses, and the only 
way to protect ourselves from them when we detect them and con- 
vict them is to punish them; and that is not peculiar to Georgia, if I 
understand it. 

Of these colored people, whatever may be their motive, the fact is 
true that three or four colored people will commit these crimes where 
one white man does. There are as many white people in 1 5 par 

‘ore the 


tentiary of Georgia now as there were before the war. 
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war the number of our convicts in the penitentiary, being altogether 
white, (no colored men then boing seos to the 5 for crimes 
of that sort,) was only from one hundred and fifty to two hundred. 
There was then some such small number of people in the 8 i 
and we kept them confined within walls and compelled them to do 
work within walls because there were few of them. We have just 
about as many white men now. White men commit crimes just about 
as they did; but under the emancipation rule, where the colored man 
is a free man and liable to the same punishment that the white man 
receives, he has to go to the penitentiary; anda t many of them, 
I am sorry to say, are going, but they go chiefly from the class to 
which I allude, and it is unfortunately a very common thing there. 
To go tothe penitentiary is one of the fruits of freedom and equality. 

"That condition of things has necessitated a system of confinement 
which did not obtain before the war. As I have said, when the num- 
ber of convicts was small we could confine them within walls without 
any difficulty and keep them employed, always there, though, let me 
say to the Senator from Kansas, under overseers. I never heard of a 
penitentiary being conducted without overseers in my life. But since 
the war, when the number has increased from one or two hundred con- 
victs in the 1 to thirteen hundred, and we all apprehend 
it will go still higher, it became almost im ble to keep these con- 
victs in any one penitentiary within walls; there were too many. 
You cannot keep them employed; it is impossible; and that is a 
question which has troubled the southern people very much. 
Georgia is trying an experiment, itis but an riment, by which 
we farm them out. That is tosay, persons lease these convicts, white 
and black alike, there is no difference, and work them on farms, on 
railroads, in mines, and on public works of various kinds. My own 
opinion is,and I have so advised the people of Georgia, that we ought 
to work them on 1 works altogether, but a majority have dif- 
fered with me, and they adopted a system by which they are farmed 
out to planters. One of my nearest neighbors, that is in the region 
of the State where I plant myself, has Pig UR number of these con- 
victs on plantations. 

Now, I want to say to the Senator from Kansas that the colored 
convicts, a majority of them, a large portion of them certainly, are 
delighted with this change. They would much rather work out in 
the open fields, in the open air, on farms, at labor to which they are 
accustomed, than to be kept in close confinement. They much prefer 
it. I want to say to the Senator from Kansas that it is a literal truth 
that in the case of the very gentleman to whom I refer, who is a gen- 
tleman in every sense and who has charge of these convicts, so kind 
is his treatment, so considerate is his treatment, that convicts whose 
terms have expired have been known to ask him to continue them 
in his employ in thissame method. Of course these cases are few and 
exceptional. With a great many of our people the question arises 
now whether in truth when they get into the hands of persons such 
as the one of whom Iam s 8 punishment is sufficient to 
deter them from crime. We punish convicts to deter them from re- 

ting the commission of crimes. We have known colored people 
in Georgia to commit crimes—your trivial crimes of burglary and 
larceny—for the express purpose of getting back into the peniten- 
tiary. Thatis true. These cases, too, are few and exceptional. 

But I will say, at the same time, that is not true of those who 
farm these convicts, There is a difference. Some have had these 
convicts in charge who have been charged with cruel treatment. The 
Legislature took the subject under consideration at the last session, 
and. I am sure the gentlemen on the other side would be delighted to 
know the determination on the part of the representatives of the 
people to remedy the evil if it existed. If it did exist I think it has 

n remedied, for the pope of Georgia are determined that no in- 
justice, no cruelty, no roper treatment shall be visited on these 
people, even though they be criminal. Unjust punishments they will 
not allow. In some cases where that charge was made the matter 
was thoroughly investigated by the Legislature. But in the case to 
which I allude it is a literal truth. A gentleman whom I know well, 
and the only one I do know who has anything to do with these con- 
victs, at least whose management I know anything about, is exceed- 
ingly kind to them. You talk about their overseers; the colored 
people go to the fields under what are called “ trusties,” convicts them- 
selves—often colored convicts—whom the manager is willing to trust, 
and he sends them miles away, driving wagons, without any chains 
upon them. The t trouble in some respects with some men is 

e question whether the punishment is sufficient to deter the con- 
1 5 om crime. 5 t 

wi in say, however, that I m 

of far i 


lf am not satisfied with this 
system i 


ming out. It is a problem we have got to solve, what 
we shall do with these convicts. We desire to treat them humanely ; 
we desire to adopt the best system. We get one man to farm them 
who does well; another man who farms them does not do so well. 
The consequence is constant dissatisfaction. What shall be the re- 
sult Ido not know, but this I do know, that the ple of Georgia 
will treat these criminals with all the humanity their situation will 
permit, and whatever will be the law under any circumstances for the 
white race will also be the law for the colored race, for there is no 
distinction. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair.) pram peer is on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Indiana to modify his res- 


olution by striking out “and especially from the State of North Car- 
olina” and “and especially to the State of Indiana,” so as to make 
the inquiry a general one, without invidious distinctions against 
North Carolina or in favor of Indiana, or against either, 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have a sincere p to get the resolution 
paonon, and I would do almost anything that would result in that; 

ut how many more speeches would be on any change I do 
not know. The resolution as it stands is general and special both, 
It calls for an investigation of the emigration of ne from the 
Southern States, and especially from the State of North Carolina, to 
the Northern States, and especially to the State of Indiana. 

I have the greatest possible esteem for the Senator from Iowa, and 
I know the tender care and jealous concern he has for the State of 
North Carolina. Heregrets extremely the invidious distinction which 
I have given here in the resolution. I know the two Senators from 
North Carolina feel deeply obliged to him, and also to the Senator 
from Minnesota, for calling upon me to strike out objectionable mat- 
ter to North Carolina! The North Carolina Senators I have no doubt 
py this time are satisfied that I am asort of public enemy to the State 
of North Carolina. If, however, it would facilitate the action of the 
Senate opon this question to make thegnquiry simply a general one, 
I would have no objection toit. The reason why North Carolina was 
especially named, and Indiana likewise, was becanse a system of emi- 
gration has been going on, to my personal knowledge, through this 
city since I have n here in the last two weeks from North Caro- 
lina to Indiana. That is the reason why those two States were men- 
tioned. As a matter of course, if the resolution calls for a general 
investigation of this subject as to all points South from which emi- 
gration is proceeding and as to all points North to which it is tend- 
ing, it would cover just what the resolution covers now, it would be 
no change; and if the Senator from Iowa will say to me that with 
that modification I can get a vote by his assistance this evening 
I 547 accept it. That would be an object. I want to make a square 
trade 


Mr. ALLISON. I would say to the Senator from Indiana that if 
he will allow the amendment to be made which I have proposed, I 
shall vote for his resolution, and vote for it without debate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let it be made, then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana modifies 
his resolution as suggested by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let the Secretary read it as modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the reso- 
lution as modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas large n of ni 
ot able egroes from the Southern States are emigrating to 

Whereas it is currently alleged that they are induced to do so by the unjust and 
cruel conduct of their white fellow-citizens toward them in the South, and by the 
denial or abridgement of their personal and political rights and privileges: There- 
‘ore, 


Be it resolved, That a committee of five members of this body be appointed by ita 
pona officer, whose duty ithall be to investigate the causes which have led 

the aforesaid emigration, and to report the same to the Senate; and said com- 
mittee shall have power to send for persons and papers, and to sit at any time. 


Mr. JONAS, Mr. President, before the vote is taken I desire to 
state briefly the reasons why I shall vote against the resolution, espe- 
cially after the amendment which the Senator from Indiana has just 


accep 

In the first place, I do not believe that the colored people are em- 
igrating from the Southern States to Northern States. It is possible 
at this time that emigration is going on from North Carolina to In- 
diana, but I deny that emigration from other Southern States to other 
Northern States is in progress at all. Such an exodus might have 
occurred last year, but there is none at present, and therefore I deny 
the premises. 

But, Mr, President, I shall vote against the resolution because I donot 
consider it a proper and legitimate subject for congressional inquiry. 
I believe the colored man to be a citizen as I am, to have the same 
power of volition that I have, to have a right to go where and from 
whence he pleases without molestation or without congressional aid. 
If he chooses to leave North Carolina and to go to some State where 
he can better his fortune, so much the better for him. If he leaves 
North Carolina and goes to some other State and makes a mistake, 
and locates in a worse country, so much the worse for him; and he 
omy paare the fate which has met thousands of emigrants before in 

is country. g 

I do not think that the subject either of colored or white migration 
from one section of the country to another or from one State to an- 
other forms a proper subject of congressional inquiry, and therefore 
I shall vote against the resolution. 0 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The Sg: and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I voted against the proposition of the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WINpOoM] upon the ground that I was 
opposed to all this investigation. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Jonas] has expressed my views upon this subject entirely. I agree 
with him that Con, ought not to do anything with this subject 
at all. With him I do not know that there is any exodus now except 


from North Carolina to Indiana, but I think it is outside of the proper 
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and legitimate action of Congress to investigate what are the motives 
that induce these people to go from one State to another. I think it 
is outside of our legitimate functions and Pape to order congres- 
sional investigation upon this subject at all. Suppose you make the 
inquiry, what will be the result? You will get a report Keenen by 
sneon or four one way and two or three the other, and it will satisfy 
no y 

How can you prevent these people from going from one State to 

another! There is emigration going on all the time. Are we to in- 
uire into the motive of men for go ng from one place to another? 
at have we to do with their motive? I do not think we have any- 
thing to do with it at all. It agitates the country, gets up political 
excitement, and does no earthly good. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I understand that this resolution comes from 
our friends on the other side of the Chamber, and it is because they 
desire the investigation that I am willing to vote for it. It does not 
come from any desire on way pas I am sure. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The yeas and nays are ordered, and 
the Secretary will call the roll on the passage of the resolution. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS, (when his name was called.) Iam paired, at least 
upon general questions, with the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS.] Ido not know how he would vote on this question; bu 
unless my vote should become n to make a quorum, I sh 
decline to vote. I should vote “ yea” if I voted at 

Mr. INGALLS, (when his name was called.) I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. MorGan. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, (when his name was called.) On this question 
I am paired with the Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. 3 

Mr. MORRILL, (when his name was called.) J am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALLACE] on all political questions. 
If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PADDOCK, (when his name was ed.) On political ques- 
tions I am paired with the Senator from Florida, [Mr. Jones.] I 
do not know how he would vote on this resolution, and therefore I 
refrain from voting. 

Mr. RANSOM, (when his name was called.) Iam paired on all polit- 
ical questions with the Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. ANTHONY, 
and that pair was left with my friend from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL. 
I see that he observes the pair in his own case, and I will observe it 
in mine. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I do not see how this can be a political 
question. Most of the republicans are voting for the resolution, and 
most of the democrats are voting the other way; and how itis a polit- 
ical question I should like to know. 

Mr. RANSOM. I am governed by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am inclined to think that if the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY] were present, he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. RANSOM. Upon that statement of the Senator I shall vote 
“yea,” which is the vote I should have given. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to announce to the Senate that the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. FERRY] and the Senator from Virginia [ Mr. 
WITHERS] are paired upon this question. I do not-know how either 
Senator would vote. th are absent from the Chamber. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I was requested by the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GROOME] to state that he is paired with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HAMLIN] on political questions. I do not know whether 
this is a political question, or how either of them would vote. 

Mr. BECK. My colleague [Mr. WILLIAus!] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from California, [Mr. BOOTH. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How would your colleague vote? 

Mr. BECK. I do not know. 

Mr. VOORHEES, Ihave been 8 to announce a = be- 
tween the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Houston] and the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CAMERON.] How they would vote I do not 

ow. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 12; no quorum voting. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Let us go into executive session. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us get a quorum. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move a call of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] will 
consent to vote, which may relieve the difficulty. The Senator from 
Tennessee said that he would vote if n to make a quorum. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
JONES] is upon political questions. I doubt not upon this question 
he would vote as I should, “yea, and therefore I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS. If my vote is necessary to make a quorum, I will 
take the responsibility of recording it. 

Mr. RANSOM. I wish this resolution to be passed, but I should 
like to ask the Chair if it is competent, after a vote has been announced 
by the Chair, to make a quorum until the yeas and nays have been 
called again? That is the point of order I suggest. 

Mr. HARRIS. Under the rule, I apprehend not. 

á Mr. HILL, of Georgia, and others. By unanimous consent it can be 
one. 

Mr. RANSOM. Of course, if there is no objection, it can be done. 

Mr. HARRIS. I propose to record my vote in the affirmative in 
order to make a quorum. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is no objection to that. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to 
receiving the vote of the Senator from Tennessee. 
The result was again announced—yeas 27, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Allison, Garland, McDonald, Rollins, 
Baile Ham ly ‘cMillan, 
Baldwin, Harris, Paddock, Vance, 
Bulle ——.— Passen, Voorn 
utler, 
Cameron of Wis., Kirkwood, Randolph, Windom.” 
wes, h Ransom, 
NAYS—12. 
Beck, Davis of W. Va., Hereford, Maxey, 
Eaton, onas, Saulsbury, 
Davis of Illinois, Farley, Kellogg. Slater. 
ABSENT—37. 
Anthony, ` Teller, 
Ba; 1 Jones of Florida, Thurman. 
Blaine, F N Jones of Nevada, Walker, 
Booth, on, ernan, Wallace, 
Bı Groome, Lamar, Wh 
` Grover, McPherson, Willans, 
Cameron of Pa., 7 organ, Withers. 
Coc : Hill of Colorado, Plumb, 
Coke, _Houston, m, 
So the resolution was agreed to. 


BENNINGTON MONUMENT. 
Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library : 
That the Committee on the Library be instructed to inquire as to the 


Resolved, 
propriety of rendering some aid or contribution to the monument proposed to be 
erected on the revolutionary battle-ground at m, Vermont. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. LOGAN. Let us have an executive session. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I move to proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

Mr. MORRILL. I 77 7 2 the motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to adjourn is withdrawn. 
The Senator from New Jersey moves that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at five o’clock and 
three minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, December 18, 1879. 


The House met at twelve o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
SARAH E. DUNHAM. 
Mr. HAWK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3037) granting a pension to Sarah E. Dunham; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


JOHN W. TRAVIS. 


Mr. BURROWS introduced s bill (H. R. No. 3038) for the relief of 
John W. Travis, postmaster at Hartford, Van Buren County, Michi- 
gan; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. WEAVER. Irise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER. In the New York Tribune of yesterday there is a 
p: ph reflecting on my character as a Representative of the peo- 
ple. I wish to have the paragraph read and to be heard on it as a 
question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has that right under the rule. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Before the gentleman from Iowa pro- 
ceeds I desire at this 5 stage of the session to say that heretofore 
this rising to questions of privilege has sometimes been extended to 
the in uction of remarks of a character entirely irrelevant to the 
er explanation. I do not of course mean to apply this to my 

end from Iowa, but I mean to say that hereafter when the House 
accords the privilege to a member to rise to a personal explanation 
as a question of privilege he must be confined to the personal expla- 
nation. 

Mr. WEAVER. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa states that the article 
he has sent to the desk affects his character as a Representative, and 
the Chair is bound to take his word for that until the contrary ap- 


Ts. 
ue. WEAVER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FERNANDO 
Woop] need not be so sensitive. I send to the Clerk a copy of the 
New York Tribune, and ask him to read the paragraph I have marked. 


1879. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. WEAVER declines to disclose the terms of the resolution, but that 
haps, TTT It 
that this tl autho: 


per- 

gentleman is rof the numerous 
ceived here p rting to come from ex-Union sol 
alike, and pray OEO pIE ENN o EN aT CAS O diers the differ- 
ence between the value of the greenbacks in which their were paid and the 
value of gold at the time the payments were made. Mr. WEAVER is the medium 
by which the petitioners communicate with the House. 

Mr. WEAVER. There is a very pien imputation there that I am 
the author of the petitions and that they are spurious. I wish to 
state to this House that I am not the author of those petitions, neither 
am I the exclusive medium of their presentation to this House. They 
are signed by the persons petitioning this Congress with their own 
hands in every instance, and their residences and the regiments to 
which they belonged are plainly specified. These petitions have also 
been received, I am informed, by a large number of members of Con- 

, and have been placed on record on our files. I hurl back the 
imputation as a slander by this Wall street journal upon myself and 
the brave men who have petitioned for equal rights with the holders 
of Government bonds. 

Now, sir, I need not state in conclusion, what is painfully under- 
stood by the entire people of the United States, that at the death of 
Horace Greeley the New York Tribune lost its reputation both for 
honesty and intelligence. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a matter of personal privilege. 
(Laughter. ] 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Idemand the regular order, but am will- 

ing to yield for the introduction of bills for reference. 
PATENTS. 

Mr. VANCE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3039) to amend the statutes in relation to patents for improvements, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

GREEN s. DUKE. 

Mr. SPEER, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3040) for the relief of Green S. Duke, of Jackson County, Georgia; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

PATENT LAWS. 

Mr. YOUNG, of 1 by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 3041) to amend the patent laws of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

SANDY HOOK BAR, NEW YORK. 

Mr. MULLER Se unanimous consent, introduced (by request) a 
bill (H. R. No. Ito ereate a permanently deep, wide, and t 
channel through Sandy Hook bar at the port of New York, for the 
purpose of forming an improved commercial outlet ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LOANS ON REAL ESTATE. 

Mr. GIBSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3043) to authorize national banks to make loans on real estate; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF SECTION 3412 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. GIBSON also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. Sa to repeal section 3412 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, the same being section 122 of the national-bank act; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE FREIGHTS AND PASSENGERS. 


Mr. ACKLEN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3045) for the regulation of interstate freights and passengers and to 
relieve the same from the restriction of local quarantines; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

MYRA CLARK GAINES. 

Mr. HAWLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3046) for the relief of Myra Clark Gaines; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

RENTS PAID BY THE GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER, by unanimous consent, submitted a res- 
olution directing an inquiry into the rents paid by the United States 
Government; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures 
on Public Buildings. 

LEAF-TOBACCO. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. On the J1th instant, a week ago, 

I introduced a resolution of inquiry, which was sent to the Committee 


of Ways and Means, That committee has not made a report, and I 
ask that the committee be discharged and the resolution adopted. 


The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
communicate to this House any information ini the possession of that ‘Department 


deren collected from euch Sealers during te fecal ear ending Jane 90; 88 
revenus 0 en uni 

under and Ly wistas af soetion S08 of the Dari Beaters, „ 
the number of retail dealers in Ieaf-tobacco and the amount of revenue recei 
from such dealers. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Under the rules of the House, as I 
understand, if after six days the committee to which a resolution of 
inquiry is referred fails to report, then the resolution comes before 
the House for action. 

Mr. CONGER. That matter is before a committee for investiga- 
tion. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The fair construction of the rule is that the com- 
mittee should zepon within one week on a resolution calling for 
departmental information. The gentleman from Illinois desires to 

the attention of the House to the fact that the committee has 
not reported back the resolution. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. That is what I wish to bring to 
the attention of the House. 

Mr. CONGER. That does not give the gentleman the right to 
introduce a resolution inst objection. 

The SPEAKER. He does not ask that. 

Mr. CONGER. That does not do away with the rule in regard to 
the introduction of resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. No; the breaking of a rule by a committee does 
not give any right to a member. 

Mr.CONGER. I ae nay to the introduction of the resolution to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects; and the Committee of 
Ways and Means will be kind enough to take notice that the rule 
Vag! Soe them to report upon the resolution within one week. 

. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I would inquire if I have not the 
right to ask the House to act upon the resolution, the committee hav- 
ing taiag to comply with the rule? 

e SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, the regular order has 
been demanded, except as to the introduction of bills for reference. 
Perhaps the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Tomina baby refer the 
Chair to some rule which gives him the right he now seeks to exercise. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of [linois. I have no desire at all to reflect 
upon the committee. 

The SPEAKER. In all probability it is an oversight. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. But I appeal to my friend from 
Michigan [Mr. Concer] to allow.this resolution to be adopted. It 
is simply a resolution for information, nothing more. The Secre 
of the can answer it in a very short time, and I am anxious 
to obtain the information. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the suggestion to the commit- 
tee will be sufficient. f 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. CONGER withdrew his objection. 

There being no farther objection, the resolution was adopted. 

ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


Mr. MCLANE asked and obtained unanimous consent that James 
L. McClure, a member of the Legislature of the State of Maryland, 
be admitted to the floor of the House for to-day. , 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FERNANDO Woop] to insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I will yield to any member to submit a 
proposition to the House which can come in by unanimous consent. 
SIGNAL OFFICE REPORTS. 

Mr. WILSON (by request) introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 
155) authorizing the printing and binding of additional copies of the 
report of the Chief Signal Officer of the Army; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered 
to be printed. 

UNION RAILROAD DEPOT, WASHINGTON. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3047) to authorize the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia to designate and prepare 
a site for a union railroad depot in the city of Washington, and for 
other pu ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC A. HEDGES. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3048) for the relief of 
Isaac A. Hedges; which was read a first andsecond time, and referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

PURCHASERS OF PATENTED ARTICLES. 

Mr. COLERICK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3049) protecting 
innocent purchasers of patented articles from actions for 3 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING OF TESTIMONY. 


Mr. WRIGHT submitted the following resolution ; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House 3,000 copies of the re- 
rt and 3 of the select committee to inquire into the causes which pro- 
uced the dep ions of the industries of the country and of labor. 


MAJOR G. W. CANDEE. 
Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3050) for the relief of 
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Major G. W. Candee; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


G. W. BELT. 


Mr. KEIFER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3051) for the relief of 
George W. Belt; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


JACOB BARNHART. 


Mr. KEIFER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3052) for the relief 
of Jacob Barnhart, late of the Tenth iin: pra Ohio Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. : 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. GIBSON submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and adopted : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Levees and Improvements of the Missis- 
sippi River be authorized to proceed and 3 sub-committees to proceed down 
the Mississippi River to its mouth, at such times as the committee may determine, 
for the purpose of acquiring a knowledge of its peculiar conditions and want and 
to gather information relative to the best methods for its improvement; that the 
sul ittee be also authorized to employ a stenographer and to take testimony, 
and that the expenses be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. GIBSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT OF REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3053) to repeal Schedule C 
of the internal-revenue law, act of June 30, 1864; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ARKANSAS, 

Mr. SLEMONS introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3054) for the adjustment 
of the claims of the State of Arkansas against the Uni States ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH TRESSLER. 


Mr. COFFROTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3055) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph Tressler ; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


GENERAL D. C. THOMAS. 


Mr. BICKNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3056) to increase the 
pension of General D. C. Thomas; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


TELEGRAPHIC CONNECTION WITH BLOCK ISLAND. 


Mr, ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. Lask unanimous consent to have 
taken from the Speaker's table, for present consideration, the bill (S. 
No. 819) to authorize the laying of a telegraphic cable from the main- 
land in Rhode Island to Block Island. This bill, I am sure, will ex- 
cite no discussion or opposition. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker's 
table, read three times, and passed. It appropriates $15,000 for the 

urpose of laying the telegraphic cable, under the direction of the 
Chief Signal Officer of the Army, from the mainland of Rhode Island 
to Block Island, Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was ; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same : 

An act (H. R. No. 1955) authorizing an allowance for loss by leakage 
or casualty of spirits withdrawn from distillery warehouses for ex- 
portation. 

‘ FRANK SOULE. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of California, by unanimous consent, the 
bill (S. No. 244) releasing Frank Soule, late collector of internal rev- 
enue for the first district of California, and his sureties from liability 
on his official bond was taken from the S er's table, read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Several members demanded the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the mornin, 
hour commences at twenty-five minutes before one o’clock. The ca 
rests with the Committee on Agriculture, 


SALES OF LEAF-TOBACCO. 

Mr. HATCH. I am directed by the Committee on culture to 
report back, without amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 933) to repeal so 
much of the sixth clause of section 3244 of the Revi Statutes of 
the United States as prohibits farmers and planters from selling leaf- 
tobacco at retail directly to consumers without the oer of a spe- 
cial tax, and to allow farmers and planters to eaf-tobacco of 
their own production to other ms than manufacturers of tobacco 


perso: 
without special tax. I ask that this bill be made a special order 


Mr. CONGER. I desire that the bill may be read, so as to see 
whether it is subject to a point of order. I wish to reserve any point. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] re- 
ports this bill from the Committee on Agriculture, and asks that it 
may be made a special order—for what day! 

Mr. HATCH. For the 13th of January next, after the morning 
hour, in the House as in Committee of the Whole, and from day to 
bie digit until disposed of. 

. CONGER. This bill affects the revenues of the Government, 
and is subject to the point of order that it must receive its first con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make that point? 

Mr. CONGER. Ido. I want the bill to go to the Committee of 
the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] 
states that he desires the bill to receive its first consideration in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] 
might modify his proposition so as to make the bill a special order in 
Committee of the ole, letting the bill now go there. That would 
obviate the 55 of the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HATCH. At what time does the gentleman pro that the 
bill shall be taken up? Before the recess or afterward 

Mr. CONGER. There would be no t opportunity for the con- 
sideration of the bill before the holiday recess so far as I can see. 
Let it take its place on the Calendar. There are not many bills be- 
fore this, as I understand. 

The SPEAKER. The bill known as the Choctaw bill is a special 


order for the 13th of January. 
Mr. HATCH. I am yung o ive the fullest and fairest oppor- 
e bi 


tunity for the discussion of t I prefer that the motion I have 
made should be adopted. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan objects unless the 


bill be first discussed in Committee of the Whole. His objection af- 
fects that part of the motion of the gentleman from Missouri which 
Pee that the bill be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole. The Chair suggests that the gentleman had better modify 
that part of his motion. 

Mr. DIBRELL. The proposition of the gentleman from Missouri 
is that the bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. Will not that answer the purpose of the gentleman from 
Michigan ? 

The SPEAKER. That is what the Chair understands the gentle- 
man from Michigan to object to. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir, that is what I object to. 

Mr. HATCH. Iwill accept the suggestion of the gentleman from 
ee Let the bill be first discussed in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CONGER. Lapprehend that the fixing of special days for propo- 
sitions which are to continue from day to day will embarrass us in the 
consideration of business of a public nature. In this particular case 
I think the bill had better go to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri s to that; and 
the Chair will state the proposition again so that the House may be 
fully advised. The gentleman from Missouri reports this bill from 
the Committee on Agriculture, and moves that it be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union; and he 
now asks that it shall be called up as aspecial order on the 13th day 
of January, and shall continue from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. What is the effect of that? 

The SPEAKER. The effect of adopting the proposition would be 
that the bill would immediately go to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and on the day indicated the Chair would 
recognize the gentleman from Missouri to move to go into Committee 
of the Whole to reach that bill. 

Mr.CONGER. Does it go on the Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. It goes on the Calendar, of course. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not see any particular reason why we should 
give this bill a preference from day to day over other bills. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gentleman from Missouri 
is Be ftir mode of informing the House that on the day indi- 
cated he means to make an effort to have the House g into Committee 
of the Whole for the consideration of this bill. The House at that 
time by a majority vote can refuse to agree to the motion, which would 
be 23 a vacation of the order. 

Mr. CONGER. My proposition is that the benefits of this bill, if it 
passes, cannot be enjoyed before next summer or next fall. There is 
plenty of time for its consideration in regular order before it can 
affect any interests. Therefore if it takes its place on the Calendar 
that is all that can be asked. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I wish to make another suggestion to my 
friend from Missouri, that he except reports from the Committee of 
Ways and Means and reports from the Committee on LLEN mmr nie 
Otherwise I shall be compelled to object to fixing a day and making 
it a special order from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. HATCH. I have no objection to that. I accept the suggestion 
of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I object to any special order if anything 
is to be taken by it. 

The SPEA Does the gentleman object to making it a special 
order at all? 
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Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I do object. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. S er, I have accepted the su tion of the 
gentleman from New York; that does away with naming a day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects to its being 
made a special order at all. 

Mr. HATCH. I withdraw the day named and let it go upon the 
Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The probability is it will be reached, as there are 
but few bills there. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of joint resolution (H. R. No. 148) for the relief of D. M. 
Hamlin, with amendments, in which concurrence was requested. 

It further announced the passage of the following bills, in which 
concurrence was requested: 

An act (S. No. 324) for the relief of Somerville & Davis; 

An act (S. No. 820) to authorize the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to 

urchase land adjacent to the custom-house in the city of Providence, 
hode Island; and 

An act (S. No. 840) to exempt from taxation competitory prizes won 
by American citizens in foreign countries. 

It further announced the adoption of the resolution that 3,000 copies 
of the report of the board to test iron, steel, and other metals be 

rinted for the use of Congress—1,000 for the use of the Senate and 
„000 for the use of the House; in which concurrence was requested. 
INTERSTATE MIGRATION. A 


Mr. STEELE. Iam directed by the Committee on Agriculture to 
report back adversely a bill (H. R. No, 1058) to encourage interstate 
migration and for other purposes, with a written report; and I ask 
that the bill and report be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


That the Commissioner of Agriculture be, and is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to cause to be prepared and published, from time to time, a report contain- 
ing all facts and information of any value to immi, tsor people seeking a new 
home; and to ceay, therein all reliable facts and information in seoan | to all 
yacant and unsettled land belonging to the United States Government, railroads, 


or other rations. 
Src. 2. That he, if he finds itn , shall cause said territory or land to be 
in to soil, water, natural resources, and jts accessibility by water 
or railroad, and also, if said land belongs to corporate companies, shall cause the 
N aen its title to be ascertained, and the result to be embodied in said report. 

Sec. 3. That such facts also be embodied therein that will tend to encourage inter- 
state migration of citizens of the United States, and that said report be accompa- 
nied with a good map or maps of the various States and Territories indicating the 
public and private land situate therein open to poronson or settlement. 

SEO. 4. That he shall cause to be printed and published also a monthly — 7 
containing facts and information in regard to where public or private work of 
any extent is to be undertaken, the amount of labor required, and a synopsis of 
"wages paid for manual labor, as well as skilled, of the most prominent trades, to 
be ascertained and noted for the first day of every month, as well as the average 
price of the most common articles 5 namely, farm implements, clothing, aud 


agricultural products, from at least three different localities of each of the various 
States and Territories; and that said monthly report shall be forwarded to all 


postmasters for distributi to individual citi: lication, post-free, 
End at the discretion of the Commissioner of Agriculture. b n PoS 

Sec. 5. That all postmasters, collectors, and other employés of the United States 
Government agencies are, upon reasonable application, hereb directed to furnish, 
under oath, to the Commissioner of Agriculture, all such facts and information of 
interest or value from their respective localities required by him for the compiling 
of the said mon report. 

Sec. 6. That to defray the expenses of collecting the aforesaid facts and informa- 
tion, and ge rye of said report, there is h y appropriated dollars, or 
as much of this amount as will be necessary, subject to the order of the Commis- 
sioner of Pe operon 

SEC. 7. is act shall take effect from its passage. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Is there any report accompanying that bill? 

Mr. STEELE. There is a written report, which I ask to be read. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I make the point of order this involves 
an appropriation and must have its first consideration in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. STEELE. Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read, and the right of the gen- 
tleman from New York to object will be reserved. 

The report was read, as follows: : 


The Committee on Agriculture, to whom was referred House bill numbered 1058, 
entitled A bill to encourage interstate migration and for other purposes, have 
considered the same, and ask to report it back tothe House with a unanimons rec- 
ommendation that it do not pass. 

The bill in question im very large additional burdens upon the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture; and while it is clearly within the province of Congress to 
8388 the duties of that officer, in the opinion of the committee no labors should 

placed upon him unless they are strictly germane to the purposes for which his 
bureau was established. By the provisions of this pro; statute, he is required, 
at incalculable expense, trouble, and time, to in and rt upon the min- 
eral, agricultural, and all other resources of all the lands in all the States and Ter- 
ritories of the United States which, in the will of the owners, may probably or pos- 
sibly become the subjects of transfer. That the public lands open for entry and 
settlement should be surveyed and described, so that the Government may be able 
to effect sales and realize the value thereof, the committee believe would not be ob- 
jectionable ; but they are very far from thinking that it is ay part of the duty of 
the United States to become a broker for the sale of the 15 vate oda ete in- 
dividuals or of those corporations to which a donation of the public domain has 
been granted. Apart from the fact that such a course would be a t departure 
from propriety, if not from legitimate power, the time required for carrying out 


the provisions of the bill would be extraordinary, and the expense incident thereto 
would probably far exceed all the app 
which ought to be made in the next 


Agricultural Department. 


riations which have ever been made or 
century or more for the support of the 


a simple execution of the guarantee of the Constituti 
giving equal rights, — and immunities to the citizens of the paeen 
p shonld be 4 to 


und all the trouble and expense necessary to effect their desires, and thus 
what They may judge to be their interests, without ree: on either the Federal or 
State governments to become the es by which they can dispose of their 


estates. Ordinarily the holders of estate, and ially the large corporati: 

have found no difficulty in extolling the value of their property and finding 2 

chasers for such of it, as have any special advantages, either real or supposed. 

It would probably be far better for the seller to leave him to his own resources 

as an auctioneer ; use he would, doubtless, see points of attraction which might 

be invisible to a sworn Ly gre cularly if he recognized the obligations of 
im to indul; xaggeratio) 


oe oath that one arate ate Ai eae att those 3 e g ns which 
e possession of property for sale is gen supposed to suggest. 
But in investigating the objects of the bill, seeking an elucidation of an 


mysteries which may enshroud the suggestive phrase "other purposes,” w. 
forms a conspicuous of the title, the committee have brought into use all their 
powers of analysis. They have endeavored, in a spirit of fairness, to construe the 
provisions by giving the language employed a natural interpretation, by which 
they hoped to ascertain at least a few of the ‘other purposes“ contemplated, hav- 
ngn confidence in their power to understand all of them, 

hofirstsectionof the bill requires the Commissioner of culture to have pre- 
pared and published, from time to time, a re con gall facts and information 
of any value So aean fee amet’ rsons seeking a new home; and to embody therein 
all reliable facts and information in to all vacant and unsettled belong- 
ing to the United ry intent a or other rations.” It would be interesting 


somebody, we sup t hardly to the peop’ eof this country generally, to know 
what the Commissioner might think to be“ all facts and information of any value to 
immi. ts” or anybody e What standard of value would he adopt? Could he 


say any fact would have no value? Now, as there are in this world more 
than ten thousand million of facts, the report, if confined to this branch of the 
subject, would doubtless be a document somewhat voluminous in its character. It 
would hardly afford much relief to “the horny-handed son of toil” who stands as 
the embodiment and representative of American ture to learn, as he would 
do, that he was obliged by the second clause of the first section of this bill to “ em- 
body all the reliable facts in regard to all the vacant and unsettled lands of the 
United States, of railroads, other corporations.” The committee may be in 
error, but it is due to candor to state that they had hitherto supposed all“ facts 
were “reliable "—at least as “ facts ;"" but whether they are or not, if all “facts” 
strictly reliable should be collated and published, the corporations, the hap) 

recipients of governmental favor, would find, if their chartered existence should 
last for a thousand years, that they were the owners of more books of facts" than 
acres of real estate. Toremotely approximate an illustration of the kinds of re- 
liable facts” which the report Tout committee k it would con- 


aridity, springs, branches, brooks, rivers, lakı ays, gulfs, oceans, hills, 
tains, waterfalls, trees, vegetal “he 


cattle, 
8 : which orks —— for the American Con, 1 — 
us to name,) raccoons, oposs muskrats, skunks, prairie dogs, the 
P includ g the occultations of the Planets anà the 


posterity. * 

The second section of the bill, inter alia, requires the Commissioner, in case the 
lands examined shall be the property of corporations, to institute legal investiga- 
tions and le; s to determine the validity of the title by which they 
are held, and the result of such investigations or proceedings shall be embodied in 
his report. In this we are expected to have a . —.— if not a glorious com- 
bination of the law and the facts. Doubtless this would afford some amusement 
and profit to the lawyers who might have the good fortune to be employed, as well 
as provide comfortable fees to the marshals, sheriffs, and clerks. This of the 
report alone would make a work of such extraordinary magnitude that human life 
would be too short to examine it, human patience would stand aghast at the pros- 
pa of 7 55 possibility of the struggle, and human endurance would die From 

opeless despair. 
e third section requires, in addition to all the other facts, an embodiment 
in the same report of some facts“ besides, which “ will en interstate mi- 
gration," an “good maps of the States and Territories 
which shall “indicate the public and private lands situated therein o 
3 suggest that after au immi t 


life eres rin left to indulge in The 
tion of this mighty work produces a complete exhaustion of physical 
8 and the Sommen moved in 9 by a tender regard for the well- of 
© Commissioner, earn = avonS on 
existence by placing upon a load which will crush 


ef.” Besides all the foregoing kinds of * and very 1 that are 
not foregoing, the stalwart k-horse of official burdens must publish a monthly 
report, in which he shall lace the territorial jurisdi 0 


sent to all 99 for distribution, and to private citizens, u 
post free.” Now, in such a dire contin eney 

railway postal routes, to say nothing of the “star service,” your committee confess, 
in all humility, that they are unable to see. Even co’ „that delightful chit- 
chat which tries the nerves of bashful lovers, would have to be done by telegraph, 
to Peo joy of operators, for the mails could take nothing but Government 


The committee admit that they mey have aoe yr eee the objects, and 
especially the “other purposes,” of the bill; but they have made an honest effort 
to comprehend them. The entire scope and purview of the bill are so large that 
despite all their labors a veil of mystery shrouds their cent proportions to 
such an extent that the provisions are more incomprehensible to finite minds than 
that part of the soliloquy of Macbeth just before the "fatal entrance of Duncan 
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under his battlements," in which Fhakapcere makes this henpecked husband say 
that at the taking off” of a king Who borne his faculties so meek and been 
80 clear in his great office" 
“Pity, like a naked new-born babe, 
Striding the blast, or heaven’s cherubim, hors’d 
Upon the sightless couriers of the air, 
Shall blow the horrid deed in every eye, 
That tears shall drown the wind;’ 
or even that remarkable question which puzzled the brains of a Georgia debating 
society: ‘‘ Whether at public elections the votes of faction predominate more by 
internal suggestions or the bias of Junsprudonoe l ba 
But if this bill shall become a law, and in the marvelous dispensations of Divine 
Providence the Commissioner shall ever finish the Herculean task, when he comes 
to take an admi view of the stupendous pile which his genius and patience and 
energy have brought together, he must be excused if, with — g eye and swell- 
ing bosom, he — — in the exuberance of his pride: 


Exegi monumentum aere perennius 
Regalique situ pyramidum altius,” 


Respectfully submitted. VALERE S 
` For Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid upon the table, and the re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONGER. I make a point of order that this should go to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. If half the mat- 
ters alluded to in this report are true, then the bill ought not to be 
laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The billis reported adversely, and the usual pro- 
ceeding in such cases is that the bill be laid upon the table and the 
ates | ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONGER. I know such is the usual proceeding, but there 
ought to be an exception in this case. 

e SPEAKER. If the gentleman objects, and moves its refer- 
ence to the committee, he has that right. 

Mr. CONGER. The report makes me anxious to have the matter 
go to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, for that 
committee certainly should consider such matters as are referred to 
in it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Why should it go to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It is any member's right to move its reference to 
the Committee of the Whole. Bills reported reba are constantly 
sent to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. REAGAN, I think we can do something else than discuss mi- 


tion. 
a The SPEAKER. The House might be willing to reverse the ad- 
verse recommendation of the committee, 
The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and the report ordered to be printed. 


INVESTIGATION OF DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. LE FEVRE. Iam directed by the Committee on Agriculture 
to report back the following resolution, with the recommendation 
that it be adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Speaker of the House may, and he is hereby directed to, ap- 
poins a select committee, consisting of five members of this 8 be selected 
rom the Committee on Agriculture, to take into consideration such measures as 
may tend to promote the agricultural interests of the country, to investigate the 
system and workings of the Department of ep, Pose pe and report. by bill or 
otherwise, such additional ge peer as may be deemed necessary for the promo- 
tion of the Department of Agriculture and the advancement and protection of 
agricultural interests. Said committee may sit during the recess, and shall have 
power to send fer persons and papers, to employ a clerk, 2 and such 
other persons as may be necessary to such investigation. And in order to defray 
the expenses of said investigation the Clerk of the House is directed to pay to the 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, out of the 88 fund of the House, the sum 
of $3,000, whose receipt shall be a good and sufficient voucher to the Clerk in the 
settlement of his accounts. The aforesaid sum of money, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, shall be disbursed on vouchers approved by the chairman of 
said committee, and the t-at-Arms shall make report to this House in detail 
of the manner in which said sum has been expended, accompanied by vouch: 
which report, when examined and ap; ed by the Committee of Accounts, s 
be deemed a sufficient settlement of his accountability therefor, and any unex- 
pended balance in his hands shall be paid by him into the Treasury to the credit of 
the fund from which it is paid. 


Mr. CONGER. Does that make an appropriation? 
The SPEAKER. If it does make an appropriation it to the 
Committee of the Whole. The gentleman will state his point of order. 
Mr.CONGER. The Chair has stated it. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has been advised the money is to be 
paid ont of the contingent fund of the House. 
Mr. CONGER. If it comes out of the contingent fund of the House 
it requires an appropriation. 
Mr. LE FEVRE. The money has already been appropriated to the 
contingent fund. 
The SPEAKER. It has never been held to be subject to the rule 
uiring subject-matters to Be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole. The practice of the House is to the contrary where the money 
is 3 paid out of the contingent fund or from money already appro- 
riated. 
p Mr. CONGER. Then I should like to move an amendment to the 
resolution. I do not see why we should not allow this investigation 
to be made under the Committee on Agriculture instead of making a 
ee committee. I think we have already special committees 
enough. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks under the resolution the Com- 
mittee on eee is to have this power. 

Mr. CONGER. But the resolution gives additional power to send 
for persons and papers; to which I see no objection, but I see no neces- 
sity for a special committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan suggests that in- 
stead of a select committee the matter be referred to the entire Com- 
mittee on iculture. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir; the investigation shall take place by the 
standing Committee on Agriculture, instead of making, as the resolu- 
tion pro , a special committee. 

Mr. LE FEVRE, The resolution merely proposes a selection by 
the Speaker from the Committee on Agriculture for the puposes for 
this investigation. But I have no objection to the modification sug- 
gested vy the 8 from W 

The SPE R. There being no objection, that modification will 
be made. The resolution is before the House. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I do not understand the ment. 

The SPEAKER. The modification of the resolution is to the effect 
that the IVen ganon shall be made by the Committee on Agriculture 
instead of providing for a special committee for that e 

Mr. D LL. But the phraseology of the ER on must be 
very much changed in order to confer on the Committee on Agricult- 
ure what is proposed to be done in the resolution. A new resolution 
ought to be introduced rather than the adoption of the pending reso- 
lution with the amendments suggested. 

Mr. BUCKNER. It seems to me this work cannot be done except 
during the vacation of Hiren red as I understand it, and this 
committee is to be organized for the purpose of going through the 
country taking testimony and making the investigation suggested. 

Mr. LE FE . There is nothing in the report indicating any- 
thing of the kind. It is proposed that this committee shall look into 
the system and working of the Department of Agriculture and to 
report by bill or otherwise such pe rere as may be deemed best for 
the advancement and promotion of agriculture. 

Mr. BUCKNER. But the resolution provides for sitting during the 


recess. 

Mr. LE FEVRE. The bill was offered at the beginning of the last 
session and was sent to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. DUNNELL. It poros also the committee shall haye power 
to send for persons and papers. Iam willing this power should be 
conferred on the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. BUCKNER. It seems to me this power now belongs to the 
Committee on Agriculture when in session. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota suggests the 
words “to sit during recess” be stricken out. 

Mr. LE FEVRE. That is proper. As I have said, the resolution 
was introduced during the extra session and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to that amendment. 
If it is necessary that the committee should sit during the recess it 
can come in at the end of this session and ask for that power. 

Mr. AIKEN rose. ` 

Mr. LE FEVRE. Have I the floor? 

The SPEAKER. `The gentleman has the floor and will proceed. 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire to offer the following amendment: 

JJC nizing the publi 

co: er ropriety of consolida or reo! 
dens or conservatories Pe a , or their iota abolido. ig 

Mr. LE FEVRE. I accept that amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. LE FEVRE. I now demand a vote on the resolution. 

Mr. AIKEN, In this section of the Hall, owing to the confusion, 
we have been unable to hear what is the question before the House, 
or the remarks made by the gentleman from Ohio. I simply desire 
to know whether the resolution has been offered by the gentleman 
from Ohio or whether it is a report from the Committee on Agricult- 


ure. 
The SPEAKER. It is a report from the Committee on Agriculture. 
Mr. AIKEN, Will the Chair please have the resolution again read. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution, as amended, will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


to in te the system and workings of the Department of 9 
and to consider the propriety of consolidating or reorganising the public ens 
or conservatories o i or otherwise 


m. And inorder to defray the expenses of said Meg. pacing t 4 2 77 
‘ouse out of the 


of money, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be disbursed on vouchers 


of said committee, and the Se: 


approved by the chairman t-at-Arms shall make 
report to this House in detail of the manner in which said sum has been ded, 
roved by the Com- 


accompanied by vouchers, which report when 5 
mittee of Accounts shall be deemed asuffleient settlement of his accountability 
therefor, and any unexpended balance in his ds shall be paid by him into the 
Treasury to the credit of the fund from which it is paid. 

Mr. LE FEVRE. Mr. Speaker, in presenting this resolution I have 
in view but one object, and that is of great importance and vast pro- 
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ions. I have a seen it stated, and without investigat- 


g the matter myself I am inclined to accept the statement as true, 
that one-half the people of this country is either directly engaged in 
agricultural pursuits, or in business closely allied and dependent in 
a measure upon the labors and productions of the farmer. This being 
true, it would seem that the legislation of this country has been 
sadly at fault, as but little if any national legislation has ever been 
enacted for the protection of the farmer and the advancement of the 
great interests which he alone represents. All other interests are 
ampl arded and fostered, but this one of agriculture seems to have 
been eit to take care of itself. And toa t extent it has taken 
care of itself. Where else on the broad of the earth has any 
country taken such rapid strides forward? In what other country 
has the forests been subdued and the waste places been made to bloom 
as in our own? With all the fostering care of the monarchies of the 
Old World for those engaged in agricultural pursuits, our hardy yeo- 
men have outstripped them in everything—in the reclamation of 
lands, in the invention of labor-saving machinery, in the production 
of the soil; and this, allow me to say, without any protection from 
the General Government ; in other words, our farmers have advanced 
and prospered in spite of our neglect. How much more rapidly might 
they have advanced had we extended to them the same encourage- 
ment, the same protection, and the same fostering care as that en- 
Joya by those engaged in a like calling in the older countries of the 
wor 

Notwithstanding recent depression in business, the area devoted 
to cultural cultivation and use is every year e: and ex- 
panning: Of the cereals and all those staples of the n and the 

necessary for the sustenance of our people the increase during 
the past few years has been wonderful; so great, indeed, that the 
5 is almost beyond calculation. The following brief table 
fully illustrates the extent and importance of the cereal crops of the 
country; they are given but for two yam but this is cient to 
illustrate the great yearly increase both in the amount of land culti- 
vated and the productions: 


Total number of acres and bushels of the cereal crops of the United States. 


34, 441, 400 
10, 177, 000 


2, 178, 934, 646 


Barley 
Buekwheat 


Think of the vast interests affected by these productions! Not 
only our own country is abundantly supplied but our surplus is almost 
large enough to supply all Parepe: In these productions the labor- 
ing-man is given employment; in their preparation for market the 
mechanic finds ready work at remunerative wages; but the middle- 
man, the merchant, the railroads, and the speculators get the profits. 
Take, for instance, the history of the transportation of wheat from 
the West to the Atlantic seaboard for last 8 and the present sea- 
son. The transportation of wheat from the West last year to the 
cities of the eastern seaboard was less than six cents per bushel, 
while this year it has been advanced more than double that amount. 
And mark you this action of the railroads has been taken when there 
was an enormous crop to be transported inst a limited one last 
year. This crop had to be removed; the railroad corporations under- 
stood this, took advantage of the situation, raised their prices to more 
than double former rates, and thereby imposed a heavy and outrageous 
tax upon the farmer. The distance to market was no ter this year 
than last, but the crop was l rand must be mar This the rail- 
road companies knew, hence this extortionate tax upon the producer. 
Herein is where the farmer and the laboring-man need protection 
protection against the combinations which capital alone can make. 
And this, Mr. Speaker, is one of the principal points to be investigated 
by this proposed committee. 

It is hardly worth while for me to dwell on this subject. Our 
country is of vast extent, and our climate and soil is capable of pro- 
ducing everything necessary for the comfort and well-being of our 
people in the greatest abundance. We raise many things in limited 
quantities which we can raise in greater abundance, Weimport vast 
quantities of sugar, for the payment of which we export vast sums 
of gold. Wecan do better than this; we can raise our own sugar 
and keep our gold at home. How and where? Let this committee 
investigate and determine, and present such protective measures as 
may be necessary. The production of sugar in unlimited quantities 
will soon follow. So with everything except those articles which 
can only be produced in the tropics, and they are principally luxuries 
which we can do without. 

There is no interest of greater importance to us as a people than 
that of agriculture, nor any for the advancement of which Congress 
ean afford to legislate more freely or more liberally. The improvement 


of the methods of practical agriculture by the 3 of scien- 
tific knowledge is of great importance. It is our duty as legi rs 
to provide means liberally for the investigation of subjects of such 
interest as individual enterprise cannot reach. In this connection 
permit me to refer to our live-stock interests. 

In 1875 we had in the United States (estimated) 11,149,800 horses 
and mules, 27,870,700 head of cattle, 35,935,300 head of sheep, and 
25,726,800 head of swine. In 1877 Great Britain and Ireland had but 
6,115,491 cattle, 30,000,000 sheep, and 2,422,232 head of hogs. It will 
be seen from these figures how much greater our interests in live stock 
are than those of the people of Great Britain, and yet that govern- 
ment has a most stringent law for the protection of its domesticated 
animals from the spread and ravages of contagious and infectious dis- 
eases. Our interests are greater than they were in 1875, but if there 
has been no increase in the numbers of farm animals we have to-da: 
at least 100,000,000 head of the four principal classes of farm soak 
named above. If we average these at the low sum of $3 per head 
we have a money value of $300,000,000. These animals are all sub- 
ject to deadly contagious and infectious diseases, and unless some 

eral protective law can be passed the increase of loss to the farm- 
ing community must be at an alarming ratio with each recurri 
ear. An eminent veterinarian, in summing up the losses occasion 
y the rav. of pleuro-pneumonia perce 2 cattle in Europe, says 
that England imported lung fever of cattle in 1842, just one year be- 
fore it was brought to the United States, where it has continued up 
to the present time. Up to 1869 it is estimated that Great Britain 
had lost, almost exclusively from this disease, 5,549,780 head of cat- 
tle, worth £83,616,854, or, say, $400,000,000. For the succeeding nine 
years, up to 1878, the losses have been equally as heavy, making a 
total loss of perhaps $500,000,000 in deaths alone, without counting 
the contingent expenses of deteriorated health, loss of markets, pro- 
geny, crops, dising infection, quarantine, &c. And yet England has a 
contagious-disease (animals) act. What might have been the losses 
from this one isolated disease had it not been surrounded with all 
the saf of a law drawn with the greatest care and carried out 
with the strictest fidelity! 

About twenty-five years a disease made its appearance among 
hogs in some of the great -growing States of the West. It at- 
tracted but little attention at first, but as it continued to spread from 
one State to another, and seemed to become more fatal with eve 
recurring year, farmers and stock-growers, and occasionally a physi- 
cian and surgeon, would devote a little attention to a cursory investi- 
gation of the malady, but no definite results were obtained until very 
recently—not until Con made an sppropiaton to commence and 
carry forward an investigation which should result in revealing the 
true nature and cause of this disease. The investigation has not yet 
been completed, but the infectious and contagious character of swine 
plague has been determined beyond question. For several years past 
the losses from this disease have been estimated at from $20,000,000 
to $25,000,000 per annum. The disease has prevailed in this country 
for near a quarter of a century, and if we place the annual losses 
during the past decade at $15,000,000 per annum, we have a total loss, 
sustained principally by the farmers of the country, of $150,000,000, 
For the other fifteen years of the comparative infancy of the disease 
the losses no doubt amounted to as mach more, making the total loss 
from this one disease of $300,000,000. Already several Euro 
goroni have prohibited the importation of our smoked meats 

use of the prevalence of this disease among swine, and in all 
probability others will soon follow. Here, then, is another disease 
of a purely contagious character, which it seems is even more de- 
structive than that of pleuro-pneumonia among cattle. What can we 
do to protect the farmers of the country against the ravages of these 
destructive diseases? They must be eradicated ın some way, or else 
our great stock interests will speedily be destroyed. No individual 
enterprise or combination of farmers can make headway against such 
epidemics as these. It is only through a combination of all the peo- 
ple, aided by a stringent law, that any good can be effected. Money 
will be required, which Congress should grant willingly. But in mak- 
ing such 5 we must see that its disbursement is put in 
the hands of proper persons. We might appropriate millions here, and 
unless the appropriations are properly g ed they might be fool- 
ishly and lavishly frittered away without the accomplishment of any 
cape whatever. And this brings me to the consideration of the last 
clause of the resolution which I have submitted for the consideration 
of this House. 

Without intending any disrespect, or knowing thereasons therefor, I 
state a fact when I say that there seems to be a want of confidence ex- 
isting between the members of this House and the head of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. Whether the fault lies with the Commissioner 
of Agriculture or with my colleagues on this floor is a matter of which 
Iam ignorant; but let the fault rest where it may, it is a fact patent 
to a large majority of the members of this House. I therefore state 
only what is generally known when I give expression to this fact, 
and, without inquiring into any of the reasons 1 this misun- 
derstanding, I say it is due to the Commissioner of Agriculture as well 
as to myself and my coll es on this floor that an investigation of 
the system and working of the Department over which he presides 
should be had. So far as I know to the contrary, the Commissioner 
of Agriculture is active and eficient in the discharge of his duties, 
and guards carefully the interests of the Government, Some months 
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o I had business transactions with him m and in this case I 
thought he was overzealous in protecting the interests of the Govern- 
ment at my expense. This transaction, however, has had no influence 
in the introduction of this resolution. I introduce itsolely in behalf 
of the great interests of agriculture, which can be greatly subserved 
by bringing that Department in harmony with the legislative branch 
of the Government. If there is anything wrong with the system 
under which the Department is being conducted, let us know it that 
we may be able to intelligently apply a pune If further legisla- 
tion is n to give dignity and add confidence to the Depart- 
ment, let us know that. I am satisfied that this Department, if prop- 
erly managed and properly aided, can be of immense advantage to 
the agricultural interests of the country, and for one I am ready to 
vote it all the aid, materially and otherwise, that is necessary to bring 
it up to the highest standard of usefulness. 

. AIKEN. Is that report open to amendment? 

The SPEAKER, It is, if the previous question is not sustained. The 
previous question, if sustained, shuts off amendments under the rule. 
Mr. AI I hope the previous question will not be sustained. 

The question being taken on seconding the demand for the previous 
question, there were—ayes 62, noes 34. 

So (further count not being insisted on) the previous question was 
seconded and the main question ordered ; which was en the adoption 
of the resolution as amended. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I call for the yeas and nays on the 
adoption of the resolution. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays, there were ayes 22, 
more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let the other side be counted. 

The other side was counted; and there were noes 100. 

So (the affirmative not being one-fifth of the whole vote) the yeas 
and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. WHITE. I call for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 19 voting therefor, not one-fifth of 
a quorum. 
e SPEAKER. The question is on ing to the resolution. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. Upon that I for a division. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 77, noes 26. 

So (further count not being called for) the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. LE FEVRE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UTE INDIAN RESERVATION IN COLORADO. 


Mr. SCALES. I am instructed by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
to report back the joint resolution (H. R. No. 142) to create a com- 
mission to negotiate with the Ute Indians for the extinguishment of 
their title to the Ute reservation, and as a substitute therefor the 
Senate joint resolution (S. R. No. 51) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to negotiate with the Ute Indians for the relinquishment 
of their reservations in Colorado and their removal and settlement 
elsewhere, with an amendment thereto. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order that the joint resolution 
requires an appropriation and must have its first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SCALES, That is true; but I hope the gentleman from Mich- 
igan will not insist upon that point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. I think the resolution itself is so faulty that it 
should not be passed in its present shape. 

Mr. SCALES. I trast the gentleman will allow the House to con- 
sider the joint resolution. It is of t importance and is so judged 
by the Department. Before the Chair rules on the point of order I 
desire to be heard for a few moments. 

Mr. ANER, I have no objection to that if the point of order be 
reserved. 

The SPEAKER. All the gentleman’s rights will be reserved. 

Mr. SCALES. A short time ago we were on the eve of a very 
bloody war in the Ute Territory. By the prompt action of the Sec- 


Te of the Interior a temporary peace has been brought about. 
This is for the purpose of securing that peace and making it perma- 
nent. It proposes the removal of these Ute Indians only with their 


own consent—that consent which the treaty requires, We follow 
the treaty strictly. It is proposed that we should thus get those In- 
dians out of the way of the miners. There never can be anything 
like permanent peace in that country until thisisdone. Representa- 
tives of those Indians are now on their way to this capital, and the 
Secretary of the Interior soapy asks that he may havea commission 
appointed or may be authorized himself to negotiate a on terms 
which look to permanency with this tribe when they shall come here. 
And I will say for the information of the House that this is not at 
all final. It is all subject to the approbation of the House, when the 
Secretary of the Interior shall hereafter make his report as to what 
he hasdone. There is nothing in the joint resolution, it seems to me, 
to which any gentleman can object. It simply gives the Secretary 
power to avert a cruel and bloody war which has already been com- 
menced. I do hope that objection will not be made, but that the 
House will consider the qos resolution now, and will allow the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to do this. And if it shall be found that any- 


thing wrong has been done to the Indian, or that any money has been 
improperly appropriated, the House will then have its remedy by 


1 or d =r eles 

r. SAMFORD. I wish to ask the gentleman how it is that this 

cannot be done without an appropriation? 

ee SCALES. Because if you have a commission you have to pay 
em. 

Mr. CONGER. While the point of order is pending I cannot dis- 
cuss this bill. I will only say that on its face it is absurd. It pro- 
vides that the House shall confer the treaty-making power of this 
nation, by a special act requiring a treaty to be negotiated, on an offi- 
cer of the Government not recognized by the Constitution or by the 
laws as haying any authority to make tresties; and then it provides 
that a treaty thus irregularly made by an unauthorized power shall 
not be a treaty unless confirmed by the House of Representatives, 
which under the Constitution has nothing to do with the confirma- 
tion of treaties in any manner whatever. 

There is another point about it. This bill provides that the con- 
sent to be obtained shall be given only for those Indians of the tribe 
who are not connected with warlike operations, and the decision 
of that point is left to whoever it may be. Now, there may be two 
Indians or ten Indians come here and assert that they are the only 
Indians of the tribe who are friendly; and their assent to any prop- 
osition of this kind will violate and destroy the solemn obligation 
heretofore given by the United States that these Indians have 
their reservation forever. 

Sir, we know how the Indians have been driven from their reser- 
vations; how the pledges of the United States have been and are 
violated from day to day and from year to year. The world knows 
that these violations of the treaty obligations of the United States 
have led to more wars and more massacres and murders than any- 
thing else, and those violations have been committed for the purpose 
of getting from the Indians lands which are desired by the whites. 

‘or fifty years in British North America, where there are Indians 
of all classes and es, there has never been an Indian war. Why? 
Because the British government has dealt justly with the Indians in 
all that stretch of territory from Labrador to the Pacific Ocean. 
There never has been a war there among the Indians becanse the gov- 
ernment has adhered to its promises to the Indians and has protected 
them in their reservations. 

In our country a frontier war with the Indians is got up by a few 
men, and then a petition is presented to Con to take from the 
Indians their lands and to fix the conditions upon which those lands 
shall be taken, so that the rights of the Indians shall in no manner 
be protected. à 8 

I object to this whole system of wholesale plunder of the Indians. 
I am not one of those who believe that the best Indian is a dead 
Indian. Iam not one of those who believe that it conduces to the 
honor of the Government or the of the United States to violate 
1 obligation that we may aR with the Indians within our bor- 

ors. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BELFORD. I ask consent of the House to submit a few re- 
marks at this time in reply to what has been said by the gentleman 
from Michigan, [Mr. CoNGER.] This is a matter in which my State 
is deeply interested. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It will come up to-morrow in the morning hour. 

Mr. SCALES. If this joint resolution is to be passed at all before 
the holidays it must pass to-day. I have waited until to-day for the 
purpose of obtaining an opportunity to report this bill from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs in my own right, and not be required to ask 
the unanimous consent of the House to report it. There is nothing 
in the joint resolution to which the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 
CoNGER] or any other man can object, I do not care what his love 
for the Indian may be. I hope the House will give its consent to 
consider this joint resolution at this time. 

The head of one of the great Departments of this Government con- 
siders this a matter of very great importance, and I hope the House 
will pay that much respect to him as to pass this joint resolution, so 
as to give him an porong to settle this question of peace or war 
with the Indians. hope the House will give unanimous consent 
that the consideration of this subject may be continued now until 
disposed of. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There is no use in our continuing the debate upon 
this subject, with the point of order pending made by the gentleman 
from Michigan, [Mr. CONGER. 

Mr.SCALES. Then I ask 
Committee of the Whole. f 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to the discussion being contin- 
ued, but I reserve my right to insist upon the point of order if I shal] 
choose to do so. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I object to further debate upon it while the 
point of order is pending. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I donotsee the necessity for any further debate. 
I think we should act upon this joint resolution atonce. It is,asthe 
gentleman from North Carolin (Mr. Scares] has said, a matter of 
nit until 
finite and 


at it be considered in the House as in 


such supreme moment that we should not delay action u 
after the holidays. Now is the time to give this matter 
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final consideration. I hope, therefore, that unanimous consent will 
be given to consider this joint resolution in the House at this time. 

Gentlemen who live in the Eastern States of this country can haye 
no idea of the anxiety and distress of mind to which the people of 
the Western States are subjected on account of threatened Indian 
hostilities. Every measure that will tend to settle these troubles 
should receive the immediate consideration of the House. I hope the 
House will consider this proposition on its merits at this time. 

Mr. CONGER, On that point let me say this: let the majority of 
this House provide a sufficient force in our Army to protect the fron- 
tier settlements. Let them bring in a bill of that kind, and we can 
pass it to-day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Army is ample now for that purpose. 

Mr. WILSON, The 1 Se officers who in good faith 
will carry out the treaties of the Government. 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan | Mr. CONGER] 
insist upon his point of order? 

Mr. CONGER. I do. 

The SPEAKER. Then the joint resolution will be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SCALES. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the joint resolu- 
tion just referred. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain the motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole, but it is for the committee itself to deter- 
mine what business they will proceed to consider. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Pending the motion to go into Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolu- 
tions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (S. R. No. 26) to transfer the arsenal propert in 
the city of Charleston, South Carolina, to the trustees of the Holy 
Communion Church Institute for the use and accommodation of said 
school; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. No. 52) authorizing payment of the salaries 
of the employés of Congress on the 19th of December, 1879. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The motion to go into Committee of the Whole was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. REAGAN in the chair) and p. 
to the consideration of the Public Calendar. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1715) to 
repeal certain sections of the Revised Statutes and to amend certain 
sections of the Revised Statutes and of the Statutes at Large relating 
to the removal of causes from State courts. 

Mr. SCALES. I move that this bill be laid aside. 

The motion was to. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


The next business on the Calendar was a resolution, reported by 
Mr. Munch from the Committee on Public Buildings and Groun 
proposing to authorize and direct that committee to inquire into a 
matters pertaining to the preparation and furnishing of material for 
the construction of public buildings, &. 

Mr. SCALES. I move that this resolution be laid aside. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ENLARGEMENT OF HOUSE RESTAURANT. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2265) to 
direct the Architect of the Capitol to move the House bathing-rooms 
for the enlargement of the House restaurant. 

Mr. SCALES. I move that this bill be laid aside. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CLERK AND MESSENGER FOR SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 


The next business on the Calendar was a resolution reported by 
Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, from the Committee of Accounts, pro 
ing to anthorize the Sergeant-at-Arms to employ an additional clerk 
and messenger. 

Mr. SCABES. I move that this resolution be laid aside. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SALE OF PROPERTY IN NEW YORK CITY. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2268) to 
authorize the sale of certain property in the city of New York; which, 
on motion of Mr. Scalxs, was laid aside. 


COMMERCIAL RELATIONS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the following resolution, 
reported on the 13th of June last by Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, 
from the Committee on Commerce: 


Resolved, That the sub-committee of the Committee on Commerce to whom has 
been referred the resolution of the House of Representatives adopted on the 4th 
instant on the subject of the commercial relations of the country, and who are 
authorized to inquire by what means our foreign trade may be best promoted and 
foreign markets opened to American products and manufactures, have leave to sit 
at such times and places as shall seem to them expedient during the recess of Con- 

to administer oaths and take testimony, to em loy a clerk and si 
oreaaid 


gress, i tenographer 
at a fair compensation; and for the purposes aft e sum of $2,500 be, — 


hereby, appropriated, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House of Rep- 
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resentatives, for the use of said committee, on the requisition of the chairman, 
whose receipt shall be a good and sufficient voucher therefor. 

Mr. SCALES. I move that this resolution be laid aside. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I trust that the committee will not decide to lay 
this resolution aside. On the 4th of Jast June this House adopted a 
resolution authorizing a sub-committee of the Committee on Com- 
merce to make an inquiry into the commercial relations of this coun- 


act SCALES. Mr. Chairman, is debate in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. SCALES. I insist on my motion. 

. It is for the committee to decide whether they will 

is over. 

Mr. SCALES. It is; but debate is not in order. 

Mr. ACKLEN. A single objection to laying a subject aside neces- 
sitates a vote of the committee on its consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the rule which governs the 
Committee of the Whole in this proceeding. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union bills shall be taken up 
and of in their order on the Calendar; but when objection is made to the 
consideration of a bill a majority of the committee shall decide without debate 
whether it shall be taken up and disposed of or laid aside. 


The motion of Mr. Scalxs to lay the resolution aside was agreed to. 
REIMBURSEMENT FOR EXPENSES IN WAR OF 1812, 


The next business on the Calendar was tke bill (H. R. No. 2272) 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to examine and settle the 
accounts of certain States and the city of Baltimore growing ont of 
moneys expended by said States and the city of Baltimore for mili- 
tary Pavone during the war of 1812; which, on motion of Mr. SCALES, 
was laid aside. 

IMPROVEMENT TO TWELVE-MILE BAYOU, ETC. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1915) to 
improve the navigation of Twelye-Mile Bayou and the lakes between 
Shreveport, Louisiana, and Jefferson, Texas, and for other purposes ; 
which, on motion of Mr. SCALES, was laid aside. 


QUARANTINE HOSPITAL, HAMPTON ROADS, VIRGINIA. 
The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2332) to 
rovide for the establishment of a quarantine hospital in Hampton 
Roads, Virginia; which, on motion of Mr. ScaLES, was laid aside. 
DUTIES ON IMPORTED MERCHANDISE. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 167) to 
explain the Revised Statutes relative to duties on imported merchan- 
dise; which, on motion of Mr. ScaLxs, was laid aside. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN INDIANA. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2384) 
amendatory of and supplemen to the act providing for the holding 
of terms of the district and circuit courts of the United States at Fort 
Wayne, Indiana, approved June 18, 1878; which, on motion of Mr. 
Sca.es, was laid aside. 


CLAIMS AGAINST GOVERNMENT OF NICARAGUA. 


The next business on the Calendar was the resolution presented on 
the 30th of June last by Mr. ACKLEN, providing for the appointment 
of a select committee of five members to inquire into claims of citi- 
zens of the United States against the government of Nicaragua. 

Mr. SCALES. I move that this resolution be laid aside. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I object. I would like a vote of the Committee of 
the Whole on the question. 

Mr. SCALES. U insist that debate is not in order. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Will the gentleman permit the reading of a report 
in this case ? . 

The CHAIRMAN. That would be in the nature of debate. 

The motion of Mr. Scalxs to lay aside the resolution was agreed to. 

COLLECTION OF THE REVENUES. ; 

The next business on the Calendar was a joint resolution (S. No. 44) 
appointing a joint committee of the two Houses of Con to take 
into consideration what changes, if any, ought to be made in the 
mode of guarding or collecting the revenue and appropriating the 
money so collected; which, on motion of Mr. SCALES, was laid aside. 

GOVERNMENT OBSERVATORY. i 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 674) to 
locate and purchase a new site for the United States Naval Observa- 
tory; which, on motion of Mr. Scalxs, was laid aside. 

LEAF-TOBACCO. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 933) to 
repeal so much of the sixth clause of section 3244 of the Revised 
Statntes of the United States as prohibits farmers and planters from 
selling leaf-tobacco at retail directly to consumers without the pay- 
ment of a special tax, and to allow farmers and planters to sell leaf- 
tobacco of their own production to other persons than manufacturers 
of tobacco without special tax; which, on motion of Mr. SCALES, was 
laid aside. 

INTERSTATE IMMIGRATION. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1058) to 
encourage interstate immigration and for other purposes; which, on 
motion of Mr. SCALES, was laid aside. 
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NEGOTIATIONS WITH UTE INDIANS. 

The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. No. 
51) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the 
Ute Indians for the relinquishment of their reservations in Colorado, 
and their removal and settlement elsewhere. 

. The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Be it resolved, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, author- 
ized and empowered, through a commission of five persons to be appointed by the 
President, or by direct negotiation, as he may deem best, to enter into an a agron. 
ment with such of the Ute Indians in Colorado as have not, by acts of hostility 
against the United States or othe forfeited their rights under existing trea- 

es, for the extinguishment of their title to their reservation in said State, and to 
obtain their consent to their removal and settlement in the Indian Territory or else- 
where, And the said Secretary of the Interior shall report his gs under 
this resolution to Con, for its consideration and approval. The expense of such 
negotiation to be paid by the United States, for which Lack ies the sum of $10,000, 
or so much thereof as may be noong, is hereby appropriated out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs was 
read, as follows: 

Strike out in lines 9 to 12 the following words: “ Their reservation in said State 
and for their removal and settlement in some suitable place not in the Indian Ter- 
ritory,” and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

So much of their reservation in said State as may be deemed desirable or neces- 
sary in the judgment of said commission or Secretary of the Interior, and for their 
removal and settlement in some other suitable place in the State of Colorado; Pro- 
vided, That said commission or Secretary of the Interior, inany agreement made with 
said tribe of Utes for the cession of any part of their reservation in Colorado, shall 
obtain, before said cession shall be valid, the consent of said Ute tribe of Indians, as 
provided in section 16 of the treaty e at the city of Washington on the 2d day 
of March, 1868, between the Government of the United States and said tribe of Ute 
Indians: And provided, That no agreement made with said tribe of Indians shall 
be valid unless agreed to by three-fourths of all the adult male Indians who have 
not forfeited their rights as aforesaid, occupying or interested in the same: And 
provided, That Congress shall confirm said cession. 

Mr. SCALES. Mr. Chairman, I am not disposed to cut off debate; 
but I take it for granted that everybody understands this question. 
Therefore, if it be agreeable to the committee, I will ask that general 
debate be closed, by unanimous consent, in twenty minutes. It can 
then run on under the five-minute rule if gentlemen think proper ; 
but I ask now unanimous consent that general debate be closed in 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the debate run on awhile to see whether it is 
likely to be prolonged. 

Mr. SCALES. I ask unanimous consent in committee to close the 
debate in twenty minutes. 

Mr. HOOKER. It cannot be done in committee. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Many of the members desire to discuss 
this bill, and I doubt whether twenty minntes will suffice. 

Mr.SCALES. What longer time, then, does the gentleman mention? 

Mr. BRIGHT. The committee has not power to fix the time for 
closing debate. The debate can run on until the committee rises. 

Mr, SCALES. I move the committee rise, then, for the purpose of 
fixing the time for closing debate. 

Mr. CONGER. I doubt whether you will get in committee again 
if you rise now. The gentleman had better go on discussing the bill, 

. SCALES. I will go on with it for the present, and I give no- 
tice that if I find the debate continues too long, I shall then move 
that the committee rise for the purpose of closingit. I yield, in the 
first place, to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] for ten 
minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, there is no proposition more easi- 
ly demonstrated than this, The Utes must go.” The time has ar- 
rived in the progress of this country when civilization has reached 
the very border of the Ute reservation. A large and populous set- 
tlement of industrious and hardy pioneers has already reached the 
reservation line, and such is the disposition of the white people on 
the line of that reservation, and such are the probabilities of fre- 

uent crossing by Indians and whites of the imaginary line dividing 
them, that all efforts to preserve peace on that border will prove 
futile in the future unless the Indians are removed. 

We must meet this question now as legislators—meet it squarely 
and candidly, dealing justly with the Indians as well as the whites, 
having in view the imperative necessities of the case. 

It will not do for gentlemen to say that the Government of the 
United States desires to drive these Indians step yer from the 
reservations until they are driven off the continent. The gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. ConGER] a few moments ago said that we were 
driving the Indians from one reservation to another with a view to 
their final expulsion from the country. He does not seem to remem- 
ber that the State which he has now the honor in part to represent 
was, but a few short years ago, in the possession of the Indians; and 
he seems to have forgotten foe his constituents came into the pos- 
‘session of it; how the State of Michigan became a State of this 
Union, represented by members upon this floor, freed from the pres- 
ence of Indians, He does not state those facts. I might go over the 
history of the country from the time of the landing of the Pilgrims 
at Plymouth Rock, and the Cavaliers at Jamestown, and follow their 
tread over the continent, and the history is the same from that time 
to the present. 

The Indian has been all the time going westward ; he must continue 
to go; he must be civilized or give way to civilization. There can- 
not exist on the continent at the same time and in the same place civ- 
ilization and barbarism. “Westward the course of empire takes its 


way;” its march is as irresistible as that of Sherman’s to the sea. 
No Indian treaties, no Interior Department regulations, no Indian 
Bureau contrivances can stop the onward flow of white emigration 
or prevent Anglo-Saxon civilization from occupying every foot of land 
on the continent. Do what we may, enact whatever laws the wisdom 
of Con may deyise, organize peace commissions as nnmerous as 
the tribes of Indians themselves, indulge in sentimental speeches and 
overflow with sympathetic tears over the wrongs of the poor Indian 
as much as we may, yet the intrepid march of the white pioneer will 
gradually settle down upon every acre of the public domain, and the 
savage Indian must go. There is an irrepressible conflict between civ- 
ilization and barbarism; the result of this conflict is written upon 
every page of our country’s 3 Civilization has triumphed; it 
will continue to triumph; barbar must give way. Our progress 
is irresistible ; such is the lesson of the past; as legislators we must 
recognize it and act accordingly. Expressions of sympathy for “ Lo, 
the poor Indian,” will not solve the difficulties of the situation. 
We must provide by suitable legislation for having these Indiaus re- 
moved in such a manner as will as far as possible conserve the public 
and do justice to them. Ido not believe in treating with In- 
ians on the ground that they are ourequals. That time has passed ; 
it is a fruitless policy. It has been demonstrated all through the his- 
tory of the country that treaty negotiations with the Indians have 
resulted in cheating them. Therefore I propose a different policy in 
regard to them. It is the policy of regarding the whole of the land 
within the limits of the jurisdiction of the United States as public do- 
main, and treating the Indians as they are defined to be under the four- 
teenth amendment of the Constitution of the United States, ascitizens 
of the United States. And, sir, as citizens they must be taught to obey 
the law. They must understand that when they kill innocent people 
they are guilty of murder and must suffer the consequences. Ever 
since the history of Indian warfare began down to the present time 
there has not been a more cruel, a more wanton, or a more unpro- 
voked massacre than that which recently occurred at the Milk River 
agency, when the Meekers and others were slaughtered in cold blood 
by Ute savages. And after onr Army had gone there, having noth- 
ing but peaceable motives toward law-abiding Utes, they were set 
upon by the Indians in ambush and many of our bravest officers and 
soldiers were killed with an utter disregard of civilized warfare. 
Yet there are Representatives in Congress who say we must protect 
these Indians while they are killing and murdering our people on the 
ai aor and attacking our Army at every opportunity. 
show you, Mr. Chairman, we should not treat with these In- 
dians as equals, I ask that añ extract from the proceedings of the 
recent conference held at Los Pinos, as published by the Associated 
Press on the 9th instant, may be read for the information of the com- 
mittee. 

The Clerk read as follows: a 

On Saturday, at noon, the Utes came into the agency and took seats inside the 
agency building. Jack, Colorow, and twelve other White River Utes, and of 
course Ouray, were present. When the Indians and the commissioners had taken 
seats, General Hatch addressed the Indians, setting forth the full demands of the 
commissioners, their right to make the demands, and_ the patience already exer- 
cised with the Utes. Lo-day,“ he said, is your last chance. We will wait no 
longer. We want your final answer, and we want no evasions.““ The list of the 
Utes charged by the agency women in eet part in the massacre was then read, 
and the 124 — put by General Hatch, “ Will you surrender the men whose names 
are in this paper, to bè tried, and if guilty punished, and if innocent acquitted P’ 
The question was put twice, and, after a consultation, evasive answers were returned 
both times. When the question was re the third time, Ouray replied, with- 
out consulting the other Utes, “How do we know that these In 8 you name 
were at White River at the time of the massacre, or, even if they were there, we 
do not know they were concerned in it. These women mentioned names which 
came first to the lips, whether they know them to have been goog or not. We 
arty depend on what they say.” That is what we depend on, said General 

ateh. 

A MENACING SCENE. 

General Adams then addressed the Indians, making a speech of over an hour's 
duration, saying, among other things, that the commissioners did not want to pun- 
ish Colorow, Jack, and others who took part in the Thornburgh fight, but the cow- 
ardly dogs who participated in the massacre of the unarmed men at the agency, 
closing by saying, “ We want those Utes and we will have them.” 

The Indians held a cousultation in low tones among themselves, but did not seem 
inclined to 8 all, when General Hatch again rose and asked if the guilty 
Indians were to be surrendered, saying he had made the last aj 

No one moved or spoke for a few moments, when Colorow lighted a big pipe— 
the pipe of peace.“ Each Indian present drew his knife and laid it on his knees, 
the question of or war being the one pending. Colorowthen the pi 
to the next man without smoking, and it went round the circle. en the circle 
was finished he jumped to his feet, straightened up to his full height, pulled his 
belt around until the knife sheath was in front, and snatching his knife out, threw 
it quivering and ringing upon the floor. Instantly every Indian present laid his 
hand upon his knife or pistol, the whites following theirexample. The two parties 
stood fronting and defying each other for some moments, each waiting for the other 
to make a forward move. There were but six white men in the room, while the 
Indians numbered twenty-five, though there were fifteen soldiers in an adjoining 
room. 

OURAY’S CONDITION. 

Finally aoe fl spoke: “We cannot deliver up those Indians unless they are 
tried in Washington; they must not be tried in Colorado. The Colorado people 
are all our enemies, and to give them up to be tried in this State would be to sur- 
render them toa mob who would hang them. We will bring those twelve men 
here for you to see, and then those whom you decide guilty be taken to Wash- 
ington, and the President shall determine their guilt or innocence. Douglass will 
have to go; we know he was in the White River troubles, and you shall decide 
who else. Upon this condition and no other will we surrender the twelve men.” 


The chief spoke with great arrogance and boldness. . 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, our Government now numbers 
forty millions of people. We have twice whipped Great Britain, 
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once Mexico, and recently put down a rebel fon which called a mill- 
ion of men on either side into the field at me time. Is it not humil- 
iating to Anglo-Saxon blood to witness the spectacle which is de- 
scribed in the paper which the Clerk los just read? A few half-say- 
ages, representing tribes numberin‘y but about three thousand all 
told, insulting the representatives of a great government like ours! 
And we must submit. We must, accede to their demands. We must 
allow them to flourish their kines and pistols, and threaten the lives 
of our commissioners, who were merely demanding the surrender of 
those guilty of murder. I am tired of trifling with the Indians. The 
whole policy of making treaties with them is wrong. *They are citi- 
vens of the United States, and must be treated as other citizens. I 
would deal justly with them; but the law-making power must be the 
judge of what is just to them. I would advise measures of kindness 
coupled with firmness. Let us teach them agriculture and the useful 
arts; allow them locate homesteads upon the 9 8 9 5 domain, the 
same as white people; and teach them, above things, that they 
must work or starve. 

What was the cause of the recent massacre of the Meekers and 
agency employés at White River agency? The sum of poor Meek- 
er's offending was the bringing of icultural implements into the 
reservation, snd the plewing up of t eee in the vicinity of the 
agency Intidings. The gave mortal gfense to the poor Indian, and 
ihe resorted to his old and usual remedy of murder and the torch. 
‘The soldiers were ambushed and cruelly slaughtered. Can a great 
Government like this submit to suck outrages upon its citizens and 
‘soldiery? The Utes have violated the provisions of the treaty; we 
are no lenger bound to observe it. But let us do better than that. 
Let us cease making treaties to be violated as often as made, and 
proceed to legislate in the interest of white men as well as Indians, 
and do justice to koth. x 

It is impossible, Mr. Chairman, longer to keep ‘the peace on the 
border of the Ute reservation. The east line is merely an i inary 
one. The'Utes-€0 not care to observe it, and Shey nite, pele 
by rumors of rich mines within the reservation, cannot longer be 
restrained from orossing over and taking their chances of danger. 
The Utes never use the pick or the shovel. They have no use for 
implements of manual labor. They prefer the chase. If any work 
is to be done, the squaws must de it. The lords of the tribe are 
too lazy to work themselves, and will not allow white men to dig for 
gold or silver-on their reservations. 

The Ute reservation is as large as the State of Indiana. There are 
only about tkree thousand Indiane in all, and each family has on an 
average about ‘twenty-five thousand acres of land. In addition to 
this princely estate, we pay the Ute tribes annually about $78,000 in 
clothing, previsions,and money. We furnish these Indians an im- 
mense domain for a hunting-groand; we deal chem out food and 
clothing, and try to teach them agriculture and peaceful arts; we 
send agents to pay them their anuxities and deal out their rations and 
supplies. Our agents are murdered. Our agricultural implements 
are burned, and our Army attacked and our.peace commissioners in- 
sulted and defied ; yet there are newspapers aud members of Congress 
who plead for the Ute Indians as if they were the moet outrageously 
treated beings in the world. 

The.Utes have no just cause of eemplaint 8 whites or the 
Government. They have been treated like lords and princes, and 
fed and clothed at the expense of tke Government, and our kindness 
‘has been met with outrages and our bounty returned with murder of 
our.agents and the slaughter of our soldiers. Let as now remove 
them from their present reservation. A suitable reservation can be 
found elsewhere, large enough for their wants and out of the reach 
of white settlements. In making prevision for their removal I would 
consult their interests and not their votes. The Representatives of 
the people of the United States are capable of doing justice to the 
Utes, without asking them whether they will obey the laws we make 
or not. They must obey as other citizens do, and we must deal fairly 
with them as we do with other.citizens. We do not ask the colored 
people or white people or naturalized &tizens what kind of laws they 
would like to have. We should pass just laws for all, without regard 
to race, color, or previous condition. 

Iam op , therefore, to the House committee’s amendment to 
the Senate resolution. While I am op on principle to treating 
with any Indian tribes, for the reason t they are citizens and must 
be dealt with as such, yet I will favor the Senate resolution, in order 
that every effort on our part may be made to secure the peaceful re- 
moval .of the Utes from their present reservation. They must go, 
sooner or later. If we provide for their removal now we may avert 
an Indian war and save the lives of many of both races. Their re- 
moval is only a question of time. They cannot exist with civilization 
, gs Arrive borders and breaking over their lines. Following the 
fate of all their race who have refused to become civilized, they must 
3 is to their interest to go. It is manifest destiny that they 

ld go. Let us, then, provide that their going be peaceful, and 
make as liberal a provision for them in the fature as justice and 
humanity could possibly require. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee 3 rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, a message from the Senate was received by Mr. BURCH, its 
Secretary, announcing the passage of a bill (H. R. No. 2791) making 
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appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the 
United States for the year ending June 30,1581. It further 
announced the adoption of a resolution that the Committees on Agri- 
culture of the respective Houses be, and they are hereby, instructed 
to consider generally the subject of agriculture and report by bill or 
otherwise; in which concurrence was requested. 


UTE INDIANS. 


Mr. SCALES. I now yield for ten minutes to the Representative 
from Colorado. $ 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope this House wiil 
give me its attention, in order that I may present some facts in con- 
nectien with this question. The Ute reservation in the State of Colo- 
rado embraces twelve million acres of ground, an area of country 
equal, I believe, to the States of Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and 
Vermont. That vast extent of country is occupied by three thou- 
sand Utes, giving to each man, woman, and child of the Ute tribe 
four thousand acres of land. The resolutions sent down from the 
Senate provided that a commission composed of five persons should 
be appointed to negotiate with the Ute tribe of Indians for their 
removal from the State of Colorado and their settlement elsewhere, 
but prohibiting their transfer to the Indian Territory. The Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs in the House have recommended an amendment 
to the effect that the commission shall be authorized to negotiate 
with the Utes fora reduction of this vast extent of territory, but 
that the negotiation shall not include the transfer of the Utes to the 
Uintah reservation, or the Territory of New Mexico. 

I, for one, am opposed to the House amendment for the reason I be- 
lieve if these Indians are continued in the State of Colorado that 
next year will witness a renewal of the conflict that has attracted the 
attention of the country during the past few months. I desire to say 
now te the gentleman from Michigan that he cannot point his finger 
to one single complaint ever made by a single Indian in the State of 
Colorado against the treatment he received at the hands of the citi- 
zens of that State. I 9 him or any other gentleman on this 
floor, I challenge any officer of the Interior Department to produce a 
single complaint ever filed by the Ute Indians against the citizens of 
Colorado. The only complaint they ever made was this, that Father 
Meeker attempted to educate them in the art of agriculture; that he 
plowed two acres and a half of ground out of twelve million acres, 
and for that reason they killed him. And that is the only ground of 
complaint that has beenurged by the Indians. It wasthe only ground 
urged by the Indian council in their conference with the governor of 
the State-of Colorado. z 

It seems to me that the House should adopt the original Senate 
reselution, that this commission should be allowed to negotiate with 
the Ute Indians for their transfer to the Uintah reservation or to the 
Territory of New Mexico. If they are sent to the Uintah reservation 
every man, woman, and child in the Ute tribe will or can receive sev- 
enty-six acres of first-class arable land. In addition to this they can 
receive four hundred and seventy-six acres of the best pastoral land 
in that country. And I have no doubt that if the question was sub- 
mitted to the Ute tribe to-day they would consent to their removal from 
the State of Colorado to the Uintah reservation. If this Honse, how- 
ever, declares this vast reservation, embracing twelve million acres of 
groand,shall not be reduced, then as certain as God reigns above us, 
and we should not ignore the fact, next spring the teeming thonsands 
whe will 2 into Colorado across the line of this reservation will 
prospect those mountains for rich mineral wealth, and this Govern- 
ment, in my judgment, has not power to arrest the progress of that 
great tide. The men who have carved out the path of empire across 
those plains never will halt at the line of this reservation; and if the 
Government desires to rescue these Indians from war and to save the 
settlers in the State of Colorado, this House must provide some method 
which will contemplate and secure the removai of the Ute Indians 
from the State of Colorado. 

When I left that State I crossed five great States in reaching the 
capital of our country, and I announce it to be the trath, which no 
man can gainsay, that every acre of land in every one of those States 
was stolen from the Indians; and now gentlemen stand here in the 
name of God and humanity and say, While our fathers robbed and 
plundered the Indians, we want yon to belong to the goody-goody 
class of people in the West. [Laughter and applause. And I say 
to the gentleman from Michigan that the report of the Commissioner 
of Indian Afairs, I think for 1878, shows that more frauds have been 
practiced against the Indians in the State of Michigan by citizens of 
that State than have been practiced in any Western State or Terri- 
33 and a 1 05 blades ee here and reads 

lessons and my people lessons on this subject I simply commend 
to his attention the report of the Commissioner of 75 9 Affairs on 
oe gy “ay : 

Low, Mr. Chairman, one word more. I charge it to be a fact tha 
during the last summer the Ute Indians started all over the State 
of Colorado. They burned hundreds of miles of the best timber 
lands in that State. They destroyed untold millions of the wealth of 
our people, and I say the time has come when these Indians shonld be 
treated by this Government as other Indians have been treated. If 
I have not forgotten the history of this country the Cherokee Indians, 
years ago, were forced from the State of Georgia and located in the 

ndian Territory, They had homes in that State; they had school- 
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houses in that State; they had churches in that State; and yet they 
were not consulted about their removal, but were tied to the tails of 
horses and to the Indian Territory. Take the case of the 
Poncas. En the face of four distinct treaties on the subject this Gov- 
ernment undertook their removal to the Indian Territory without 
consulting Con at all. And now, when we come here and say 
that we are willing to make a fair and honorable ment that will 
effect an honorable solution of this Indian question, we are told by 
the Committee of the House on Indian Affairs that Congress shall not 
consent to a reduction of this vast reservation unless three-fourths of 
the Indians will consent. 

Mr. SCALES. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. BELFORD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SCALES. Is not that in accordance with the treaty made by 
this Government with those Indians? 

Mr. BELFORD. I say, whether it is in accordance with the treat 
or not, they have violated the treaty. Its obligations are mutual. 
That treaty provides that they shall remain on their reservation; and 
I say that during the last summer they left their reservation. They 
fired almost the entire State of Colorado. They have murdered thirty 
or forty citizens outside of the Meeker massacre. 

[Here the hammer 2 

Mr. SCALES. I yield n minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, [Mr. HOOKER. ] 

Mr. HOOKER. I had the honor to offer the amendment to the 
resolution of the Senate which is embodied in the report made by 
the committee of the House, and I did so because I thought it was 
our duty in treating with these Indians to treat with them according 
to existing treaty stipulations. My distinguished friend from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] in speaking upon this question has seen fit to refer 
to and to have read the Press Association dispatches in reference to 
the negotiations now going on with the Utes of the White River 

agency. The gentleman does not understand this bill at all. It does 
not apply to them. It applies to the reservation held in Southern 
Colorado, out of which several years ago you got quite a consider- 
able portion of their territory. It expressly by its terms embraces 
alone that portion of the Ute tribe of Indians who by no hostile act 
sack spi the rights to which by treaty stipulations they are 
enti 

If the gentleman from Illinois means to carry into the treatment 
of this question with reference to all the tribes, the five semi-civi- 
lized tribes in the Indian Territory and the savage tribes of the plains, 
the theory which he proclaims, then it is a theory which has for its 
basis a robbery of the Indian of every foot of land which has been 
left to him by the treaties your own Government has made with him. 
The same policy which would prompt the gentleman from Illinois to 

sanction the proceeding which is now being attempted because some 

rtion of the Ute tribe have been guilty of 5 and there- 
‘ore to deprive them all of their land, would lead him to side with the 

policy of those le who undertook to take possession of that ter- 
ritory which had been set apart for the five semi-civilized tribes, and 
which was forfeited last year, although the whole power of the Gov- 
ernment had been pledged to protect these Indians in what they 
were entitled to under treaty stipulations. If the theory of the 
gentleman from Illinois is to prevail with regard to the treatment of 
the Indian question, then it involves the infringement of every treaty 
stipulation, the abrogation of say law which you have passed in 

er to secure these people in the little remnant of that vast terri- 
tory which they have ceded to you, and which you have sold, and the 
money obtained for which you have placed in the Treasury of your 
country and hold there as an evidence of the liberality of the Indians 
to the Government of the United States. 

But, sir, to confine myself to this resolution and the report of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, the gentleman from Colorado says 
that this involves the question of the extirpation of the Southern 
Utes of Colorado, and that there is no power in the Government to 
prevent it. Sir, if you take that theory to be the true one, then the 
gentleman from Colorado, siding with the gentleman from Illinois, 
pro „in violation of the most solemn treaty stipulations, to rob 
these people of the territory which has been ceded to them by the 
Government of the United States, to rob them of rights which by 
most solemn treaties the Government has pledged itself to respect. 
I now send to the Clerk’s desk and ask that there be read from the 
treaty made even so late as ten years ago, in 1868, with this Ute 
tribe of Indians, the second and sixteenth sections, that the House 
may understand what are the obligations of the Government of the 
United States to these Indians. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ART. 2. The United States that the following district of country, to wit, 
commencing at that t on the southern boundary-line of the Territory of Col- 
orado where the meridian of longitude 107° west from Greenwich crosses the same; 
running thence north with said meridian to a point fifteen miles due north of 
where said meridian intersects the fortieth el of north latitude; thence due 

west to the western boundary-line of said Territory; thence south with said west- 
ern boundary-line of said Territory to the southern boundary-line of said Terri- 
tory; thence east with said southern boundary-line to the place of beginning, shall 
be, and the same is hereby, set apart for the absolnte and undisturbed use and 
occupation of the Indians herein named, and for such other friendly tribes or indi- 
vidual Indians as, from time to time, they may be lorie with the consent of the 
United States, to admit sng them; and the United States now solemnly agree 
that no persona, except those herein authorized so to do, and except such officers, 
agents, and emplo: 
dian reservations 


és of the Government as may be authorized to ave upon In- 
discharge of duties enjoined by law, shall ever be permitted to 


pes ore, settle io — or reside in the territory described in this article, except as 
otherwise provided, 

ART. 16. No 2 for the cession of any portion or part of the reservation 

ch may be held in common, shall be of any validity or force 

unless executed and signed by at least three-fourths of 

all the adult male Indians occupying or interested in the same; and no cession by 

the tribe shall be understood or construed in such manner as to deprive, without 

his consent, any individual member of the tribe of his right to any tract of land 
selected by him, as provided in article 7 of this treaty. 

Mr. HOOKER. It will be observed that by the second article of 
the treaty, which I have caused to be read for the information of this 
committee, that portion of territory ceded to the Indians in Southern 
Colorado was tg be theirs forever. And they were so careful in mak- 
ing this treaty as to stipulate that they should not be deprived of it, 
as the committee will observe from the sixteenth article which has 
been read, except by the consent of three-fourths of the adult males 
of the tribe. 

When they made this treaty giving concessions to the Government 
they believed they were getting something substantial for what they 
then yielded. They believed, as did the five civilized tribes when 
they ceded that vast empire which east of the Mississippi has formed 
State after State in columnal sovereignty, supporting your sovereign 
Union and constituting now the test and most powerful portion 
of that region of country—they believed that the Government was 
in earnest when it said, in the emphatic but figurative language of 
the then President of the United States, that that territory should 
be theirs “ while grass grows and water flows.” So the Utes thought 
when they ceded their territory; they believed they were making a 
2 with a government honest enough to do what was right. 
If the honorable gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] and the 
honorable gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD ] think that this 
Government is powerless to carry out this treaty, I would ask them 
to state why it is powerless to carry out this treaty. 

Mr. BELFORD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


tion? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes; but I will say, however, that that is a bad 
way to answer one. 

. BELFORD. I want the gentleman to point if he can to a sin- 
gle instance in history where any government ever allowed a race of 
ple like these Indians to stand in the way of the development of 

its mineral wealth and of its citizens who desired to develop it. 

Mr. HOOKER. I can only say that this Government, under trea- 
ties written on paper and signed by its authorized agents, has so 
stipulated with these tribes. And if they were a powerful nation, 
with steat armies at their back, and could point their cannon at 
your shores and demand justice, you would not dare to take the posi- 
tion you now do with reference to these feeble Indian tribes. 

I hold that whatever may be the power of the Government of the * 
United States, it is at least powerful enough to do what is right, 
to see that justice is done, even though the people who demand it 
do so only in the name of law and moral right, and not because they 
have the physical power to compel you to carry out your treaty obli- 

ations. 

£ I offered this amendment because I felt that now, at this time, 
when it is true that the Utes of White River reservation have com- 
mitted depredations upon the agent and the employésof the agency, 
and had massacred a portion of our Army—lI felt that it was an 
ignoble spectacle to submit my country to now, because one portion 
of the Ute Indians have committed depredations upon your people, 
and had massacred a poon of your Army—it was an ignoble spec- 
tacle for a great people to say that we will seize this occasion in order 
to rob the Southern Utes of their territory, when in all their history, 
so far as I understand it, they have never presented an instance of 
opposition tothe people of the United States, or to the treaties which 
pavo been made between the people of the United States and them- 
selves. 

I believe that it is not proper now that the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior or the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, acting for the Govern- 
ment of the United States, should at this particular juncture seek to 
do that which only eighteen months ago was direèted to be done 
when a commission was appointed to treat with these Southern Utes 
of Colorado, and when, according to the report of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, which I 8 me, they declined to cede a 

ortion of their territory. Then it was never pretenged that this 

overnment onght to ask these Indians to do anything else than to 
make such cession as to them might seem proper to be made volun- 
tarily, in accordance with the treaty stipulations already made. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I desire to ask whether the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Mississippi carries out, in letter and spirit, 
the existing treaty? 

Mr. HOOKER. It does in totidem verbis. It carries out the stip- 
ulations of the second article of the treaty, and it is more particu- 
3 designed to carry out the stipulations of the sixteenth article 
with reference to these people, who no doubt feel that the spirit ex- 
pressed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] would follow 
them, whether they were in Colorado, or whether, according to the 
humanity of the gentleman from Colorado, they were removed for the 
time being to some new Territory, to become there in turn an obsta- 
cle in the way of civilization, and thus to be brushed away without 
reference to treaty stipulations and the solemn compacts and agree- 

euts of our Government, 3 

You are temporizing with the question when you undertake this 
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proceeding. 
not manly to do it with 
have to be treated with hereafter, let them be treated with. Let 
them give their free assent before eet aro deprived of a single rood 


You are doing it at a time when, in my judgment, it is 
erence to these Southern Utes. If they 


of land which by solemn treaty stipulations you have said shall be 
theirs, and which you have so secured to them that it cannot be 
yielded unless three-fourths of the adult members of the tribe agree. 

One word more and I am done. It has been said by gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] and the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
BELFORD] that because of the value of these lands, their rising value, 
they must be ceded; that the tide of Anglo-Saxon civilization is 
sweeping over this continent, and that the Indians must yield to it 
as savage tribes have ever yielded. I say, Mr. Chairman, that such 
a proposition comes with bad from the Representatives of a 
Government which has pled its power by solemn constitutional 
amendment and solemn legislative enactments that the recently eman- 
cipated people of this country belonging to the African race shall 
receive forever the protection of the Government in the new rights, 
the new duties, the new powers, with which they are invested as cit- 
izens. When you extend this protection to members of the African 
race, shall yon say that the Indian, though he is connected with you 
on every page of your history, and his beautiful language has named 
your States, your rivers, = Territories, your towns, your hamlets, 
and your valleys from where the first ray of the morning sun gilds 
the spray of Niagara to where his last parting ray sinks into the 
golden gates of California, is to be rob of what he has merely be- 
peeks is weak and powerless and incapable of protecting himself? 

Applause. ] t 

Mr. SCALES. Inow yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas, [Mr. HASKELL. ] 

Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Chairman, this debate has wandered far from 
the report of the Committee on Indian Affairs. The resolution as 
reported by that committee does not contemplate the abrogation of a 
single treaty right. It does not contemplate the removal of the In- 
dians from their present home ; it 8 1 proposes that under existing 
treaty stipulations a commission may be appointed to treat with these 
Indians and secure their agreement—that is the language of the reso- 
lution—for a parting with such portion of their reservation as may 
be deemed n for the preservation of It contemplates 
paying the Indians whatever their land may be worth, and relocating 
this tribe upon some other portion of their present reservation. 

The necessity of a measure of this kind will be readily seen when 1 
state that the city of Leadville, in Colorado, is only twenty-five miles 
from this Ute reservation, and at that city there is an valua- 
tion of $100,000,000 of property; that in the Ute reservation a large 
number of miners are already prospecting, and cannot be kept out 
‘from the recesses and defiles of those mountains; that the Indians 
themselves in some instances have wandered off their reservations to 
commit outrages; that between the whites and the Indians there is 
to-day a war. The object of this resolution is to provide for a meet- 
ing between representatives of the Government and the Indians, to 
secure by peaceful negotiation their assent to such disposition of 
those mineral lands as shall allay the prevailing excitement, prevent 
war, and secure equal and exact justice to the Indians. t is all 
there is in this resolution. There is no chance under it to violate a 
single treaty stipulation; there is no chance under it to rob the In- 
dians. Itsimply seeks to relocate them by their own agreement upon 
another portion of their reservation. 

In answer to the gentleman from Mississippi Norge HOOKER] who 
alluded to the Southern Utes, I desire to say that this resolution takes 
in the whole Ute reservation and the whole Ute tribe within the 
State of Colorado—not only those that have been at war, but those 
that have been at peace. It also provides that, before any agreement 
is made, three-fourths of all the Indians who have a right to agree 
under treaty stipulations shall agree to this new treaty or agreement 
between the Government and the Indians. 

It is utterl 5 has been found impossible in a dozen 
cases p g this—to keep the miners of Colorado and Wyoming 
off these mineral lands. It has been found impossible to maintain 
an army there adequate for the protection either of the whites or of 
the Indians. We have objected to the removal of these Indians be- 
cause their reservation, as now occupied, is high up in the mount- 
ains; and although from its location on the map it may seem to be 
in the same latitude as my State, yet its climatic conditions are those 
of the northern part of the United States. In a great portion of the 
Ute reservation you are liable to have a frost every night. To locate 
these Indians on any southern territory, or in any other place than 
their own homes, was re; ed by the committee as unwise, and they 
provided, therefore, their reservation should be diminished and that 
they should be located upon a smaller portion of it. The process con- 
templated is the process by which every Indian reservation has been 
diminished since the organization of the Government. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SCALES. I will now yield for ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. FINLey.] 

Mr. CONGER. How much of the hour is there remaining ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty minutes. 

Mr. FINLEY. I thank the gentleman from North Carolina for his 


co 
W. SCALES. Does anybody else want the floor? 


Mr. CONGER. Does the gentleman from North Carolina yield the 


oor? 
Mr. SCALES. I did yield the floor to the gentleman from Ohio, 
but he has declined to take it. 
Mr. FINLEY. I understood the gentleman from Michigan to make 
the point of order that the time for debate had expired; and I sup- 
, therefore, I could not goon. Iwas not tenacious about mak- 


gs S h. 
T. CONGER. No; I merely inquired how much time was left. 

Mr. FINLEY. Then I misunderstood the gentleman entirely. 

Mr. BRIGHT. After the expiration of the first hour, I presume the 
question will be open to general debate. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to obtain the floor when the gentleman 
from North Carolina concludes his hour. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I ask the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina to yield to me for a question. 

Mr. SCALES. I will yield for that 2 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Having heard this resolution, having 
heard the eloquent speech of the gentleman from 1 
HOOKER] and the statement of facts by the gentleman from Kansas, 
I wish to ask the gentleman from North Carolina whether he does not 
think the Committee on Indian Affairs ought not to be censured for 
not having reported a resolution which would fit the speech of my 
friend from ee (Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman will make that motion, if he 
thinks that is the proper way to get at it. 

Mr. SCALES. Mr. Chairman, I must say that I do not think any 
speech that has been delivered meets the question before the House 
except to a certain extent the remarks submitted by the gentleman 
from Kansas who has just taken his seat. I do not think that it is a 
subject that affects the Indians or theemigrants. I do not think that 
this is an occasion upon which outrages upon the Indians should be 
developed and elaborated, nor do I regard it as a time when we 
should talk about what perils and difficulties the emigrants who 
have gone to the West have been subjected to, That question is not 
now before the House. Ido not pro to discuss it. At some future 
time and on some future occasion, Mr. Chairman, I hope to have a 
bill in the House upon which gentlemen will be allowed to give all 
their views, when the question of public policy in regard to the 
course to be pursued toward these Indians may arise, but until then 
I propose to confine myself to the resolution before the House. 

. Chairman, what is it—and I beg gentlemen to give me their 
attention for the few moments I 3 is it that . by 
this resolution? The gentleman from Michigan objected to the res- 
olution because it pro to tie the hands of the treaty-making 
power. I want to say in answer to that objection that this is not a 
oe to make a treaty. The time for one treaties with the 

dians is past. That power has been repealed. Under no law now 
in existence in this country can we treat with any Indian tribe. But 
the resolution in that regard is just the resolution that came to us 
from the Secretary of the Interior. It is his language, sir, and they 
the President and the Secretary of the Interior—do not object to it, 
and we adopt the exact language used by the Secretary himself. His 
resolution, however, comprehended all the territory in our vast do- 
main where in his discretion he might think proper to locate these 
Utes. That resolution was introduced into the Senate, and that body 
excepted only from its comprehensiveness the Indian Territory. In 
that shape and condition it came back to the House. It was then re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; and was considered with 
due regard, sir, to the rights of the Indians, and while chairman of 
that committee, I wish to say here and now that I shall, on all proper 
occasions, stand by the rights of the Indians, and endeavor to do what 
I can to protect what I consider a down-trodden and helpless race. 
At the same time, Mr. Chairman, I believe there are duties we owe 
to our own citizens, duties to this Government, and my policy is to 
so harmonize them that we ean develop the great interests of this 
Government and yet secure the Indians in all their rights and all their 
ay rty. In order to secure these Indians, what does the committee 

of And if any gentleman is squeamish on the subject I ask that 
he shall read carefully what we recommend. We recommend, and 
that is the amendment, that the Indians shall not go beyond the bor- 
ders of Colorado. We recommend that their consent shall be taken 
in the very words of the treaty which they made about ten years ago; 
that nothing shall be done except by their free consent thus obtained. 
We recommend that nothing shall be done except by their free con- 
sent, and then after that is done the matter shall come before Con- 
gress for its ate or disapproval. What is there objectionable in 
that? Why all this talk? 

Mr. TUCKER, Is that in the amendment? 

Mr. SCALES. It is, sir. It is a part of the resolution. 
come back to Con 

Mr. TUCKER. That the consent of Indians shall be had, accord- 


ing to the terms of the treaty? 

. SCALES. Yes, sir; according to the terms of the treaty. As 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] told you in so many 
words, it is exactly and identically the language used in the treaty 
with those Indians. 

There is another fact I will state to the House. My friend, the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, says he does not think this is the proper time 
for it. Why? Two years ago we made a treaty with these Indians, 


It must 
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or a contract, by which they agreed of themselves to cede all this ter- 
ritory and to give the Secretary the right to locate them anywhere 
upon our domain. But now they are in difficulty with the Govern- 
ment; now some of them are under arrest, some of them are in duress ; 
and so careful was this committee that they should not be imposed 

n that we said not a step should be taken until three-fourths of 
them should consent to it and unless it should be brought back to 
Congress for approval. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will my friend let me correct him in regard to one 
statement? 

Mr. SCALES. We will disagree about that. I think we disagreed 
in the committee on that question; and I hope the gentleman will 
not interrupt me, because my time is very short. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is all of this question. We are now to 
determine what we shall do. War is going on. Peace has not been 
settled. The Secretary of the Interior asks that he be allowed now, 
after there has been this interval between peace and war; now when 
there is a chance to settle this difficulty permanently; now when we 
will be able perhaps to open those mines to American emigration; now 
when the Indians are willing, if they are willing, to give them up 
and take other lands more applicable to them on account of agricult- 
ural qualities—the Secretary of the Interior, I say, asks us now that 
he may have the opportunity of settling this question permanently. 
He asks that all causes of difficulty shall be withdrawn. He asks to 
be allowed to do that which will protect your territory at Leadville, 
to protect the mines in that country not valuable to the Indians, to 
open up that entire country, if they consent to it. And what harm is 
done? Who is imposed on? Whose rights are sacrificed? Not even 
the feelings of the Indians, because we say, “ You shall not be taken 
from your homes; you shall not be taken from your burial grounds; 
you shall still live in the country where your fathers lived; you shali 
still linger, if you please, around your burial grounds; you s still 
be buried with the Indians of the past, if you so desire. It is for you 
to say. Your consent is necessary, and it cannot be done without your 
consent.” 

And it is not to be complete then, Mr. Chairman, and cannot be 
completed until Congress shall say it is proper andright and justice 
has been done to these Indians. c 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. SCALES. I move that the committee rise and report this bill 
to the House. 

Mr. CONGER. I guess not. 

Mr. TUCKER. Would it not be more regular to have the resolu- 
tion read and acted on? 

Mr. CONGER. It cannot be reported to the House while I have 
an amendment to offer, 

The CHAIRMAN. If the committee should rise now the bill would 
be left in committee, as it has not yet been considered by sections. 

Mr. SCALES. I hope by unanimous consent we will proceed under 
the five-minute rule to debate the proposition. 

Mr. CONGER. I have the floor, and ask to be recognized in my 
own right to an hour, 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee can only rise and report the bill 
to the House by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SCALES. I move the committee rise, for the purpose of cut- 
ting off debate. 

r. CONGER. I am on the floor, and the Chair recognized me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s remedy is to vote down the 
motion. 

17 5 CONGER. I claim the floor, having been recognized by the 
Chai 


Mr. SCALES. Hear me for a moment. a 

Mr. CONGER. Not until I am recognized and have the floor, and 
then I will yield for a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have to put the motion sub- 
mitted by the gentleman. 

Mr. CONGE The gentleman did not have the floor to make the 
motion. 5 

Mr. SCALES. I did have the floor and did not yield it. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to strike ont the last word; and the rule 
forbids the reporting of a measure while an amendment is pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can do that. The motion to rise 
is equivalent to a motion to adjourn and must be put. 

Mr. CONGER. Ihave brought on this debate by my objection in 
the House. The gentleman from North Carolina has had his hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman from North Carolina has had his 
hour and now he attempts in violation of all ordinary courtesy to cut 
off all debate on this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I submit that while a motion to rise is not de- 
batable, a motion to rise and reporta bill to the House is debatable. 

Mr. SCALES. That is not the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is that the committee rise for the 
purpose of limiting debate. 

. GARFIELD. That of course is not debatable. 

The question being put on the motion of Mr. Scalxs, that the com- 
mittee rise for the purpose of limiting debate, there were—ayes 55, 
noes 59. 

So the committee refused to rise. 


Mr.CONGER. Mr. Chairman, what is there in this resolution passed 
by the Senate, examined by a committee of this House, and sent to the 
Committee of the Whole for discussion that should make the gentle- 
man in charge of it, after having given to his friends every oppor- 
tunity to defend it, refuse the same opportunity to gentlemen on the 
other side? 

Mr. SCALES. Will the gentleman allow me one word? 

Mr, CONGER. No, sir; not now. 

Mr. SCALES. I hope the gentleman will not do me injustice. I 
did no such thing. I gave the floor to gentlemen representing both 


sides. 

Mr. CON GER. The gentleman asked the committee to rise for the 
purpose of closing debate. And i venture to say he did not even 

ow the gentleman from Mississippi 8 HOOKER] would so elo- 
quently and forcibly oppose this resolution, What is there in it 
which demands such secrecy, such haste, and the prevention of dis- 
cussion? The gentleman may explain that when he has the floor 
again. 

It is remarkable, sir, that the only advocates of this measure, the 
distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] and the gen- 
tleman from Colorado, the State most interested in this matter, have 
fortified this bill by referring to all that has occurred since the dis- 
covery of this continent that is wrong and injurious and rascally to 
the 8 tribes of this country. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. CONGER. Not now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman stated I am in favor of the amend- 
ment. I am not. Iam opposed to the amendment reported by the 
committee. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman is in favor of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And I think the gentleman from Colorado also 
is opposed to the pending amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. He is in favor of the bill. Now what kind of bill 
is it that requires this hasty passage, that requires the forbiddal of 
debate, that requires the gathering around it all the brilliant and 
world-renowned rascalities that have been practiced upon the Indians 
since the discovery of America to this date, to sanction it, to enforce 
it, to pass it? Sir, there are some things in the history of this coun- 
try as regards the conduct of the American people toward the Indian 
tribes which in the view of the civilized world we palliate as best we 
can, We deny them as often as we may; we recur to them with re- 
gret and with shame. Yet to-day on this floor members of this House 
recur to them as a reason, as an inducement, as an incentive for the 
W of an additional wrong to the Indian race. 

ow, sir, what is this resolution? The gentleman who introduced 
it has undertaken to state what it is. What is this resolution and 
what does it amount to? What lies beyond it? What is concealed? 
This great nation had made a treaty with a mountain tribe of In- 
dians ten or eleven years ago by which they were permitted to go far 
up into unknown mountains, reported to be almost uninhabitable by 
civilized man, and to remain there, driven up from the frontiers, 
driven up from their passage out upon the plains, driven away from 
all lands that ten or eleven years ago the avarice and greed of white 
men might desire. They were so driven away and allowed to live in 
the fastnesses of their mountain homes. To-day the enterprise and 
avidity of our race have discovered treasures of silver and treasures 
of gold in the neighborhood of these mountains. The miners are 
prospecting. They have actually, as is said to-day, found rich min- 
erals within twenty-five miles of the Ute reservation. Ah, sir, some- 
times in former years we have waited till our miners or our agricult- 
urists have stepped over the lines and have found mines or have 
found valleys to cultivate before we undertook to drive the Indians 
away. But we are becoming bolder and bolder year by year. As 
soon as the white man comes within sight of the mountains, as soon 
as he comes to the foot-hills twenty-five miles off, the committee ap- 
pointed to protect the Indians in their rights brings in a bill to re- 
move the Indians from their reservation. Our people have not yet 
passed into the reservation; the miners have not yet gone into the 
mountain, they are twenty-five miles off 

Mr. HASKELL. Will the gentleman from Michigan allow me to 
correct him by stating that the city of Leadville is within twenty- 
five miles of the Ute lands; if has one hundred millions of assessed 
valuation, and already the mountains west of Leadvijle and in the 
reservation are filled with adventnrous miners hunting new mines. 

Mr. CONGER. Iam glad the gentleman has made the admission, 
for 1 misunderstood him before. The treaty which has been read de- 
clares that none but Indians—friendly Indians—shall go upon that 
reservation. Why have miners gone upon this reservation in viola- 
tion of the treaty? Why have citizens of the United States violated 
the treaty! Because they can make a disturbance there and because 
they can excite Indians to warfare there, and because it is necessa 
to excite the Indians to warfare in order that they may rush to this 
Congress to demand that the Indians be driven from their reserva- 
tion. The history of the past and the history of the present ran 


together on all fours. It is a repetition over and over again of the 
same treatment of the Indians. 

Mr. BELFORD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CON GER. Les, sir. 

Mr. BELFORD. I say that the people of Colorado never gave 
these Indians any occasion whatever for the late disturbance; and I 
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challenge the gentleman to show a single fact pointing in that direc- 


tion. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman from Colorado said he would ask a 
question, but he has made an assertion which he made before. The 
gentleman from Kansas says that miners are already all over that 
reservation. 

Mr. BELFORD. The gentleman is not correct in so stating. 

Mr. CONGER. Ithought he was not correct, but Ldid not dispute 
it myself. Sree gree I was feeling my way so as to draw from 
the representative of those hills and those mountains of Colorado a 
denial of the siatement of the gentleman who dwells upon the plains 
of Kansas. 

Mr. HASKELL. And I now assert what I asSerted before, that 
miners are on this reservation to-day. 

Mr. CONGER. Now whom shall we believe? [Laughter.] I do 
not enter into this question of veracity between these gentlemen. 
My friend from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] may probably be able to stand 
upon the plains of Kansas, and from the enormous height from which 
he looks may be able to see away off into the mountains of Colorado 
better than the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] himself, 
although he comes from the mountains themselves. [Continued 
laughter. 

Isay again that if there be any trouble there it has arisen from the 
violation of the treaty made within the last eleven years, and the 
violation, too, by citizens of the United States. And it seems that 
the Government of the United States has taken no pains whatever 
to enforce that treaty and to keep out of that reservation those who 
have no business to go there. 

Why, sir, the very battle to which allision has been made here was 
canon by sending an armed force into that reservation contrary to 
treaty stipulations and without notice. It may be said they were sent 
there to preserve peace and protect our own citizens. But the neces- 
sity for that was because individuals, miners or others, went over and 
upon the reservation in violation of treaty stipulations. It was be- 
cause of that that these troubles have arisen. And I venture to as- 
sert here in the presence of the House that a fair investigation will 
show that more than nineteen-twentieths of all the Indian troubles 
within the borders of the United States, from the commencement of 
this Government until now, have been occasioned by violations of 
treaty stipulations on the part of citizens of the United States. This 
is but another instance of the same kind. They come so frequently 
that we are accustomed to look upon them as trivial matters. 

This House has already decided that they will not make treaties 
with the Indians; yet this bill provides for all but in name a treaty, 
an agreement. Now, notwithstanding what the gentleman in chargo 
of this bill says, I assert here that the provisions of this bill are in 
violation of the treaty itself. The treaty says that this territory shall 
not be taken from these Indians under any pretense whatever, unless 
three-fourths of all the agult Indians in such territory shall consent 
thereto. Now, what does this bill say? It says that three-fourths of 
the Indians in such territory, meaning only that part which the Gov- 
ernment pro to take, and not including Indians who have no 
right, as the bill says, to a voice on this subject, on account of their 
connection with these ‘warlike operations, shall decide this matter. 
The report makes more than two-thirds of the Ute Indians defenders 
of these warlike operations of the Utes. What does that leave? A 
quarter or a third at most of all the Indians interested in that terri- 
tory to determine whether tbis territory shall be given up. That is 
the iniquity of this bill. It is a violation of treaty obligations. There 
is no force of reasoning or of explanation whatever that can take that 
out of this bill. 

Mr. HASKELL. It is in the treaty. 

Mr. CONGER. It is not in the treaty. 

Mr. HASKELL. The treaty provides that if they want to cede their 


lands they can do so. 

Mr. CONGER. I know that; but there is excluded by this bill 
from any voice in this matter all those Indians connected with war- 
like operations. 

Mr. HASKELL. They are excluded by the treaty. 

Mr. CONGER. They are not excluded by the treaty of 1868. I 
heard the articles of that treaty read a moment ago, and, so far as I 
remember, there is nothing of that kind in it. This bill proposes to 
make a different provision from the 8 provisions. I condemn 
this bill, Because this House has no right, this Congress has no right, 

to resolve that we shall make an agreement in the nature of a treaty 
to break another treaty made withany power. I oppose this bill be- 
cause its very advocates say that these Indians must be removed be- 
cause they are in the way of the white men. I oppose it because it 
provides that these Indians shall be located in some other portion of 
Colorado. Where else in Colorado can they be 1 to go? 
Shall they go upon the agricultural lands? Shall they have their 
homes among the whites, where there are already great business cen- 
ters? We know that cannot be done with safety. I oppose this bill 
because it is the duty of the United States, with the strong arm of 
its power, to protect the Indians in their reservations, to keep out all 
intruders until some provision shall be made in regard to those res- 
ervations, according to the usual forms of law. 
This is not the first time that a measure of this kind has been hur- 
ried through Congress at the instigation of Senators and Representa- 
t tives of a State in order to satisfy the greed and desire of those who 
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want Indian lands. Let this matter remain until we come together 
again, until we can know what is right and what is just, and how 
this Government may honorably and fairly fulfill its treaty obliga- 
tions. 

Sir, if we have not now the means to protect the Indians there, let 
us increase our means for that p: have said, and it has been 
said on this floor hundreds of times, that we needed an increase of 
the Army for the purpose of protecting our citizens and enforcing our 
laws, and enforcing the obligations of our treaties. Yet we send a 
little band of men into a mountzinous region—one hundred and forty 
men only—among the defiles of the mountains, without any particular 
object in view, and with no prospect of passing through the mount- 
ains without a collision, and we leave them there to be ambushed 
and slaughtered. 

The one redeeming circumstance connected with that massacre, as 
with all other massacres of our brave troops, is the desperate and 
heroic courage of our officers and ourmen—the glory that they have 
added to our arms in those far-off mountains where they fought and 
fell. Besides this there is the additional circumstance that they were 
rescued from peril by the intrepidity, the gallantry of colored troops 
of the United States. 

So far as I am concerned I oppose the principle of this resolution. 
I oppose this mode of treating with the Indians. I oppose attacks 
upon their rights in any and all forms. I may say here that since 
the Pontiac war of 1673 there never has been an Indian war or an 
Indian outbreak in the State of Michigan, either under British or 
American rule. The Indians of Michigan have not been imposed 
upon and wronged even by the Government of the United States. 
Under the treatment they have received from our State they have 
all, with the exception of one or two small bands, dissolved their 
tribal relations and become citizens of Michigan. They are voters 
there. They own their lands in severalty. What the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] alludes to in this connection I know not, 
unless it be the fact that when it was provided by law that the In- 
dians should have the right to select land in severalty and that the 
remainder of their land should be sold for their benefit, there were 
white men there as there are in Colorado who songht to strip the In- 
dians by fraud and collusion of the land or of the money which they 
would receive for it. When that occurred, Michigan men, instead of 
standing up on the floor of Congress and defending this adyance of 
rascality upon the rights of the Indians, denounced it and stopped 
it. The contrast is remarkable between the conduct of my colleagues 
from Michigan when the rights of Indians were invaded there, and 
that of the Representative from Colorado when it is sought to sweep 
a whole nation of Indians from their old reservation. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
GopsHALK ] for five minutes, or as much longer time as he may desire. 

Mr. GODSHALK,. Mr. Chairman, the discussion of this question 
has disclosed the fact that another strip of land ceded to the Indians 
is wanted by the people of Colorado; and, sir, they propose to take 
it in a very summary and unusual way. They seem to think that 
“might makes right.” They tell us that the people of Colorado have 
resolved to take that land from the Indians, and that there is no 
power in thisGovernment to restrain them. Whether that be so or not, 
(I do not believe it is so,) I ask whether that is the right way to pro- 
ceed in a matter of so much importance as this? There is a better 
way. William Penn found it when treating with the Indians in 
Pennsylvania, and his wise and humane conduct toward the Indians 
was rewarded by long years of peace and security. There was no 
trouble with the Indians there, from the very fact that they were 
recognized as human beings, that they were treated as people who 
had some rights. 

I object altogether to the mode of proceeding now proposed. If 
we are to recognize the principle that “ might makes right,” I object 
to invoking the treaty-making power of Congress to enforce such a 
doctrine. It is all wrong. About ten or eleven years ago we made 
a treaty with these Indians, ceding to them this territory which we 
now think of taking from them. It is now proposed, with the civil- 
ized world as lookers on, to dis them in this summary way— 
almost without consulting them. Why, sir, the treaty we then made 
was to last forever; it was by its terms perpetual. And now, because 
there is something in that country worth stealing, (to use plain lan- 
guage,) because the people there suppose there is great mineral wealth 
in the adjoining mountains, it is pro that the representatives of 
a civilized and Christian nation, which we claim to be, shall proceed 
in this summary manner to r. ees those Indians without regard 
to their treaty rights. I hope the joint resolution will not pass. ; 

Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Chairman, allow me to explain just a moment 
with reference to the provisions of the treaty. On page 984 of the 
revised Indian treaties, I find in the treaty with the Utes this lan- 
guage: 


If bad men among the Indians shall commit a wrong or depredation upon the 


person or property of any one, white, black, or Indian, subject to the authority of 
the United States and at peace therewith, the tribes herein named solemnly agree 
that they will, on proof made to their agent and notice to him, deliver up the 
wrong-loer to the United States, to be tried and punished according to its laws; 
and in case they willfully rense so to do, the person injured shall reimbursed 
for his loss from the annuities orother moneys due or to become due to them under 
this or other treaties made with the United States. 


Now let me read section 2080 of the Revised Statutes: 
Whenever the tribal organization of any Indian tribe is in actual hostility to 
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the United States, the President is authorized, . 
treaties with such tribe berg ary by such tribe, if 
done consistently with good 


Thus by our statutes it is provided that when any Indian commits 
a wrong against a white man or any other person subject to the au- 
thority of the United States he ceases to be under the protection of 
the tribe and must, upon demand, be delivered up to the United 
States. Then here is the further sweeping provision in the treaty 
that whenever this tribal organization is at war with the United 
States the President may, by proclamation, abrogate all treaty obliga- 
tions with them. We are to-day proposing to treat with these Utes, 
paying full regard to existing treaty stipulations; not one line of any 
existing treaty is to be abrogated by the action of this commission. 
Yet under the treaty we have the right to demand that any Indian 
engaged in war upon the United States shall be delivered up to the 
United States authorities—shall be surrendered from the control of 
the tribal organization and shall be punished by the United States. 
More than that, whenever this tribal organization is at war with the 
United States, as it is to-day, the President is empowered to abro- 
gate by proclamation neung treaties. Yet when we stand here 
and advocate a resolution conforming to all treaty stipulations, vio- 
lating none, framed in the interest of the Utes, framed in the inter- 
est of the “poor Indians” whom the gentleman from Michigan so 
eloquently defends, framed for the purpose of saving their property 
and lives, we are charged with attempting a violation of treaty obliga- 
tions, when in fact that whole tribe to-day are legally in the hands 
of the President of the United States to be dealt with as felons. 

Mr. CONGER. That is just as much as to say, Mr. Chairman, the 
proposition is plain, that there is nobody there to make this agree- 
ment with, and that the whole tribal organization were in opposition 
to the United States. 

Mr. HOOKER, That is not truein point of fact, for, sir, the South- 
ern Utes never have been in rebellion against the authority of the 
United States. 

Mr. CONGER. The proposition of the gentleman is that the refusal 
of these men to deliver up the Utes connected with the massacre 
makes such a state of warlike opposition to the United States as 
would exclude them from acceding to this agreement, and, therefore, 
there is nobody left perhaps but these Indians who are coming to 
Washington to deed away all this t reservation. The more this 
unfolds itself the more perfect the iniquity becomes, and the more 
the advocates of this measure defend it the more if seems to me 
apparent that there is a rascality lying hidden in its provisions and 
a wrong to these Ute Indians which honest men should condemn and 
avoid. 

Mr. BELFORD. The original resolution was prepared by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and do you charge the Secretary of the Interior 
with a rascally scheme? Do you intend to impute to the Secretary 
of the Interior the fact that he has sent down to the Senate a ras- 
cally scheme, and asked us to indorse it? 

Mr. CONGER. When the gentleman brings to me a request from 
the Secretary of the N him to defend him then I will answer. 

Mr. BELFORD. I say that the resolution was prepared in the In- 
terior Department and sent to the Senate from that Department, and 
it ill becomes the gentleman to assail the republican administration 
publicly and to charge it with fraud. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. CONGER. If the gentleman’s statement in regard to the origin 
of this resolution is not more founded upon fact than some of fis 
statements in regard to the Ute Indians and the encroachments of 
the whites upon them, then he must remodel it. 

Mr. BELFORD. It is nevertheless the fact that this is the pet 
measure of Secretary Schurz. I desire to say that it came to the 
House and Senate in order that the Indians might bave an opportu- 
nity to consent to a reduction of their reservation. But I understand 
the gentleman from Michigan to take the position before the House 
to-day that under no circumstances shall that reservation in the State 
of Colorado be reduced. 

Mr. CONGER. Oh, no; I never took any such position. 

Mr. BELFORD. That is the position the gentleman occupies, 

Mr. CONGER. I take the position that we must comply with our 
treaty stipulations; and if you want the Indians to surrender their 
rights under the treaty, then let it be understood that every one of 
them shall have the right to pass upon this question, and if three- 
fourths of the adults, as provided in the treaty, desire either to re- 
move from their reservation entirely, or to surrender a part of it and 

o elsewhere, then we have at least kept within treaty stipulations. 

ut by the gentleman’s own statement—and I venture to say the Sec- 
retary of the Interior never would make that proposition—by the 
gentleman’s own statement all those who engaged in warlike oper- 
ations or sanctioned them against the United States, notwithstand- 
ang ee treaty, are precluded from voting on this question. 

r. HOOKER, The treaty expressly excludes all hostile Indians 
and includes by express terms those who have kept peace with the 
Government. 
aie: CONGER. Inow yield for five minutes to the gentleman from 

io. 

Mr. KEIFER, Mr. Chairman, I am not desirous of saying any- 
thing to the committee on this subject, for I have been inclined to 
vote for this resolution, But I dislike very much to assume in a res- 
olution that we may pass in this Congress that title guaranteed to ! 


roclamation, to declare all 
opinion the same can be 
th and legal and national obligations. 


this tribe of Indians is forfeited by acts of hostility or otherwise, to 
use the exact language of the resolution itself. I do not know what 
act of hostility would forfeit title to lands owned by this tribe of In- 
dians. But we assume by the form of our resolution that all those 
ersons who have been guilty in any way of acts of hostility in any 
egree have forfeited all their rights and interest in these lands. 

r. HASKELL. Why, sir, section 2080 expressly provides that if 
the tribal organization of the Ute Indians enters into any hostility 
against the auchority of the United States, then the President may 
by proclamaron abrogate all treaties. That would abrogate all rights 
under this treaty. 

Mr. KEIFER. Iunderstand that the treaty may be abrogated under 
certain circumstances; but the gentleman’s proposition is to stand 
by the treaty, and have the President of the United States stand by 
the treaty, but at the same time say that a certain portion of this 
tribe of Indians shall have no voice in executing the treaty. 

Mr. HASKELL. That was clemency on the part of the committee 
and of the Secretary and Congress, that we should not take all the 
right we possessed under the law, but that we should treat these In- 
dians more leniently and more righteously than we were by law en- 
titled to treat them. I was simply debating a question of law raised 
against me. But we went on broader ground. We refused to recog- 
nize, and so did the President, that these hostile acts on the part of 
these Ute Indians abrogated the treaty with those Indians, and we 
simpy declared that every Indian not in hostility to the United States 
shall have a chance to come in here and vote on this agreement, and 
that three-fourths should be secured before any transfer could be 


made. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have been fortunate enough to stir up the gentle- 
man a little on this subject. But I do not see his point. I fail to see 
it. J understand the committee to be entirely in favor of recogniz- 
ing this treaty and working out some scheme by which they may 
have these Indians, not only those guilty of hostility toward the 
United States, but all the others dispossessed of their rights. That 
was the act of mercy and grace on the part of the committee, that 
they let anybody in at all to speak for this tribe of Indians; that 
they propose to take all their lands from them by 3 with 
a few; I do not know whether they are those who could not fight or 
would not fight, the cowards of the tribe, or what they were, but 
they are the persons with whom this negotiation is to be made. They 
are to let such persons as may be chosen by the President of the 
United States or the Secretary of the Interior go on and determine 
who they shall hear and whose vote they shall take, and who they 
shall consult in determining whether they will take away the title 
of these Indians to their reservation itself. If we can get upon any 
plan by which these lands may be fairly receded to the United States 
and this tribe of Indians removed to another place where they are 
bard Sy o, I am inclined to think that would be right. 

Mr. HASKELL. I will make that point clear. 

Mr. KEIFER. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HASKELL. Under the treaty with these Ute Indians it is pro- 
vided if any one shall commit any crime he shall practically be dis- 
franchised—cut off from the tribe,and they are to deliver him up, 
turn him over to the United States Government. That is in the treaty. 
That is the agreement. Now, Isay in treating with these Indians under 
the treaty for their land we will treat with all those who have not 
by the terms of their treaty cut themselves off from their treaty rights 
and I say that is an act of leniency on the part of the committee, for 
under section 2080 of the Revised Statutes the power is lodged in the 
President, if he chooses to exercise it, when the tribal organization 
is engaged in war to abrogate the treaties with that tribe and wipe 
out every one of them. The committee did not desire to have the 
President, the Secretary, or Con; abrogate the meny or steal the 
lands, but under the provisions of the treaty to agree with them about 
a recession of a portion of their reservation. 

Mr. WILLITS. I should like to kaow whether 

Mr. CONGER. I will yield ten minutes more to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. WILLITS. I should like to know whether any facts exist in 
this case which would warrant the President in abrogating that treaty? 

Mr. HASKELL. | They do. 

Mr. WILLITS. I should like to inquire whether the tribal organi- 
zation of Utes have ever been at war with the Government. 

Mr. HASKELL. They are now, to-day. x 

Mr. WILLITS. I do not understand that to be so. 

Mr. HASKELL. In the last council of the Utes, the proceedings, 
which were read to this House to-day, showed that a declaration of 
re) was made by Ouray, Colorow, and Jack, head chiefs of the Ute 
tribe. 

Mr. WILLITS. Did the commissioner so understand it? 

Mr. HASKELL. They flang on the floor of the council-room their 
knives drawn; they refused to smoke the pipe of peace in solemn 
council. What is that but a declaration of war? 

Mr. WILLITS. Did the commissioner understand that was a dec- 
laration of war? 

Mr. HASKELL. It was a declaration of war and refusal to com- 
Lp waa their treaty stipulations, and the council broke up. 

. WILLITS. It was broken up with the distinct understanding 


that they would obey their treaty obligations and give up the guilty 
t 


men, They did everything asked of them. 
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Mr. HASKELL. But on condition that they should be tried out- 
side of Colorado. 

Mr. WILLITS. I understand they recognized the obligations of 
their treaty, and I deny there was any declaration of war. 

Mr. HASKELL. And since that council ori omg refused to bring 
in the men, and there is not one of them that been brought in. 

Mr. WILLITS. That is a question of fact. 

Mr. KEIFER. All this I suppose is a part of my speech. 

Mr. FINLEY. It has been very well put in. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not understand, however, that my friend from 
Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] has made this point entirely clear. It may 
be to himself and to others here, but it is not so tome. I think the 
distinguished gentleman is very widely mistaken in undertaking to 
state to the House in Committee of the Whole what constitutes a 
declaration of war on the part of a tribe of Indians. 

The CHAIRMAN, The committee will come to order. 
in the aisles will please be seated. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I move that the committee rise and report prog- 


ress. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kemer] has 


Gentlemen 


I was about to say that I must take issue with the 
distinguished gentleman and soldier from Kansas as to what consti- 
tutes a declaration of war by a tribe of Indians. 

Mr. HASKELL. I was talking about the Utes. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not proposo to discuss that question, because 
it is not very germane to this debate; but I will say that I do not 
believe a few Indians throwing down their knives upon the floor, 
when they are disputing about certain matters, constitutes a declara- 
tion of war that has the effect to take the tribal rights 

Mr. HASKELL. That is Ute law. 

Mr. KEIFER. That has the effect to take away from them entirely 
the tribal rights under United States treaties. I say it is not good 
Ute law. But the gentleman is mistaken in the fact, because during 
the negotiations that were going on there was a dispute upon the 

uestion as to where these hostile Indians were to be-tried ; and they 
threw down their knives merely to indicate that they were at issue 
with the commissioners of the United States npon that one point; 
and they did not then dispute, and have not since disputed, the fact 
that these hostile Indians ought to be delivered up to the United 
States courts for trial somewhere. 

Mr. HASKELL, May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. KEIFER. Pardon me; I should be allowed to use one-fourth 
of my time myself. And they are to-day sending hostile Utes to the 
Secretary of the Interior, to be tried, as I understand, in the city of 
Washington. The gentleman, then, is mistaken as to that. 

Now, to come back to the question before the committee, I do not 
understand that we are acting faithfully when we declare that it is 
for these persons who may be appointed by the President of the 
United States to determine what Indians of this tribe have forfeited 
their rights under the treaty of the United States. I do not under- 
stand that the treaty undertakes to define what character of hostil- 
ity 3 to forfeit the rights of an entire tribe. And, sir, lunder- 
stand the article of the treaty which has been referred to by gentle- 
men who are in favor of this resolution simply provides what tribal 
hostility may operate to destroy the Hene of the Indians under the 
treaty, and gives the President of the United States the right to de- 
clare the treaty void and thenceforth of no force. 

Mr. SCALES. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. KEIFER, In one moment. Now gentlemen propose that a 
commission shall go out, 1 by the President of the United 
States, who may consult with the women and the boys and the cow- 

and the skulkers that are about there, and carry away that entire 
rvation, the United States at the same timestanding up and claim- 

g that it is enforcing treaty rights. If the President of the United 

tes thinks and believes that the Ute Indians have forfeited their 

ights under this 2 let him so declare. Let gentlemen act boldly 

about this matter, and not undertake to deal with a certain class of 
persons who shall speak for the whole tribe. 

Mr. SCALES. If the gentleman from Ohio will allow me, I think 
it is very evident that we cannot get to a vote this evening. With the 
permission, therefore, of the gentleman, I will move that the com- 
mittee rise. He will have the floor when the House again goes into 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. FRYE. Before the N stops I will make a suggestion 
which will perhaps save difficulty about this matter. I suggest 
that the Ute Indians be stricken out from the resolution, and that 
the Fusionist tribes of Maine be inserted in their place. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KEIFER. The other day my distinguished friend from Maine 
was disposed to be facetious about Ohio. But his conscience has 
pricked him, and he now comes and attacks his own State. I am 
willing to agree to the course 8 by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, reserving my right to the floor. À 

Mr. HASKELL. I would like the gentleman to answer one ques- 
tion. 

Mr. KEIFER. I will when I again take the floor and haye an 
opportunity of knowing more about it. 

. CONGER. How much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Fifteen minutes. 


Mr. SCALES. I move, then, that the committee rise. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. REAGAN reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had under consideration the joint resolution 
(S. R. No. 51) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate 
with the Ute Indians for the relinquishment of their reservations in 
Colorado and their removal and settlement elsewhere, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


CORRECTION IN SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION ACT. 


Mr. BLOUNT, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, réported a joint resolution (H. R. No. 156) to correct an 
error in the act making appropriations for. sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the year ending June 30, 1880, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Be it resolved, £c., That the clause in the first section of the act making appro- 
8 for og A civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year — 

une 30, 1880, and for other poy approved March 3, 1879, which makes an ap- 
propriation “for payment of retained percentages on contracts made during the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1876, for paving roadways in Capitol grounds, 8221704. 
is hereby so umended as to “for payment of retained percentages on contracts: 
made during the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1876, for paving ways in Capitol 
grounds, 82,217.94.“ 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwill simply state that this is to correct an error 
in the sundry civil bill, which grew out of an error, perhaps typo- 
praplucal, in the Book of Estimates. It is a unanimous report. If 

urther explanation be desired, I will have read the communications 
from the Department on the subject. If not, I will have them 
printed in the RECORD. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

The following are the communications from the Treasury Depart- 
ment: 

ARCHITECT'S OFFICE, UNITED STATES CAPITOL, 
Washington, D. C., November 26, 1879. 

Sim: I beg leave to call the attention of pe honorable committee to a clerical 
error made in the following paragraph of the sundry civil appropriation bill, ap- 
proved March 3, 1879: 

“For pago of retained percentages on contracts made Seas’ the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1876, for paving roadways in 88 $2,217.94.” 

The amount thus appropriated is not available, as the language of the act should 
have been for payment of retained percentages on contracts made during the fiscal 


year beginning July 1, 1876. 
The contracts for which this percen was intended were all made in Septem- 
percentages should be paid three years 


ber, 1876, and provided that the retain: 

I — sak that ded bs ee lating to this mat that 

respec! y an amen ac relat to ter, so 
the money may be available for the purpose intended. 
I am, very respectfully, 
EDWARD CLARK, 

Architect United States Capitol. 
Hon. J. aS ATKINS, 


irman Committee on Appropriations, 
House of Rep 


ARCHITECT'S OFFICE, UNITED STATES CAPITOL, 
Washington, D. C., November 5, 1879. 

Sm: The reserved percentages for work done on paving roadways during the 
year 1876 are now nearly due and payable, In examining the appropriation for 
sundry civil expenses, approved March 3, 1879, I find that in the paragraph relat- 
ing to these reservations a clerical error has been made, namely: for retained per- 
centages on contracts made during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1876, instead of 
fiscal year beginning July 1, 1876. 

As this is a clerical error, and as there were no contracts made before for road- 
ways, I hope that by referring this matter to the Comptroller permission may be 
given to use this money without getting an amendatory act of Congress for this 


Purpow ory respectfully, EDWARD CLARK, 
Architect United States Capitol, 
R. JOSEPH, 


Esq., 
Disbursing Agent for the Office of the Architect United States Capitol. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRST CoMPTROLLER’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., November 8, 1879. 

Sm: Acknowledgment is made of your reference to this office of a letter of Hon. 
Edward Clark, Architect of the Capitol, dated the 5th instant. 

The language of the clause in the sundry civil act approved March 3, 1879, 
referred to in that letter, is not ambiguous, and the words ending June 30, 1876,” 
cannot be construed to mean “ ending June 30, 1877.” 

Amendatory legislation will be required. 

Yours, respectfully, A. G. PORTER, Comptroller. 

R. JOSEPH, Esq., 

Disbursing Olerk for the Office af the 
Architect of the United States Capitol, Interior Department. 
CAROLINE V. SAYRE. 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee of Accounts, 

raha back, with a favorable recommendation, the following reso- 
ution : 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the House to the Ser- 

t-at-Arms thereof a sum sufficient to pay the ee 1 5 funeral and expenses of 

t sickness of Philemon D. Sayre, late an employé of this House: Provided, Said 

sum shall not exceed $500, to be approved by the Committee of Accounts; and 


there shall be pan. out of the same fund, megs to the same approval, three 
months’ pay to Caroline V. Sayre, mother of deceased. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I would inquire whether it has been customary 
to pay accounts of this kind? I have never known it. 

Mr. of Pennsylvania. I would sayin regard to the inquiry 
have consulted with persons in reference to 


of the gentleman that 
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this matter, and am informed that for the last twenty years it has | of the estate of Mary Hird, of Louisiana, be printed as an appendix to the ninth 
been customary to pay expenses of this kind. Last session we passed | general report of the said commissioners. 


a resolution of a similar character in reference to Mr. Douglas, the 
colored man who had charge of the water-closet. We also passed 
another resolution in reference to Mr. Lennox, one of the employés 
of this House. If gentlemen desire it, I will have them read. 

Many MEMBERS. That is not necessary. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Let them be printed in the Recorp for the 
information of the House. 

There was no objection. 

The resolutions referred to are as follows: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of th House to the Ser- 

t-at-Arms thereof a sum sufficient to pay the proper fun and expenses of 

‘ast sickness of Robert W. Lennox, late an employé of this House: Provided, Said 

sum shall not exceed $500, to be approved by the Committee of Accounts; and there 

shall be paid out of the said fond. — 0 to the same approval, three months pay 
to Mrs. James Lennox, mother of said deceased. 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the House to Nancy 
Douglas, widow of H. 2 late an employé of this House, a sum equal to his 
pay for three months, and the proper funeral expenses. 

The resolution reported by Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, was then 
adopted. 

M. M. HERR. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, also, from the Committee of Accounts, 
reported a joint resolution (H. R. No. 157) for the relief of M. M. 
Herr; which was read a first and second time. 

The joint resolution directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
M. M. Herr the sum of $605 for services as assistant sergeant-at-arms 
to the House of Representatives during the first session of the Forty- 


sixth Con 8 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I will state that this joint resolution 
is nece in order that the money may be obtained from the Treas- 
ury, The House has already p asimple resolution of the House, 
but the Comptroller of the Treasury refuses to audit the account. This 

joint resolution is for the purpose of putting the matter in the proper 
shape to secure paren ‘ 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADDITIONAL PAGE FOR DOORKEEPER, 


Mr. WEAVER submitted the following resolution ; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Accounts: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Doorkeeper is hereby author- 


ized to employ an additional page for the convenience of the House, and that his 
services be paid for out of the contingent fund of the House. 


REPORTS OF HEALTH OFFICERS. 


Mr. WILSON (by request of Board of Health) introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 3057) granting the passage through the mails at pound rates 
of all publications issued in print and at regular intervals by health 
boards and health officers throughout the country; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Oftice 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF ALLEGHENY RIVER. 


Mr. WHITE. I ask consent to submit for consideration at this 
time the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to inform 
the House ‘at as early a day as irae the manner, in detail, of the expendi- 
ture of the money appropriated by the Forty-fifth Con for the improvement of 
the navigation of the Allegheny River in the State of Pennsylvania, and also the 
amount of money which may be necessary to complete the improvements already 
commenced, and also the amount which may be eg to improve the naviga- 
tion of said river from Olean, in the State of New York, to the headwaters of the 
Ohio River at Pittsburgh. 

Mr. DUNNELL. That resolution ought to go to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

Mr. WHITE. I beg the gentleman not to object. 

The SPEAKER, Objection being made to its present considera- 
tion, the resolution will be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
PUBLIC LANDS FOR EDUCATIONAL PURPOSES. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, by unanimous consent, submitted the followin 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Education an 

bor: 


Resolved by the House ee eee That the Committee on Education aud 
Labor be, and is hereby, directed to 7 and report a bill for the sale and dis- 
tribution of the p of the public lands among the various States and Terri- 
tories for educational purposes. 

RAILROAD LANDS. 

Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
Joint resolution (H. R. No. 158) to forfeit certain public lands ted 
to aid in the construction of certain railroad and telegraph lines; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY HIRD. 

Mr. BRAGG submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the summary report of the commissioners of claims upon the case 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MILLS. I move that the House now adjourn. 
Mr. COX. I desire to offer a resolution for the convenience of 
members. 
Mr. MILLS. I withdraw the motion. 
CENSUS. 
Mr. COX submitted the following resolution: 
Resolved, That 1,000 copies of the census lawebe printed for the use of the mem- 


bers of the House, accompanied with a statement of the division of supervisor 
districts made by the Superintendent of the Census. 


Mt. DUNNELL. The number ought to be 2,000. 
Mr. COX. I have no objection to that. Members want it. 
Mr. KEIFER. It should not be less than 2,000. 
Jong COX. I will modify the resolution so as to make the number 
2,000, 
The resolution, as modified, was then adopted. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


Mr. DWIGHT asked leave to withdraw from the files of the House 
papers in the case of James Byers, George W. Grigg, and John Nolan; 
which reqnest was referred to the Committee of Claims, there having 
been an adverse report in the Forty-third Congress. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR GOVERNMENT OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the commissioners of the District of Columbia, trans- 
mitting estimates of appropriations for the support of the govern- 
ment of the District for the year ending June 30, 1881; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


AID FOR COLORED WOMEN AND CHILDREN. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a memorial of the National Association for the relief of Destitute 
Colored Women and Children, praying the appropriation of $7,000 for 
the aid of said society; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

HARVEY B. KILBORN. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting papers in the 
case of Harvey B. Kilborn and recommending the passage of the bill 

anting him a pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
favalia Pensions. 

WRIGHT'S PATENT SAFETY LINCHPIN. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, relative to the claim of Mrs. S. A. 
Wright for compensation for the use by the Government of George 
Wright’s patent safety linchpin for artillery carriages; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

DENNIS HARRIGAN. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the petition of Den- 
nis Harrigan, private Company D, Fourth Artillery, to be placed on 
the retired list; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

FORT MISSOULA MILITARY RESERVATION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to the military reservation at Fort Missoula, 
Montana; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

HARLOW L. STREET. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the Hou 
a letter from the Secretary of War,relative to the transfer to t 
supernumerary list and muster-ont of service of First Lieuten: ** 
Harlow L. Street, First United States Cavalry; which was referred * 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, ; 

INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
of War, transmitting reports of examination of Waukegan Har- 
bor, Illinois ; of Oconto River, Wisconsin, and of Wolf River, Wiscon- 
sin, from Semple’s Bridge to Sawano; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION OF MILLING MACHINERY. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, relative to the admission 
free of duty of articles for exhibition at the international exposition 
of milling machinery, to be held June 1, 1880, at Cincinnati, Ohio; 
which was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1959) relating to printing impressions from por- 
traits and vignettes. 

Mr. SAMFORD moved that the House ps Ba 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o'clock p. m.) 
the Honse adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of Lydia Peak, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Mary Picot, for a pension—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of Jeremiah Gift, for the payment of certain back 
pay alleged to be due him for services in the war of 1812—to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Andrew D. Parret, for a pension—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. ACKLEN: The petitions of Charles A. Whitney, president 
Morgan’s Louisiana and Texas Railroad and Steamship Company, 
New Orleans, Louisiana; of E. D. Morgan and James A. Raynor, 
trustees and receivers New Orleans and Mobile Railroad; of John T. 
‘Terry, president of Texas and New Orleans Railroad of 1874; of Nor- 
man Webb, general superintendent Selma, Rome and Dalton Rail- 
road, Selma, Alabama; of A. L. Rives, vice-president and F 
manager Mobile and Ohio Railroad; of N. Monsarrat, general mana- 
ger Memphis, Paducah and Nashville Railroad, Paducah, Kentueky ; 
of Roswell Miller, general superintendent Cairo and Vincennes Rail- 
road, Cairo, Illinois; of Rudolph Fink, general manager Memphis and 
Little Rock Railroad, Little Rock, Arkansas; of George Noble, gen- 
eral superintendent Texas and Pacific Railroad, Marshall, Texas; of 


John B. Peck, general superintendent South Carolina Railroad, 


Charleston, South Carolina; of A. B. Hawkins and S. Conant, re- 
ceivers Jacksonville, Pensacola and Mobile Railroad, Tallahassee, 
Florida; of M. Burk, general superintendent Mississippi and Tennes- 
see Railroad, Mefuphis, Tennessee ; of G. J. Foreacre, general manager 
Atlanta and Charlotte Air Line, Atlanta, Georgia; of George W. 
Adams, general superintendent Macon and Brunswick Railroad, Ma- 
con, Georgia; of Theodore Hartman, general superintendent Little 
Rock and Fort Smith Railroad, Little Rock, Arkansas; of L. P. Grant, 
eneral superintendent Atlanta and West Point Railroad, Atlanta, 
Geor ia; of Charles L. Schlatter, general superintendent, treasurer, 
and director Brunswick and Southwestern Railroad, Brunswick, 
-Georgia ; of W. G. Raoul, general superintendent Montgomery and 
Eufaula Railroad, and general superintendent Southwestern Railroad 
of Georgia, Macon, Georgia; of J. W. Thomas, general superintendent 
Nashville, Chattanooga and Saint Louis Railroad, Nashville, Tennes- 
see; of Cecil Gabbitt, president and general manager Western Rail- 
road of Alabama, Montgomery, Alabama; of W. K. Ackerman, pres- 
ident Illinois Central Railroad, Chicago, lllinois; of A. F. Ravenele, 
resident Northeastern Railroad Company, Charleston, South Caro- 
ina; of J. W. Green, general manager Vicksburgh, Shreveport and 
Pacitic Railroad, Monroe, Louisiana; of Henry Fink, receiver Atlan- 
tic, Mississippi and Ohio Railroad, Lynchburgh, Virginia; of C. M. 
McGhee, vice-president East Tennessee, Virginia and Georgia Rail- 
road, Knoxville, Tennessee; of R. G. Fleming, general superintend- 
ent Port Royal and Augusta Railroad, Augusta, Georgia; of George 
W. Parker, general manager Cairo Short Line, Alton and Terre Haute 
Railroad, Saint Louis, Missouri, for the passage by Congress of a 
eral law to relieve interstate freights and passengers from the un- 
fost restrictions and discriminations of State and local quarantines— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 
By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of citizens of Hickman and Hum- 
hreys Counties, Tennessee, for an appropriation to improve the navy- 
igation of Duck River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BERRY: The petition of T. G. Morgan, for the considera- 
tion by Congress of his claim presented in the Forty-fifth Congress— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. BLAKE: The petition of Gustay L. Freche and others, for 

s reduction of the tax on weiss-beer—to the Committee of Ways and 


eans, 
Also, the petition of May S. Powell and others, for the equalization 
-of the pay of soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. BOUCK: A bill to provide for the construction of a harbor 
-at Kewaunee, Wisconsin—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COBB: A bill a . for the improvement of 
the Patoka River, in the State of Indiana to the same committee. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of citizens of Minnesota, for the 
establishment of a post-route from Fairmont to Saint James, Minne- 
sota—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ERRETT: A paper containing a statement of the business 
of the United States district court of the western district of Pennsyl- 
vania—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr: HAWK: The petition of Mrs. Sarah E. Dunham, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: The petition of Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, that 
she be authorized to institute suit in the Court of Claims to have 
-certain land claims adjudicated—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HENKLE: The petition of William Dadds, of Annapolis, 
Maryland, to be indemnified for property destroyed in Annapolis 
-during the war by order of General B. F. Butler—to the Committee 
on War Claims. È 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of George W. Crouse, A. L. Conger, 
Lewis Miller, D. L. King, and other leading manufacturers of Akron, 
Ohio, that business circulars and trade-lists may be sent through the 


mails at the newspaper rate of two cents a pound—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of William S. Stockton, that his 
name be placed upon the rolls as first lieutenant Company F, Seventy- 
first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and for compensation as 
such—to the Committee on Milii Affairs, 

By Mr. REED: The petition of B. J. Willard and others, for & life- 
saving station in Portland Harbor—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of Lulie Benham and 27 others, resi- 
dents of Palo, Michigan, for- legislation to prevent the encroach- 
ments of white settlers upon In Territory—to the Committee on 
Indian Affgirs. a ‘ 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of Mrs, Betsey A, Mower, widow of 
Major-General Joseph A, Mower, of the United States Army, for an 
increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of F. T. McLowrine, for com- 
ponasim for property taken for the use of the United States Army 

uring the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
FRIDAY, December 19, 1879. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. VOORHEES, Mr. VANCE, Mr. 
PENDLETON, Mr. WixDoOM, and Mr. BLAIR as the select committee to 
investigate the causes which have led to the emigration of negroes 
from the Southern States to Northern States, under the resolution of 
the Senate adopted yesterday. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BUTLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 916) to authorize the United States to secure 
a title to certain military and timber reservations; which wag read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred t@ the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


SITE OF ENGRAVING BUREAU. 


_ Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be instructed to 
inquire as to the necessity of enlarging the site on the south side of the buildin; 
for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, the probable cost of the same, an 
report thereon to the Senate by bill or otherwise. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. THURMAN. It is obvious that there is no uorum here, and 
I think there is no probability that there will be cue to-day. I move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was 155 to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. By concurrent resolution of the two 
Houses of Congress, the Senate stands adjourned until Tuesday, Janu- 
ary 6, 1880, at twelve o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, December 19, 1879. 


The House met at twelve o’clockm, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


VENTILATION OF THE HALL, 


Mr. LORING. I present, Mr. Speaker, a report from the advisory 
board charged with carrying out, through the Architect of the Cap- 
itol Extension, certain changes in the heating, lighting, and ventilat- 
ing apparatni of the Hall of the House of Representatives; and I 
also desire to move a suspension of the rules and the adoption of two 
resolutions to carry out the recommendations of that report. : 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by unanimons consent. 
poe the gentleman desire the report which he presents read to the 

ouse 

Mr. LORING. I do; and then I shall ask for unanimous consent 
to introduce for action at this time two resolutions touching the sub- 
jects treated of in that communication. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., December 17, 1879. 

Sin: The advisory board charged with carrying out, through the Architect of the 
Capitol Extension, certain 2 in the heating, lighting, and ventilating appara- 
tus of the Hall of the House of Representatives, by resolution of the House, dated 
February 27, 1879, has the honor to report: 

That the plans prepared by the Architect, in accordance with the recommenda- 
tions of the previous commission on this subject, having been ey nike by the 
advisory board on the 18th of April, work was commenced imm 8 after the 
adjournment of the extra session of Congress, and has been carried on through the 
summer under the immediate direction of the Architect of the Capitol Extension. 

For architectural reasons, it was deemed expedient to place the mouth of the 
duct for the fresh supply of air at some distance from the point where this supply 
duct would have emerged on the terrace. In gomg this it was found necessary to 
move a sewer, and to make special arrangements for a large gas-main supplying 
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Capitol Hill. This, together with a somewhat ter cost than was anticipated 
for decorating the lobby in the rear of the Speaker's chair, has made it impossible 
to complete ail the work contemplated in the original recommendations of the 
board, the amount of money appropriated for that purpose. 

It is the opinion of the board that some additional sters, to be covered by 
stationary sofas or seats, are still wanting on the floor of the Hall. It is also con- 
sidered desirable that there should be in the engineer's room means of registering 
the velocity of the air which is entering, also that which is passing out of the 


Hali. This is to be effected by means of small stationary anemometers, register- 


ing at a distance by means of e It is also desirable that additional ven- 
tilating fines should be connected with 9 the rear of the Speaker's chair, 
and that still further change should be made in the upholstering of the seats in 


8 

ith the changes already made it is found that from 15 to 20 per cent. more air 
can be ebe into the Hall, without causin ptible draughts, than could 
be done last year. It is desirable, however, tos her inerease this quantity, and 
to give the engineer the means of knowing at all times precisely what work his 
machinery is . is the way of air supply, as well as the temperatures in differ- 

nt parts of the 

à T at this work may be completed during the recess of the Christmas yp ease de 
it is respectfully recommended that the sum of $4,000 be appropriated for that 


47 its final report, Which will be presented during the 8 session, the board 


will probably recommend some means for getting rid of the carpet on the floor of 
the Hall, which is a source of great discomfort and some danger to health, but as 
this will probably involve the relaying of at least a portion of the Hall in hard 
wood, and the use of some material to replace the carpet, for the purpose of dead- 
ening sound, which work cannot be carried out during the brief interval of the 
Christmas recess, the board will not make any recommendation on this subject at 
present. 


Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
Mr. SAMFORD. Is that a report of any committee? a 
The SPEAKER. It is a communication from a commission estab- 
lished by law, haying for its object the better ventilation of this 
Hall. 


The report was laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 
. LORING. I now ask the Clerk to read the resolutions which 
I have submitted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, 


registering anemometers, and other reco: 
the |, in accordance with the recom- 


8 That the Committee of Accounts be requested, and hereby authorized, 
to instruct the Clerk of the House of Representatives to furnish during the recess 
of Congress the lobby and corridor in the rear of the Hall of the House, and also 
the east vestibule of the House, for use as a reception-room. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the Clerk read again that last resolution. I 
do not understand it. 

Mr. LORING. I demand the previous question on the adoption of 
the resolutions. 

The resolutions were again read. 

Mr.GARFIELD. Beforethe gentleman demands the previous qnes- 
tion I wish to make an inquiry. 

Mr. LORING. I will withdraw the demand for the previous ques- 
tion and yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. G. IELD. Task the gentleman to state in his own way the 
exact purport of the resolutions. There was much confusion in the 
House during the time the resolutions were read, and I know there 
are a number of gentlemen B who desire exactly to know what 
it is that is proposed to be done. 

Mr. LORING. If there is no objection, Iwill state simply what the 
object of the report and resolves is. As members of the House are 
wellaware, the effort to ventilate this Honse, during the recess of Con- 
gress, has been eminently successful. They are also aware that it is 
not yet perfect, and the advisory board having the matter in charge 
recommend certain additional changes. They desire especially to 
avoid the draught through the floor, in reference to which members 
complain, and in order to do that the ventilating grates in the floor 
must be enl to balance with those in the ceiling of the House. 
The advisory board also desire that certain regulating apparatus 
shall be added to the ventilation, and in order to accomplish this and 
make it perfect, according to the best scientific rules of ventilation, 
the board estimates that an additional sum of $4,000 will be neces- 
sary. That is the object of the report of the board, and of the first 
resolve which I have offered. 

The second resolve simply provides, Mr. Speaker, for furnishing the 
room in the rear of the Speaker’s chair in order that it may be a com- 
fortable and sightly room for the use of the members of the House. 
It also provides, at the suggestion of some of the officers of the House, 
thatin the east end of this wing shall be provided a room as a substi- 
tute for the reception-room recently occupied by the ladies calling upon 
members of the House. It is considered, I understand, by the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms that some such substitute should be provided, and that 
resolve has been added in order that that provision may be made. I 
am e to answer any other question Which the gentleman may 

ropound. 
E . GARFIELD. I wish to ask whether it is the purpose of the 


board to convert that hall in the east end of the wing into a room in 
the way of constructing a new partition or anything of that sort ? 

Mr. LORING. Itis not. 

Mr. GARFIELD. What is to be done, then? 

Mr. CLYMER. Itis a mere matter of furniture. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman will be good enough to explain 
why it seems to be nece to build so high a tower down yonder 
on the grounds. Is that a part of this ventilating machinery ? 

Mr. LORING. I desire to state to the gentleman from Ohio that 
that is for the admission of pure air and not for the egress of air—to- 
avoid what is considered in Washington, indefinitely, malaria; I onl 
know it came near killing me, but exactly what it is I cannot te 
We understand for these northern men who come down here it is 
necessary to get air from heaven and not from the earth. This tower 
was built to come as near heaven as possible. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD. I understand the necessity of building a tall 
chimney to get draught for fire, but I do not see why we should dis- 
figure our beautiful grounds by the erection of an immense chimney 
in the center of them unless science says we have to go up to heaven 
to get pure air. If so, I suppose we shall have to do it. 

. LORING. It was the edict of science. The healthof members 
was considered of more importance, Mr. Speaker, than the beauty of 
these grounds. That is all of it. r 

Mr. STEPHENS. Now let us have the question on the resolution. 

Mr. PRICE. I suggest to the mover of the resolution that by the 
language used we not only establish as a reception-room the vestibule 
in the east end of this wing, but also the corridors in the rear of the 
Speaker's chair. The lang of the resolution makes the room in 
the rear of the Speaker’s chair a reception-room as well as the east 
corridor. = 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes not. 

Mr. PRICE. Isay the language of the resolution makes it so. 

Mr. CLYMER. Let the last resolution be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Accounts be requested, and hereby authorized, 
to instruct the Clerk of the House of Representatives to furnish during the recesa 
of Congress the lobby and corridor in the rear of the Hallof the House, and also the 
east vestibule of the House, for use as a reception-room. 

Mr. PRICE. It covers them both. The copulative conjunction 
“and” has the effect to make the lobby and corridor, as well as the 
east vestibule, into a reception-room. 

Mr. CLYMER, Let the resolution then be modified so as to provide 
that the lobby in the rear of the Hall of the House shall be for the 
use of members only. 

Mr. PRICE. But the resolution does not 25 that. 

Mr. CLYMER. I ask the gentleman from Massachusetts to accept 
that amendment. 

Mr. LORING. Certainly I will accept that amendment. 

Mr. CLYMER. That the lobby in the rear of the Hall of the House 
be for the use of members only. The gentleman consents to the mod- 
ification of the resolution in that way. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be now read as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Accounts be requested, and hereby authorized. 
to instruct the Clerk of the House of Representatives to furnish during the recess 
of Congress the lobby and corridor in the rear of the Hall of the House for the 


use of the members only, and also the east vestibule of the House for use as a re- 
ception-room. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I suggest a further amendment to- 
include the clerks—that is for the use of members and clerks only. 

Mr. CLYMER. There is no necessity for that. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman accept that modification ? 

Mr. LORING. I do not. Iunderstand that the room will be under 
the control of officers of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is understood. 

The resolutions were adopted. 

Mr. LORING moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolutions. 
were adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HARBOR AT MICHIGAN CITY, INDIANA. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to have a correction made in the RECORD, 
so as to show the introduction of a bill by myself on Monday last 
immediately after the introduction of bills by my colleague, Mr. Hos- 
TETLER. It was a bill r to aid in the comple- 
tion of the harbor at Michigan City, Indiana, and was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

The SPEAKER. Bills appropriating for rivers and harbors go into 
the box under the rule. 


GENERAL INDEX OF JOURNALS. 


Mr. STEPHENS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Rules, made a report in writing on the general index of the Journals 
of Congress; which was ordered to be printed and laid on the table. 

Mr. STEPHENS also, by unanimous consent, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Rules: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules are instructed to report whether the 
system adopted by them forthe general index of the Journals of Con, can be 
applied to indexing the current publications of Congress, and to re such meas- 
ures as may appear to them necessary for that purpose or for otherwise improving 
the methods of indexing the current publications. 
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REVISION OF RULES. 


Mr. MILLS. I desire to inquire of the Chair when the Committee 
‘on Rules will report on the revision of the rules? 

The SPE The Chair is able to say that the Committee on 
Rules will make that report to-day. The gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN] has the report, and will make it during the morn- 
ing. He is also authorized to make a statement to the House on the 
subject. 

; SAINT JOHN’S CATHEDRAL, INDIANAPOLIS. 

Mr. DE LA MATYR, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 3058) authorizing the remission or refunding of duty on an 
altar from Rome, Italy, for the Saint John’s Cathedral, of Indianapolis, 
Indiana; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH H. BODINE, 


Mr. DE LA MATYR also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 3059) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. Bodine ; 
which was a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


NICARAGUA CLAIMS. 


Mr. ACKLEN. I ask unanimous consent to offer for present con- 
sideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
ved, That the Speaker appoint the select committee of five members pro- 


Resol: 
vided for by resolution now on the Public Calen: ving been favor- 


dar, the same ha 
ably reported and a like committee having been appointed on the of the Sen- 
nst the govern- 


atè to inquire into the claims of citizens of the United States 
ment of . and to examine those flled in the Department of State, and to 
report to this House. 

Mr. KEIFER. There will be time enough for that after the recess. 

Mr. ACKLEN. The committee if appointed now would be able to 
work during the holidays. There is no expense connected with it. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think it will be time enough to consider that reso- 
lution when we come to it. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I trust that thegentleman from Ohio will not object. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects, and the resolution is not 
before the House. 


EXPENSES OF SUB-COMMITTEE OF COMMERCE, 


Mr. ACKLEN. I ask unanimous consent to offer for present con- 
sideration the resolution which I now send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House is hereby directed to- 


y out 
of the contingent fund upon the vouchers of the c 


of the sub-committee of 


commerce appointed by resolution of this House, adopted June 4, the expenses 
paid and eee by and other members in carrying out said resolution, not to 
exceed $700. 


A MEMBER. Let that g to the Committee of Accounts. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Iask for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. I will say in the absence of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. RUSSELL] that » portion of these expenses has been paid 
by certain members of that committee already, and other portions 
have been incurred by members of the committee under resolution 
of e House. I think under those circumstances objection will not 
be made. 

Mr. BREWER. I object. . 

Mr. ACKLEN. Does the gentleman object to the resolution going 
to the Committee of Accounts? 

Mr. BREWER. I do not. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee of Accounts. 


REVISION OF RULES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam directed by the Committee on Rules to 
report to this House the proposed revision of its rules that has been 


‘drafted in obedience to a resolution passed by this House at its first 


session, and in conjunction therewith to submit a report explanatory 
of the changes suggested and submitted. I am directed by the com- 
mittee to sa further, Mr. Speaker, that it is its purpose now simply 
to ask that the House shall direct this revision an papery to be printed 
and recommitted to the committee, so that within the next few days 
each member of the House can be provided, whether here in the city 
or by having it mailed to his address at home, with a Dy of the 
proposed revision and may thus be afforded an opportunity of examin- 
ing it during the holidays. At some time after the reassembling of 
the House the Committee on Rules have determined to ask the House 
to set a day when it will resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House under such restrictions as to debate as to the House may seem 
proper to take up and consider, at such length as it may choose, the 
poe submitted by the Committee on Rules which I hold in my 

and for a revision of the terms on which the legislation of this 
House shall be conducted. 

The report I make is the unanimous report of the Committee on 
Rules, the several members of that committee reserving to themselves 
the right to offer amendments where they deem it proper upon the 
consideration of the report. I ask that the report and the proposed 
revision may be prin and recommitted. : 

Mr. CALKINS. I wish to ask a question of the gentleman from 
Kentucky for information with regard to the printing of the report 
and of the rules as revised: whether the committee ask in the report 


that the rules pro to be changed shall be printed along with 
the rules as revised, or whether simply the revision as reported by 
the committee shall be printed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. answer to the gentleman from Indiana I 
will say that the 8 easy he makes has not been adopted or rec- 
ommended or asked for by the committee, for this reason: the Man- 
ual with which each member of the Honse is now provided shows 
precisely what the rules are as they stand to-day. e ask to have 
printed simply the 1 revision of the rules. The comparison 
can be made by each member, by sang the Manual of the rules as 
they now stand and comparing it with the proposed revision submit- 
ted by the committee. 

And I will say, Mr. Speaker, that the journal clerk of the House 
will be able to furnish each member who will make the request of 
him, at his home, or in this city, or at any address he may give him, 
a printed copy or this revision within the next three or four days, 
provided the House shall order the report and proposed revision to 
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Rules 

W. BLACKBURN. I will explain further, if the gentleman will 
permit me, that the report which the committee submit in conjunc- 
tion with this pro d revision is simply by way of explanation. 
The sole object and purpose of that report is to explain to the House 
and to each member of it the changes made in the rules as at pres- 
ent by those which we now propose, and the reasons that have oper- 
ated upon the committee in suggesting the proposed changes. 

Mr. CALKINS. With the permission of the gentleman, I want to 
make this observation; because if the committee have considered 
that question I shall not attempt to undertake to get the House to 
change their report. But I had hoped that the committee would 
allow the rules to be printed along with the amendments which are 
suggested by the committee, so that at a glance each member of the 
House could see precisely what change is proposed or suggested to be 
made. The House knows that each member is now fullof work. We 
have but little time at best to perform the duties which we are 
called upon to perform here. And in my n every moment's 
time that we can save would certainly be of advantage. 

I only want to say one further word, and that is that each member 
of the House knows that the rules of the House are its life-blood, and 
as far as possible every member ought to understand those rules. It 
is for that 2 that I made the suggestion. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not want the House to remain unadvised 
as to any action that may have been taken or any purpose that may 
be held by the Committee on Rules. I am very sure that the action 
the committee have taken in thus submitting this revision of the 
rules and its report, and asking to have them both printed so that 
they may be in the hands of members during the two or three weeks 
of vacation we are to hgve, and then its foreshadowed action asking 
to have this House go into Committee of the Whole and take one day 
or one week, or whatever time it may choose, for the fullest investi- 
gation, discussion, and interchange of opinion, will sufficiently dem- 
onstrate the fairness of purpose on the part of the committee. Iwill 
say to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CLK INS] that it was not 
pels in the judgment of the committee, to adopt the suggestion 

e has made. The rules as they now stand number one hundred and 
sixty-six. In the proposed revision submitted to the House those 
rules are cut down to forty, in round numbers, and occupy seven of 
the ordinary pages of proof print which I have sent to the Clerk’s 
desk. Owing to this abbreviation, owing to the material chan 
made in the revision, as compared with the present system of rules, 
it was deemed by the committee impossible to print the rules as they 
stand at present, together with those now proposed by them, so as to 
make the one stand as an amendment or change of the other. 

The Manual which each member holds to-day contains every rule 
which this House has adopted and which is now in force. The re- 
vision of the rules now submitted by the committee for printing con- 
tains every rule that the House will have if that report and revision 
shall be adopted for its government. The report which accompanies 
this revision of the rules explains in detail what has been done with 
regard to every present existing rule, whether it has been abrogated 
or altered, and if altered, in what respect, as well as the history of 
each rule itself, and the motives that have induced the committee to 
nggon the pro à change. 

think the House will find that, whatever judgment it shall pro- 
nounce when it comes to consider the work done and submitted to it, 
every opportunity has been afforded and will be afforded, and will be 
insisted upon by the Committee on Rules, to have the fullest, fairest, 
and freest discussion that we can possibly get. After the House shall 
have made its order upon the motion which I have submitted, I have 
the ordinary resolution which I desire to submit, simply to expedite 
the matter, directing the Public Printer to go on during the holidays 
and print the ordinary number of copies (which I believe is two 
thousand) of the Digest for the second session of this Congress. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN} if it is supposed that the ordinary number will be 
sufficient to answer the purpose ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. When I spoke of two thousand copies as the 
ordinary number, I referred to the Digest for this session of Congress. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam speaking of the report of the committee. I 
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suggest whether it is not desirable that an extra number of copies of 
this revision be printed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Laccept the suggestion of the gentleman; and 
if the House shall order the proposed report and revision to be printed, 
as I trust it will, I hope that double the usual number will be printed. 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kentucky what 
time he proposes to fix for taking up this report for consideration by 
the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In answer to the gentleman I will say that the 
Committee on Rules have indicated very plainly to me, in directing 
me to make this report, that, after the opportunity which each mem- 
ber will have during these two or three weeks’ vacation to examine 
the revision, it is the purpose of the committee, immediately upon the 
reassembling of Congress, to ask the House to fix a day, as soon as 
may be, when it will go into Committee of the Whole for the pur- 
pose of taking up and considering, at such length as it pleases, this 
revision. 

Mr. HOOKER. As this revision proposes, as I understand, changes 
of the most radical character in the rules for the governance of the 
House, I suggest that we had better fix the day of the reassembling 
of Con , and by order of the House give a preference to the con- 
sideration of this matter until the House shall have passed upon the 


report. 

Mr. FRYE. In aus wer to the suggestion made afew moments ago 
by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. CALKINS, ] I desire to say that 
the committee considered the 1 made by him; and it was 
found to be an utter impossibility to adopt any such proceeding. 
Take, for instance, the rules defining the duties of the Speaker. They 
run all over our present book of rules. We have taken those scat- 
tered provisions and embodied them in one rule, very much abridg- 
ing the rules as now existing and changing them in many respects. 

n the report which has been prepared we haye pursued precisely 
the course that is pursued in laying out a map for the guidance of a 
pilot. The report contains references to every rule which has been 
touched by the committee, so that any boy fifteen years of age can 
take our present rules and the revision which we report and without 
the slightest difficulty can trace all the changes right through. 

Mr. CALKINS. If the report of the committee will serve the 1 
poses of comparison as well as an annotated copy of the revision, I am 
satisfied. In order to get a further explanation, I ask the gentleman 
whether or not a marginal annotation referring to each rule that has 
been changed would not greatly facilitate inquiry as to the changes 
which are proposed, 

Mr. FRYE. Iam satisfied that it would not. No man who reads 
the report would think for a moment of asking any more than the 
report contains. It certainly furnishes all the information that is 
necessary. 

While on the floor, I wish to suggest to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] whether it is not better now to fix the day 
when we shall proceed to the consideration of these new rules. The 
vacation about to begin will afford ample opportunity to every mem- 
ber to examine critically the report and the rules which we submit 
to-day for the action of the House. For one I am desirous that we 
shall commence the consideration of these rules as soon as possible 
after our return. I believe that a thorough discussion of this report 
in Committee of the Whole, taking it up rale by rule, will give to 
members a better understanding of the rules than experience under 
the present rules would give a member after a service of four years. 
I hold that this discussion will serve an admirable purpose, even 
though you reject every rule reported, by informing us what the rules 
are. I would like to feel convinced to-day that the House will occupy 
one solid week—every day of a whole week—in considering the rules 
now reported. I believe that it would be a week well spent. If the 

ntleman from Kentucky regards the proposition pedir rd I would 
fke to have a day fixed on which the consideration of this report 
shall commence, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then, Mr. Speaker, unless some member of the 
Committee on Rules shall object, I will indicate to the House now 
that if it shall agreo to the motion that this report and proposed re- 
vision be printed and recommitted, I will ask that the 7th day of 
January next (the day after the reassembling of Congress) be fixed 
as the day on which this report shall be taken up. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think that day is already engaged. 

The SPEAKER. The 9th of January is the earliest unoccupied 
day except the 6th, the day on which the House will reassemble. 

Mr. FRYE. We had better fix the 9th. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that the 6th had better be 
fixed; the subject could be resumed on the 9th. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think there will hardly be a full attendance 
‘of members on the 6th. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In response to inquiries made around me I de- 
sire to state that the wish and eee of the committee is, that 
when the House shall resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration and discussion of this proposed revision there shall 
be no impediment offered, no objection made, to any amendment that 
any meniber may see fit to offer to any rule, it being considered that 
we go through this report just as we do 5 Be the general appro- 
priation bills. Thus every member will have the fullest opportunity 
to correct any defect that the revision may contain. 

To testify the earnestness of the committee to obtain a prompt con- 
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sideration of this subject, I notify the House that if the report and 
revision be ordered to be printed and recommitted, I will at onces 
move that the House shall, on Tuesday the 6th day of January, the. 
day on which Congress reassembles, take up this report for considera- 
tion, or then fix a day in its pleasure to proceed to dispose of it. I 
move that it shall be on the 6th day of January. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Will the gentleman from Kentucky let me offer’ 
this asa suggestion ? If we do that, we have two difficulties in our- 
way: first, the uncertainty of having a quorum on that first day, or 
rather the certainty there is we shall have but a slim attendance in. 
the House; and, secondly, the certainty the two following days in: 
having the consideration of this subject interrupted by business. 
already set apart as special orders for those days, I therefore think. 
it would be better to fix the 9th of January, the first day of open 
time in the House, and I ask the gentleman to say the 9th of January 
next, after the morning hour, and from day to day after the morn- 
ing hour, to the exclusion of all other business until concluded. 

MEMBER: What day in the week is that? 

Mr. WHITE. Friday. 

A MEMBER. But that is private bill day. 

Mr. GARFIELD. This is of more importance than private bills. 
Let us waive all other business after the morning hour until this has. 
been concluded. Let us say to the exclusion of all other orders. 

Mr. WHITE. Make it the 9th, then. 

Mr, FRYE. If the gentleman from Kentucky will allow me, I will! 
say that I don’t like this postponement to the Ith of January. If 
you set down the consideration of the revision of the rales on the 
first day the House meets after the recess, members will return here. 
It is an unjust commentary upon the fidelity of members of Congress. 
to say that after the lapse of a three weeks’ vacation they cannot get 
here on the day appointed for the end of that vacation. Now, I be- 
lieve if you fix the consideration of the revision of the rules for 
the first day, members will come here. [Cries, “ That is right!” 

Mr. GARFIELD. If you fix it for the first day, then for three days 
afterward it will be interrupted by other business to the considera- 
tion of which those days have been mortgaged. 

Mr. FRYE. I take it the House will postpone the other business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that it be taken up and 
considered to the exclusion of all other orders until completed. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If the House sball make it a special order after 
the morning hour, and to the exclusion of all other orders, then the dif- 
ficulties I have suggested will be obviated, and I cheerfully consent. 

Mr. FRYE. Let the assignment be for the Gth of January, after 
the morning hour, to run from day to day until disposed of, to the 
exclusion of all other business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That, I think, is the best arrangement we can 
make, and consequently I make that motion. 

Mr. CONGER. Iask the gentleman, in order that we may have 
an accessible and permanent record in the future, that this report of 
the Committee on Rules be printed in the RECORD; that is, that it 
shall be printed in the RECORD as well as in other print. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky moves to recom- 
mit the report; to that the Chair hears no objection, and the report 
is received and recommitted. 

The gentleman from Kentucky now moves that double the number 
of copies usually printed of bills shall be printed of this report; 
and, farther, that on the 6th day of January next, after the morning 
hour, it shall be made the special order, to the exclusion of all other 
business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Yes, sir; that is exactly my motion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, And from day to day until disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. And from day to day until disposed of, 

Mr. CONGER. I suggest also, Mr. Speaker, that it be prfited in 
the RECORD as well as in the usual print, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the gentleman will listen to a suggestion, 
on my part, I think he will withdraw that request. 

Mr, CONGER. Let me say this, that very often in looking for the, 
history of a change in the rules we have easy access to the RECORD, 
when we could not perhaps find the document printed in the usual 
way. Now, this is one of the most important changes ever proposed, 
in our rules—the most important that has occurred for many years— 
and I do not understand why there should be any objection to hav- 
ing it printed in the RECORD so we may see it, and so it may be easily- 
accessible to members, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the gentleman will bear with me for a, 
moment I will state the objection I have.to his suggestion. Now, as 
double the usual number of copies of the committee’s report and revis- 
ion is proposed to be ordered by the House to be printed for the use, 
of members, and as this is the last day of the session of the House. 
prior to the adjournment for the holidays, if the report and revision 
as submitted this pagers should be printed in the RECORD to-mor- 
row morning, there would be no way to correct errors typograph- 
ically or otherwise, which now remains to us in the printed copies., 
the House orders for the use of members. Like the gentleman from 
Michigan, I would like to have the report and revision printed in the 
RECORD, but Ido not see any way of providing absolutely against 
mistakes, if that revision is to appear in to-morrow’s RECORD, 


Mr. HUBBELL. Let ine make a suggestion, that w en the report 
is read in the House after the recess it will go in the RECORD. as a, 
matter of course. 8 


invalid and other 


1879. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. i 


191 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Ia 
report and revision in the RECORD on the 6th day of January. 

e SPEAKER, There is no RECORD on the 6th day of January. 
It can be printed in the RECORD of the 7th, which will contain the 
roceedings of the 6th. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Well, letit be published on that day in the REC- 
ORD. 

Mr. CON GER. I agree to that. 

Mr. HUBBELL. itis read on that day it will necessarily go into 
the Recorp on the next day. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the committee has been received, 
accepted, and recommitted, and the House is now asked to make it 
the special order for the 6th day of January, after the morning hour, 
and from day to day until disposed of, to the exclusion of every other 
order. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered accordingly. 

On motion of the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. CONGER,] it is 
now proposed that this report shall be printed in the RECORD of the 
7th of January. Is there objection to that request ? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now ask, Mr. Speaker, the adoption of the 
usual resolution providing for the printing of two thousand copies of 
the Digest of the second session of the Forty-sixth Congress, and I 
will state to the House that the reason for entering that order at this 
time is to expedite the printing and delivery of the Manual and Rules 
as revised to members as soon as that revision has been 3 
the House. If that order be not made at this time, and we sh 
allow three weeks to intervene, and the order is not made until after 
the House reassembles, I am informed that such is the pressure of 
work at the Public Printing Office, we will not be able to get our 
copies of the Manual for this session before April or May next. 

. CONGER. Do we need any more copies of the old Manual for 
the use of members? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman does not understand my prop- 
osition. The printing of Jefferson’s Manual will be completed by 
the time the House shall have done its work, whatever it may be, on 
this revision of the rules, and the book will be in an advanced state, 
so that the only object in ped re, Real order I propose is to hasten 
the completion and delivery of the Manual, with the revised rules, to 
the members of the House. 

Mr. CONGER. It is proposed, then, to have in the Manual, which 
the gentleman asks us to order to be printed, whatever amendments 
the House may make, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Les, sir, to contain whatever revision of the 
rules shall be adopted b the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Ifthe 8 will allow me, the point is just 
this: The Digest, as it stands, is based on the rules of the House as 
they now are. As now printed it will be almost valueless to us if we 
shall 5 the new rules, because nobody could find by any of the 
numbers in that Digest the proper reference, There will have to be 
a complete reproduction of the Digest to make proper reference to 
opinions already settled and to the numbers of the new rules. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let me suggest to the gentleman the object 
of this resolution now offered is simply to direct the Public Printer 
to go on with the printing of the two thousand copies. The Public 
Printer will only proceed to print the Constitution of the United 
States and Jefferson’s Manual, which, of course, apply to the present 
and all future rules. He will only do that part of the work until 
the House shall have completed its revision, and then that will be all 
which will remain to be printed to complete the work. 

Mr. WHITE. That is all right. 

Mr. FRYE. One word before this matter is disposed of. There 
was some confusion when the gentleman made his announcement 
some time , and I simply desire to repeat that the members of the 
House who desire a copy of the report and the revision of the rules 
can have it sent wherever they direct, on leaving their names with 
the journal clerk, Mr. Smith. 

Mr. BLACKBURN’s motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the S er signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 819) to authorize the laying of a telegraphic cable 
from the mainland in Rhode Island to Block Island; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2791) making appropriations for the payment of 
ensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1881. 

COMMITTEE ON INTEROCEANIC SHIP-CANAL. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following com- 
mittee on interoceanic ship-canal : 

J. FLOYD KING, of Louisiana; James W. SINGLETON, of Illinois ; 
W. C. WHITTHORNE, of Tennessee; BENJAMIN F. MARTIN, of West 
Virginia; OSCAR TURNER, of Kentucky; Jonx C. NICHOLLS, of 
Georgia; Warno Hutcuins, of New York; H. F. Page, of Cali- 


fornia; Omar D. COxGER, of Michigan; WILLIAM P. FRYE, of 
Maine, and DUDLEY C. HASKELL, of Kansas. 
COMMITTEE ON YORKTOWN CELEBRATION. 
The SPEAKER also announced the appointment of the following 
committee on the Yorktown celebration : 
JOHN GOODE, of Virginia; J. G. HALL, of New Hampshire; GEORGE 
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B. LORING, of Massachusetts; N. W. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island ; 
JOsEPH R. HAWLEY, of Connecticut; NICHOLAS MULLER, of New 
York; LEWISA. BRIGHAM, of New Jersey ; SAMUEL B. DICK, of Penn- 
sylvania; E, L. MARTIN, of Delaware; J. F. C. TALBOTT, of Mary- 
land; Joskrn J. Davis, of North Carolina; JOHN S. RICHARDSON, of 
South Carolina, and Henry Persons, of Georgia. 


VACANCIES ON COMMITTEES, 


The SPEAKER also announced the following appointments to fill 
vacancies: 

Hon. WaLbdo Hurcans, of New York, on the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor; and on the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department, to fill a vacancy occasioned by the resignation 
of Mr. MORRISON. 

Hon. C, P. Berry, of California, on the Committee on Public Lands. 
and on the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Hon. Horace Davis, of California, on the Committee on Coinage, 
e e. and Measures; and on the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Navy Department, to fill a vacancy occasioned by the resignation 
of Mr. H. S. NEAL. 

Hon. ROMUALDO PACHECO, of California, on the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims and on the Committee on Public Expenditures. 

Hon. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON, of Iowa, on the Committee on Mines 
and Mining and on the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 

Hon. Horace F. PAGE, of California, on the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor and on the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 

Hon. POINDEXTER DUNN, of Arkansas, on the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, in place of Mr. STEELE, and Hon. WALTER L. STEELE, of 
North Carolina, on the Committee on the state of the laws respect- 
ing ascertainment and declaration of result of election of Presi- 
dent and Vice-President, in place of Mr. Dunn, by an arrangement 
between the gentlemen. 

Hon. James B. BELFORD, of Colorado, on the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr, BRIGHT] de- 
mands the regular order. 

Mr. KENNA. I ask the gentleman to yield to me that I may make 
a report and a request. 

Š n BRIGHT. I yield to the gentleman provided it is to cause no 
ebate, 

Mr. KENNA. No debate is required. The action I ask for will be 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BRIGHT, Then I yield to the gentleman. 


STEAMBOAT BILL. 


Mr. KENNA. Under instructions from the Committee on Commerce 
I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to report at this time House 
bill No. 1029, known as the steamboat bill, and I ask that it be made 
the special order for the first Tuesday in February, to be considered 
in the House asin Committee of the Whole, and that the accompany- 
ing. report be printed. 

he SPE R. After the morning hour and from day to day 
thereafter until disposed of ? ; 

Mr. KENNA. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I must object unless the gentleman excepts appro- 
priation bills. 

Mr. KENNA. Of course it is not expected that it is to antagonize. 
appropriation bills. None of us desire that. I agree to the restric- 
tion suggested by the gentleman. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 1029) to amend certain, 
sections of titles 43 and 52 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, concerning commerce and navigation and the regulation of- 
steam-vessels, was reported from the Committee on Commerce, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed and recommit- 
ted and made the special order for the first Tuesday in February, 1880, 
after the morning hour, to be considered in the House as in Commit-. 
tee of the Whole. 

NAVIGATION OF ALLEGHENY RIVER. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask unanimous consent to offer for present consid=. 
eration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby requested to inform the House, 
at as early a day as practicable, the manner in detail of the expenditure of the 
money appropriated by the hin Behn Congress for the improvement of the navi- 
gation of the Allegheny River in the State of Pennsylvania, and of the amount 
which may be necessary to complete the plan of the improvements already com 
menced, and also the results of the survey of such river from the month of uch 
Creek to Olean, New York, and of the amount necessary to improve the navigation 
of such river from Olean, New York, to the headwaters of the Ohio at Pittsburgh.. 


Mr. FIELD. I object. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT: 
A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
: ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STEPHENS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. KEIFER. I suggest that the gentleman yield for bills for ref- 
erence. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under obligation to recognize a num~ 
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ber of gentlemen, and understands that the gentleman from Georgia 
withdraws his motion to adjourn. 


Mr. STEPHENS. Ido; but only for the introduction of bills for | Martin 


reference. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman cannot make the withdrawal of his 
motion conditional. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. If the motion is not withdrawn and the regular 
order is demanded, a vote must be taken on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 1 understand that the motion is withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not withdraw it except con- 
ditionally, and if the regular order is demanded that vacates the 
condition. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion to adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were— 
ayes 57, noes 71. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. PRICE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand the gentleman from Tennessee LMr. 
BRIGHT] will yield to let bills be introduced for reference. 

The SPE R. The gentleman has not the power to yield, the 
regular order being demanded. The morning hour begins at fifteen 
minutes past one o’clock. This being Friday, reports from commit- 
tees of a private nature are in order, 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were— 
ayes 84, noes 45. 

Mr. PRICE, Mr. SPRINGER, and others called for the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there were 
ayes 32; more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. WILSON. Count the other side. 

The other side being counted, there were noes 97. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 107, nays 65, not 
voting 119; as follows: 


YEAS—107. 
Aiken, Davis, Joseph J. Joyce, Shelley, 
Armfield, Deuster, Keifer, Sherwin, 
Barber, Dunn, Kimm Simonton, 
Berry, Ellis, Knott, Singleton, J. W. 
Bin, i Errett, Mannin, Slemons, 
Blackburn, Evins, ¥ F. Speer, 
Blount, Felton, McLane, Starin, 
Bouck, Ferdon, McMillin, Stephens, 
Bragg, Field, Mills, Stone, 
Brewer, hinge 2 amsha 
o. o ‘aylor, 
ea Garfield, orse, Tilman, 
Burrows, Gunter, Muldrow, Townsend, Amos 
Cabell, Haskell, , Maller, ler, 
Calkins, Hatch, eal, pdegraff, Thomas 
Cannon, Hawk, Norcross, Urner, 
ter, Hawley, Pacheco, Van Aernam, 
Chittenden, Henderson, Vance, 
Clardy, Henkle, Poehler, Washburn, 
Clymer, Herbert, Pound, Weaver, 
Cobb, Herndon, Rea; Wellborn, 
k, Hooker, Ric! D. P. te, 
Cox, House, Richardson, J. S. Williams, C. G. 
Cravens, Hubbell, 8 Bd pee be 
Humphrey, Rothwell, Wood, Walter A, 
Da see . Hunton, Ryan, Thomas Young, Casey. 
Davis, ‘orace Jorgensen, Samford, 
NAYS—465. 
Acklen, Dunnell, Lowe, Thompson, P. B, 
Anderson, Elam, Marsh, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Atherton, Farr, MeCoid, Townshend, R. W, 
Barlow, Ford, McKenzie, er, 
Ba; Gibson, Mi Updegraff, J. T. 
Gillette, New, Upson, 
Bicknell, Goode, Nicholls, Voorhis, 
Hall, Osmer, Whitthorne, 
Brigham, Hill, P Willis, 
Brigbt, Hostetler, Phelps, Wilson, 
Buckner, Houk, ce, we 
Caldwell, Jones, Robinson, Wood, Fernando 
Coffroth, Kenna, Sapp, right, 
8 King, Sawyer, Young, Thomas L. 
Davis, George R. Klotz, Si enberger, 
De La 4 8 Springer, 
Deering, Le Fevre, Thomas, 
NOT VOTING—119. 
Aldrich, N. W. Caswell, Dwight, Hazelton, 
Aldrich, William Chalmers, Einstein, Heilman, 
A Claflin, Ewing, Henry, 
Bachman, Clark, Alvah A. Finley, Hiscock, 
Bailey, Clark, John B. Fisher, Horr, 
Baker, lerick, Forsythe, Hund 
mverse, Fort, Hw 
vert, t. Hutchins, 
Beltzhoover, Cowgill, Geddes, James, 
Blake, Crapo, Godshalk, Johnston, 
Bland, Crowley, Hammond John Kelley, 
B Davidson, Hammond, N. J Kete! 
Boy Davis, Loundes H. Harmer, Killinger, 
Butterworth, Dib: Harris, Benj. W. Kite 
— — Dick, Harris, John T. Ladd. 
Carlisle, Dickey, Hayes, Lewis, 


Lindsey, March, Richmond, Tucker, 
3 Myers, Robertson, Turner, Thomas 
Louns A Newberry, beson, alentine, 
„Edward L. O'Brien, Russell, Daniel L. Van Voorhis, 

Martin, Joseph J. O'Connor, Russell, W. A. Waddill, 

ason, O'N Ryon, John W. Wait, 
MeCook, O'Reilly, W. 
McGowan, u, Singleton, O. R. Warner, 
McKinley, Overton, Smith, A. Herr Wells, 
McMahon, Phister, Smith, Hezekiah B. Whiteaker, 
1 75 eed aoa William E wane 1 

er, Presco parks, Iliatus, Thomas 

Money, Reed, Steele, Yocum. 
Morton, Rice, Stevenson, 


During the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 
Mr. ARMFIELD. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. KITCHIN, 

is paron with my colleague, Mr. ARMFIELD, 
. COFFROTH. My colleagues, Mr. BACHMAN and Mr. FISHER, 


are paired. 

Mr. SIMONTON. My colleague, Mr. DIBRELL, is paired with Mr. . 
McGowan, of Michigan. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. My colleague, Mr. PHISTER, is 
paired with Mr. KEIFER, of Ohio. 

Mr. CLYMER, rap voted.) I voted through inadvertence. I 
am paired with the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. CLAFLIN, I 
do not know how he would vote if here. I desire to withdraw my 


vote. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I was requested by Mr. LINDSEY, 
of Maine, to state that he was paired with Mr. Ryon, of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. CABELL. My colleague, Mr. JOHNSTON, is paired with Mr. 
Wait, of Connecticut. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, My colleague, Mr. Sparks, who is 
absent on the committee to attend the funeral of Mr. Lay, is paired 
with m colleague, Mr. HENDERSON. 

Mr. MONROE, Ihave been requested to state that Mr. PIERCE, 
of New York, is paired with Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of North Carolina. Iam paired with my colleague, 
Mr. STEELE. If he were here, I should vote “no.” 

Mr. HILL. My colleague, Mr. EWING, is paired with Mr. KETCHAM, 
of New York. 

Pending the announcement of the result, 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting reports of surveys of Chattahoochee, Etowah, 
and Duck Rivers ; a letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting a report of surveys and examinations made with a view to the 
improvement of the entrance to Nantucket Harbor, Massachusetts; 
which were severally referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Accordingly, (at one o’clock and forty minutes p. m.,) in obedience 
to the concurrent resolution of the two Houses, the House adjourned 
until Tuesday, January 6, 1880, at twelve o’clock m. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &., were presented at the Clerk's desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. BOUCK: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
city of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, for the improvement of the harbor at 
Grand Haven, Michigan—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BUCKNER: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Duncan’s Bridge to Clarence, Missouri—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of Samuel Bromberg, late consul at Ham- 
burg, to be reimbursed for consular and ether services rendered the 
United States Government—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Papers relating to the claim of Bishop E. Fitz- 
garaia for compensation for property taken and destroyed by the 
8 nited States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War 

aims. - 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of A. K. Norton and 20 others, 
citizens of Minnesota, for the passage of the Reagan interstate-com- 
merce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ELAM: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. E. Jane Ral- 
ston for compensation for property used and damaged by the United 
States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John Orsborne for compensa- 
tion for property taken by the United States Army during. the late 
war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of 250 ex-soldiers, of Defiance, 
Ohio, for the passage of a bill equalizing bounties—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia: The petition of Andrew J. Baugher, 
of Port Republic, Virginia, for compensation for stock driven off by 
order of General Sheridan during the late war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr.HOUK: Papersrelating to the pension claimof J. J. Gibbs— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Strawberry Plains High School 
Tennessee, for compensation for the destruction of the buildings and 


furniture of said institution by Federal troops during the late war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, papers relating to the claim of Captain Paul Sturm for com- 


tion for services rendered as an officer in the United States 
y—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Dr. G. R. Brandon for com- 
pensation for property taken by United States forces during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, for aid to improve the harbor of Grand 
Haven—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KING: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from New Carthage to Kellogg, Louisiana—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCOID: A communication from Edward Johnston, relat- 
ing to the construction of a dry-dock in or near the Des Moines Rap- 
ids Canal—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MORSE: Papers relating to the pension claim of Mrs, Ade- 
line A. Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of Catharine A. Wiggin, for a pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RUSSELL, of North Carolina: The petition of soldiers of 
the civil war, that ag be paid as the bondholders have been paid 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STARIN: The petition of James K. Welch, for an increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: A paper relating to the establishment of 
a post-route from Mockeson, Tenn to Lexington, Alabama—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of Hoy S. Cohn, for pay as sec- 
ond lieutenant United States Army—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 
Also, the petition of Eugene O. Sullivan, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 6, 1880. 


PRAYER. 
The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D., offered the following 


rayer: 

F Almighty and ever-living God, we bless and adore Thee as our 
creator, our preserver, and our most bountiful benefactor. We rejoice 
that Thou art on the throne, and that Thy kingdom ruleth over all. 
We thank Thee, O God, for Thy manifold blessings tous. Especially 
do we thank Thee for Thy watchful providence over us since last we 
met together in this Chamber, and that we are permitted to enter upon 
the duties and responsibilities of a new year under circumstances of 
great mercy. 

O God, it hath seemed pot unto Thee, in Thine inscrutable provi- 
dence, to remove by the hand of death another member of this ven- 
erable body from the scene of his honors, his labors, and his respon- 
sibilities into the future and eternal world. We pray that our hearts 
may be deeply touched by this sad dispensation of Thy Providence, 
and that we may be reminded of our own mortality and of the neces- 
sity of being ever prepared for our departure, for we know not when 
we shall be called hence. We invoke Thy especial blessing to rest 
upon the bereaved family of the deceased Senator. Comfort them in 
the hour of their affliction; bind up the broken-hearted; and may 
this affliction be sanctified to them. 

We invoke Thy blessing to rest upon our rulers, upon the Presi- 
dent, the Vice-President, the Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress, and upon all others in authority. May they rule in the fear of 

and for the of our common country. Watch over us during 
all our appointed time upon earth, choose all our shesgee for us, be 
with us in the last sad change that awaits us upon earth, and final] 
receive us into Thy kingdom above, we ask for Christ our Redeemer’s 
sake. Amen. 
THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, December 19, 1879, was 
read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the final report of the Hot 
Springs commissioners, together with schedules showing the names 
of the parties in whose favor awards were made, the number and 
valuation of lots, and a list of persons to whom certificates were 
issued for property condemned; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, in compliance with the act of June 18, 
1878, a letter from the Chief of Engineers, forwarding a report from 
Colonel J. H. Simpson, Corps of Engineers, of a survey and examina- 
tion made to estimate dam to riparian owners of lands in front 
of the town of Venice, Illinois, by reason of Government improve- 
ments on the Mississippi River; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a communication from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting, with other papers connected with the 
subject, the petition of Captain Joseph Conrad, Eleventh Infantry, 
brevet colonel United States Army, praying for the passage by Con- 
gress of a bill authorizing his retirement as of tne grado of colonel; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military irs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also presented the petition of Philip Tarble and others, mem- 
bers of the Saint Regis tribe of Indians, praying for the passage of a 
law allowing them to remain on their reservation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions of the United States Veterinary Med- 
ical Association in favor of an sppropriation by Congress to be used 
in the eradication of the lung plague of cattle in the United States ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

He also presented resolutions of the American Social Science Asso- 
ciation in favor of the passage of a bill providing that hereafter the 
metric denominations of weights and measures shall be introduced 
into and made obligatory in the service of the custom-houses; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. T 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of Patrick Murphy and 18 other 
soldiers of the late war, praying for the pamage of a law granting ar 
increase of pension from $24 to $30 per month to those soldiers who 
lost a leg above the knee or an arm above or below the elbow ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of M. M. Jones, of Utica, New York, 
praying for a pension; which was referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, presented the petition of Jacob Beck and 
others, citizens of Williamsville, Illinois, praying for the passage of 
a law to enable every poor family on this continent to obtain a good, 
comfortable home of their own by paying 4 per cent. per annum on 
the cost of the improvements only for a period of twenty-five years; 
which was esti to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also 5 the memorial of James McCartney and others, 
citizens of Fairfield, Ilinois, remonstrating against the extension of 
the patent known as the Hedges patent and the Cook patent on 
evaporators; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. WITHERS presented the petition of T, W. Tansill, late quarter- 
master and commissary of the Mexican boun: commission, praying 
to be allowed certain pay and emoluments claimed to be due him 
while in the service of that commission; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ROLLINS presented the piion of Asa C. Ham and others, 
soldiers of the late war, pra that the act of March 3, 1863, provid- 
ing bounty to soldiers discharged by reason of wounds, be amended 
so as to include all soldiers disch by reason of sickness or other 
disability contracted in the service; which was referred to the Com 


mittee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of Caroline A. Nicholson, 
widow of the late A. O. P. Nicholson, of Tennessee, praying that the 
balance of due her late husband as United States Senator from 
mai State be paid to her; which was referred to the Committee ọn 

ims. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of J. A. Hod of Kentucky, 
raying compensation for property furnished the United States Army 
uring the late war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CARPENTER presented the petition of Patrick Murphy and 
others, soldiers in the late war, praying for an increase of pension for 
loss of leg above the knee or arm above or below the elbow from $24 
to $30 per month; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also prose the petition of Frederick Wedemeyer and 32 
others, soldiers of the late war, Beds for the passage of a law 
allowing to every soldier of the United States Army who has served 
twenty years a pension equivalent to three-fourths of the full pay 
of the grade which he held at the date of his discharge; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of William Coventry H. Waddell, 
ee of a United pae Ss the pean district of 5 

ork, praying for the passage of a law granting him compensation for 

ces entered by him as marshal; which i refe to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the memorial of Thomas W. Scott and others, 
citizens of Wayne County, Illinois, remonstrating against the exten- 
sion of the Cook patent used in the manufacture of the products of 
sugar-cane, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

e also presented the petition of David Swing and others, citizens 
of Colorado, praying for the passage of a law granting one section of 
land in the Ute reservation in Colorado to Susan, wife of Chief Joseph, 
for her kindness to the whites in the recent massacre at White River; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the penton of George K. Wood and others, in- 
mates at the National Soldiers Home at Milwaukee, Wisconsin, pray- 
ing that an increase of pension from $24 to $30 per month be granted 
to soldiers of the late war who lost a leg above the knee or an arm 
3 or below the elbow; which was referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. BOOTH presented resolutions of the land committee of the 
board of regents of the University of California, in favor of the passage 
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of a law by Congress empowering that board to invest funds arising 
from the sale of lands from the congressional grant in United States 
4 per cent. bonds; which were referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of David Earnest and others, sol- 
diers of the late war and citizens of the States of Illinois, Missouri, 
Ohio, and Kentucky, praying for the p of a bill for the equali- 
zation of bounties; which was referred to the Committee on Military 

irs. 

He also presented the petition of J. W. Passmore, president of the 
Saint Louis and Texas Railway Company, praying for the postage ofa 
law removing the tariff duty on steel rails ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. í 

He also presented resolutionsof the Chamberof Commerce of Kansas 
City, Missouri, in favor of an additional appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Missouri River; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a similar memorial of the Board of 
Trade of Kansas City, and move that it be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Westphal, Hinds & Co. 
and others, citizens of the United States, praying the ee of a 
law reducing the specific duty upon sheet zinc from two and one- 
fourth cents to one cent per pound; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 

Mr. CONKLING 3 the memorial of Thomas Delany and 
others, citizens of New York, remonstrating against the passage of 
Senate bill (No. 496) providing for the examination and adjadication 
of pension claims; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of owners and agents of steam and 
sailing vessels on the northern lakes, remonstrating against the con- 
struction of a swing-bridge across the channel of the Detroit River 
near the city of Detroit, Michigan; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Isaac J. Covert and others, citi- 
zens of Ovid, New York, praying for the passage of a law authorizin ga 
grant of land in Texas for the cultivation of tea and coffee and the 
raisin-grape by a company designated the Texas Tea Company; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a memorial of ship-owners of the city of New 
York, in favor of an amendment to the law relative to the seizure 
and forfeiture of vessels for breach of the revenue laws; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of the Commercial Mutual Insur- 
ance Company and others, underwriters of the city of New York, in 
favor of an appropriation by Congress for the removal of certain 
obstructions in the harbor midway between Brooklyn and Governor’s 
Island; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, presented resolutions of the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics of the State of Ilinois, in favor of supplying States and 
Territories in which bureaus of statistics may be established dupli- 
cate copies of the returns of the tenth census for the State or Terri- 
tory in which sueh bureaus may be situated; which were referred to 
the Select Committee to make provision for taking the Tenth Census. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
Apams, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 156) to correct an error in the act 
„making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the year ending June 30, 1880, and for other 1 ;” and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 157) for the relief of M. M. Herr. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The 3 also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. No. 819) to authorize the laying of a telegraphic cable 
from the mainland in Rhode Island to Block Island; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2791) making appropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1881. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 917) providing for the ascertainment of 
and compensation for patented inventions used in the Springfield 
breech-loading system by the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 918) for the reliof of 
certain volunteer officers of the Navy; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 919) to establish a court of appeals; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 


tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 920) supplementary to an act 
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entitled “An act to incorporate the Grand Lodge of the Independ- 
ent Order of Odd Fellows of the District of Columbia,” oO 
June 12, 1860; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- - 
duce a bill (S. No. 921) making an appropriation to improve the 
Little Kanawha River in the State of West Virginia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 922) making an appropriation for continuing the 
improvement of the Monongahela River in the States of West Vir- 
ginia and Pennsylvania; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

_ Mr. KERNAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 

introduce a bill (S. No. 923) granting a pension to Morven M. Jones; 

Lina was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
ensions. 

Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 924) disposing of the public lands covered 
by and included in meandered lakes, bayous, or streams at the time 
the public lands were surveyed, and which were not included in such 
survey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 925) to provide for the reappraisement and sale of 
the abandoned military reservation at Fort Smith, Arkansas; which 
95 — on twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

nds. 

Mr. WITHERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 926) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
construct a bridge across the Potomac River at or near the Three 
Sisters Islands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr, COKE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 927) for the relief of William Beddo; which 
om read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No, 928) for the relief of J. G. Halsell; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 929) to repeal section 4724 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, and to provide that no person on the 
retired list of the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps shall draw a pension; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 930) for the relief of Millie E. Hays, widow of John 
Hays; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papan; referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

e asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 931) to admit free of duty all articles intended for 
exhibition at the millers’ international exhibition of milling and 
mill machinery, to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, commencing May 31, 
1880; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, $ 

Mr. SLATER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 932) for the relief of sufferers by the wreck 
of the Government transport bark Torrent; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 933) for the relief of Edward S. Farrow ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No, 934) making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Coqnille River; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 935) making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the bar and entrance to Yaquinna Bay, Oregon; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 936) making an appropriation for continuing the 
77 peta at Coos Bay, Oregon; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 937) appropriating $500,000 for continuing the 
work of constructing locks at the Cascades, Oregon ; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 938) authorizing the Astoria and Winnemuce+ Rail- 
road Company to construct bridges across Young’s Bay or River and 
Lewis and Clarke’s River, in the State of Oregon; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying petition, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 939) to amend the law relative to the seiz- 
ure and forfeiture of vessels for breach of the revenue laws; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


1880. 
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Mr. BOOTH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave toin- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 940) to amend an act approved July 2, 1862, 
entitled “An act donating lands to the several States and Territories 


which may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the 
mechanic arts ;” which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 941) for the relief of the State University of Cali- 
fornia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 942) releasing the title of the United States in a 
certain parcel of land to the assignees of John Cutler; which was 
read twice by its title, and ref to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. LOGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 943) to authorize Dr. Curtis E. Price, of the 
United States Army, to receive the pay allowed by law for discharg- 
ing the duties of physician to the Hoopa Valley Indian reservation ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 944) for the relief of John Grierson ; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENDLETON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 945) to transfer certain claims from the 
Executive Departments to the Court of Claims for adjudication; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. VEST asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 946) for completing the work of improving the 
Missouri River at and near Kansas City, Missouri; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 947) fixing the compensation of United States dis- 
trict attorneys, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 948) limiting the compensation of clerks of the 
district and circuit courts when one n holds both offices ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 949) fixing compensation of United States mar- 
shals and deputies, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 950) granting arrears of pension to Nancy Eubank ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. A 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 951) to pay W. W. Walden for building destroyed 
by fire while occupied by United States troops; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, (by request,) asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 55) in 
relation to the returns of the tenth census ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Select Committee to make provision for 
taking the Tenth Census, 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. ` 

On motion of Mr. WINDOM, it was 

Ordered, That the pa in the case of W. Webster be taken from the files of 
the Senate and refe: to the Committee on Claims. 

DEATH OF SENATOR HOUSTON. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I rise for the parkos of TANDE 
known to the Senate the death of my colleague, Hon. GEORGE S. 
HOUSTON, of Alabama, who died on the last day of the last year at 
his home in Athens, Alabama, in the midst of his family and his 
friends, honored and regretted by all the people of that State. At 
some other time I shall ask the Senate to consider some resolutions 
commemorative of the virtues of my late co 8 

At this moment of time it seems to be ired of me, as a painful 
duty, that I should make some contradiction of a statement which 
was made public on the day of his burial, to the effect that he and I 
were not on s ing terms—a gentleman for whom I had the high- 
est personal regard, and in whose political opinions and mine there 
was perfect accord upon all subjects, so far as I am aware. I had re- 
ceived, as I was informed by his family, his most tender and kindly 
expressions of regard, even up to almost the very hour of his death. 
He Was a noble, good man, in whose friendship I did sincerely rejoice 
and whose respect was to me one of the greatest boons of my per- 
sonal as well as my political life. 

Having said this much on that part of the subject, I will now, Mr. 
President, move that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Before the Chair puts the question, he 
desires to state that in the recess of the Senate, assuming that his 
action would meet the approbation of the Senate, he appointed Mr. 
MORGAN, Mr. Eaton, Mr. ALLISON, Mr. BLAIR, and Mr. COKE as a com- 

mittee on the part of the Senate to attend the funeral of the late 


Senator Houston in Alabama, and if his action meets the approba- 
tion of the Senate it will be noted upon the Journal. The Chair hears 
no objection. The question is, Will the Senate now adjourn ? 

The motion was to; and (at twelve o’clock and thirty-two 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 7 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 6, 1880. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 


P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of Friday, December 19, 1879, was read and approved. 
ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair, on behalf of the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. NICHOLLS, ] asks that Ex-Chief-Justice O. A. Lochrane, of 
the supreme court of Sone be invited to a seat on the floor of the 
House during his stay in the city. i 

Mr. WHITE. I have no objection to the request as to this partic- 
ular gentleman ; but in order to be consistent with myself, I object 
as a matter of principle. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COX. L ask unanimous consent that the States and Territories 
be called for bills and joint resolutions as of Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman proposes simply to proceed with 
and conclude the full call of States and Territories? 

Mr. COX. That is all. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] asks 
unanimous consent that there may be to-day a morning hour, as of 
Monday, for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions, and that 
the of States and Territories be finished, even though it should 
erunt beyond one hour. 

8 I rise to a parliamentary inquiry: Is not the spe- 
cial Potions iol to-day the consideration of the 8 the Se 
on es 

The SPEAKER. That would come up in Committee of the Whole 
after the morning hour. Still, if the gentleman wants to reach that 
business it is his right to object. 

Mr. HOOKER. Icall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the morning 
hour begins at twelve minutes past twelve o'clock. The call of com- 
mittees for reports rests with the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


INVESTIGATION OF THE UTE OUTBREAK. 


Mr. SCALES. Ireport back from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
with a favorable recommendation, the following resolution, on which 
I demand the previous question: i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs ee, and report to the 
House the of the recent outbreak of the Utes at the ite River agency, in 
Colorado, and to this end that said committee be authorized to send for persons and 
papers. 

The previous question was seconded, there being—ayes 68, noes 9. 

The question being taken on ordering the main question, there 
were—ayes 83, noes 

Mr. CL . Imake the 


int that no quorum has voted. 
Tellers were ordered ; and 


r. SCALES and Mr. CLAFLIN were ap- 


inted. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 89, noes 30. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I make the point that no quoram has voted. 

Mr. SCALES. I doubt whether there is a quorum in the House. I 
see no other course than to move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman might call the yeas and nays on 
ordening ie main question. 

Mr. SCALES. Very well. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask that the resolution be again read. 

Mr.SCALES. Before the resolution is read I hope I may be allowed 
to say just one word. 

Mr. E. If the House could have some information as to the 
probable cost of this investigation there might not be the opposition 
which is now manifested. 

Mr. SCALES. If I can be allowed one moment I will make an 
explanation which I think wil be satisfactory. 

e SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUN- 
NELL] consent that the gentleman from North Carolina shall make 
an explanation? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I am willing that the gentleman should make 
his explanation, but I do not withdraw my point. 

Mr. KEIFER. We object to the gentleman’s explanation unless 
the whole subject be opened to debate. 

k Mr. HOO I hope the gentleman from North Carolina will be 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. KEIFER] to object unless debate be allowed to both sides. 

Mr. SCALES. Lean explain this matter in afew moments. I think 
there is a misapprehension on the part of some members as to what 
we design by this resolution, It does not pfovide for a roving com- 
mission, but simply an investigation by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs in their own chamber as to the causes of the recent outbreak 
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among the Utes. This is a very serious question, which has claimed 
the attention of the country; and, so far as I have read the public 
prints, the country demands some action on our part looking into 
this matter, in order that we may settle the question as to where the 


blame rea siege Now, Mr. S er— 

Mr. KEIFER. I object to further debate. I am, however, per- 
fectly willing that there should he debate if it be made general; in 
fact I desire it. 

Mr. SCALES. I call for the yeas and nays on ordering the main 

uestion. 
. Mr. WILSON. I ask that the resolution be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. WILSON. What will be the cost? 

Mr. SCALES. But a small amount—just the cost of some wit- 


nesses. 

The House divided; and there were ayes 76; more than one-fifth 
of those present. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 141, nays 39, not voting 111 ; as follows: 


YEAS—141. 
Aiken, vens, Kı Sawyer, 
Armfield, Culberson, Kimmel, kisa 
Atherton, tt, Klotz, 
EUR 88 Knott, 1 onton, I 
er, s, Horace, Martin, Benj. F. Singleton, J. 
Bayne, Davis, Loundes H. Martin, Edward L. Slemons, 
Beale, De La Matyr, Martin, Joseph J. Smith, A. Herr 
Belford, McCoid, Sparks, 
Beltzhoover, Deuster, McKenzie, Speer, 
5 5 Dunn, Marang — naga 
cknell, Elam, Mahon, tevenson, 
Bin, ù Errett, McMillin, Taylor, 
Blackburn, Felton, Thomas, 
Bland, Field, Money, Thompson, P. B. 
Bliss, Fisher, Mo 8 
Blount, Ford. Morton, Townshend. R. W. 
Bowman, Forney, Myers, ‘Tucker, 
Bord, 8 New, ‘Turner, Oscar 
Bright, Geddes, Nicholls, Updegraff, Thomas 
Buckner, Gillette, No: Upson, 
Burrows, Goode, O'Connor, Valentine, 
Cabell, Gunter, Orth, Vance, 
Caldwell, Hammond, N. J. Osmer, Wad 
Harmer, Pacheco, Washburn, 
Cannon, Harris, John T. Page, Weaver, 
Carlisle, Hatch, Persons, ellborn, 
Caswell, Hazelton, Phister, Whiteaker, 
Chalmers, Henderson, Pound, Whitthorn 
Clark g. hn B, a —— VI T 
0 „ 
Cl r, Hooker, res veer on, J. S. ilson, 
Cobb, Hostetler, Robertson, Wood, Fernando 
Coffroth, House, Robinson, Wright. 
Covert, Hunton, Rothw: 
Cow; Jones, Russell, W. A. 
x, Joyce, Sapp, 
NAYS—39. 
Anderson, Dunnell, Lapham, Shelley, 
Blake, Ferdon, McCook, Stone, 
Bouck, Hammond, John Monroe, Thompson, W. G. 
Bragg, Haskell, Neal, Tyler, 
Bri "i Hawk, O'Neill, 7 — J. T. 
Carpenter, Hawley, Overton, 
cae Henk R. Thomas Willi eg 
0 yan, 
k, Keifer, Samford, Wood. walter A 
Davis, George R. Kelley, Shallenberger, 
NOT VOTING—111, 
Acklen, Farr, Ladd, Richmond, 
Aldrich, N. W. Finley, Le Fevre, Robeson, 
Aldrich, William Forsythe, Lewis, 
Atkins, Frost, Lindsey, Russell, Daniel L. 
Bailey, Frye, Loring, Ryon, John W. 
Baker, Garti Louns 8 Singleton, O. R. 
Ballou, Gibson, Lowe, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Barlow, Gods Manning, Smith, William E. 
Brewer, Hall, Marsh, Springer, 
Briggs, Harris, Benj. W. Mason, Starin, 
Browne, Hayes, McGowan, Steele, 
Butterworth, Heilman, McKinley, Talbott, 
p Henkle, iles, Townsend, Amos 
Clark, Alvah A. Henry T, r. 
Colerick, K. Mitchell, , 
Conger, Horr, Ors, Van Aernam, 
Converse, Hubbell, Muldrow, oorhis, 
Crapo, Hull, uller, Van Voorhis, 
Crowley, umphrey, March, Wait, 
Davi eok J Hurd, Newberry, Warner, 
Dibrell, utchins, O'Brien, Wells, 
Dick, ames, O'Reilly, White, 
Dickey, Johnston, Phelps, Wilber, 
Dwight, orgensen, Pierce, Wise, 
Einstein, Ketcham, Poehler, ocum, 
lis, Killinger, b Young, Casey 
Evins, 22 Rice, Young, Thomas L. 
Ewing, Kitchin, Richardson, D. P. 


So the main question was ordered to be now put. 

During the vote the following announcements were made: 

Mr, SCALES. My colleague, Mr. Davis, is detained at home by 
Mr. STEELE; and my 


i rtant business; so also is my colleagu 
eal ; , of North Caro- 


colleague, Mr. KrrcHIn, is paired with Mr. 
lina, on all political questions. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. My colleague, Mr. Gmsox, is paired with Mr. 
Marsu, of Illinois. 

Mr. HILL. My colleague, Mr. FINLEY, is paired with Mr. BRIGGS, 
of New Hampshire. 

Mr. MONEY. My colleague, Mr. MuLDROW, is absent by leave of 
the House and my other co e, Mr. MANNING, is absent on ac- 
r. BLISS. My colleague, Mr. O, 

3 My co e, Mr. O'REILLY, is paired with my col- 
league, Mr. Hiscock. f oats z 

. HUNTON. My colleague, Mr. JOHNSTON, is detained from his 
seat by severe illness. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. My colleague, Mr. HULL, is paired with Mr, HEIL- 
MAN, of Indiana. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. My colleague, Mr. SPRINGER, is 
paired with Mr. CALKINS, of Indiana. I have been requested to an- 
nounce that Mr. FINLEY, of Ohio, is paired with Mr. BRIGGS, of New 


pshire. 

On motion of Mr, SCALES, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 7 . 

The House divided; and there were —ayes 83, noes 29. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SCALES moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WHITE RIVER AGENCY. 


Mr. SCALES also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back favorably the following resolution : 

Resolved, the Secre of the Interior d is hereby, 
transmit to this Yinese at pope i any coplas of alt „„ — 
since the Ist day of 8 by N. C. Meeker, late Indian agent at 
te River agency, with the of tho Interior or Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs; and also copies of all correspondence by letter or tel had by 
Governor Pitkin, General Hate, General Adams, and oy ‘ollock wi 
the Secre of the Interior and the Commissioner of an irs concerning 
the Ute In in the State of Colorado. 

Mr. SCALES demanded the previous question on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SCALES moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

AMANDA M. COOK. 


Mr. DEERING, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back a bill (H. R. No. 1076) for the relief of Amanda M. Cook with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

The SPEAKER. The bill and report will be printed and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEERING. I prefer to have the bill considered at this time. 

The SPEAKER. That is the gentleman’s right. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secretary of the Interior to de- 
duct from any annuities due or to become due to the Cheyenne or 
Arapaoa Indians the sum of $2,000, and pay the same to Amanda 
M. Cook, formerly Amanda M. Fletcher, whose mother was killed and 
herself . by the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians in the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming in August 1865, While en route from the State of 
Illinois to California. | 
igs DERENG: I ask that the report accompanying the bill may 

rea 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Indian 


from a letter of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, dated Februa: 
11, 1876, and other evidence on the subject, the father of Amanda M. Cook, w 


da 
was held for nearly a year by those Indians, during which time she was * hor- 
Rint ~f ed to 40 all the drudgery of 


dian Affairs above re- 


It is proper to further state that in the Forty-fifth Congress a similar bill (H. R. 
No. 2635, for relief of the same person) was introduced, referred to the Committee 
on Indian was favorably by the committee and passed both Houses 
of Carre: but through lack of o it failed to reach the President for his ap- 


proval. 

The commi in view of the fo facts, and in accordance with the prece- 
dent otabliahed d action on House b No. 1697, Forty-fifth Congress, for the roliet 
of Catherine and Sophia Germain, report the bill to the House with the recommen- 
dation that it pass. 

Mr. DEERING. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a word only in regard 
to this bill. As will be seen by the report, this bill passed both Houses 
of the Forty-fifth Congress, but failed to reach the President through 
lack of time. The Committee on Indian Affairs are now unanimous 
in reporting favorable action and recommending its passage. The 
bill is just, and ought to pass. 

The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. DEERING moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RESTORATION TO THE ACTIVE LIST OF THE NAVY. 
. WHITTHORNE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bili ce R. No. 673) to regulate applications for 
restoration to the active list of the Navy. 

The bill was read. It provides that all applications of officers of 
the Navy for restoration to the active list, or for advancement to 
positions on the active list, and also similar applications on the re- 
tired list, as well as pay therein, shall be made to the Secretary of 
the Navy, who shall thereupon order a board of officers, not below 
the grade of the applicant, to investigate his case and report thereon; 
and said report, with the recommendation thereon of the Secretary 
of the Navy, shall be forwarded to Congress for its action thereon. 
Nosuch application shall be made except as herein provided. 

Mr. BLO I would like to have the gentleman state the object 
of this bill. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. The object of the bill is to provide that be- 
fore the two Houses of Congress are called upon to act on any appli- 
cation for restoration to the active or retired list of the Navy the 
matter shall be inquired into under the orders of the Secretary of the 
Navy in the first instance, and that he shall report all the facts in 
connection with the application to Congress before any action here 
is had. It is done in order to economize time, and in order that 
all of the facts may be known by Congress in acting upon these 
numerous applications to be restored to one or the other of these lists 
in the Navy. It does economize time, and it is the belief of the com- 
mittee that it will redound to the interest and efficiency of the Navy 
itself. The last House committee reported a similar bill, which was 
unanimously passed. This bill is the unanimous report of the pres- 
ent committee. 

Mr. ACKLEN. May I ask the gentleman from Tennessee a ques- 
tion? How many officers are to com this board which is to be 
appointed by the Secre of the Navy? The bill, as I have under- 
stood from the reading of it, makes no provision as to the number. 
Is that left to the discretion of the Secretary? 

Mei ae ween 2 sir i that is 1 er 88 of oes 
cretary of the Navy. e simply reports the facts to Congress, an 
this action takes away no right possessed by any officer. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being 177 7 8 2 it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. W. ORNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC MARINE SCHOOLS. 

Mr. ELAM, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. No. 2769) to amend the act entitled “An act 
to encourage the establishment of public marine schools,” eg abbas 
June 20, 1874, so as to extend it to the ports of Wilmington, Charles- 
ton, Savannah, Mobile, New Orleans, Baton Rouge, and Galveston. 

The bill was read. It provides that the act entitled “ An act to 
encourage the establishment of public marine schools,” approved 
June 20, 1874, be, and the same is, amended so that it shall extend 
to the ports of Wilmington, Charleston, Savannah, Mobile, New Or- 
leans, Baton Rouge, an Galveston. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was 5 read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ELAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
—— ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, has the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. There are four minutes of the morning hour 
yet romane 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Cox,] as the morning hour is now about to ire, 
and as his committee cannot get much advantage from it, to allow 
me to report back, in obedience to instructions from the Committee 
on Rules, the proposed revision of the rules of the House, with 
amendments and report 3 the same, Which has hitherto 
been reported to the House and ordered to be printed and recommit- 
ted. I ask leave to re it back to the House at the expiration of 
the morning hour in obedience to the order of the House taken on 
the last day of the session, before the holidays, that I may call it up 
as a special order. 

Mr. COX. I do not desire to urge any business of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs in the few minutes remaining of this hour; but I 
wish it to be understood that the committee does not lose any part of 
the two hours to which it is entitled. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks unanimous consent of the House 
to vacate the four minutes remaining of the morning hour. In that 
way the committee will still have its 3 of reporting for two 
hours. The Chair supposed that the House took 9 inter- 
est in getting back the report of the Committee on Rules and hence 
recognized the gentleman from Kentucky. 


Mr 


ma being no objection, the remainder of the morning hour was 


vaca 

Mr. STEPHENS. Do I understand that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky embraces in his motion the printing of the report according to 
the see so that it may appear in the RECORD to-morrow 
mornin, 

The SPEAKER. That was the order of the House before the ad- 
journment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Under the order of the House the report will 
8 N in the RECORD of to-morrow. 

. STEPHENS. Ionly wanted that to be understood by the House. 
NAVIGABLE WATERS OF CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. BERRY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3060) for the protection and improvement of the navigable waters of 
California; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. That committee, to which was referred a res- 
olution presented by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox, ] ask- 


ing for information from the Treasury Department, reports the 
same with a favorable recommendation. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to communicate to this 
6 of all moneys paid tel ned 9 — be oa June 7, 
0 Revised tutes, e e enactmen 
United States shipping commissioners. ae 
The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BOUNTY-LAND WARRANTS. 2 

Mr. HAWK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 
3061) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue patents for 
lands upon which have been located bounty-land warrants; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES A. BROCKMAN. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 3062) granting a pension to James A. Brockman, late a pri- 
vate Company A, Fifteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


MILITARY RESERVATIONS OF FORT ABERCROMBIE, ETC. 

Mr. BENNETT, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Senate be requested to return to the House the bill (H. R. No. 
1305) abo! the military reservations of Fort Abercrombie, Fort Seward, and 
Fort Ransom, all in the Territory of Dakota, and authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to have the lands embraced therein surveyed and made subject to home- 
stead and pre-emption entry and sale, the same as other public lands, 

ICE HARBOR AT PARKERSBURGH, WEST VIRGINIA. . 

Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3063) to provide for the construction of an ice harbor in the Little 
Kanawha River at Farkersburgh, West Virginia; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

W. 8. MAXWELL. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, by unanimous consent, introduced (for Mr. 
ATKINS) a bill (H. R. No. 3064) to remove the political disabilities of 
W. 8. Maxwell; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on the Jadiciary. 

ENTEROCEANIC CANAL. 

Mr. REAGAN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back the joint resolution (H. R. No. 146) authorizing 
the President of the United States to appoint a commission of engi- 
neers to examine the surveys of the contemplated canal across 
Isthmus of Panama; and moved that the committee be disc 
from the further consideration of the same, and that it be ref to 
the Select Committee on the Interoceanic Ship-Canal. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN also, by unanimous consent, reported back from the 
same committee the bill (H. R. No. 2794) to provide for the appoint- 
ment of an interoceanic commission to determine the best plan and 
route for the establishment of communication for trade and commerce 
between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans across the Isthmus of Darien; 
and moved that the committee be discharged from the consideration 
of the same, and that it be referred to the Select Committee on the 
Interoceanic Ship-Canal. 

The motion was agreed to. 

TRADE-MARKS. 

Mr. REAGAN also, by unanimous consent, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 2573) to authorize registration 
and protection of trade-marks; and moved that the committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the same, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


198 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 6, 


REVISION OF RULES, 


Mr. DUNNELL, I demand the order. 

The SPEAKER. The ig order being demanded, the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BLACKB I now report back from the Committee on 
Rules the revision of the rules and the accompanying report, and 
move that the same be referred to the, Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union; and I further move that the House now re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The report was received and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the pu of considering the report just referred. 

Mr. BLA KBURN. Before that motion is put, I desire tostate that 
neither of the members of the minority side of this House belonging 
to the Committee on Rules is present to-day. Itis not, however, the 
purpose of the Committee on Rules, in proceeding to the considera- 
tion of this revision at this time, to touch any matter upon which 
there is or has been any difference of opinion whatever among the 
members of the committee. I desire simply, in obedience to the in- 
structions of the committee, to indicate its readiness to proceed with 
the consideration of this matter upon such subjects and points as 
there is likely to be no division of opinion upon. 

I take it that the report will have to be read when we come to con- 
sider this subject in Committee of the Whole. Then if it be the 
pleasure of the committee at any time, in consequence of the absence 
of the members of the minority, to discontinue the consideration of 
the report, I am instructed by the Committee on Rules to say that it 
will also be its pleasure to stop whenever that point shall be reached. 

Mr. DUNNELL. ` I would like to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN] if it is his purpose at this time to fix a limitation 
of the general debate upon this report? How is this debate to pro- 
ceed? Is there to be a time for general debate? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I take it it will be the pleasure of the House 
to have some limitation put on the debate. It is certainly the pur- 
pose of the committee to accommodate itself in all regards, in the 
motions it may submit, to the pleasure of the House. But I should 
judge that the five-minute rule will apply to the proceedings of the 
Committee of the Whole upon this matter. And so far as the mem- 
bers of the committee may find it e bes make explanations of 
any portions of the report submitted byit, they will have to take their 
chance. I doubt whether it will be found necessary forany one mem- 
ber to occupy more than five minutes’ time upon any one point that 
may be raised. Unless the House shall indicate a different wish, Ido 
not know but what it would be well, in order to test the sense of the 
House, to move that the five-minute rule shall apply to the consider- 
ation of this re in the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope no such order will now be made. There is 
a very grave matter to be acted npon contained in this report. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the gentleman will only indicate any time 
that will be satisfactory 

Mr. DUNNELL. I had sup the gentleman from Kentuc 
[Mr. BLACKBURN] would indicate the length of time to be consum 
in general debate. I am myself very well satisfied that there are 
rules which have been reported favorably upon by the Committee 
on Rules that cannot be fully and fairly disc under the five- 
minute rule. I think it would be unfair to confine any man in the 
presentation of his views upon even a single rule to five minutes, I 
only desired that the gentleman would indicate the mode or manner 
in which he pro to conduct the consideration of this subject. 

Mr. STEP. S. Itrust thegentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] will let us go into Committee of the Whole, for the discus- 
sion of these rules without any limitation as to time, until the House 
shall have become satisfied with the general discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The committee can at any time rise and obtain 
an order from the House upon that point. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam perfectly willing to to that. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Iam for the most unrestricted and unlimited dis- 
cussion of this subject. Let us go into Committee of the Whole, and 
leave the question of limitation of debate to be determined hereafter. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will say to the House that I am sure it is the 

leasure of the Committee on Rules that any amount of time the 
ona may desire shall be taken for the discussion of this proposed 
revision. I do not, myself, think it would be well to fix the time for 
general discussion arbitrarily in advance. I at least prefer, and I am 
sure the other members of the committee do, that the House shall 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole and take one day or one 
week, if it pleases, for general discussion; and that whenever the time 
shall have been satisfactorily employed in general discussion which 
may be desired, then the committee can rise and go back into the 
House and obtain its order for the application of the five-minute rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the gentleman to 
make any motion for the limitation of debate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I am satisfied. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. ‘ 

Mr, CALKINS. Before that motion is put, I desire to ask th 
Clerk—— 


The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will submit the request to the 
Chair, the Chair will make the rere of the Clerk. 


Mr. CALKINS. Very well, I will ask the Chair to inquire of the 
Clerk whether or not, in the original motion sub:nitted by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] before the holiday poems, 
it was not provided that the discussion of these rales should p: 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can answer that question; it was not 
so provided. The gentleman will see at once that the present occu- 
pant of the chair would desire to be upon the floor when these rules 
were ratnih and such an order as he indicates might render that 
difficult. 

Mr. CALKINS. That need not prevent it, for the Chair could call 
anybody else to preside. 

e question was then taken upon the motion of Mr. BLACKBURN; 
and it was ý 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. CARLISLE in the chair. 

The C . The Honse is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering the report made by the Committee on 
Rules, which report the Clerk will now proceed to read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND of Illinois. Is it not first in order that the 
business upon the Calendar preceding the report shall be set asidein 
order to reach the report? : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the order of the House 
to have peen to Werds omy into peg ttee of the Whole for the 
purpose of considering this report, which report was made the spe- 
cial order for to-day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I beg pardon of the Chair; that 
was not part of the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
paral His motion was simply to go into Committee of the 

Ole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair, who was 
not in the House when the hrst ake was made, is informed that this 
subject was made a special order for to-day to the exclusion of all 
other business. 

Mr. STEPHENS. And from day to day. 

The CHAIRMAN. And from day to ay until completed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I propose that by unanimous consent 
we 8 with the se Ey this long report, which is upon the 
desk of every member. We know that the reading of reports in this 
way gives very little information, because so few members listen. 

‘he C . The 2 from Virginia [Mr. Harris] asks 
unanimous consent that the reading of the report be dispensed with. 

Mr. BARBER. I ie gt 

The Clerk gees to read the report; but was interrupted b 

Mr. BARBER, who said: I withdraw my objection to dispensing 
with the reading. 

There Pang. no further objection, the reading of the report was 

ispensed with. 

he report, which on the 19th of December last was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD of to-day, is as follows: ; 

Rules, in pursuance of the resolution of the 25th of June 
ultimo, authorizing them to sit — 5 aps then 8 “for the purpose of 
ae codi tying, and simplifying the rules of the House,” ask leave to submit 

Olo. re) $ 

The u: 1 eee of a thorough revision of the rules of the House cannot 
be better illustrated and shown than by the simple statement of the fact that of 
the present one hundred and sixty-six rules sixty-three of that number, or portions 
thereof, were adopted prior to the year 1800, and that in the only revision and rear- 
rangement of the rules ever made since that time at all approaching thorough- 
ness, not less than thirty rules which were practically obsolete, in whole or in 
a we allowed to remain among the standing rules of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

In view of this fact, the committee decided that a complete revision and codifi- 
cation of the rules was not only a parliamentary but a practical business neces- 
sity, demanded both by the gradual change in parliamentary law and practice 
which has taken place since Jefferson's Manual was the standard recognized Amer- 
ican authority, and by reason of the increased representation in the House, and 
the very increase of business transacted, which can be best illustrated by the 
statement of the fact that in the Sixth Con „ which convened December 2, 1799, 
and expired March 3, 1801, with sixteen (16) States in the Union, baving one hun- 
dred and forty-one (141) Representatives in the House, (one for every 33,000 inhab- 
itants,) there were 208 bills introduced and reported and 347 petitions presented, 
while in the Forty-fifth Congress, which convened October 15, 1877, and expired 
March 3, 1879, with thirty-eight (38) States in the Union, having two hundred and 
ninety-three (293) Representatives in the House, (one for every 153,000 inhabitants.) 
there were 6,579 bills introduced and reported and 10,467 tions presented. 

The committee determined at the very threshold of their labors—it being, 
indeed, the first conclusion reached by them—that their reported revision should be 
the ous action and agreement of the committee, leaving intact only such 
rules as the committee could not agree unanimously to adopt or amend, reserving, 
however, to each member of the committee the right, individually, to offer su 
amendments as he might, on further consideration of the subject, deem proper or 
desirable; and the accompanying proposed code of standing rules for conductin, 
business in the House of Representatives is, therefore, the unanimous report o: 
the Committee on Rules. In submitting the same, it is popar to remark that the 
rights and privileges of the (ace dz minority of the House have in no respect 
been restricted or abridged therein, and that political or partisan considerations 
never entered into or disturbed its deliberations, cr once divided the committee 
in respect to a single item or paragraph. Tho objective point with the committee 
wes to secure accuracy in business, economy of time, order, uniformity, and im- 
partiality, and to prepare, if possible, a simple, concise, and non-partisan code of 
rules, which should neither surrender the right of a majority to control and dis- 
pose of the business for which it is held responsible, or, on the other hand, to in- 
vade and restrict the powers of a minority to check temporarily, if not perma- 
nently, 15 action of a majority believed to be improper or unconstitutional, and to 


ble, the great underlying principle of all the rules and forms by 
which the business of a legislative assembly is governed, whether constitutio: 
legal, or parliamentary in their origin, namely, "to subserve the will of the assembly 
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rather than to restrain it, to facilitate and not to obstruct the expression of its de- 
liberate sense.” 

As a second conclusion the committee decided to arrange the pro rules in 
such order as would make their connection and subject pei as „as nearly as 
practicable, consolidating in one rule the various provisions to the same 
subject, now embraced in several rules scattered about withont regard ity 
or system ; and the order in which they have been arranged is as follows, namely: 

1. Duties of the Speaker; 

2. Election of officers; 

3. Duties of the Clerk ; 

4. Duties of the Sergeant-at-Arms ; 

5. Duties of Doorkeeper; 

6. Duties of Postmaster ; 

7. Duties of Chaplain ; 

8. Of the members; 

9, 3 of privilege ; 
committees ; 


15. Calis of the roll and House; 

16. On motions—their precedence; 

17. Previous question ; 

18. Reconsiderations ; 

19. Of amendments ; 

20. Of amendments of the Senate; 

On bills; 

of 3 and memorials ; 

Of Committees of the Whole House; 
Order of business; 
Miscellaneous rules, 

As a necessary sequence of this action the next conclusion of the committee was 
that each distinctive subject should, so far as practicable, be disposed of in one 
rule, with subdivisions in the nature of clauses, to be num 5 1, 
2, 3, Ko., the rule itself being designated by Roman numerals, as, for instance, 
„Clause 1, Rule V, or Clause 5, Rale III.“ and so known and described in the pro- 
ceedings of the House, thereby 3 that feature of the rules Which treats 
each item of the general appropriation and tariff bills as clauses, and also the prin- 
ciple of Rule 46 relating to division of a question, which may be briefly stated as 
follows, namely: that ot pierre may be divided u the demand of any member 
whenever it shall com end propositions in substance so distinct that one being 
taken away a substantive proposition shall remain for the decision of the House. 
This plan enabled the committee to reduce the rules from 166, their present 
number, to 45, without, it is believed, in the slightest degree sacrificing the quali- 
ties of clearness and conciseness, to secure so a reduction of quantity or vol- 
ume, and will enable members to readily refer, not only to a particular provision 
of any rule, but to tere Pate directly with the matter sought for. 

With this „ ent of the general plan on which the committee 
proceeded, the disposi: made in the revision reported, of each of the present 
rules of the House, will now be given, with such explanation as may be deemed 
necessary and proper. 

TOUCHING THE DUTY OF THE SPEAKER. 

Under the head of “ Touching the duty of the Speaker” are now grouped nine 
2 which are consolidated into and appear as Rule I in the revision, as follows, 
namely: 


Rule 1, as clause 1. 
Rule 2, as clauses 2 and 4. 
Rule 3, as first part of clause 5. 
Rule 4, as last part of clause 5. 
Rule 5in in clanses 1, 3, and 7. 
Rule 6 is 3 with Rule 155, and, as amended, transferred to the rules 
8 1 2 head o! i oie pe eous,” and appears as Rule XXIII. 
eTa as . 
Rule 8 is Rivided, the first portion of the same 6 pepe as clause 4, new Rule I, 
clause 


and the last portion transferred to and appearing 3, new Rule III. 

Rule 9 appears as clause 2. 

No substantial or important changes have been made in these rules. They have 
simply been abbreviated, rea , and consolidated. 


OF THE CLERK AND OTHER OFFICERS. 


Under this head are grouped rules from 10 to 28, inclusive, providing for the elec- 
tion and prescribing the duties of the various officers of the House. These have 
teen reduced to four in number, and appear as follows, namely : 

Rule 10, which provides for the election of a Clerk, Sergeant-at-Arms, Doorkeeper, 
and Postmaster, has been retained with amendments, one striking out the wo 
“appointed” and inserting in lieu thereof the word chosen, another insertin, 
the word“ Chapin who has hitherto been elected as a matter of custom, whi 
the committee deem proper to crystallize into a rule, and a third striking out the 
words ‘‘and the appointees of the Doorkeeper and Postmaster shall be subject to 
the approval of the Speaker.” Whatever may have been the occasion of this pro- 
vision it has long been obsolete, and for that reason the committee recommend 
that it be drop; A clause is also added authorizing each of the above-named 
otticers to appoint all of the employés of his department provided for by law, there 
being no provision cither of law or ruloin this respect. lating as it does directly 
2 3 1 of the House, the rule has been adopted by the committee as 

ule II. 

Rule 11 has been dropped, being both obsolete and 3 

Rule 12 has been retained intact and transferred under the head of Miscel- 
lancous"' rules. It there appears as Rule XL. 

Rules 13 and 19 appear as clause 2, Rule III. 

tules 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, and 21, as clause 3, Rule III. 

Rule 20 has been cores, he subject-matter being 9 for by law. 
act of June 20, 1874, which imposes on the Secretary of 
au index to the acts passed each session.) 

Rule 22 appears in clause 1, Rule IV. 

Rule 23 appena as clause 2, same rule. . 

Rule 24 is dropped, for the reason that by the act of June 20, 1874, Revised Stat- 
utes, section 53, itis provided that the Sergeant-at-Arms shall receive, directly or 
indirectly, no fees, other compensation, or emolument whatsoever, for performing 
the duties of his office or in connection therewith. 

Rule 25 is ineorporated in new Rule IV, and a rs as last part of clause 1. 

Rulo 26, as amended, appears as clause 3, Rule IV. The principal changes made 
are: first, the amendment requiring the Se t-at-Arms to attend in person the 
House during its sittings ; second, the amendment increasing his bond from ten, the 

resent limit, to fifty thousand dollars ; third, the amendment making him and his 

mdsmen responsible for the moneys received by him for disbursement of expenses 

of select committees ; and, fourth, the amendment providing that no member of 
Congress shall be accepted as bondsman. 

Rule 27 appears as new Rule V, with the addition of Rule 166, as the duties pre- 
porond therein more properly belong to the Doorkeeper, and have been so trans- 


Rule 28 appears as Rule VI. with the additional requirement that the Postmaster 


(See 
tate the duty of preparing 


shall be held responsible for the sofe delivery of mail to members, officers, and em- 
ployés of the House. 
An additional rule has been created, numbered VII, requiring the Chaplain to 
attend at the commencement of each day's session, and open the same with prayer. 
OF THE MEMBERS. 


Under this head are grouped rules from 29 to 33, inclusive. These have been 
consolidated, save one, and appear, as amended, as new Rule VIII, as follows: 

Rules 29, 30, 31, and 33 have been substantially incorporated in the proposed 
Rule VIII. clause 1. 

Rule 32 has been transferred, and appears in clause 1, Rule XXII. 

The principal changes made under this head are as follows: 

First. The committee propose a second call of the roll, when the names of those 
not voting on the first are again called over, and after that is completed no member 
shall be allowed to vote ; 

Second. Thatno member outside the railing inclosing the seats shall be counted; 


and 

Third. That pairs shall not hereafter be announced by members, but thatafter the 
completion of the second roll-call the Clerk shall a list of handed him 
by members, which list shall be printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RD fol 

e names of those not voting, which last provision appears as clause 2, Rule 


The committee believe that these changes will not only facilitate the 
calling of the roll, which now occupies half an hour, but that it 8 
accuracy, a matter of the first importance when the House is closely divided polit- 


ically. 
OF CALLS OF THE HOUSE. 

Under this head appear Rules 34 to 37, inclusive. These have been consolidated 
into one rulo and numbered XV, and appear as follows, namely: 

Rule 34 appears as clause 2. 

Rule 35, as clause 1. 

Rule 36, as clause 2. 

Rule 37, as the last part of clause 2. 

The principal changes herein made provide fora second call of the roll, and drop 
what may be termed the 1 for absenteeism. Sections 40 and 41 of the 
Revised Statutes provide for a deduction of pay of a member for absence without 
leave, and section 53 provides that the 8 t-at-Arms shall receive no fees 
whatever for performing the duties of his office or in connection therewith. The 
rule has been for many years a dead letter, and for that reason the committee 
recommend that it be dropped entirely. 

ON MOTIONS, THEIR PRECEDENCE, ETC. 

Under the above head are Rules 38 to 50, inclusive. The committee consolidated 
these into one rule, numbered XVI, composed of eight clauses. 

Rale 38 appears in clauses 1 and 2. 

Rule 39 appears in the same clauses. 

Rule 40, as clause 2. 

Rale 41, as clause 3. 

Rule 42, as clause 4. 

Rule 43 has been transferred to another rule, and appears as clause 2, Rule XIII. 

Rule 44, as clause 5, 

of clause 5. 


Rule 45, as the last 
„ Leth obeolete d ecessary, being otherwis: 
ule bas as 0 ete and unn 7 g othe e 
provided for in the 4 and proposed rules. 

Rule 48. The last portion of Rule 48, to wit: No bill or resolution shall, at any 
time, be amended by annexing thereto or incorporating therewith any other billor 
resolution pending before the House,” was adopted September 15, 1837, (first session 
Twenty-fifth Congress.) As then reported by the Committee on Rules it contained, 
after the word resolution where it occurs the second time, the words ‘‘the sub- 
stance of.” These words were stricken out by a close vote, and the practice Le the 

‘ore 


contained the substance of any other bill or resolution pen before the House. 
Tife rules and practice of the House of Commons, from which This proposition was 
substantially taken, restricted the right of substituting one subject for another to 


pending before the House” may be moved as an amendment to a pending proposi- 
tion, if e, by simply changing a word or two in no sense important or ma- 
terial, thereby accomp! g indirectly what the rules prohibit doing directly; a 
species Raia legerdemain that certainly ought not to be countenanced 
or perm: va rule. 

Rate 49 has been retained substantially intact. A proviso has been added thata 
motion to reconsider made during the last six days of a session shall be di of 
when made, thus placing it beyond the power of a single member, voting with the 
C ee e eee e the mo- 
tion, to arrest business which 2 ave decided to dispatch. 

E ox en dropped as unnecessary, being otherwise provided for by way 
amendmen 

The principal changes recommended by the committee with respect to the fore- 
going rules are as follows: 

the motion to fix the 


First. The order of motions has been 8 makin: 
day to which the House shall adjourn first in order, thereby conforming to the 
practice of the House since the 


The order of reference of a subject has been changed so as prong that the 


will secure the preliminary consideration by a standing or select 
committee of the House of all matters of proposed legislation, as provided in the 
first paragraph of Rule XT. 

The honr of actual adjournment is hereafter to be entered on the Journal instead 
of the hour at which the motion is made, thus preventing the unomaly of the Jour- 
nal stating a motion of adjournment at, say, three p. m., while p gs might 
be (and indeed have been) had, delaying actual adjournment for two hours, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS OF THE DAY. 

Under this head now appear rules from 51 to 56, inclusive, while another rule, 
130, which properly belongs to this suliec’, appears under another head. The 
above rules have been ped and consolida nto one, and appear in the revis- 
ion as Rule XXIV, as follows, namely: 


Rule 51, providing for and re ne call of committees, appears as clause 
2, or so much thereof as is essential to the plan proposed by the committee, here- 


after explained. 
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Rule 52 is substantially provided for by the last paragraph of clause 2, the con- 
— therein provided for being rare, and at best of doubtfal propriety as a 
matter of practice. 

Rule 53 has been dropped, being otherwise provided for in clause 1. 

Rule 54, Ene e disposition of business on the Speaker's table, is em- 
braced in clause 5, without su tial a 

unos is 3 being otherwise provided for by present Rule 145 and pro- 

e 


á Rule 56 appears as clause 4, without change, except that it is slightly con- 


The present order of business, under the 3 has become somewhat cum- 
brous, and, besides ene an element of uncertainty as to the time of trans- 
acting the business therein provided for, is in some respects so incongruous as to 
lead to confusion, and in some instances to errors, as to the exact status of business. 
In the revision submitted by the committee it is proposed to haye a daily call of 
all the committees, all business reported, save that to which no objection is made 
toits “present consideration,” to go tothe Committee of the Whole House, whether 
public or private, and to a House Calendar composed only of bills not making ap- 
riations of 3 
Ist. 5 Fall Gills nd ccs vids rts, thus giving time for 
si 0 0 and accom ing repo us 0 
r — pai y members before 8 and . 


2d. Saves unn waste of time in preventing, by what is known as " fili- 
g” in the m hour, the consideration of a bill by a commit- 
tee, thas blocking the way t reports from other co: ttees to which little 


where the morn- 


git ble at the close of a on to defeat 
which could only be reported by unanimous consentor by a suspension of the rules 
by a two-thirds vote, which vote might not be obtained. 

The change made as to the time o g of business on the Speaker’s table 
so as to immediately follow the disposition of the unfinished business pending at 
the last adjournment is really not a departure from the present rule and p ce 
as to that class of business, but rather a transfer of the unfinished business from 
its present rank of being first in order after the reading of the Journal to follow 
the call of committees, which plan the committee believe will be found more satis- 
factory than the present practice. 

‘The committec then provide that after unfinished business—if there be ga — 
—＋ nes 3 Speaker's table is disposed of, motions shall then be in order 
as follows, namely: 

13 in 175 into fons 8 of the Whole Heos on 45 state of bers ome Ars 

e consideration, first, raising revenue and general approp x 
and then to other business on its Calendar. 

2d. To proceed to the consideration of the House Calendar of public bills not 
ap sg money or raising revenue. 

2d. n Fri ay, after the morning hour, a motion to go into the Committee of the 
Whole House for the consideration of the Private Calendar. 

The committee believe this plan will be found more satisfactory than the pres- 
ent order of business, as it gives oo in each day's sitting of the House and 
Committee of the Whole House to business of pence Epc character, and 
enables the committees to promptly report on all matters which they have matured 
or agreed upon. 

OF DECORUM AND DEBATE, 

Under this head are rules from 57 to 66, inclusive, which have been consolidated 
into one, (No. XIV,) and are disposed of as follows, namely: 

Rule 57 appears as e 1. 

Rule 58, as the last part of clause 1. 

Rule 59, as the first part of clause 2. 

Rule 60, asclanses 2 and 3 of Rule XIV, and clauses 5 and 6 of new Rule XXIII. 

Rule 61, as clause 4, Rule XTV. 

Rule 62, as clause 5. 

Rule 63, as clause 6. 

Rule 64 has been dropped as obsolete. 

Rule 65 appears as clause 7. 

Rule 66 has been retained with a slight amendment making the rule more defi- 
nite, and appears as Rule XXV. 

There have been few changes of importance made in this ofrules. They 
have been tly condensed as well as simplified, and have adapted to the 
later practice of the House, which, by reason of the greatly increased representa- 
tion, as well as amount of business transacted, is essentially different from that in 
yogue when most of these rules were adopted. It was not until 1847 that the 
Honse took a decided step toward 3 or restricting debate, the representa- 
tion having increased from 141 in 1800 to in 1847, and From that time the tend- 
ency has been, without exception, to restrict rather than to enlarge or extend the 
limits of debate, and this remark applies also to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

On the 19th of March, 1860, the House adopted an amendment providing that 
debate might be closed at any time after five minutes debate on pro, 
amendments had taken oa, thus enabling a majority ta get a bill out of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, after a reasonable time 
had been occupied in debating amendments. This was adopted at the same time 
with an amendment to the present one hundred and twenty-third rule, the effect 
of which was to prevent a practice of doubtful propriety, by which the friends of 
a bill were in the habit of taking it out of the Committee of the Whole by adopt- 
ing a recommendation to strike out the enactin; without permitting either 
debate oramendment, and upon reaching the House to disagree to the said recom- 
mendation, and then, under the operation of the 8 uestion, passing the 
bill. ‘The main provisions of the present rule have retained, with slight mod- 
ifications. 

OF COMMITTEES. 


Under the subhead “ Of committees,” commencing with Rule 67 and ending with 
Rule 163, are thirty-seven rules, while under the head of ous” are 


d 
All these rules are consolidated and combined in two, numbered, ively, 
X and XI, which embrace and cover all the matters of powers and duties of the 


detail. The titles of the several committees have been made uniform, all gin 
the revision submitted “Committee on.“ fonr of the present titles being Com- 


being placed on an absolute equality, save that the Committees of Elections, Ways 
and ye ‘Appropriations. Peis Accounts, and Enrolled Bills shall have the 
t to report at any time, as ed in clause 47 of Rule XI. 
ule 67, as original adopted April 17. 1789, directed that the Speaker should 
appoint all the eee except in cases where they consisted of more than 
members, in which case they were chosen by ballot. On the 13th of Ji A 
1790, it was changed to its present form, though the method of selecting coments, 
tees therein prescribed has not been resorted to for many years past, it having been 
the ni — until the Thirty-sixth Con for the House to adopt t an order “that 
the Speaker be authorized to appoint the Ser standing committees.” 

The Committee on Rules have accepted the latter practice of the House, and in 
the first clause of Rule X provide for the appointment by the Speaker, at the com- 
mencement of each Congress, of the stan committees of the House, unless 
otherwise specially ordered by the House. 

Rule 68 bas been left intact, and ap as clause 3, Rule X. 

Rules 69, 70, 71, and 72 have been pped, for the reason that they are either 
obsolete by long practice, unnecessary, or otherwise provided for. 

Rule 73 is incorporated in Rule X, and appears as clause 4. 
rated in Rale X, and appears in clause 1. 

Rule 75 appears as clause 1, Rule XI. 

T Rae 76 Jons 77, 3 prescribe 5 ing — duties aoe roves, = Se Nest 
on pro are conso) and appear as clause 3, Rule XI. It 
is believed that the same Ae and comprehends all that is essential in 
the two rules named. The last portion of Rule 76, relating to appropriations to 
carry into effect treaties, is dropped as unnecessary, as providing Tor an extraor- 
dinary contingency, which can be best provided for by special action when the occa- 
sion should arise. The first clause of e 77 is dropped for the reason that it has 
been obsolete for the last twenty years, and the time of reporting the general a 
propriation bills may Pe y be left to the discretion of the committee, which 
may be instructed by the House in that regard should occasion arise therefor. 

The second clause of the same rule has been dropped, (for the reason that the 
titles of the general appropriation bills are fixed by law, see Revised Statutes, sec- 
tion 11,) except the concludin, 3 xing the committee the right to report 
for commitment at any time. e last clause of the same rule is dropped for the 
reason — it is a detail which ought properly to be left to the discretion of the 
committee. 

Rule 78 appears as clause 27, Rule XT, and has been made more definite. 

Rule 79 appears as clause 7 of Rule XI, with the additional provision that the 
Committee on Commerce shall mature and report the bill known as the river and 
harbor bill” for reference to the Committee on ee 

e reasons which influenced them 
do so as concisely as possible. 


riation ” bills, (see Rule 77 
annual appropriation bills, and bas been u ly reported by the Committee on 


reported all the general appropriation bills. On the 2d of March, 1865, (second ses- 
-eighth Congress,) the Committee on el sat i pone was created, and 
u, 


The authority of the Committee of Ways and Means to report a general appro- 
priation bill at any time, conferred on the 19th of March, 1800, was transfe to 


river and harbor a fd grea bill had rer been reported by the Committee of 
Ways and Means, although it had reported in a sporadic way bills for the repair, 
reservation, completion, or construction of certain public works on rivers an 


Committee on . riations, which committee a d, after consideration, to 
report it back to the House with such recommendations as they believed the gen- 
eral expenditures of the country required them to make, and that course has sev- 
eral times been pursued since that agreement, although it is true that during the 
preceding two nara (Forty-fourth and Forty-fifth) the Committee on Com: 
y had control and charge of the river and harbor bill. 
ttee on Rules are of opinion, in consideration of the fact that the 
Committee on Appropriations are required under the rules to report the general 
appropriation bills,” (in which class the river and harbor appropriation bill should; 
by reason of long custom and ice, be included.) that they should have entire 
charge of all those bills, in order that they might the more fairly and fully control 
the entire question of appropriation of revenue for carrying on the several depart- 
ments of the Government. It follows as a logical sequence that, if any other com- 
mittee is to take charge of one of the general appropriation bills, tho interests 
therein involved and considered will stand separate and apart from the interests 
involved and considered in the other bills, and as a further result any scheme of 
reduction of expenditures made necessary by a deficit of revenue for that fiscal 
ear must be executed by the Committee on cape msg without respect to the 
terests involved in the bill so taken from them, thereby leaving that particular 
interest to stand independent of and without any relation whatever to the other 
interests for which 5 are annually made. 

For these reasons the Committee on Rules have made the foregoing recom- 
mendations with respect to the river and harbor bill, believing that no good or 
valid reason exists why the Committee on Commerce should originate and have 
complete control of the river and harbor bill that does not apply with equal force 
to the theory that the Committee on Military Affairs should originate and control 
the Army, the Committee on Naval Affairs the naval, the Committee on Indian 
Affairs Indian, the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads the Post-Office, 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs the consular and diplomatic, or the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions the pension 5 bill. 

Rule S0 appears as clause 13, Rule XI. 

Rule 81, as clause 12. 

Rule 82, as clause 30. 

It will be noted that the committee pro) to abolish what is generally known 
as “ District of Columbia day,” namely, the third Monday of each month from the 
hour of two o'clock p. m., and place the Committee on the District of Columbia on 
precisely the same footing as other committees. 8 ot the Committee 
on Rules was to secure as complete uniformity and equality among the committees 
as was possible, giving preference only to revenue and eral appropriation bills 
and to necessary business—such, for instance, as printing for the use of the Hoase 
or two Houses, perfection of legislation by panni g the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills to report at any time, and also giving the same privilege to the Committee on 
Accounts, which is proper, as directly concerning and affecting the autonomy of 
the House. The committee are of opinion that the eee abolition of 
trict of Columbia day ” will not result in the least degree to the prejudice of the 
interests of the District or obstruct or retard the business re from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. It simply gives that committee the same op- 
portunity to reach business reported by it that it affords all the committees, and 
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instead of having only a part of one day in each month, as at present, it will b; 
5 7 lan have a shanse ta reach ita business on at least four days out of a pont 

o five.” 

Rule 83, as clause 4. 

Rule #4, as clause 28. 

Rule 85 has been 15 entirely, for the reason that the committees on expend- 
itures in the several ents are separately required to do with the accounts 
and expenditures of rtment what the Committee on Public Expenditures 
is requi to do with all. It follows. of © urse, without argument, that the last- 
named committee cannot examine into e state of the several public 
ments as thoroughly as a committee ap änted specially and solely to examine 
into the “accounts and expenditures” of 2 articular Department, and for this rea- 
son, as well as to avoid unnecessary labor s well as possible conflict of authority, 
the committee recommend that after the pi esent Congress the said ttee shall 
sa bs again appointed. = . 

ule §6 appears as clause 29. 

Rule 87, as clause 10. 

Rule 88, as clause 23. 


clause 
chan, b; the title of Revolutionary Pensions, and 
creating in lieu thereof go . e Pensions, and K it jurisdiction of 
pensions of all the wars of the United States other than of the late civil war. It 
ap} as clanse 26. 
ule 93 appears as clause 25. 

Rule 94, as clause 16. 

Rule 95, as clause 24. 

Rule 96, as clause 19. 

Rule 97, which formerly prescribed the duty of the Committee of Revisal and 
Unfinished Business, was virtually rescinded by the resolution of July 25, 1868, 
abolishing the said committee and creating the Committee on the Revision of the 


Laws. 

The first-named committee was created by resolution of December 14, 1795, (sec- 
ond session, Third Con ) as follows, namely: f 

„It shall be the 1 he Committee of Revisal and Unfinished Business to 
examine and report what laws have expired or are near expiring and require to 
be revised or further continued ; also to examine and report from the Journal of 
last session all such matters as were then depending and undetermined.” 

On the 25th of July, 1868, (second session, Fortieth Con ) Mr. Elihu B. 
ee from the Committee on Rules, reported the following resolution, 
namely : 

“ l That the rules be amended so as to provide for the appointment, at 
the commencement of the next session, and at the commencement of each Con. 
gress thereafter, of a standing committee on the revision of the laws, to consist of 
nine members, and that so much of the rules as provides for a committee of re- 
visal and unfinished business is hereby rescinded.” 

This rule was adopted without division. 

This change was mado in anticipation of the report to Congress of the commis- 
sioners appointed under the act of June 27, 1866, “to revise, simplify, arrange, and 
consolidate all statutes of the United States, general and permanent in their nature, 
BY grr we in force at the time such commissioners shall make the final report 

aol ” 

By the aot of May 4, 1870, the above-named act was revived and extended for 
three years, and was extended by the act of March 3, 1873; and under au- 
thority of the last-named act Mr. Butler, from the joint committee ea there- 
under to provide for the p ration and presentation to Congress of the revision 
of the laws of the United States, on the 11th of December, 1873, (first on, 
Forty-third Congress,) submitted a printed report, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Revision of the Laws. 

That commit: on the 14th of January, 1874, by Mr. Poland, its chairman, sub- 
mitted a report, which was considered from day to day until April 2, 1874, which 
finally became a law on the 22d of June, 1874. 

It was the evident purpose of the Committee on Rules which reported the reso- 
lution of July 25, 1808, abolishing the Committee on Revisal and Unfinished Busi- 
ness and creating the Committee on Revision of the Laws, to restrict that commit- 
tee to take charge of and report upon such revisions and compilations of the laws 
as did not require changes in jurispradence. 

At the time the Committee on Revisal and Unfinished Business was created there 
were but two standing committees of the House, namely, Claims and Commerce, the 
shat gi then sang to pA ny 8 to won 72 1 ma Fives - 

ent's messages and such general sul of le; on as mig! pro m 
time to time. From January 7, 1802, (first pies gy Seventh Congress,) the date of 
the appointment of the Committee of Ways and Means as a standin; 
to the present time, additional standing committees have been crea’ 
are now forty-five standing committees, whose duties and powers are s cally 
described and defined, and which embrace and cover all the duties imposed on the 
Committee on Revisal and Unfinished Business. 

The resolution which created the committee dges not designate or 
duties, indeed none whatever were prescribed, but its title was sup; - 
ciently define the same, ly as the commission appointed under the act of 
June 27, 1866, was e: to re during the following Congress. 

It may further be added that the rule prescribing the duties and defining the 
powers of the Committee on the Judiciary would, under the well-known rule of law 
that the specification of one power excludes another, exclude the claim of any 
other committee to jurisdiction of any “matters or things touching judicial pro- 


For these reasons the committee recommend that the duties of that committee 


the duty of the Committee on the Judi bjects relating 
to judicial proceedings, civil and 
ule 98 appears as clause 42. 
Rule 99, as clause 43. 
Rule 100, as clause 45. 
Rule 101 has been modified, the first clause retained for manifest reasons, 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills having nothing but completed legislation to re- 
rt, and the right of the Committee on Printing to report at any time being con- 
75 to printing for the use of the House or the two Houses by a subsequent 
è. 
Rule 102 has been incorporated in Rule XT, and appears as clauses 33, 34, 35, 36, 


37, 38, and 30. 
able 103. which prescribes = 8 ths duties ee cre eng mae pein ve in 
© preceding rule, appears as clause ule XI, ani iev therein embrace 
and oover alli the 9 points of the old rule. 
OF COMMITTEES OF THE WHOLE. 
Under this head are grouped Rules 104 to 114, inclusive, which have been con- 


solidated into one rule, and a: as Rule XXIII. 
Rule 104 has been dropped, being substantially provided for in clause 6, Rule 
XXIV, and clause 3, Rule XXIII. The first part of this rule is inconsistent with 


the present rule providing that the morning hour shall only be dispensed with by 
e sere a oe 
e 105 appears as clause 1. 
Rule 106, as clause 2. 


committee, 
, until there 


Rule 107 has been dropped as obsolete. It was adopted in 1789, at a time when all 
bills were in manuscript, and not printed as at present. 
Rules 108 and 109 have also been dropped as obsolete, and being otherwise pro- 


pears in clause 3, with the addition of the words, “or releasing any 
liability to the United States for money or property,” which is designed to cover a 
class of legislation hitherto not required to be first considered in the Committee 
of 2 mnao House. bite 

ale a asc with the exception of the last on relatin, 
debate, whi 8 8 is pr gis 
Rule 114 spears as clause 4, in connection with Rule 129, which has been con- 
dated with it. 


soli 

The committee pro that when a bill is reached on the Calendar of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and objection is made to its 
consideration, the House shall decide whether or not the bill shall be over, 
instead of the committee deciding that question, as the rule now provides. When 
a bill is reported from a stan or select committee of the House and committed 
to the Committee of the Whole House, it is thereby given a position on the Cal- 
endar entitling it to precedence over business re later by other committees, 
and ought not to be displaced therefrom except by the House which fixed that posi- 
Bale 116, whigh requires that sll “bills shall bo dispatched In ondes as they wers 

6116, w. req 2 8 er as they were 
VVT 

o c eve that change 05 te business, save the e 
amount of time now wasted in struggles to secure precedence of a particular bike 
and give to the friends of each bill on the Calendar an opportunity to test the sense 
of the House as to whether or not itshall be taken up for consideration in its order. 
The committee cannot better illustrate the importance of securing a uniformity of 
proceedin in business than by quoting what Mr.Jefferson says on point, 3 ? 
‘A settled order of business is, however, n for the government of the pre- 
siding officer and to restrain individual members from calling up favorite measures 
or matters under their ial patronage ont of their just turn. It is useful also 
fe certs En er ais ey ese age es Saat 

0 matter to the prejudice of others g prio! 0 t to r attention 
in the general order of business.“ z Y 
use 6, Rule XXIV, preference is given to bills raising revenue and gen- 
ropriation bills over other buainess. The last clause of Rule 114 has been 
, for the reason that if the Calendar be proceeded with in order, there will 
be little or no occasion to make a bill a “s order.” 

In the Committee of the Whole Honse it is p: that bills on the Private Cal- 
endar shall be taken up in order and dis a TO Roa reason a to the 
committee why the present artificial distinction should be kept up with respect to 
bills on the Private Calendar. The bills thereon are reported from at least two- 
thirds of the committees of the House, and the distinction of es at and con- 
sideration” days now existing creates an inequality 8 has worked great 
injustice to ex deserving claimants. Itis at least a doubtful question whe*her 
one member should possess the power by his single objection to nullify, even tem- 
porarily, the recommendation of a standing committee of the House which has 

haps unanimously reported the bill to which objection is made. If a member 

in possession of information in regard to a private bill which convinces him that 
it ought not to he will have 2 during its consideration to impart 
that information to the Committee of the Whole House, where the debate is rarel 
restricted. The fact that it has been favorably reported by a committee, which it 
is presumed has Lee e thoroughly examined the whole subject, certainly 
gives to the bill at least what may be termed the prima facie right of consideration, 
and for this reason the committee propose that where objection is made to the con- 
sideration of a public bill the m shall be decided the House without 
debate. Finally, it may be urged that there can be no reason for perpetu- 
ating a system which, in addition to facilitating the passage of certain bills sole! 
by reason of their accidental position on the dar, creates confusion and | 
to errors in the consideration of the Private Calendar. For these reasons the com- 
mittee recommend the incorporation of Rule 129 with the present Rule 114, and as 
amended they appear as clause 4, Rule XXIII. 


OF BILLS. 


B 
eral ap: 
dro 


Under this head are now ped rules from 115 to 127, inclusive. The commit- 
tee have consolidated them into one rule, numbered and they as fol- 
lows: Rules 115, 116, 117, and 118 are incorporated in clauses 1 and 2 of Rule XXI 
and clause 1 of Rule XXIV. 

Rule 119 has been dropped for the reason that general appropriation bills have 
been, with bills for g revenue, constituted a class an ven preference in 
the order of busin and a of them a special order would in no respect 
facilitate their consideration and disposition. 

ä been retained intact, the committee not being unanimous as to its 
amendmen 

Rule 121 has been drop, as unnecessary, being substantially provided for b; 

Seo danse 8 Bale XVI.) g 7 T 
dropped as obsolete and being provided for by law. 


Rule 123 is retained intact. 
being otherwise provided for. (See clause 4, 


Rule 124 is dropped as unnecessary, 
Rule XVI, fixing order of motions.) 
„it being a reasonable su ition that 
see that 


Rule 125 is also as unnecessary, 
the Clerk of the House would, without specific requirement to that 
all bills by the House were properly engrossed, a matter of far leas impor- 
soe —.— their correct enrollment in a “ plain, round hand,” for which no provis- 
on is made. 

Rule 126 is also dropped as unnecessary, being otherwise provided for. (See 
clanse 1, Rule XVII.) = £ 

Rule 127 appears as clause 3, Rule III. 


LOCAL OR PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


Under this head are two rules, namely, 128 and 129, which have been disposed of 
as follows, 5 

Rule 128 is retained intact and appears as Rule XXVI. 

Rule 129 is dropped for reasons stated in regard to the disposition of Rule 114. 


OF BILLS ON LEAVE AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under this head spears but one rule, (130,) oe it may be said to really 
comprehend three distinct pro tions and subjects. the revision it has been 
transferred to and incorporated with the rules under the head of ‘ORDER OF BUSI- 
NEss,"’ where it properly belongs. The provisions of the present rule have been 
retained, save that portion of the rule first adopted in 1838, providing for the con- 
sideration of resolutions introduced on the call of States. e committee have so 
framed the revision submitted as to secure the consideration by a standing or select 
committee of every proposition presented to the House, save such as are submitted 
under a suspension of the rules, and have accordingly dropped that portion of the rule 
which permits aresolution to be submitted on the second call of States, and, by secur- 
ing the previous question, without permitting debate oramendment, bring the House 
to a direct vote thereon, thus avo g the necessity of its lying over, as would be 
the case if debate should arise thereon. The order of the call of States has been 
arranged alphabetically, there now being no rule or provision on the dav eu An- 
other rule (52) provides that in the morning hour, after reports of co ttees have 
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been “presented and disposed of,” the Speaker “ shall call for resolutions from the 
Members of each State and a from each Territory, beginning with Maine 
and the Territory last o , alternately.” 

This rule was adopted January 14, 1829, (second session, Twentieth Congress,) 
while the first part of Rule 130, providing for a call of States and Territories for 
pills on leave,“ was not adop! until February 6, 1838, (second session, Twenty- 

Congress,) and without any rule to that effect the order of the call of States 
and Territories for resolutions was followed, except the feature or provision of 
alternation between Maine and the Territory last organized.“ At the time of 
the adoption of this rule, Maine was next to the last State admitted to the Union. 
The Territory of Michigan was then the “ Territory last organized,” and this rule 
was probably adopted with the view of affording the amplest opportunity for the 
Representatives of the youngest States and Territories to present the wants and 
wishes of their people, it then being in order to present a Dill (due notice having 
been given pale g as provided in Rule 115) on the call of States for resolutions. 

As there has been no restriction on the introduction of bills for many years, 
and as all bills introduced under this call are referred, without debate, to appro- 
priate committees,” the initial point of the call becomes a matter of slight im- 


portance, and the committee have accordingly provided that the States be 
called alphabetically as the names of members are, by Rule 35, (adopted April 7, 
1879,) required to be called, thus making the rules uniform and harmonious in this 


respect. 
OF PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Under this head but one rale (131) ap; and the only change made therein is 
to provide that the Clerk, who has entire custody of the 8 and memorials 
resented under the gpa Bee who is required to make a of the same for pub- 
fication in the Journal, shall furnish a transcript thereof to the official reporters 
of debates for publication in the RECORD, and providing that all petitions and 
memorials ropriately referred may be properly referred by the. committee 
vin; on of the same in the same manner as originally presented. 

The last clause of Rule 165 requires the official reporters “ to prepare a list of the 
memorials, petitions, and bo peg amc with their reference, presented under Rule 
131, without requiring a brief statement of their contents, as the last-named rule 
is construed to require. The committee were of opinion that a transcript of the 
Journal entries as to petitions and memorials furnished for publication in the REC- 
ORD would secure greater uniformity and better methodize their disposition, and 
accordingly recommend the changes proposed. It appears as Rule II. 


OF THE PREVIOUS QUESTION. 


Under this head appear two rules, namely, 132 and 133, which, as amended, appear 
as Rule XVII, clauses 1, 2, and 3. 

The committee are of opiniop that the operation of the previous question should 
be modified in one respect, namely, that it should not be so s ing and compre- 
hensive as at present; and they accordingly recommend that its effect shall be 
to bring the House to a direct vote upon the immediate question or questions on 
which it has been ordered. It is therefore 3 that the previous question 
may be asked and ordered upon a single motion, a series of motions in order under 
the rules, an amendment or amendments, or may be made to embrace all author- 
ized motions or amendments, and its effect shall be to carry the bill to its engross- 
ment and third g, and then, on renewal, to its or tion. The 
committee also propose that, pending a motion for or Ə previous question 
has been ordered on the passage of a bill, it shall be in order for the Speaker to 
— and ae Poa to SAPT with or without . — ied a — 

or select commi us 1 © am opportuni © sense o! 
the House as to whether or not the bill is in the exact form it desires. 

As t to the subject the committee append a statement of the history of 


the previous question. 
The previous question was recognized in the rules established a 7, 1789, and 
could be d ed by five members, ee parliamen law places it in the power 
ther to second.) the 23d December, 1811, 
t is, at the command of one- 
Hh of , 1812, when 
e rule was changed to its present form of a majority. According to the former 
practice, the ous question bronght the House toa direct vote on the main 
question ; that is, to to the main e erage Sra the exclusion of all amend- 
dments, N main proposi 
embrace, pending amendments, an 0 pro} 
The ori; tent of the 
t g — r 
ecid — S 5 
e House without 3 


revious question had not 
1850 whenever the previous question was seconded and the cap gaseion ordered, 
pending a motion to postpone, the motion to postpone was cut 


OF ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


Under this head is Rule 134, which has been rearranged and made more compre- 
hensive, and amended by ad to the list of persons to be admitted the Presi- 
dent, and clerks of commi 


ttees, when business from their committees is under con- 
sideration. A clause has also been added making it out of order for the Speaker 
to entertain a request for the sus of this rule. The committee pro; 
however, to set aside a portion of odati: dis- 
tinguished visitors and others to be admitted only on the cards of members. As 


there are onl, accommoda 
bers and egates entitled to occupy them, it follows that the admission to the 
floor of those not entitled to its eges will have the effect to frequently deprive 
members of their seats, especially those sitting on the outer circle or row, and wi 

also add to the noise and confusion caused by private conversation and moving 
about of the three hundred and fifty persons usually present on the floor during 
the sittings of the House. As the practice in to admission to the floor has 
been varying, it is deemed proper to give a réswmé thereof. = 
The first rule for the on within the — of other than members was 


eluded; on the 12th January, 1816, th echt commissioners; on — Ast Febra- 
e President's 


e 
States and Terri 
secre by admitting 
“ such persons as the Speaker or a member might introduce, and on the 10th Decem- 


ber, 1833, the House, by a vote almost unanimous, rescinded that amendment. On 

the 23d of December, 1857, soon after removing into the new hall in the south 

wing of the Capitol extension, the privilege of ission was restricted to mem- 
Senate, their Secre heads of 


bers of the eir A 
secre „the or for the time being of any State, and judges of the Supreme 
Court o: . eee the 19th erie 1860, as its 
resent form, ex in, e last clause, a proposition to admit ex-members having 
rejected. The last clause, adopted —— 
persons not entitled to the privil 
the House adopted the 
the rule in 


adjoining rooms. January 29, 1 
3 S e admission 
—.— to the parions of the floor be enforced, and the Speaker is requested 
to 3 85295 ice of 5 om been 5 5 in by com- 
mon consent,” ournal, on, -fifth Congress, pages 316 and 317, 
As amended it appears as new Rule XXXIV se ? 


OF REPORTERS. 


lien thereof the words “under such regulations as he may from time to time 
rescribe.” It is not the purpose of the committee to modify in any respect the 


ed embraces, it is believed, everything essential to secure the et 
so 
been added authorizing the 8 to gu two seats on the floor to Associated 


Press rters re occupation of the same, which merel 
ina role the resale of the House af Jan 11. 1897. (second — — 
ninth ) providing that reporters of the Associated Press and re 


made by them should be under the same rules and e as the reporters and 
bg the Globe, now the RECORD. As amended it appears as clause 2, Rule 


UNFINISHED BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 
2 136. The first 
e 


Under this head a; 
1848, (first session, 
became a adopted 
date it been 1 for the House at the close of a first session of a Con- 
gress to adopt a provision, and this amendment was adopted to avoid the 
3 of oo, similar resolution at every session. The first clause of the 
rule is i entloal the former twenty-first rule, and the second clause with the 
present fifty-ninth rule of the Senate. the revision it appears as Rule XXVII. 
5 MISCELLANEOUS. : 

Under this head appear rales from 137 to 166, which have been severally dis- 

of as follows, namely: 

Rule 137, providing for a secret session, has been retained, — 1 — abbre- 
viated, it g thought that occasion might arise when it would be desirable, and 
as modified it appears as Rule XXX. 

Rule 138 has been retained intact, and appears as Rule XX XVII. 

Rule 139 has also been dropped for the reason that the Lo ACen is provided 
for in the present Rule 100, which appears as clause 45, e XL. 

Rule 140. The first clause of this rule has been dropped for the reason that the 
oe gia eae is provided for by law, (see Revised Statates, sections 1764 and 1765,) 
and the last clause is retained without change and appears as Rule XLIII. 

Rule 141 has been retained, with an amendmen myn | it applicable 9 
papers other than one upon which the House is called tog vea nal vote,” thus 
7 ht of a member to demand the reading of a paper 
on which he is called to vote. is the long-established rule and practice of the 
— me Parliament, and the committee quote as pertinent what is said on the sub- 
pe aa of the most distinguished lish writers on parliamentary law, Mr. 

© Says; 


Where papers are laid before the House or referred to a committee, e mem- 


toties quoties, to havo acts, accounts, or on the table read inde- 
poeng of the will of as — The delay sad interruption which this might 
made to produce evince the im bility of the existence of such a right. There 


every member to have as much 
pange Pe he is to vote, that when he de- 


the Speak er directs it to be read without putting a question, if no one objects 
but if obj p . h y 


reason 

Rule 143 has also been dropped as being both obsolete and in contravention of 
other rules of later date. 

Rule 144 has been retained intact, though the occasions will be rare when Jef- 
ferson’s Manual can be cited on a point not provided for by a rule or decision of 
the House. Compiled as it was for the use of the Senate exclusively, and made 
up almost wholly of collations of English parliamen: practice and decisions, it 
was never especially valuable as an authority in the House of Representatives, 
even in its early history, and for many years past has been rarely quoted in the 
House. It appears as Rule XLIV. 

Rule 145 has been substantially retained, modified, of course, so as to be in har- 
mony with the order of business prescribed by Rule XXIV, and, as amendod, ap- 


pears as Rule XXVIII. 
Rule 146. The first of this rule has been dropped as 8 as bein 
covered by the following rule, which has been retained intact. The last nani 
of the rule has transferred to Rule IIT, and appears as clause 1. 


Rule 147, as above stated, has been retained intact, and appears as Rule XLV. 
Rule 148 appears as clause 6, Rule XI. 
Rule 149 has been substantially provided for by the last part of clause 2, Rule 


III. 

Rule 150 appears as clause 20, Rule XI. 

Rule 151, as clause 2, Rule X 

Rule 152, as clause 5, Rule XI. 

Rule 153, as clause 18, Rule XI. 

Rule 154 has been dropped, for the reason that by the act of February 12, 1868, 
the allowance for stationery and itt so Np is fixed at $125 for each session. 

Rule 155 has been substantially re ed and appears as Rule XXXIII. 

Rule 156 has been dro; ped, for the reason that it was practically void, the House 
having, December 15, 1875, (first session, Forty-fourth Congress,) abolished the 
Committee on Freedmen's Affairs, whose duties it prescribed. 

Rule 157 has been dropped, for the reason that the committee believe it should 
either be a joint rule or enacted into a law, and will make further recommenda- 
tion as to this rule to carry ont this view. 

Rule 158 has been retained, with an amendment providing that the said mes- 
sages shall be entered in the Journal and published in the RECORD of that day's 
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proceedin, Such has been the ce for many years, the rule being practi- 
cally nullified, and, as it stands, ofita value. It app as Rule XLI. 

Rule 159 has been retained intact, and appears as Rule XLII. 

Rule 160 appears as clause 22, Rule XI. 

Rule 161 has been retained intact, and as clause 8, Rule XVI. 

=e 162 has been substantially re i g made more specific, and appears 
as e XII. : 


Rule 163 has been retained, with additional provisions prescribing the time and 
manner of drawing seats. These additional provisions aresubstan' e on 
— r a 


and impartial drawing. It ap as Rule XXXII. 
Rule 164 has been considerably changed, it appearing that it did not meet all the 
uirements as to the custody an of resented to the House. 


disposition of papers 
The rule is, and has been since its creation, a dead letter, it the custom, except 
during the last Congress, to grant all requests forthe withdrawal of papers, whether 
there were adverse re or not, and in cases where there were adverse reports 
and the request for withdrawal was referred to the committee which last con- 
sidered the case, no written report was ever made thereon. 
The committee have adopted substantially the Senate rule on this subject, with 


certain necessary additional provisions conferring on the Clerk authority to do 
what has ig dae done without specific direction. 

Rule 165. The first part of this rule has been retained, with an amendment in- 
serting So “for 3 the Sova z 2 the words and the 
manner of the execution uties,“ and the last part has been dropped, bein 
l epre for in clause 1, Rule XX. As amended it appears as Rule XXXVI 

Rule 166 has been incorporated in Rule V, prena the duties of the Door- 
keeper, and appears as the last part of clause i 

Seven new rules have been created and new tions have been added to 
existing rules as follows, namely: Clause 3of Rule and clause 20f Rule XVIII, 
and Rules XIX. XX. XXIX. XXXV, XXXVII, and XXXIX. 

Clause 3 of Rule XIV has been added for the purpose of covering a point not 
provided by the present rules, though settled by repeated decisions of the House 
on appeal or otherwise. It is intended to provide that where debate extends beyond 
the day on which the measure is repo the member reporting the same as 

of the committee, have an additional hour in which to close debate, and 
is not given him in his individual right at all, but solely as the repre- 
the committee, 

Clause 20f Rule XVIII is added for the purpose of preventing a member from 
bringing back into the House, on a motion to reconsider, any matter which he has 
obtained unanimous consent to introduce or submit for reference or to report from 
a committee for printing and recommitment. Such p g being a matter of 
favor and courtesy outside of ais eae order of business, itis certainly not 
that . en of that consent by bringing up out of 0 
any matter so introduced, submitted, or reported. 

ule XTX merely embraces in the form of a rule that which has long been the 
practice of the House without rule. Speaker Macon decided, in the Ninth Con- 
gress, that ifa motion to amend the original matter was first submitted, it was 
not then in order to submit an amendment in the naturo of a substitute. This de- 


cision was reversed by Speaker Polk, in the Twenty-fourth Congress, which was 
sustained on — by a decisive vote, and the practice has since been in accord- 
ance with the latter decision. 

Rule XX provides that any Senate amendment shall be subject to the point of 
order that it shall be first considered in the Committee of the Whole House; if 
originating in the House it would be subject to that point, erred eaten abso- 
lutely as to all l on the principle of the present Rule 112, which is retained 
substantially un ged as clause 3, Rule xxii. 

Rule XXIX merely crystallizes into a rule the practice of the House since the 
Thirty-first 8 Speaker Cobb deci that the report of a committee 
of conference was so highly privileged as to be in order pending a motion for a call 
of the House. Since that e it has been the 88 of the House to receive a 
conference report at any time as a question of privilege, and proceeds upon 
the theory that as such reports usually settle the differences between the two 
Houses and perfects legislation so far as Congress can, they should have prece- 
dence of new or proposed legislation. It may also be added that giving a confer- 
ence report precedence over all other business is a parliamen' courtesy to the 
Senate, which may desire to promptly dispose of the subject and is prevented by 
non-action of the House, it being necessary that the report should be first made to 
the 1 to the conference. 

Rule puts into the harper gs Sib that which is required to be done by 
added the — 1 10 Providing thoes 8 oo d 1 . —— 

ed the presen e p no pi ion for a second dra 
seats shall be in order during the same 5 

Rule XXX provides for and regulates to tho galleries. The commit- 
tee are of in view of the strictness of the rule as to admission to the floor, 
that some place should be assigned in one of the galleries for members of State 
Legislatures and eee members or delegates of boards of trade, chambers 
of commerce, and the like, visiting the Capitol, the north gallery being occupied 
5 in winter —almost exclusively by visitors whose punctuality of valis 

y exceeded by the pertinacity with which they adhere to the most ¢ligible seats. 
For this reason the committee propose that that portion of the west gallery now as- 
signed for the use of the es of members be assigned for the use of visitors of 
the classes above referred to, to be admitted on the card of members, and that the 


southerly half of the east pedea erneago dap the use of the families 
of members, (which shall gallery their visitors,) in which the Speaker shall control 
n 


one 4 
Rule XXXVII adds a requirement as to the disposition of pa) referred to 
reform in this regard, besides guaranteeing 


committees, and will effect a necessary 
greater ane to the files®f the House. 

Rule des that A aar shall not be withdrawn from the files of the 
House without its leave, and t in all cases where leave is given to withdraw 
papers certified copies shall be left with the Clerk. It also adds a requirement as 
to the disposition of pa in cases which have been provided for by law, and 
merely confers specifi upon the Clerk authority to do that which has long been 
done without provision therefor, 

In order to furnish all possible information in — —— to the reported revision and 
proposed code of rules, and for convenience of reference, a statement is herewith 
appended sho the sources from which the several rules and clauses of the 
revision“ were derived, namely: 

Source of clauses of the “ revised rules.” 
Rute L 
DUTIES OF THE SPEAKER. 

Clause 1.—From present Rules 1 and 5. 

Clause 2.—From present Rules 2 and 9. 

Clause 3.—From present Rule 5. 

Clause 4.—From present Rules 2 and 8. 

Clause 5.—From present Rules 3 and 4. 

Clause 6.—From present Rule 7. 

Clause 7.—From present Rule 5. 

RULE IL 
ELECTION OF OFFICERS. 
From present Rule 10. 


Rute III. 


DUTIES OF THE CLERK. 
Clause 1.—From present Rule 146, 
Clause 2.—From present Rules 13 and 19. 
Clause 3.—From present Rules 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, and 21. ` 
RLE IV. 
DUTIES OF THE SERGEANT-AT-ARMB. 


Clause 1.—From present Rules 22 and 25. 
Clause 2,—From present Rule 23. 
Clause 3.—From present Rule 26. 

RULE V. 


DUTIES OF OTHER OFFICERS. 


t Rule 27. 
Clause 2.—From present Rule 27. 
Clause 3.—From present Rule 27. 


From present Rule 28. 
New rule. 


Clause 1.—From present Rules 29, 30, 31, and 33. 
Clanse 2.—New rule. ai 
Rute IX. 


QUESTIONS OF PRIVILEGE. 


RULE X. 
OF COMMITTEES. 
Clause 1.—From present Rules 67 and 74. 
Clause 2.—From present Rule 67. 
Clause 3.—From present Rule 68. 


Clause 4.—From present Rule 73. 
Rute XI. 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES, 


New rule. 


heretofore assigned this committee. 
Clause 22.—From present Rule 160. 


Clause 43.—From present Rule 99. 
Clause 44.—New rule. 
Clause 45,—From present Rule 100. 
Clause 46.—New rule. 
Clause 47.—New rule, 
Rue XII. 


DELEGATES. 
Rute XIII. 


CALENDARS. 
Clause 1.—New rule. 
Clause 2.—Partly from present Rule 43. 

Rute XIV. 

DECORUM AND DEBATE. 

Clause 1.—From present Rule 57. 
Clause 2.—From t Rules 59 and 60. 
Clause 3—New ix 
Clause 4.—From present Rule 61. 
Clause 5.—From present Rule 62. 
Clause 6.— From present Rule 63. 
Clause 7—From present Rule 65. 

Ruw XV. 


ON CALLS OF THE ROLL AND HOUSE. 


Clause 1.—From present Rule 35, 
Clause 2.—From present Rules 34, 36, and 37. 


Rute XVI. 


From present Rule 162. 


ON MOTIONS, THEIR PRECEDENCE, ETC. 


Clause 1.—From present Rule 39. 
Clause 2,—From present Rule 38. 
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Clause &.—From es Rule 101. 
Rute XVII. 
PREVIOUS QUESTION. 


Clause 1.—From present Rule 132. 
Clause 2.—From present Rule 132. 
Clause 3.—From present Rule 133. 


Rute XVIII. 
RECONSIDERATION. 
Clause 1.—From present Rule 49. 
Clause 2.—New rule. 
RULE XIX. 
OF AMENDMENTS; 
New rule. 
RULE XX. 
OF AMENDMENTS OF THE SENATE. 
New rule. 
Rute XXI. 
ON BILLS. 


Clause 4.—From present Rule 48. 
Clause 5.—From present Rule 115. 
Rute XXII. 


OF PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Clause 1.—From present Rule 131. 
Clause 2.—From present Rule 131. 


Rote XXIII. 
OF COMMITTEES OF THE WHOLE HOUSE. 


Clause 1.—From present Rule 105. 

Clause 2.—From present Rule 106. 

Clause 3,—From present Rules 110, 111, and 112. 
Clause 4.—From Rale 114. 

Clause 5. 


Ruts XXIV. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Clause 1.—From present Rule 130. 
Clause 2.—From present Rule 51. 


Clause 5.—From present Rule 54. 


Clause 6.—New rule. 
Rute XXV. 
i me PRIORITY OF BUSINESS. 
: j RULE XXVI. 
i i PRIVATE BUSINESS. 
8 y Rute XXVII. 
BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 
Present Rule 136. 
Rute XXVII. 
8 CHANGE OR SUSPENSION OF RULES. 
t 0 
RuLe XXIX. 
2 CONFERENCE REPORTS. 
New rule. 
RULE XXX. 
— . SECRET SESSION. 
m presen A 
RULE XXXI, 
: 1 READING OF PAPERS. 
RULE XXII. 
DRAWING OF BEATS. 
Clause 1.—New rule. 
Clause 2,—New rule, except last three lines from Rule 163, 
Rute XXXII. 
HALL OF THE HOUSE. 
From present Rule 155. 
Rulx XXXIV. 
OF ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 
From present Rule 134. 
ri Rute XXXV. 
OF ADMISSION TO THE GALLERIES. 
New rule. 
RuLe XXXVI. 
OFFICIAL AND OTHER REPORTERS. 
Clause 1.—From present Rule 165. 
Clause 2.—From present Rule 135. 
RLE XXXVII. 
WITNESSES. 
Present Rule 138. 
Reise XXXVII. 
PAPERS. 
New rule. 
Roe XXXIX. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
from t Rule 164. 
Partly presen AEL 
BALLOT. 
Present Rule 12. 


Route XII. 
From present Rule 158. * 
e 
Rute XIII. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Present Rule 150. 
Rire XLII. 
QUALIFICATIONS OF OFFICERS. 
From present Rule 140. 
Rur XLIV. 
JEFFERSON'S MANUAL. 
Present Rule 144. 
RuLE XLV. 
Present Rule 147. 


As briefly summarizing the work of the committee, it may be stated that in the 
revision herewith reported and appended thirty-two of the present rules have been 
cropped entirely, twelve have been retained intact, and one hundred and twenty- 
two have been retained in some respect or feature, though necessarily greatly con- 
densed and abbreviated; and in concluding their labors * its submission, the 
committee can only add the expression of hope that its consideration by the House 
may be governed by the same spirit of mutual concession and compromise that 
existed in the Committee on Rules from its first to its final meeting. 


Ruts I. 
DUTIES OF THE SPEAKER. 


1. The sneak shall take the chair on every bay weg day precisely at the hour 
to which the House shall have adjourned at the last sitting, immediately call the 
members to order, and on the appearance of a poan cause the Journal of the 
proceedings of the last day's sitting to be read, having previously examined and 
ppo e same. 
He shall preserve order and decorum, and in case of disturbance or disorderly 
conduct in the galleries, or in the lobby, may cause the same to be cleared. 

3. He shall have general control, except as provided by rule or law, of the Hall of 

© House, and the disposal of the 5 rooms in that part of the Capi- 
tol assigned to the use of the House until further ordered. 

4. He shall sign all acts, addresses, joint resolutions, writs, warrants, and sub- 

of, or issued by order of the House, and decide all questions of order sub- 
to an appeal by any member, on which appeal no member shall speak more 
than once, unless by permission of the House. 

5. He shall rise to puta question, but may state it sitting; and shall put ques- 
tions in this form, to wit: “ As many as are in favor (as the question may be) say 
A fic and after the affirmative voice is expressed. As many as are opposed say 

9. If he doubts, or a division is called for, the House 8 divide ; those in the 
affirmative of the question shall first rise from their seats, and then those in the 


will make or prevent a two-thirds vote where such vote is 9 or where the 
House is engaged in voting by ballot; and in all cases of a tie vote the question 


Rute II. 
ELECTION OF OFFICERS. 


There shall be elected by a viva voce vote at the commencement of each Congress, 
to continue in office until their successors are chosen, a Clerk, Sergeant-at-Arms, 
Doorkeeper, Postmaster, and 3 each of whom shall take an oath for the 
true and faithful disc! of the duties of his office, to the best of his knowled, 
and ability, and to keep the secrets of the House, and each shall appoint all of the 
employés of his department provided for by law. 

Rute II. 
DUTIES OF THE CLERK. 
1. The Clerk shall, pending the election of a Speaker or Speaker pro tempore. 
reserve gos and 8 and decide all 8 of 8 to 2 
any member. 

5 © shall make, and cause to be printed and delivered to each member, or 
mailed to his address, at the commencement of every regular session of Con: 
a list of the reports which it is the duty of any officer or Department to make to 
Congress, referring to the act or resolution and page of the volume of the laws or 
Journal in which it may be contained, and placing under the name of each officer 
. of him to be made; make a weekly statement of 
the resolutions and bills upon the Speaker’s table, accompanied with a brief ref- 
erence to the orders and proceedings of the House upon each, and the dates of such 
orders and proceedings, which statement shall be 8 

3. He s. note all questions of order, with the decisions thereon, the record of 

which shall be printed as an appendix to the Journal of each session; and com- 
lete, as soon after the close of the session as ible, the printing and distribu- 
fon to Members and Delegates of the Journal of the House, together with an accu- 
rate and complete index; retain in the library at his gice, for the use of the mem- 
bers and officers of the House, and not to be withdrawn therefrom, two copies of 
all the books and printed documents deposited there; send, at the end of each ses- 
sion, a printed — bt of the Journal thereof to the executive and to each branch of 
the of every State and Territory; preserve for and deliver or mail to 
each Member and Delegate an extra copy, in good binding, of all documents printed 
by order of either House of the Congress to which he belonged; attest writ 
warrants, and psa sar issued by order of the House; certify to the passage of a! 
bills and joint resolutions; and make or approve all contracts, bargains, or are 
ments tive to furnishing any matter or thing, or for the performance of any 
labor for the House of Representatives, in pursuance of law or order of the House, 


Rute IV. 
DUTIES OF THE SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 


d 
ing = election of a Speaker or Speaker pro tem „under the direction of the 
erk; 


Speaker, e sum of $50,000, for the faithful disbursement of all moneys in- 
trusted to him by virtue of his office and the proper discharge of the duties thereof, 
and no member of Congress shall be approved as such surety. 
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RULE V. 
DUTIES OF OTHER OFFICERS. 

1. The Doorkeeper shall enforce strictly the rules relating to the privileges of 
the Hall and be responsible to the House for the official conduct 5 his em ee 

2. At the commencement and close of each session of Congress he sh: 
inventory of all the furniture, books, and other public property in the several com- 
mittee and other rooms under his charge, report the same to the House, which shall 
be referred to the Committee on Accounts to ascertain and determine the amount 
for which he shall be held liable for missing articles. 

3. Fifteen minutes before the ee for the meeting of the House each day, he 
shall see that the floor is cleared of all persons except those privileged to remain, 
and allow no person to enter the room over the hall of the House during its sittings. 

Rute VI. 

The Postmaster shall superintend the post-office kept in the soe for the 
accommodation of Representatives, Dele; 7 5 — and officers of the House, and be 
held responsible for the prompt and safe delivery of their mail. 

Rulx VII. 
The sane shall attend at the commencement of each day’s sitting of the 
House and open the same with prayer. 
Rute VIII. 
OF THE MEMBERS. 
resent within the Hall of the House during its si 
unless excused or Lond i revented ; and vote on each question pu 
unless, on motion made before ivision or the commencement of the roll-call an 
decided without debate, he shall be excused, or unless he has a direct or 
pecuniary interest in the event of such question. 


1. Every member shall 


2. Pairs shall be ae by the Clerk, after the completion of the second roll- 
call, from a written list furnis him bya mem „which list shall be published 
as a part of the proceedings ly following the names of those not voting. 

Rute IX. 


QUESTIONS OF PRIVILEGE. 


2 ons of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
88 8 its pis , dignity, and the integrity of its gs; second, the 
character. and conduct of members individually in their representative 
only; and shall have 88 of all other 8 Gye pst 8 
. e day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, and 
RULE X. 
OF COMMITTEES. 

1e otherwise eee e an House, 5 Speaker shall Sopan 

at the commencement of eac gress, ollowing standing committees, nam: 
On Elections, to consist of fifteen members. j 5 
On eee eee 


On the Judicia riations, to consist of fifteen members. 
On th to consist of fifteen members. 
On Banking urrency, to consist of eleven members. 


On Coinage, ‘Weights, and Measures, to consist of eleven members. 
On Commerce, to consist of fifteen members. 

On Agriculture, to consist of fifteen members. 

On Foreign Affairs, to consist of eleven members. 

On Mili Affairs, to consist of eleven members. 

to consist of eleven members. 


On the Public Lands, to consist of eleven members. 
dian Affairs, to consist of eleven members. 
the paias and Č to consist of eleven members, 


to consist of 3 members. 
wend Improvement of the Mississippi Riv r, to consist of eleven mem- 


Education and Labor, to consist of eleven members. 
On the Militia, to consist of eleven members. 

On Patents, to consist of eleven members. 

On Invalid Pensions, to consist of eleven members. 

On Pensions, to consist of eleven members. 

On Claims, to consist of eleven members. 

On War Claims, to consist of eleven members, 

On Private Land Claims, to consist of eleven members. 

On the District of Columbia, to consist of eleven members. 
On Revision of the Laws, to consist of eleven m 


On Expenditures in the 5 of Justice, to tof seven members. 
On 5 on Public Buildings, to consist of seven members. 
consist of five members, 


On Printing io Bills, to consist of seven members. 
8 He shall also appoint all select committees Which shall be ordered by the 
ase from time to time. 
3. The first-named member of each committee shall be the chairman, and, in his 
3 or being aoe by the House, the next-named member, and so on, as 


ber elect a chairman shall happen, unless the committee by a majority of num- 
r elect a 
e chairman shall a ppoint the clerk of his committee, r to their ap- 

Bes who shall be paid at the public expense, the House having first provided 

‘or. 

. Rute XI. 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES. 

All p 5 shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 

Sean 0, veg ows, namely: Subjects 


85 
o the election of members: to the Committee on Elec 
4 To the revenue and the bonded debt of the United . to the Committee 
on Ways and Means; 
3. To appropriation of eg revenue for the support of the Government: to the 
mittee on Appropriati 
4. To 2 — — civil and criminal law: to the Committee on the 


5. To 


g and currency: to the Committee on Banking and Currency; 


6. To coinage, weights, and measures: to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 


and Measures 
7. To commerce: to the Committee on Commerce, [but they shall report the bill 
© Committee on Appropria- 


known as the river and harbor bill for reference to 


tions ; 
3 fo ie relations to the Committee 3 
relations of the United States foreign ‘nations : to the Committee 


5 establishment and the public defense, other than the appro- 
>10, To th for its support: to the Committee on Mili: $ 
11. To the naval establishment, other than th the appropriations for its support: to 


12. To the ice and post-roads other than a; riations for their support: 
to the 8 the Tobe Ode and P. det Rondas 


13. To the lands of the United States: to te Committee on the Public Lands; 
14. To the relations of the United States with the Indians and the Indian tribes : 
1018. To territorial legislati S the revision thereof, and 
0 tion, the re an affectin Territories or the 
admission of States: to the Committee on the Territories £ 
16. To railways and canals other than Pacific railroads : to the Committee on 


Railways and Canals; 
17. To the manufacturing industries: to the Committee on Manufactures; 


18. To the mining interests: to the Committee on Mines and Minin; 

19. To the public buildings and occupied or improved 5 — . 45 the United 
iaa other appropriations therefor: to the Committee on Publio Buildings 
and Grounds ; 


20. To the railroads and telegraphic lines between the Mississippi River and the 
5 Pacific Railroads ; 
1 the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River; 

a education and labor: to the — on Education and Labor ; 


arising from any war in which the United raven as engaged: 
* oe! 8 on War Clainis; 
rivate claims to lands: to the Committee on Private Land Claims; 
30: To è District of Columbia: to the Committee on the District of Columbia; 
31. To the revision and codification of the statutes of the United States: to the 
8 on Revision of the Laws; 


laws; the application of public money 8; the security of with appropriation 
against unjust and exten dem fr chm: of 


vagant 
payment of moneys due to the United ; the economy ‘and accountabili 
public — the abolishment of useless offices; the reduction or increase 
pay of officers, shall all be subjects within the jurisdiction of the eight 
committees on the public e ditures in the several D ents, as follows: 
Soe Department of State: to the Committee on ditures in the State 


partment; 
34. In the Treasury Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
5 In = War Department : to the Committee on Expenditures in the War 
In — 5 Navy Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy 


37. in the *Post-Office Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Post-Office Department; 
38. In the 8 Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the In- 


39. ch € Department of Justice: to the Committee on Expenditures in the De- 
ent o; ustice 
40. To public buildings: to the Committee on Expenditures on the Public Build- 


ings All proposed action touching the rules and joint rules shall be referred to 
een the area f the contingent fund of the Hi di 
‘ou ture of the co; t e House, the auditin; 
coe settling lg all accounts which may be charged therein by order of the House: to — 
Committee on Accounts; 
thes The ascertainment of the travel of members of the House shall be made by 
the Committee on Mileage and reported to the Sergeant-at-Arms ; 
44. Touching the Library of Congress, statuary, and pictures : to the Joint Com: 
a1 2 eden eg ord hing printing shall be referred to th 
jon or er touc 8 to the 
goas Committes on Printing on the Jd the Frouse A 


the 


Fa erir pkar for the use of the Houso or two . and the Committee 
on Accounts, on of expenditure of the contingent fund of the House. 
RULE XI. 

DELEGATES. 


Speaker shall appoint from among the Delegates one additional member 
oeoo of the followin committees, namely: Coinage, Weights, and Measures; 
culture ; Military irs; Post-Office — Post-Roads ; Public Lands; Indian 


; Territories ; and Mines and Mining; an the shall possess in in their re- 
spective committees s the same powers and pefrioges as 1 the House, and may make 
any motion except to reconsider. 

Rute XII. 
CALENDARS. 
1. There shall be three calendars of business reported from committees, namely : 
First. A calendar of the Committee of the Whole waves on the pow nh 5 the Union, 
to which shall be referred bills raising revenue, general br a pray En and 
bills of a rere character, directly or indirectly . napay o 
Second. A House calendar, to which shall be re of a pu Ne . 


sar wot raising revenue nor directly or indirectly appropriating money or prop- 
e an 
hird. 5 the ä the Whole House, to which shall be re- 
ferred all bills of a private characte: 
2. The question eae of an m, other than that reported from a 
committee, shall be decided without Learns inthe efollowing order, namely: a stand- 


committee, a select committee; the reference of a propositi: b; 
EO when De ll de decided, without t debate, i: m reported by 
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order, namely: House Calendar, Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, Committee of the Whole House, a standing committee, a select committee. 


Rue XIV. 


OF DECORUM AND DEBATE. 
1. When any member desires to speak or deliver any matter to the House he 
shall rise and respectfully address himself to Mr. Speaker,” and on being a 
nized may address the House from any place on the floor or from the Clerk aps 
and shall confine himself to the question under debate, avoiding personality. 
2. When two or more members rise at once the Speaker shall name the member 
who is first to speak, and no member shall occupy more than one hour in debate 
— any question in the House or in committee, except as further provided in this 


may 0) and close, where general debate has been had thereon, aud if it shall 
— beyond one day, he be entitled to one hour to close, notwithstanding 
he may have our in opening. 


itted, on motion of another member, to lain, 
and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case without debate; if the de- 
cision is in favor of the member called to order, he shall be at li to proceed, 
but not otherwise; and, if the case require it, he shall be liable to censure or such 
punishment as the House may deem proper. 

5. If a member is called to order for words he pies in debate, the member calling 
him to order shall indicate the words excepted to, and they shall be taken downin 
writing at the Clerk's desk and read aloud to the House; but he shall not be held 
to answer, nor be subject to the censure of the House therefor, if further debate 
or other business has intervened. 

6. No member shall speak more than once to the same question without leave of 
the House, unless he be the mover, proposer, or introducer of the matter pending, 
in which case he shall be permitted to speak in reply, but not until every member 
choosing to speak shall have spoken. 

7. While the er is putting a question or addressing the House no member 
shall walk out of or across the Hall, nor, when happen. ee eee 
him and the Chair; and during the session of the House no member wear his 
— or eee tho ees eik ae the Epai the raw rel the e of 

ots, or smoke upon the floor of the House; ani Sergeant-at-Arms is charged 
with the strict enforcement of this rule. 


Rue XV. 
ON CALLS OF THE ROLL AND HOUSE. 


1. Upon every roll-call, the names of the members shall be called alphabetically 
by surname, pepo i when two or more have the same surname, then the whole 
name shall be called ; and after the roll has been once called, the Clerk shall call 
in their alphabetical order the names of those not voting; and thereafter the 

jpeaker shall not entertain a request to record a vote or announce a pair. 

2. In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if there 
is one, shall be auth to compel the attendance of absent members, and in all 
calls of the House the names of the members shall be called by the Clerk, and the 
absentees noted ; the doors shall then be closed, and those for whom no sufficient 
excuse is made may, by order of a majority of those present, be sent for and 
arrested, wherever they may be found, by officers to be ee by the Sergeant- 
at-Arms for that purpose, and their attendance sec ; and the Honse shall 
determine upon what condition they shall be discharged. 

RULE XVI. 


ON MOTIONS, THEIR PRECEDENCE, ETC. 

1. Every motion made to the House shall be reduced to writing on the demand 
of any member, and shall be entered on the Journal with the name of the member 
making it, unless it is withdrawn the same day. 

— When amotion has been made, the Speaker shall state it, or (if it be in writ- 
ing) cause it to be read aloud by the Clerk before being debated, and it shall then 
be in possession of the House, but may be withdrawn at any time before a decision 
or amendment. 

3. When any motion or proposition is made, the question, Will the House now 
consider it? not be put unless demanded by a member. 

4. When a question is under debate, no motion shall be received but to fix the 
day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, to take a recess, to lie on the 
table, for the previous question, (which motions shall be decided without debate,) 
to pos e to a day certain, to refer or amend, or to postpone indefinitely, whic 
several motions shall have precedence in the fore; g order; and no motion to 

stpone to a day certain, to refer, or to postpone indefinitely, being decided, shall 
be again allowed on the same day at the same 2 the question. 

5. A motion to flx the day to which the House adjourn, a motion to adjourn, 
and to take a recess shall 8 be in order, and the hour at which the House ad- 
journs shall be entered on the Journal. 

6. On the demand of any member, before the question is put, a question shall be 
divided if it include propositions so distinct in substance that one being taken 
away a substantive 5 Shall remain. 

7. A motion to strike out and insert is indivisible, but a motion to strike out 
being lost shall neither 8 amendment nor motion to strike out and insert; 
and no motion or proposition on a subject different from that under consideration 

be admitted under color of amendment. 

8. Pending a motion to suspend the rules, the Speaker may entertain one motion 
that the House adjourn; but after the result thereon is announced he shall not 
entertain any other dilatory motion till the vote is taken on suspension. 

Rute XVII. 
PREVIOUS QUESTION. 

1. There shall be a motion for the previous anoni which, being ordered by a 
majority of members present, if a quorum, shall have the effect to cut off all debate 
and bring the House to a direct vote upon the immediate question or questions on 
which it been asked and ordered. The previous question may be asked and 
ordered upon a single motion, a series of motions allowable under the rules, or an 
amendment or amendments, or may be made to embrace all auth: motions or 
amendments and include the bill to its engrossment and third reading, and then, 
on renewal of said motion, to its passage or rejection. It shall be in order, pend- 
ing the motion for or after the previous question shall have been ordered on the 
final for the Speaker to entertain and submit a motion to commit, with or 
without instructions, to a standing or committee ; and a motion to lie upon 
the table shall be in order on the second and third reading of a bill. 

2. A call of the House shall not bein order after the previous question is ordered, 
unless it shall appear upon an actual count by the Speaker thata quorum is not 


resent. 
a 3. All incidental questions of order arising aftera motion is made for the previous 
question, and pending such motion, shall be decided, whether on appeal or other- 
wise, without debate. 
Rue XVIII. 


RECONSIDERATION. 
1. When a motion has been made and carried or lost, it shall be in order for any 
member of the majority, on the same or’ succeeding day, to move for the recon- 
sideration thereof, and such motion shall take precedence of all other questions 


except the consideration of a conference report, a motion to fix the day to which 
the House adjourn, to adjourn, or to take a recess, and shall not be withdrawn 
after the said succeeding day without the consent of the House, and thereafter any 
member may call it up for consideration: Provided, That such motion, if made 
during the last six days of a session, shall be di of when mado, 

2. No bill, petition, memorial, or resolution referred to a committee, or reported 
therefrom for printing and recommitment, shall be brought back into the House on 
a motion to reconsider; and all bills, petitions, memorials, or resolutions reported 
from a committee shall be accompanied by reports in writing, which shall be printed. 

Rute XIX. 
OF AMENDMENTS. 

When a motion or proposition is under consideration, a motion to amend and a 
motion to amend that amendment shall be in order, and it shall also be in order to 
offer a further amendment by way of substitute, to which one amendment may be 
offered, but which shall not be voted on until the ori matter is perfected, but 
either may be withdrawn before amendment or decision is had thereon. 

Rue XX. 
OF AMENDMENTS OF THE SENATE. 

Any amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be a to the point of 
order that it shall first be considered in the Committee of the House on the 
state of the Union if, originating in the House, it would be subject to that point. 

Rute XXI. 
ON BILLs. 
1, Bills and joint resolutions introduced for reference, and those nai og by com- 
mittees without such introduction, shall be read a first time by their titles and 
rinted, the second time in full, the third time by their titles, unless the reading 
full shall be demanded by a member. 
2. Bills and joint resolutions on their passage shall be read the first time by the 
title and the second time in full. when, if the previous question is ord the 
ker shall state the question to be: Shall the bill be engrossed and read the 
rd time? and, if decided in the affirmative, it shall be read the third time b 
title, unless the reading in full is demanded by a member, and the question 
EN x ct — seta shal. he rted ral riatio 
No approp. ion in any eral a; m bill, or be in 
order as an amendment thereto, for any 8 not previously authorized 
law, unless in continuation of ap riations for such public works and objects as 
ly in progress. Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment 


are 
thereto changing existing law be in order, except such as, being germane to the 
subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures. 4 


4. No billor resolution shall at any time be amended by annexing thereto or 
5 therewith the substance of any other bill or resolution pending be- 
fore the House. 


5. All bills for improvement of rivers and harbors and for the establishment or 
change of 3 shall be delivered to the Clerk, as in the case of petitions 
and memorials, for reference to appropriate committees. 

Rute XXIL 
OF PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

1. Members having petitions or memorials to present may deliver them to the 
Clerk, indorsing their names and the reference or dis tion to be made thereof; 
and said petitions and memorials, except such as, in the judgment of the Speaker, 
are of an obscene or insulting character, sball be ent on the Journal, together 
with the names of the mem presenting them, and the Clerk shall furnish a 
transcript thereof to the official reporters of dcbates for publication in the RECORD. 

2. Any petition or memorial excluded under this rule shall be returned to the 
member from whom it was received; and petitions which have been inappropri- 
ately referred may, by direction ef the committee having possession of the same, 
be properly referred in the manner originally presented. 

Rete XXIII. 
OF COMMITTEES OF THE WHOLE HOUSE. 

1. In all cases in forming a Committee of the Whole House the Speaker shall 
leave his chair after appointing a chairman to preside. 

2. Whenever a Committee of the Whole House finds itself without a quorum, the 
chairman shall cause the roll to be called, and thereupon the committee shall rise, 
and the chairman shall report the names of the absentees to the House, which 
shall be entered on the Journal. 

3. All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the people; all pro- 


ceedings touching appropriations of cee! or bills making appropriations of money 
or property, or req’ g such appropriation to be made, or authorizing payments 
out of appropriations alread o, or releasing any liability to the United States 


for money or property, shall be first considered in a Committee of the Whole, anda 
point of order under this rule shall be good at any time before the consideration of 
a bill has commen: 

4. In Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union the bills on the 
Calendar shall be taken up in their order, but when objection is made to the con- 
sideration of a bill, a jority of the House shall decide without debate whether it 
shall be disposed of or laid aside for the present. 

5. When general debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall be 
allowed five minutes to lain any amendment he may offer, after which the mem- 
ber who shall first obtain the floor shall be allowed to speak five minutes in opposi- 
tion to it, and there shall be no further debate thereon; but the same privilege of 
debate shall be allowed in favor of and cay any amendment that may be offered 
to an amendment; and neither an amendment nor an amendment to an amendment 
shall Reha lf the mover thereof unless by the unanimous consent of the 
committee. 

6. The House may, by the vote of a majority of the members present, at any time 
after the five minutes debate has begun upon amendments to any section 
or paragraph to a bill, close all debate upon such section or paragraph, or, at its elec- 
tion, upon the pending amendments only; but this shall 3 further amend- 
ment, to be decided without debate. 


action by the House. But before the question of concurrence is submitted, it is in 
order to entertain a motion to refer the bill to any committee, with or without in- 
structions, and when the same is to the House it shall be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole without de . 

8. The rules of r in the House shall be observed in Committees of the 
Whole House so far as they may be applicable. 

RULE XXIV. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

1. Each Monday morning, during a session of Congress, all the States and Ter- 
ritories shall be called in their alphabetical order for bills, joint resolutions, and 
memorials of State and territorial Legislatures, and House resolutions, for refer- 
ence, and, on this call only, resolutions of inquiry directed to the heads of the Ex- 

| ecutive Departments shall be in order, to be submitted and referred to the appro- 
| priate committees, which shall report thereon to the House within one week. 
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2. On all days other than Monday, as soon as the Journal is read and approved, there 
shall be a morning hour for secant from committees, which shall be appropriately 
referred and printed; and the Speaker shall call upon each standimg co: ttee in 
regular order and then upon the select committees; and if the whole of the hour 
isnot consumed by this call, then it shall be in order to proceed to the considera- 
tion of other business, but if he shall not complete the call within the hour, he 

resume it in the succeeding morning hour where he left off. 

3. The morning hour for the call of committees shall not be dispensed with ex- 
oye by a vote of two-thirds of those present and voting thereon. 

. After the hour shall have been devoted to m committees, the consid- 
eration of the unfinished business in which the House may be engaged at an ad- 
journment shall be resumed, and at the same time each day thereafter, other than 
Monday, until disposed of; and the consideration of all other unfinished business 
shall be resumed whenever the class of business to which it belongs shall be jn 


0) T, 

5. Unfinished business having been disposed of, it shall be in order to entertain 
a motion that the House do now to of the business on the Speak- 
er's table, which, prevailing, the Speaker shall dispose of in the following order: 

First. Messages from the President and other executive communications. 

Second, Messages from the Senate and amendments proposed by the Senate to 
bills of the House, 

Third. Bills and resolutions from the Senate on their first and second reading, 
that they be referred to committees or put on their e; and the motions so to 
refer shall have precedence of all other motions touching their disposition. 

Fourth. Engrossed bills and bills from the Senate on their third reading. 


the state of the Union to consider, bills raising revenue and general appro- 
priation bills, and then other business on its Calendar. 
Second. To ee to the consideration of business on the House Calendar. 
day of each week, after the morning hour, it shall be in order to 
entertain a motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House to consider business on the Private Calendar; and, if this motion fail, then 
public business shall be in order as on other days. 


RULE XXV. 
Miscellaneous rules. 
PRIORITY OF BUSINESS, 


All questions relating to the priority of business shall be decided by a majority 
without debate. 
RULE XXVL 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private business, 
unless otherwise determined by a majority of the House. 


Rute XXVII. 
UNFINISHED BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 


gress in the same manner as if no adjournment had taken place. 
Rute XXVIII. 
CHANGE OR SUSPENSION OF RULES. ° 

No 5 or order of the House shall be rescinded or chan without 
one day’s no of the motion therefor, and no rule shall be suspended, except by 
a vote of two-thirds of the members present, nor shall the Speaker entertain a 
motion to suspend the rules except on every Monday after the call of States and 
Territories shall have been completed, and during the last six days of a session. 

Rue XXIX. 
CONFERENCE REPORTS. 

The presentation of reports of committees of conference shall always be in order, 
except whenfhe 9 is being read, while the roll is being called, or the House 
is dividing on any proposition. 

Route XXX. 
SECRET SESSION. 

Whenever confidential communications are received from the President of the 
United States, or whenever the Speaker or any member shall inform the House 
that he has communications which he believes ought to be kept secret for the 
present, the House shall be cleared of all persons except the members and officers 
thereof, and so continue during the reading of such communications, the debates 


and p thereon, unless otherwise ordered by the House. 
Rulx XXXI. 
READING OF PAPERS. 
When the rea of a r other than one upon which the House is called to 


gre a final vote is deman: and the same is objected to by any member, it shall 
determined without debate by a vote of the House. 


Rute XXXII. 
DRAWING OF SEATS. 


1. The Clerk shall, at the commencement of each Congress, -in a box the 
name of each Member and Delegate of the House of Representatives, ee b 
a separate slip of paper, andjat an hour to be fixed by the House, shall p: in 
its presence to draw from said box, one at a time, the said slips of paper, and as 
each is drawn shall announce the name of the Member or Delegate thereon, who 
shall thereupon choose his seat for the present Congress. 

2. Before said drawing shall commence, each seat shall be vacated and so remain 
until selected under this rule, and any seat having been selected shall be deemed 
forfeited if left unoccupied before the callof the roll is finished, and whenever the 
seatsof Members and Delegates shall have been drawn, no proposition for a second 
drawing shall be in order during the same Congress. 

Rue XXXII. 
HALL OF THE HOUSE. 

The Hall of the House shall be used only for the legislative business of the 
House, and for the caucus meetings of its members, except 2 58 occasions where 
the House by resolution agree to take part in any ceremonies to be observed therein; 
and the Speaker shall not entertain a motion for the suspension of this rule. 

Rute XXXIV. 
OF ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 

The persons hereinafter named, and none other, shall be admitted to the Hall of 
the House or rooms leading thereto, namely: The President of the United States 
and his private secretary, judges of the Supreme Court, members of Congress and 
mem lect, the Secretary and t-at-Arms of the Senate, heads of Depart- 


ments, oreign ministers, governors of States, the Architect of the Capitol, such 


persons as have, by name, received the thanks of Congress, ex-members of Congress 

who are not interested in any claim pending before Congress, and clerks of com- 

mittees, when business from their committee is under consideration; and it shall 

— be in order for the Speaker to entertain a request for the suspension of this 
e. 


Ruiz XXXV. 
OF ADMISSION TO THE GALLERIES. 

„The Speaker shall set aside a portion of the west ery for the use of the Pres- 
ident ot the United States, the members of his Cabinet, justices of the Supreme 
Court, foreign ministers and suites, and the members of their respective families, 
and shall also set aside another portion of the same gallery for the accommodation 
of persons to be admitted on the card of members. The southerly half of the east 
ery shall be assigned exclusively for the use of the families of members of Con- 
gross, in which the Speaker shall control one bench, and on request of a member 
e Speaker shall issue a card of admission to his family, which shall include their 

visitors, and no other person shall be admitted to this section. 


RULE XXXVI. 
OFFICIAL AND OTHER REPORTERS. 


1. The appointment and removal, for cause, of the official reporters of the House, 


inclu stenographers of committees, and the manner of the execution of their 
duties, s be vested in the Speaker. 

2. Stenographers and reporters, other than the official reporters of the House, 
wishing totake down the debates and p gs, may be 


itted by the Speaker 

to the reporters’ gallery over the Speaker's chair, under such Teguiations as he 
eee time to time, prescribe; and he may assign two seats on the floor to As- 

ted Press reporters, and regulate the occupation of the same. 
Rute XXXVII. 
PAY OF WITNESSES. 

The rule for paying witnesses summoned to appear before the House, or either 
of its committees, shall be as follows: For each day a witness shall attend, the 
sum of $3; for each mile he shall travel in coming to or going from eid ecg ex- 


amination, the sum of five cents each way; but Pe y be paid for travel- 
ing when the witness has been summoned at the place of trial. 
RULE XXXVII. 
PAPERS, 


The clerks of the several committees of the House shall, within three days after 
jon 7 roman tr of a 5 deliver to the 3 the House bills, 
resolutions, petitions, and other papers to the committee, together 
with all evidence or testimony taken such committee, under the order of the 
House, during the said Congress. 
Rute XXXIX, 
WITHDEAWAL OF PAPERS, 

No memorial or other paper presented to the House shall be withdrawn from its 
files without its leave, and if so withdrawn therefrom certified copies thereof 
shall be left in the office of the Clerk; but, when an act may for the settle- 
ment of a claim, the Clerk is authorized to transmit to the officer charged with 
the settlement thereof the papers on file in his office relating to such claim, or may 


BALLOT. 

In all other cases of ballot than for committees a majority of the votes given 
shall be necessary to an election, and where there shall not be such a majority on 
the first ballot, the ballots shall be repeated until a majority be obtained; and in 
all ballotings blanks shall be rejected and not taken into the count in enumeration. 
of votes or reported by the tellers. 

Rute XLI. 
MESSAGES. 

Messages received from the Senate and the President of the United 
ing notice of bills orapproved, shall be entered in the Journal and pub! 
in the Recorp of that day's p gs. 


v- 
ed 


Rutz XLII 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Estimates of AR peara and all other communications from the Executive 
Departments, intended for the consideration of any committees of the House, shall 
be addressed to the Speaker, and by him submitted to the House for reference. 

Rute XLIII. 

No person shall be an officer of tho House, or continue in its employment, who 
shall be an agent for the prosecution of any claim seins the Government, or be 
interested in such claim otherwise than as an ori, claimant; and it shall be the 
duty of the Committee on Accounts to inquire into and report to the House any 
violation of this rule. 

Rue XLIV. 


JEFFERSON'S MANUAL. 

The rules of eee practice comprised in Jefferson's Manual shall govern 
the House in all cases to which they are Fa ager gr and in which they are not in- 
consistent with the standing rules and orders of the House and joint rules of the 
Senate and House of Representatives. 


Rue XLV. 
These rules shall be the rules of the House of Representatives of the present 
and succeeding Congresses unless otherwise ordered. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, for myself I do not desire, at 
least at this stage of the proceedings, to occupy the time of the House 
with any elaborate explanation of the motives which actuated or the 
purposes which controlled the Committee on Rules in the revision 
which they submit. Accompanying this proposed revision is a very 
full and elaborate explanation, in which the rules that have been 
omitted, as well as those which have been pean Sega in the present 
revision, or modified, are noted and the reasons for the chan iven. 
I think it will generally be found that the questions which will 
naturally come up, and which members will very properly submit, 
will in most cases be answered by consulting the report. I know 
that some very material alterations are proposed, which will neces- 
sarily, or at least naturally, evoke discussion. When that time shall 
come the committee will be prepared to give the reasons which have 
influenced theiraction. Until then I shall ask that the Clerk be per- 
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mitted to proceed with the readin 
graphs, it being my understanding 


of the proposed rules by para- 
t aan the order of the Hous 
the Committee of the Whole will now consider these rules clause b 


clause. The rules as reported are subdivided into clauses, which 

take it will be considered separately, as paragraphs of a general ap- 
propriation bill are considered in Committee of the ole. The 
committee reserves to each member of the committee the right to 
offer, during the consideration of this report, such amendments as he 
may choose. The committee further reserves the right (of which I 
now give notice) to offer, as a committee, certain amendments, not 
very material, but which they deem proper to be offered, as we pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire to inquire of the gentleman whether, if we 
pass over these rules on this reading, it will be agreed that we may 
go back to offer amendments at any 5 time? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I cannot without the authority of the com- 
mittee to that. 

Mr. KEIFER. The reason I suggest it is that the gentlemen on 
this side of the House who belong to the committee are absent, and 
there may be some very important amendments which they would 
like to suggest, for which purpose it might be necessary to go back. 
I desire very much that this arrangement be made. I think it will 
lead to no difficulty. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I can see how the adoption of the gentleman’s 
suggestion might lead us into inextricable confusion. This system of 
piles as reported, must be considered as a whole. Its symmetry (if, 
indeed, it be entitled to claim any symmetrical proportion at all) may 
be seriously marred, if not absolutely destroyed, by alteration in some 
material point. I surely need not repeat that it is not the purpose of 
the members of the committee, or any one of them, to take any ad- 
vantage whatever of the absence of their colleagues representing the 
minority of the committee; nor do I believe that until rule numbered 
13 in this revision is reached we shall touch a single thing on which 
there was not absolute and perfect unanimity. If either of the absent 
members of the committee shall, upon their return, say that any ac- 
tion adverse to their views or conclusions has been taken by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole in their absence upon any point I certainly should 
be the first to propose to reopen the question, and in this I think I 
speak for all the members of the committee now present. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman misunderstood my inquiry. I did 
not ask that much. What I did desire was an arrangement by which 
the members of the committee now absent, or others at their instance, 
might be permitted to offer amendments to any part of the rules that 
might have been passed on during their absence. I would hardly 
ask on their behalf that we should go back and reconsider every mat- 
ter that might have been voted upon. It seems to me that my prop- 
osition is quite fair. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman from Ohio and myself, I am 
sure, can come to an agreement on this point. I do not wish to de- 
prive the absent members of the Committee on Rules of the fullest 
opportunity to submit any suggestions in the nature of amendment 
that they may wish to offer, whether they affect matters which have 
not been reached on their return or matters which we have passed 
upon. But I do insist, and if the gentleman from Ohio will reflect a 
moment he will see, that if we leave the matter open for every mem- 
ber of the House at his pleasure to go back and offer amendments to 
clauses and paragraphs which have been discussed, closed, settled, 
and passed, onr work may prove almost interminable. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have not asked that at all. I ask that independ- 
ent propositions which have not been considered in the absence of 
these gentlemen may be offered afterward. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I understand, then, that the gentleman from 
Ohio simply wishes to secure to the absent members of the Commit- 
tee on Rules, and not to members generally, this right. 

Mr. KEIFER. Not to members of the House generally. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. To that I readily assent, 

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow me to 
make a suggestion? This report of the Committee on Rules has for 
the first time reached my hands this morning. Although I left my 
address with the Clerk of the House, I received under the frank of 
the gentleman from Kentucky the proposed rules simply, without any 
report. Therefore I have before me this morning for the first time 
twenty-seven closely printed pages, explaining in detail the changes 
recommended, with various references and annotations. Itis utterly 
impossible, I think, for most members who have not given special 
attention to this subject to proceed at once to the consideration of 
this body of rules, without any explanatory remarks and without any 
opportunity thus far to examine the report. It was understood, Mr. 
8 as I thought, at the last day of the session that we were 
to have a printed copy of the committee’s report sent to us. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I only wish to say to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts that he received it just as soon as it came 
from the Public Printer. The fact that the report of the committee 
did not go out at the same time as the proposed revision of the rules 
was not the fault of any member of the committee or of its clerk, 
but because it was simply impossible to get it earlier from the Pub- 
lic Printer. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Then, it having been impossible to give us the 
report at the time it was supposed, and having only the revised rules 
before us and not the report of the committee, it seems to me the 


House is in no condition to consider this matter this morning. We 
should, I think, have some time to read and consider the committee’s 
topory before we are called upon to act upon the revised rules. 

. BLACKBURN. As I have indicated, it was the opinion of the 
Committee on Rules there was to be no division or difference of opinion 
to be apprehended until Rule No. 13 as numbered in this revision 
should reached, and if it be the pleasure of this House, if it be 
the pleasure of this committee to postpone the further consideration 
or to withhold consideration of this revision until to-morrow, I am 
sure the Committee on Rules has no disposition to hasten action at all. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I agree, Mr. Chairman, it would be irregular to 
go back and retrace the steps already taken, but at the same time it 
is exceedingly unfortunate that we should have proceeded to the con- 
sideration of this subject this morning without having the report of 
the Committee on Rules before us. t committee of course has 
given it most careful attention; its members have acted with una- 
nimity, and they are prepared, of course, to discuss the whole ques- 
tion. It is only fair, however, that the other members of the House 
should have some time to consider it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. To that the committee do not object. 

Mr. ROBINSON. While it is not proper to go back, it is altogether 
wiser to postpone further action until to-morrow. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The time is to be consumed in general 
debate on the subject. 

Mr. ROBINSON. No; the proposition is to read the rules, rule by 
rule, and upon them. 

Mr, COX. Although this matter is before the House to-day it is not 
well, in my judgment, to commence the discussion now, but we should 
allow it to go over until to-morrow. Nor should I like to agree that 
only two members of this House, members of the Committee on Rules, 
who are absent, one I believe in Maine looking after that State, and 
the other in Ohio looking after . [laughter, ] that those two 
men should be the only members privileged to make amendments 
at any stage of this business. It is very important business we have 
before us, the consideration of our rule of conduct, and I think my 
friend from Kentucky will facilitate the matter by allowing it to go 
over until to-morrow, as it is the special order from day to day until 
disposed of, having all the advantage of the most favored legislation. 
I will make the motion that the committee rise for that purpose if I 
have the consent of my friend. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Certainly. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to have 
the sense of the committee tested by the motion being made that the 
committee now rise with the view of postponing the consideration 
of this proposed revision of the rules until to-morrow.. 

Mr. COX. That is all. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But I will say it was my 3 7 to proceed 
with these rules clause by clause and paragraph by paragraph, in- 
sisting, where a paragraph had been passed and agreed to, the sub- 
ject was closed so far as that paragraph was concerned, until discus- 
sion was reached or difference of opinion had in the House, when I 
myself would haye moved the committee rise in order to postpone the 
further consideration of the whole subject until to-morrow. 

Mr. COX. ee over until to-morrow. 

Mr. BLACKB But Jam willing to have the iy te made by 
the gentleman from New York that the committee now in order 
that this matter may go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. COX. Iwill not take the matter out of the charge of my friend 
for a single moment, as I do not wish to antagonize him or the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. BLACKB I was not disposed to make the motion myself; 
but I am willing the sense of the committee should be tested. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union , according to order, had under considera- 
tion the report of the Committee on Rules on the proposed revision 
of the rules, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
B 
8 


unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. URNER for one 
yee and to Mr. FINLEY for two weeks, on account of important 
usiness. 


MARGARET B. FRANKS. 

On motion of Mr. BOUCK, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case 
of Margaret B. Franks, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

DEATH OF HON. GEORGE s. HOUSTON. 

Mr. FORNEY, Mr. Speaker, it becomes my painful duty to an- 
nounce to this House the death of Hon. GEORGE S. Hovston, late 
United States Senator from the State of Alabama. He died at his 
residence at Athens, Alabama, on the 31st of last December. Ide- 
sire, sir, to present the following resolutions; and I shall further ask 
that the House, at some future day, set apart some time for the 
consideration of appropriate memorial resolutions : 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the members of the House of Representatives have heard with 
5 sorrow of the death of Hon. GEORGE S. Houston, late Senator 

nited States from the State of Alabama, and tender to his bereaved famil, 
sincere 8 and condolence. 


‘hat, as a testimony of the they bear the memory of the de- 
ceased, this House DS Ai SAINT until twelve cf TE 


o'clock to-morrow. 
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The resolutions were unanimously adopted; and accordingly (at 
one o’clock and forty-three minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of James MeMullin, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Theodore Artzt—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. ACKLEN: The petition of Lolotte Plummer, for a pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of citizens of Phillips County, 
Kansas, for division of the northwestern land district of said State 
and the creation of a new land district to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of Henry J. and Amzi W. Byers 
for compensation for property taken by the United States Army dur- 
ing the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

by Mr. BICKNELL: The petition of John C. Headley and others, 
for a post-route from Nashville, Indiana, to Bloomington, via Kent’s 
Mill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: Papers relating to the_claim of D. W. Price 
and Thomas Akers for compensation for one hundred and forty-one 
barrels of whisky seized and sold by United States authorities in the 
year 1868—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. BLISS: The petition of the marine insurance companies 
of the city of New York, for the removal of the shoal in the East 
River opposite South Ferry-to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of Julia Maynard, a member of the 
Winnebago tribe of Indians, that she be paid her share of the fund 
belonging to said tribe—to the Committes on Indian Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Kewaunee County, Wisconsin, for 
a harbor at Kewaunee, Wisconsin—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of soldiers of Winneb County, Wisconsin, 
against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Papers relating to the claim of Charles F. Carr, 
for compensation as an informer e Edward A. Long, chief clerk 
in the light-house department in Boston, Massachusetts—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of soldiers in the National Home at 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin, for an increase of pension in case of loss of leg 
above the knee and of arm above the elbow—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ` 

Also, the petition of Stiles & Givens and others, of Fond du Lac, 
Wisconsin, for the repeal of the special stamp-tax on medicine and 
perfumery—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Papers relating to the petition of Lieutenant F. 
H. È. Ebstein, to be relieved from accounting for certain Government 
funds lost on a sunken steamer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of Hon. H. Wasen and others, for 
the passage of the Baker bill restricting and fixing damages against 
users of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: The petition of General William O. Butler and 
other citizens of Carroll County, Kentucky, for an appropriation for 
the improvement of the Kentucky River—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of citizens of Monona County, 
Iowa, that Sioux City be made one of the places for holding Uni 
States circuit courts in the district of lowa—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of Louis Magnus, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: The petition of Thomas Foley, that he 
be paid his losses incurred by the capture during the war of a vessel 
by the cruiser Shenandoah out of the Alabama award fund—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of John W. Murtaugh and 80 
others, of Minnesota, for the passage of the equalization of bounty 
bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Bernard McCormick and others, that Congress 
8 for the payment to the late defenders of the Union of the dif- 

erence between the pay received and gold—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Rac, the petition of Samuel E. Adams, master of the State Grange 
of Minnesota, that the Department of Agriculture be made a separate 
3 that the Commissioner of Agriculture be a Cabinet 
oflicer—to the Committee on ‘iculture. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of Jane Grey Swisshelm, for the 
suppression of polygamy and barbarism among the Indians—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a paper containing a statement of the business of the United 
States circuit court for the western district of Pennsylvania at Pitts- 
burgh—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. FELTON: The petition of J. J. Coulter, for compensation 
for property taken by the United States Army during the late war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORT: The petition of Patrick Murphy, of the Soldiers’ 
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Home at Milwaukee, Wisconsin, and 18 others, for increase of pension 
from $24 to $30 per month for all who have lost a leg above the knee 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5 Mr. HERNDON: The petition of citizens of Alaba: for the 
establishment of a post-route from Gaston, via Bevill’s Store, to 
Tompkinsville, Alabama—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relatingto the claim of Joseph Perkins for 
compensation for work done on Rock Island arsenal—to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

By Mr. JONES: The petition of Rosanna Dischenger, that her 
claim for supplies furnished the United States be acted upon by the 
Committee of Claims, or that it be referred to the claims commission— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of soldiers of New York, for the 
re of the equalization of bounty bill—to the Committee on 

ilitary Affairs. 

By Mr. LOWE: Papers relating to the claim of William M. Beas- 
ley for compensation for property taken by the United States Army 
during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BENJAMIN F. MARTIN : The petition of Jesse F. Phares, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of John Snider, for a pension—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. MCMAHON : The petition of J. A. McMahon, for the pas- 
sage of bills granting pensions to Francis Curran, Henry Madden, and 
Clark Royal—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of Peter Faulkner, Janus H. Hamlin, John Hazle- 
wood, Elizabeth Percy, Samuel Richner, and Ralph O. Twitchell, for 
pensions—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Carl Brutchie—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Minnick and 24 other blind men, for 
pensions—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of J. A. McMahon, for the passage of a bill re- 
lieving John F. McDonald from the charge of desertion—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Jacob Wittenbach, for the correction of his 
military record—to the same committee. > 

Also, papers relating to the claim of August Penslee, for compensa- 
tion for a horse lost while in the United States service—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of soldiers of Medina County, 
Ohio, for the passage of the equalization bounty bill—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Oberlin, Ohio, that the payments 
made to soldiers during the war be increased to gold values—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of J. C. Lockwood and other merchants of Milan, 
Ohio, against the construction of a swing-bridge over the Detroit 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Ryan, Johnson & Co., R. B. Hubbard & Co., 
and other ship-owners and merchants, of Sandusky, Ohio, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

y Mr. O'CONNOR: The petition of C. Ringgold, for increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEILL: Memorial of H. J. Deily, for the enactment of a 
law providing for the appointment of a commissioner to aid in in- 
ee our trade with Brazil—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. ORTH: The petition of Lyman M. Butler, for a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REAGAN : The petition of citizens of Galveston, Texas, for 
the passage of the bill to prevent discriminations in railroad freights— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. THOMAS RYAN: The petition of soldiers of Kansas, that 
ls paid the difference between the value of gold and the green- 
= Fes which they were originally paid—to the Committee on Mil- 

, two petitions of Kansas Union soldiers, for the equalization of 
bounties—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: Memorial of 1 Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, favoring the amendment of the pension laws— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the — of 82 disabled soldiers, inmates of the National 
Home, near Dayton, Ohio, for increase of pensions of persons having 
lost an arm or leg—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SIMONTON: The petition of Austin Goodall, for campon- 
sation for property taken xg Face United States Army during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS: Memorial of William Wheeler Hubbell, upon 
the subject of the 5 of the farther coinage of silver, legal- 
tender notes, bimetallic coinage, and an increase of the volume of 
United States money—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

Also, a communication of S. B. Sanborn, secretary of the Social Sei- 
ence Association of Massachusetts, inclosing resolutions of that asso- 
ciation addressed to Co: upon international coinage and other 
kindred subjects—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of Foster, Stevens & Co. and other 
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business men, of Grand Rapids, Michigan, for a reduction of the spe- 
cific duty upon sheet-zinc—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARD W. TOWNSHEND: The petition of John Ly 
Handly and 24 citizens, of Wayne County, Illinois, against the exten- 
sion of Hedge’s patent on cane-mills and Cook’s patent on evaporat- 
ors—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of receivers of the Atlantic, Missis- 
sippi and Ohio Railroad, for the reduction of the duty on steel rails— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Resolutions of the State Grange of Minnesota, 

ainst abolishing the Department of Agriculture, and that the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture be made a Cabinet officer—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of James Singleton and other dis- 

ed soldiers of the late Union Army, assigning reasons against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. y 

By Mr. WALTER A. WOOD: The petition of Peter A. Allendorf, 
for compensation for potatoes lost through acts of officers of the 
United States Army in 1864—to the Committee on War Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 7, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

WILLIAM . SHARON, a Senator from the State of Nevada, appeared 
in his seat to-day. x 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
Apams, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
in, bills ; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

bill (H. R. No. 673) to regulate applications for restoration tothe 
active list of the Navy ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1076) for the relief of Amanda M. Cook; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2769) to amend the act entitled “An act to encour- 
age the establishment of public marine schools,” approved June 20, 
1874, so as to extend it to the ports of . Charleston, Sa- 
vannah, Mobile, New Orleans, Baton Rouge, and Galveston. 

The message also requested the return to the House of the bill (H. 
R. No. 1305) abolishing the military reservations of Fort Abercrom- 
bie, Fort Seward, and Fort Ransom, all in the Territory of Dakota, 
and authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to have the lands em- 
braced therein surveyed and made subject to homestead and pre-emp- 
tion entry and sale, the same as other public lands. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following joint resolutions, received yesterday from the House 
of Representatives, were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 156) to correct an error in the act 
Sy ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the year ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes ;” and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 157) for the relief of M. M. Herr. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of 
Engineers, relative to the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at Beaver, Pennsylvania, by the Pittsburgh and Lake Erie 
Railroad Company; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting an estimate, amounting to $8,000, for collection 
and payment of bounty, prize-money, and other claims of colored 
soldiers and sailors for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881; which 
was 0 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rin 5 
p He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the medical director of the Depart- 
ment of the Missouri, suggesting that the act making 1 
for the subsistence of the y for the current fiscal year be amended 
so as to authorize the selling of subsistence supplies to companies, 
detachments, and hospitals at cost prices, not including cost of trans- 
portation, upon the certificates of officers commanding companies or 
detachments or in charge of hospitals; which was referred to the 
Committee on 3 and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, recommending legislation to provide for the acquisition by 
the United States of the title to the land upon Which Fort Stockton, 
Texas, is situated; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. . 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of December 6, 1879, copies of all correspondence by letter or 
tele; between the Secretary of the Interior and N. C. Meeker, 
late Indian agent at White River agency, since the Ist of January, 
1879; and also copies of all correspondence between the Secretary of 


the Interior and General Hatch, General Adams, the governor of Col- 
orado, and Special Agent Pollock concerning the Ute Indians in Col- 
orado; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. - 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretar: 
of the Interior, stating that in transmitting the correspondence wit 
reference to the Ute Indians in Colorado, as called for by Senate res- 
olution of December 8, 1879, he had retained two letters received from 
General Adams, the one concerning the testimony taken by the Ute 
Commission, and the other touching negotiations with the Utes in 
reference to their reservation ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BAYARD. I present the petition of Charles C. Stockley and 
88 others, citizens of Georgetown, Delaware, without reference to 
pee affiliation, praying for the e of a resolution providing 
for the abolition of the compulsory legal-tender power of the Treas- 
ury notes of the United States. I move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. - 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYARD presented the 1 of George F. Brady and 35 others, 
citizens of Delaware City and New Castle, Delaware, praying for the 
repeal of the compulsory legal-tender power of United States Treas- 
agor which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

r. KIRKWOOD presented the petition of Robert C. H. Denbow 
and 36 others, citizens of Iowa, praying for the passage of a law for 
the e of bounties; Which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the memorial of Seth Smith and others, eitizens 
of Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) 
providing for the examination and adjudication of pension claims; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present the petition of J. D. Palmer and 51 others, 
citizens of the counties of Fillmore and Moore, Minnesota, prayi 
that Congress will “refuse the continuation of the patent on the Cook 
evaporators and cane-mills now manufactured by the Blymer Com- 
pany of Cincinnati, Ohio,” alleging that in their judgment the exten- 
sion of the patent would be greatly detrimental to the cane-growin 
interests of the State of Minnesota and the Northwestern States. 
move its reference to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of George A. Robertson and 
others, citizens of Nebraska, pray ng for the passage of a law for the 
equalization of bounties; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of William Solliday and others, cit- 
izens of Dawson County, Nebraska, praying for the e of a law 
extending the provisions of what is popularly known as the sol- 
diers’ additional eighty acres law ” so as to include all the citizens 
who have taken only eighty acres as a homestead; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. > 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the citizens 
of Yankton, Dakota Territory, in favor of an appropriation of $25,000 
by Con for the improvement of the harbor at the city of Yank- 
ton and of the channel of the Missouri River in that vicinity; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MAXEY presented the petition of Stewart Mitchell and others, 
citizens living in the vicinity of Walnut Grove, Red River County, 
Texas, praying the extension of mail-route No. 31638 through to Clarks- 
ville, Texas; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
r. HILL f G ted add al 

8 , of Georgia, presen itional papers to accompany 
the bill (S. No. 111) for, the relief of the city of Macon, Georgia ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of Marietta Mattison, of Os- 
wego, New York, praying for the passage of a law authorizing the 
extension of 2 patent for improvements in machinery for packing 
flour; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, presented the petition of William J. Morris, 
of Jersey County, Illinois, praying for an increase of pension ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GROOME presented the petition of Reese Lammey, of Mary- 
land, praying for the passage of a law granting him a pension on ac- 
count of services rendered by his late son, Captain John R. Lammey, 
Sixth Wisconsin Infantry; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

He also presented the petition of John E. Wilson and 33 others, 
citizens of Cecil County, land, soldiers who served in the Union 
Army during the late war, praying the passage of the bill known as 
the “equalization of bounties bill ;” which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. : 

Mr. BALDWIN presented the petition of William E. Phillips and 
46 others, citizens of Michigan, raying for the e of a law for 
the equalization of bounties ; Whi was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

He also presented the petition of Buhl; Ducharine & Co., and 
others, merchants of Detroit, Michigan, praying for the reduction of 
oe ific duty on sheet-zine; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 
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He also presented the petition of H. A. Hayden, president of the 
Jackson, Lansing and Saginaw Railroad comet praying that the 
specific duty en steel rails shall be not to exceed $10 per ton; which 
was refe to the Committee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 307) for the relief of L. C. Cantwell, reported 
it withont amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 417) for the relief of John C. Comfort, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 24) for the relief of John S. Logan, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 212) for the relief of John M. Dor- 
sey and William F. Shepard, repo! it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BUTLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 

introduce a bill (S. No. 952) for the relief of James Burke; which was 
3 twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
Mr. McPHERSON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 953) for the relief of Kim- 
berly Brothers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COKE (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 954) to promote the immediate and 
rapid construction of the International and Great Northern Railroad 
of Texas from San Antonio, Texas, to the Rio Grande; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No, 955) nting a pension to William S. Fultz, 
of Muscatine County, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 956) granting a pension to John Hubbell, of Mus- 
catine County, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying z pa referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 957) granting a pension to Charles Reed, of Mus- 
catine County, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 958) granting a pension to Peter Gettert, of Mus- 
catine County, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 959) granting a pension to Diedrick Blanck, of Mus- 
eatine County, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying apers referred to the Committee on Pensions., 

Mr. KERNAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 960) for the relief of Marietta Mattison ; which 
was read aya BY its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. LOGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 961) for the relief of Henry Head, of Quincy, 
Illinois; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. - 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 962) to establish a United States court in the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 


I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not see the chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary bere. I think that all bills for establishing United 
States courts have always gone to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Of course I have no personal interest in the reference, but I think 
the bill had better go there. 

Mr. LOGAN. The only reason ie ask its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Territories is because a bill of like character was referred 
phor to this time to that committee and reported on, although the 

ill was not acted upon by Congress. For that reason I asked the 
reference of this bill to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ithink I ought to move, Mr. President, as I do 
not see the chairman here, (although I am not in a majority of the 
committee, but I assume if it is not a political question I may make 
the motion,) to amend the motion of my friend so as to refer the bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, where I think it ought to go reg- 


ularly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, that the bill be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BAILEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 963) granting a pension to Theodore Rauthe ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee en Pensions. 

Mr. PENDLETON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 964) to limit the time within which claims 
in behalf of or against the United States shall be prosecuted; which 
Plan read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

Mr. VEST asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 

troduce a bill (S. No. 965) for the relief of D. T. Kirby; which was 

read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
irs. 

Mr. MAXEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 967) to extend the jurisdiction of the north- 
ern district of Texas; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 968) to equalize the price of lands between 
the Seminole and Creek tribes of Indians, and for other purposes ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
Teferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. ANTHONY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 56) authorizing the printin 
and binding of additional copies of the report of the Chief Signa 
Officer of the Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MORGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 57) for the relief of Lewis Win- 
ters; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. PENDLETON. I desire to give notice of an amendment which 
I intend to propose to the joint resolution (S. R. No. 49) in relation to 
Treasury notes. I ask to have it printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr, ANTHONY. Let the proposed amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 
cee CHIEF CLERK. At the end of the resolution it is proposed to 

And said notes shall not be available for any of the reserves required to be kept 
by the national banks, but all such reserves shall be kept in coin. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is to be printed, I believe. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 

Mr. PENDLETON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. No. 865) to provide for the investment of 
certain unclaimed pay and bounty moneys now in the Treasury of 
the United States, and to facilitate and encourage the education of 
the colored race in the several States and Territories; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. JONAS, it was 

Ordered, That the Bs re in the case of Jacob and Elizabeth Sener be taken 
from the files of the ate and referred to the Committee on Claims, to accom- 
pany Senate bill No, 354. 

On motion of Mr. BUTLER, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and Sted of James Burke be taken from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 

Ordered, That the rs in the case of Julia E. Seeley be withdrawn from 
files of the Senate, Gore being no adverse report. ss a 75 

On motion of Mr. PENDLETON, (in behalf of Mr. THURMAN,) it 
was 

Ordered, That the of Mrs. Mary H be taken f the files of 
tho Sannia and 1 to the Committee oa ee 5 

MISSOURI RIVER IN NEBRASKA, 

Mr. SAUNDERS submitted the following resolution; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, and to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to furnish to 
the Senate such information as he may be in 5 mera 0 ing the condition 
of the Missouri River between Omaha and Plattsmouth, in Nebraska, and that 
such report include estimate of the probable expense of improving the navigation 
of said river between said points. 


FUNERAL OF SENATOR HOUSTON, 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
immediate consideration : 

Resolved, That the expenses incurred by the committee appointed to attend the 
funeral obsequies of the late Hon. George S. Houston be paid from the miscella- 
neous items of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was this committee appointed by the Senate ? 
The sad event the resolution refers to occurred during the recess. 

Mr. MORGAN. The committee was appointed by the Vice-Presi- 
dent, and yesterday the action of the Vice-President was approved 
by the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ah! I did not know but that the resolution 
needed a little amendment as a mere technical thing. I think it is 
all right too. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair appointed the committee, 
oE that his action would: meet with the approval of the Sen- 
ate. ; 
Mr, EDMUNDS. Undoubtedly. My only object was to see that 
8 aeons be no technical difficulty at the Treasury. I think it is 

Tig 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair announced the fact and had it 
journalized. 

The resolution was read the second time, considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AND COMMERCE. 

Mr. WINDOM. [offer a resolution, and ask that it be read, printed, 
and laid on the table. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on A ching moe be instructed to inquire as to 
the nag Sapo oh establishing an additional éxecutive department of the Govern- 


ment, the Department of Agriculture and Commerce, which shall 


embrace within its jurisdiction agriculture, domestic and foreign commerce, man- 


ufactures,mines and mining, public lan eological and other surveys, railroads, 
and statistics; and that 5 ts conclusion by bill 5 otherwise. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and laid 
on the table. 

Mr. WINDOM. I want to say before the resolution passes from 
the Senate that I have long believed that such an organization of the 
Government as is prep in the resolution would greatly promote 
the important industrial interests to which it refers. I shall take 
occasion at an early day, with the consent of the Senate, to make 
some remarks upon the resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. As the Senator from Minnesota, 
who has had long experience in both Houses of Congress, has intro- 
duced a resolution looking to the establishment of a department of 
agriculture and commerce, I wish to say that I agree with that Sen- 
ator and believe that the ogony long since has demanded such a 
dopartment. In fact I have had it in contemplation for some time 
to introduce a bill looking to the same object, and as the Senator has 
asked that his resolution lie upon the table so that he may make some 
remarks on it in future, I will introduce a bill and ask that it take 
the same course that his resolution will take. 

The Senatgr from Minnesota comes from a district of our country 
that represents agriculture to a very great extent, and when we take 
into consideration that upon the crops, be they good or bad, the 
country shapes its course and business for the year, I think there is 
no sahject that deserves the attention of Congress more than that of 
commerce and agriculture. It will be recollected that twenty or thirty 
years ago, from 1850 to 1860, our own vessels carried 75 per cent. or 
more of. the commerce of the United States. To-day they carry less 
than 25 per cent. There is something wrong there, and I believe the 
attention of the country and Con cannot at too early a day be 
called to the vast subject of agriculture and commerce. 

Mr. President, I ask leave to introduce a bill, and I wish to have 
it lie on the table for the present, with a view to its taking the same 
course as the resolution of the Senator from Minnesota. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 966) to establish a department of agriculture and commerce; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Rs I understand that the Senator from Minne- 
sota and the Senator from West Virginia propose soon to discuss this 
question, I shall esteem it a great favor if in that discussion they 
will point out what clause of the Federal Constitution gives Congress 
any power to establish an agricultural department or a mining de- 

artment; what power Congress has over those two branches of in- 
EÈ more than it has over shoemaking and miling, and why the 
latter should not be embraced in that department, if such a depart- 
ment can be constructed. 

Mr. WINDOM. Iwill say to the Senator that manufactures are 
embraced in my resolution. I suppose that general term includes 
shoemaking. 

NEGRO EXODUS INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the committee appointed to investigate the exodus of negroes 
from the Southèrn to the Northern States be autho; to employ a clerk and such 
other attendants as may be ra na to be paid from the eous items of 
the contingent fund of the Sena‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution ? oA i 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have no objection to the resolu- 
tion, but I will say to my friend from Indiana that the term “other 
attendants” embraces a very large scope; and unless he wishes, as 
has been the rule, to confine if to a certain number, I would suggest 
to him to say what other attendants are needed. 

Mr. VOO. ES. I can only-say in reply that is not for me to 
state in advance what will be nec on this subject; but I assure 
the Senator from West Virginia that he will not be disappointed in 
the effort of the committee to conduct its proceedings with strict 
economy. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That is sufficient. 

There being no objection, the resolution was read the second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

. 


The resolution was iy poe: to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 

INDIAN TRUST FUNDS. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move to take from the Calendar the bill (S. 
No. 605) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to deposit certain 
funds in the United States Treasury in lien of investment. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to know what committee the bill 
comes from and how it gots here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is reported from the Committee 
1 5 Indian Affairs. The question is on the motion of the Senator from 

io. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
an amendment in line 11, after the word “semi-annually,” to strike 
out the words “at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum” and insert 
“at the rate per centum which is required by treaty stipulation or 
by act of Congress, or, in cases where the rate is not stipulated, at 
4 per cent. ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hois hereby, author- 
ized to deposit to the eredit of the proper nation or tribe, in the Treasury of the 
United States, any and all sums belonging to the Indian trust fund now held or 
which may hereatter be received by him as Secretary of the Interior and trustee 
of various Indian tribes, whenever he is of the o 3 — that the best interests of 
the Indians will be promoted by such deposits lieu of investments; and the 
United States shall pay interest thereon semi-annually at the rate per centum 


which is required by treaty stipulation or by act of Congress, or, in cases where the 
rate is not stipulated, at 4 per cent., from the respective dates of deposit; such 


payments to be madein the usual manner, as each may become due, without further 
appropriation by 3 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Is there any report from the committee accom- 
panying the bill? 


15 a ICE-PRESIDENT. Thereis no written report accompanying 
the bill. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. It is something I do not understand from the 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. * I will explain it to the Senator from Iowa with 

t pleasure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Ohio, seeing there was so 
much noise that it was impossible to hear the bill read, before he 
goes on to explain it, allow the bill and amendment to be again read, 
so that we can all hear them? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Certainly. 

The Chief Clerk again read the bill and amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I should like to hear the explanation of the 
Senator from Ohio. I thought we were to hear the Senator from Ohio 
explain the condition of this matter. 

. PENDLETON. The bill is reported from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs in accordance with a recommendation made both by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior. 
The necessity for it exists in the faet that by the laws, as they have 
heretofore stood, the Secretary of the Interior is obliged to invest in 
bonds of the United States the fands which he may have belonging 
to the Indians. Some of those funds were invested in bonds bearing 
interest at the rate of 6 percent. per annum. By law all these funds, 
where there is no express rate stipulated, are to be invested in bonds 
bearing interest at 5 per cent. It has so 8 that the 5 and 6 

r cent. bonds have n called in, and the Secretary of the Interior 

s left with these bonds on his hands and the interest stopped. He 
therefore has recommended, and I think very wisely, that the funds 
shall be deposited in the Treasury of the United States, inscribed 
there as a permanent loan under the law, and that interest at the rate 
stipulated in the treaty or law shall be paid without any annual 
appropriation. That is the intent of the bill and its provision. 

. CONKLING, Will the Senator state what the funds are? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I have here a list of the various funds held 
by the Secretary of the Interior. I should say, without pretending 
to give exactly accurate information, that there are funds belonging 
to thirty or forty different tribes under treaties made and laws 

at various periods in the past, by which funds have been set 
aside for the benéfit of the Indians—funds arising from the sale of 
parts of their reservations or under treaty stipulations, whatever they 


may be. ‘ 

Mr, CONKLING. Were all those funds invested in bonds ? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Not all of them; but originally they were to 
be invested at the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior in any 
bonds he saw fit. As the Senator probably remembers, a great many 

ears ago a scandal arose from the fact that there was a defalcation 
n some of the bonds, and the Government of the United States lost 
a large amount of bonds that had been bought, not Government bonds 
or State bonds, but other bonds which were held in the Indian De- 
partment for their benefit. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Are all the funds now invested in Government 


bonds? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Certainly most of them. I am not prepared 
to say that none others are, but I believe none others are. I havea 
volume of papers here, correspondence from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and the results of examination as to what these various funds 
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are, and the rates of interest at which they were invested or were 
directed to be invested. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Fixed by treaty? 

Mr.PENDLETON. Some of them fixed by treaty. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. And by law? , ree 

Mr. PENDLETON. And some of them fixed bylaw. The original 
bill sent to the Committee on Indian Affairs provided that all these 
funds should bear interest at the rate of 5 per cent.; but the commit- 
tee thought that that was not a proper provision, but that the rate 
should be that which was prescribed by treaty or prescribed by law, 
and in case there were no provision as to the rate of interest, that it 
should be 4 percent. This bill comes to the Senate with the unani- 
mous recommendation of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. If it should so be that a portion of these funds 
now are not in Government bonds, what would become of those 
securities under this bill? X 

Mr. PENDLETON. The Secretary of the Interior would be at 
liberty to change the investment. The bill provides that this change 
shall be made whenever in his judgment it is thought best to do so. 
It may happen that some of these funds are invested in 4 per cent. 
bonds. It would not be necessary immediately to make a change in 

that case. Some of them were invested in 5 per cent. bonds, which 
were called in, and it was found that several hundred thousand dol- 
lars were upon his hands, and he had to reinvest in 4 per cent. bonds 
- in order to prevent them lying there without producing any interest. 
It becomes necessary in a case like that, as the Senator can well see, 
that a ial appropriation for the deficiency will have to be made. 
Mr. KIRKW 2 . My inquiry looked to the possibility that some 
of the bonds might not be Government bonds, but such bonds as the 
Senator indicated the funds were formerly invested in. If any of 
them are there now what is to become of them!? r 
Mr. PENDLETON. They can be sold and the money deposited in 
the Treasury for the benefit of the Indians; and that is course 
that will be pursued. ee ieee a 
Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow me to inquire if this is 
the same bill which was considered in the Senate, I believe, about a 


ear ? 

z Mr. PENDLETON. Ihave no knowledge on that pone 
Mr. PADDOCK. At the last session of the Forty- Congress. 
Mr. ALLISON. I will answer the Senator from New York with the 

permission of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis substantially the same bill, except when that 
bill was before the Senate it was objected by Senators that it might 
be in violation of treaty stipulations, and one of the treaties was read 
showing that in some instances we had agreed to pay 6 per cent. in- 
terest, The bill before the Senate a year ago provided that in all 
cases 5 per cent. only should be paid, and the bill was amended, I be- 
lieve, in accordance with the tenor of the provision now, that treaty 
manu ebony should be adhered to where they had been made and were 
sti 


in force. 
Mr. CONKLING. Tbe Senator will pardon me, did the bill thus 
amended pass the Senate? 
Mr. SON. As amended, but it never passed the House. Now, 


if the Senator from Ohio will allow me—— 5 

Mr. PENDLETON. Certainly; the Senator is more familiar than 
I am with the history of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand this bill it simply provides that 
where money comes into the Treasury, by the payment of bonds or 
otherwise, it shall be deposited in the Treasury and draw the rate of 
interest prescribed in the treaties with the several tribes, if a special 
rate is prescribed. There are some treaties where no rate is fixed 
but in 1855 it was provided by law that where there was no specia: 
treaty stipulation the rate should be 5 per cent.; and in a number of 
treaties made since that time the rate has been fixed at 5 per cent. 
That law stands in full force; so that I think if this bill should pass 
we should be obliged to pay 5 per cent. interest upon all those treaty 
funds. 

I wish to say in reply to my colleague, who made an inquiry with 
reference to other investments, that I do not understand this bill 
will apply to any money belonging to Indian tribes except that which 
is paid in in the regular course of bonds falling due. There is a large 
amount of bondsof the State of Arkansas and the State or Tennessee 
and of corporations in those States still held in trust by the Indian 
Bureau. I do not understand that those could be sold under the pro- 
visions of this bill; but the Government is regularly paying interest 
upon those bonds, as though the interest were paid to it regularly 
upon them, by making appropriations annually for the payment of 
the interest. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a ques- 
tion. I ask him if it is not contemplated by the bill that all of the 
trust funds shall be placed to the credit of the Indians? Is not that 
the statement of the bill? I ask the Senator how he excepts the 

at number of State bonds, as I find here, the bonds of Arkansas, 
ennessee, Florida, Virginia, and various others? How does he except 
them under the language of the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not except them under the language of the 


bill. I only state that where the Government now holds bonds, for 
example of the State of Arkansas, it is paying 
tion the interest upon those bonds just as t 


by regular appropria- 
ough the interest was 


regularly paid into the Treasury, although not one dollar is paid. 
But this bill only contemplates, as I understand it, that where money 
is paid in on account of these bonds it shall be simply passed to the 
credit of the Indian Bureau in the Treasury, and not paid. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa another 
question, as he is familiar with this matter. As to the State bonds held 
in trust for the Chickasaws and Cherokees and other Indians, did the 
Indians invest their money in those bonds by their own option, or 
was it provided by treaty stipulation that the money should be put 
in that form? 

Mr.ALLISON. A number of the treaties provide that these invest- 
ments shall be made in the discretion of the Government. That dis- 
cretion was exercised by the purchase of worthless bonds, and the 
Government has continuously paid the interest on those bonds reg- 
ularly to the Indian tribes for more than twenty years, or for fifteen 
years at any rate. 

Mr. TELLER. If that is in the discretion of the Government and 
the Government made a bad speculation, I should not feel very bad 
if the Government lost. If, however, it was provided for by treat 
and it was understood and agreed that the Government should wit 
this money buy a certain class of bonds, then the Indians ought to 
lose if the investment turns out unprofitable. 

Mr. ALLISON. There were no treaties made with the Indians by 
which certain bonds were directed to be purchased; but the Govern- 
ment was made trustee of these funds and invested them in bonds 
that proved to be worthless. The Government has constantly paid 
the interest on those bonds from that time. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Government does pay the interest, under 
those circumstances, there will be no great harm done, I guess. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Iowa adverted to an act which 
provided that whenever a treaty was blank as to the rate of interest, 
that rate should be 5 per cent. When was that act passed ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not remember the exact date of it. It was 
probably about 1855. 

Mr. CONKLING. My recollection is that it was at least fifteen 
years ago, I think more. 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps more. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is the Senator advised whether treaties have 
poen ee with Indians since, in which the rate of interest is left 

n. * 

Mr. ALLISON. I cannot answer definitely, but I can say that there 
are such treaties. 

Mr. CONKLING. Assuming that to be so, I wish the Senator would 
explain the effect of the words: “ Or in cases where the rate is not 
stipulated, at 4 per cent. from the respective dates of deposit.“ What 
is to be the operation of this act upon a treaty which names no rate 
of interest, but which was made leaving that rate blank after an act 
of Congress had been passed declaring thatin allsuch cases it should 
be 5 per cent.? What is the reason, in other words, that, in effect, 
that is not a treaty stipulation? If an act of Congress declares that 
there being no rate named the rate shall be held and deemed 5 per 
cent., and a treaty has been made naming no rate, why is it not, in 
effect, a stipulation in the treaty that the rate shall be 5 per cent. ? 
and if so, upon what principle is it, if we intend to observe trea‘ 
stipulations, that we pro this morning to declare that in all suc 
cases hereafter the rate shall be not 5 per cent., but 4 per cent. ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should say that in the case indicated by the Sen- 
ator the rate would be 5 per cent., because the law, a law now in force, 
prescribes that the rate be 5; and this bill preserves that law. 

Mr. CONKLING. My honorable friend would not be willing, I 
think, to put a statute upon the book which he intended to treat in 
that way, because then the words which I have read to him would 
mean nothing: “or in cases where the rate is not stipulated” in the 
treaty —— 

Mr. ALLISON. Or by law. 

Mr. CONKLING. At 4 per centum.“ Now the Senator says he 
would commit to the court or somebody else to construe this lan- 
guage and to say whether, in spite of a statute which on its face cer- 
tainly does by implication repeal or attempts to repeal a prior stat- 
ute, the prior statute does not still live and prevail over this. The 
Senator says he thinks it does. I will not differ with him, because 
I do not think that it behooves a Senator perhaps to express an opin- 
ion on such a point when with the bill before us we can make it abso- 
lutely certain so that there will be no possibility of mistake and no 
need of the expression. If the Senator thinks that the court in con- 
struing this act would make the exception, and he means that the 
court shall make the exception, then I submit that’ manifestly we 
8 to adopt terms apt and appropriate to signify that intention, 
and not pass words which will leave a clond of uncertainty which 
the court may dissipate if it can, and the Senator thinks it will, in a 
particular way. If I were goin to express an opinion, I should think 
there would be a great deal of doubt about it. 

Mr, ALLISON. For myself I should be entirely willing that the 
latter provisioh should be stricken out. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not wish to interfere with the bill; the Sen- 
ator knows more about it than I do. I say this only by way of mak- 
ing a suggestion, knowing that if there be anything in it Senators 
instructed in the subject will make such provision as they think wise. 

3 PENDLETON. The Senator can move to strike out those 
wo . 
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Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Iowa said that this bill passed 
the Senate, and I thought he was right. On reflection I am satisfied 
he was mistaken about that, It came up in the Senate and was dis- 
cussed ; attention was called to the points which have been adverted 
to this morning ; and the bill was recommitted to the committee. The 
Senate never voted on it; and it came back afterward with this pro- 

d amendment; so that it has never received the action of the 
nate except that the recommittal of the bill, as Senators will re- 
member, took place because of the kind of objection which we are at 
this moment considering. It was recommitted because the Senate, as 
far as it expressed any judgment, expressed the opinion that nothing 
should be done to unsettle or disparage treaty stipulations or the faith 
of the Government in observing them ; and now it seems to me, look- 
ing at this bill only for a moment that the words to which 1 have 
called attention would appear still to infringe upon that idea. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to remind the Senator 
from Ohio that there is a special order for to-day, being the bill (S. 
No. 206) relative to the transportation of animals, which isnow enti- 
tled to precedence. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will this bill take a long time? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I did not suppose it would. I am not in acon- 
dition, however, to say whether it will take a long time or not. I did 
not su originally it would give rise to any discussion. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am willing to wait a while. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I hope it will be finished within a very few 
moments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be continued under consid- 
eration without prejudice to the special order, if there be no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, it may be desirable in order that 
we can fully understand this business, to see what the state of the 
law is about these trust funds. On the 10th of June, 1876, Congress 
passed an act upon the subject, which I will ask the Secretary to read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States o; 
America in Congress assembled, That all stocks, bonds, or other securities or eyi- 
dences of indebtedness now held by the Secretary of the Interior in trust for the 
benefit of certain Indian tribes 8 within thirty days from the passage of this 
act, be transferred to the Treasurer of the Uni States, who shall become the 
custodian thereof ; and it shall be the duty of said Treasurer to collect all interest 
salting ane on said bonds, stocks, &c., and deposit the same in the Treasury of the 
United States, and to issue certificates of deposit therefor, in favor of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, as trustee for various Indian tribes. And the Treasurer of 
the United States shall also become the custodian of all bonds and stocks which 
may be purchased for the benefit of any Indian tribe or tribes after the transfer of 
funds herein authorized, and shall make all purchases and sales of bonds and stocks 
authorized by treaty stipulations or by acts of Congress when requested so to do 
by the Secretar of the Interior: Prori: That nothing in this act shall in an 
manner impair or affect the supervisory and appellate powers and duties in re; 
to Indian affairs which may now be vested in the Secretary of the Interior as trustee 
for various Indian tribes, except as to the custody of said bonds and the collection 
of interest thereon as hereinbefore mentioned. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will be seen, Mr. President, that the depositary 
of all these trust funds is already the Treasurer of the United States, 
who is to invest and reinvest according to the provisions of the va- 
rious treaty stipulations, which are one thing as to one tribe and an- 
other thing as to another, and soon. That is all right and as it should 
be, and it has been done, so that the Secretary of the Interior now 
has not the lawful custody of any of these trust funds except those 
that come in by way of income, which is to be expended by him 
according to the provisions of the respective treaties. As to some of 
them the money is to be paid over bodily to the Indians, and as to 
others, a part is devoted to schools and whatever it may be,—varions 
e uses named in the treaties. 

Now then the effect of this bill will be evidently one of two things, 
or perhaps both, but probably chiefly this first one that I name, if it 
means anything as of course it does; and that is, that the income, 
being the only sums that the Secretary of the Interior now receives 
at all, is to be deposited to the credit of these respective Indian 
tribes and is to draw interest. As income, it is not entitled to draw 
interest because the Secretary of the Interior is bound by the treaty 
and by this act of Congress, which merely transfers the management 
in a certain sense and does not change anything else, to pay the in- 
come, the annual interest over to the tribe, or to pay it for the use 
of the tribe, according to the provisions of the icular treaty. 
Therefore, so far as this bill relates to the interest that is received on 
these stocks, bonds, &c., a list of which now in the Treasury I have 
in my hand, it is a thing that we ought not to do. The United States 
ought not to undertake to pay interest on these temporary deposits 
which are merely the interest belonging to the Indians and which 
by treaty stipulation we were not bound to pay interest on at all, 
but only to pay over through the Secretary of the Interior to the In- 
dian tribes or for its benefit according to the stipulations of the re- 
spective treaties. That is the way it seems to me. 

Then if this bill is not supposed to refer to income (asit clearly must 
in point of law because it says the Secretary of the Interior shall de- 
posit “any and all sums belonging to the Indian trust funds now held 
or which may hereafter be received by him as Secretary of the Inte- 
rior” in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the proper 
tribe and that these deposits shall draw interest,) what is to be its 
effect? These sums ought not to draw interest at all, as it appears 
to me, where they are made up merely of the annual income which 
we have not agreed to pay interest upon bat which we have agreed 


to pay over through the Secretary of the Interior to the proper par- 
ties or for their benefit according to the treaty. If this means, as it 
seems to do in point of law, to provide for something in the nature 
of an investment of accumulating interest, I do not see what obliga- 
tion we are under to doit. If it means, on the other hand, or further 
that these trust funds, as the principal falls due on these investments, 
instead of being reinvested according to the treaty which in a given 
case I will hey ee to be to require the United States through the 
Secretary of the Interior, or the Treasurer of the United States now, 
to invest them in the best securities that he can so as to make the 
most out of them possible by way of income for the use of the bene- 
ficiary, then is it right to say by an act of Congress and without the 
consent of the Indians that wé will absorb this fund ourselves and, 
as the Senator from New York has said, where a special rate has not 
been agreed upon that we will invest arbitrarily at 4 per cent. be- 
cause we choose to borrow it ourselves at the lowest possible rate of 
interest? Would that be right? The duty of a trustee plainly is, 
even if he is the trustee of an Indian, to do the best he can for the 
benefit of his beneficiary ; and if he can invest in a good State bond 
at 5 cent. instead of investing in a United States bond at 4 per 
cent. he ought to do it; if he can invest in a United States bond at 
4 per cent., instead of leaving the money in the Treasury at 4 per 
cent., and that bond has a long time to run and is going to produce 
a premium, beg Peer of equitable law as well as every princi- 
ple of morality will require him, whether he was the Treasurer of 
the United States or a private trustee, to make that investment ac- 
cording to the spirit of the treaty in the bonds of the United States 
in that case that may have twenty or thirty years to run so that his 
constituent can get the benefit of the value of a long investment as 
a 3 advantage osans the low rate of interest that is 
named on the face of the bond. 

This bill provides in i 5 5 and specific terms, apparently, that all 
sums which hereafter fall due are to be kept in the Treasury of the 
United States in lieu of investment, and where the treaty does not 
provide specifically for the rate of interest, then only the sum of 4 
pe cent. shall be paid, though it may not be five years, it may not 

three, or even one year, before the rate of interest for perfectly 
immaculate securities which we are bound to invest in for these un- 
protected persons will be 5 per cent. or more, and though the money 
could honestly and readily be made for them at that rate. Is it right 
to tie this up absolutely and say we will keep this money ourselves 
and pay only 4 per cent. on it, without the benefit of long time to 
run, without the benefit of the advantage of the value of premium, 
&c., that the trust fund might get? That is a question which I think 
ought to be considered. 

‘Then there is another suggestion that I should like to make to the 
committee while I am upon the subject of the form of this bill. Of 
course that can be readily corrected if there is anything init. The 
fourth line says that these sums, whatever they are, shall be depos- 
ited “ to the credit of the proper nation or tribe.” That makes “the 
proper nation or tribe” on the booksof the Treasury the person and the 
only person that can draw the money; and in a given case, the treaty 
with the proper nation or tribe provides not thatit shall be paid over 
to the council of the Indians, the headmen or whatever they are, but 
it shall be paid out by the Secretary of the Interior for certain special 
purposes for their benefit, and yet you have tied it up on the ks 
of the Treasury, so that the Secretary of the Interior cannot draw a 
eent of the money, cannot devote it to the uses the treaty had pro- 
vided, and you have merely left it to the mercy of agents, the head- 
men of Indians who are somewhat thick around Washington some- 
times, to take and do whatever happens to be done with it, as we 
know what is done with Indian moneys sometimes. It will be seen 
that the act of 1876 provided against that, and that the income of 
these moneys should be paid over to the Secretary of the Interior in 
trast to be devoted to the purposes and in the manner the treaties 
provided. If this bill is to pass, I suggest that it would be well to 
make the same provision for this income that is made for the income 
under the act of 1876. 

Mr. GARLAND. I should like to ask the Senator who reported the 
bill if there is a written report accompanying it. 

Mr. PENDLETON. There is none. 

Mr. GARLAND. About a year ago, Mr. President, a bill similar to 
this was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs—a bill I be- 
lieve that had passed the House—and at that time, as the RECORD 
will show, the various questions which have been raised this morning 
were discussed pretty much at length, besides several others of very 
great importance, and this 28 though apparently this morning 
when the bill was read was of little importance, grows in importance 
as we discuss it, if grows heavier as we handle it. 

At the last discussion, about a yéar ago, I think, the question as to 
the good faith of the trustee and what he was compelled to do—the 
same point now raised by the Senator from New York and the Sena- 
tor from Vermont—was considered ; and when the history of these 
various investments was produced and gone into, finding that they 
had been in this kind of stock and the other kind of stock, and at 
this rate of interest and the other rate of interest, finally some Sena- 
tor, I do not recollect who now, stated the proposition that the 
United States maghk not to be compelled in any instance to pay on an 
investment of this sort more than the rate of 4 per cent. Some Sena- 
tors insisted that she should not be compelled to pay exceeding 3 
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per cent. interest The main difficulties which at that time presented 
themselves to my mind from the remarks made by the Senator from 
Texas whosits to my right [Mr. Maxry] have been obviated by this 
bill, but at last taking it altogether we are now disposing of the in- 
vestments of these people, I will not say in an ex parte manner, but 
somehow to suit ourselves, and we are not dealing with them under 
this bill as we should. They should have soine voice in this matter. 
We should not pass a law here on our own motion limiting them 
in this manner or the other. We should not make their invest- 
ments any better thau they were; and we should not make them any 
worse. 

Avery serious question is presented by this bill, whether the United 
States should be compelled to pay as a constant investment 4 per cent. 
Other questions that have been raised so well by the Senator from 
New York and the Senator from Vermont deserve consideration. At 
the time of the discussion to which I have adverted I had traced to 
a considerable extent the history of these investments and the differ- 
ent treaties and the different laws on the subject, which I have not 
now at my desk, but I have it at my room; and as the Senator from 
Ohio who reports this bill sees at once many questions that are pre- 
sented by it, I hope that he at least will a; to let it lie over until 
to-morrow or some day when we can look into it as it should be, and, 
if possible, not too late to give us the benefit of a written report 
upon it. 

Ihe more we consider this subject the greater grow the questions 
involved. The Senator from Iowa, who repo’ the bill last yon; 
recollects a great many difficulties that were then ERRO; and the 
bill came in then apparently as free of objection as this bill. Imake 
the suggestion for a postponement now because I am not prepared to 
enter into the discussion; and in view of the statements which have 
been made I think the bill should be passed over until it can be con- 
sidered a little more thoroughly. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I certainly for myself (and I have no doubt I 
can speak for the members of the committee) am entirely 3 
that the su genon of the Senator from Arkansas shall be adopted, 
and the pill aid over to any time that is agreeable to the Senate or 
indefinitely that it may be called up by myself or any other gentle- 
man. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I desire, however, before that course is taken 
to say a word or two in relation to some remarks that have been 
made. 

The law of the 10th of June, 1876, to which the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS] called the attention of the Senate, seems to me 
to provide rather for a mere 1 Lec custody of the bonds and stocks 
than to give to the Secretary of the Treasury or to the Treasurer of 
the United States any control over them except so far as is necessary 
to their preservation. That law speaks of the Treasurer as the cus- 
todian of the bonds; the Treasurer is to collect the interest, and he is 
to give a certificate of deposit to the Secretary of the Interior show- 
ing that he has the custody of the bonds, and showing also that he 
has collected periodically the interest upon them ; and there is an ex- 
press stipulation that if any change is made in the investment, any 
sale or purchase, that it shall be done by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury upon the request and by the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior, And there is a further stipulation that no 8 of the 
law shall in any way interfere with the control of the Interior De 
1 over the funds provided by treaty or law for the benefit of the 

ndians. 

I desire further to say that the intention of the committee was as 
far as possible to guard the rights of the Indians. It was not their 
intention to give an effect such as the Senator from New York [Mr. 
CONKLING] thought might arise from the bill—that of providing that 
where a law had prescribed that the blank in the treaty should be 
supped ve interest at 5 per cent. yet the fund should hereafter bear 
only 4. I hardly think the bill would bear that interpretation. 
i CONKLING. My honorable friend will 1 8555 me. I did not 
suppose that was the design; I only called the Senator’s attention to 
the possibility of that effect. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I did not misunderstand the Senator on that 
question; and I wanted to enter ex gratia a disclaimer of any intent 
of that kind on the part of the committee. Their desire was to guard 
as closely as they could the rights of the Indians in these funds and 
to provide that the funds should be kept safe against all fluctuations 
of bonds and stocks and that the interest provided by treaty or pro- 
vided by law in the absence of treaty stipulation should faithfully 
hereafter be carried out- 

I desire also before I take my seat, Mr. President, to have read at 
the Secretary’s desk the representation of the Cherokee Indians pray- 
ing for the passage of this bill, and stating the reasons why they 
desire it shall pass. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., May 23, 1879. 


Sm: We desire to present through you to the Senate our prayer for su ay fa- 
vorable action on the bill submitted to you by the honorable the Secretary of the 


Interior in reference to ee the funds belonging to Indians, as inscribed debt 
in the Treasury of the United States bearing 5 per cent. interest. As will be seen 
by a report from the Secreta 


, which 8 ed draught of bill, the greater por - 


tion of the Indian funds are already invested in that way, at that rate of interest, 


and that has really been the policy, and the purchase of stocks of fluctuating value 
the exception. As Indian nations cannot profit by the rise of stocks, so should 
they not a ag to loss on account of their fall, Reductions of the principal of 
the permanent funds to pay premiums has no authority in law, and is in plain vio- 
lation of treaty. Sofaras the rate of interest is concerned, the agreement when the 
investments were made was not less than 5 per cent., the act of 1834 regulating it. 
The treaty being made subject to the law, and was of the nature of an a ment, 
that rate was also recognized by many treaties, and by all the laws under which 
the bulk of the Indian funds are already placed in inscribed debtin the Treasury. 
We do not think you will be disposed by an arbi act to change this existing 
status where we have no voice in this reduction of the value of our property. 

Again, while the Government sells bonds for 4 per cent. she by law exempts 
them from all taxation, general, State, or local. It in ip estimated that this ex- 
emption is worth at least 2 per cent., and it is a usual correct financial estimate to 
place the interest of this character of investments at 6 per cent. when compared 
with other investments. Of this exemption we have no benefits, and can have 
none, and this reduction is forced on us by giving us really less than to the citizens 
of the States. In addition we would add that as the greater portion of these funds 
are permanent investments for benevolent institutions or educational interests, 
your honorable bodies ought not thus to cripple and weaken them. 

Very respectfully, 
W. P. ADA 


TR, 
DANIEL H. ROSS, 
Cherokee Delegation. 
Hon. RICHARD COKE, 
Chairman Indian Committee, United States Senate. 


Mr. ALLISON. Before the bill goes over I wish to say a single 
word in regard to the law now in force, and in response to what was 
said by the Senator from Vermont. He seems to think that we ought 
to give the Secretary of the Interior the discretion to buy just such 
State bonds or municipal bonds as he may think will afford the best 
rate of interest and be the best investment. We tried that during 
some former administrations, and we found that investments good at 
the time they were made proved utterly worthless ten or fifteen 
years afterward, and the policy of the Government has been for 
many years to invest these trust funds wholly in United States 
bonds. The difficulty is that we have now a statutg requiring the 
Government to invest in stocks bearing 5 per cent. interest, and 
those stocks cannot be purchased except at a premium, and the In- 
diaus affected by these trust funds object to the Government paying 
large premiums for 5 per cent. bonds. Hence these laws and treaties 
are in the way, and for that reason this bill is proposed by the Inte- 
rior Department. I am entirely willing, of course, that it shall go 
over, so that every Senator may have a chance to investigate St 
1 

Mr. TELLER. Before the bill goes over I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the fact that under this bill, as was sug- 
gested by the Senator from Vermont, the unpaid interest in the hands 
of the proper authorities will also go into this permanent fund, which 
ought not to be. Thereis nowin the hands of the proper authorities 
a large amount of money due to Indians in Colorado if they have any 
right to it at all, if they have not forfeited their treaty rights—a large 
amount of money that ought to have been paid to them years ago. 
That is held now, and that would go to their credit as a permanent 
fund and interest be paid on it. © bill ought to be so amended 
that 8 but the principal shall goin. The unpaid interest that 
may be in the Treasury waiting to be paid out should not go in, but 
I think as the bill stands it would go in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over, subject to the call 
of the Senator from Ohio. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES, 


Am was received from the President of the United States, 
by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, transmitting a draught of a bill 
submitted by the board of commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to provide for the reclamation of the marshes in the harbor of the 
cities of Washington and Georgetown, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed, 

A message was also received from the President of the United 

States, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the Senate 
of December 3, 1879, a letter from the Secretary of the Interior show- 
ing what payments have been made to the Ute Indians in accordance 
with the fourth article of an agreement made with them September 
3, 1873; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with 
a resolution of the 8th ultimo, all correspondence concerning the loca- 
tion and continuance of mining camps on the Ute Indian reservation 
in Colorado; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 8th ultimo, copies of correspondence relative to the 
trespasses of white settlers on the Ute Indian reservation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TRANSPORTATION OF ANIMALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will now 
sideration of the special order, being the bill (S. 
the transportation of animals. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a very important bill. I trust the Senator 
from New Jersey will not press it on the consideration of the Senate 


roceed to the con- 
o. 206) relative to 
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to-day. Ishould like to look over it myself. Perhaps it can be taken 
up to-morrow. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have no objection to the bill lying over. I 
sup d every Senator was sufficiently advised as to the provisions 
of the bill, which has been pending for a long time. It was discussed 
during the extra session, and considered and amended, 

Mr. ALLISON. I should not like to have the bill voted on to-day, 

Mr. McPHERSON. I have already said all I propose to say on the 
merits of the measure. If the Senator desires to have the bill laid 
over until to-morrow, I have no objection to its being the special 
order for to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection the bill will go 
over until to-morrow without prejudice. To this the Chair hears no 
objection. 

JOHN GAULT, JR. 


Mr. BECK. I desire to ask the Senate to take from the Calendar 
Senate bill No. 105. 1 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 8 the relief of John 
Gault, jr., late a major of the Twenty-eighth Regiment of Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides for the payment to John Gault, i late a major in the 
Twenty-eighth Regiment Kentucky Infantry olunteers, of the pay 
and allowances of a major of infantry from August 16, 1862, to April 
15, 1863, deducting therefrom any moneys paid him for any other posi- 
tion held during that period. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

Mr. BECK. I was about to say that the bill passed the Senate 
unanimously at the last Congress, and was reported unanimously 
by the committee of the House, and is again reported unanimously 
by the Committee on Military Affairs through the Senator from Texas, 
pate. eae 

The Chief Cletk read the following report, submitted by Mr. MAXEY 
December 9, 1879: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 105) 
for the relief of John Gault, jr., late ao of the Twenty-eighth Kentucky Volun- 
teer Infantry, respectfully report as follows : 

The bill provides for pay and allowances to said Gault as major of infantry from 
August 10, 1862, to 1 15, 1863, deducting therefrom any moneys paid him for 
any other position held during that od. Major Gault presents a commission 
from the Commonwealth of Kentucky as major Twenty-eighth Kentucky Volun- 
teer Pse fe to take rank as such from November 6, 1861, yet it is quite clear that 
this was a floating commission, and the proceedings in respect to the commissions 
of Colonel Boone, Lieutenant-Colonel Johnson, and Major Gault were unusually 
irregular even in those days of conspicuous 1 (See communication of 
Adjutant-General Townsend, United States Army, on file in this case, dated March 


23, 1872, namely :) 
“War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 


“ March 23, 1872. 

“ This case has been before the Department several times. The facts, in Gault’s 
own words, appear to be as follows : 

Ou October 6, 1861, a Colonel Boone was authorized by General Anderson to 
raise a regiment, On this authority Boone authorized A. V. Johnson as lieuten- 
ant-colonel and myself as major. We proceeded at once to the duties, and on No- 
vember 6, 1861, was ordered on active service by General Sherman. Remained in 
active service until January 7, 1862, when at New Haven Kentucky, we held an 
election for field officers, which resulted in the election of Boone as colonel, John- 
son as lieutenant-colonel, and myself as major; but when Boone went to Frank- 
fort, Kentucky, they informed him that he could not draw pay as colonel, and if he 
was commissioned colonel, Johnson and myself would get the pay, and he would 

t none until the regiment was full. They then issued commissions to Boone as 
fSatenant-colouel, and Johnson as major, and left me to fill up the regiment.’ 

“The official records do not show that he was engaged in Fr . and other 
services until a vacancy occurred for him as major, when, on April 15, 1863, he was 
mustered in that e. 

ITbe records of this office show that no vacancy existed for Gault as jor until 
March 14, 1863, the date of acceptance of the resignation of Major A. Y, Johnson, 
of that ment; further, although Gault ap; on the return of regiment for 
January, 1563, (the first which bears his name,) his name is not borne on any roll 
of field and staff prior to March and April, 1863. 

“Copies of letters from this office giving adverse decisions in this case, dated 
December 30, 1862, and March 27, 1863, together with indorsements of August 5 
and November 18, 1 are herewith. 

“The complications in the case have arisen from the contest for place, and such 
contests were numerous during the rebellion. 

“E. D. TOWNSEND, 


“Adjutant General.” 

This plan of making a man colonel if that suits, and lieutenant-colonel if that 
don’t suit, and so on, is revelation to the committee supposed to be conversant with 
the methods, regular and irregular, resorted to during the war. 

It appears, however, that Lieutenant-Colonel Johnson was captared July 12, 1863, 
and Colonel Boone, August 12, 1862, and remained prisoners until exchanged in 
February, 1863, when, very shortly after, Johnson resigned. 

It is also clear that Major Gault was put on duty as major by the general com- 
manding United States forces in Kentucky, by an order dated rye 16, 1862, and 
did perform those duties in command of the regiment, both field officers being 
prisoners as aforesaid. The order of assignment is as follows : 


“Special Orders No. 30. 


“ HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES FORCES IN KENTUCKY, 
“ Lowisville, August 16, 1862. 


“ Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War. 


“[Extract.] 
. . . . 
Major John Gault, of the Zach fens he Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, is 
hereby ordered to report to Colonel J. D. Bruce at Bowling Green. He will take 
command of the battalion of his regiment at that post. 
* * 


. — — 


. - . 


* * 
By command of Brigadier General Boyle. 


H. C. McDOWELL, A. 4. G.“ 
He continned thus to serve as a fleld officer till his actual muster, April 15, 1863. 


p Tes committee has examined carefully the report of the Honse committee, as- 
‘ollows: 
(House report No. 477, Forty-fifth Congress, second session.] 

“Mr, BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the following 
report, to accompany bill H. R. 4287: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial of John 
Gault ic, asking pay for services as major in the volunteer service, submit the- 
‘ollowing report : 

“Itaj from the memorialand evidence filed in its support that the Twenty- 
eighth ent Kentucky Volunteer Infantry was o) Mod in defense of the 
Union on the 8th day of October, 1861, under the authority of General Robert An- 
derson, then in command of the ment of the Cumberland. 

“That John Gault, jr., assisted in the raising and o izing such regiment, and 
was elected the major thereof; that the regiment, before it was filled up so as to- 
entitle it to its full quota of field officers, went upon duty by command of Brigadier- 
General W. T. Sherman, who had assamed command of that department on the 
6th day of November, 1861. 

“That the claimant attended upon such regiment, assuming and performing vol- 
untarily the duties of major of such regiment, and so continued to discharge the: 
duties until his muster as ery aes did not our until April 15, 1863, and from 
which last date the claimant received pay only. 

That the anA OR performing the duty voluntarily, did so upon the 
understanding and belief that the authority had been giyen by the War Depart- 
ment to muster a full quota of field and staff officers for the volunteer regiments: 
in Kentucky, without regard to their peng below the minimum. 5 

The evidence in sapport of the claim does not show any recognition of Major 
Gault as an officer of the United States until August 16, 1862, when, by Special 
Orders No. 30, headquarters United States forces in Kentucky, by command of 
Brigadier-General Boyle, the claimant, John Gault, jr., as major of the Twenty- 
eighth Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, by name, was assigned te the command of 
the battalion of his regiment. 

“All the prior services performed do not of themselves imply any knowledge om 
the part of Government officers having authority that in issuing orders to or re- 
ceiving the services of the regiment they were using, directing, or receiving service 
from r Gault, but were incidental to orders issued to and service done by the 

3 ö irrespective of the person holding or claiming to hold the 
ce of major. 

On the 7th of November, 1862, by Special Orders No. 77, headquarters United 
States for Bowling Green, Kentucky, Major Gault was detailed by name for 
duty on toari of survey ; and from thence until he was in fact mustered, April 15, 
1863, he continued discharging his duties, recognized by the military authorities 
of the United States, and in faith believing he was entitled to and would be 
recompensed therefor by the Government. 

“That a portion of the time in which he was so serving the Government he was. 
in full command of his regiment, and the only field officer with it ; the colonel being 
detached and the lieutenant-colonel being a prisoner. 

“That the delay in his muster and the commencement of the allowance of pay 
to the claimant grew out of the fact that the regiment was below minimum strength, 
and when the claimant could have been mustered, the officer who nominally held 
the praos the claimant in fact filled was in prison, and could not be mustered out 
so that Major Gault could be mustered in. 

“Your committee are of opinion, upon these facts, that in justice and equity, as: 
well as upon principles governing common-law liability, from the date when the 
Government knowin, noe ted and availed itself of the services of Major Gault, 
he supposing in ith that in the rendition of such service the Government 
was bound to and would repay him, with the pay and allowances of the grade in 
which his service was rendered and accepted, the claimant is entitled to receive 
the pay and allowances of a major of infantry; and report herewith a bill allowin 
John Gault, jr.. the pay and allowances of a major of infantry from August 16, 
1862, to April 15, 1863, and recommend that the same do — 

Whatever irregularity there may have been in the issuance of commissions, 
Gault is not responsible for it. He could not claim or exercise the rank of major 
while the duly commissioned major was with the regiment, yet both Boone and 
Johnson, the proper field officers, and, as the committee think, lieutenant-colone} 
aud major, were ares The regiment or battalion, whichever it was, was with- 
out a field oficer, The commander of the United States forces then did, August 
16, 1862, recognizing the fact that Gault held a commission as major, order him to 
duty in that capacity, and he did perform those duties, no one questioning his 


righ 

ose therefore, in justice and equity, he should be paid for his services; and 
the committee therefore report back said bill without amendment, and recommend 
its passage. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to ask the Senator in charge of this 
bill whether Major Gault was, before he was elected major, a cap- 
tain, or whether he was simply a citizen inthe formation of the regi- 
ment, and, therefore, held no other military office ? 

Mr. BECK. I am not familiar with the previous history of the case. 
The Senator from Texas who made the report had all the papers, and 
knows a great deal more about it than I do. 

The Senator from Vermont will observe that Mr. Gault is not 
allowed anything for his service prior tothe 16th of August, 1862, when 
in fact by order of the commanding general he was made major of 
that regiment. From that time on the e of his action is fully 
recognized, as I think the reportclearlyshows. Prior to that date, E 
am not able to answer any question about the case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the only point about it would be this: 
Supposing this gentleman had been captain and captain at the top 
of the list, if his colonel and lieutenant-colonel, there being no major, 
had left the command of the regiment for any cause, he would suc- 
ceed to the command as the oldest captain. Now, then, if in all other 
cases where similar accidents of war made it necessary for an inferior 
officer to perform the duties of a superior one, that inferior officer- 
was paid the pay of the higher office the duties of which he was per- 
forming, clearly this gentleman ought to be paid also; but if other 
inferior officers being obliged to command in a higher grade on ac-. 
count of the casualties of war have not been allowed npon the gen- 
eral principles of law or justice the higher pay, then this gentleman 
ought to take the same fate as the others. If, on the other hand, he 
was a simple citizen who had been elected, joining this regiment, to. 
the office of major in the first instance, and performed its duties as 
it is said he did, then clearly he ought to be paid. I should like to 
know what the practice was in reference to captains and other infe- 
rior officers who performed the duties of higher grades, as to pay. 
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Mr. MAXEY. The report in the case as it has come before the Sen- 
ate was snbmitted by myself on behalf of the Committee on Mili 
Affairs. There is a large record accompanying the case. Iwent throug 
it with great care. My recollection of the point made by the Senator 
from Vermont is this: that under the authority of the governor of 
the Commonwealth of Kentucky, which I believe has always been 
exercised by him, permission was given to these field officers, Boone 
and Johnson and the claimant Gault, to raise a regiment. They went 
on for the purpose of recruiting this regiment. Unless they recruited 
up to ten companies it was not aregiment. They failed to get as 
many as ten companies, but got enough to make a battalion. me 
went to get his commission and could not get it because he had not 
raised the full quota. The matter stood in that way until at New 
Haven, on the Lonisville and Nashville road, John Morgan made a 
raid and captured both Booneand Johnson. That being done on the 
16th of August, 1862, the commander of the United States forces issued 
an order directing John Gault, by the title of major, to take com- 
mand of the regiment. He did take command of the regiment, and 
did continue in command pf it from that time on until the 15th of 
April, 1863, or the date fixed in the bill when he was mustered out. 
It is in proof that he commanded the regiment without any com- 
plaint from anybody. Everybody recognized him. He performed 
= service, and he has not got the pay. That is the only point in 

e case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then as [understand this gentleman did not hold 
any other military rank of any kind? 

£ Mr MAXEY. Notat all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then he ought to be paid. 

Mr. MAXEY. He held a commission from the governor of Ken- 
tucky, and was put on duty under that commission with the consent 
of everybody and by the order of the commander of the forces. There- 
fore I think the claim is just. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it is also, because the question of an in- 
ferior officer performing the duties of a higher grade does not arise 
in this case. 

Mr. MAXEY. That does not arise in this case. He went on under 
his commission and was assigned to the command. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is satisfactory. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DODDRIDGE & DAVIS. 


Mr. MAXEY. I ask unanimous consent to take up House bill No. 
2803. The only object of the bill is to authorize the issue of a dupli- 
cate for a draft lost in transmission through the mail. The bill fully 
guards the Government. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 2803) for the relief of Dodd- 
ridge & Davis. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
Doddridge & Davis, bankers, of Corpus Christi, Texas, $1,827.69 in 
lieu of check No. 45923 on the assistant treasurer of the United 
States at New York, dated the 15th of October, rR am barn to 
Messrs. Doddridge, Davis & Caden, or order, and signed by E. B. 
Atwood, captain and assistant quartermaster, brevet major United 
States Army, which check, it is claimed, was indorsed b; dridge, 
Davis & Caden to Doddridge & Davis, and by them, Doddridge & 
Davis, indorsed, but lost in transmission by mail to the Marine Na- 
tional Bank of the city of New York, was never received by the last- 
named bank, and was never paid. The Secretary of the Treasury is 
first to be satisfied that the check has not been paid; and further, 
that Doddridge & Davis are to execute a bond of indemnity to the 
United States, with sufficient sureties, against the claim of the payees 
in, or the indorsees of, the draft, or the claim of any person or per- 
sons in possession of or claiming the same; and also to fully indem- 
nify the United States against all loss and damages in the premises. 
And the ee De aes of the United States is prohibited 
from paying the lost check to any n. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear 8 
VMI. MAXEY. The report shows the facts fully, and I will state to 

the Senator that the evidence in my hand now fully sustains the re- 


port. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report submitted by Mr. MAXEY 
on the 16th of December, 1879: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
2803) for the relief of Doddridge & Davis, respectfully submit the following re- 


The relief proposed is to authorize the issuance of duplicate of draft No. 45923, 
drawn by E. B. Atwood, captain and assistant quartermaster, October 15, 1878, to 
order of Doddridge, Davis & Caden, on the assistant treasurer of the United States 
at New York, for the sum of $1,827.49, and indorsed by Doddridge, Davis & Caden 
to Doddridge & Davis. This draft was alleged to have been lost in transmission 
through the mail to the Marine National Bank of the city of New York, and was 
never received and never paid. The facts are sufliciently set forth in the rt 
n 1 House Committee on Military Affairs, and said report is hereby adopted, as 

‘ollows : p 
“Mr. Ursos, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the following 


report: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred House bill No. 2277, 
for the relief of Doddridge & Davis, bankers, of Corpus Christi, Texas, on account 
of the loss of a quartermaster’s check, beg leave to report: 

“Tt appears from the certificate of Captain E. B. Atwood, assistant quartermas- 
ter United States rae! dated at San tonio, Texas, February 10, 1529. that on 
the 15th of October, 1 8, he, as such assistant q r. issued, in favor of 


martermaste: 
Messrs. Doddridge, Davis & Caden, check No. 45923, on assistant treasurer of the 
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United States at New York, for the sum of $1,827.89, on account of Army trans- 
portation ; also, from the affidavit of T. P. Rivera, cashier of the bank of claim- 
ants, ee & Davis, that, on the Ast day of October, 1878, he, as such cash- 
ier, received from the firm of Doddridge, Davis & Caden said check, which was 
ay indorsed by said Doddridge & Davis, and mailed to the Marine National Bank 
of New York on the day the same was received as aforesaid; that said Marine Na- 
tional Bank gave advice of the non-receipt of said check, and payment of the same 
was stopped at the office of the assistant treasurer in New York; also, from the 
affidavit of John T. Murphy, bookkeeper of said firm of Doddridge, Davis & Ca- 
den, that said firm, in due course of business, on the 2ist day of October, 1878, re- 
ceived and duly indorsed said check to said Doddridge & Davis; also, from the 
affidavit of John D. Fish, cashier of the Marine National Bank of the city of New 
York, that bear & Davis, of Corpus Christi, Texas, ‘ keep, and have kept, 
an oj account with and at the said rine National Bank of the city of New 
York since and prior to the 15th day of October, A. D. 1878; that no such credit 
bas been made to their account as is hereinafter described, to wit.“ (here follows 
a description of the check above referred to;) “and that said check he (deponent) 
believes to have been sent to said bank (referring to said Marine Bank) through 
the United States mail by said firm of Doddridge & Davis, and to have been lost 
in transit thereto ; and from the letter of the assistant treasurer United States at 
05 xa under date of June 17, 1879, it appears the check in question has not 
n 


pai 
“ Your committee, from the evidence before it, being fully satisfied that the claim 
for $1,227.69 is just and unpaid, respectfully report the accompanying bill for the 
payment of the same, and recommend its passage.“ 
The House bill is drawn in compliance with section 3646 of the Revised Statni 


and provides for bond of indemnity, with sufficient sureties, t claim o! 
ayees, indorsers, or any other person in possession or claiming the same, and to 
demnify the United States e all loss and sr in the p- with pro- 

vision against payment of the lost check, and passed House 12, 1879. 


Wherefore, the committee reports the bill back without amendment, and recom- 
mends its passage. * 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to inquire what is the difficulty, 
under the section of the Revised Statutes referred to in the report, in 
these gentlemen or the Marine Bank, if that was the one to which the 
draft was indorsed, getting a duplicate? 

Mr. MAXEY. Section 3646 of the Revised Statutes referred to in 
the report authorizes the proper officers of the United States Govern- 
ment on whom a draft is drawn to issue a duplicate in case of loss, 
provided the draft does not exceed in amount®$1,00@; but where it 
exceeds $1,000 it is not in the power of the proper department to issue 
a duplicate, and hence it becomes necessary to get relief by special 
act of Con In this case the papers which I hold in my hand 
show that the parties did make application, and that the Quarter- 
master-General declined to issue a duplicate because the draft bein 
for more than $1,000 it was not in his power to issue a duplicate, an 
the only relief therefore must be had through an act of Con . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is correct. Was this check indorsed 
by Doddridge & Davis in blank, or was it indorsed payable to the 
order of the Marine Bank ? 

Mr. MAXEY. To the order of the Marine Bank. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The report did not state whether it was a blank 
indorsement or not. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. . 

Mr. COCKRELL.» I hope the Senator will withdraw the motion 
for a moment. There are a number of bills reported which we can 
act upon. It: is only twoo’clock. We can have an executive session 
afterward. 

- Mr. McPHERSON. I will state to the Senator from Missouri that 
we havea ae number of cases to consider on the executive calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 21, noes 12; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. HARRIS. I call for the yeas and nays on the question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being taken resulted—yeas 38, 
nays 13; as follows: 


YEAS—38, 

Allison, Coke, onas, Rollins, 
Anthony, Davis of Illinois, Kernan, Saulsbury, 
Bailey, Davis of W. Va., Kirkwood; Saunders, 
Baldwin, Eaton, Logan. Vance, 
Bayard, Edmunds, McMillan, Voorh 
Blair, Fery, McPherson, Walker, 
Gall Hereford, Mors” With song 

0 ers. 
Cameron of Wis., In, Paddock, 
Carpenter, Jo. Pendleton, 

NAYS—13. 
Beck, Plumb, Teller, 
Butler, Hoar, Ransom, Ves 
Cockrell, Maxey, Slater, Wi 5 
Garland, 1 
ABSENT—24. 

Blaine, Farley, Hill of 5 latt, 
Booth, Groome, Jones of Florida, Randolph, 
Burnside, G Jones of Nevada, haron, 
Cameron of Pa., Hamlin, Kellogg, hurman, 
Conkling, Hampton, Lamar, Wallace, 
Dawes, Hill of Colorado, McDonald, Whyte. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirty-three minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at two o’clock and 
forty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


218 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 7, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, January 7, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. ACKLEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to correct the Journal. On page 
4 of the RECORD, I am recorded as not having voted on the resolu- 
tion introduced from the Committee on Indian Affairs yesterday, to 
investigate the late Ute outbreak. I was present and voted in the 
affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair remembers distinctly that the gentle- 
men was present and voted. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I ask that the correction be made. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made accordingly. 

The Journal was then approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask unanimous consent that the States and Ter- 
ritories be called to-day for bills pocion resolutions as of Monday. 

Mr. COX. I call for the regular order. 

The SPËAKER. The Chair thinks this would be the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Minneséta [Mr. DUNNELL] that he will include in his motion resolu- 
tions for reference. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the motion. The gentleman 
from Minnesota moves that one hour, or longer if necessary in order 
to include all the States and Territories, be devoted to the introduc- 
tion of bills, joint resolutions, House resolutions, and resolutions of 
Sa addressed to the Departments under the rules for reference 


only. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. And resolutions of instruction to 
committees. 

The SPEAKER. If they be House resolutions they will, of course, 
be referred under the rule. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. COX. Will this interfere with the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. It will not; the morning hour will immediately 
follow. 

Mr. COX. Then I haye no objection. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire to know whether these resolutions are 
purely for reference ? 

The SPEAKER. For reference only. If there be no objection the 
resolution of the gentleman from Minnesota will be considered as 
adopted by unanimous consent. The Chair hears no objection. 


HENRY HEAD. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent to with- 
draw from the files of the House certain papers for the relief of Henry 
Head, House bill No. 92.) of the Forty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. CLYMER. Has there been any adverse report? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine into the matter. 

MORNING HOUR. 7 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at thirteen minutes 
ast twelve o'clock m., and the call will begin with the State of 
Inine, 
ELIZA G. CHANDLER. 


Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3065) granting an increase 
of pension to Eliza G. Chandler ; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


DISABLED SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3066) extending thé pro- 
visions of the act approved June 17, 1878, for the relief of certain 
totally disabled and helpless volunteer soldiers and sailors; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RHODA LOCKE, 

Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3067) granting a pen- 
sion to Rhoda Locke, dependent mother of Henry Locke, late a pri- 
vate in Company —, Sixth Vermont Volunteer Infantry; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

: MARCUS F. TUCKER. 

Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3068) granting a pen- 
sion to Marcus F. Tucker; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SOLDIERS’ WIDOWS AND ORPHANS. 


Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3069) to extend the 
o tion of chapters 23 and 187 of the acts of the third session of the 
Forty-fifth Con to the widows and orphans of soldiers who may 
have died while in the service or in consequence of wounds received or 
disease contracted by such soldiers in the service of the United States 
during the late war of the rebellion ; which was read a first and second 
time, re to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be p: : 


MRS. LUCY A. DOHERTY. 

Mr. LORING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3070) authorizing Mrs. 
Lucy A. Doherty to make application to the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents for an extension for the term of seven years of the patent for an 
improved table tray or waiter; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS MAGNUS. 

Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3071) granting a pension to 
Louis Magnus, late a private in Company G, Second New York Artil- 
lery ; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

SUITS AGAINST UNITED STATES. 

Mr. LAPHAM introduced (by sequest) a bill (H. R. No. 3072) to au- 
thorize 5 the United States in certain cases, and regulat- 
ing the proceedings therein; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

EZRA MILLER. 

Mr. VOORHIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3073) for the relief of 
Ezra Miller; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. COFFROTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3074) to regulate tke 
paymentof arrearsand accrued pensions of deceased pensioners; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3075) amending the 
act in relation to the payment of bounties, approved April 22, 1872; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM R. WEDMER. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3076) granting a 
pension to William R. Weimer; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JOHN L. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3077) granting a 
pension to John L. Williams; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

LYDIA BOYLE. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3078) granting a 
pension to Lydia Boyle ; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

REBECCA R. HIPSLEY. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3079) granting a 
pension to Rebecca R. Hipsley; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CHARLES MILLER. 


Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3080) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Charles Miller, 
late a private in Company F, One hundred and forty-second Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

$ JAMES NEWBERRY. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3081) granting a 
pension to James Newberry; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ELIZABETH ALBRIGHT. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3082) restorin 
the name of Elizabeth Albright to the peusion-roll; which was rea 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

GEORGE OGLINE. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3083) restoring the 
name of George Ogline to the pension-roll; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

WILLIAM HENRY. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3084) granting a 

nsion to William Henry, of Company D, Fifty-fourth Regiment 

ennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
JAMES M. SINGER. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3055) granting a 
pension to James M. Singer; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

` FRANKLIN PILE. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3086) granting a 
pension to Franklin Pile; which was a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ADAM YAHNER, 
Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3087) granting a 
pension to Adam Yahner; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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DANIEL M’NULTY. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3088) granting a 
pension to Daniel McNulty ; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ABRAHAM HOWARD. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3089) ting a 
pension to Abraham Howard; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

GEORGE W. BETTS, 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3090) granting a 
pension to George W. Betts; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

DOUBLE POSTAL CARDS AND LETTER ENVELOPES. 

Mr. COFFROTH also submitted the following resolution ; which 
was read, and under the rule referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads : 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to report to this House his 
reason for not having complied with the thirty-second section of the “act makin. 
1 e for the service of the Post-Office Department, approved March 3, 
1879, which authorized the Postmaster-General to introduce and for use a 
double postal card, on which shall be placed two one-cent stamps, said card to be 
so arranged for the address that it may be forwarded and returned ; and also in re- 
gard to the double letter envelope. 


PHILADELPHIA POST-OFFICE BUILDING. 

Mr. O'NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3091) to appropriate for 
present use $100,000 for going on with the construction of the post- 
office building in the city of Philadelphia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PERMANENT EXHIBITION AT RIO JANEIRO. 

Mr. O’NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3092) providing for 
the appointment of a commissioner to the permanent exhibition at Rio 
Janeiro; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF FIRE-ARMS TO UNCIVILIZED INDIANS. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3093) to prevent 
and punish the sale or furnishing of fire-arms or fixed ammunition to 
uncivilized Indians; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LORENZO D. EVERLY. 

Mr. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3094) granting a pension to 
Lorenzo D. Everly, a soldier in the late war; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HARVEY COBURN. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3095) ting a pen- 
sion to Harvey Coburn, a soldier in the late war; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

JAMES GLOVER. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3096) for the relief of 
James Glover; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

JOHN W. GREGORY. 

Mr. WRIGHT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3097) for the relief of 
John W. Gregory ; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

JACOB GINDER. 

Mr. KLOTZ introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3098) granting a pension 
to Jacob Ginder, father of David H. Ginder, captain Company I, 
Eighty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a 
= and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

CAROLINE BOLL. | 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3099) granting a pen- 
sion to Caroline Boll; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

SAMUEL B, HUTCHINSON. 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3100) granting relief to 
Samuel B. Hutchinson ian of Mary Ann Shurlock ; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

ANNA M. GERST. 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3101) granti 
to Anna M. Gerst; which was read a first and second 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

SUSAN R. JOHNSON. 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3102) 
to Susan R. Johnson; which was read a first an 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ABRAHAM ALSTEAD, 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R? No. 3103) for 
the relief of Abraham Alstead, late a second lieutenant of Company 
Fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a 


a pension 
e, and re- 


anting a pension 
second time, and 


first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
SARAH GRIFFITH. 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3104) granting a pension 
to Sarah Griffith, widowed mother of T. Hanford Griffith, late of Com- 
pany H, Ninety-seventh e of Pennsylvania Volunteers; which 
Was rend a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


BENEFICIARY COLLEGE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. OSMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3105) to establish a na- 
tional beneficiary college in the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3106) for the relief of the 
Washington and Ohio Railroad Company; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

THOMAS STRIDER. 

Mr. HUNTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3107) for the relief 
of Thomas Strider, of Winchester, Virginia; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


ODD FELLOWS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3108) amend- 
ing the charter of the Grand Lodge of the Independent Order of 
d Fellows of the District of Columbia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. ` 
I. WILKINSON. 

Mr. GOODE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3109) to remove disabili- 
ties of I. Wilkinson, of Richmond, Virginia; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

MRS. KATE L. USHER. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3110) grantin 
to Mrs. Kate L. Usher; which was read a first and secon: 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

RELIEF FOR WIDOWS, ETC., OF INDIANS. 

Mr. SCALES (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3111) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Interior to reimburse the widows and orphans 
of certain Indians killed; which was read a first and second time, (the 
first reading being in full upon the demand of Mr. SCALES,) referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

W. B. HAMER. 


Mr. O'CONNOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3112) for the relief of 
W. B. Hamer, second lieutenant Fifth Artillery, United States Army; 
ee Bho read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee o; ims. 


a pension 
time, and 


ELIZABETH ANN PORTER. 
Mr. CHALMERS introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3113) to increase the 
pension of Elizabeth Ann Porter; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


COIN CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. CHALMERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3114) to regulate 
coin certificates ; which was read a first and d time, referred to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and M , and ordered to 
be printed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. ACKLEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3115) for the regulation 
of interstate freights and passengers, and to relieve the same from 
the restrictions of local quarantines ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond ve, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 

rin 
p HENRY BRADLEY AND JOHN LEJEAN ‘BLAIZE. 

Mr. ACKLEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3116) confirming the 
titles of certain lands in Louisiana to the representatives of Henry 
Bradley and John Lejean Blaize; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered- 
to be printed. 

NICHOLAS LEVEMBER. 

Mr. ACKLEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3117) for the relief 
of Nicholas Levember, of Louisiana; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3118) making an ap- 
propriation for a Government building, to be used as a ce and 
revenue office, at Baton Rouge, in the State of Louisiana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

CITIZENSHIP. 

Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3119) to provide for the res- 
toration to citizenship of such citizens of the United States as have 
become naturalized as subjects of Great Britain; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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MODENA SMITH. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3120) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to place upon the pension-roll the name of 
Modena Smith, widow of Robert Smith, deceased, late private in 
Company B, Fifth Regiment of United States Colored Troops ; which 
was sad a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

WILLIAM I. THOMAS. 

Mr. NEAJ, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3121) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to remoye the charge of desertion from William I. 
Thomas, and to grant him an honorable discharge; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

WILLIAM SEARLES. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3122) to authorize the 

Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion from William 


Searles, and to grant hiin an honorable discharge; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


JOSEPH CARTWRIGHT. ` 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3123) to authorize the 
Secre of the Interior to place upon the pension-roll the name of 
Joseph Cartwright; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the ATER on Invalid Pensions. 

ARCHIBALD A. STANLEY. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3124) 3 @ pension 
to Archibald A. Stanley; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ROBERT SICK. : 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3125) granting a pension 
to Robert Sick; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

PAUL DUMAS. 

Mr. MONROE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3126) granting a pension 
to Paul Dumas; which was read a first and second time, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ROBERT P, WALKER. 

Mr. KEIFER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3127 granting a pension 
to Robert P. Walker, late private Company H, Ninety-fourth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

UNION TOWNSHIP MONUMENTAL ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. KEIFER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3128) to donate con- 
demned ordnance to the Union Township Monumental Association, 
Milford Centre, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTIES ON COTTON THREAD. 

Mr. HILL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3129) fixing the 
duties on cotton thread; which was read a first and second time, 
e to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DUTIES ON LINEN FABRICS. 

Mr. HILL also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3130) fixing 
the duty on linen febrics; which was read a first and second time, 
refe to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ABOLITION OF COURT OF CLAIMS. ` 

Mr. HILL also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3131) to 
abolish the Court of Claims of the United States of America, and to 
en the jurisdiction of the circuit court of said United States, 
and for Orno: purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CONFIRMATION OF OHIO LAND TITLES. 

Mr. HILL also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3132) to 
confirm the title to certain lands in the State of Ohio; which was 
read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying papers, 
‘referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

WILLIAM P. MORAN. 

Mr. KNOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3133) for the relief of Will- 
iam P. Moran; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

` BRITISH REGISTERED SCHOONER ALONZO. 

Mr. CARLISLE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3134) for 
the relief of the British registered schooner Alonzo; which was read 
a first and secohd time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. AMANDA J. EVERHART. 


Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3135) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Amanda J. Everhart; which was a first and second 


time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
MRS, HANNAH MEYER. 
Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3136) granting a pen- 


sion to Mrs. Hannah Meyer; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
HENRY 8. COHN. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3137) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry S. Cohn; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill 1 R. No. 3138) for the relief 
of Henry S. Cohn; Which wWwas read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

CHARLES GILBERT. ‘ 

Mr. BICKNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3139) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles Gilbert; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

D. T. KIRBY, 

Mr. MYERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3140) for the relief of D. 
T. Kirby; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

ELIZABETH KURTZ. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3141) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Kurtz, widow of David Kurtz, a soldier in the war of 1812; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

THEODORE LEVERON. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3142) for the relief of 
Theodore Leveron; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


HEIRS OF ARTHUR W. GRAY, DECEASED. 

Mr. COBB also introduced® bill ie R. No. 3143) for the relief of 
the widow and heirs of Arthur W. Gray, d n surgeon in the 
Twenty-fourth Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry in the late 
rebellion ; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

HIRAM A. BENEFIELD. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3144) for the relief of 
Hiram A. Benefield, of Sullivan County, Indiana; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

JOHN M. LORD. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3145) for the relief of 
John M. Lord, of Indiana; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JOHN CALVERT. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3146) for the relief of 
John Calvert, of Sullivan County, Indiana; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

MARTHA BASTIAN. : 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3147) for the relief of 
Martha Bastian, of Sullivan County, Indiana; which was read a first 
and second time, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

DEXTER GARDNER. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3148) for the relief of 
Dexter Gardner, of Knox County, Indiana; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

ZIBA WHITLEY. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3149) for the relief of 
Ziba Whitley, of Martin County, Indiana, who was asergeant in Com- 
pany B, Eightieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry ; which was 
8 a first and second time, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

CITY DISTILLING COMPANY, PEKIN, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. STEVENSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3150) for the relief 
of the City Distilling Company, of Pekin, Illinois; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ABOLITION OF FOREIGN MISSIONS, ETC., OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affiirs be hereby authorized and di- 
rected to inquire into the ex ency of abolisning all envoys extraordinary ana 


ministers resident of the United States to foreign countries, and report to this 
House as soon as practicable. 


FRANCIS W. MAXWELL. 

Mr. SPARKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3151) for the relief of 
Francis W. Maxwell, fiirst sergeant Company I, Eightieth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

INFRINGEMENT OF PATENTS. 

Mr. SHERWIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3152) to fix the time 
within which, an action for the infringement of a patent may be com- 
menced ; which was rend a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 
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FLAGS OF THE UNITED STATES FOR ADVERTISING PURPOSES. 

Mr. BARBER (b sy eae introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3153) to pre- 
vent the use of the flag of the United States for advertising pur- 

; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. WADDILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3154) to provide for 
the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, 
and ordered to be printed. : 

IRON MOUNTAIN BANK. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3155) for the relief of 
the Iron Mountain Bank of Saint Louis, Missouri; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BLACK. 

Mr. GUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3156) for the relief of 
John Black, late assistant Indian agent; which was read a 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

PRICE OF PUBLIC LANDS IN ARKANSAS, 

Mr. CRAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3157) to reduce the price 
of public lands in the State of Arkansas; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GRANTS OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. DUNN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3158) to grant certain lands 
to the States, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
1 MONEYS RECEIVED FOR PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr, SLEMONS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3159) making appropri- 
ation for the payment of moneys received by the Government for 
lands in excess of the price at which said lands were held under the 
graduation act; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL AND GREAT NORTHERN RAILROAD OF TEXAS. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3160) to promote theim- 
mediate and rapid construction of the International and Great North- 
ern Railroad of Texas from San Antonio, Texas, to the Rio Grande; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

TREATY WITH MEXICO. 

Mr. MILLS introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No, 159) requesting 
the President of the United States to invite the government of Mex- 
ico to enter into a treaty, &c.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. . 

TREATY WITH BRAZIL. 

Mr. MILLS also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 160) re- 
questing the President of the United States to invite the Brazilian 
government to enter into a treaty, &c.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF INDIANS. _ 

Mr. MILLS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3161) directing the 
President to prohibit the Indians on reservations from going into 
Texas; whisk was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DEFENSE OF TEXAS FRONTIER. 

Mr. MILLS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3162) making appro- 

riations to pay the State of Texas for money expended by said State 
in the defense of its frontier, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RECOINAGE OF TRADE-DOLLAR. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3163) to authorize 
the recoinage of the trade-dollar; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY QUARTERS IN TEXAS. 

Mr. UPSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3164) to authorize the pur- 
chase of a tract of land and erect quarters for officers and troops in 
San Antonio, Texas, and making appropriations therefor; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES C. CRESSON. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3165) placing the name 
of Charles C. Cresson upon the retired list of the United States Army ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

MRS. ELLA P. MURPHY. 
Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3166) for the relief of 


Mrs. Ella P. Murphy, widow of Patrick Murphy, deceased; which L 


first and 


was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


A. M. BRYSON. 

Mr. DEERING introduced a bill (H R. No. 3167) granting a pen- 
sion to A. M. Bryson; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETER ENGELDINGER. 

Mr. McCOID introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3168) for the relief of 
Peter Engeldinger, late private Company F, Eighth Iowa Infantry 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

WINNEBAGO INDIANS IN WISCONSIN. 

Mr. HAZELTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3169) for the relief 
of the Winnebago Indians in Wisconsin, and to aid them to obtain 
subsistence by agricultural pursuits and to promote their civilization ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3170) to restrict the immi- 
gration of Chinese tothe United States; which was read a first and . 
second time, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENTS ON VOID ENTRIES OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3171) for the relief of 
certain settlers on the public lands and to provide for the repayment 
of certain fees and commissions pee on void entries of public lands ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MINING DEBRIS, 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 161) for the 
appointment of a commission to investigate the débris question in the 
State of California; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. WOLFSKILL. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3172) for the relief of John 
R.Wolfskill,of Yolo County,California ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

WILLIAM M’ELROY. 

Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3173) for the relief of 
William McElroy, late first lieutenant United States infantry ; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3174) to amend section 
2324 of the Revised Statutes ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES C. BARNES. 

Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3175) for the relief of 
James C. Barnes and others ; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


BOUNTIES TO SOLDIERS, > 


Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3176) regulating boun- 
ties to soldiers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


POINT CONCEPCION LIGHT-HOUSE. 


Mr. PACHECO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3177) for the improve- 
ment and repair of Point Concepcion light-house and dwelling; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

STATE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3178) for the 
relief of the State University of California; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LAND CLAIMS IN CALIFORNIA. 5 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3179) 
relating to the equitable and legal rights of partics in possession of 
certain lands and improvements thereon in California, and to provide 
jurisdiction to determine those rights; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be ee ’ 

Mr. PACHECO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3180) to release certain 
lands in Tulare County, California, to the assignees of John Cutler; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

: JOHN REED, 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3181) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Reed, a soldier in the war of 1812; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. : 

WILLIAM THOMAS. 


Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3182) granting a 
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pension to William Thomas; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
3 B. W. SUTHERLIN. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3183) granting a 
pension to B. W. Sutherlin ; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JAMES H. THEU. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3184) granting a 
pension to James H. Then; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

WILLIAM H. SWEARINGEN. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3185) granting a 
pension to William H. Swearingen ; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

WRECK OF THE GOVERNMENT BARK TORRENT. 

Mr. WHITEAKER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3186) 
for the relief of sufferers by the wreck of the Government transport 
bark Torrent; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LOCKS AT CASCADES, OREGON. 

Mr. WHITEAKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3187) appro- 
priating $500,000 for continuing the work of constructing locks at 
the Cascades, Oregon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ASTORIA AND WINNEMUCCA RAILROAD. 

Mr. WHITEAKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3188) to author- 
ize the Astoria and Winnemucca Ruilroad Company to construct 
bridges across Young’s Bay or River and Lewis and Clarke’s River, 
in the State of Oregon; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LOSSES BY INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3189) to provide 
for the appointment of commissioners to ascertain and report losses 
sustained by citizens of the United States by reason of Indian depre- 
dations ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT IN KANSAS, 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3190) to estab- 
lish an additional land district in the State of Kansas; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT DODGE MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3191) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to dispose of a part of the Fort 
Dodge mili reservation to actual settlers under the provisions of 
the hom laws; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP D. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3192) grant- 
ing a pension to Philip D. Campbell; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A WILLIAM LEMMONS, 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3193) grant- 
ing a pension to William Lemmons; which was read a first and sec- 
— time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CYRUS E. PRUITT. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3194) grant- 
ing a pension to Cyrus E. Pruitt; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

FRANCIS M. GREEN. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3195) for the 
relief of Francis M. Green; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A. S. EASTLICK. r 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3196) for the 
relief of A. S. Eastlick; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

W. H. WILSON. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R, No. 3197) for the 
relief of W. H. Wilson ; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ISAAC PATCH, 


Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3198) for the 
relief of Isaac Patch; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

HARRY FONES. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3199) for the 
relief of Harry Fones; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

O. D. SEMERT. 
Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3200) for 
* 


the relief of O. D. Semert; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
JOHN S. FRIEND. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3201) for 
the relief of John S. Friend; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

SYLVANUS SANFORD. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3202) for 
the relief of Sylvanus Sanford; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

SARAH A. M. CHAMBERLAIN. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3203) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah A. M. Chamberlain and minor children; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

JOAB SPENCER AND JAMES R. MEAD. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3204) for 
the relief of Joab Spencer and James R. Mead, for supplies furnished 
the Kansas tribe of Indians; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

DAVID MORROW. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3205) for 
the relief of David Morrow ; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims, 

CHRISTOPHER WEIDNER. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3206) for 
the relief of Christopher Weidner; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

HIRAM c. HENDERSON. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3207) for 
the relief of Hiram C. Henderson; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

WILLIAM H. MORGAN. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R, No. 3208) for 
the relief of William H. Morgan; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

JOHN H. GRAY. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kan also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3209) grant- 
ing a pension to John H. Gray; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CAPTAIN DAVID L. PAYNE. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3210) grant- 
ing a pension to Captain David L, Payne; which was read tand 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

AARON H. FULLER, 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3211) to grant 
a pension to Aaron H. Fuller; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

SARAH MARKLE, 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3212) to grant 
a pension to Sarah Markle ; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A. J. MULLER. 

Mr. HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3213) for the relief of 
A. J. Muller, Allen County, Kansas ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

LAND GRANT AND RAILROADS. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3214) to amend sec- 
tion 13 of the act of Congress approved July 12, 1876; which was read 
a first and second time, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- , and the bill ordered 
to be printed. y 

HENRY NEAL. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3215) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry Neal; which was read a first and second 
time, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3216) granting relief to 
A. F. McClure, late a soldier in Company I, First Pennsylvania Re- 
serye Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


JOSIAH HART. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3217) granting a pen- 
sion to Josiah Hart; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MILITARY WAGON ROAD FROM NIOBRARA TO DEADWOOD. 

Mr. VALENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3218) making ap- 

ropriation for a mili wagon road from the Niobrara River, in 


A. F. M’CLURE. 


Nebraska, via the Rosebud agency, to Deadwood, Dakota Territory ; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on | and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 


Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
MILITARY ROAD FROM NIOBRARA TO FORT ROBINSON. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3219) making 
appropriation for a military wagon road from Niobrara, in Knox 
County, Nebraska, via the military sponi recently located near the 
mouth of the Minnecadusa, to Fort Robinson, in said State; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS F. BOYER. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3220) for the re- 
lief of Lonis F. Boyer; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

MRS, N. C. MEEKER AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BELFORD introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 162) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior to pay to Mrs. N, C. Meeker, 
to the heirs of Frank Dresser, to heirs of William H. Post, and to 
Miss Nannie I. Elliott, certain sums of money out of the Ute Indian 
annuity, for injuries sustained by them at the hands of the Ute In- 
dians; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND LAWS, ALASKA. 

Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3221) to extend the land 
laws of the United States over the Territory of Alaska; which was 
read a first and second time, referred, with the accompanying papers, 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and the bill ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. BENNETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3222) to amend section 
5391 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was reada 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws, and ordered to be printed. 

E. A. WILLIAMS, 

Mr. BENNETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3223) for the relief 
of E. A. Williams, of Bismarck, Dakota Territory ; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT, DAKOTA, 

Mr. BENNETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3224) providin 
additional . to the judge of the first 2 iet o 
the Territory of Dakota, to be paid by the counties composing the 
district ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORY OF PEMBINA. 

Mr. BENNETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3225) establishing 
the Territory of Pembina, and providing a temporary government 
therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

CONVERSION OF NATIONAL GOLD BANKS. 

Mr. MAGINNIS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3226) au- 
1 the conversion of national gold banks; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA ALLEN LACHMAN. 

Mr. ATHERTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3227) for the relief of 
Martha Allen Lachman; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

STENOGRAPHER TO SUPREME COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 


Mr. ATHERTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3228) to provide 
a stenographer to the supreme court of the District of Columbia ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

RETIRED LIST, ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. ATHERTON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs : 

Reso That the Secretary of War be, and ho is hereby, direc: report 
this 123 the cd rank, 8 W of ¢ cach after ad the 8 
of the United States on the retired list of said Army, the total amount which has 


been paid to each retired officer as aforesaid, and the aggregate amount paid to 
r since said retired Army list was created. 25 pat 


MRS. MOURNING ROGERS, 
Mr. ELAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3229) granting a pension to 


Mrs. Mourning Rogers; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. ELAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3230) to amend section 
941 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 
IMPORTATION OF FOREIGN WARES AND MERCHANDISE. 

Mr. ELAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3231) to provide for an 
increase in the importations of foreign wares and merchandise subject 
to ad valorem duties, for additional facilities in the collection of cus- 
tom dues on the same, and for other purposes; which was read a first 


ordered to be printed. 
DUTIES ON IMPORTED MERCHANDISE. 

Mr. COVERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3232) providing for he 
reduction of duties on bse ad merchandise ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. COVERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3233) to amend sec- 
tions 2504 and 2505 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON STEEL RAILS, - 

Mr. COVERT also introduced a bill as R. No. 3234) to reduce the 
duty on steel rails; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

. ADALINE P, LOY. 

Mr. BRAGG introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3235) granting a pension 
to Adaline P. Loy, widow of Joseph F. Loy ; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

GEORGE W. MEYERS. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3236) granting an honor- 
able disch: to George W. Meyers, Company F, Sixty-fifth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

JAMES L. M’CLARREN, 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3237) granting a pen- 
sion to James L. McClarren, Company H, Twenty-third Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry ; which was read a first and secon time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

THOMAS SNELL. 

Mr. STEVENSON introduce’ a bill (H. R. No. 3238) for the relief 
of Thomas Snell, of De Witt County, Illinois; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

MRS, MARY M. MURPHY. 

Mr. McKENZIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3239) for the benefit of 
Mrs. Mary M. Murphy, of Hopkins County, Kentucky; which was 
ew d a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War 

aims. : 
AARON M, KENDALL. 

Mr. GILLETTE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3240) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Aaron M. Kendall; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

W. B. HOWE. 

Mr. GILLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3241) granting an 
increase of pension to W. B. Howe, of Des Moines, Iowa; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

; J. L. SMITH, 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3242) for the relief of J. L. 
Smith; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

WILLIAM KELLY. 

Mr. STONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3243) ting an in- 
crease of pension to William Kelly; which was read a first and second. 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

REIMBURSEMENT OF MASSACHUSETTS. 

Mr. BOWMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3244) to reimburse the 
State of Massachusetts for certain expenditures for coast defense ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL O. UPHAM, 

Mr. BOWMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3245) for the relief 
of Samuel O. Upham, of Waltham, Massachusetts ; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

LEAVITT CARD-CANCELING AND POST-MARKING MACHINE. 

Mr. BOWMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3246) making ap- 
propriations for the use of the Leavitt card-canceling and post-mark- 
ing machine by the Post-Office Department; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JACOB AND ELIZABETH SENER, 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3247) for 
the relief of Jacob Sener and Elizabeth Sener; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

HENRY MULLEN. 

Mr, SMITH, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3248) 
for the relief of Henry Mullen, as first lieutenant of Company A, One 
hundred and ninety-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


GRANT OF SWAMP LANDS. 
Mr. THOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3249) granting certain 


224 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 7, 


swamp lands to the county of Randolph, State of Illinois; which was 
read a first and second time, med to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

E. AND W. BUDER. 


Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3250) granting re- 
lief to E. and W. Buder, Cairo, Illinois; which was a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

DISTRICT LAND OFFICE AT PORT TOWNSEND. 


Mr. BRENTS presented a joint memorial of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Washington Territory, relative to the establishment of a dis- 
trict land office at Port Townsend; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS I. MILLER. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3251) for the relief 
of Thomas I. Miller, of Washington Territory; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


LIEUTENANT FREDERICK H. E. EBENSTEIN. 


Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3252) for the relief of 
First Lieutenant Frederick H. E. Ebenstein, Twenty-first Infantry. 
United States Army; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


JOHN P. KIRBY. 


Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3253) granting a pen- 
sion to John P. Kirby, of Washington Territory; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3254) for the relief of John P. 
Kirby, of Washington Territory; which was read a first and eecond 
time, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


CLERKS FOR TERRITORIAL DISTRICT COURTS, 


Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3255) amending sec- 
tion 1871 of the Revised Statutes so as to authorize the appointment 
and payment of one clerk of the district courts of the Territories for 
each subdistrict; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SPOKANE LAND DISTRICT, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3256) creating the 
Spokane land district in Washington Territory; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour for receiving and considering 
reports from committees now begins at twenty-nine minutes past 
one o’clock. Reports are in order from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. COX. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Affairs to 
report back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 2408) to regulate 
immigration, and I ask that the same be put upon its passage. 

The bill was read, together with the amendments reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. RICE. I desire to make the point of order that this bill should 

-receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole, as it makes 

an appropriation. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will indicate that portion of the 
bill on which he bases his point of order. 

Mr. RICE. It is the second section. 

Mr. COX. There is no doubt about the bill being obnoxious to that 
point of order. 

Mr. SPARKS. I understand the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox] admits that the point of order is well taken. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will decide upon that point. Will the 

ntleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rick] direct the attention of the 

8 eee particular portion of the bill on which he bases his point 

of order? 
Mr. RICE. It is the second section of the bill, which I will read: 


That there shall be, and the same is hereby, 8 annually the sum of 
$250,000, which shali be a separate fund in the Treas partment, under the 
name of “the immi t fund,” for the p of disc g all liabilities tha 


gran urposes 
may be incurred by the United States under this act and under section 4 thereof. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. COX. I would like to make a motion now, that this bill (which 
is a very important one, and its passage demanded for various rea- 
sons which it is not necessary for me to state) shall be made the 
special order in the House, as in Committee of the Whole, for Tues- 
day, the 27th day of oa gx 1880, after the morning hour, and from 
day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. WILSON. Not to interfere with appropriation bills. 

Mr. COX. That is always understood. 

Mr. PAGE. If the House shall fix that day for the consideration 
of this bill, will the 1 yield for amendments to be offered ? 

Mr. COX. With all the grace that I am of. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gentleman from New York 
Mr. Cox] requires unanimous consent. 


Mr. RICE. I shall make no objection to that. I desire only to call 
the attention of the House to the important character of the bill. 

Mr. KENNA. How long does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox] expect that the House will take in considering and disposing 
of this bill? 

Mr. COX. I have no doubt it will be passed in one day if members 
of the House will but read the bill and the report, which have been 
on their files for nearly a month. We could dispose of it in the House 
now in an hour if members only had the information already provided 
for them by an 

Mr. KENNA. My object in asking the ere is simply this: there 
is a special order already made for the day of February. I have 
no objection to this bill being made a special order, but I would not 
like a special order made for any day which would continue and pass 
the day fixed for the other special order. 

Mr. COX. There is no doubt that this bill can be disposed of before 
the 2d day of February. I have examined the Calendar and have 
consulted with the Clerk, and the day I have suggested is one which 
I think will give us full time to dispose of this bill without interfer- 
ing with any other special orders which may have been made. 

e SPEAKER. The bill to which the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Kenna] alludes is made a special order from day to day 
until disposed of, is it not? 

Mr. KENNA. It is. 

The SPEAKER. Then, if it be not reached on the day fixed, it will 
come opan its orđer when this matter shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. KENNA. If that be the parliametary ruling, I have no objec- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will restate the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr.Cox.] It is that unanimous consent be 
given that instead of this bill going to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union on the point of order, it be made à special 
order for the 27th day of January, after the morning hour, and from 
day to oy until disposed of. 

Mr. HAWLEY. In the House, as in Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. I have endeavored to avoid, in the selection of the day 
I have indicated, all other days for which special orders have been 


made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that under the point of 
order the bill must go to the Committee of the Whole. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox] now asks that in lieu of that action 

in fact the effect of his proposition would be that the gentleman from 

chusetts [Mr. RICE] s withdraw his point of order) Tuesday, 

the 27th day of January, after the morning hour, be fixed for the con- 

sideration of this bill in the House, asin Committee of the Whole, the 

consideration to be continued from day to day until the bill shall 
have been disposed of. 

Mr. CONGER. If no point of order has been made 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rick] 
raised the point of order. 

Mr. CONGER, I think this bill had better go to the Committee of 
the Whole, and if the point of order is withdrawn I will renew it. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] 
objects to the proposition of the gentleman from New York. 

vj r. 2 I hope my oo from peed Hand CONGER] will not 
object to the arran en ave pro „It will give every advan- 
for debate ack PE i ; 3 z 
will say to my friend that unless something is done in regard to 
this matter pretty soon, all the system worth having in regard to 
immigration will very likely fail. 

Mr. CONGER. Well, I understand the object of this bill. The 
ganlan well knows that for years some of its provisions have 

n opposed in this House. I think it had better go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, where it can have full discussion and be open 
to amendment, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] that there is not much now in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. CLYMER. Let it go to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COX. As I have taken some pains to prepare this matter, and 
it is now in print, I think there might be some courtesy and fairness 
exhibited toward those who have labored upon this subject. 

Mr OUIMER- You can get at it in Committee of the Whole at 
any time. 

. COX. We would never reach it in Committee of the Whole in 
time to be of any use. ; 

The SPEAKER, To-morrow after the morning hour it will be in 
order to move to go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COX. Not while the special order in regard to the revision of 
the rules is pending, I presume. 

The SPEAKER. Whenever the gentleman from New York makes 
that motion the Chair will recognize him. 

Mr. COX. Then I agree to that suggestion, though I do not like 
to interfere with the chairman of the Committee on Rules, the Speaker 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the gentleman from New 
York withdraws his motion and the bill goes tothe Committee of the 


ole. 
Mr. COX. Task that double the usual number of copies of this 
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bill be printed, with the amendments recommended by the com- 
mittee. 
Mr. PAGE. I ask also that an amendment which I desire to offer 


may be printed in connection with the bill. P 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York agree to that? 
Mr. COX. Yes, sir; I accept that as a part of my motion. 

There being no objection, the order to print was made. 
PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN WAR, ETC. 
Mr. COFFROTH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 

a bill (H. R. No. 3257) granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 

of the Mexican and other wars therein named, and for other pur- 

poses; which was read a first and second time. 
Mr. COFFROTH. I ask that the bill be read at length. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican and other 
wars therein named, and for other purposes. 
Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pausoan the names of the surviving officers 
and enlisted men, including mili: 


y named 
in said wars, although their term of 


ce may have been less than sixty days, 
and who 1 subscribe an oath to support the tution of the United States, 
and the surviving widows of such officers and enlisted men: Provided, That such 


widows have not remarried. 

Sxc. 2, That this act shall not apply to any person who is receiving a pension at 
the rate of $8 or more per month, nor to any person receiving a pension for less 
than $8 per month, except for the difference between pe Roary now received and 
$8 per month. Pensions under this act shall be at the of $8 per month, except 
as herein provided as to persons now recei a pension for less than $8 per 
month. All pensions under this act shall be paid from and after the passage of 
this act for and during the natural lives of the persons entitled thereto. 

Sec. 3. That before the name of any person shall be P rns on the pension-roll 
under this act proof shall be made, under such rules and regulations as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may prescribe, of the right of the applicant toa pension; and 
any pan who shall falsely and corruptly take any required under this act 
shall be deemed 


ity of ; and the Secretary of the Interior shall cause to 
be stricken en the eosin voll the name of any 


rson whenever it shall be made 
to appear by proof satisfa to him that such name was put w 


m such roll 
through false and fraudulent representations, and that such person is not entitled 


to a pension under this act. The loss of the certificate of disc! e shall not de- 
paye any person of the benefits of this act, but other evidence of an honorable 

ischarge may be deemed sufficient; and that when any person has been gari 
a land-warrant under any act of Con for and on account of service in the said 
wars, such grant shall be prima facie evidence of his service and honorable dis- 
charge, but such evidence shall not be conclusive, and may be rebutted by evidence 
that such land-warrant was fraudulently granted or obtained. 

Sec, 4. That the provisions of sections 4745, 4746, 4747, 4748, and 4766 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States are hereby made a part of this act so far as the 
same are applicable; and no law or laws now in force which in any way conflict 
with the provisions of this act shall be applicable to the survivors of the wars 
above mentioned, or be so construed as to deprive them of the benefits of this act. 

Serc. 5. That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed. 

SEC. 6. That the provisions of this act shall not apply to any person while under 
the political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution 
of the United States. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I desire that the second Tuesday of February 
next be fixed for the consideration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would advise the gentleman to go on 
with the consideration of the bill now. s 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point that the bill should go to the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman’s point, 
ee te it comes rather late. 

Mr. CONGER. Iwas waiting to hear the proposition made on the 
other side; I could not hear what was said. 

The SPEAKER. What is the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. CorrroTH?] 

Mr. COFFROTH. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole, and that the second Tuesday of February next, after 
the morning hour, be fixed for its consideration, and that it shall 
continue from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. BREWER. I object to fixing a day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thi the bill would have a better 
position by simply being referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I call for the previous question on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is made that the bill must 
receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole, where the 
previous question does not prevail. 

3 5 Do gentlemen on the other side object to fixing 
a day 

The SPEAKER. There was objection. The gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. BREWER] objected. 

Mr. COFFROTH. Then let the bill go to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, to take its place upon the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order raised by 
the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. CONGER,] and the bill goes to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


ADDITIONAL CLERKS FOR SETTLEMENT OF PENSION APPLICATIONS, ETC. 


Mr. COFFROTH. I desire to report from the same committee, by 
their unanimous direction, a bill (H. R. No. 3258) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior and Secretary of War to employ additional 
clerks for the balance of this fiscal year to expedite the settlement 
of pension applications, and for other purposes. 


15 


X. 


The bill, which was read a first and second time, (the first reading 
being in full,) is as follows: 


& bill anthorizing the Secretary of the Interior and of War to employ 
additional clerks for the balance of this fiscal year to te the settlement of 
applications, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
a ips er a ere aor clerks from or after the Ist day of January to tho 
y servi 


able room and 8 


not exceeding $ . 
That the Secretary of War be, 


e use of said clerks in the 
office of the e eee at a cost not exceeding $1,000; and that said clerks 
shall be exclusively in p g and making reports to e te the set- 
a ot —— applications ed for by the Commissioner of Pensions. 

6 Tol 


5 I think this bill had better take the same course as 
e other. l 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point of order that 
the bill should go to the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. ACKLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is very important we should go on with the 
consideration of this bill at once. Work is so far behind in the Pen- 
sion Office at present that even applications cannot be recorded as 
they come in. 

. ACKLEN. I withdraw my point of order. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I renew the point of order. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. COFFROTH. Is it in order, Mr. Speaker, to move to go into 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of this bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. We are now in the morning hour. 


MINERAL LANDS. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Mines 
and Mining to report back with a favorable recommendation ‘the 
bill (S. No. 765) to amend sections 2324 and 2325 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, concerning mineral lands. I ask for the 
present consideration of the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

That section 2325 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended by 
adding thereto the following words: Provided, That where the claimant for a 
e te be putes ed is oeatd, the application f r patent and the att 
or de soug’ patented is loca e application for patent and the affi- 
davits required to be made in this section the claimant for Revs patent may be 
made by her, or its authorized 2 ere 1 is conversant with the 
facts sought to be established by said affidavits: And provided, That this section 
shall app y to all applications now peoa for patents to mineral lands.” 

Sec.2. That section 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended 
by adding the following words: Provided, That the period within which the work 

uired 3 ted mineral claims shall commence on 
g the 


tion shall apply to all claims located since the 10th day of May, A. D. 1872.” 


Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I should like to hear the sections of 
the Revised Statutes read as they will stand if amended as proposed 
by the pending bill. 

Mr. STE SON. The object of this bill, I will state to the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota,is to provide that the parties conversant 
with the facts may make the required affidavits. As the statute now 
exists it requires affidavits to be made by the ownerorclaimant. This 
bill provides that affidavits may be made by the persons who are 
familiar with the facts. 

Mr. WILSON. What affidavits ? 

Mr. STEVENSON. The affidavits in regard to the location of the 


claims. 

Mr. BELFORD. If the gentleman from Illinois will allow me, I 
will make a statement in re; to this matter. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I will yield to the gentleman from Colorado 


for that 2 

Mr. BELE ORD. Mr. 8 er, the mining act of 1872 provides, 
among other things, that where a miner obtains a patent from the Gov- 
ernment of the United States the applicant for the patent shall “ post” 
on the claim a notice of his intention to apply for such Government 
peent It further requires that at the end of sixty days he shall file 

is affidavit as to the fact of “ posting” this notice. The Land Office 
has construed that act so that the aflidavit must be made by the prin- 
cipal and cannot .be made by his agent,so that if a man resides in 
Pennsylvania or in New Y and a mining claim in the State of 
Colorado or Nevada or California which he desires to have patented, 
he cannot make the affidavit because he is not cognizant personally 
of the posting of the notice. This bill simply provides that where he 
has a lawful authorized agent in any one of those States the affidavit 
required to be made Y Baird statute may be made by the agent instead 
of by the principal. t is the whole purport and object of this bill, 
to allow the affidavit to be made by the agent who is conversant with 
all the facts. 

If the present construction of the Land Office is to obtain it will 
be almost impossible for any gentleman who is resident of another 
State, and who desires to obtain a patent to a mining claim in 
Colorado, or Nevada, or California, or elsewhere, to procure such 
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patent. It is to get rid of that mischief the present bill has been | local mining laws before he can make his application for a patent, 


introduced. 

I will state further, Mr. S er, that this bill was reported from 
the Committee on Mines and Mining in the Senate, and passed that 
body without objection. 

Mr. WILSON. How are those claims originally acquired—the gen- 
tleman speaks of valid claims? 

Mr. BELFORD. They are originally acquired as follows: I go on 
a mountain and discover a lode—dig down ten feet deep or deeper, 
and obtain a well-defined mine, and I then put up at the mout: of 
the shaft a statement that on a certain day I discovered the lode. I 
acquired the right to fifteen hundred feet in length by three hundred 
feet in width by virtue of that discovery. 

When I shall have done that, Mr. Speaker, I shall have acquired a 
complete, absolute, indefeasible title inst everybody in the world 
except the Government of the United States. 

Mr. WILSON. Now, one other question. Can this original loca- 
tion be made by the agent, or must it be made by the party himself? 

Mr. BELFORD. The original location may be e—that is, the 
discovery may be made either by the bo ara is, by some agent 
I have employed to prospect for mineral land for me—or I can take 
the pick and discover the lode myself. The Land Office, however, 
construes that when I make an application for a patent for Govern- 
ment land, in order to get title from the Government, although my 
title against every other citizen of the United States is absolute and 
indefeasible, I, the 3 must make the affidavit. 

Mr. WILSON. That point I understand. Now, one more question. 
If the amendment of the Revised Statutes shall be made as 8 
by this bill emen to 
form a combination and seat Seed their agents to take up all the min- 


question. 

Mr. BELFORD. Certainly. 

Mr. CLYMER. I desire to ask the gentleman whether, under ex- 
isting law, there is any limitation as to the number of claims any one 
individual may make or take up? 

Mr. BELFORD. There is no limitation under the act of 1872; 
none whatever. 

Mr. CLYMER. I desire to have that thing settled. 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire to say this is the most important bill in 
reference to western titles and western interests which has been 
before this House; for if the present construction of the Land Office 
shall remain, requiring claimants to make affidavits, then I say no 
man in this country who has a dollar’s worth of mining property in 
Colorado or Nevada or California can acquire from this Government 
a title for the same, unless he shall go there from day to day and 
watch that the notice shall be posted and remain posted upon the 
claim all the while. This simply provides that the agent shall make 
that affidavit, and no more. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question 
upon the bill. 

Mr. WILSON. One word, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. PAGE. Let me say a word before the gentleman demands the 
previous question. 

Mr. STEVENSON. If the morning hour has not expired, I yield to 
the gentleman from West Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has not expired. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I always make it a rule of conduct on 
this floor as far as I can to follow when I can the report of a com- 
mittee, but it seems to meif this amendment of the Revised Statutes 
should be adopted it will put it in the power of a few capitalists to 
employ their agents without number to canvass that entire mineral 
region in our western country and acquire those valid claims just de- 
scribed by the gentleman from Colorado, [Mr. BELForD.] It puts it 
in the power of those capitalists to send ont their nts to make 
affidavits that the notice required by the law was duly „and 
thus put it in the power of a few men to form combinations by which 
they may acquire a large portion of that great western mineral 5 
It puts it beyond the power of an ordinary man to compete with the 
to all such com- 


capitalist in acquiring such property. I am op 
5 thie bill ink it is in the inter- 


binations, I am opposed to because I 
est of capita, . 

Mr. STEVENSON. I desire to say ingreply to the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] that his fear of combinations is entirely 
unnecessary and groundless in this case, This bill is not for the 
purpose of placing it in the power of any combination to take up 
these lands, but pan ed provided as a matter of convenience, as 
has been lained by the gentleman from Colorado, [Mr. BELFORD. ] 


I now yield to the gentleman from California, 

Mr. PAGE. I desire to say a very few words in reference to this 
bill. The objections that have been urged against it, in my judg- 
ment, are not good. 

The law as it now stands discriminates against a non-resident of 
California, Nevada, or Colorado. Every person, whether he resides 
in those States or any other State, is compelled to comply with the 


and that, in my opinion, answers the objections made by the gentle- 
man from West Virginia, [Mr. WILSON. 

You can no more, after this bill passes, make combinations in West 
Virginia or in ee to take up these mining lands in Colorado 
than the people of Colorado can now, or any person going there 
and remaining there. Your present law would be subject to the 
same objection so far as this point is concerned, and this bin merely, 
as I understand it, gives only the same right to make application for 
a mining claim to citizens of other States that is now by a 
citizen of Colorado. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Ishould like to ask the gentleman from California 
a question. 

. PAGE. Certainly. ` 

Mr.DUNNELL. What does the gentleman mean by the term “local 
mining laws,” which he has used? 

Mr. PAGE. I mean such laws as the residents of a mining locality 
may make for themselves. Residents of every mining region or locality 
get together and establish a set of mining laws which are kept in a 

k provided for this purpose. You will find it described in section 
2324 of the Revised Statutes, and the law recognizes these local regula- 
tions as binding upon the miners in that region. They may establish 
under these laws a limit to the amount of mining lands to be taken 
up, or provide for more work to be done in one locality than another; 
but they have to comply with these local laws before they can obtain 
or make an application for a patent under the United States laws. 

Mr. DUNNELL. There is just one suggestion that occurs to me. 
The gentleman from Colorado, [Mr. BELFORD, ] as well as the gentle- 
man from California, [ Mr. Seared e that it is a hardship that a 
8 from West Virginia or from Washington should not be able 

y his agent to acquire title to the mining lands as they are now 
required by the law. I will ask the gentlemen if this is any greater 
hardship than that which is now imposed upon them under the home- 
stead or Sa age laws? 

Mr. PAGE. Les, sir. 

Mr. DUNNELL. If Iam a homesteader I must live on the property 
for five years before acquiring title. 

Mr. PAGE. But you do not pay the Government anything. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I know I do not pay the Government anything in 
this instance. 

Mr. PAGE. But here you pay the Government $5 per acre for these 
lands under the mining law, and it is a well known fact that in Mon- 
tana, Colorado, Arizona, New Mexico, and Nevada a large portion of 
the mining land or the valuable mines are held by parties east of the 
Mississippi River. If you wish to discriminate against yourselves; 
if you wish to deprive your own capitalists seeking investments in 
the western country in mines of the power to do so, then you will 
oppose the passage of this bill, and then you will compel every man 
to ge there in person before he can 1 any title. 

D I would like to ask the gentleman from Califor- 
nia where the demand for the passage of this bill comes from—whether 
it is from the East or from the West? 

Mr. PAGE. I would say to the gentleman that this demand has 
been universal, so far as I know, since the decision of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, which is of recent date. Since then 
ad 3 urged by the whole people, East and West, that this bill 

0 3 

Mr. STEVENSON. I demand the previous question on the bill. 
If any EE desires to discuss it after the main question is or- 
dered, I shall have no objection to yield a portion of my hour. 

The previous question wassecon and the main question ordered 
to be now put. 

Mr. STEVENSON moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was Arre to. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mon- 
tana, [Mr. MAGINNIS.] 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I do not care at all to speak on this bill, but I 
want to meet the objection raised by my friend from West Virginia, 
[Mr. Witson.] The bill does not in any manner enlarge the power 
of anybody to take up more or less mining territory. It does not en- 
large or contract anybody’s power at all in that particular. As has 
been stated, all claims are taken up under local mining land laws 
which are made law by the laws of the United States, and they are 
made smaller or larger according as the people of the district desire. 
Of course those claims when so taken up under our laws can be held 
forever with just as good a title as the title of the United States. 
The law makes the title just as good. 

Of course in opening up great mining enterprises and forming com- 
panies to work them people like to have a valid title. Well, up to 
this time this law has been executed—there never has been any ques- 
tion about it—and these mines have been taken npin thisway. Notices 
have been filed and patents obtained. Butin the hunting for tech- 
nicalities, which seems to distinguish the clerks ofsome of our Depart- 
ments, this new rule has been made and it is sought to pass this law 
bay a for the purpose of bringing the practice back to where it was 

r. REA AN. I wish to the gentleman from Montana a ques- 
tion that I may rightly understand this bill. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I yield to the gentleman, 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to ask him if, with this amendment, a min- 
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sg cowpeny in New Orleans or in New York can send out its agent 
and take up as much of the mining lands as it pleases without any 
one but the agent of the company going into the mining region. 


Mr. MAGINNIS. If the law passes, Mr. Speaker, it will not in the 
least affect that question one way or the other. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ah! Does it not affect it in this way: that, as the 
law now is, the principal must make the affidavit and perform the 
acts necessary and to acquire the title himself, while if this passes it 
will be sufficient for the agent to do so? 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Not at all. 

Mr. REAGAN. I mean, to acquire the United States title. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Yes; but not to acquire the ownership of the 
property at all. 

Mr. REAGAN. I want to get at this, because it seems to me the 
bill now under consideration opens the way to let companies and 
speculators absorb the mining lands, and thus place at a disadvantage 
those who go to buy the claims. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. If that were so it would be a grave objection to 
the bill, and one that would weigh very much with me, because, as 
gentlemen who know my record are well aware, I have always been 
opposed to all sorts of monopolies in mines or public lands. But I 
would like the gentleman from Texas to explain to me how it would 
work in that direction. ` 

Mr. PAGE. Ifthe gentleman from Montana will yield to me I will 
say that the miners in any etre locality make their own laws, and 
those are the only laws recognized by the United States Government. 
I think that is a sufficient answer to the gentleman from Texas, be- 
cause the miners will make laws for their own protection at least. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not understand how that would affect the ques- 
tion I am presenting: that when an agent is permitted to take up the 
mining lands any company may organize itself and send its agent 
and take up and occupy as much of the mining lands as it pleases. 

Mr. MAG S. Itcannot take up more than it is permitted to take 
now. Nobody can go and take up mining lands except under the local 
mining land laws. 

Mr. REAGAN. But then he must appear personally, and there is 
agreat difference between appearing personally and sending an agent 
to represent a wealthy company and obtain occupation of these lands. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Is there anything in the law which prevents them 
doing that now? 

Mr. REAGAN. There is in the necessity of going there and mak- 
ing the selection and affidavit. There is the difference between a 
principal going himself and an agent representing a principal without 
any direct control over him. 

Mr. ARMFIELD. With the permission of the gentleman from Mon- 
tana I will state that I have a bill which I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining to report for passage and which meets 
the objection of the e from Texas. It provides that no per- 
son shall have more t. one prospecting location in the same mining 
oe at the same time. Having located one claim he cannot locate 
another. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the bill of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
[Mr. ARMFIELD,] were passed first, we would then understand this 
better. 

Mr. CLYMER, I am very loath to oppose my judgment to what 
seems to be the judgment of gentlemen more y interested in 
the mining interests of this country. Yet, it does seem to me that 
this proposed legislation would change what has been the policy of 
the Government on this subject. The law now in force, b niring 
the person taking up a claim of three hundred feet to make affidavit 
to that effect, in effect offers a reward for pioneers and those who go 
into the wilderness to make discoveries which will add to our sabes, 
The requirementis that the person must be there on the ground; must 
be able to swear to a certain state of facts which will be conclusive 
evidence of title. 

Now, if we pw this bill it is very clear that under it any combina- 
tion of individuals, any corporation or association, may send out pros- 
pectors all over the Territories, and instead of the members of the 

ration being there in person and making explorations they can 
send out these nts to do it for them and thereby preclude indi- 
vidual citizens of the country from acquiring titles to property which 
is of so much value. I fear that there is a goat tendency all over 
this country, in our legislation here and in the legislation of the 
States, to consolidate power 5 7 9 y in the hands of the few to 
the exclusion of the many. While I do not pretend to understand 
the entire scope of this proposed legislation, I must regard it as a step 
in that direction. 

I would have this measure carefully examined in order that we 
may see whether by it we will not be depriving the hardy pioneers 
of the country from going out and making fortunes for themselves; 
whether we are not providing that all the vast mineral wealth of 
this country may be put into the hands of corporations and associa- 
tions. I do not sa t I understand this proposed legislation; but 
without understanding it, and for fear that it may have that effect, I 
propone to vote against it. 

. CALKINS. I desire to say 

Mr. WILSON. Has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. This bill is now in the House, and the previous 
question having been ordered upon it, it is taken from the operation 
of the morning hour, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Is debate in order, the previous 
question having been ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. It was agreed by the gentleman from Ilinois 
[Mr. STEVENSON] that if the previous question was ordered on the 
bill debate should be allowed upon it. 

Mr, STEVENSON. Will the Chair pardon me? I did not under- 
stand the statement of the Chair distinctly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that the previous question was 
ordered on this bill at the instance of the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. STEVENSON] having it in charge, with the understanding, as- 
sented to by the House, that there should be time allowed for debate 
after the main question was ordered; and with that understanding 
by the House the main question was ordered. 

The debate . been entered upon, it would seem that under 
the equity of the rule it would run for one hour; of course it could 
not run longer than that. The Chair, therefore, has been recognizing 
gentine to speak upon the bill, and will continue to do so for one 

our. The Chair understands that was the arrangement proposed by 
the gentleman himself, 

Mr. STEVENSON. That is correct. . I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. CALKINS. ] 

Mr. CALKINS. If the point made by the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
REAGAN] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLYMER] is a 
good one, it is a point against the law as it now stands, and not against 
the measure which is before the House. It is now the law that a man 
may enter as many mining claims as he can get men to stake off for 
him. The only difficulty is—but before coming to that I will say that 
as the law has heretofore been administered agents and attorneys of 
persons have been allowed to go before the d Office and make 
affidavit of their locations and of their location stakes, and by that 
means commence the process of obtaining a patent. But by a late 
decision of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, as I under- 
stand, it is held now that no one but the actual absolute owner of the 
claim or mine will be allowed to make that first affidavit. Am I not 
right in that? 

r. MAGINNIS. That is so; but it does not require the hardy pio- 
neer or discoverer to do so. 

Mr. CALKINS. That is what Iam coming to now. As was well 
said by the gentleman from Colorado, [Mr. BELFORD, ] the man mak- 
ing that first affidavit holds his claim inst all the world except 
the United States. He may sell his location certificate to A, B, or C, 
living in Pennsylvania or New York, but he has yet no patent; he 
sells only his a under his location certificate. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Sells the property. 

Mr. CALKINS. That carries with it the property, because he or 
his ogent can go there and maintain possession against all the world. 
Now he wants a patent. His agent in Colorado or California, wher- 
ever he may be, who knows the facts about the location, the sticking 
of the stakes and all that, is by this late decision of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office prohibited from making that affi- 
davit for the owner; and the owner, not knowing the facts personally 
himself, cannot obtain any patent. 

Now this bill is proposed for the purpose of meeting that difficulty 
and that alone. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLYMER 
and the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN, ] in their objection to 
this bill, misapprehend the point entirely. Their point, if it isa 
good point, is a point inst the law as it now ple e 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman allow me a word? The gen- 
tleman states correctly, I presume, the decision of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office; but the law requires, as I understand, 
that the person making the claim must be there in his own proper 
person— must risk his own scalp out among the Utes—— 

Mr. CALKINS. Oh, no; under the present law that is not the case 


at all. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will ask the gentleman, as he seems familiar with 
the provisions of the bill now pending, whether under its operation 
the power and privilege are not given to corporations remote from 
the mining 3 take up and occupy by their agents the mining 
country indefinitely ? 

Mr. CALKINS. No, sir. This bill does not touch that question at 
all. The effect of the bill is this: if I go into the mountains to-day, 
as suggested by 55655 from Colorado, and stake off my claim, 
then come here to Washington and sell it to the gentleman from Texas 
before the patent is issued, this bill allows the gentleman's agents in 
Colorado to make affidavit of the original location for the purpose of 
applying for a patent. This is all the bill does. 

Mr. REAG Does not the bill permit the perfecting of the pat- 
ent without the original owner going there at all? 

Mr. CALKINS. Under the bill, if the agent makes affidavit of the 
original location, the owner need not be per ; nor is it right that 
he should be required to be present. As the matter now stands there 
isa prohibition against any miner disposing of his claim until he gets 
a patent. This bill is designed to enable miners and men who have 

en up claims to dispose of their claims and to allow the agents of 
ponz who purchase them to perfect the title and get the patent. 
t is all there is in the bill. 

I think with the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. ARMFIELD] 
that probably a bill ought to be restricting the right of tak- 
ing up claims in certain districts. For myself, when such a measure 
comes up, if it is framed so as to meet my views, I shall be very glad 
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to support it. But this bill touches only the single point of allowing 
a man who is the agent of another and who has knowledge of the 
facts to make the affidavit. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the friends of this bill would consent to let action 
upon it be postponed until the other bill is passed, I do not know 
that I should object. 

Mr. CALKINS. I hope my friend from Texas will not insist on 
anything of that kind when the fact is so plain that this bill does 
not touch at all the point to which he alludes. The other proposition 
is an independent measure, which can stand upon its own footing, and 
will not affect this bill one way or another. 

Mr. McMILLIN. May I ask the gentleman one question ? 

Mr. CALKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will not this bill, if passed, facilitate the enter- 
ing of land and procuring title thereto by those who are not residents 
of the mining region? 

Mr. CALKINS. Not at all; no farther than such has always been 
the practice. Until this recent decision the practice, as I understand, 
has always been—I am only speaking from common repute, for I do 
not personally know anything about the matter—the practice has 
always been in the Land Department to allow agents of the owner to 
file the preliminary affidavit of location upon which the patent would 
issue. But the decision recently made overturns the practice that 
has obtained in the Land Department for years back. This bill is 
designed simply to obviate that; to reinstate the practice which had 
obtained from time immemorial. 

Mr. HASKELL. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 

Mr. CALKINS. With pleasure. Í 

Mr. STEVENSON. I believe the time which I allowed to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] has expired; and I have agreed 
to yield to my . (Mr. SPRINGER. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. . Speaker, I think there is misapprehension 
among members of the House as to the provisions of this bill. It pro- 

amend section 2325 of the Revised Statutes in respect to the 
al application for a patent. Under this section, as construed by 
the Land Department, it is now required that at the expiration of the 
sixty days of publication the claimant shall file his affidavit showing 
that the plat and notice have been posted in a conspicuous place on 
the claim during such period of publication. This bill provides sim- 
ply that the agent of the claimant may go and post the notice and 
make the afidavit. That is all there is in the bill. It does not author- 
ize any new location; it does not change the law a particle with re- 
gard to locating and securing mining property. 
Mr. SPARKS. Why cannot the owner make affidavit as well as the 


agent? 

Mr. SPRINGER. He could do so if he would take the cars in New 
York or Illinois or wherever his home may be and go out into the 
mining country for the purpose of posting a notice on the property 
so as to be able to swear from actual observation and acts on his part 
that it had been done. And I conceive that or a hardship. It is 
not necessary the owner should go on the ground. Cannot he senda 
party to post the notice that he has applied for a patent? The prac- 
tice in that region is that anybody who discovers a deposit of 
mineral is entitled to locate a claim on it. The law respects the first 
discoverer, whoever he may be. He may be a man in Massachusetts 
or Pennsylvania or elsewhere. The law gives every man the right to 
discover a mineral deposit or vein. The law recognizes the right of 
every man who discovers it to own it. Every man must discover it 
in order to own it. This does not interfere with that law at all. 
‘This law stands as before, requiring $100 or $500 of work to be done 

rior to the application for a patent from the General Government. 
This simply ponas that the person who desires to avail himself of 
a patent to this property may make affidavit through his agent that 
the notice required under the statute has been posted on the ground. 
The rule has been from time immemorial the common-law rule which 
every gentleman recognizes, that what aman does by another he does 
by himself. 

Mr. CLYMER. That is not the rule under the homestead law, but 
the man making the claim has to reside upon the land itself. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The homestead law requires that he shall live 
there, but the mining law does not require the discoverer of a mine 
shall live on the mine. It is a different thing from ahomestead. The 
homestead law requires the man to live there. 

Mr. CLYMER. But the law of the United States requires that if 
he wants to obtain a patent for mineral land he must locate it him- 


self. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, the law does not require any such thing. No 
law of that kind isin existence. There is not a mining claim in a 
dozen patented by the person who discovered it. Discovery is not 

affected in the least by this. It is the miner who goes into the 
mountains and valleys and discovers the lode, and we recognize the 
right of that man to sell his property, the right he has already ac- 
quired, to anybody who wishes to purchase it from him, They do 
sellthem. There is not one case in a dozen where the original dis- 
coverer makes application for patent for the mining claim he has 
discovered. His affidavits are put on file. The person who applies 
for the patent simply goes with his affidavits and makes his claim. 
The last statute requires he should post a notice on the mining land 
that he has applied for a patent, so as to notify all the world that if 
there are any adverse claimants they shall come forward and make 


known their adverse claim to the Land Office while the patent is 
being applied for. This does not change that right in any way what- 
ever. 

(Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I will yield now for five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Colorado, 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, I have resided in a mining district 
for ten years, and I claim I am somewhat familiar with the local and 
national laws affecting the taking up of mining property. I should 
like to make to this House an han Tage pe of the mode of acquiring 
such property, and just how far this act affects the acquisition of any 
such property. The miners assemble together, and you may call ita 
miners’ meeting, and there they adopt certain rules and regulations 
declaring that a man, by sinking a shaft, shall acquire a right to so 
much mineral property. Our legislation has recognized those rules 
and re; tions of the miners, so that if I sink a shaft and uncover 
a vein I can sell that property to anybody, as I have thereby acquired 
complete and perfect title against everybody but the United States. 
In 1872, Congress recognized the right of the miners to establish those 
rules and regulations, and recognized the title of the miner to the 
property when acquired by virtue of those rules and regulations. It 
was provided that, after I acquired a valid title to a mining claim 
against the whole world, except the Government of the United States, 
I might obtain from the Government a patent therefor. I could ac- 
quire the title whether I was the original discoverer of the lode, or 
whether I had acquired title by virtue of purchase or devise. Yes, 
sir; that is the fact. 

The law 3 in addition, that I shall post a notice that I will 
make application for a Government patent on the ground, on the 
claim. That notice is to be posted upon the claim; and, in addition 
to that, it is to be published for sixty days in the leading paper of the 
district. 

Now, Mr. S er, bear in mind that my title is absolutely perfect 
against every y but the Government of the United States—abso- 
lutely perfect before I obtain this patent. The only object of a pat- 
ent is to secure a quitclaim of the rights of the United States to the 
miner, the Government recognizing all the time the miner’s right un- 
der the local rules and regulations. Suppose I buy a mine from John 
Doe or Richard Roe; and suppose, before I purchased it, that John 
Doe posted the notice on the claim and went to New York or Wash- 
ington and sold me his rigba; and I desired to obtain the patent in or- 
der to convince some one England, or France, or New York, or Penn- 
sylvania, that he had a complete and perfect title, not only against 
every other citizen, but against the Government. All the original dis- 
coverer could do was simply to swear to the fact that the notice was 
posted for sixty days upon the claim. That is all there is of it. It 
does not enable him to uire title to any other prope It does 
not enlarge his right. It does not modify his right. It simply pro- 
bec? rons the agent who knows the fact may swear the notice was 

os 4 
5 The gentleman talks about homestead laws. A man is not required 
to reside on a mining claim. When he sinks his shafts ten feet deep, 
or deeper, and uncovers a vein and shows the ore, all that is required 
of him is to do ten dollars’ worth of work each year on his claim 
until the patent issues therefor. Now, I say this bill has the support 
of every hard-working miner in the State of Colorado. 

I have thousands of petitions from the various counties in that State, 
signed by the men who have opened x Thi ificent mineral do- 
main to the attention of the world. ey ask Congress to pass this 
act and allow the agent to make the affidavit as to the mere fact of 
posting when the principal himself was not present in person when 
the notice was put up, and was not there all the time to see that it 
was continued on the board for the period of sixty days. I say to the 
gentleman that this is a righteous and a just act, and ought to be 

assed in the interest of the hard-handed and heroic miners of the 
West. There is no speculation in it; there is no fraud in it; it is not 
in the interest of corporations, but it is in the interest of the honest 

urchasers of these mining claims in the West. If the House votes it 
cows it will do an act of great injustice to the people of Colorado, 
California, and Nevada. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. STEVENSON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, chapter 6 of the Revised Statutes 
provides the means by which the miners, those men who have gone 
as pioneers into the mountains to search for mineral wealth, are en- 
abled to get together and adopt regulations which are to be a law 
among themselves, and under which they may obtain titles and avoid 
conflicts in reference to titles. The first objection which occurs to 
me in connection with this bill—and I confess I have not studied it 
sufficiently to be well advised in regard to it—is that its effect will 
be to extend the operations of these local mining laws and regula- 
tions made by the miners to the country at large, and thus give cor- 
porations and men who never saw the mines, who never went into 
the mining region, who never incurred any of its dangers, its labors, 
or its perils which these men have undergone—to give those great 
capitalists the power to enjoy the advan of these local regula- 
tions which it was the intention of the Government to allow the 
miners, those occupying the mines, to make for their own interests, 
If that be so, it seems to me to be enlarging the operation of thosc 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


229 


local laws too far. I can conceive when the 
great numbers into the mining region they needed some regulations 
which could not be reached by specific acts of Congress; and no 
doubt it was wise to allow them to adopt regulations having the 
force of laws among themselves with reference to the mode of ac- 
quiring titles to mineral lands. 

I dislike the idea of extending the operation of these laws to cor- 
porations or monopolies so as to enable them to take up and hold and 
use in their corporate capacity—or individuals remote from these 
lands—the large body of the mineral lands of this country in opposi- 
tion to the interests of that energetic and hardy class of pioneers re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from Colorado whose rights it was intended 
should be protected. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in addition to that, there is a little misapprehen- 
sion as to the extent to which the provision as to this affidavit will 
interfere with the existing law. e have been told by several gen- 
tlemen that the bill only means that the affidavit in relation to the 
sixty-day occupation should be made. But the language of this bill 
goes further than that. Perhaps I ought to read it. The first section 

rovides ; 
1 That section 2325 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended by 
adding thereto the following words: “ Provided, That where the claimant fora 
ep ape he png ĩð ea 
(9 — 
— . to be made in this section 
That is section 2325 
Mr. SPRINGER. The application requires to be made by the claim- 


ant, 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Texas declines to be inter- 
rupted, 

Mr, REAGAN. The section proceeds: 


By the claimant for such patent may be made by his, her, or its 9 
Sot said agent is conversant with the facts sought to be established by afti- 


ple were going in 


One of the provisions of this section 2325 contains this expression ; 

At the expiration of the sixty days of publication the claimant shall file his affi- 
davit showing that the plat and notice have been posted in a conspicuous place on 
the claim during such period of publication. 

But then there are other affidavits in this section and the agent may 
make any of them. It is the preceding section to this which author- 
izes the miners to make local regulations. 


The miners of each mining district may make regulations not in conflict with 
the laws of the United States or with the laws of the State or Territory in which 
the district is situated governing the location, manner of recording, amount of work 
necessary to hold possession of a mining claim, subject to the following require- 
ments, &c. 


That is the provision to which I referred in my opening remarks; 
one of the provisions of the legislation intended to enable the miners 
themselves that go out into the mining regions where the Govern- 
ment have not by any fixed system of laws provided the mode of ob- 
taining their title—to enable these miners, the men on the ground, the 
men who seek the minerals to make the necessary regulations for 
themselves. ; 

Mr. MAGINNIS. That has come down from the old Spanish miners 
through Mexico and California. 

Mr. GAN. I do not ya, my time is limited. I am aware of 
what the gentleman says, that customs have grown up in the mining 
regions which the Government has permitted to become laws. 

. MAGINNIS. And they are recognized as laws. 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes; and recognized as laws. But that was for the 
benefit of the actual miners, and not for the benefit of mammoth 
corporations in the city of New York or anywhere else. It was not 
intended to enable them by their agents, without any labor or any 
expense or personal inconvenience, to absorb these mines, taking 
them away from the men who go up into those regions to develop, by 
their own energy and skill, the mineral wealth of this country. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas, [Mr. HASKELL.) 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I ask the gentleman from Illinois to 
yield me, in the first place, one minute, that I may ask the gentle- 
man from Texas a question. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I yield to the gentleman one minute. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I ask the gentleman from Texas this 
question : if it is not true that these mineral lands are developed by 
the capital of the country; whether more money has not been spent 
in that way by outside capital than by those in the mining districts 
themselves; and if it is not in the interest of the miners that they 
should bave the fullest and fairest chance to sell these mining claims; 
and if anybody needs protection, whether itis not the capitalist him- 
self, and not the miner? 

Mr. REAGAN. There is a good deal of the gentleman’s interroga- 
tory which I couid not answer in the affirmative. It is not true that 
outside capitalists have invested more in the mining districts than 
the miners themselves. But the gentleman from Illinois and myself 
proceed on different theories. His object seems to be to protect these 
companies and monopolists who seek their own interest and not the 
interest of the people. My object is to give the greatest encourage- 
ment to hardy miners themselves to go into those regions and ae 
velop the mining wealth of the country unfettered by the action of 
capitalists and monopolists. 

. HASKELL. The mining laws of the United States as they 
stand on our statute-books are simply the old mining laws established 


by the original miners themselves and which were afterward placed 
upon the statutes of the United States and made the law of the land. 
None of the processes by which title is to be acquired to a piece of 
mineral land is touched by this contemplated act; not one. Not a 
single iota of mining law by which title is acquired to a single claim 
is affected by this law. 

Now, whatisthis bill? Simply this: that when a man has acquired 
title to a claim, when he has conformed to the law of the land, to the 
law that the miners themselves have instituted, and he desires to sell 
it, with this final certificate that gives him the patent of the United 
States Government and perfects his title he may sell a good title; that 
he may have that affidavit made by an nt ins of being com- 
pelled to travel across the country himself. Let me give an illustra- 
tion. When I came to take my seat in Congress this session I came 
with three gentlemen from Colorado who owned a mine in the old 
county of Gilpin, where I used to live. They had worked that mine 
for ten years. They were the owners of that mine. They had opened 
it and had put up many thousands of dollars’ worth of machinery. 

They had had an offer to buy their mine, and they started to New 
York to sell it, having owned and worked it for eight or ten years. 
When they arrived at Saint Louis they learned for the first time, 
never having had their attention called before to this ruling of the 
Department, that their agent, who had been with them from the first 
and was then in Colorado, could not make this little final affidavit 
by which they could obtain their patent at Washington. The result 
was that one of those men had to retrace his steps, going all the way 
to Colorado, so as to be able to swear to the little atlidavit which his 
agent was just as competent to swear to as himself. 

That is all there is in this bill. It simply provides that when a 
man owns a mining property in Colorado, after he has complied with 
the law, after he has become the hardy pioneer which the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] alludes to, when he wants to sell that 
property, when some of these bloated monopolists offer him a big 
price for it, he can have his agent make this little affidavit, whic. 
will give him his United States patent tothe land. There is nothing 
wrong in the bill, and I venture to say that there is not one miner in 
Colorado but what, if he were here, would vote for its passage. It is 
the simplest, plainest, most inoffensive measure that was ever offered 
in Congress. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Dakota, [ Mr. BENNETT. ] 

Mr. BENNETT. There is just one simple question involved in this 
whole bill, and that relates purely and simply to the rule of evidence, 
and nothing else. It establishes the principle that the man who is 
in ssion of the facts may make affidavit to those facts. 

the law now stands, the man who owns a mine must be present 
and see that the notice required is posted and kept posted for the 
time required by the statute before he can make the affidavit which 
will entitle him to the patent of the United States. Now, all the 
work which is necessary to be done on the mine prior to the patent- 
ing of the land may be done by the employés of the owner himself, 
and he need never be upon the mine for a single day if he is pur- 
chaser of the mine from the discoverer. Now, any one of those em- 
loyés or agents knows whether the necessary work has been done, 
and whether the notice has been kopi posted, and he is the party in 
possession of the facts, and is capable of establishing those facts by 
the proper affidavit before the Land Office. 

There is no analogy whatever between this case and that of the 
homesteader, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLYMER] in- 
timates. In the case of a homestead the man is required to live upon 
the land he has homesteaded during a period of five years, and the 
law presumes that no man knows so well as the man himself who 
has lived on the homestead. Therefore the law requires his individ- 
ual affidavit in preference to that of any other party. 

But this is not the case in mining matters at all. What harm can 
there be in this bill? Can it affect the locators of these mines, the 
hardy pioneers who discover these mines, and who have been talked 
about on this floor? Not at all. The object of the mining law and 
of this 28 legislation is the development of the mineral re- 
sources of the country rather than the retarding of them. The great 
pores of our richest mines in this country, as every gentleman 

nows who has been at all inthe mining region, has been discovered 
by men who do not possess the means or the ability to develop those 
mines, for their development requires much capital. Not one pros- 
pector or discoverer of a mine out of ten has the means to develop 
these mines to that condition where he will be enabled to secure a 
patent from the Government of the United States. 

Therefore they are legitimate property for barter and trade, and 
these discoverers sell their rights to these mines to men who are able 
to develop them. But the law now requires that those men who are 
able to put money into these mines and to develop these mineral 
resources shall stay upon the mines and complete everything neces- 
sary before they can apply for the patents from the Government. 
This bill simply provides that they can do this by their agents, and 
that when the necessary development has been accomplished the 
agents may make the necessary affidavits to establish the facts.- 

In what other matter is it required or insisted upon that facts neces- 
sary to be established may not be established by any man who is a 
competent witness to testify to those facts? That is all there is in 
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this case. It simply provides that the necessary facts may be estab- 
lished before the land office by any competent witness, in order to 
enable the owner of the mine to secure the patent. There certainly 
should be no objection to the passage of this bill, 

Mr. STEVENSON. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Scorn (Mr. WRIGHT. ] 

Mr. WRIGHT. I am satisfied from what I have heard in regard to 
this bill that it is for the benefit of the man who makes the discovery 
of the mining lode and who operates it. If it were for the benefit of 
the speculators, if it were for the p of letting capitalists come 
in and acquire these lands, then I should oppose the bill. But, as I 
understand the matter from the remarks of the gentleman from Col- 
orado [Mr. BELFORD] and of the gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. HAs- 
KELL, | I think it is right and er that the man who makes the dis- 
covery of valuable ores shall have facilities for transferring his title, 
his personal right, in order that he may obtain an advantage from his 
discovery. I do not think that the man who purchases the right from 
him should be compelled to travel from an eastern city to the spot 
where the mine is located, in order that he shall be able to himself 
make such proof as this bill provides for. It adds an additional bur- 
den tohim. Itisa . that ought to be secured to him by leg- 
islation. So long as the right, the equity of the case is not affected, so 
long as the question is one with regard merely to the transfer of title, 
why ought not the man who discovers the mineral have an opportu- 
nity to do by an agent what the law now requires him to doin person? 

hen the discussion on this bill opened and I had listened only to 
the remarks of my colleague [Mr. CLYMER] and the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] I was under the impression that there might be 
in this bill what is called a “ snake in the ” but I am now satis- 
fied that the bill, as it stands, is for the benefit of the man who does 
the work, who makes the improvement, and I will not stand in my 
place here to vote against giving him 75 r facilities for transfer- 
ring his title. That is something which this House ought not to do 
by the rejection of this measure. At the opening of this debate I 
was, as I have said, op to the bill on principle, but having heard 
all that has been said, I am satisfied that the measure is in the interest 
of the man who discovers the minerals, and we ought to give him all 
proper facilities for transferring his title. 

r. STEVENSON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Louisiana, [Mr. ACKLEN, ] 

Mr. ACKLEN. Mr. Speaker, I feel it incumbent upon me, a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Mines and Mining, to say that the objections 
raised by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLYMER] to this bill were all considered 
in the committee and were unanimously overruled. The questions 
prenna in the bill have been clearly, succinctly, and concisely set 

orth by the 1 from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] and the gentle- 
man from Colorado, [Mr. Betrorp.] The bill involves nothing that 
can be objectionable to any member of the House who has a thorough 
understanding of the question. It proposes simply to permit the man 
who has discovered the mine to dispose of that property, and to ena- 
ble purchasers in the East to obtain their patents without the neces- 
sity of being constantly present in order to make affidavit, as required 
under the decision which the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
has lately made. : 

Mr. REAGAN. Lask the gentleman whether, under the present law, 
the miner has not the same facilities for disposing of his property 
that he would have under this bill ? 

Mr.ACKLEN. No, sir. The gentleman totally misunderstands the 
case. Prior to the late decision of the Commissioner of the Land 
Office the miner could dispose of his property and the patent would 
have been issued upon proper affidavit by the agent; but under the 
late decision of the Commissioner it is impossible for the miner to 

i of his property and for the purchaser to perfect his title and 
obtain the patent unless he can personally make the affidavit required 
under the decision of the Commissioner. That presents the entire 
question in a nutshell, and it is no use to go outside the record to 
raise technical objection. I trust members in the consideration of 
this measure will confine themselves solely to the point at issue. 

Mr. REAGAN. Did I understand the gentleman to say that under 
1 laws the miner could not dispose of his property ? 

Mr. ACKLEN. The gentleman must have been deficient in his 
usual acuteness if he so misunderstood me. I said that the miner 
could not dispose of his property and the purchaser could not perfect 
his title. The miner can dis of the property per se without an; 
difficulty. The laws of the United States have nothing to do wit 
that; the local mining laws govern that matter. The difficulty is as 
to perfecting the title, obtaining the patent. ; 

Mr. REAGAN. The bill proposes to give facilities to an owner who 
was never on the spot—to a corporation if may be in New York. 

Mr. ACKLEN. In this connection I trust the gentleman from Texas 
will bear in mind the fact that to operate these mines of the West 
the capital of the East is always necessary. The miners who go out 
West and discover mineral wealth are generally poor, They cannot 


After discovering a mine, they desire to dispose of the prop- 

and to deny to the purchaser the right to obtain a patent 

except upon making affidavit upon personal knowledge of the facts, 

is simply a great blow at the mining interests of the 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 


opare mines as they now have to be operated, with expensive ma- 
ery. 
erty 


est, 


The SPEAKER. The time allowed for debate on this bill has now 
as ace The question is on ordering the bill to a third reading. 
he bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly read 
the third time. 
Mr, STEVENSON. I demand the previous question. 
The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 


which was upon the p of the bill. 
15 REAGAN. I call for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
ill. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 179, nays 29, not 
voting 83; as follows: 


YEAS—179. 
Acklen, vis, George R. Ketcham, Sawyer, 
Aldrich, Wiliam Davis, Horace Killinger, Scales, 
Anderson, Davis, Joseph J. Kimmel, Shall A 
Armfield, A Klotz, Shelley, 
Ath i De La Matyr, Lapham, Shi „ 
Bailey, Deuster, leton, J. W. 
Baker, Dick, Lewis, A. Herr 
Ballon, Dunn, Loring, s A 
Bayne, Errett, Manning, . — 
Beale, Felton, Marsh, Stone, 
Belford, Ferdon, Martin, Benj. F. Talbott, 
Beltzhoover, Field, ori babii J. Taylor, 

Berry, Fisher, McCoi Thomas, 
J 
„ $ ey, om i 

Ban 8 Molina E 

88 ` ownsend, Amos 
Bouck, Gille: Mitchell, Townshend. R. W. 
Bowman, Money, Tucker, 
Boyd. Goode, Monroe, Tyler, 
Brewer, Gunter, ‘orton, Uy egraff, J. T. 
Brigham, Hammond, John Muldrow, pdegraff” ‘Thomas 
Browne, Harmer, March, Upson, 
Buckner, Harris, Benj. W. New Valentine, 

Arrows, Harris, John T. Now Vance, 
Butterworth, Haskell, Nicholls, Voorhis, 

Cabell, Hatch, Norcross, Wad 
Calkins, Hawk, O'Connor, Wai 
Cannon, Hawley, Osmer, W. 
Carpenter, Hayes, Overton, Warner, 
Cas Hazelton, Pacheco, Washburn, 
Glatie Hen pene Wellborn, 
‘enry, 0 
Cobb, Herbert. Phister, te, 
Coffroth, Herndon, Pound, Whiteaker, 
Colerick, Hooker, Prescott, Williams, 6. G 
gonger, ouk, Price, 8, 
Cook, House, ice, ilis, 
Covi Hunton, Richardson, D. P. Willi 
Cowgill, James, Richardson, J. S. Wood, Fernando 
Cravens, Jones, Robinson, Wood, Walter A. 
. — Joyce, Roera 3 right, 
er, „ Thomas ‘ocum. 
— Kelley, Ben 
NAYS—29. 
^ Clymer, MeMillin, ‘Turner, Oscar 
Blackburn, Davis, Loundes H. Myers, Turner, Thomas 
Blount, 5 Neal, Whitthorne, 
Bright, Hostetler, Wilson, 
Caldwell, Kenna, Robertson, Wise. 
Chalmers, Martin, Edward L. Ross, 
Clark, Alvah A. McKenzie, Simonton, 
Clark, John B. McMahon, Sparks, 
NOT VOTING—«3. 
ss N. W. ao a á ee 
tkins, ey, x obeso: 
Bachman, Forsythe, Knott, o. Russell, Daniel L. 
Bing Frye, Tindse Tryon, John W. 
am, „ Y, on, Jol 
. $ Garfield, Louns! i Samford, 
Gibson, Mason Singleton, O. R. 
7 — N McCook, Slemons, 
sle, Hammond, N. J. Miles, Smith, Hezekiah B. 

lardy, He n Miller, Smith, W. 
Converse, Henkle, Morrison, Stari 
Cox, Hill, Morse, Steele, 

Crapo, Hiscock, Muller, Stephens, 
Crowley, Horr, O'Brien, Urner, 

i Hubbell, O'Neill, Van Aernam, 
Dickey, ‘ull, O'Reilly, Van Voorhis, 
Dwigh Humphrey, Orth, Wells, 

sey Phelps, Wilber, 
Ellis, Hutchins, Young, Casey 
Evins, Johnston, Poehler, Young, Thomas L. 
Ewing, Jorgensen, Reed, 
So the bill was passed. 


During the roll-call the following announcements were made : 

Mr. OND, of Georgia. I am paired with Mr. REED, of 
Maine. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I am paired with Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. My colleague, Mr. Grsson, is paired with Mr. 
MILES, of Connecticut. 

Mr. COFFROTH. My colleague, Mr. BACHMAN, is detained at 
home by the death of his mother-in-law. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. My colleague, Mr. HULL, is paired with Mr. 
HEILMAN, of Indiana. 

Mr. BALLOU. My colleague, Mr. ALDRICH, is paired with Mr. 
SAMFORD, of Alabama. 

Mr. MONROE. Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, is paired with Mr. 
PIERCE, of New York. I do not know how either would vote. 
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Mr. BAILEY. My colleague, Mr. MILLER, is paired with Mr. ELLIS, 
of Louisiana. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. Dwiaut, of New York, is paired with Mr. 
JOHNSTON, of Virginia. 

On motion of Mr. SAPP, by unanimous consent, the reading of the 
names was dispensed with. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. STEVENSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EIGHTH OF JANUARY. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I rise, Mr. S er, to a privileged question, and 
move that when this House ourns to-day it adjourn to meet Fri- 
day next. To-morrow is the 8th day of January, and we ought to 
pay some re tothe memory of one of the great men of this nation. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
80, nays 120, not voting 91; as follows: 


YEAS—80 
Armfield, Ford, Lowe, PS J.W. 
Barber, Forney, eee th. A. Herr 
Bicknell, Geddes, Martin, Joseph J. Springer, 
Blackburn, Gillette, MoLane, albott, 
liss, Goode, MeMillin, Taylor, 
— Sante Sean T — ey, Townshend, R. W. 
utterworth, Harris, onroe, urner, 4 
Ca Hatch, U; 
CG Hazelton, Muldrow, Vance, 
Clark, John B. Herbert, Muller, Wad 
Coffro Herndon, Murch, Weaver, 
Cook, a Myers, Wellborn, 
Covert, Hooker, Nicholls Whiteaker, 
Cox, House, Persons, Whitthorne, 
Culberson, Hard, tt, Williams, Thomas 
Davidson, Jones, Robertson, Willis, 
Davis, Joseph J. Keifer, Ross, Wilson, 
De La Matyr, Kenna, Rothwell, Wi 
Kimmel, Shelley, Wright, 
Felton, Le Fevre, Simonton, Yocum. 
NAYS—120. 
Acklen, Conger, Ketcham, Richardson, J. S. 
iken, Cowgill, Killinger, Robinson, 
Aldrich, William Cravens, Klotz, Ryan, Thomas 
Anderson, Lapham, Sawyer, 
Bailey, Da R. Lewis, Scales, 
Baker, Davis, Horace, Marsh, Shallenberger, 
Ballou, Davis, Loundes H, Martin, Benj. F. Sherwin, 
Bayne, Deering, prio aoa L. Sparks, 
Beale, Deuster, MoCoi peer, \ 
Dick, McKenzie, Stevenson, 
Beltzhoover, Dunn, McKinley, me, 
ke, Dunnell, M Thomas, 
Blount, Ferdon, Mills, Thompson, P. B. 
Bouck, Field, Mi Thompson, W. G. 
Be y Godshalk, Neal 85 T d, Am 
a ‘ownsend, os 
Brig y Hammond, John New, Tucker, 
Bright, Harmer, Newberry, Turner, Oscar 
F 
uckner, aske! Connor, 
Burrows, Hawk, Osmer, VEe tine 
Caldwell, Hawley, Overton, Voorhis, 
Calkins, Hayes, Pacheco, Wai 
Cannon, Henderson, Page, Ward, 
C: ter, Henry, Phister, Warner, 
Chalmers, Hostetler, Pound, Washburn, 
oi rie A — Rava; Wiliems, cG 
va - unton, . 
Cobb, James, Rice, Willits, 
Colerick, Kelley, Richardson, D. P. Wood, Fernando. 
NOT VOTING—9L. 
Aldrich, N. W. Errett, Joyce, Robeson, 
Atherton, Evins, King, Russell, Daniel L. 
Atkins, Ewing, Kitchin, Russell, W, A. 
Bachman, Farr, Knott, Ryon, John W. 
Barlow, Finley Ladd, Samford, 
Berry, Forsythe, Lindsey, Sapp, 
Bingham, Fort, Loring, Singleton, 0. R. 
Bland, Frost, Louns 3 Slemons, 
Brewer, Frye, Maso: Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Briggs, Garfield, McCoo: Smith, William E. 
Camp, Gibson, McGowan, Starin, 
Caswell, Hall, Miles, Steele, 
laflin, Hammond, N. q. Miller, Stephens, 
Clardy, Heilman, Morse, Updegraff, Thomas 
Clymer, Henkle, O'Brien, mer, 
Converse, Hiscock, ON Van Aernam, 
Crapo, Horr, O'Reilly, Van Voorhis, 
Crowley, Hubbell, Orth, Wells, 
Dibrell, Hull, Phelps, Wilber, 
Dickey, Humphrey, Pierce, Wood, Walter A. 
Dwight, Hutchins, Poehler, Young, Casey, 
Einstein, Johnston, > Young, Thomas L, 
Ellis, Jorgensen, Richmond, 


So the motion was disagreed to. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. SCALES. My colleague, Mr. KITCHIN, who is detained at home 
by important business, is paired on all political questions with my 
other colleague, Mr. MARTIN, 

Mr. HILL. My colleague, Mr. FINLEY, is paired with Mr. BRIGGS, 
of New Hampshire, 


Mr. ROBERTSON. My colleague, Mr. GIBSON, is paired with Mr. 
Muizzs, of Connecticut. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I am paired with Mr. REED, of Maine. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Iam pare with Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island, 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. My colleague, Mr. Frost, is detained at 
home by sickness. 

Mr. ARMFIELD. My colleague, Mr. STEELE, is detained at home 
by necessary and important business. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, Mr. FINLEY, of Ohio, is paired with 
Mr, BRIGGS, of New Hampshire. 

Mr. HUNTON. My colleague, Mr. JOHNSTON, who is detained from 
the House by sickness, is paired with Mr. DWIGHT, of New York. 

Mr. CLYMER. On this question I am paired with Mr. CLAFLIN. 
If he were here, I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. MONROE. Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, is-paired with Mr. 
Prerce, of New York. 

On motion of Mr. HOUSE, by unanimous consent, the reading of the 
names was dispensed with. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I moveto go into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of proceeding to 
the consideration of the special order. 

Mr. KEIFER. I hope the gentleman will not press it at this time; 
as the two gentlemen representing the minority of the Committee on 
Rules are absent, and both may be present to-morrow. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am simply acting in obedience to the order 
of the Committee on Rules to indicate to the House it is ready to 
proceed to the consideration of its report. As the gentleman notes 
the absence of both the republican members of that committee, and 
as it is now past four o’clock, it is not my pleasure to press this mat- 
ter on the attention of the House; and I am perfectly willing to test 
the sense of the House on a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I move the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I withdraw my motion, then. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, BACH- 
MAN until Tuesday next, on account of the death of his mother-in- 
law; and to Mr. KinG until the 12th instant. 

HENRY HEAD. 

On motion of Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, by unanimous consen: 
leave was granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House o 
the papers in the case of Henry Head, no adverse report having been 
made thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secre announced 
that the Senate had passed, without amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 
2803) for the relief of Doddridge & Davis. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a bill of 
the 8 title; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

An act (S. No. 105) for the relief of John Gault, jr., late a major of 
the Twenty-eighth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry. . 

And then, on motion of Mr. COFFROTH, (at four o’clock and five 
minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


= The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 


the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of James Kane, late first lieuten- 
ant Company E, Thirteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry, for an honorable 
discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ATHERTON: The petition of members of the bar of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, that the office of stenog- 
rapher for said court be created—to the Committee for the District 
of Columbia. J 

By Mr. BAYNE: A communication from Lieutenant F. A. Mahan, 
2 appropriations for the improvement of Davis Island Dam 
at Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: The petition of soldiers of the late war, 
5 the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Af- 

‘airs. 

By Mr. BENNETT: The petition of citizens of Dakota Territory, 
for an increase of the salary of the judge of the first judicial district 
of said Territory—to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of Henry B. Eastman, for compensa- 
tion as an officer in the United States Army, and for extra services— 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Portland, 
Oregon, favoring the improvement of the Lower Columbia River—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Washington Territory, for the pay- 
ment of the claim of Dennis Storrs and others, for pay for work dono 


in improving the navigation of certain streams in said Territory—to 
the same committee. i T 
Also, the petition of settlers of Washington Territory within the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 7, 


Northern Pacific Railroad limits, for relief to the Committee on the 


Pacific ad, 

Also, the petition of citizens of Washington N for the es- 
tablishment of a . post in Yakima Valley, in said Territory 
to.the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Washington Territory, for the cre- 
ation of a new land district in said Territory—to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: The petition of Jacob Stephens, for compen- 
sation for injuries received while engaged as a laborer in the 
office and court-house at Covington, Kentucky—to the Committee of 
Claims. 

By Mr. CHITTENDEN: The petition of W. H. Schiefflin & Co., 
for the return of moneys illegally collected as customs duties—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ALVAH A. CLARK : Two petitions of citizens of New Jer- 
sey, for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. JOHN B. CLARK, JR. : A bill to improve the Missonri River, 
opposite Booneville, Missouri, and appropriating $20,000 for the pur- 
pose—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COWGILL: The petition of 700 citizens of Cass County, 
Indiana, for the construction and maintenance of a ship-canal con- 
necting the waters of Lake Erie and the Wabash River—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: Papers relating to the claim of J. H, W. 
Riley for compensation for work done on the dry-dock at Mare 
Island—to the ERREA on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DE LA MATYR: Phe petitions of Benjamin F. Hoefgers 
and 198 others; of Thomas D. Childers and 108 others; of W. H. St. 
John and 38 others; of J. A. McCorkle and 18 others, and of F. M. 
Huff and 40 others, that the pay of Union soldiers and sailors be 
made equal to specie at the time they were paid—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ; 

By Mr. FERDON: Papers relating to the claim of Thomas Crary, 
postmaster at Parksville, New York, to be reimbursed the amount of 
postage-stamps stolen from the post-office at said place—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

By Mr. FISHER: The petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, against 
the passage of Senate bill 496, relating to pension claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORT: The petition of Joseph Hunter and others, for ad- 
ditional compensation as soldiers, making their pay received equal 
to gold—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. JOHN HAMMOND: The petition of citizens of Essex and 
Clinton Counties, New York, for the equalization of bounties—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HASKELL: Papers relating to the claim of C. H. Howard, 
postmaster at Osage Mission, Kansas, to be reimbursed the amount 
of Government funds robbed from said office—to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Also, a paper relating to the Kansas military claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWK: Papers pene to the pension claim of William 
W. Church—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENKLE: The petition of John H. and Charles Rowland, 
for-pay of rent for buildings used by the Quartermaster’s Department 
United States Army at Norfolk, Virginia—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HILL: The petition of Amos Stukey and others, of Pauld- 
ing County, Ohio, for a post-route from Gilbert’s Mills to Pleasant 
Point, Ohio—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of Harvey Wheeler, W. T. Exline, and 100 other 
citizens and soldiers of Van Wert, Ohio, for the equalization of boun- 
ties of soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of Mrs. Mary Chanaberry, for the re- 
moval of the suspension of her pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Mary Gossett, that her pension claim be 
settled upon the same proof that two bounty payments were based 
upon in the office of the Second Auditor—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill making appropriation of $200,000 for im- 

rovement of the Gulf Bar at the mouth of Brazos River, State of 

‘exas—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the . of citizens of Galveston, Texas, for an appropri- 
ation to build a custom-house in said city to the Committee on Pub- 
lie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Galveston, Texas, for additional 
appropriations for the improvement of Galveston Bar and Harbor— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petitions of Ex-Governor Paul Dillingham and 
others and of Hon. E. P. Watson and others, citizens of Vermont, for an 
se nd ratte to build a monument at Yorktown, Virginia—to the 

mmittee on the Yorktown Monument. 

Also, the petition of J. H. Dyer, Peter Teague, and 34 others, soldiers 
of the late war, for the ai ation of bounties—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Hon. George Nichols, secretary of state of 
Vermont, that a pension be granted to Mrs. Rhoda Locke—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, the petition of E. H. Vincent and others, that a pension be 
granted to us F. Tucker—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KELLEY : 8 relating to the pension claim of William 
H. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOTT: The petition of M. Embrey and others, that sol- 
diers of the late war receive additional pay—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Also, the petition of William L. Smith and others, against the pas- 
sage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Thomas M. Bybee, for the correction of his 
mitay record—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr.LAPHAM: The petition of Andrew Burgess, William Round- 
tree, and John T. Hall, for compensation for services rendered as fire- 
men in the new United States jail in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. EDWARD L. MARTIN: A bill to improve the navigation 
of the Mispillion River, in Delaware—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of William A. Scribner and 150 others, citizens 
of Milford, Delaware, for the improvement of the Mispillion River— 
to the same committee. 

Also, a bill to improve the navigation of Broadkill River, in Dela- 
ware—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Hon, James Ponder and 50 others, citizens of 
Milton, Delaware, for the improvement of the navigation of Broad- 
kill River, Delaware—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McCOID: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. M. H. Pur- 
inton for compensation for services rendered as a nurse during the 
late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCOOK: The petition of E. Dedrick and other discharged 
soldiers, for additional paro the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: The petition of L. J. Guilmartin & Co. and 
other merchants of Savannah, Milledgeville, and Eatonton, Georgia, 
against the extension of the iron cotton-tie buckle patent—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

BIME O'CONNOR: The petition of W. B. Homer, second lieuten- 
ant Fifth Artillery, United States Army, for relief for losses sustained 
by fire which destroyed the Government quarters on the night of 
November 30, 1879, at Fort Barrancas, Florida—to the Committee of 


Claims. 

By Mr. OSMER: The petition of 84 citizens of Pennsylvania, for 
the payment to soldiers of the late war of the difference between the 
value of greenbacks and gold at the time of payment—to the Com- 
mittee on 8 Affairs. 

By Mr. PHISTER: The petition of Captain Alex. Bruce, and 120 
other Union soldiers, of Lewis County, Kentucky, for the p. of 
the equalization bounty bill, for the amendment of the land bounty 
grant bill, and inst the “sixty courts pension bill“ to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of N. S. Dudley and 68 other Union soldiers, of 
Fleming County, Kentucky, for the passage of the equalization bounty 
bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition of the Board of Trade of Kansas City, 
Missouri, in relation to the improvement of the Missouri River at and 
near Kansas City, Missouri—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. SHELLEY: The petition of Francis M. Bilhartz, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of John Hamilton, for compensation for materials 
used by United States forces during the late war—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPARKS: The petition of soldiers and sailors of Ramsey, 
Fayette County, Illinois, for the passage of the Weaver bill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of soldiers of the late war, for 
additional pay—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of Mrs. Ann Lyons, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of Ex-Governor Frederick Holbrook 
and other citizens of Vermont, for an appropriation to build a mon- 
ument at Yorktown, Virginia—to the Committee on the Yorktown 
Monument. 

By Mr. UPSON: A bill to provide for the improvement of Pass 
Cavallo, Texas—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill to provide for the improvement of Aransas Pass, Texas— 
to the same committee. 

Also, a bill to poras for the improvement of Pass Brazos Santi- 
ago, Texas—to the same committee. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of citizens of North Carolina, for a 
post-route from Patterson, via Mulberry, to Globe, North Carolina—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VOORHIS: The petition of Ezra Miller, for the extension of 
5 patent for an improvement in car-couplings—to the Committee on 

atents. 

By Mr. WHITEAKER: A bill making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of Coquille River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation for the improvement of the 
bar and entrance to Yaquinna Bay, Oregon—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation for continuing the improve- 
ment at Coos Bay, Oregon—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE : The petition of William Turman, guardian 
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of William W. Brewer, to authorize a duplicate of a lost draft, which 
was issued for arrears of pension due said minor—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill to establish a post-route from Brick Church to Triggs, 
in Giles County, Tennessee—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of Sidney Francisco and 22 others, 
veterans of the late war, of Deerfield and Petersburgh, Michigan, 
against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of Amanda J. Everhart, for a pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Hannah Myer, for a pension—to the same 
committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the German National Bank, to 
be reimbursed amount of contents of a registered letter destroyed by 
fire—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, a bill for continuing the improvements at the falls of the Ohio 
and Louisville and Portland Canal—to the Committee on Commerce. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 8, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. No. 673) to regulate applications for restoration to the 
active list of the Navy ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2769) to amend the act entitled “ An act to encour- 

e the establishment of public marine schools,” approved June 20, 
1874, so as to extend it to the ports of Wilmington, Charleston, Savan- 
nah, Mobile, New Orleans, Baton Rouge, and Galveston. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1076) for the relief of Amanda M. Cook was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


MILITARY RESERVATIONS IN DAKOTA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the request of the 
House of Representatives for the return of the bill (H. R. No. 1305) 
abolishing the military reservations of Fort Abercrombie, Fort Sew- 
ard, and Fort Ransom, all in the Territory of Dakota, and authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to have the lands embraced therein sur- 
veyed and made subject to homestead and pre-emption 3 sale, 
the same as other public lands; and by unanimous consent the request 
was ordered to be complied with, and the bill returned to the House 
of Representatives. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 19th of December, 1879, approved and signed the following joint 
resolutions : 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 26) to transfer the arsenal property in 
the city of Charleston, South Carolina, to the trustees of the Holy 
. Church Institute for the use and accommodation of said 
school; 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 50) filling existing vacancies in the 
Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 52) authorizing payment of the sal- 
aries of the employés of Congress on the 19th of mber, 1879. 

The message also announced that the President had, on the 24th of 
December, 1879, approved and signed the act (S. No. 618) for the re- 
lief of Herman Hulman and Crawford Fairbanks, of the city of 
Terre Haute, Indiana. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, requesting that appropriate legislation 
may be had to enable his Department to appropriate the proceeds of 
the labor of prisoners confined in the Leavenworth military prison 
toward the support of the prison; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


_ Mr. BECK presented the oan of William Cassius Goodloe, Will- 
iam C. P. Breckenridge, John A. Prall, M. C. Johnson, and others, cit- 
izens of Lexington, Kentucky, praying for the passage of a bill appro- 
priating the income arising from certain bounties and pensions to 
colored soldiers for the education of the colored race, and for aid 
therefrom to establish a normal colored school in that city; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FERRY presented the memorial of John D, Graham and 8 others, 
soldiers of the late war, remonstrating against the passage of the bili 
(S. No. 496) for the examination and adjudication of pension claims; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of H. Koning and others, citizens of 
Grainfield, Kansas, praying for an amendment of the homestead act 


of March 3, 1879, so as to entitle those settlers who have taken eighty 
acres after the p of that law to eighty additional acres; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FERRY. I present the petition of Ira Reynolds and 578 others, 
citizens of Dayton, Ohio, praying for the issue of $346,000,000 of ipa 
tender notes, when their constitutionality shall have been decided, 
to be made redeemable in coin and to be taken for all custom duties 
and other dues. I move the reference of this petition to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylyania, oe the petition of S. B. 
Hotchkiss and 63 others, citizens of Edinborough, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing forthe passage of what is knownas the “equalization bounty bill;” 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HEREFORD presented the petition of Jesse F. Phares, of Ran- 
dolph County, West Virginia, praying to be allowed a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of John Snider, of Randolph County, 
West Virginia, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SLATER presented the petition of General Joseph Lane and 101 
others, veterans ef the Mexican war, praying Congress to t pen- 
sions to the soldiers of that war; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of John H. Fralich, of Brook- 
lyn, New York, praying for the passage of a law granting him relief 
on account of a forged signature on a draft to his order upon which 
money was drawn by another; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of J. J. Woodman, of Michi- 
gan, and other officers of the National Grange of the Patrons of Hus- 

ndry, assembled in annual session at Canandaigua, New York, 
praying the enactment of such laws as will relieve a burdened and 
oppressed people from the unlawful exactions of railroad companies; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WALLACE. I present the petition of Drexel & Co. and other 
leading business men of Philadelphia, praying for the passage of the 
joint resolution abolishing the legal-tender quality of United States 
notes. In presenting this petition, Mr. President, I desire to say that 
the gentlemen who sign it represent the leading commercial, bank- 
ing, and shipping interests of the State of Pennsylvania, and that 
their opinion on this subject is entitled to great weight on the part 
of the Senate. I move the reference of the petition to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. ` 

„The motion was a to. 

Mr. JONAS presented the petition of Lucas E. Moore & Co. and 
others, ship-owners and agents of New Orleans, and the petition of 
E. F. Lockmeyer & Co., agents of the North German Lloyd’s, and 
others, of New Orleans, praying for the pasong of an act to amend 
the law relative to the seizure and forfeiture of vessels for breach of 
the revenue law; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BAYARD 8 the petition of Andrew C. Gray and 70 
others, citizens of New Castle, Delaware, praying for the withdrawal 
of the compulsory legal-tender power of the United States Treasury 
notes; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WINDOM presented a resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Fargo, Dakota Territory, in favor of an appropriation by Con 
for the construction of a lock and dam over the Red River of the 
North at Goose Rapids; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present the petition of Commodore William B. 
Whiting, praying for the passage of the bill (S. No. 751) granting a 
pension to William B. Whiting. As that bill has been reported from 
the Committee on Pensions, and is upon the Calendar, I move that 
the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I also present the petition of Charles D. Potter and 
many other Union veterans who served in the war, from Ohio, Illi- 
nois, New York, and elsewhere, praying for the equalization of boun- 
red and I move that it be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of John Wandley and 2 
citizens of Elk County, Kansas, and the petition of L. A. Carnes an 
others, soldiers of the late war, from the States of Illinois, Indiana, 
and Kansas, praying for the passage of a law for the equalization of 
bounties; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Patrick Murphy and others, dis- 
abled soldiers of the late war, praying for the passage of a law increas- 
ing from $24 to $30 per month the pension allowed to those soldiers 
who lost a leg above the knee or an arm above or below the elbow; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of A. Franklyn Howland and others, 
soldiers of the late war, praying for the passage of a law increasing 
the pensions to those pensioners who are totally helpless ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Charles F. Walthers and othe 
citizens of Arago, Nebraska; the petition of F. W. Samuelson an 
Nebraska; the petition of George M. 
ounty, Nebraska; the 


others, citizens of Humboldt, 
Squiers and others, citizens of Richardson 
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tition of W. J. Richardson and others, citizens of Hiawatha, Brown 

ounty, Kansas; the petition of John W. Holt and others, citizens of 
Falls City, Richardson County, Nebraska; the petition of M. S. Moore 
and others, citizens of Kansas and Nebraska; the petition of J. D. 
Hunter and others, citizens of Falls City, Richardson County, Ne- 
braska ; and the paston 14 — Me ae 2 others, cape of 
Rulo, Richardson County, Nebraska, praying for the passage of alaw 
authorizing the sale of the lands of the Iowas, Sacs, and Fox Indi- 
ans in Kansas and Nebraska, and for the removal of the tribes now 
occupying them to the Indian Territory ; which were referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VEST presented the memorial of S. B. Sturtevant and others, 
farmers and merchants of Missouri and Illinois, remonstrating against 
the extension of the patent known as the Hedges patent and the 
3 patent on evaporators; which was referred to the Committee on 

atents. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of Maria C. Fitzhugh and Anna 
C. Carroll, | representatives of Daniel Carroll, deceased, and own- 
ers of Duddington Place destroyed by the board of public works, 
praying to be ndemnified therefor; which was poe DaS to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 762) for the relief of 
Josiah H. Pillsbury, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

r. WINDOM, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3015) making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1881, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments, 


HOT SPRINGS COMMISSION. 


Mr. PLUMB. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Lands 
to report for the consideration of the Senate a joint resolution touch- 
ing the Hot Springs reservation in the State of Arkansas. 

e joint resolution (S. R. No. 58) touching the Hot Springs reser- 
vation, in the State of Arkansas, was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. PL I am instructed by the committee to ask of the Sen- 
ate the present consideration of the joint resolution. I desire, there- 
fore, that it be read for information. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as follows: 

e it resolved by the Senate and House 3 
allowed the 8 of the Interior to ret e United 87242 8 
Little Rock, Arkansas under section 10 of the act of March 3, 1877, entitled An 


act in relation to the Hot Siig ve reservation in the State of Ar be ex- 
tended for the period of ys from the e of this resolution, and 
further p gs under said act be suspended until that time. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to have the joint resolution explained 
by somebody. 

Mr. PLUMB. On the 6th day of this month there was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands a letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior embracing the report of what is known as the Hot Springs 
commission. By the law under which this commission was proceed- 
ing the 14th day of the present month is the last day on which the 
Secretary is authorized to proceed to give the necessary instructions 
to the land officers at Little Rock to make the entry of the lands ac- 
cording to the report of the commission. In the same report are 
embodied very serious charges inst the clerk of the commission, 
affecting, in fact, a very considerable portion of the work of the com- 
mission. This matter having been referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, the committee thought that while it was not informed 
at the present time sufficiently to be able to say what legislation may 
be necessary to meet the charges thus made, it would be eminently 
proper that time should be given in order that the subject thus pre- 
sented to Congress in the letter of the Secretary may be investigated. 
They therefore ask that the time within which these instructions 
shail be issued by the Secretary of the Interior be extended sixty days, 
which would give just that time from the 14th of January for Con- 

to take such action as may be necessary for investigating the 
report of the commission. 
r. EDMUNDS. And in the mean time to suspend proceedings ? 

Mr. PLUMB. In the mean time to Se ee 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is all right; go ahead. 

27 8 PLUMB. That is the effect of the joint resolution, and all 
of it. ; 

The joint. resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 

introduce a bill (S. No. 969) to amend section 13 of the act of Con- 
approved July 12, 1876; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 970) for the relief of Thomas U. Rothrock; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KERNAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 


` 


introduce a bill (S. No. 971) relative to claims of certain northern 
creditors; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 
Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
) 


to introduce a bill (S. No. 972) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna I. 
Guest; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 973) to establish the judicial district of Oklahoma ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the J rt 

Mr. JONAS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 974) to repeal the twenty-second section of 
the act entitled “An act to incorporate the Texas Pacific Railroad 
Company and to aid in the construction of its road, and for other pur- 
pen and to declare the rights and privileges and lands granted 

said twenty-second section to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and 
Vicksburgh Railroad Company forfeited, and that the said twenty- 
second section be re-enacted in favor of the New Orleans Pacific 
Railway Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. ALLISON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to, 
introduce a bill (S. No. 975) ting a pension to James O. McKenna; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. RANDOLPH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 976) for the relief of Ezra Miller; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 977) for the relief of Benjamin F. Worrell; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 978) to create an additional land district in 
the State of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. LOGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 979) for the relief of Captain Elias R. Ottinger; 
which was twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 980) for the relief of Dr. George F. Heideman ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 981) to authorize the Com- 
missioner of Patents to hear and determine the application of Herman 
Miller for the extension of his patents; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Patents. ; 

Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 982) ting a pension to Spencer W. Tryon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 983) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 984) to regulate the fees of the clerks of the circuit 
and district courts of the United States in Colorado; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KERNAN (by request) asked, and — unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 985) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Leggett; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO AN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PADDOCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 3035) making appropriations for the con- 
sular and diplomatic service of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1881, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr, KERNAN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and accom pers of E. Conrey and certain 
other northern creditore be withdrawn 2 of the Senate and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask for the following order at the request of a gen- 
tleman here in the city, one of my constituents, not knowing whether 
there have been reports in the cases or not: 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Joseph N. Lewis be taken from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Committeo on Claims. 

Also, the papers in the case of Arent B. Sorenson, for like reference. 

Also, the papers in the case of Arthur Connell, for like reference. 


RECUSANT WITNESSES. 


The Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, RICHARD J. BRIGHT, 1.853 a 
peared at the bar of the Senate, having in his custody Len. T. Smit 
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Levi Wilson, and E. B. Purcell, arrested by order of the Senate for 
contempt of a proensa of the body. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On the 18th day of December last the 
Senate, at the instance of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, issued a writ of attachment against certain persons summoned 
as witnesses, residing in the State of Kansas, which was made re- 
turnable to-day. If it be the pleasure of the Senate, the return of 
the Sergeant-at-Arms of his action in the premises will now be read. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms advanced to the Vice-President’s desk and 
handed his return to the Vice-President. j 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the return of 
the Ser; t-at-Arms. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., January 8, 1880. 

In obedience to the within warrant I have arrested and taken into custody 
Leonard T. Smith, Levi Wilson, and E. B. Purcell, and now produce them at the 
bar of oe Senate. 


pectfully, R. J. BRIGHT, 
7 Sergeant-at-Arms, United States Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the action of 
the Senate upon which the attachment was issued. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, %] 


The Senate of the United States of America to Richard J. Bright, esq., Sergeant- 
at-Arms of the Senate of the United States, Po ul 


By virtue of a resolution of the Senate of the United States, passed on the 18th 
day of December, 1879, in the following words, to wit: 
“ Whereas J. V. Admire, E. B. Purcel! T. Anthony, Len. T. Smith, and 


in said State of Kansas, commanding each of them to ap before 
mittee and then and there testify in reference to the subject-matters then under 
consideration by said sub-committee, to wit, charges relating to the election of 
JOHN J. INGALLS, a Senator from said State of Kansas; and 

“ Whereas said Admire, Purcell, Anthony, Smith, and Wilson refused to appear 
and testify before said su mittee as required by said ome Therefore, 

“ Resolved, Thet an attachment issue forthwith directed to the Se: t-at-Arms 
of the Senate, commanding him to bring said J. V. Admire, E. B. Purcell, Geo 
T. Anthony, Len. T. Smith, and Levi Wilson forthwith to the bar of the Senate 
answer for contempt of a process of this body:” 

You are hereby commanded to arrest forthwith J. V. Admire, E. B. Purcell, 
George T. Anthony, Len. T. Smith, and Levi Wilson, wheresoever they may be 
found, and have their bodies at the bar of the Senate to answer for a contempt of 
the authority of the sub-committee of the Committee on Privileges and El 
one of the standing committees of the Senate, and also for a contempt of the au- 
thority of the Senate of the United States in refusing to obey an order of the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Privileges and E ons to appear before the said 
ee ae after being duly summoned thereto; and this shall be your war- 
vant for so doing. i 

Hereof fail a and make return of this warrant, Nt? ded proceedings thereon 
indorsed, on or before the 8th day of January, A. D. 1880. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the Sen- 
ate of the United States the 19th day of December, in the year of our Lord 1879 
— Sy the Independenco of the United States of America the one hundred and 

rt 


[SEALs] W. A. WHEELER, 
Vice-President of the United States and President of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The witnesses may be seated. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms conducted the witnesses to seats in the area 
on the 91 37 of the Vice-President's desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Mr. Leonard T. Smith will please pre- 
sent himself. 

Mr. Leonard T. Smith advanced to the area in front of the Vice- 
President. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What reason have you to allege why 


you should not be adjudged in contempt of the authority of the Sen- 
ate of the United States for not wont its process ? 

The WrrÑESS, (L. T. Smith.) When I received the tele; from 
Topeka I was out on the line of the road. I am building forty miles 
of road where there is no telegraph line. I got home on Sunday 


morning and received the tele asking me to ere before the 
committee. On Monday morning I answered the telegram by say- 
ing that I had important business in Saint Louis on Tuesday and 
would have to leaxe Monday to get there to attend a meeting of 
some parties from New York; and I stated that I would report on 
Wednesday or Thursday ; that I knew nothing about the election 
whatever. Iwas in New York at the time Senator INGALLS was 
elected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is that all? 

The Witness. That is all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the reason alleged by the witness 
sufficient for his non-attendance as a witness before the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I desire to say that I hold inmy 
hand the return upon the subpœna which was served upon the wit- 
ness, in the following words: 

I made service of the within subpœna th h my deputy, J. S. Colli 
by James I. Christie, by reading same to tho within scl Len. T Smith 28185 
residence in Leavenworth, Kansas, at 6.05 O. a. m., and on Chas. H. Miller * + * 
on this sixth day of October, 1879. 

R. J. BRIGHT, 


Sergeant-at-Arms, Senate of the U. S. 
The Witness. I wish to explain that. I got home on Sunday morn- 
ing, and received a telegram. Monday morning I also had a sub- 
pena. That is correct, and that is the explanation of it. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the further pleasure of the Sen- 
ate in relation to this witness? 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to ask if the witness is willing now to 
appear before the committee to testify in the case in which he is 
summoned. 

The Witness. Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The witness has said so. 

Mr. HOAR. Isu that there is no sufficient return of a service 
of the subpæna made known to the Senate. An officer cannot return 
that he made service by his deputy. The personal 8 of the 
officer making the service is necessary to hold the person subpœnaed. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I willsay that all that is necessary now is 
for the Senate to know whether the witness is willing to go before 
the committee and answer the questions which may be propounded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The witness says he is willing to do so. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Then I take it that ought to be satisfac- 
tory to the Senate. 

3 he Witness. I should like to have my telegram read, if the Sen- 
ator has it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ihave the telegram to which the witness refers, 
and his statement, I think, is correct in* reference to the telegram. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

LEAVENWORTH, October 6, 1879. 


To Senator SAULSBURY, Chairman: 

Know nothing whatever about the election of Senator INGALLS. Was in New 
York at time election. Have important business in Saint Louis Wednesday 
morning. If you still want me, I can get there Thursday. 1 1 


woe Ea oon es Are there any further proceedings against 
Smit 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I intend to offer a resolution to discharge the 
witness from the rule of attachment upon his as before the 
committee and testifying. I have a resolution of that kind which 
includes all the witnesses, which I thought I would offer, and I there- 
fore defer the * of it for the present. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me the witness ought to be disch. 
He certainly has not been properly summoned. We have nothing tq 
do with the question whether he will appear or not. If the commit- 
tee want him let them summon him. He should be discharged with- 
out ng Fee g 

Mr. McMILLAN, I understand the witness to be before the Senate 
now upon an attachment. That implies contempt, upon the part of 
the witness, of the Senate of the United States. It a here, upon 
revelations from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, that the 
witness never was summoned and that the action of the Senate was 
ill-advised. The Senate has no right to bring a citizen of the United 
States before its presence for contempt, and then send him away upon 
85 condition or without acknowledging the error. 

move that the witness be discharged on the ground that the serv- 

ice was not sufficient. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The witness said he was summoned. He 
said he was summoned Monday morning. 


The Witness. Oh, yes; I was summoned. 
Mr. HOAR. I submit tfully to the very learned and distin- 
guished Senator from Illinois that no court can take the confession 


of a witness that he was summoned as a substitute for a lawful return. 
There is no return beforesthe Senate of the proper service of this 
56 ane? The Sergeant-at-Arms says that somebody else served it. 

. HILL, of Georgia. I have but one word to say upon this sub- 
ject. It is a little strange to me, as the witness is here and professes 
a willingness to answer, that anybody should want to discharge him 
without condition. If the witness is absolutely discharged, he will 
be under no obligation to appear before the committee further. 

Mr. TELLER. The committee can summon him. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Must the committee summon him 
Is that necessary? Is not the rule plain and explicit that he should 
be turned over to the committee, and discharged when he appears 
before the committee and answers? He is discharged by the Senate 
when he appears and answers. He is not discharged until he does 
appear and answer. Is it not a little singular that a question should 
be made as to whether the witness has been. summoned, when the wit- 
ness appears before the Senate and admits that he received the sub- 
pena, and = 50 he makes no point on it? The witness seems to be a 
very honorable man. He says he makes no point on that. He ad- 
mits that he was subpœnaed; he admits that he was summoned. I 
cannot understand why there should be any hesitation in followi 
the rule. It is not derogatory to the witness now; it is not to his 
detriment at all. The Senate will observe its own dignity and pro- 
priety, and simply discharge the witness upon his ap aring before 
the committee and making answer as required; which I have no 
doubt the witness will do with pleasure, as he has said he is willing 
Me do it ome if the witness is willing to do it why should the Senate 

esitate 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think there is something more here than a mere 
matterofform. This gentleman before the Senate is an American citi- 
zen. The Senate of the United States has sent an officer to arrest 
him and bring him in the custody of the officer before the Senate of 
the United States. He appears here without counsel. 


ain? 


He is a — 
tleman I have never met before, but, so far as I know anything of Fim, 
he is entitled to the rights of an American citizen. The return of the 
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officer here does not show that there was any service of a summons 
upon this witness, and therefore the Senate had no right to issue an at- 
tachment. The Committee on Privileges and Elections had these facts 
before them when they reported to the Senate that the witness was 
in contempt. The error is on the part of the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections in leading the Senate into the mistake of issuing 
an attachment when there appeared to have been no service, so far as 
that fact is concerned, upon which an attachment could issue. For 
that reason I care not whether the witness says he was served or 
not; he is here withont counsel, and it is the duty of the Senate to 
protect him. For an American citizen to be brought before this body 
under these circumstances is a matter of such importance that the 
Senate should correct its error and say to this gentleman that he is 
discharged ; and if the committee wish to summon him again let them 
do it regularly, or, if the witness sees proper to appear voluntarily, 
let him do so. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I certainly have no feeling about this mat- 
ter. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] wishes the strict 
rules of law enforced here, before you can take any action, in rela- 
tion to the service of the summons. It may be that this subpena 
was not in due form of law; that Mr. Christie ought to have served 
it; that his deputy ought to have returned that he served it; and 
that Christie had no authority to return what was done by his deputy ; 
but, in point of fact, the witness got notice and he acknowledges that 
he got notice by sending the telegram which he did to the committee. 
The simple fact for the Senate to inquire into, as I understand, is 
whether the witness really had notice to appear. If he had not an- 
swered in any way at all, and only the return read had been made to 
the committee, there might be a different state of the case; but he 
does, by his telegram, acknowledge that he was served; and he says 
here to-day that he was served on Monday morning. I do not say 
that this service was in due form of law; it is not required that it 
should be. Anybody can serve a subpœna for a witness to appear be- 
fore a committee, it seems to me. If in a court of justice it really ap- 
pears that a man was subpœnaed by any officer, although the return 
may be improperly made, the court, if the man does not appear, will 
see that some action is taken in reference toit. I think that this is 
purely a technical matter. Whether the man should be discharged 
or not is another question. That he was really notified that he should 
appear before the committee is not only evident by the telegram which 
he sent, but by his admission to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the honorable Senator from Illinois 
seems to me not to address himself to the question which is now be- 
fore the Senate. The proposition of the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections is that the witness shall be 
discharged when he has testified in a pending cause before that com- 
mittee. That isa clear implication of an order to continue his present 
custody until that testimony is completed. The Senate, therefore, is 
asked to make an order, in substance, that this man shall remain in 
custody until he has testified. That testimony may last a week, it 
may last a month, it may last the entire session; it depends solely 
upon the discretion of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
upon the condition of their business, and upon the length of their 
inquiry. Now that is a pretty serious question. What is the foun- 
dation upon which the validity of this order to keep this gentleman 
in custody for an indefinite iod depends? It is that he has dis- 
obeyed a lawful summons of the Sena In order that a summons 
should be lawful it must first have issued from lawful authority, and 
next have been communicated to the citizen by lawful authority ; 
and there is but one proper evidence of that communication to the 
citizen by lawful authority, and that is the official return of the offi- 
cer who did theact. You cannot prove the service of a subpœna from 
any court by the admission of the man that he has been served with 
asubpena. The learned Senator says that the court will do what is 
proper if they learn in any way that a subpæna has been served; and 
undoubtedly they will; but Ido not believe that that learned Senator 
ever in his life saprenn a man or ordered him into custody withont 
a proper return of the service of a subpœna. 

. DAVIS, of Illinois. Ihave myself fined witnesses who acknowl- 
NE that a subpæna had been served upon them when the subpœna 
was lost. 

Mr. HOAR. That is a very different thing. Proof of the contents 
of a lost return or a lost instrument is allowed; there must have been 


one. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. When a man acknowledges that he was 
served with a subpœna as a witness, I do not believe any court in 
Christendom would refuse to punish him for willful disobedience. 

Mr. HOAR. Would it punish him without a proper return? Itake 
issue With the learned Senator on that proposition. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN. He seems to know a great deal more about this 
case than Ido. I have heard no statement yet as to whether there 


was a subpœna served or not. The resolution of the Senate ordering 
an attachment recites that the witness was duly served, and the Sen- 
ate seems to have actedupon it, and declared that there was a service. 
Mr. HOAR. That was merely with reference to putting the man 
upon his defense. 
Mr. THURMAN. He ought not to have been arrested if there had 
been no service of the subpeena. 


Mr. HOAR. Undoubtedly he ought never to have been arrested. 

Mr. THURMAN. This reads this way 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will permit me to conclude the statement 
before he proceeds. 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. What I was about saying, Mr. President, is this: we 
have the return of the 6 not that he summoned this 
man, but that somebody else did. We have therefore no return by 
the officer who actually had the legal authority to communicate the 
order of the Senate to this witness, and who undertook to exercise 
that legal authority. Now I submit that although that might bea 
sufficient ground in the discretion of a court for a postponement 
because the party was not in default, yet when you come as we now 
come to the question of authorizing a future and indefinite imprison- 
ment or custody, the essential fact is wanting of a due return of an 
official act by the officer who is said to have summoned this witness. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SAULSBURY. In order that the facts of this case may be 
understood correctly, I desire, if the Senator from Arkansas will allow 
me, to read the subpena and the deposition of Mr. Collins who served 
it, and then the return of the Ser; t-at-Arms, because the party 
8 made the service was regularly appointed by the Sergeant-at- 

ms. 

Mr. GARLAND. Certainly I give way for that purpose. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let us ae that 9 E 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the Secretary read it, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Let the Secretary read the subpœna, the ap- 
pointment of Mr. Collins to serve that subpena, and then the return 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms upon it, which will place all the facts of the 
case before the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Congress of the United States: 
To George T. Anthony, Charles H. Miller, Levi Wilson, Len. T. Smith, greeting: 


Pursuant to lawful authority you are hereby commanded to a; before the 
sub-committee of the Committee on Privileges and Elections forthwith at their com- 
mittee-room at the court-room, Topeka, Kansas, then and there tify what you 


may know relative to the 8 under consideration by said committee. 
ereof fail not, as you will answer your default under the pains and penalties 

in such cases e and provided. 
Given under ay Ma by order of the committee, this 4th day of October, in the 


year of our Lord 187 
ELI SAULSBURY, 
To RICHARD J. BRIGHT, > 


Sergeant. at- Arms of the Senate of the United States. 


Indorsement.] 
> SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Office of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 
Ido soya and hereby empower J. S. Collins to serve this sub and to 
— the authority in relation thereto with which I am vested by the within 
order. 


R. J. BRIGHT, 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate of the United States. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., October 6, 1879. 

I made service of the within subpena, through my deputy, J. S. Collins, by read- 
ing the same to the within-named Len. T. Smith, at his house in Leavenworth, 
ater nay ead dy u. m., and on Charles H. Miller, at his residence in Leaven- 

„at 6.20 o’c.; on George T. Anthony, at his residence in Leaven- 
worth, Kansas, at 7 o’c.a.m., and on Levi Wilson, at 8.20 O. a. m., in Leaven- 
worth, Kansas, on this 6theday of October, 1879. 
R. J. BRIGHT, 


Sergeant-at-Arms Senate of the United States. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Now, in order to complete the record of this 
case, I desire the Secretary to read the telegram of Mr. Smith in re- 
sponse to the service, showing that service was acknowledged by 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

LEAVENWORTH, Kansas, October 6, 1879. 
Senator SAULsBURY, Chairman: 

Know nothing whatever about the election of Senator Incatis. Was in New 
York at the time election. Have important business in Saint Louis Wednesday 
morning. If you still want me I can get there Thursday. 

L. T. SMITH. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to state that this service has been 
made, as I am informed, in the way in which service is always made 
by the Sergeant-at-Arms. Itis utterly impossible for the Sergeant- 
at-Arms to go in person to every part of the country and make per- 
sonal service upon every witness summoned; and he has commis- 
sioned and Ste alee ee the p named in the indorsement on that 
subpœna to make the service, and then the Sergeant-at-Arms to whom 
the subpœna is directed makes return of it. That, I am told, has 
been the universal practice, and this return is in exact conformity 
with the practice which has obtained in the Senate. 

This is all I desire to say about it. Ihave no feeling in the matter 
one way or the other. The witness acknowledges that he was served, 
and therefore there ought to be an end of the controversy. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, the witness is here in arrest under 
arule of the Senate to show cause why he should not be committed 
for contempt. The process, as it has been shown and read, is regu- 
lar, and all questions raised by the Senator from Minnesota and his 
motion are now precluded. he meant to rely on strict technical 
rules of law, he should have presented a motion to quash the writ 


1880. 
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and discharge the witness for want of authority to have issued the 
writ, or for any informality of any sort in the writ. But the witness is 
before the Senate, and the single question is, what will the Senate do 
with him? He has been interrogated upon this matter, and I think 
he has purged himself of contempt as plainly as any witness ever 
did in a court of justice. He has even gone beyond that and signi- 
fied his willingness to go before the committee; and the question is, 
what will the ate do with the witness ? 

I offer as an amendment to the proposition of the Senator from 
Minnesota, that the witness, having purged himself of contempt, be 
discharged from the rule. There is no necessity for any condition to 
be imposed on him to testify before the committee, because the writ 
under which he appears here is still continued and holds him to go 
before the committee. That writ, or that process, whatever you 
choose to call it, is not exhausted. The one question is, what will 
the Senate do with him now? Either discharge him or punish him. 
Holding as I do that he has purged himself fully and completely, I 
think he should be discharged from the rule. That process still holds 
him to go before the committee. If he fails to go there, he is amen- 
able to another arrest. I offer the amenilment to the proposition 
submitted by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I wiii accept the suggestion of the Senator 
from Arkansas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Arkansas state 
his amendment again? 

Mr. GARLAND. That the witness, having purged himself of con- 
tempt, be discharged under the rule. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Mr. President, the remarks made by some 
of the gentlemen on the other side seem to indicate that in their 
opinion the Committee on Privileges and Elections were in some wa 
at fault in this matter, that they have ordered the violation of th 

at privileges of an American citizen without due consideration, have 
rought him in here when he had not been served with a subpena, 
when he was not in contempt, brought him under attachment of this 
body. I should not care so much for that, but that the charge comes 
from one of the members of the committee. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts himself is a member of that committee. He, if my recol- 
lection serves me correctly, was present when the chairman of the 
committee was instructed to ask for the attachment against this wit- 
ness, The evidence was satisfactory to evéry member of that com- 
mittee that the witness was in default, and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, as well as every other member of that committee, if I 
remember correctly, instructed the chairman to ask for the authority 
for his arrest; and now that Senator comes in to bear testimony to 
the Senate and the country that this committee had ordered an arrest 
of an American citizen who had not been served with a subpena, and 
therefore could not be in gray fe and he rests this charge against 
the committee, including himself, upon a mere technicality, which 
the Senate has heard. 

Now, sir, I assume that when the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions ordered or instructed their chairman to apply for this attach- 
ment, they did it upon satisfactory evidence that the attachment 
ought toissue. The evidence was satisfactory to me at the time asa 


member of that committee. It is satisfactory to me yet. I think the 


committee acted properly, wisely, and justly, both to the Senate and 
to the witness. I assume that the Senator from Massachusetts ought 
to have been satisfied and was satisfied at the time, or he would not 
have united in this order. We have no evidence before us now which 
was not before us then. If the Senator was not satisfied with the 
evidence then, he ought then in the committee to have objected to 
this order by the committee asking for an attachment. He did not 
object, and I must say as far as I am concerned as a member of 
that committee that the committee acted PERRI they acted upon 
proper evidence; they were satisfied that the witness had been subpœ- 
naed and that he had not appeared. They had nothing to do with the 
reasons of the witness for failing to appear, whether sufficient or insuf- 
ficient; whether in contempt or otherwise, whether he was justified 
in refusing to appear or not was a question which would be presented 
when the witness hi came before the bar of the Senate and ren- 
dered his exeuse. He has rendered his excuse honorably ; he has made 
no point on the legality of the service or the sufficiency of the serv- 
ice; he makes none now. He admits that he was served, and before 
the Senate declares that he did not intend to be in contempt. . He 
says he was 965515 to answer, but could not answer at the time. 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Georgia answer why, then, keep 
him in custody? ` 
Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I will come to that, I will answer one 
point at a time. The witness comes here and says that he is ready 
to answer, that he did not intend to commit any contempt, ahd evi- 
dently the entire Senate is ready to accept his excuse as sufficient, 
and so the case is purged of any intentional contempt. Every mem- 
ber of the Committee on Privile and Elections is satisfied that 
this witness did not intend to be in willful contempt of the subpœna 
of the committee or the authority of the Senate. Why, then, these 
technicalities? Why go behind all this and behind the order for the 
attachment and assail the committee for having sppioa for an at- 
tachment either without evidence or without satisfactory evidence ? 
and why does a member of that committee join in the charge, when 
he himself voted to instruct the chairman to ask for the attachment? 
If my recollection serves me, he was present; there was no objection 


in the committee; there was no point made such as is made here, but 
all the committee were satisfied that the evidence was ample to au- 
thorize this attachment ; and whether the witness was willfully in 
contempt or not would be determined when the witness should appear 


and render his excuse. As I have said, he has appeared, he has ren- 
dered his excuse, and it is satisfactory to everybody. 

Now, then, the question is, what shall be done? Practically I think 
there is no difference between the motion made by the chairman of 
the committee, the Senator from Delaware, and the suggestion made 
by the Senator from Arkansas. There is a vast difference between 
the motion made by the Senator from Arkansas and that made by 
the Senator from Minnesota. The Senator from Minnesota in his 
motion seeks to implicate the committee as in fault and the Senate 
as in fault for having made this arrest; forif this gentleman has been 
attached contrary to law and without evidence, not only is the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections in fault but the Senate is in fault 
for kaving ordered the attachment. If there was any member of the 
Senate who had reason to donbt at the time that this witness was in 
default he should have risen and demanded the evidence that he was 
legally served before the attachment issued. Nobody did it. But 
the witness, I repeat, is ahead of his defenders. He makes no such 
point as these volunteer defenders of the Privileges of an American 
citizen so eloquently present to the country. He admits that he did 
not appear; he admits that he was served; he admits that he ought 
to have appeared. He says he could not appear at the time, and 
gives his reasons. He now says “Iam willing to appear.” He makes 
no charge against the committee; he makes no charge against the 
Senate. He is content. Why should not others be content? 

I am satisfied entirely with the position taken by the Senator from 
Illinois, [Mr. Davis.] The witness was legally served; he was 
served by due authority, and he was served by due agency. Now, 
all we want is not to keep this witness in custody. Gentlemen make 
another technical point, and the Senator from Massachusetts says 
that to discharge the witness upon his ren fe g is to keep him in cus- 
tody. Notso. We discharge him absolutely from the contempt, and 
that discharges him from the arrest. Nobody proposes to do other- 
wise. That is the difference between the motion of the Senator from 
Arkansas, which was 8 accepted by the chairman of the com- 
mittee, the Senator from laware, and the motion of the Senator 
from Minnesota. The motion of the Senator from Minnesota would 
seem to discharge the witness from the subpena itself. That is the 
effect of the motion, for it says the subpeena was illegal. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Oh, no. 3 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Yes; you say the subpœna was not lerally 
served, and you absolutely propose by your motion to discharge the 
witness from the subpena itself. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to cor- 
rect the statement he has made? I do not say that my motion will 
discharge him from the service of the subpœna, but that no return 
is before the Senate which shows a legal service of the subpœna, and 
therefore there was no right to arrest him as being in default. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Isup the Senator has given the witness 
notice that he is under no lega obligation to remain and go before 
the committee; but he would not put on record a declaration telling 
the witness “ You are not subpenaed, you are not under service, you 
are not even under obligation to go before the committee.” He would 
not put that on the record; but he makes an argument in the hear- 
ing of the witness which, if true, would justify the witness in march- 
ing out of this Chamber and N back to Kansas without appear- 
ing before the committee at all, and the committee would have to go 
through the sublime exhibition of Seite another subpœna, and havy- 
ing it technically correct, and having the 5 himself 
follow the witness to Kansas and serve it, and bring him back at the 
expense of the Government. That is a gallant way to defend the 
rights of an American citizen! 

obody wants to keep, this witness in custody, and the speech of 
the Senator from Massachusetts on that subject was wholly unneces- 
sary. That Senator’s experience ought to satisfy him, so far as arrest 
is concerned, that it is based on the charge of contempt. That is the 
foundation of the attachment. When this Senate unanimonsly ad- 
judge, as I dare say they are ready to adjudge, that the witness is 
not in contempt, he is discharged from the attachment, he is dis- 
charged from the arrest, but he is not discharged from the subpœna. 

Mr. TELLER. Nobody claims it. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Then you claim nothing, and there is no 
difference between us. Nobody upon the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections pro to keep the witness in custody one minute 
after we are satisfied he is not in contempt, for you have no right to 
arrest him and hold him in custody except upon a that he 
isin contempt, and nobody proposes to do that, nobody has proposed 
to do that. All we ask is, and we wish to give the witness notice, 
and let him take notice—all we ask is, that when we admit that these 
witnesses have purged themselves of contempt they shall proceed to 
give their testimony before the committee. I said in the very last 
remarks I made, I thought the answer of this witness was amply suf- 
ficient and ought to be accepted. When we say he is not in contempt 
he is discharged from arrest; the Sergeant-at-Arms has no longer 
any custody over him; but the subpœna remains good, and under 
that subpœna he must appear before the committee and testify; not 
carried there by the Sergeant-at-Arms, not carried there as a prisoner. 
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I have deemed it necessary to make these few remarks. It seems 
to me this whole debate is on issues that amount to nothing. Nobody, 
as I say, wants to keep this witness in enstody one moment after his 


contempt is purged. eall admit that it is purged; we all admit 
that his excuse is entirely acceptable. He is to be discharged from 
the attachment, discharged from the custody of the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, remaining under obligation simply to appear before the com- 
mittee under a subpena which he admits he received, and upon the 
legality of the service of which he makes no point. That is all there 
is in it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia discusses a 
grave question of constitutional liberty with the argumentum ad hom- 
inem, without answering, indeed conceding the proposition which I 
submitted to the Senate that it was improper to order the contin- 
uance of the custody of this citizen. He thinks he has said some- 
thing when he 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. If the Senator will allow me, I do not 
know a man on this floor who has proposed to continue the custody 
of this witness after we admit that he is purged from contempt. 

Mr.HOAR. The order to which the Senators on this side ad 
themselves, proposed by the chairman of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, was a resolution that this gentleman be discharged 
after his testimony before the committee should have been given. 
That may be this afternoon; it may be next week; it may be next 
month; and if it happens this afternoon in this case—— 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. The Senator will allow me to ask, discharged 
from what? The statement was distinctly made that he should not 
be discharged from the obligation to appear before the committee. 
What is the obligation to appear before the committee? It is not the 
attachment; it is not the contempt; itis the subpæœna. We discharge 
him from the obligation to appear before the Senate under the attach- 
ment. He is before the Senate in contempt. We purge him of that, 
and simply let him go before the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Does not the learned Senator from Georgia know that 
this gentleman is under arrest? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I do know that he is. 

Mr. HOAR. Now let me finish my question. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. You asked me a question. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator not know that he appears at the bar 
of the Senate under arrest, and that the resolution which the Senator 
from Delaware proposed is a resolution to disch him from that 
arrest at a contingent time in the future? Now, if that be true 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Will you allow me to answer that? The 
issue between us is only one of fact. I say no, Ido not know any 
such thing. I do know that this witness is before the Senate under 
arrest upon a charge of being in contempt, and he is attached and 
brought here for that 0 — contempt. I do know that the gen- 
tlemen on this side of the House propose to discharge him from that 
arrest, propose to admit that he is not in contempt, and we only ask 
that he be not discharged from the obligation to attend before the 
committee on the subpœna. 

Mr. HOAR. That is just what the gentlemen on that side of the 
House, unless it be the Senator from Arkansas whose proposition I 
did not hear, have not said. They have not said, “ Resolved, that 
the witness has p himself from the alleged contempt,” or “is 
not in contempt, and be discharged from custody,” but that he be re- 
quired to appear hereafter and testify. They have said in the order 

roposed—and that is the one which we attacked; and the Senator 

m Georgia agrees with me at every step, if I understand him now, 

e— 


in princi 
= HILL of Georgia. I say to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
as I said before, that I see there is only an issue of fact before us, and 
it is because we do not look at the facts from the same direction. I 
say here I have not heard any resolution read at all in this ease ex- 
cept the one; none has been offered yet. The chairman of the com- 
mittee gave notice that he would offer one to cover all the witnesses 
when he could hear the excuses of the other two—there are three 
witnesses. He also gave notice that he was perfectly willing to ac- 
cept the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas as his resolution. 
Now, what is that? It is what we all say. I did say I would object 
to the discharge of this witness from appearing before the committee. 
Mr. McMILLAN The Senator from Georgia will allow me to cor- 
rect him. There has been a resolution offered, and an amendment 
offered to that, and a substitute or an amendment to the original prop- 
osition, and they have all been under discussion here during this time. 


Mr. HILL, of Georgia. There may have been a resolution offered 
by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. Mc By the Senator from Delaware as chairman of 
the committee, 


Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I beg pardon. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I beg pardon. I have offered none. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota is mistaken 
on that point. The Senator from Delaware gave notice of a resolu- 


tion. r 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. And I say to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, weareall willing that this witness be disc from the arrest; 
heis purged ofthe contempt. It is admitted that he is not in contempt, 
and he ogee to be discharged; but heshould appear before the Com- 
mittee under his subpæna, not under the attachment for contempt, 


and testify. 


Mr. HOAR. Then, Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia now 
agrees that the resolution of which the Señator from Delaware gave 
notice shall be abandoned. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I have never heard that resolution read, and 
I never have supposed that the honorable Senator from Delaware 
would continue the man in custody. 

Mr. HOAR. Then the honorable Senator from Georgia is talking 
about something he has not heard, and does not know anything about; 
Ispeak with entire respect. : 

. HILL, of Georgia. I will say to the Senator that I have been 
debating his argument when he charged that the service was not 
—that the witness ought not to have been arrested and brought 

ere. 

Mr. HOAR. I resume the floor, Mr. President. The witness is 
ores before the Senate in custody, and when the witness had 
completed his statement the chairman of the committee called for 
the reading of the return of the officer upon which the proceedings 
that led to the custody were based, and thereupon the Senator from 
Delaware gave notice that when other witnesses who were also at 
the bar had made their stgtements he would offer a resolution appli- 
cable to all the cases, and the Senate was proceeding to pass from 
the consideration of the case of this witness, and thereupon the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota 9 that he should make a different 
motion, that the witness be discharged from the arrest - not from the 
obligation of the subpœna but from the arrest—and on that the 
debate proceeded. 

The point I made was that the Senate could not properly continue 
for a moment the imprisonment or the custody or restraint of this 
citizen, because the only evidence proper to be considered here 
that he had ever been served with a subpœna was the return of the 
Strgeant-at-Arms that somebody else did it. That is not a techni- 
cality. It is the question of the legality of the imprisonment and 
custody and arrest of a citizen. : 

Now, the honorable Senator from Georgia says that the members 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections made no objection to 
the original order. Every Senator knows how those things go. The 
sub-committee who went to Kansas reported that certain witnesses 
had disobeyed a subpœna lawfully served. On that report nobody 
objected to their proceeding to e their application to the Senate. 
The return of the officer@was not produced in the committee. It is 
heard for the first time here at the bar. In a very important case 
the supreme court of Massachusetts held that for such a pur the 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate could not make a deputy lawfully 
unless he was expressly authorized thereto by a vote of the Senate 
itself, and no such authority has appeared here or so far as I know has 
been given. The case of Sanborn vs. Carleton was a case growing 
out of the John Brown riots, where the Senate of the United States, 
on motion of Mr. Mason, of Virginia, undertook to order an arrest. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate undertook to arrest by deputy 
Mr. Sanborn, a distinguished scholar and man of letters in Massachu- 
setts, for a refusal to appear and testify in regard tothe John Brown 
investigation. A habeas corpus issued from the supreme court of Mas- 
sachusetts, and the unanimous opinion of that bench was delivered 
by Chief Justice Shaw. I will read the marginal note of the decision: 

3 —.— py ordeo 777... Le ETO or 
a ess con refusing a] before a commit Senate, an 
addressed only to the 8 Bergenntet ATi UE the Senate— 

Which is the case with this subpena— 

Cannot be served by deputy. 

So that we have disclosed for the first time the absence of 8 
and lawful service of the subpœna; and certainly no Senator will claim 
that for the purpose of punishment, of a continuance of the custody of 
the witness, the admission made unadvisedly and without knowl 
of the law, that he had received notice of the subpæna, can take the 
place of a legal service. 

Mr. President, on that point I understand the learned Senator from 
e and I have expressed no di ment. He deems the point 
a ical one. I deem it a substantial one, substantial not only with. 
reference to the rights of American citizens, but with reference to the 
due and orderly proceedings of the Senate in. the future. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I was engaged and did not hear the point 
read by the Senator from Massachusetts from the Massachusetts case. 
I will say to the Senator that the only point I made upon him in my 
argument, and upon the Senator from Minnesota, was that they denied 
that this witness was here properly; they denied that the return was 
proper; they denied that he had n legally subpœnaed, and they 
seemed to indicate that the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
as well as the Senate, had all been in default in ordering this witness 
to be arrested. 

Mr. HOAR. Nothing was said on that mit ie by any Senator. 
The imagination of the learned Senator from rgia finds ¢ 
or attacks on the committee. This point is disclosed for the 
time on the reading of the papers. It appears for the first time to 
me, it undoubtedly for the first time appears to him, and the Senator 


Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I have not given way for a speech; I have 
the floor now. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not so understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts has not 
yielded the floor. 
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Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I thought the Senator had concluded and 
taken his seat, and that then the floor was awarded to me. 

Mr. HOAR. I only yielded to the Senator for a moment, as he de- 
sired to correct me. 

What I have to say is this, Mr. President: that the pbint is a ques- 


tion of the due and orderly proceeding of the Senate. The Senator 
agrees that the custody, which in the resolution of which the Senator 
from Delaware gave notice it was proposed to continue for an indefi- 
nite period, ought not to be continued at all. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Now, Mr. President, I think Ihave the floor, 
and I will say that I did not hear the decision read by the Senator 
from Massachusetts in the case from Massachusetts; but I will guar- 
antee now—— 

Mr. HOAR. I will read it now, if the Senator wishes. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I would be glad to hear it. 

Mr. HOAR. The marginal note is this: 

A warrant issued by order of the Senate of the United States for the arrest of 
a witness for contempt in refusing to sopone before a committee of the Senate, and 
addressed only to the t · at· of the Senate, cannot be served by deputy.— 
15 Gray's Reports, 399. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. That refers to a warrant, not a subpena; 
and the Committee on Privileges and Elections, I will say in their de- 
fense, drew that identical distinction, and when we ordered the war- 
rant to issue under the attachment, we ordered it to be served by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms himself, and gave him orders not to doit by deputy. 
We did not have that case before us as I remember, but we drew the 
very distinction that the court in Massachusetts drew. But when it 
comes to serving a sub a, that is a very different thing. Thatisa 
very convenient method of giving witnesses notice to ap) before a 
committee. It would be an absurd thing to say that asubpena could 
not be served by a deputy of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will permit me to suggest that whoever 
serves the subpœna must be the man to make thereturn. The point 
here is that the Sergeant-at-Arms returns that somebody else made 
the service. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. That is what I call the gentleman’s tech- 
nicality. The Sergeant-at-Arms here returns a fact that he has exe- 
cuted a subpoena by his deputy, Collins. 

Mr. TELLER. Howdo you know that Mr. Collins made the service? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. It is presumed that all official acts are 
regular. If the gentleman wants to make up an issne of fact here 
now as to whether Mr. Collins served the subpena and whether the 
return is correct, let him do so, but I decline to enter into that. I 
thought his issue just now was on the correctness of the return, 
assuming it to be true. Now he wants to make an issue upon the 
fact of it. The witness himself makes no such issue. The witness 
himself admits that he got his subpœna, and he makes no point on 
it, but the honorable Senator over the way wants to join on the 
issue of fact as to whether Collins, the deputy of the geant- at- 
Arms, did serve it; and the Senator from Massachusetts wants to 
confound the execution of a warrant for the arrest of a person with 
the service of a subpæna to attend before a committee. 


Mr. TELLER. I desire to ask the Senator if he will yield for a 


question ? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. Was there any evidence before the Senate worthy 
of 2 attention of any deliberative body that such service had been 
made 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. Was the statement of Mr. Christie that somebody 
else had made service or done something else, worthy of the atten- 
tion of the Senate upon a 8 involving the rights of a citizen? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. The evidence before the committee was 
satisfactory to the Senate; I presume it was satisfactory to the Sen- 
ator himself, or he would have made known his dissatisfaction. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that on all such questions we 
usually vote as the committees request, and if I voted for this order 
I voted for it under the assumption that the committee would not 
present here a case where there was not proof of service. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Mr. President, I was going to say that the 
evidence which the Senate had was the recital of facts contained in 
the resolution offered by the committee. Every fact recited by that 
committee is true, and the witness himself does not make issue upon 
a single one of those facts. That was the evidence the Senate had. 
It was the facts recited by the committee. Has the witness said 
that a single fact recited by the committee was not true? No. He 
says they are true as far as the service is concerned. Now, the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts says that I have imagined a case and an- 
swered it. I must be a visionary man indeed if the RECORD of this 
day’s proceedings (and I insist that the Senator shall let it remain, 
and I dare say he will) does not bear me out. That RECORD will 
show that the Senator from Massachusetts in his opening speech 
made his whole point upon the legality of the service of the sub- 
pœna, and made an issue with the Senator from Ilinois on that very 
question, the Senator from Illinois insisting that the subpœna was 
propery served. Now he wants to say that he makes no issue of the 

i Mr. President, the only reason why I take part in this debate 
is this— 

Mr. MCMILLAN. In the absence of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts— 


Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I do not wish to be interrupted further. 

8 8 VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia declines to 
yield. 4 

Mr.. HILL, of Georgia. The Senator from Massachusetts knew 
that I had the floor, and I was not saying anything which he would 
regret to hear. 

r. MCMILLAN. Very well, sir; I do not wish to inte 8 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. The Apps dere: then, was wholly unnec- 
essary. I was going to add that all I have to say in this case is that 
I do not wish the idea to go out, authorized by anybody in this Sen- 
ate, that either the Committee on Privileges and Elections or the 


-Senate has improperly brought a prisoner to the bar of the Senate. 


This witness is here; he is justly here. The committee didits duty; 
the Senate did its duty. The witness did not appear before the com- 
mittee as he ought to have done, but he has rendered to the Senate 
an excuse, which is satisfactory to the Senate and which the Senate 
accepts, and, therefore, purges him of contempt; butit does not dis- 
charge him from the obligation to appear before the committee. I 
say, therefore, the Senate was right in bringing this witness here; 
entirely right in all the op necessary to bring him here. It has 
violated no privilege of an American citizen ; it violated no law. 
The subpena was legally served. The service was legally returned. 
The witness was in contempt, for what reason the Senate did not 
know. The attachment was legally ordered ; the arrest was legally 
made. The witness has been legally brought to the bar of the Sen- 
ate—a manly witness he is. He makes no issue upon the legality of 
any of these preceding steps. He says “they are alf correct, and I 
am ready to answer,” and this whole debate is sprung upon the mat- 
ter because of the overanxious zeal of gentlemen to defend the priv- 
ileges of an American citizen when the citizen himself does not com- 
plain that they have been violated. And the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts likens a warrant to a subpoena and the service of a warrant 
to the service of a subpœna. Now, sir, we all agree that this witness 
shall be discharged from the contempt; he is not to be kept in cus- 
tody, because we are satisfied with his excuse ; but we had a right to 
bring him here and get that excuse; and when he is discharged from 
that contempt, let him appear before the committee under the force 
of the subpena and testify, as he says he is willing todo. That is 
the whole case. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. It seems to me, Mr. President, that this 
debate has proceeded far enough. The Senate, as I should judge, 
intend to discharge this witness. My friend, the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, said that when I was up I did not address myself to the 

uestion, I felt no particular interest in the question, as I saw the 
nate would discharge this gentleman, except that it should be put 
on the right ground. Now he has purged himself of the contempt 
of the Senate by saying that he did not intend willfully to disobey 
the summons of the committee. My friend, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, wished to put it upon the ground that he was not properly 
served with the subpena, and he has introduced a decision from the 
supreme court of Massachusetts that a warrant to arrest a man must 
be served by the Sergeant-at-Arms and not by his deputy. I said 
that in all courts—I spoke particularly of courts where I have been 
in the western country, not in the eastern country—a subpena is not 
served as a warrant; it is served frequently by verbal deputation ; 
and when a witness comes into court and says that he did receive 
notice to appear and give his testimony, he is held to be in contempt 
of the court if he does not appear to give his testimony. This gen- 
tleman was served. Admit that the return ought to have been made 
by the deputy, that he served it, then the Sergeant-at-Arms could 
have added that he had deputized that person to serve the writ; 
that would have been held unquestionable. Concede that what was 
done was wrong, that this gentleman was not bound to appear upon 
such a service, yet he does say that he received that summons, and 
he sent a 1 to the committee that important business called 
him to Saint Louis and that he could not possibly appear until Thurs- 


day. 

10 was the duty of the committee to have sent this gentleman word 
by telegram, or in any other proper way, that he must come at once 
if they could not wait until T ursday, and there is no evidence that 
he would not have responded to that. But his important business 
took him to Saint Louis. He says he was served, got the summons, 
sent the telegrams, had to go to Saint Louis, was willing to appear 
before the committee at that time, but got no reply to his telegram. 
Now, why should we discuss here the question whether this subpoena 
was properly served or not when he has purged himself of the con- 
tempt, and it is evident that the Senate accept that as a reasonable 
excuse and do not want to hold him in further custody? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, it seems to me t there is a 
groat deal of anxiety to get rid of this witness upon the ground that 

e has purged himself from contempt. As I look upon it, the com- 
mittee are very anxious to get rid of this witness; and they attribute 
here to two Senators on this side of the Chamber, who have expressed 
themselves in favor of the absolute disc of the witness, a resort 
to technicalities. Now, sir, any legal right which protects the liberty 
of a citizen cannot be a technicality. The citizen has the right to 
rest upon the fact that all the forms of law must be complied with 
before he shall be deprived of his liberty, and in this case it appears 
to the Senate that those forms of law were not complied with. It 
does not appear in legal form that the subpœna upon which this attach- 
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ment rests was served upon the witness. Upon a defective return 
you cannot presume the truth of any fact on which his arrest de- 
ds. The Sergeant-at-Arms, if he served the subpœna, must return 

t; and if another person served it, the Sergeant-at-Arms cannot cer- 
tify that fact to the Senate. True, any person can serve a subpoena, 
as the Senator from Illinois remarked ; but if an officer of the law 
serves a subpena, his official return is the evidence of that fact; and 
if a private individual serves a subpœna, the return of the officer is 
not evidence of it; and if a court issues an attachment against a wit- 
ness as being in contempt upon a defective return, the attachment 
is void, and the officer has no right to arrest the witness. The arrest 


itself is void, and the witness in this case, having been brought be- 


tore the Senate in custody, has a right to demand that he be dis- 
charged because the forms of law have not been complied with, and 
the Senate has no right to say that it will discharge him because he 
has himself of contempt. He was not in contempt, because 
the ions of law have not been complied with, and those forms of 
law are for the protection of the rights of American citizens. 

Mr. President, these arrests are common in these days—so much so 
that it seems all that is ne to be done is to take a man in cus- 
tody. ‘True, this is a case in which the witness has made statements 
here which would relieve him from contempt under any circum- 
stances; and that is the very reason why we can consider calmly the 
question whether or not he is legally under arrest. If the witness 
had not made such a showing here, if he were really in contempt of 
the Senate, then we perhaps might overlook some of these matters in 

unishiug him by what would be a deserved punishment of contempt. 
Bat I insist, Mr. President, that the witness not having been arrested 
legally, the Senate should discharge him for that reason, and not be- 
cause he has purged himself from contempt. 

Mr. CARP. R. Mr. President, this isa very important matter, 
and one which will undoubtedly receive the very careful and delib- 
erate determination of the Senate. It is not a new thing to see a man 
brought into the Senate for contempt of the Senate. I recollect one 
instance in which two gentlemen had been subpœnaed before a com- 
mittee and refused to answer a proper question; the Senate impris- 
oned them, held them “in durance vile” in the grandest room in the 
Capitol for some two days I think, where they received their friends, 
their families, and all the attention that politeness could show them; 
and at the end of two days the Senate wasso penitent that it declined. 
to proceed further, and without requiring an answer to the question 
which was admitted on all hands to have been a proper one, an 
which the witnesses appearing before the committee refused to an- 
swer, the Senate discharged them. I donot remember that any reso- 
lution of thanks was passed to the witnesses, but the whole proceed- 
ing was an expression of the gratitude of the Senate at being able to 
get rid of the thing in so easy a way. 

I understand this witness to have made an explanation which would 
purge him of any contempt whatever by 3 that he had no in- 
tention to disobey the subpœna or do anything that would authorize 
his arrest on general principles. I do not know that he is connected 
with the press in any way. That is against him, but otherwise he is 
entitled to the same treatment as any other citizen of the United 
States. Now, as I understand the case, and as I understand the tem- 
per of the Senate, everybody is disposed to discharge this man from 
any further imprisonment. It would seem to be a case where the 
Senate should act as speedily as possible; and to enable them to do 
so I will not consume further time. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr, President, it seems to me that the Senate should 
meet the question fairly whether we properly issued this attachment. 
That is what it seems to me the most of the Senate is not disposed to 
do. We can only attach a witness who is summoned before a com- 
mittee of the y authorized to take testimony upon proof that he 
was summoned. Now, I submit to every Senator, if he will just think 
a moment, that there never was any proof presented to the Senate 
that Mr. Smith was summoned. When Mr. Christie came here with 
his return he said that Mr. Collins, his deputy, had served such a sum- 
mons, which was no evidence at all, and the Senate proceeded pre- 
maturely, hastily, unwisely, and illegally, and the Senate might just 
as well admit it, and to prevent just such occurrences as it has been 
suggested by the Senator from Wisconsin did take place some time 
ago, the Senate ought to proceed carefully when it makes an order 
for arrest. 

Now, it is possible that there was a due service upon this man; but 
suppose he came here and said he had not been served, the Senate 
would have been without any evidence that he had been served. 
That kind of evidence or that kind of a return which we have here 
would not do before a justice uf the peace anywhere; and we should 
have been found here then freely admitting that we haa improperly 
illegally, and hastily issued a warrant. e have done that beyond 
a question in this case, and the fact that the witness says he was sum- 
moned does not make any difference. In this case probably it is not 
a very serious thing, but it is sometimes a very serious thing to arrest 
a man, bring him from Kansas or Texas or Colorado in the custody of 
an officer of the law for a supposed contempt of the Senate, and all 
these attachments ought to be carefully considered. 

The honorable Senator from Georgia says he has no doubt I voted 
for the order. I presume I did. I have been in the habit of suppos- 
ing that when a committee as important as the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections came before the Senate and said they had proof 


that a man was in contempt, a prima facie case, I could rely upon 
their judgment and their knowledge and their love of fair play that 
they would not do it unless they had the proof. I discover that next 
time when a case of this kind is presented to the Senate it will be 
my duty to to the evidence and not leave it to any committee. 

. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I have not joined in the dis- 
cussion amply because I did not desire to aid the gentlemen on the 
other side of the Chamber in . risoner under arrest. My 
object has been to discharge him at the earliest possible moment, and 
I have a resolution now in my hand to that effect, which I shall offer 
if there is nothing now pending before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDE There is a pending question. The ques- 
tion pending before the Senate is on the motion of the Senator from 
Minnesota [ Mr. MCMILLAN] that the witness at the bar be discharged 
without conditions, to which the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. GAR- 
LAND ] pro an amendment. 

Mr. SA BURY. I now offer this as a substitute for the motion 
of the Senator from Minnesota—— 

Te VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will put the questions in their 
order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the proposition be read for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposition of the Senator from Del- 
aware will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas Leonard T. Smith, now in custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms under an 
attachment for contempt in refusing obedience to a summons to appear before a 
committee of the Senate, has purged himself of contempt and expressed his will- 
ingness to appear before the Committee on Privileges and Elections and answer 
such proper E rert as may be 2 to him: Therefore 

Resol t said Leonard T. Smith be discharged from arrest, and that he 
pe en ‘ore said Committee on Privileges and Elections and testify under the 
subpoena served upon him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the question. The 
immediate question is on the amendment pro by the Senator 
from Arkansas, that the witness at the bar, having purged himself 
from contempt, be discharged from the rule of the attachment. Is 
the Senate ready for the question? 

The amendment was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question now is on the motion of 
the Senator from Minnesota as thus amended. 
ae SAULSBURY. Is not my motion in order as a substitute for 

at 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I offer it as a substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas Leonard T. Smith, now in custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms under an 
attachment for contempt in obedience to a summons to appear before a 
committee of the Senate, has pw himself of contempt and expressed his will- 


ingness to appear the ttee on Privileges and Elections and answer 
such proper groas as may be 3 g's to him: Therefore, 
Resolved, t said Leonard T. Smith be discharged from arrest, and that he 


a before said Committee on Privileges and Elections and testify under the 
— served upon him. * be 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands this to be sub- 
stituted for the amendment just adopted by the Senate on the motion 
of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Senators who voted for the amendment I had 
the honor of offering cannot consistently vote for the substitute of- 
fered 5 the Senator from Delaw for two reasons. In the first 
place, the proceedings are all of record, and it is not necessary to re- 
state them at all by way of preface to the order for discharge. The 
action of the Senate always comes in the shape of a simple resolution 
as to what shall be done with the party under arrest, and it is totally 
unn to preface it with a statement that he has done this, that, 
or the other. First he was examined and made a statement, which 
was clear and explicit, about which there is no contest. He is either 
entitled to his discharge under the rule, or he should be dealt with 
pity or? Bat Senate. 

Mr. „of Georgia. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me? 
I do not want any energy & rolongation of the debate. Istate to 
him that I am informed and believe there are precedents for the reso- 
lution as offered by the Senator from Delaware, and it is copied ver- 
batim from the custo: resolution in this body and the other House. 
It always has that recital giving the reason why the party 5 

Mr. GARLAND. The simple question comes up on the return, “ t 
have you to say, Mr. Witness?” He has had his say. Now what will 
the Senate do There are but two things for the Senate todo; either 
to disc him, or to deal with him further. If you disch him 
you must discharge him absolutely; you cannotim any conditions 
upon him that he shall appear ore the committee. That is the 
committee’s further business; and if he fails, after they have done 
with him, then it is a matter to come before the Senate on a further 
notification from the committee; and it is perfect nonsense (I say it 
with all due submission) to talk about conditions. He must be dis- 
charged or dealt with in the way of punishment under this particular 

rocess; and if he has conditions imposed on him the Sergeant-at- 
if he holds him, is liable to an action for false imprisonment. 

There is no way of avoiding it; there is no escape from the con- 
clusion. The Senate has nothing to do with the continuation of the 
3 It is still operative; it continues to hold the witness. If 

e fails now to appear before the committee the committee can notify 
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the Senate of it, and then it will be time enough for the Senate to act 
apon it when the question comes up. But we are now absolutely pun- 
8 him in advance and anticipitating a farther contempt from 
him, which we cannot do, “ 

The only alternative now is this: that he is either in contempt or he 
is not. If he is in contempt he must be punished ; if he is not in con- 
tempt he must be discharged absolutely, and his further contempt 
hereafter will be duly taken care of when the Senate is notified of it. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. It seems to me that the Senate is unusu- 
ally technical this . Ihave never seen it so technical. We 
propose to discharge the witness from arrest. He says he is willin 
to go before the committee. There is nothing in the resolution o 
the Senator from Delaware that he go before the committee. It 
simply recites the fact that he go before the committee as he has 
expressed a willingness to do, that is all; it is not taking charge 
of 1 9557 But the argument has been made that he is discharged not 
only from the arrest but from the subpæna, because it was not 
legally served ; therefore the recitation in the resolution that he 
appear before the committee is not improper at all, but simply 
negatives the idea that he is discharged from the subpena. As to 
the preface upon which the Senator from Arkansas makes such criti- 
cism, it is the preface which has been adopted in the Senate from 
time immemorial, word for word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. THURMAN. May Lask what is the question before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 

by the Senator from Delaware, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. SAULSBURY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state, for the information 
of the Senator from Ohio, as he was not in the Senate at the time, 
that the Senate has already adopted the amendment of the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] to the effect that the witness at the 
bar having purged himself from contempt be discharged from the rule 
of attachment. 

Mr. THURMAN. So I understand. Mr. President, it seems to me 
that it is wholly immaterial which we adopt, that of the Senator from 
Delaware or the motion made by the Senator from Minnesota as 
amended by the Senator from Arkansas. There are several prece- 
dents that I can recollect for just such a resolution as that offered by 
the Senator from Delaware. On the other hand I quite with the 
Senator from Arkansas that there is no necessity for all that. Here 
is a gentleman who has intended no contempt of the Senate. Eve: 
Senator for an hour has been satisfied that he ought to be disch: Š 
If he is discharged, it is simply from the arrest and the charge of con- 
tempt; it leaves the service of the subpæna upon him perfectly good 
and he is bound to attend the committee; and therefore it seems to 
me it is a matter of no sort of moment whether we take the motion 
of the Senator from Minnesota as amended on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas or whether we take this substitute. The out- 
come will be precisely the same in either case. I hope we may vote. 

The VICE-PRES ENT. The question is on the amendment, by 
va of substitution, of the Senator from Delaware. 

he question being put, it was declared that the amendment ap- 
peared to be taa. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Ido not know that it is material, but we 
are simpl follawin the forms of the Senate. I call for a division. 

The VICE-PRESI ENT. A division is called for on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Delaware. 

The question being put, the ayes were 14— 


ec 


Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I withdraw the call for a division. I fear 
there will be no quorum. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is rejected. The ques- 


tion is on the motion of the Senator from Minnesota as amended by 
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas, 

The motion was a; to nem. con. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The witness at the bar is discharged from 
the rule of attachment. 

Levi Wilson was next called, and advanced to the area in front of 
the Secretary’s desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Mr. Wilson, what reason have you to 
8 5 55 why you should not be adju in contempt of the authority 
of the Senate of the United States ‘ 

The WitNEss. Mr. President, my excuse for refasal to appear be- 
fore the committee at Topeka, in obedience to the summons that was 
served upon me, is that it was caused by sickness in my family at the 
time. I regretted it very much. It was not done through any disre- 

ect of the Senate. Iam now here and ready to answer the ques- 
tions that may be required. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has heard the answer of the 
witness. What is its further pleasure ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I move that the same resolution which was 
ssi! at in the other case be applied to this case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware moves that 
the witness at the bar be discharged from the rule of attachment. 

The motion was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The witness is discharged from the rule 
of attachment. 8 

E. B. Purcell was next called, aud advanced to the area in front of 
the Secretary’s desk. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. What reason have you, sir, to allege why 
x——16 


you should not be adjudged in contempt of the authority of the Sen- 
ate of the United States 

The Wrrness. I really do not know that I have any very good 
excuse. At the time my business interests were large in the State of 
Kansas, and I thought at that time probably they would suffer some- 
what by attending the committee. I am here now, and willing to 


testify. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has heard the reason alleged 
by the witness. What is its pleasure? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I move that he be discharged, as in the other 


cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware moves that 
a like order be entered as in the other cases in the case of this witness. 

The motion was 

The VICE-PRES 
of attachment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, two of the witnesses named in 
the attachment now in the hands of the Sergeant-at-Arms have not 
appeared, both of whom have telegraphed or written letters giving 
reasons why they could not be here to-day, and expressing their pur- 
pose to be here in a few days. One of them makes as an excuse the 
sickness of his father-in-law, and sends the certificate of the attend- 
ing physician to the effect that his presence is required at home. I 
move, therefore, that the Sergeant-at-Arms have further time tomake 
return so far as George T. Anthony and J. V. Admire are concerned. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to proceed to the consideration of Sen- 
ate bill No. 22, for the relief of Theophilus P. Chandler. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask if it is not time for the special order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I would ask the Senator frem New Jersey 
to ne the special order until to-morrow. There will be a 
deal of debate on his bill, and we have had a pretty full discussion 
this morning, and I think the Senate is tired, and a good many mem- 
bers are out. I will move an executive session if there is nothing 
further to be done. I submit that motion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I believe my motion is pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion for an executive session is a 
Los hls motion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I shall make no objection to the consid- 
eration of the bill of the Senator from New Jersey to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Illinois that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and fifty-seven min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr, ALLISON, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
The motion was to; and (at four o’clock and seven minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


to. 
ENT. The witness is discharged from the rule 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 8, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W.P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MONUMENT TO GENERAL HERKIMER. 


Mr. PRESCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand acommunication 
in the nature of a petition from Hon. Horatio Seymour in reference 
to House bill No. 165, which was introduced to consummate a resolu- 
tion of the Continental Congress of October 4, 1777, in reference to 
the erection of a monument to the memory of General Herkimer. I 
ask unanimous consent that the same be printed in the Recorp and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

There was no objection, and it was qrdered accordingly. 

The communication is as follows: 

Unica, December 10, 1879. 

Dran Sin: There is a desire on the part of the citizens of the valley of the 
Mohawk to erect a monument to the memory of General Herkimer. 

There is one difficulty in the way. Atthe time of his death, Congress, struck 
with his heroism and the value of his services, desired to show the gratitude of 
the whole country and to put up a monument which would prove the feeling of all 
the States with regard to bravery and patriotism. The following is a copy of 


the resolution on the 4th day of October, 1777: 
“Resolved, That the governor and council of New York be desired to erect a 
monument, at continental expense, of the value of $500, to the memo 855 me ae 
e Sta 


Er re Herkimer, who commanded the militia of Tyron Connty, 
n ; ew York, and was killed fighting gallantly in defense of the Hberty of these 
tates.” 
This resolution was sent by the President of Congress to the governor of New 
York, and others, with the following letter : 
“York Towy, Pa., October 5, 1777. 


“ GENTLEMEN : I have the honor to transmit to the inclosed resolves of Con- 
gress, from which you will perceive it is their that a monument should be 
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erected to the memory of the late Brigadier-General Herkimer, and that boy oe! 
ey 


humble servant, 
K, President. 

His Excellency G. CLINTON, Governor, and 

“The HOSORABLE COUNCIL of the State of New Tork. 


If the money to put up a monument is raised in the valley of the Mohawk with- 
out the co. — an of the General Government, after the express desire of the 
Continental Congress that all the States should show their titude, it will be 
felt that the memory of General Herkimer has been robbed of the honors the pa- 
triots of the Revolution wished to have conferred 7 55 him. In this case it would 
only tell of the pride of this of New York in his heroism and its tude for 
his self-sacrifice. We ask, therefore, that Congress will, by keeping the pledge of 
our fathers, give to the monument the dignity of representing the gratitnde of the 
le. We wish that all we may do by our efforts or subscriptions shall 


American peop! 
be subordinated to this as of the work. 

As the matter now stands the action of the Continental Con, is an embar- 
rassment. It is an injustice to the memory of a patriot, a violation of a sacred 


pledge, and a stain 1 the honor of our country. We are sure members of Con- 
gress from all parts of our Union will be happy at this centennial period to make 
a suitable appropriation. While the action of our Government has been so liberal 
toward those who fought for the Union, it should give at least a ce to prove 
that it honors those who gavo life to that Union. The battle of Oriskany was of 
t importance in its relationship to that of Saratoga, which was a tw g 2 
f the revolutionary struggle—a battle in which there were men from most if not 
all of the original colonies, North and South, fighting for a common cause, There 
was no contest in the Revolution more fierce and bloody, with a greater ratio of 
loss of life, than that fought out at Oriskany. 
There was one fact almost without parallel in the history of war which showed 
the spirit of the patriots. When they were pushed to the extremity in their des- 
rate fight with the fierce Iriquois, their enemies were re-enforced by the tories. 
3 seem that this would have crushed out the last of the patriots, but 
the sight of these hated foes inflamed them with a rage an pata which made 
them Eresistible ; they beat back two forces, where before they only a doubt- 
ful struggle to hold their ground against one. 


The question comes up, Why has ‘Congress put off to this late day the perform- 
ance of its pledges! No one has ever questioned its duty; but when the subject has 


been before it other objects have been attached to the bill, and it has been over- 
laid in a way that has led to its withdrawal. We have nothing to say about the 
auy of our Government with regard to monuments. We should not sopa ta it 
at this time but for the embarrassment alluded to. Whatever pare ao witn 

t to the resolution of the Continental Congress, it should be allowed to stand 
by Keech, and it is = be hoped that = one ret {ego so 8 as to use it 
‘or other purposes, however proper they may n themselves. I send yona copy 
of the Centennial Celebration of New York. It contains a full account of the 
battle of Oriskany, and shows its events and ts These have been over- 
looked in most . as it was fought in what was a wilderness at the time. 
It may correct many misunderstandings. 

I send the book for another reason. It not only excites our pride as citizens of 
New York that it was the field of so many battles, but also our gratitude to the 
patriots from the North and South that fought on our soil to drive off invading foes 
and to establish the liberty of our common country. 

We ice as citizens of this State that its history shows the courage and patriot- 
ism of the soldiers of all the colonies and of all the States. 


lam, truly yours, &., 
z HORATIO SEYMOUR. 
Hon. C. D. PRESCOTT, 
Member of Congress. 
DEALERS IN LEAF-TOBACCOO. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
reported back the following resolution, with a favorable recommenda- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury directed to 
communicate to this House any information in th Department 
showing the number of Haai dealers in leaf-tobacco and the amount of internal 
Saler 2nd by 2s of section SMA of the Revised BESI, specifying seperately 

irtue of section e 
the camber of retail dealers in leaf-tobacco and the rose of — ie receiv: 
from such dealers. 

The resolution was adopted. 

DEATH OF WILLIAM HINCKS, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair begs leave to lay before the House at 
this time, as a mark of respect to a valued and faithful officer of this 
body, who served for many years as one of the official reporters of 
debates, the following ommunieation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, January 6, 1880. 

Str: I have the honor to transmit herewith preamble and resolutions adopted 

Tue official reporters of debates on the d of their late colleague, m 
cks, of Cohasset, Massachusetts. 
Iam, with sincere regard, your obedient servant, 


Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


J.J. MCELHONE. 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, December 19, 1879. 


At a meeting of the official re rs of the debates and procesingas of the 
- thie dss , the following preamble and resolutions 


disciplined by liberal education and in- 
ence of public affairs, together with sin- 
s special art; and 


gular skill and success 
Whereas he nal, religious or political bias to infiuence his 


never allowed 


official action, but with unvarying fidelity maintained his character as an honest 
and upright man: Therefore, 
Be it resolved, That the decease of our late colleague has caused us unfeigned sor- 


row and regret, and now, in justice to his memory, we place of record - 
tion of the high standing $ bore in his —— fs 253 the integrity and ebtlity 
which during 2 long career characterized his conduct. 
RE re i EO EIT a ag lorry oper 
$ re A 

engrossed and signed, be sent to the family of the deceased. RET Rp 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that this communication be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and that it be printed 
in tbe RECORD. 

Mr. CONGER. Will it not go into the Recorp, having been read f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the reading of it takes it into 
the RECORD. The Chair su; ts to the gentleman from Michigan 
that he move the reference of the communication to the Committee 
on rage riations. . 

Mr. CONGER. I moke that motion and also move that the com- 
munication be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JESSE HICKEN. 


Mr. WARD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3259) ting a pension to Jesse Hicken ; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ELIZA M’CONNEL. 

Mr. WARD also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3260) granting a pension to Eliza McConnel; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

ELIZABETH DOUGHERTY. 

Mr. WARD also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3261) granting a pension to Elizabeth Dougherty; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

HARRY E. WILLIAMS. 


Mr. WARD also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3262) granting a pension to Harry E. Williams; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MARGARET E. WEST. 


Mr. WARD also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3263) granting a pension to t E. West; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ABNER HOOPES, 


Mr. WARD also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3264) fronting a pension to Abner Hoopes; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

TAXATION IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. ` 


Mr. NEAL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3265). 
to provide a mode of taxation for the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE OF WAYS AND MEANS. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, by unanimous consent, from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, reported the following resolution ; which 
was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be authorized to have 1 9 
any documents for the use of said committee that they may deem necessary in con- 


nection with subjects relating to the revenue and the public debt being considered 
by said committee. 


TIMOTHY EARLE. 
Mr. BALLOU, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3266) for the relief of Timothy Earle; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 


JOHN W. M’CLANAHAN. 

Mr. McKENZIE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5 a pension to John W. McClanahan, of Henderson 
County, Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

D. T. BENNETT. 

Mr. MCKENZIE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 3268) ting a pension to D. T. Bennett, of Union County, 
Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JOHN L. MEREDITH. 

Mr. FISHER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3269) granting a pension to John L. Meredith; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

BENJAMIN H. CUSTER. 

Mr. FISHER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3270) for the relief of Benjamin H. Custer; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

MARTIN RAFF. 

Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3271) for the relief of Martin Raff; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

DEPOT BUILDING AT OMAHA. 
Mr. VALENTINE, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint res- 
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olution (H. R. No. 163) authorizing the Secretary of War to expend 
a sum of money heretofore N for the erection of a store- 
house and depot building at the city of Omaha, in the State of Ne- 
braska ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

POST-OFFICE BUILDINGS IN OPELIKA AND EUFAULA. 

Mr. STONE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 2884) to 

rovide for the erection of post-office buildings in the cities of Ope- 
fika and Eufaula, in the State of Alabama; and moved that the 
committee be disc from the further consideration of the same 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 
The motion was agreed to. 
HENRY B. RUPE. 

Mr. BROWNE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3272) for the relief of Henry B. Rupe; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

MARTIN L. BUNDY. 

Mr. BROWNE by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3273) for the relief of Martin L. Bundy; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

STEAM-YACHT E. R. BRYANT. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 3274) to change the name of the steam-yacht E. R. Bryant, of 
Rochester, to Summerland; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and and ordered to be 
printed. 

SLOOP-YACHT MARIAH. 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
H. R. No. 3275) to change the name of the sloop-yacht Mariah, of 
hester, New York, to that of Tourist; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 
JOSEPH B. RODDEN. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 3276) for the relief of Joseph B. Rodden, late of Com- 
pany K, Sixteenth Regiment New York Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

ADAM EPPENBERGER. 


Mr. POEHLER, by unanimous consent, introduced g bill (H. R. No. 
3277) granting a pension to Adam Eppenberger; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

SAINT JAMES MISSION, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. STEVENSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3278) for the relief of the mission of Saint James, in Washington 
Territory; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER W. M’ CONNELL. 

Mr. TAYLOR, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3279) to reopen the claim of Alexander W. McConnell, of Tennessee. 
before the commissioners of claims; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

EARL S. RATHBURN. 


Mr. WAIT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3280) 
granting a pension to Earl S. Rathburn; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. De La Martyr, for to-day; 

To Mr. Fond, for to-day; and 

To Mr. Murca, for to-day and to-morrow, on account of important 
business. 

STAR SERVICE DEFICIENCY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 

the following resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted : 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BEALE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the morning 
hour now begins at nineteen minutes before one o'clock. The busi- 
ness in order during the morning hour is the call of committees for 
reports of a public nature. The call rests with the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

LOCATION OF MINERAL CLAIMS. 


Mr. ARMFIELD, from the Committee on Mines and Minin , re- 
ported as a substitute for House bill No. 2415 the bill (H. R. No. 9251) 


concerning the location of mineral claims; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That hereafter e correc te EST see Sra lor- 
ing the public domain of the United States lying within the limits of the State of 
Colorado, for the discovery of deposits of gold and silver-bearing ores, which do 
not outcrop or appear on the surface of the ground, may ooie a mining claim 
fifteen hundred feet in length, and not exceeding six hun: feet in width, which 
location may be made by marking the boundaries of the same on the surfaceof the 
ground by at least six substan stakes, one at each corner of the claim and one 
at thecenterof each side line. After the making of stid location, the party making 
the same shall commence work within ten days to explore and define the mineral 
deposit, which may be done either by the — a discovery-shaft or by an 

cut, cross-cut, or tunnel; and so long as he prosecute his work of ex- 
5 and discovery with reasonable ce, the said location shall be valid, 
but a suspension of work for the period of thirty days before perfecting his title, 
as hereinafter provided, shall operate as a forfeiture of his rights to said claim 
and the same 1 be open to relocation in the same manner as if no location ot 
the same had ever been made. No person discovering a mineral deposit under 
this act shall have the right to follow it beyond the point where it is in‘ersected 
by the vertical plane of the exterior lines of the claim, nor shall any person under 
Sieger ung be has’ perfect bode tng: tt the ‘firet recon deim Heeres; 

ict until he is title to the c] 
the mineral deposits therein, or unless he 8 ocated 
claim. Within ten days after discovering the mineral deposit the locator shall 
record in the office of recorder a 


a sufficient description to identify the claim. 
act shall be required to the same amount of annual b 
allowed to patent their claims, as is provided in the act of May 10, 1872. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Does the bill refer to Colorado alone? 

Mr. ARMFIELD. Yes, sir; it is a general bill, I believe. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Then I make a point of order on the bill. 

Mr. BELFORD. It applies to Colorado alone. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. If it applies exclusively to Colorado, I do not 
wish 1 any point of order; if the bill is general in its provis- 
ions, I do. 

The SPEAKER. So far asthe Chair caught the reading of the bill, 
it is a public bill. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Then I make the point of order that it disposes 
of public mining lands and ought to receive its first consideration in 
the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
9 contest the point of order? 

Mr. IELD. I do not concede the point; the Chair will de- 
cide whether it is well taken. 

Mr. REAGAN. Before the point of order is decided, I wish to call 
the attention of the Speaker in connection with the point to section 
2320 of the Revised Statutes, which provides for the location of min- 
ing claims the same in length and in breadth as those provided for in 
this bill. As I understand, the bill proposes merely to change the 
law so that the claim shall follow exterior boundaries instead of fol- 
lowing the vein of the mineral. As the existing law already appro- 
priates this land, I submit to the Chair whether a modification of 
a law, such as the bill proposes, subjects the bill to the point of 
order. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. The change mentioned by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] constitutes the greatest departure from the pol- 
icy of the United States in regard to mineral lands that has ever been 
proposed in this House; I refer to the proposed change in the law se 
that claims shall be bounded by exterior lines instead of following 
the vein. Now, as the bill certainly makes disposition of public lands _ 
and Aap ee ed I think the point of order is good. 

Mr. BELFORD. "I desire to be heard on this point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman very brietly. 

Mr. BELFORD. The act of 1872 provides that no prospector shall 
make a location on a mineral vein until he first discovers the mineral. 
This bill ees changes the provisions of that act so as to allow the 
miner to make location on the mineral land of the United States prior 
to the discovery of the mineral; and it provides, further, that so long 
as he shall work his claim with reasonable diligence he shall be pro- 
tected in the exercise of that right as against anybody else. The only 
essential change which the bill works in the act of 1872 is to allow 
the miner to make a location prior to the discovery of the mineral. 

Now, I desire to state to the gentleman from Montana [Mr. Ma- 
GINNIS] that in no t does the bill affect the question of lode 
claims. It applies only to those mineral deposits which do not ap- 
pear on the surface—that class of mineral deposits the discovery of 
which can only be made by sinking a shaft into the bowels of the 
earth to the depth of two or three hundred feet. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. There are hundreds and hundreds of lode claims 
that do not make any appearance on the surface. The bill is not 
sufficiently specific. 

Mr. BELFORD. The gentleman states that the bill changes the 
existing law in this, that under the act of 1872 you can follow the 
vein in its course, go it may enter the adjoining land. But in 
Colorado it has been held by the circuit court of the United States 
and the district court of the United States that this provision ap- 
plies only to those well-defined lodes having hanging walls and foot 
walls ; t it does not apply to such deposits of minerals as have 
been found to exist in the “ Little Pittsburgh” and other mineral 
claims of that sort. Now, the object of the bill is to allow the miner 
to sink his shaft down to where the mineral deposit is found, and 
while he is so doing protect him in the exercise of that right. This 
is really the only change made in the act of 1872. 
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Mr. MAGINNIS. Does the gentleman state that this bill applies 
only to Colorado? 
. BELFORD, Yes, sir. 
Mr. MAGINNIS. Then I withdraw my point of order. 
Mr. BELFORD. Iam perfectly willing, so far as I am concerned, 
that the bill should go to the Committee of the Whole House. 


Mr. CALKINS. I renew the point of order. I think the bill should 

to the Committee of the ole. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is raised and not resisted by 
the gentleman from North Carolina—— 

Mr. ARMFIELD. I do not concede the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to concede 
the point of order. 

Mr, HASKELL. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to 
have the Chair state to the House the specific ground upon which 
the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. CALKINS] makes this point of order. 
The bill contains no appropriation of money and by specific grant 


dis of no public land. 

he SPEAKER. But does it not provide a way by which the Goy- 
ernment of the United States shall part with the title to lands in 
which it now has an interest ? 

Mr. HASKELL. It does not, only in so far as it amends existing 
law which provides the ways and means for this 1232 with title. 

The SP R. Does not the gentleman from Kansas sup , for 
instance, the homestead act, which provided a way in which public 
lands should be di of, would be subject to the point of order? 

Mr. HASKELL. Possibly it would. 

The SPEAKER. What is the distinction between mineral londs 
and other lands of the United States? 

Mr. HASKELL. My understanding of the point of order raised 
here in reference to the disposition of public lands is that it would 
lie only against those bills which themselves provide for the passing 
of title from the United States. This bill does not do that. 

The SPEAKER. It provides a way by which the citizens of the 
United States can go and public lands of the United States 
having mineral deposits thereon. The Chair gives the benefit of the 
doubt, if there be any in this case, to the Government, and therefore 
sustains the point of order. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


EDUCATION. 


Mr. GOODE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, reported 
back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 334) to apply the proceeds of the 
sales of public lands to the education of the people, &c.; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


SUPPLEMENT TO REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, from the Committee on the Revision of the 
Laws, reported back joint resolution (S. R. No. 19) to provide for the 
publication and distribution of a supplement to the Revised Statutes 
with sundry amendments. a 

The joint resolution provides that the supplement to the Revised 
Statutes embracing the statutes general and permanent in their 
nature after the Revised Statutes, with references connectin 

rovisions on the same subject, explanatory notes, citations of judici 
isions, and a general index, pre by William A. Richardson, 
be stereotyped at the Government naoa Offce. 

That 6,107 copies be printed, bound, and distributed as provided for 
the distribution of the Revised Statutes by the “ Joint resolution pro- 
viding for the distribution and sale of the new edition of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States,” passed May 22, 1878, and such addi- 
tional copies, on the order of the Secre of State, as may be neces- 
sary from time to time, to be kept for sale in the same manner and 
on like terms as the Revised Statutes are required to be kept for 
sale, and to supply deficiencies and offices newly created; that for 
preparing and editing said supplement there shall be paid to said 
editor such compensation, per copy, as shall be fixed by the Secretary 
of State, not exceeding fifty cents for each copy printed from the ste- 
PARAR plates thereof, to be included in the sale-price of copies kept 
for sale. 


And that to carry into effect the foregoing provisions sufficient 
money is hereby appropriated from any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

The SPEAKE The Clerk will now read the amendments re- 

from the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


and “seven” insert fifty.“ 
In line 14, after “seventy-eight,” insert “and joint resolution passed December 


21, 1878.” 

In line 20, after the word “supplement,” insert “including indexing and all 
clerical work n: to fully complete said work, there shall be paid to said 
editor the sum of $3,500." > 

Strike out lines 21, 22, 23, and 24, as follows : 


And that to carry into effect the foregoing provisions sufficient money is hereby 
appropriated ‘roms any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I demand the previous question on the 
resolution and amendments. 

Mr. WHITE. May Task the gentleman from Virginia whether this 
should not have the sanction of the Committee on Printing ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I think not, sir. It refers to the codi- 
fication of the laws, and therefore, I think, comes properly from the 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

Mr. WHITE. Can my friend tell us exactly what will be the ex- 
pense of this 5 7 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I am not prepared to say, neither do I 
think any gentleman in this House can be prepared to say what will 
be the precise expense of printing any document or pamphlet or bill 
or resolution offered here in this Hoes; 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we know this, that from 1873 to the present time 
there has been no codification of the original general laws of the 
United States. The second edition of the revision of 1878 only brought 
down such laws previous to 1873 as had been amended. It entirely 
omits all the original laws passed between 1873 and 1878. 

The casual reader—almost every lawyer in the country when he 
gets hold of the revision called the second edition, dated in 1878— 
thinks he has the whole laws of the United States down to that time, 
when the trath is that the original and general daws passed between 
1873 and 1878, are wholly omitted from that revision. It only con- 
tains the laws previous to 1873 and those which were amended be- 
tween those two periods I have mentioned. 

Mr. WHITE. it the intention, Mr. Speaker, to make this a sep- 
arate volume? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHITE. Or to publish it in connection with the Revised 
Statutes hereafter ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. It will be a continuation. It will bea 
volume, of what size I am not pre to say, but aseparate volume, 
commencing in 1873 and coming down to and including the present 
session of Congress. 

Mr. WHITE. Does the gentleman from Virginia think that it is 
wise to pass this without reference to the Committee on Printing ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I do undoubtedly, or else I waala not 
have reported it. The Senate unanimously passed the joint resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. KEIFER. I wish to ask the gentleman from Vi 
tion, whether there is anything in the resolution whic 
this pro volume to be in the courts? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. No, sir. 

Mr. KEIFER. Otherwise it may be a publication of little value to 
the 8 

Mr. RIS, of Virginia. The great danger in that, Mr. Speaker, 
and it has arisen before, is that inaccuracies and errors may creep 
into the revision which no committee can have time during the ses- 
sion of Con to examine or to correct. Some of our troubles under 
the revision of 1878 have grown out of the fact that laws which have 
been repealed have again core into the statutes, and have become 
the subject of discussion in the courts, some holding that they had 
been repealed, others holding that they were still in force. Therefore 
we propose to avoid that simply by a codification, leaving the laws 
to stand as they are, with no effort on our part to modify or change 
them in any respect. 

There is no reasonable man in the country who gote hold of the 
Revised Statutes or of the Statutes at Large published by authority 
of Congress who ever questions them unless there is ground to do so; 
and then the courts call for the origimals as enrolled and on file in 
the State Department. No act of assembly published by a State has 
an enacting clause that it shall be the law of the land. It isso taken 
and so held by the courts until the contrary appears. I think the 
Senate acted wisely in not incorporating a clause making this the 
law of the land. 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman will permit me, I will say to him 
that I do not intend to require it shall be read in the courts as final 
and conclusive of what the law is; but there should be something 
that would make it prima facie evidence of what it contains; other- 
wise it will stand exactly on the footing of any private publica- 
tion. I am opposed to voting money for a publication of what might 
be called a private compilation of the statutes of the United States 
covering the period mentioned unless we have something in this res- 
olution which gives this publication some sort of authority to be used 
and read in the courts, such as has been given in relation to the Re- 
vised Statutes. In all the States there is just such authority. Most 
of the constitutions of the States require a publication to be made 
of the laws which are pemon and yet you may go to the secretary of 
state, who is usually the custodian of the original act, and there find 
out if there is a mistake in the publication and correct it. And look, 
too, this is a publication by the Government of the United States of 
a private compilation of statutes. It has not even the indorsement 
of the committee that it is right and correct in any form in the world; 
in other words, it is such a publication as may be prepared by siy 

person in the country, 3 or otherwise, and we are ask 
to give it ourindorsement. If this supplement has been so correctly 
prepared, and if the committee is y to say that this is correct— 
not absolutely correct, but accurate in its compilation, not in its re- 
vision—if they say to the House that it is accurate in this respect, 
then they will say it shall be published by the Government to be 


inia a ques- 
authorizes 
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nsed by Government officers all over the country as an authority 
until the contrary is shown. 

Now, I think it will be an exceedingly bad thing to pass this reso- 
lution without some such provision in it. I am not, Mr. Speaker, 
prepared to say what form of langu ought to be used in making 
an amendment, but I will be very glad if the gentleman who reports 
the resolution will agree to insert some language that will give some 
authority to this publication, which is going to cost the Government 
a great deal of money. 

. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire to say one word in reply tomy 
friend from Ohio. The Committee on the Revision of the Laws ex- 
pressly provides by the amendment that this work is not to be consid- 
ered a workof private enterprise. Itprovidesthat the pring plates 
shall belong to the Government, and that it shall be the work of the 
Government, and not of the publisher or the author of the compilation. 

In regard to the other point, I will say that the chairman of the 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws of the Senate and myself 
held various conferences on the subject of this codification of the 
laws, which,will form a volume of considerable size. No member of 
Congress can attend to his duties and compare every section and 
every line, word for word, with the original text of the enrolled bills; 
but we did so compare this compilation in the main so as to be satis- 
fied of its entire accuracy, as well as of the notes and references to 
all the decisions which have been had on the subject; and I venture 
the prediction, sir, that no supplementary code has ever been pub- 
lished by act of Congress that has proved so valuable and so easy 
of reference as this will be to the lawyers and courts of the country. 
But we deliberately avoided, for the reason that there might be some 
inaccuracy in it, the making the code as it was the law of the land and 
to be received in evidence. That it will be received as prima facie 
evidence every lawyer knows; and my friend from Ohio sticks in the 
bark in making an objection which he himself would never make to 
a court of justice. If he believed the law was correctly incorporated 
he never would ask the court to call for the original enrolled act or 
the certificates kept by the officers of the two Houses. My friend 
would never do any suc thing, and no lawyer of respectability would 
do it. The compilation therefore practically answers all the purposes 
for use in the courts that would be attained if it were adopted as the 
law of the land, and the course adopted obviates any objection on 
account of any inaccuracy there may be in it. 

Mr. KEIFER. Ithink the gentleman who has charge of this reso- 
lution makes a very singular confession, or very sin r confessions 
rather, when he says every respectable lawyer in this country would 
receive this supplement when published as prima facie evidence of 
the law of the land, and when he says here before this House that he 
and his committee are afraid to say that the published volume is prima 
facie evidence that it contains the statutes of the country. He tells 
us se Bart afraid to say that, and yet he says every lawyer and every 
jud this country will be prepared to act upon this compilation 
in the administration of the law. 

Now all 1 have asked and all I desire is to have a simple addition 
to this resolution, which will make this publication evidence in the 
courts to the extent of being prima facie evidence, and only that, that 
these statutes are a proper compilation of the laws of the United 
States. But the gentleman from Virginia says he will not go that 
far; and yet he says that the committee, as I understand him, have 
taken the pains to say by the resolution that this is not a mere private 

ublication. I think my friend will hardly want to stand on that 
t is a purae publication; it is without indorsement anywhere, 
save and except the indorsement of the compiler, who has made the 
compilation, without previous authority of the United States, as a 
purely private enterprise. ‘The compiler may be entirely competent 
to do this work, and to do it well; but he brings it here to nt pa ie 
and asks Congress to take his work and print it for him—not indorse 
it, but print it for him at the expense of the Government and for 
the use of the Government, but without saying whether it is accurate 
or not. I think the precedent is an exceedingly bad one. It isa 
purely private enterprise to which Congress is to lend itself, and for 
which it is to furnish the money to carry it out. . 
I cannot see any objection to the insertion of an amendment in 
roper language which will make this compilation prima facie evi- 
ae. If the gentleman will go that far I shall be very glad to vote 
for the resolution; but withont such an amendment I think we ought 
not to adopt it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Ihave no objection to accepting an 
amendment of that character. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let ich prisoner prepare the amendment in lan- 
guage which will be satisfactory to himself. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I suggest that the gentleman prepare 
it himself. I yield now to my colleague on the committee, the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, [Mr. MCMILLIN. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I do not ə with the gentleman from Ohio 
that there is danger in the printing of this edition of the Revised 
Statutes. Still the committee reporting the measure think it proper 
to accept the amendment which the gentleman from Ohio proposes. 
The question has been asked as to the cost of this compilation, and 
it has been stated by the chairman of the committee that it is im- 
possible to tell what the cost will be. We know this: that the vol- 
ume will not be half so large as the volume of the Revised Statutes, 
which costs less than $3 a volume. 


There is an important amendment pro by the committee in 
this respect. The resolution as it comes from the Senate proposes to 
ive to the compiler fifty cents er on each volume that is printed. 
n lieu of that the salary is given here of $3,500, and that will be a sav- 
ing in the cost of the work of at least $10,000 
the work is very much needed, but we should not make it law with- 
out further investigation. It comes to the committee in manuscript 
form, and no committee with the other duties that devolve upon 
them can give the work the investigation necessary to their indors- 
ing the compilation as evidence. r it is before the committee in 
a printed form, after it has been used and discussed in the courts and 
examined by members of Congress, with the work before them in a 
rinted instead of a manuscript form, we will be able to say whether 
it is accurate, and next session will be better able to make any 
amendments that may be necessary in the way of indorsement than 
we now are. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. 
sachusetts, [Mr. FIELD. ] 

Mr. FIELD. I agree perfectly with what has been said by the gen- 
tleman who has just sat down, [Mr. McMILLIN.] I have taken some 
pains to examine this compilation. I believe it to be one of great 
value. I know it will be published by some one, and I think it ought 
to be published by the United States. The gentleman who has com- 
piled it is a man of the largest experience in that matter, having for 
more than twenty-five years had something to do with the statutes 
of Massachusetts. I am opposed to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Kerrer.] I am opposed to anything being made 
law that is not enacted by Songs to belaw. The best evidence of 
the laws are the rolls in the Department of State. The acts pub- 
lished by the authority of Congress are legal evidence of the exist- 
ence of those laws. 

In the so-called revision of the United States Revised Statutes, 
which was made by a commissioner authorized by act of Congress, 
and who reported to the Secretary of State, the commissioner was 
authorized to incorporate rerbatim certain amendments to the stat- 
utes and to refer to others. We did say that that revision should be 
legal but not conclusive evidence of the laws, and that in case of any 
5 between it and the Statutes at Large the latter should 

revuil. 

i But in the case of this compilation which has been made by a very 
competent gentleman, which many persons have examined but which 
none of us have read through, which is not reported to the House in 
form and printed so that members may read it through, I am not in 
favor of making it of any legal authority whatever. When it has 
been printed and after it 1 have been tested and examined, if 

ntlemen choose then to give it such authority they can do so. Until 
then I propose to have this compilation e its way on its own 
authority. I am very jealous about making anything law that we 
do not fully understand, or confusing in any way the text of the laws 
of the United States. Ido not care to consider what the effect may 
be of making it prima facie evidence of the land or in what manner 
that prima facie evidence may be overcome, whether by the printed 
statutes or only by the rolls in the Department of State. I hope the 
resolution as reported by the committee will pass. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Iam willing to support the joint resolution with a 
proviso added which I deem necessary as a matter of caution, that 
there should be no mistake, that there shall be no misconstraction of 
the exact meaning and purports of the acts which we now pro to 
publish. Ithink there ought to be a proviso added to this effect: that 
nothing herein contained shall be construed to change or alter any 
existing law. 

I think such a proviso is necessary from the fact that complaints 
were made by the judiciary and by the public. I believe that there 
were certain omissions or some interpolations and changes of law in 
the revision of the statutes which were not intended at the time of 
the adoption of the Revised Statutes. In order to obviate the diffi- 
culty and to put the matter beyond ay dispute I ask that the amend- 
ment I have indicated may be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. BRIGHT] cannot now come in. The amendments reported 
from the committee must first be voted on under the rule and then 
the amendment pe poet by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Kerrer. ] 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope the tleman having charge of the joint 
resolution [Mr. Harris, of Virginia] will accept the amendment I 
have indicated. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments reported from the committee 
will be first voted on, and will now be read by the Clerk. 

The first amendment was to insert, after the words “ Government 
Printing Office,” the words “and the index, the plates, and all right 
and title therein and thereto shall be in and fully belong to the Gov- 
ernment for its exclusive use and benefit.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The second amendment was to change the number of copies to be 
printed from “6,107” to “6,357.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The third amendment was to insert, after the words “ passed May 
22, 1878,” the words “and joint resolution passed December 21, 1878.” 

The amendment was a; to. 

The next amendment was to insert, after the word “supplement,” 
the words “including indexing and all clerical work necessary to 


I now yield to the gentleman from Mas- 
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fully complete said work, there shall be paid to said editor the sum 
of 83,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The last amendment reported from the committee was to strike out 
the following: 

And that to carry into effect the foregoing provisions suflicient money is hereb, 
appropriated from any money in the e not otherwise appropriated. = 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question will now be taken upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. KEIFER.] 

Mr. KEIFER. I propose to add to the joint resolution the fol- 
lowing: 

The publication herein authorized shall be taken to be prima facie evidence of 
the laws therein contained in all the courts of the United States and of the sev- 
eral States and Territories therein. 

I wish to state for the information especially of the 5 
from Tennessee [Mr. BRIGHT] that there can be no sort of inference 
that this amendment would change existing law; it could by no 
means change existing law. There can be no inference of that kind 
from it; but, upon the contrary, it is simply making this publication 

prima facie evidence of the laws of thé country. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I do not understand that the amendment the gen- 
tleman has offered will affect in any way the amendment which I 
desire to pro E 

Mr. KEIFER. I understood the gentleman to desire to have an 
affirmative proposition that this publication should not be taken to 
affect or change any existing law. The amendment I have proposed 
will have no such effect. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The amendment I desire to offer is independent of 
the one which the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. KEIFER] has submitted, 
and looks to another point. A 

Mr. KEIFER. I misunderstood the proposed amendment of the 

ntleman. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I offered mine as an independent proposition. 

Mr. WHITE. I i nine my friend from Ohio [ Mr. KEIFER] to add 
to his amendment the words found in the Revised Statutes : 


And shall not preclude reference to, nor control in case of 8 the 
e any original act as passed by Congress since the Ist day of mber, 


That is in the Revised Statutes, and I propose that it be added to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 
Mr. KEIFER. I have no objection to the addition of that clause, 


though I do not think it necessary. 
Mr. BRIGHT. The amendment which I have 8 will cover 
the point suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 


WHITE. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania move his 
age as an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman 
m Ohio 

Mr. WHITE. I do. 

Mr. KEIFER. I accept the amendment, although I do not think 
it necessary. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 3 the amendment 
proposed by the 1 from Pennsylvania. The proposition as 
now modified will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Insert after line 21 the following: 
The publication herein authorized shall be taken to be prima facie evidence of 
tates and of the several 


all 
8 8 2 Beg Kye not —— 8 — — 
case of an ee ot, any o as 

the 1st day of December, 1873. 7 ent 3 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. KEIFER as 
modified, it was to—there bong ayes 75, noes 28. 

The SPEAKER. Theamendment of the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. BRIGHT] will now be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Add to the resolution the following: 

Provided, That nothing herein con 
any existing law. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. There is no objection to that, on the 
part of the committee. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The joint resolution, as amended, was ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT JUDGE WESTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN. 


Mr. PHISTER. Iam unanimously directed by the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Justice to report back adversely 
the bill (H. R. No. 987 1 provide for payment of certain expenses of 
the district judge of the western judicial district of Michigan. 

The SPE . This bill is reported adversely, and if there be no 
ow it will be laid on the table and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONGE 


ed shall be construed to change or alter 


Let the bill go to the Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. PHISTER. I call the attention of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Stoxe] who introduced this bill to the fact that this is a 


unanimous report inst the bill. Unless discussion be desired I 
move that the bill be laid on the sable ane ask a vote on that question. 
Mr. CONGER. Let it be laid on the table without being followed 
by the motion to reconsider and table. 
The motion of Mr, PHISTER to lay the bill on the table was agreed 
to. 


EXPENDITURES IN TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Printing, submitted a report; 
which was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the petition of John M. Glover, 


chairman of the Committee on ditures in the Treasu ent in the 


Forty-fifth Congress, asking execution of the order of the inet Haass for the print- 
report thereon 


ing < the report of said committee with accompanying evidence, 
as follows: : 

That on the 3d day of March, 1879, the House ordered that the report made by 
the. ttee on Expenditures in the rtment and the accompany- 
ing testimony should be printed. On the same day Mr. Concer entered a motion 
to reconsider, which was not disposed of, and ed. 

The Clerk of the House, feeling doubt on the subject, preferred to await such 
action by the present House as would relieve him of responsibility in the matter, 
and the order to print is still unexecuted. 

Your committee th re recommend the adoption of the following resolution : 

That the order of the House March 3, 1879, for the printing of the report 
of the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department with the accompa- 
nying evidence be executed, and that said report and evidence take their place in 
the series of reports of committees to the House in the oe Con; 

. R. SINGLETON. 
B. WILSON. 


Mr. WILSON. I move the previous question on the adoption of the 


report. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
WILSONI to state how voluminous this report is. 

Mr. WILSON. I do not know. The Committee on Printing, on 
examining the subject, ascertained that a former House, more familiar 
with this record than this House, ordered, upon the motion of the 
committee that had taken the evidence, that the report be printed. 
This report which the former House regarded as important enough 
to be printed has not been printed, the former order having failed 
through a mere technicality. The Committee on Printing recom- 
mend that the former action of the House be now executed. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I desire to inquire whether the report which it is 
now proposed to print is precisely the report which was presented in 
a cn Congress by the honorable gentleman from Missouri, Mr. 

over 

Mr. WILSON. In so far as we know or have reason to believe, it is. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I wish to inquire further whether any expurga- 
tions have taken place? 

Mr. WILSON. None so far as I know or have reason to believe. 

Mr.CONGER. Mr. Speaker, it has been stated here publicly in this 
House that that report was not in the possession of the House or any 
committee; that it never had been in the ion of the House. 
In order that we may know what the report is before voting upon 
the question of printing, I demand the reading of the report which 
it is proposed to print. The Chair sustained a similar demand on a 
former occasion, as he will recollect. 

Mr. WILSON. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that I do not know where 
the report is. It has not been before the Committee on Printing; we 
did not deem it important to have it there. We simply found that 
the order made by a former House had not been executed. 

Mr. CONGER. There never was an order of a former House to 
print this report. 

Mr. WILSON. The former Honse, as I understand, did make an 
order to pon which, by reason of some technicality—I think on 
account of a motion of the gentleman from Michigan to reconsider— 
was never executed. 

Mr. CONGER. The order never became consummated by the ac- 
tion of the House. In view of the history of this report, and the fact 
that no member of the House, no committee, has been able to see the 
report, I and other members have the right to know what the report 
is. I demand the reading of the report. 

Mr. WILSON. If the previous question is sustained, I am per- 
fectly willing to give the gentleman ample opportunity. 

Mr. T raise the point that the morning hour has expired. 

Mr. REAGAN. This report is one which oceupied a good deal of 
attention outside of the House as well as in it. It is an examination 
by a committee of this House of the operation and service of the 
Treasury Department. It contains evidence which, if true, ought to 
go on the records as the report of this committee, and it ought to be 

rinted. That ought to have been done, in my judgment, long ago. 

‘or we ought to presume, at least, that a committee of this House, 
charged by its authority to make investigation, had performed its 
duty. The presumption is in favor of its having performed its duty. 
That report contains information which, if true, concerns this whole 
country in a high degree, and ought to be printed. 

Mr. WHITE. I raise the point of order that the morning hour has 


expired. 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired, and this goes over 
until the next morning hour. 
Mr. WILSON. Itis the first thing in order to-morrow. 
The SPEAKER. To-morrow is private bill day. 
Mr. WILSON. Then it will be the first thing in order Saturday. 
REVISION OF THE RULES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I move the House resolve itself into the Com- 
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mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to proceed with the 
consideration of the report made by the Committee on Rules. 
The motion was a to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. CARLISLE in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed to read the report by 
paragraphs or clauses. 
Mr. REAGAN . Is the reading by F to be considered con- 
clusive of action on each p: ph 
The CHAIRMAN. The House has not yet made any order limiting 
debate, and under the rule the Clerk is obliged to proceed to read by 
aragraphs or clauses for consideration. There will be no limit to 
REA except that no gentleman can address the committee for more 
than one hour. 
Mr. REAGAN. At some time after there is limitation placed upon 
the debate I desire to be heard. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Weare not going to debate it generally at all. 
Mr. REAGAN. I think at the outset before limitation is put on 
debate I shall ask to be heard on a porion of the report. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I inquire whether under the rule each par- 
agraph as reported by the Clerk will not stand as adopted by the com- 
mittee unless amendment is offerred to it? 


The CHAIRMAN. Itwill. There will be, if any gentleman desires 
it, opportunity for general debate on the whole report. 

Mr. BLACKB I understand there has been no limit put upon 
the debate. 


The CHAIRMAN. None. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But cages as He Sax proceeds to sper he 
rules paragraph by paragraph, they will stand as agreed to, 0 
the debate remains unlimited, unless they amend the paragraph as the 
Clerk goes on! 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. SPARKS. I understood that the report was to be read entirely 
through. Was not that the order of the House! 

Mr. EA ie wel No; = are now proceeding to consider the 
rules p: ph by paragraph. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The plan is to take up the report 

aragraph by paragraph, unless some gentleman wishes to speak at 
Serpe If some gentlemen wish to speak at 1 on the general 
character of the report, then they have now that right. 

Mr. SPARKS. I understand that to be correct; but when you com- 
mence reading the report by paragraphs we are then under the five- 
minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; unless the House so orders. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I pro to occupy the time of the 
House for a few moments in a general discussion of one portion of 
this report of the Committee on Rules. Now, on page 5 of the Re- 
vised Rules, Rule XI, clause 7, provides: 


7. To commerce : to the Committee on Commerce, [but they shall report the bill 
i as the river and harbor bill, for reference to the Committee on Appropria- 
ons. 


The Committee on Rules in reporting this, on pages 9, 10, and 11 of 
the report, give the reasons at length which induced them to recom- 
mend this change. On page 10 of the report it is stated by the com- 
mittee : 


Fel gag (tartare being busily en ters, permitted 
tee on Commerce to and report the river and harbor appropriation bill, 
and, by an arrangement made in a conference between Mr. Dawes, representing 
the Committee on Appropriations, and the Committee on Commerce, the com- 
mittee was permitted to 2 and the said bill for reference to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, which committee agreed, after consideration, to report 
it back to the House with such recommendations as they believed the gen 
nditures of the country required them to make, and that course has several times 
m $ dapan since tbat agreement, alth it is true that during the preceding 
two (Forty-fourth and Forty-fifth) the Committee on Commerce has 
exclusively had control and charge of the river and harbor bill. 

The Committee on Rules are of opinion, in consideration of the fact that the 
Committee on Appropriations are required under the rules to report the general 
appropriation (in which class the river and harbor appropriation bill should, 
by reason of long custom and tice, be included,) that they should have entire 
harps of all those bills, in order that they might the more fairly and fully control 
the entire question of appropriation of revenue for carrying on the several de- 
partments of the t. It follows as a logical sequence that, if any other 
committee is to take are of one of the $ 5 approp tion bills, the interests 
therein involved and dered will stand se te and apart from the interests 
involved and considered in the other bills, and as a further result any scheme of 
reduction of expenditures made necessary by a deficit of revenue for that fiscal 
year must be executed by the Committee on App: tions without respeet to the 
interests involved in the bill so taken from them, thereby leaving that particular 
interest to stand independent of and without any relation whatever to the other 
interests for which aa are annually made. 

For these reasons the Committee on Rules have made the foregoing recommenda- 
tions with respect to the river and harbor bill, believing that no good or valid rea- 
son exists why the Committee on Commerce should originate and have complete 
control of the river and harbor bill that does not apply with equal force to the 
theory that the Committee on Military Affairs should ori and control the 
Army, the Committee on Naval Affairs the naval, the Committee on Indian Affairs 
the Indian, the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads the Post-Office, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs the consular and diplomatic, or the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions the pension appropriation bill. 


Aiter reading another paragraph or two of the report I will look to 
this. It is said in the paragraph preceding that 

The authority of the Committee of Ways and Means to report a general appro- 
priation bill at any time, conferred on the 19th of March, 1860, was transfe! to 
the Committee on Appropriations at the time the committee was created, and the 
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wers and privileges with respect to 
ormer. Up to that time— 


latter committee was also clothed with all the 
general appropriation bills possessed by the 

That is up to March, 1860— 
no general river and harbor a iation bill had ever been re i by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, ough it had reported in a sporadic way bills for the 
— 3 tion, completion, or construction of certain public works on rivers 
an 

I observe, sir, the language here employed describing the charac- 
ter of the bills reported from the Committee of Ways and Means is 
the same as is always in the caption of bills of appropriations for rivers 
and harbors. I am persu that the Committee on Rules was mis- 
taken as to a matter of fact in relation to the history of this charac- 
ter of bills in this respect, for I find by examination of the statutes 
and of the Journals of Congress through its various sessions that on 
the 27th of April, 1816, the Committee on Commerce reported the 
river and harbor bill, which became a law. In 1823, the same com- 
mittee reported the river and harbor bill, which also became a law. 
On the 26th of May, 1824, a like bill was reported by the Committee 
on Commerce, which became a law. On March 2, 1827, a like bill 
was reported from the same committee, which also became a law. 

So, then, I now come to reports made by the Committee of Ways and 
Means. I am speaking now of certain bills reported which became 
laws, leaving out of view all bills reported from either committee 
which never became laws. On the 19th of May, 1828, the Committee 
of Ways and Means reported a river and harbor bill, which became a 
law, and it continued through eleven successive years, down to 1838, 
to report like bills, which passed into laws. 

Again, in 1847 it reported the river and harbor bill, and in 1853 it 
again reported the river and harbor bill, which became laws. It re- 
ported thirteen bills from 1828 to 1853 for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors which became laws, and appropriated therein $7,555,784. 
Now, with these facts before us, it is apparent that the Committee on 
Rules was mistaken in the assumption that the Committee of Ways 
and Means had never reported the river and harbor bill except “ina 
sporadic way,” as they mention. 

Ihave referred to bills passed upon reports and recommendations 
from the Committee on Commerce from 1816 down to 1827. Again, 
on the 11th of June, 1844, the Committee on Commerce repo the 
river and harbor bill, which became a law. In 1845 the same commit- 
tee reported a like bill, which also became a law. In 1852 it reported 
the river and harbor bill, which became a law. In 1856 the same 
Committee on Commerce 8 the river and harbor bill, which also 
became a law, and so in 1864 the same committee reported another. 
From June 23, 1866, down to 1879, the Committee on Commerce re- 

rted fourteen bills, Satan fifteen, one in 1857 failing to become a 

Ww, for the improvement of rivers and harbors. 

All the bills reported by the Committee on Commerce for the im- 
provement of rivers and harbors up to and including 1876 aggregate 
the sum of $51,358,982. Add to this the aggregate of appropriations 
for 1878 and 1879, which I set down at about $3,000,000 for each year— 
I have not the exact figures before me—which leaves between sixty- 
seven and sixty-eight millions of dollars of the money appropriated 
for this purpose, having been appropriated gn reports from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

This would seem to establish the position that the Committee of 
Wage aoe Means for a long time—for a great part of the time during 
the history of the Government—did report bills of this class; und that 
for many years subsequent to this the reports upon which these ap- 
propriations have been made have uniformly come from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

But it is insisted by the committee that the Committee on Appro- 
priations should report this bill. Among the reasons given for this 
are the following: A 

The Committee on Rules are of opinion, in consideration of the fact that the 
Committee on Appropriations are required under the rules “ to report the general 
appropriation bits,” (in which class the river and harbor appropriation bill should, 
by reason of long custom gee ary be incladed,) that they should have entire 
(9 of all those bills, in order that they might the more 
the entire question of appropriation of revenue for 
ments of the Government. 
mittee is to take e 


year must be executed by the Committee on P e tag wear oe without 
em, 


terests for which spao riations are cg mcr} emer 

eC ttee on Rules have made the foregoing recommenda- 
tions with respect to the river and harbor bill, believing that no good or valid rea- 
son exists why the Committee on Commerce should o: and have complete 
control of the river and harbor bill that does not apply with equal force to the 
theory that the Committee on Mili Affairs should originate and control the 
Army, the Committee on Naval Affairs the naval, the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs the Indian, the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads the Post-Office, 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs the consular and diplomatic, or the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions the pension appropriation bill. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, without discussing for the present the ques- 
tion of whether it would be advantageous to the legislation of Con- 
to refer the bills appropriating moneys for the different branches 

of the public service to the committees representing these several 
branches of the service, I propose to inquire whether it is true that 
the Committee on Commerce, acting upon the subject of a river and 
harbor bill, occupies upon that subject the same relation to the Com- 
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mittee on Appropriations that the other committees would occupy in 
the contingency mentioned here. : 

I will premise what I have to say on that subject by stating that 
there is no bill which comes before Congress that requires so much 
labor, so much time, and so much constant application on the part of 
the committee preparing it as the bill appropriating money for rivers 
and harbors. In the first place the consideration of this subject de- 
volves upon the Committee on Commerce the necessity of the exami- 
nation of two large volumes of reports of the Engineer Bureau and 
generally the examination of al reports which would make one 
or two additional volumes; and the hearing of members of the House 
and of the Senate, and of deputations from the various portions of 
the country desiring the improvement of their navigable waters; so 
that in order to consider this bill properly and intelligently, with 
justice to the commercial and shipping interests involved, and to know 

ow to meet the necessities of this branch of the service, there is in- 
volved an incessant daily labor of three or four months. Can it be 
said in reference to the appropriations for any other department of 
the public service that this amount of labor, this amount of consid- 
eration, is required before a proper conclusion can be reached upon 
an appropriation bill? In reference to other departments of the serv- 
ice we have the estimates of the respective Departments and detailed 
statements of the wants of the service and of the laws under which 
appropriations and disbursements are to be made. But this commit- 
tee is charged with the duty, not of executing existing law, as in the 
case of appropriations for other Departments of the Government, but 
of originating and asking for the passage of a law to promote the 
commercial interests of the country, There is that broad, clear dis- 
tinction between the two lines of duty. 

Now then, looking further at the question practically, at the means 
ef considering such a bill, is it possible that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, burdened with its extensive duties in considering the 
wants of the service in all the Departments of the Government, can 
have time to give the investigation and labor necessary to the pre- 

aration of this bill? I presume there is not one member of this 

ouse who believes it possible or practicable for the Committee on 
Appropriations to give that consideration to this subject which its 
importance and the very necessity of the case require. If it is 
not practicable therefore for the committee so to do, the question 
presented in the rules involves the consideration of the further ques- 
tion as to whether appropriations of this character are to be desired 
as beneficial to the general interests of the country. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas 
a question. 

Mr. REAGAN, I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Texas why 
it is that this bill alone of all appropriation bills is reported and 

under a suspension of the rules without an opportunity on 
the part of members to offer amendments or to discuss the bill? at 
has been the custom for years in this House, as I understand, and I 
desire the gentleman to explain why this appropriation bill, unlike 
all others, pass in that particular way. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, when I have finished what I have 
to say in the line of remark I am now endeavoring to present, I shall 
take pleasure in answering the question of my friend from Illinois ; 
and if I should omit to do so I be obliged if he will call my atten- 
tion to it, for I shall be happy to give an explanation upon that point, 
but not in this connection. 

I was endeavoring to show that it was practically impossible for 
the Committee on Appropriations to consider this bill, and that the 
recommendation of the Committee on Rules, in that view of the ques- 
tion, really involves the consideration of the question as to whether 
appropriations of this description are desirable; whether they are 
beneficial ; whether they promote the commercial interests, and with 
them the agricultural and manufacturing interests of the country; 
whether they benefit the producers and the manufacturers of the 
country, and whether they benefit also the consumers of the country 
by cheapening transportation, by reducing the rates of insurance. 
and in the various ways in which these appropriations are sup 
to benefit the commerce and the general welfare of the country. If 
it is concluded by the House that it is desirable to have such appro- 

riations, then the question ari How shall we have them made ? 

ill you intrust the preparation of a bill for this pu to a com- 
mittee that you know in advance cannot give to it the labor and con- 
sideration necessary to the preparation of a measure that will satisfy 
the House and the country? 

But I may be answered that it is proposed in the revision of the 
rules that the Committee on Commerce shall go through this labor, 
that it shall report a bill, and that that bill ll be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. To me, Mr. Chairman, there is some- 
thing in this feature of the recommendation that is singular, to say 
the least of it. Is it to be assumed that any one committee of this 
House, and especially a committee which has charge of questions re- 
lating to the commerce of the country, the mightiest interest that 
affects the people of this land, is to assume the subordinate position 
of acting as amanuenses and clerks for another committee of this 
House; that it is to devote three or four months of labor, day and 
night. morning and evening, to the preparation of a bill to be by it 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, which in as many hours 
as we devote months to it may determine whether we have wisely, 


honestly, n discharged our duty to the country in the fram- 


ing of such a bill? it possible that it is contemplated that any 
committee of this House would assume that position? The committee 
which did that would be guilty of the self-confessed degradation of 
going through the work of reporting a bill and submitting it, not for 
the revision of this House, which has the rightful authority to revise 
all proposed legislation, but to the revision of a committee which, 
however able and earnest and honest it may be, cannot possibly have 
time to consider the subject. . 

These are some of the considerations which induce me to think 
that the recommendation of the Committee on Rules is not wise, that 
it is not for the best interest of the country. If a c is to be 
made in this respect, if the House is not willing to confide this im- 

rtant measure to the Committee on Commerce, I invoke the mem- 

to take it from that committee and give it to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and let that committee go through the labor of prepar- 
ing such a bill, if it can. Iask that the House shall adopt no such - 
eas would require one of the committees of this House to become 
the clerk of another committee of this House. I cannot speak for 
any one else; for myself I do not feel that I was sent here to act as 
clerk for any member or any committee, and if I retain my reason 
and my self-respect I surely shall never do so. 

Are these appropriations useful to the country? We have the his- 
tory of this subject from 1816 to this time. We have before us the his- 
tory of appropriations amounting to seventy-odd millions of dollars, 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors; for the deepening of the 
inlets to harbors and for removing obstructions from them; for deep- 
ening the channels of rivers and removing obstructions from them; for 
cheapening transportation and thereby benefiting the producors and 
consumers of the country; forreducing the rate of insurance by remoy- 
ing dangers, and thereby cheapening the cost of transportation and 
benefiting the whole American people. That is the idea upon which 
we proceed in the preparation of these bills. In my opinion itis a 
proper subject of legislation, and a useful class of appropriations, 
upon the supposition, of course, always that the appropriations are 
wisely and justly made and properly applied and administered. 

If we are not to make such appropriations, if it is unwise to have 
them, then the House ought tosayso. Butif it be wise to have them, 
then the House ought to adopt that course which will secure the 
making of these appropriations in the best possible manner. And 
that, I submit to the House, is the issue involved in this proposed 
new rule. I doubt not it will be developed that this new rule will 
be sustained by every member who doubts the propriety and the 
policy of this class of appropriations. 

I was asked by my friend from Illinois [Mr. STEVENSON] why it 
was that these bills had been reported to the House and passed under 
a suspension of the rules, and without debate and consideration by 
the House or in Committee of the Whole. Before I answer that 
question I have this suggestion to make, which may be deserving of 
some consideration by those who have the same inquiry in mind 
which my friend from Illinois has made. 

If the Committee on Commerce shall be required to report to the 
Committee on Appropriations, then the Committee on Appropriations 
reporting the bill to the House may secure its passage by a majority 
vote. Now, I would certainly oppose any scheme which would au- 
thorize a majority of the members of this House to pass such a bill 
under a suspension of the rules. 

However, if a report from the Committee on Appropriations,should 
not be passed under a suspension of the rules, but should be open to. 
debate and amendment, we should then witness probably what it has 
been supposed all the time we would witness should such bills be open 
to free debate and amendment. They would soon be so loaded down 
with additional appropriations that no member of the Honse wonld 
vote for them, and in that way all such appropriations would be 
defeated. 

Mr. STEVENSON. If that is true, is not that then a committee 
serma legislation out of the control of the House and trusting all 
such legislation as this to a committee of the House? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will say to my friend from Illinois [Mr. STEVEN- 
SON] that the passing of this class of legislation under a suspension 
of the rules is not and has not been a favored 55 with me, as I 
have often mentioned in this House; and I will have more to say on 
that subject as I go along. It is an ap date to the rule of legisla- 
tion; it is not the way in which I would desire to see any bill passed, 
It has been assumed that these appropriations are necessary, and that 
if these bills are brought before the House subject to debate and 
amendment they would be so loaded down with amendments increas- 
ing the appropriation that no member would vote for the bill, and 
thus all appropriations would be defeated. 

I admit that this is a supposition and speculation. I have not 
known that it has been tested. I have been inclined to see, and I 
am now inclined to see, the question tested as to whether this Honse 
would so load down such a bill. Iam yet inclined, as I have been in 
the past, to see if we report this session an appropriation bill for 
rivers and harbors whether that bill can go before a Committee of 
the Whole House and be open for free debate and amendment with- 
out being so loaded down. That is a matter yet to be demonstrated. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN] whether he wishes to be understood as saying that he 
is afraid to trust the House with legislation of this character? If I 
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understand his position, it is that this legislation is a matter of such 
sacred character that it must be left entirely in the hands of a com- 
mittee; that it is unsafe to trust the House with it, for fear it will 
appropriate unnecessarily large amounts or defeat the bill. 


Mr. REAGAN. I am sorry my friend so thoroughly misunder- 
stands my proposition. He surely could not have been listenin 
carefully to what I have said. I was stating what had influen 
the House to adopt this course, and not my opinion. Iwas giving 
my opinion as to the influences operating upon this House from year 
to year to induce it to adopt the course referred to in the passage of 
these bills. 

I would leave nothing unsaid that I onght to say, and shall not do 
so unless it be by accident. When I have finished the point or two 
which I desire to present, if I have time I would be glad to answer any 
question that gentlemen may desire to ask; but as I am somewhat 
unaccustomed to public speaking I am sometimes a little disconcerted 
by the asking of questions while endeavoring to present my argument. 

Mr. Chairman, I was saying that for myself 1 would desire to see a 
river and harbor bill put before this House for consideration in de- 
tail—first, to ascertain by practical experiment whether the oy So 
tion is correct, that that plan would defeat the passage of the bill; 
next, and as high as that perhaps, looking to the policy of this char- 
acter of appropriations, that one such bill, at least, should come be- 
fore the House and be open to free debate and amendment, because 
it would do much to give this House correct information as to the 
basis upon which such bills are framed. I understand, sir, why mem- 
bers dislike to vote upon a bill which they are not permitted to debate 
oramend. I think it is a reasonable feeling; 1 do not object to it; and 
in reporting such bills to be passed under a suspension of the rules I 
have been controlled by the sentiment of the House and the commit- 
tee that any other course would be dangerous to the public interests 
by defeating such a measure. 

Mr. Chairman, it will be remembered thatthe Committee on Rules 
made a report on this subject during the late extra session of Con- 
gress, providing that it should require three-fourths of the members 
to suspend the rules and pass a river and harbor bill. That question 
was brought up for consideration in this very Congress; and the action 
of this House was so clear and emphatic that it seems to me it ought 
to have been regarded as an instruction to the Committee on Rules, 
I have not before me the report of that committee; I am informed 
that it was not printed; hence I cannot state precisely the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Rules on this subject, but upon my 
motion the House adopted as a substitute for the rule recommended 
by the committee the following: 

Hereafter the Committee on Commerce shall have the same privilege to report 
bills making appropriations for improvement of rivers and harbors that is accorded 
to the Committee on Appropriations in reporting general appropriation bills. 

That proposition was adopted on the 9th of April last, after a sharp 
and interesting debate, by a vote of 146 yeas and 97 nays, and it 
seems to me the action taken at that time ought to have been re- 

rded by the Committee’on Rules as the voice of this House upon 

at subject, for if we regard here the rule, stare decisis, it settled the 
question for this House by an overwhelming majority. It settled the 
question of jurisdiction of this subject, which had been a contro- 
verted one for forty years between the Committee of Ways and 
Means, the Committee on Roads and Canals, and the Committee on 
Commerce. Thirty years ago those three committees engaged ina 
most interesting discussion on this subject, each committee claiming 
jurisdiction of it. I believe my friend trom Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
LANE] was a member of the Committee on Commerce at that time. 
It was then determined by the House that the Committee on Com- 
merce should have jurisdiction of the question. 

At various periods there have been controversies on the reference 
of bills, petitions, &c., to committees. In the Forty-fourth Congress 
the point was made by Mr. Jones, then a Representative from Ken- 
tucky and chairman of the Committee on Roads and Canals, that that 
committee should have jurisdiction of this subject. The question was 
submitted to the Speaker, Mr. Kerr holding the poreon at that time, 
and was decided by him in favor of retaining the jurisdiction in the 
hands of the Committee on Commerce, 

Many members will recollect the.earnest contest and somewhat pro- 
lo debate in the Forty-fifth Congress in which the Committee 
on Roads and Canals in a formal report, sustained by able argument, 
claimed jurisdiction of this subject; when the House upon full debate 
and careful consideration awarded the jurisdiction of the matter to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

I thus present the several adjudications or decisions made at differ- 
ent times up to the one made on the 9th of April last, fixing finally 
by a rule of the House the question of jurisdiction and conferring on 
the Committee on Commerce the same powers and privileges in re- 
porting a river and harbor bill that are conferred on the Committee 
on Appropriations in reporting a general appropriation bill. 

In view of the history of this subject it seems to me that the recent 
action of the House at the extra session ought to have been regarded 
as an instruction to the Committee on Rules which should have pre- 
vented them, so soon after a decision of the question, from asking 
the reversal of the rule and a change of jurisdiction, especially from 
asking that any committee of the House be made clerk to another 


committee, to go through months of work to be passed upon in as 
many hours by another committee, the latter determining whether 


the former in the exercise of their duties as members of the commit- 
tee of the House had performed those duties faithfully, patriotically, 
and honestly. 

It is only necessary to refer to the files and records of this House 
to understand the importance of the character of this committee on 
commerce. It is only necessary to review the bills acted upon and 
reported by it to understand that its duty is to consider questions of 
the highest possible interest to the whole American people. 

It is to be taken for granted that the Speaker of the House in or- 
ganizing a committee with such responsible and important duties 
will assign to the discharge of those duties gentlemen who have 
capacity to comprehend the great interests this committee is required 
to consider and patriotism enough to discharge the duty faithfully 
to the Honse and to the country. No committee of this House has 
more responsible duties*to perform; certainly not the Committee on 
Appropriations, which simply takes the estimates of the Depart- 
ments, adds, subtracts, and divides, sees how much it can cut down, 
without studying specially the great and peculiar interests of each 
Department—a committee without power to consider these subjects. 
as they ought to be considered by the several committees who have 
charge of the different branches of the service. I accord to the 
members of the . ee Committee the merit of ability and 
industry, as we all do, I know the difficulty of the labors they have 
to perform. I approve their efforts to reduce in every reasonable and 
proper way the expenditures of the Government, but I do not consider 
it the very acme of statesmanship to reduce 118 atae pina ae in all 
cases. Instead of looking to the greatest possible reduction of ex- - 
penditures in all cases, I think it devolves upon Congress to consider 
the wants of the public service, the interests of the country, and to 
provide for those wants by appropriating the money necessary to 
give efficiency to the various Departments of the Government. 

I have stated these several reasons, and have desired to do so be- 
fore we entered upon the five-minute debate, and especially because I 
regarded the question presented in these amendments to the rules as 
one of no ordinary interest to the whole country. 

There is another statement in regard to the suspension of the rules 
which I might have made in response to my friend from Illinois. The 
Fete of a bill under a suspension of the rules is not the passage of 
a bill in violation of the rules or in disregard of the will of the House. 
It is the passage of a bill under the rules of the House according to 
the will of the House as prescribed by the rules, and is the will of the 
House; and if the Committee on Commerce shall be able to frame a 
bill which will command the support and approval of two-thirds of 
the members of this House, then it cannot probably be very far wrong. 

Now, going back to another point, I did not say all I ought to have 
said when s king of my desire to see one such bill discussed by 
this House. Every time the river and harbor bill has come up we have 
had various suggestions made here on this floor about our appropri- 
ating money to improve dry creeks and suggestions that we should 
macadamize them instead of providing for their navigation; that we 
have appropriated money for pretended creeks and rivers where there 
were none. And the . of the country, no wiser than mem- 
bers of Con gress, have echoed this statement all over the country. I 
want one bill to come before this House to put a quietus to that sort 
of demagogy and misrepresentation. I wish to state now, because 
we shall probably hear it here in and I want to state in advance 
of hearing it , that since I have been on the committee, now for 
five years, it has never made an appropriation to improve navigable 
waters that were not navigated by steam-vessels before the appropri- 
ation was made. It has never made an appropriation to improve nav- 
ees waters until after a survey had been made by the Engineer 

‘orps and the improvement of the river recommended and an esti- 
mate given of the cost of the proposed improvement. This ought to 
be an answer to that flippant demagogism so frequently heard 
through the country in the press and so often heard upon this floor. 

I make this statement in the presence of the present committee 
and believe it is true in reference to the action of former committees. 
My understanding is that it has always been the rule not to make 
an ig aso ye except for navigable waters after survey made by 
the mere Corps and estimate of the cost and recommendation of 
the work; so that if the committee, listening to the reports of the 
engineers, listening to the demands of the interest of commerce, see 
proper to ask for an appropriation to improve the navigation for the 
benefit of that commerce, it is because they believe it will benefit 
the public interests and promote the ues welfare of the country. 

Now, in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, Í desire to say that in my judg- 
ment the pro change of the rule inyolves distinctly the question 
whether we shall bave such appropriations made in the future. If 
it is the sense of this House they are not proper appropriations to be 
made, if it is the sense of the House the public welfare is not pro- 
moted by them, if it is the sense of the House the commerte of the 
country, its agriculture, its mining, its manufactures, all its interests, 
are not promoted by it, then let it squarely decide we shall have no 
such bill; or, if it thinks it should be killed by indirection, then let 
this committee determine to take it out of the hands of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce and put it into the hands of a wet- nurse who will 
be certain to strangle it. 55 

Mr. McLANE. With the permission of the gentleman from Texas, 
I wish to call his attention to the inquiry made by our friend from Illi- 
nois. The objection taken to the river and harbor bill in that inquiry 
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was that it was a bill to be passed under a suspension of the rules. I 
would like the chairman of the Committee on Commerce to explain 
more fully to the committee that there is no provision in the old or 
newly pro rules providing for any such e of the river and 
havior i . The passage of a river and harbor bill under a suspen- 
sion of the rules is precisely the same as the ge of the Army bill, 
or the Navy bill, or any other appropriation bill, under a suspension of 
the rules, and can be ordered at the 1 of the House. There is 
nothing in the rule which gives to the Committee on Commerce the 

reparation of an appropriation bill for rivers and harbors any author- 
ity for the passage of the bill under a suspension of the rules. Such a 
mode of ing the bill is subject to the order of the House when 
the committee reports. The inquiry, therefore, as to why ariver and 
harbor bill should pass under a suspension of the rule is not perti- 
nent to the question of whether the Committee on Commerce should 
report it or not. 

e river and harbor bill is to be passed as every other bill is to be 
passed, either as the order of business provides or by a vote of two- 
thi which takes it out of the order of business 

Mr. MILLS. Let me say to the gentleman from Maryland that the 
sundry Ngee agi a pe bill was passed last year under a suspen- 
sion of the rules, and on motion of the Committee on Appropriations 
itself. 

Mr. MCLANE. Certainly; and over ond over again appropriation 
bills have been passed by suspension of the rules, 

Mr. SPARKS. That is so, of course; but does the gentleman ap- 
prove of it? 

Mr. MCLANE. I not only approve it, Mr. Chairman, but time and 
again, if bills were not passed under a suspension of the rules, they 
would not be passed at all. 

Mr. SPARKS. Then the gentleman is in conflict with the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce, because he does not approve of it. 

Mr. MCLANE. No, sir; the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce said to the gentleman from Illinois that he was not in favor of 
a general rule which would enable us to pass the river and harbor bill 
under a suspension, and Iam not advocating any such general rule, 

On the contrary, I am taking the distinction that there is no such 
rule ya iy the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. SPARKS. I beg pardon, but I understood the chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce to state distinctly that he was opposed to 
the principle. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The practice, 

Mr. SPARKS. The practice and the principle of passing appropri- 
ation bills under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. MCLANE. So am I, Mr. Chairman. To the inquiry as now put by 
the gentleman from Illinois, as to whether we should pass appropria- 
tion bills under a suspension of the rules, as a general thing every 
man would give a negative reply. It is only in peculiar cases to be 
judged of by this House, to 59 of by two-thirds of this House, 
when an appropriation bill should be p under a suspension of the 
rules. And what Isay to my friend from Illinois is that the river 
and harbor bill should stand precisely as every other appropriation 
bill stands. 

Mr. SPARKS. Does not the gentleman from Maryland know that 
in the Forty-fourth and Forty-fifth Congresses no river and harbor ap- 
propriation bill was passed which was not passed under a suspension 
of the rules? Hence they have made it the rule, and not the excep- 
tion to the rule, to pass it in that way. 

Mr. McLANE. As to the last Tongen and the Congress before 
that, it was not my good fortnne to be the colleague of the gentle- 
man from Illinois. What I say has reference to along series of years; 
and though the gentleman may be able to indicate the Forty-fifth or 
Forty-fourth Congress, I can reply to him that if he will take the ten 

receding Con he will find that river and harbor appropriation 
ills were debated as freol St any other appropriation bills. And now, 
with the permission of the gentleman from Texas, the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce, I should like to call the attention of 
my honorable friend to this fact, that appropriation bills, as the 
session progresses and the crisis comes, are not only obli to be 
under a suspension of the rules, but they are obliged to be 
passed without being read when they come from the committees of 
conference. * 

Mr. BLOUNT. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. McLANE. Let me conclude this point first, as I am interested 
in presenting my own views of the matter. The gentleman from 
Illinois takes exception to the explanation that I make. Now I think 
I have answered him frankly and fully. Like the chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce, I am opposed to any general rule or to any 
general practice which would pass any appropriation bill under a 
suspension of the rules. 

Mr. SPARKS. If the gentleman will allow me one moment. I 
think he misunderstands the position of these conference committees. 

Mr. McLANE. That is another question. 

Mr. SPARKS. There never has been a conference report acted upon 
without 5 what was the action of the committee of conference. 
We know that in conference certain points are reconciled, but those 
points have always been fully sere to the House before action 
-was taken on the report itself. In the conference committee they 
have the general bill and the action on that bill by both Houses, 

Mr. McLANE. The reference I made to the conference committee 


and the conference report has nothing to do with my reply to the 
gentleman from IIlinois on the question of suspending the rules. It 
was but an analogy, an illustration, and I shall. not follow out that 
point. I merely want to make perfectly clear that the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce is not at all in conflict with the gentle- 
man from Illinois; that they are both in favor of passing these bills 
in the usual way under the order of business prescribed by the House ; 
and that when those bills are passed under a suspension of the rules 
it is for some special reason which commends that course to the dis- 
cretion of the House, so that the House determines they shall be 
passed by a two-thirds vote, and this power the House will 

under the old rules as under the new rules proposed by the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

Mr, REAGAN. How much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Texas has eight minutes 
of his time 5 

Mr. SPARKS. Before the gentleman proceeds will he permit me 
to ask him whether he discussed the question why the river and har- 
bor bill should be given to the Committee on Commerce, and why 
the Army appropriation bill, the Navy appropriation bili, and the 
Indian appropriation bill should not be prepared by the Committees 
on Military Affairs, Naval Affairs, and Indian Affairs respectively ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I did discuss that point and drew the distinction 
between the river and harbor bill and those other bills on account of 
the kind of work and on the ground that the river and harbor bill is 
not merely the execution of a law, but that it originates a law. 

ARKS. And your conclusion was that the Committee on 
Commerce ought to have this bill, while the other committees ought 
not to have the bills I have named. 

Mr. REAGAN, I did not pass upon that question. At the proper 
timet propose to offer an amendment to Rule XI, striking out the 
words: 

But they shall report the bill known as the river and barbor bill for reference to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

And I shall move further to amend by inserting after the word 
“commerce,” in the seventh clause of the rule, the following: 

And the Committee on Commerce shall have the same privilege to report all 
bills making appropriations for the ayer of rivers and harbors as is ac- 
ae to the Committee on Appropriations in reporting the general appropriation 

That is simply the rule of the House as it now stands by the action 
of this Honse. 

I desire to say in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, that while I am com- 
bating the propriety of this recommendation of the Committee on 
Rules, I recognize the fact that they have rendered a great service to 
this House in their laborious effort to give us a revision of the rules 
which will simplify the 8 of our duties and relieve us of 
the embarrassment we often experience under the rules as they now 
are. I do not wish to be understood because I question the propriety 
of this recommendation that I do not consider we are under a debt of 
gratitnde to this committee for the labor they have bestowed in the 
preparation of the revision of the rules now submitted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before the gentleman from Texas concludes his 
remarks, will he permit me to ask him a question? I wish to inquire 
whether he is willing to vote for an amendment which will provide 
that the river and harbor bill must be considered in Committee of 
the Whole except by unanimous consent of the House! 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir; I am not. -I will not vote for that, because 
I do not think this is a subject which onght to be discriminated 
against. I think it is a meritorious matter, and I desire it shall oc- 
cupy the same relation to the action of the House as other business 
that comes before it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman vote for a proposition requir- 
ing all bills appropriating money to be considered in Committee of 
the Whole except by unanimous consent of the House! 

Mr. REAGAN. I would not vote to change the rule as it has existed 
in that respect, and as it is proposed still to exist under the report 
of the committee, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I will have to insist on the river and har- 
bor bill going to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GARFIELD I care a great deal more, Mr. Chairman, about 
this codification of the rules as a whole than I do abont any partic- 
ular rule in it. I would rather that any one rule here should be Cropped 
out altogether and the rest saved than that we should go into such a 
A about any one rule as to imperil the passage of the 
whole, 

The Committee on Rules found themselves in this situation: Here 
were ninety years of parliamentary usage and a number of rules 
added from Congress to Congress, and from session to session of the 
same Congress, until they made a sort of aggregation lying together 
without any order except such as accident might have given to it. 
To simplify these rules, to get all the rules pertaining to each sub- 
ject together in one place, to lop off inconsistencies, to make the 
rules cohesive and simple, was the great object of the committee. In 
order to do that we that no controverted thing should go in. 


If any member of the committee objected we followed the rules as 

they stood. By that means alone we were enabled to get up our re- 

pori atall. But we met several unsettled questions about which the 
ouse itself has differed in its own action, and we found it n 

to report something to cover cases of that kind. This rule to whic 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


251 


the gentleman from Texas has spoken was one of those controverted 
cases, and we knew it would always be controverted until by some 
decisive action one way or the other the House settled it; and for 
the sake, therefore, of bringing it to an issue we all agreed to submit 
this form of the rule. 

Now I hope that we will not stop on the threshold and go at the 
rule in relation to the Committee on Commerce, but that we will 
consider this report by paragraphs, take up each rule as we reach it, 
confine ourselves to it and act upon it, and thus go on seriatim, stick- 
ing to the thing before us and settling each as we go. In that way, 
and in that way alone, we will get through this code. I believe we 
shall then have done a great service, not only to this House but to 
all Houses that shall come after us, if we can get this codification 
through in fair shape. 

I will not, therefore, at this time, enter generally upon the con- 
troversy raised by the gentleman from Texns, (Mr. REAGAN, ] Iknow 
he speaks with great feeling and deep interest ; and I occupy a stand- 
point so nearly like his own on one feature of the case that I can 
speak in full sympathy with him. I believe in the river and harbor 
legislation of this country. I believe in promoting and improving 
the great internal water courses of the country. I am proud of the 
fact that at the beginning of our great civil war, when the future antl 
the unity of this country were threatened and in doubt, we began 
the business of opening these great water-ways to commerce; and 
$125,000,000, in round numbers, (I believe I speak within bounds,) 


have been paid out since 1561 for the purpose of opening our vast | Committee on Appropriations re 


rivers and harbors to the commerce of the United States and of the 
world, 

That is a glory that we ought to be prona of; and to go on with 
that work and culminate finally in making a perfect chain of water- 
ways wherever our great navigable rivers are, to open up all our 
harbors and to light all our coasts, is a glory for the Republic to win. 

Therefore I do not speak in any view of this case as hostile to the 
river and harbor appropriation bill; and in no sense of the case, 
therefore, does my opposition depend upon any disposition to restrict 
or defeat any appropriation for that purpose. I speak upon another 
and larger view than that of rivers and harbors. 

There are two committees of this House that stand, if I may so 

eak, with their backs to each other and facing in opposite direc- 
tions. One is the Committee of Ways and Means. That committee 
faces out upon all the business of this country from which a revenue 
ean be had. They ask the nation this one question, Where can we 
get a revenue to supply the machinery of this Government, to fill the 
Treasury as it ought to be filled? And they apply to all of the peo- 
ple of this country, to all its wealth, to all its trade, to all its com- 
merce, and ask what contributions shall be gathered and how they 
shall be gathered from the people. 

But that committee wants one mag before they start out upon 
this inquiry—they want the figures, the sum total. And they turn 
to the other committee which stands back to back to them, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and inquire of that committee how much 
money must we give you to run this Government for the coming 
year? And they get the figures from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. That committee says to them, we will require so many mill- 
ions of dollars. Thereupon the Committee of Ways and Means turns 
to the nation and asks for a contribution. It passes a law that tells 
how much the burden shall be and how that burden shall be distrib- 
uted. 

Now, if it is important that the Committee of Ways and Means 
shall know that sum total before they begin to legislate, it is equally 
important that some one great fiscal committee of this House shall be 
able to give them the fi Now, shall it be given them by one 
committee, or shall the Committee of Ways and Means hunt through 
all the committees of this House in order to find out what the figure 
of our taxation is to be? j 

In my view, the harmony and unity of the fiscal machinery of this 
Government requires that these two great committees shall stand back 
to back; the one of them facing the people and its industries, the 
other facing the machinery of the Government and its necessities. 
One shall say that to run this great machine requires so much money 
in the aggregate, to be distributed in the following way. The other 
shall say that to get that aggregate of money requires such a tax in- 
ternal, and such a tax external, to be distributed in such and such 
manner. The unity of our fiscal affairs must not, therefore, be broken 


ap. 
11 have in this statement given the reasons that induced me to 
to the report as presented in this Rule XI. The same reasoning that 
would turn over the river and harbor appropriation bill to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce would also turn over the Army appropriation 
bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, the naval appropriation bill 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, the Indian appropriation bill to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, the pension appropriation bill to 
e Committee on Invalid Pensions, and so on down through the whole 
ist. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is a fact within the experience of every 
member whohasbeen herelong, that the Committee on 55 
always finds itself confron with a demand from each of the com- 
mittees having a special subject in phere for larger appropriations 
than the Committee on Appropriations think should be made, There 
never was a time within my knowledge since I have been here when 


| do with the deliberations which induced the re 


the Committee on Military Affairs did not resist the tendency of the 
Committee on Appropriations to cut down the appropriations for the 
Army. The Committee on Naval Affairs has always been found resist- 
ing thereduction of the naval appropriation bill. For this reason, I say 
that if each of these several committees had charge of getting up 
the appropriation bills on these several subjects, the amount of the 


bills would be very large; they would outgrow the grasp of the 
House, and there would no unity in the appropriations of public 
money. 


Let me state the practice which prevailed during the four years I 
was chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. That committee 
went over the field, and looking at all the estimates as they came 
from the Departments, making all the examinations we could make, 
we said: “There should be appropriated for the coming year, say, 
$290,000,000; we think we can cut the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment down to that figure; but to do this the Army must have so 
much, the Navy so much, and rivers and harbors so much.” There- 
upon the Committee on Appropriations informed the Committee on 
Commerce that the Government could afford to pay, say, $5,000,000 
for rivers and harbors; and the Committee on Commerce, havin 
that great and complex subject in hand, were asked to tell how the 
money ought to be distribu The Committee on Commerce drafted 
the bill distributing the amount. That bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and if it did not exceed the total amount 
which the Committee on Appropriations believed could be spared, the 
rted it back and requested the 
Committee on Commerce to take charge of it and carry it through the 
House. This is the way the work was done during the four years of 
my chairmanship of the Committee on Appropriations. 

r. MCLANE. Will the gentleman permit me a moment ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. McLANE. Upon the illustration of the gentleman, referring 
to the Army and Navy, I wish to make a single su ion. In view 
of the present rules of the House, and in view of those we are about 
to adopt if we approve this report, does not the gentleman from Ohio 
understand that if the Committee on Milita airs reported to-day 
and Con passed into law a bill increasing the Army to the ex- 
tent of ten thousand men the Committee on Appropriations would be 
obliged to appropriate for the support of those ten thousand men 7 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly, in obedience to law. 

Mr. MCLANE. Precisely, and without any discretion on the part 
of the Committee on Appropriations, The Committee on Military 
Affairs having reported to this House the addition of ten thousand 
men to the Army, the Appropriations Committee, having nothing to 
rt, would be obliged 
to report the necessary appropriations. Now I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman a question in this connection. Suppose the river and harbor 
bill being in issue, the Committee on Commerce report a provision 
authorizing the improvement of a harbor which has never been in- 
cluded in any previous law; would not the Appropriations Commit- 
tee upon the same principle be bound to report an appropriation for 
that river and harbor improvement? The Committee on Commerce 
having had referred to it a memorial for the improvement of that 
river or harbor, and having reported a bill for the improvement, would 
not the Committee on Appropriations be bound by the same principle 
to provide the money for that improvement ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think I comprehend the question, at least in 
art. The gentleman will notice this distinction: the Army is estab- 
ished by law; but the law which creates the Army does not appro- 

priate the money for its support. The Navy is created by law; but 
that law makes no appropriation. The Military Academy is estab- 
lished by law; peonman are fixed by law. All the eleven regular 
appropriation bi appropriate money in accordance with existing 
law, which the 9 Committee is bound to obey. But the 
river and harbor bill is the only law for the improvement of a par- 
ticular harbor. For instance, there is no sadina aw requiring that 
$3,000,000 should be ot baci to deepen the channel at Hell Gate. 
The only law on the subject is the appropriation which we annually 
make. This is the reason why the river and harbor bill stands as an 
exception. 

If we adopt this rule as it stands in the report before us, two- 
thirds of the House can still suspend the rules and the river and 
harbor bill just as has been done heretofore; and they doubtless will 
doit. But we are now making a rule for the normal orderly course 
of events under the rules; and if two-thirds of the House are not 
in favor of suspending the rules and allowing the bill to be passed 
upon the report of the Committee on Commerce, as has usually been 
done, then the bill will go as indicated in this rule. 

Mr. MCLANE. The gentleman will pardon me; but he has not 
answered my question. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Then I am very unfortunate. I will endeavor 
to do so, if the gentleman will indicate wherein I have failed. 

Mr. Mc . The point I suggested to the gentleman from Ohio 
was this: the present law for the organization of the Army provides, 
we will assume, for twenty-five thousand men. That is the only law 
which authorizes the Committee on Appropriations to appropriate for 
the Army. Now, suppose we pass another law providing for ten thou- 
sand additional men. By the of that law we im upon 


the Committee on Appropriations the obligation to report the appro- 
priation for the support of those men. Now, the analogy I submitted 
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to the gentleman was this: the moment Congress passes a law for the 
improvement of a river or harbor we im upon the Committee on 
Appropriations the obligation to appropriate money for that improve- 
ment. If this be true (and here is where the gentleman from Ohio 
did not reply to my question) then, as a matter of course, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce originates a law, and having originated the law 
it can very well leave to the Committee on Appropriations the duty 
of merely appropriating the money to carry ih out. If this rule 
had pastea g the case in that view I should have offered no opposi- 
tion. Does the gentleman understand? If this proposed rule 
lowed the river and harbor bill to be perfected by the Committee on 
Commerce as it permits the Army organization to be perfected by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, I should make no objection. It is the 
Military Committee, not the Appropriations Committee, that decides 
how many soldiers we shall have, The Military Committee having 
decided how many soldiers we shall have, the Committee on Appro- 
riations has nothing to do but to appropriate the monay, It has no 
eee whatever. It cannot reduce the pay of the soldiers as fixed 
by law. The law reported by the Military Committee fixes the num- 
ber of soldiers; and the Committee on Appropriations 1 
the money to pay them according to the rates of pay provided by law. 

No gentleman will gainsay that if this rule had provided that the 
money for the improvement of rivers and harbors should be appro- 
priated in the report of the Committee on Appropriations no excep- 
tion could be taken to it, provided the Committee on Commerce was 
left to its proper responsibility of providing what rivers and harbors 
should be improved. That issue has not been presented before, and 
in my humble judgment it is the only issue in question. And the 
rule recommended to our adoption makes no such provision. It 
strikes between these two opposite principles and it does it, as the 

entleman from Texas, chairman of the Committee on Commerce, 
bas very well said, in such a way that it degrades one committee, and 
not only degrades it but wastes its labor. 

I shall not go further into the question, however, because I really 
want the gentleman from Ohio to give me a candid reply to the ques- 
tion I have addressed to him. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Chairman, candor is a rare 1 and we 
are not all equal to it, but the best I can do I will. the Commit- 
tee on Commerce proposes a general law declaring what harbors ought 
to be improved and what ought not to be improved, and about how 
much money ought to be the plan for expenditure on any given har- 
bor, I think that would be a good thing, and that woul wholly 
within the purview of the Committee on Commerce. But that should 
be disassociated from the appropriation, because if, for instance, the 
Committee on Commerce should say here is a harbor that ought to 
be built in the course of the next ten years, costing $10,000,000, then 
the Committee on Appropriations should say how much would do this 
year toward it. That would be wise, but I would not by any means 
ask a rule which would cripple the Committee on Commerce in that 
direction. I do not think this rule does that. 

I wish to remind the gentleman that there are only eleven regular 
annual 11 bills 5 by the rule. The river and 
harbor bill is not authorized by the rules as one of the regular bills, 
for the very reason that it is not provided by a fixed statute law, and 
I believe the best settlement which could be made of this controversy 
would be that a general law should be passed under the 125 of 
the Committee on Commerce declaring what rivers and what harbors 
should be declared to be by law in the line of appropriation, and then 
let the Committee on Appropriations make such appropriation for 
that year and for that purpose as they could. 

a . Is not that the practice in reference to public 
buildin, 

Mr. GARFIELD. Yes, sir. I think the rule which prevails in re- 

rd to public buildings, 2 pns wisely be adopted in regard to har- 

rs. For instance, under the advice of our engineers laid before 
Congress in the estimates, the Committee on Commerce might say 
that at Buffalo, New York, there shall be completed as soon as, in the 
judgment of Congress, the money can be spared, a harbor to cost half 
a million of dollars. 

Mr. McLANE. That is just what I ask. 

Mr. GARFIELD. And fix it a law so the Committee on Appro- 
priations can all work to that end on one plan. The rule is not in- 
consistent with that. If the gentleman will put that into the rule, 
I will be find to sustain him. At any rate, I say in conclusion, I 
would rather this rule should all go out, lose it in any form, than lose 
the body of rules we have before us. 

Mr. KENNA. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio why an ex- 

ooption is made by this report to this river and harbor bill? 
. . GARFIELD. For the reason the whole eleven appro, riation 
bills are now fixed by statute law; and the river and Ter bill 
stands outside of law and is a sort of law to itself. It was thought 
by the committee that as there wasastruggle every winter here over 
it as to where it should go, and as there is no fixed rule of the House 
about it, it was best to make this general rule. The rule the gentle- 
man from Texas quoted a little while ago was only the rule for that 
Congress. It did not become a general rule to bind this Congress. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the rated f We have not acted in variance to 
that judgment at for we have inserted here that the Committee 
en Commerce shall make up that bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD. We have here for the first time in our general 


rules conferred on the Committee on Commerce the power to make 
up this bill. They never had that power before by general rule. 
They have it here for the first time, and the only objection they make- 
is E they shall be compelled to refer it to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I am glad that the Committee on 
Rules, to whom was referred various propositions looking to the 
amendment of the rules, have been so nearly unanimous in the views 
they entertain as to the necessity of a change in the rules as they at 
present exist. Those of us who have been here for the past five or 
six years have observed that the rules as they are now in force seemed 
to be designed as impediments in the way of legislation rather than 
as aids to it. We all feel the necessity, therefore, that there should 
be a change in the rules of the House, and a radical change, in order 
that a set of rules may be adopted which should have for their object 
a furthering of the legislation of the country and not the pee, 
of it. 

And in addition to that, Mr. Chairman, it is well known to all the 
old members of the House who have served here for years that the 
rules of this House differ so materially from the parliamentary rules. 
which govern deliberative bodies throughout the world, including the 
Parliament of England and the Assembly of France, as well as the 
Legislatures of our own States—that they may be said to be in that 
regard sui generis. They are not so in any other deliberative assem- 
bly that I am aware of, other than the House of Representatives of 
the Congress of the United States, and therefore the necessity has. 
forced itself upon us to constitute a committee for the purpose of 
changing these rules. 

They have made their report upon the subject. They have reduced 
the number of the rules from one hundred and odd to about forty-six in 
number. They are comprised upon the pages of this report of this 
committee, within eleven or twelve pages—the entire number of rules. 
5 for the government of the House—and I doubt not the 
report of the committee will receive the approbation of the House 
and be adopted by it. They have, however, Mr. Chairman, not 
adopted some of the suggestions that some of us had the honor of 
making at the extra session of Congress as well as at the beginning 
of this session. I had the honor myself to submit a series of resolu- 
tions, which were referred to the Committee on Rules, embracing my 
views of the subject and contained in this book, which I will send to 
the Clerk’s desk and ask him to read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Rog HOOKE I offer as a substitute for the pending proposition what I send to 
des 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“ Resolved, That the committee to revise and reform the rules of this House be, 
and they are hereby, instructed to report at an early day an amendment of the 
rules of the House so as to provide— 

“ First. That the Committee on Military Affairs shall receive the estimates and 
report the bills for the annual support of the Army of the United States, and re- 
ceive the estimates and report the bill for the annual support of the Military Acad- 
emy at West Point. 

“Second. That the Committee on Naval Affairs shall receive the estimates and 
ae the appropriation bills for the annual support of the Navy of the United 

“Third. That the Committee on Foreign Affairs shall receive the estimates and 
report the appropriation bill for the maintenance and support of the diplomatic 
and consular system of the United States. 

Fourth. That the Committee on Indian Affairs shall receive the estimates and 
report the ot Lrg Sage bill for coving out the treaties and obligations of the 
Government of the United States with the various Indian tribes. 

“Fifth. That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads shall receive the 


estimates and make the appropriation for support of the Post-Office Department 
of the Government. 


“ Sixth. That the Committee on Commerce shall receive the estimates of the En- 


gineer Department and introduce the annual appropriation bill for improvement 
of rivers and harbors. 


“Seventh. That the Committee on Invalid Pensions shall report the appropria- 
tion bill for the parmons of pensions. 

“Eighth. That the Committee on Appropriations shall receive the estimates and 
report the appropriations for the legislatie, executive, and 9 — departments 
of the Government, aud the sundry civil service bill and all deficiency bills. 

“Ninth. That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be authorized to 
report all appropriation bills for such public buildings as the needs of the Govern- 
ment may require.” 

I have now caused to be read, Mr. Chairman, the resolutions which 
I received permission of the House to offer, and which were referred 
to the Committee on Rules, in order that I might thus possess the 
committee of the views I entertained as to the amendments which 
were necessary. 

When I come to look at this report of the committee, and get to 
Rule XI, I find that so far from distributing the powers of the House 
to the respective committees named as above, they have on the con- 
trary made a report the object and purpose of which seems to be to 
deprive the Committee on Commerce of the right to do what alone, 
bra the rules as they now exist, they can do—report to the House 
itself. 

And it is proposed that this committee, whose bills have usually 
been passed under the spur of the previous question without debate, 
shall report to the Committee on Appropriations, or at least whatever 
they do report from the Committee on Commerce shall undergo the 
investigation of the Committee on Appropriations before it shall re- 
ceive the consideration of the House. 

Now, what is the argument that is offered for giving to the Appro- 
priations Committee the consideration of the question of what amount 
you shall appropriate for the Navy, or for the Military Academy, or 
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for the Post-Office, or Indian affairs? What, I say, is the argument 
offered? I have heard none, sir, except the graphic figure used by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] who has just addressed the 
committee, in which he says that the two great committees, the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means and the Committee on Appropriations, 
stand, as it were, back to back, the one withits face confronting to- 
ward the people providing the means for carrying on the Government, 
and the other with its face confronting toward the great heads of the 
Departments to respond to their demands. 

I say, sir, so far from these being the functions of these two great 
committees, I have sat in this House, not so long as the gentleman 
from Ohio, but I have sat here long enough to see that that great 
committee which ought to stand at the very head of the committees 
of this House with reference to the great interests of the people in 
determining the mode, and means, and ways in which the Govern- 
ment ahali be supported has been dwarfed in its importance as every 
other committee has been dwarfed, and the House itself has simply 
shrunk, if I may use the expression, into a committee whose functions 
are to pay out the money of the people in accordance with the esti- 
mates of the heads of Departments. I say, sir, that the Committee 
of Ways and Means has functions second in importance to those of 
no other committee of this House and that it should not, in the lan- 
guage of the gentleman from Ohio, look merely to what the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations aN say, but that in its own judgment and 
in its own wisdom it should look to the condition of the material in- 
terests of the people of the country and the necessity of lifting from 
them the t burden of taxation which has paralyzed every indus- 
try and ost crushed the energies of the people. I say that com- 
mittee should look to the question as to what the people can stand 
in the first place in the shape of taxation and what the Government 
in the exercise of the most rigid economy may require. 

Nor does it follow that the Committee of Ways and Means should 
limit its consideration alone to what the Government may need now. 
It ought to adopt a system of taxation with reference to the income 
from imposts on foreign goods and with reference to the internal 
affairs of the country as low as can possibly be loony ape consistently 
with keeping up the credit of the Government and carrying on its 
ordinary fiscal expenditures. 

I do not see, therefore, that there can be any committee whose im- 

rtance can be greater than that of the Committee of Ways and 

eans; and if the Appropriations Committee is to stand behind the 
Committee of Ways and Means and dictate the amount of the taxa- 
tion and the manner and mode in which it shall be laid, then you may 
as well dispense with the Committee of Ways and Means as you have 
virtually dispensed with the operations and fanctions of many of the 
other committees. Those committees have separate and independent 
functions to perform and ought to exist independently; and the same 
reasons that hers urged with regard to these two committees may 
be applied to every committee of this House. 

Why is it that the committee to which are referred the estimates for 
the support of the Army and of the Military Academy is not as com- 
petent to determine the amount of the appropriation to be made and 
recommended to the House as the Appropriations Committee ? What 
peculiar virtue has the Appropriations Committee that it should pos- 
sess itself of information upon those questions over and above the 
information which is by the committee that should inves- 
tigate every question relating to the Army, determine every soldier 
to be brought into the field, determine the modes of equipment, de- 
termine the points at which the Army is to be stationed and every- 
thing else in reference to its equipment and employment? Why is it 
that the Committee on Appropriations possesses more power than the 
Committee on Military Affairs to determine what ought to be appro- 
priated forthe Army? And the same reasoning may be applied to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, to the Committee on Post-Offices, 
and to every other committee in the House. 

Why is it that a particular committee styled the Appropriations 
Committee should know better than the Naval Committee, with my 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE ] at its head, what amount 
is necessary to be raised for the support of the Navy? 

It is said by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] that if you 
distribute thus the powers of the Appropriations Committee, restrict- 
ing that committee to the consideration of the legitimate subjects be- 
longing to it, sees i the appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenditures of the Government, the appropriations for 
the civil-sundry service, and the appropriations in the deficiency 
bill, which are the functions that properly belong to the Appropria- 
tions Committee, and if those three committees having in charge the 
Army and its support, the Navy and its support, the ital service 
and its support, are to report the appropriation bills for those branches 
of the service—that if you thus divide the powers of making appro- 
priations in the hands of the various committees you will increase the 
amount of the appropriations. 

It may be, Mr. Chairman, that such would be the result, but it 
might be a wise increase of the expenditures instead of an injudicious 
one; fer sometimes a foolish economy is more to be blamed than a 
lavish expenditure ; and yet I am in favor of restricting the expendi- 
tures to the lowest amount possible in the interest of the people who 
pay the taxes. Iam at the same time not in favor of ni ar sny de- 
partment of the Government by a niggardly dispensing of the taxes 
which the people pay. I see no reason, therefore, why each committee 


in this House having e of the consideration and study of the 
branch of the public service intrusted to it, together with the esti- 
mates for its ri gk should not make its own repert to the House of 
the amount which is necessary for the pappor of the respective De- 
partments which fall under their care, and I have heard no reason 
offered why they should not possess it. 

I am sure there can be no wisdom in one recommendation which I 
find in this report of the Committee on Rules, namely, the proposi- 
tion that when the Committee on Commerce makes its report that 
report shall go to the Committee on Appropriations. The Committee 
on Commerce, Mr, Chairman, is an important committee ; it has been 
so for a long period of time, and I am unwilling to see its powers 
now diminished or suspended, as it were, by referring its work to 
another committee. It was stated by the distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio that since 1862 for the improvement of the rivers and the 
harbors all along our Atlantic and Pacific coasts, and in the interior, 
$125,000,000 had been expended; and yet, sir, if I am right in my 
recollection of the estimates, of these $125,000,000 expended only 
about five or ten millions have been expended in the great valley of 
the Mississippi, where you have more rivers and more river frontage 
and more navigation than in every other portion of this land. tt 
has gone elsewhere, and we do not now want to see the powers of the 
Committee on Commerce, which has this subject in charge, crippled 
by being placed under the necessity of reporting to any other com- 
mittee. 

That great valley of the Mississippi has received, comparatively 
speaking, little of the paternal care and i, oe of this Government ; 
and yet when we look at its vast extent, embracing as it does twenty- 
four States and six Territories, holding within it navigable waters of 
fourteen thousand miles in extent and with five thousand miles of 
operating railway, constituting the great conduit pipe by which the 

eat commerce of the West floats down the Father of Waters to the 

aif of Mexico, thence to be distributed to the starving millions of 
the Old World—when we look at these waters bearing upon their 
surface a greater amount of commerce than is borne anywhere else, 
Isay that I would be unwilling to see the powers of the Committee 
on Commerce, which have been directed in some degree to the de- 
velopment of these t resources, diverted to any other committee. 

I have said that that region constituted one of the vastest regions of 
our country. It should be remembered that it embraces seven-tenths 
of the population of the United States. It embraces every variety 
of climate, from where the first sources of the Mississippi start from 
the mountains to where it empties its vast waters into the Gulf of 
Mexico. It embraces that great cultural region out of which you 
have carved Territory after Territory, and State after State, until 
now, in columnar deur, supporting the great entablature of the 
Union, it extends from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean. That re- 
gion constitutes the means by which you must develop the great 
resources of this great people,and we do not now want that this Gov- 
ernment Send sang in its work, or that any amendment shall be 
made to the rules of the House which shall cripple the powers, de- 
stroy the utility, and prevent the investigation and consideration of 
this subject by this committee. 

What sense is there in asking that the Committee on Commerce 
shall report to any other body than this House? That committee is 
created by the House for the hel of 8 and investigat- 
ing this very subject. Why should it report its labors to any other 
committee? Why shouldits work undergo investigation by any other 
committee? Why should any other committee say what this harbor 
requires or what that river needs? Why should any other committee 
be called upon to pass upon the fact whether the Committee on Com- 
merce has properly considered the question? 

I may be permitted farther to me that so far as I am individually 
concerned I have never particularly desired, and have rather been 
oppad to, the passage of bills coming from this committee under 
the spur of the previous question, and more particularly as that pre- 
vious question has been administered under our rules as they now 
exist. 

Tn almost all parliamentary bodies where the previous question pre- 
yails, in the old country and in this, the ordering of the previous ques- 
tion cuts off debate by every one. Here the practice prevails that dis- 
cussion shall be had for a limited time after the previous question has 
been ordered, for an hour on the part of the person reporting the bill 
to open the debate and an hour to closeit. Isay I have been rather 
opposed to this, because I believe that this is a form of the assembly of 
the people of the United States who meet here to discuss questions of 
great interest to them, whether relating to river and harbor bills or 
to one measure or another. This is the arena of debate, of investiga- 
tion, and of discussion. 

I have been taught for one that the conflict of mind with mind 
serves rather to elicit truth, to illustrate facts, and to endear great 
principles to the hearts of the people. I have not been afraid of dis- 
cussion, and I am not afraid of discussion when the Committee on 
Commerce shall report its bill. Let such bill pass upon its merits, as 
every other bill should paas, after full, free, and untrammeled discus- 
sion, wherever the subject involved is of sufficient magnitude to re- 

nire it. 
1 The appropriations recommended by the committee are often large, 
amounting to many millions of dollars. While I am in favor of re- 
taining all the powers of that committee, of referring to them the 
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‘bors, and having their 
judgment upon the necessity of such improvement and the amount 
of appropriations required for that purpose, let that subject be dis- 
cussed in the House, and let the House pass upon it. If at any time 
they prepare a bill making rs pe parse for the improvement of 
rivers and harbors, let that bi e its place upon the Calendar as 
other bills. 

It may be said that sometimes the House will fail to pass such a 
bill. That may beso. It did fail to pass one at the second session 
of the Forty-fourth Congress; not, however, for the reason that it 
was canvassed, that it was disc . The distinguished gentleman 
from New York who then represented on this floor the city of New 
York, Hon. Elijah Ward, whom all of us who were associated with 
him here remember with so much pleasure for his great ability and 
for the zeal and care with which he studied every question presented 
to him, was notified by the friends of the bill that if he did not per- 
mit discussion to be had and amendments to be offered, however re- 
luctant they might be to iad a measure reported by a gentleman 
holding so high a 8 fore the House, they would defeat his 
bill. The did defeat it; and that created a necessity for the large 
river and ‘bor appropriation bill reported at the next session of 
Congress. 

I say, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that in my judgment this eleventh 
rule ought to be so amended that the several committees of this 
House—the Naval Committee, the Military Committee, the Postal 
Committee, the Committee on Indian Affairs, and so on throngh the 
entire list—who are required in the line of their duties to investigate 
and study particular subjects at every meeting of the committee from 
the pegs of the Congress to its close, should have power to pass 
upon the question of appropriations for their particular Department, 
subject alone to the revision of that body by whose authority and 
under whose instructions they act. Each committee should report 
the amounts necessary to carry on the Department under its charge, 
and that report should be considered by the House without the inter- 
vention of any other committee. 

I know that we are obliged to trust much tocommittees. We trust 
largely to the Committee of Elections—too much, I am afraid. We 
trust largely to committees on other subjects. But it is the duty of 
the House, the deliberative assembly of the people, to investigate and 
ascertain the true interests and wants of the country; and therefore 
this proposition that the Committee on Commerce, or any other com- 
mittee, shall pes to the Committee on Appropriations is an un- 
wise departure from the true principle of legislation which ought to 
govern us in the adoption of rules which may exist for a hundred 
years. 

In acting upon these rules my desire is simply to facilitate and en- 
lighten the legislation of the House. I know of no partisan views in 
connection with this question. I think that this proposition to crip- 
ple the powers of a committee as to the amount which ought to be 
appropriated for a matter that if has passed upon should be struck 
out; that each of the t committees of the House should report 
png Se) the House, giving its reasons, presenting its facts and fig- 
ures, challenging the judgment of the Honse, inviting opposition and 
discussion. 

I have said enongh to indicate my views. When these rules shall 
come up for discussion seriatim, as I 1 to my friend 
from Kentucky, when this particular rule come up separately, 
I shall take occasion to offer the amendment which I have indicated. 
Whatever other members of the House may think, I shall insist that 
the great committees of the House should be in the first place the 
investigators of the subjects confided to them; should consider how 
the Army is to be constituted, how the Navy is to be constituted, 
&c., and that then the question slrould be left to the decision of the 
House, which can make reductions if there should be proposed any 
appropriations in excess of those which prudence, economy, and good 
judgment demand. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Mr. Chairman, it was not my in- 
tention in the discussion of the new rnles to enter further into the 
debate than might be n to explain to the House by illustra- 
tion the effect which the operation of any proposed rule would have 
in the matter of facilitating business. But I feel it incumbent upon 
me here to-day,in view of what has been said, to state that there was 
not on the part of any member of the Committee on Rules the least 
intention to enlarge or abridge the powers of any committee of this 
House, or to su t even by inference anything derogatory to any 
committee. If 1 had supposed that our report, even by implication, 
could have had any such effect, I never would have given the report 
my sanction. 

Some gentlemen have gone so far as to say that by this report the 
Committee on Commerce is degraded. I deny it. On the contrary, 
I assert that the Committee on Rules has followed the wish of the 
House in giving to the Committee on Commerce the preparation of 
the river and harbor bill. We have simply said that in our judgment 
the manner of making up and considering such bills, and as to the 
extent usually appropriated having been the subject of public criti- 
cism, that a change in this respect was needed. We have not, even 
in the rules, proposed to debar the House from the right to suspend 
the rnles and pass the river and harbor bill by the two-thirds vote 
heretofore allowed; we have simply confined ourselves to an admo- 
nition to the House, respectful in the highest degree, that, first, the 


subject of the improvement of rivers and har 
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time has come when the appropriations for rivers and harbors, which 
are “a law unto themselves,” should have fuller consideration in the 
body called upon to take the enc arti of their passage; and, 
secondly, that the amounts appropriated heretofore have been in 
excess of the public requirements. In illustration of this and in 
answer to the proposition which is to be made later, that the prepa- 
ration of the general appropriation bills should be divided among 
many committees, I want to show the effect during ten years of the 
separation of the river and harbor bill from the other bills known as 
general appropriation bills. 

The general appropriation bills are framed in obedience to law, and 
no legislation changing law can be put on such a bill unless it be in 
the direction of economy, That is a power which, so far as my in- 
fluence extends, I never wish to see destroyed or changed, for it is 
one tending to the protection of the people against extravagant ex- 
penditures. It involves the control of the people over the amount of 
money that is to be expended ; and it should never be given up. 

I desire the Clerk to read a statement of the appropriations made 
for rivers and harbors during the last ten years. By this statement 
it will be seen how"under this mode of separate legislation these ap- 
propriations have ually increased till they have become excess- 
ive in amount. The Committee on Rules thought it desirable to 
provide a remedy, so that the Committee on Appropriations should 
say practically how much money should be appropriated in a given 
year for rivers and harbors. Neither was there enmity in the Com- 
mittee on Rules toward the improvement of rivers and harbors. Only 
these two points were considered: first, the manner in which these 
bills have been passed ; secondly, their amount. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

First session, Forty-first 


Second session, beck rari Con year pan be June 30, 1878. No 


Second session, Forty-fifth Congress, year ending June 30, 1879....... 8, 201, 700 
Third session, Forty-fifth Congress, year ending June 30, 1880 ........ 7, 846, 600- 
54, 968, 217 


Mr. REAGAN. I will ask from the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
permission to contrast those figures with others which I have here, 
and which do not at all agree with those which have been read by 
the Clerk, some being higher and some being lower. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The figures read by the Clerk were 
made by an able officer of this House, and if they are not correct I 
do not Know where we are to get correct statements of appropria- 
tions made by Con 

Mr. REAGAN, Thestatement which I have here is drawn up from 
the law itself, and, with the gentleman’s permission, I wish the fig- 
ures to go in along with those given by him, in order that they may 
be contrasted together. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Ido not object to the gentleman 
making the statement he desires. 

Mr. REAGAN. The appropriation of March 3, 1871, instead of two 
millions and odd dollars, was $4,407,500. The Sa ie of June 
10, 1872, instead of $3,000,000, was $5,535,000, e appropriation of 
March 3, 1873, instead of the amount 1 was $6,102,900, The ap- 
propriation of June 23, 1874, was $5,193,000, and the appropriation 
of March 3, 1875, $6,643,517. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I have only to say, Mr. Chairman 
that the figures which I have presented I obtained from an officer of 
the House and I believe them to be authentic. Whether they are 
exactly correct or absolutely authentic or not, they show one thing, 
and that is the constant increase from year to year of these appropri- 
ations for the improvement of rivers and harbors until, from two- 
millions in the first session of the Forty-first Congress, they have- 
gone up (second session of the Forty-fifth Congress) to eight and 
a quarter millions of dollars a year. And it must be recollected 
that these appropriations do not include the sums of money voted for 
the Eads cage which is a separate matter. 

Mr. KENNA. The gentleman is mistaken as to one appropriation 
bill, the one before the last, which includes a large sum for payment 
to Mr. Eads. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) There may be an exception of that 
one item. 

Mr. KENNA. It is an appropriation of nearly one million of dol- 
lars, a very large snm of money. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) But how mueh preceding and since 
that has been appropriated to Mr. Eads not appropriated in the river 
and harbor appropriation bills ? 

Mr. KENNA. I believe this is the only one. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) How much is the whole appropri- 
ation to Mr. Eads? 

Mr. KENNA. Several millions; but I cannot give the exact 
amount. 5 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) About five millions, I believe. E 
do not wish to go into any general discussion of this matter, but I do 
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wish to say to this House that the figures presented warn us re A 
the adoption of any proposition looking to the division of the duties 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BARBER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Certainly. 

Mr. BARBER. Why would not the same end be accomplished if 
we were to ss the Committee on yk payee to ascertain and 
report to this House the amount available at an early day in the ses- 
sion for the purpose of improving the rivers and harbors; and let that 
go to the Committee on Commerce to inform them of the greatest 
amount available for the purpose? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) That would bea great deal better, 
and then the Committee on Commerce could conform to that amount 
of money which was thought could be expended out of the public 
funds for that y 5 ere is really no good reason why some 
such provision should not be made by amendment of the rules. 

But, Mr. Chairman, what I wish to say is this, that if you under- 
take to divide all these appropriations and have many commi 
where there ought to be but one, you will enter upon a path of ex- 
travagance you cannot foresee the length of or the depth of, until we 
will find the of the country bankrupt. 

I should not have said so much except, perhaps, to impress upon 
the attention of every member of this House that the Committee on 
Rules, in discharge of the duties confided to them, have acted only 
from the most conscientious motives and from no disposition what- 
ever to secure the enlargement of one committee to the derogation or 
abridgment of the powers of another. Sucha pence, Smt was spoken 
of or thought of in that committee, much less adopted as a rule to 
control its action. The whole revision of the rules was entered upon 
solely and simply in the discharge of a great public duty which ninety 
years of experience in government had proved to be absolutely essen- 
tial and now required. f 

It will be seen in the proposed rules that we have given to unob- 
jectionable legislation every possible facility, and, farthermore, that 
to all general legislation which does not provide for payment out of 
the Treasury of money we give an advantage which it never yet has 
had and cannot have under existing rules. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to ask the gentleman if he will allow me to 
make just one suggestion at this point ? 

Mr. ALL, (the Speaker.) Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. It has, no doubt, escaped the gentleman’s attention 
that one reason existing for the increase of appropriations for rivers 
and harbors is this: that up to the Forty-fourth Congress substantially 
nothing was appropriated for waters in the Southern States. Since 
the Forty-fo Congress up to now the appropriations covered the 
territory of the whole Union, and RAR y that has increased the 
amount of the 9 And beside that the settlement and 
extension of po tion have demanded an increase of appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) That I admit is areason for an in- 
crease of the appropriations, but still I maintain, Mr. Chairman, that 
the amount of money expended for this purpose, without discussion 
or amendment, is much greater than it should be, even in the view 
the gentleman from Texas presents. If we limited the amount every 
year for the improvement of rivers and harbors so as not to be bur- 
densome upon the people I have no doubt it would be agreed to and 
accepted by all sections of the country. 

a MILLS May I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a ques- 
tion 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Certainly. 

Mr. MILLS. Have not the appropriations for rivers and harbors 

nerally ran much below the estimates of the engineers? Have not 
those appropriations been much more below the estimates of the en- 
gineers t appropriations in reference to the disbursements under 
other Departments of the Government. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) One is ted by law, the other 
not; that is, the estimates for ing on the service of the several 
Departments of the Government are regulated by law, the other is 
not. Let me say to the gentleman from Texas that if we had followed 
the estimates of the Engineer Corps I fear we should have had a bank- 
rupt Treasury long ago. Isuppose the gentleman from Texas can 
answer as well as I can the question how far in excess the estimates 
of the engineers have been over the amounts appropriated for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors, but I incline to believe they will 
be found to be enormous. 

8 MILLS. You mean for the whole amount of work contem- 
plated. s 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I mean to say that the estimates 
of the s Corps, which I say are enormous, have been far in 
excess of the amount appropriated by Co 

Mr. MILLS. That wi 


ngress. 
show that the works for which appropria- 
tions were made were n 


y for the development of our commerce. 

Mr, RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Any member of Congress, I believe, 
can go up to the Engineer Bureau and have an estimate made for 
any particular work desired in his district. If he cannot get it there, 
all he has to do is to come down here and make his application for a 
survey, almost in manner as we do with post-routes, through the 
petition-box, for the House never refuses such an application by a 
member, and in that way secure a report and estimate from the Eu- 
gineer Bureau. 

Mr. CONGER. I think the Speaker is entirely mistaken in the 
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statement just made. As I understand, these surveys by the board 
of engineers are not made unless ordered by the House. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) All a member has to do in order 
to get a survey and report from the board of engineers is to make 
application as I have s I never have known in a single 
instance where such an application has been refused. 

Mr. CONGER. They are ordered by law, ‘ 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Yes, but did the gentleman ever 
hear of a mail-route being refused in this House, or application for 
survey of a proposed public improvement ? 

Mr. CONGER. These surveys are included in the river and harbor- 
appropriation bills. 

RANDALL, (e Speaker.) I know they are, but they are 
secured in the way I have mentioned. 

Mr.CONGER. The engineers, in the discharge of their duty, report 
to this House the expense 6f making proposed improvements. 

Mr. They 3 against a t many. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) As L have stated, any member may 
secure a survey. I have never heard of an instance where a survey, 
when asked by a member to be made for an improvement in his dis- 
trict, was refused. 

Mr. CONGER. A large number of those asked for are reported 
against, as our experience has shown. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Let me t to my colleague that if he should 
go up to the Engineer’s Department to see how much by his indi- 
vidual exertion he could get the Engineer Corps to recommend should 
be appropriated for the improvement of the Delaware and Schuylkill 
3 he would find that he would come away very much disap- 


inted. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I never went there in behalf either 
of the Delaware or Schuyikill River. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Nor any other. 

Mr. RANDALL, — Speaker.) I want to tell the gentleman that 
my course in this House in 9 appropriations was to strike my 
own home as deeply as I struck anybody else’s. 

Mr. O'NEILL. That is just where we object to the conduct of my 
colleague, the Speaker, the member from the third district of the 
State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Iam afraid if the House had taken 
the gentleman’s judgment as to the — of public money we 
should have had to make a higher tariff. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I want to say that this constant democratic advo- 
cacy by the member from the third district of Pennsylvania of re- 
trenchment has not been in accordance with the wishes of his con- 
stituents or those of the people of Pennsylvania. 

r. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Then why do I come back? 
Gaui] 

Mr. NEILL. I will answer why it is the gentleman comes back. 
It is in consequence of his individual and personal exertions. But I 
want to say in reference to this very adv of retrenchment which 
my colleague says is for the people—I think that was his remark—in 
the progress of this country and in the great growth of its eommerce 
it is for the people to say through the Committee on Commerce of 
this House, and the Committee on Commerce as much represents the 
people as does the Committee on Appropriations—it is for the people 
to say through that committee how many millions of dollars they 
will annually expend on the river and harbor improvements of the 
our BAND 
Mr. ALL, (the Speaker.) My friend has always been an ad- 
vocate of resumption. 

Mr. NEILL. Alwa; 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Now, I maintain that democratic 
economy was the real road to and produced resumption. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Well, I would like to know where the Speaker has 
stood in reference to resumption. In New York he has been on both 
sides. In Pennsylvania I do not know where he has been, for dur- 
ing the whole of the last campaign his whole time was devoted to 
pesong up the difficulties in New York State between Tilden and 

ammaux. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) And I should have been glad if I 
had succeeded. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I have no doubt the gentleman would have been 
glad if he had succeeded. But he did not succeed; and I refer him 
to the depressed vote on account of his absence in his own district, 
running down from 3,000 in November, 1878, to a little over 800. 

z Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) When Irun again I will try and 
ring it up. 

Mr O'NEILL. Perhaps not. I ask you, Mr. Chairman, just toin- 
dulge me one moment further. 

r. COX. Irise to a point of order. I wish to know what the di- 
visions in New York have to do with the revision of the rules. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Perhaps, Mr. Chairman, I have had more experience 
on the Committee on Commerce than any other member at present in 
this House. I had the honor to be on that committee in the Thirty- 
eighth Congress, and eee d to the Forty-second Congress. 
The gentleman who presided over that committee in the earlier period 
of my service in this House and my membership on that committee 
was Hon. Elihu B. Washburne. There never was a nobler man, or 
one truer to the interests of the country, and in the advocacy by Mr. 
Washburne, as chairman of that committee, of the improvement of 
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rivers and harbors justice was done to the country with a due regard 
to the condition of the Treasury. 

Mr. McCOOK. I wish to the gentleman a question. Is this 
intended as a Washburne boom? [Laughter.] 

Mr. O'NEILL. I wish to do justice to the men who stood by the im- 
provements of the country as demanded by the people. The gentle- 
man who succeeded Mr. Washburne as chairman ot that committee 
was Hon. Thomas D. Eliot, of Massachusetts, also a man whose career 
in.Congress was very distinguished. Subsequently to him another 
distinguished member was chairman of that committee, Hon. Nathan 
Dixon, of Rhode Island. 

Now, sir, take the chairmanship of the committee to-day. Iam sure 
that that committee and its chairman can be intrusted with this 
great work of making yA the river and harbor bill. The Speaker 
selected the members of the committee ; and taking the fifteen mem- 
bers of that committee—or take fourteen members of that committee, 
leaving myself out—I will say they will compare favorably in point 
of industry and patriotism and well-doing as representatives of the 
people who sent them here with the individual members of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and that they are just as fit to pass upon 
this bill as the latter committee. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The proposed rale so accepts. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Yes; but their report is to be submitted to the 
Committee on fai ip nes Why, sir, sach men as Mr. Wash- 
burne and Mr. Eliot and Mr. Dixon, who, in succession, were chair- 
men of that committee, would not for a moment have tolerated in 
this House that their work upon a river and harbor bill should have 
been reviewed by a Committee on Appropriations or the Committee 
of Ways and Means, which had charge of appropriations in those 
earlier Con Until the present Vice-President, Mr. WHEELER, 
was made faerie of the Committee on Commerce such a thing was 
unknown as that that committee should be compelled to consult the 
Committee on Appropriations as to what they had done. I happened 
to be a member of the Committee on Appropriations at that time, and 
I recollect with what amazement and surprise, to me at least, the 
proposition was received that the Committee on Commerce, a co-ordi- 
nate committee of this House, should have to come into the room of 
the Committee on Appropriations and ask them whether we should 
appropriate one, two, three, or four millions of dollars for the im- 
provement of the harbors and rivers of the country. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I resume the floor and yield to the 
gentleman from West Virginia, [Mr. KENNA. ] 

Mr. KENNA. I thank the gentleman: from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

ae for his courtesy in yielding to me a portion of his time. 

The C MAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] has thirty minutes of his hour remaining. 

Mr. KENNA. And that is more than I shall consume. I had de- 
sired, however, to submit a few observations upon this proposed 
amendment as reported by the committee while the discussion is not 
limited, as I understand it soon will be, under the five-minute rule. 

What is known as the river and harbor appropriation bill differs 
in some material particulars from every other appropriation bill that 
comes before the House. Of allthe members who compose the House 
of Representatives there is not one who does not recognize the fact 
that the regular appropriation bills are essential to the maintenance 
of the different Departments of the Government, and of the Govern- 
ment itself. Every member will concede that all of those bills in 
some shape must and ought to be passed. 

It is not so with reference to what is known as the river and har- 
bor appropriation bill. There is a table minority in this House, 
more respectable in character than in numbers, which is opposed 
upon principle to the passage of any river and harbor bill, or of any 
bi for any sort of internal improvements whatever. Hence it is 
that those who favor the carrying on of the general system of im- 
proving rivers and harbors which is now in p in this coun- 
try find in this House, when they come to it with a river and har- 
bor appropriation bill, an element of opposition which is not found 
in antagonism to any other appropriation bill that comes before us; 
hence, also, the danger indicated by the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. 
REAGAN,] that when a river and harbor appropriation bill comes 
here, should it be considered in Committee of the Whole, those re 
resenting particular sections in whose behalf amendments may 
offered, combining with that element which represents no particular 
section enining such improvements, for these constitutional scruples 
generally travel by dry land, will succeed in loading down the bill 
with amendments, and making the appropriation amount to such a 
sum that in the end if passed at all it will be an enormity, and if de- 
feated it will be defeated as an entirety, and merit and demerit will 
stand and go down ther, 

That is the only reason I now see, or have ever seen, in oppo- 
sition to bringing this bill into Committee of the Whole for consider- 
ation. Isay now to those gentlemen who have constitutional seru- 
ples ee the passage of any such bill, that if they will devote 
themselves to the perfection of the river and harbor appropriation 
bill, with a view to secure as good and proper a bill as ble, in- 


stead of devoting their attention to its absolute defeat by any sort 
of parliamentary device that can be resorted to, they will accomplish 
their purpose much better and do the country more satisfacto 

service than they will ever do by any effort to strangle this bill 
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8 the adoption of an amendment to the rules dangerous to its 
ety. 

Mr.STEVENSON. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] 
has su, to the minority that it would be well for them to at- 
tempt to perfect the river and harbor appropriation bill. I would ask 
that gentleman how they are to perfect the river and harbor appro- 
priation bill, when they are not permitted to discuss it or to offer any 
amendment to it? 

Mr. KENNA. Without meaning to be at all unkind in my reply to 
the gentleman, I wonld suggest to him that it cannot be perfected by 
any combination to kill it or smother it by means of amendments to 
the rules. Andif the gentleman will kindly give me his attention, 
while I recount one or two instances in which that has been attempted, 
he will understand better what I mean. In doing so, I desire to be 
distinctly understood as meaning no reflection upon any gentleman 
for his efforts in that direction. 

Soon after I came here the first effort made to defeat the river and 
harbor appropriation bill was a proposition to transfer the jurisdic- 
tion of it from the Committee on Commerce to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. The proposition was one dividing the juris- 
diction of the subject of rivers and harbors; giving the jurisdiction 
of harbors to the Committee on Commerce and the jurisdiction of 
rivers to the Committee on Railways and Canals. That proposition 
was the first upon which I had the honor to address the House, It 
was resisted ably by the chairman of the Commerce Committee and 
others, and it will be remembered it was ingloriously defeated. 

It was not very long after, I think perhaps the last session of the 
same Congress or the extra session of this Congress, that a proposi- 
tion was brought here so to amend the rules as to make it require a 
three-fourths majority of members on this floor to pass a river and 
harbor bill under a suspension of the rules. That proposition met its 
quietus very promptly, and instead of doing harm to the prospects 
of the river and harbor appropriation bill it resulted in so amending 
the rules as to enable that bill to come inas other appropriation bills 
are allowed to come, commanding the floor at any time. 

Whatever may have been the intention, whatever may have been 
the purpose, and I do not intend to reflect upon either, the effect of 
this proposition now before us is not so much to lead to the perfection 
of the river and harbor appropriation bill, and to render it more 
acceptable to the public sentiment of the country, as to lead to its 
strangulation and its death. 

In this connection I would say to gentlemen that there is a power 
in this land and there is a power in this House that believes in this 
system of internal improvements, that believes in the propriety of 
appropriating public money raised by taxation in one way or another 
to the improvement of the commercial highways of the country iu 
the advancement of the nation’s prosperity, the transportation of its 
products, and the remunerative employment of itslaborers. There is 
a power in this land which makes this demand, and a power in this 
House which will see to it that this demand shall find a favorable 
response. The river and harbor bill will be passed. It will be passed 
in the best shape possible to be given to it by hard labor and intel- 
ligent investigation. It will be prepared in a spirit of fairness and 
of patriotism, and I have no doubt it will be hereafter as, so far as 
my personal knowled extends, it has been heretofore, a good and 
proper bill worthy of the support of the House and of the great 
object for which every dollar it embraces is intended. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, a word or two in comment upon some remarks 
made by the gentleman who 8 me, [Mr. RANDALL. ] It is sug- 
gested that an exception ought to be made with respect to this par- 
ticular bill. All the other appropriation bills go to the Committee 
on Appropriations. This one, even according to this proposa amend- 
ment, must go to the Committee on Commerce in the tirst instance, 
and afterward to the Committee on Appropriations for revision. Why, 
sir, in the preparation of the last two river and harbor bills (and I 
imagine the work will be equally as great in the preparation of those 
to come hereafter) the Committee on Commerce had to read from sev- 
enteen hundred to two thousand printed pages of engineers’ reports, 
besides voluminous manuscript pages, relating to these works. In 
the first session of the Forty-fifth Congress three solid months were 
devoted by that committee to the preparation of this bill. In the 
last Con, through the intervention of a sub-committee and after 
. evoted by the full committee to a revision of its 
work, the bill was prepared in a somewhat shorter time, 

If this bill should go to the Committee on Appropriations at all, it 
should there for intelligent revision. That committee can make 
no intelligent revision of it in less time than it required the Com- 
mittee on Commerce intelligently to prepare it. After the expendi- 
ture of two or three months in the preparation of the bill by the 
Committee on Commerce, the Committee on Appropriations, as eve 
member knows, cannot give to the bill the same investigation whic 
has been required in its preparation. 

Then comes the proposition that the Committee on Appropriations 
shall ascertain the amount that can be devoted to these purposes 
shallfixagrosssum. How willthisschemeoperate? The Committee 
on Appropriations cannot fix the sum in advance, because whatever 
may be the condition of the public Treasury they cannot, if the theory 
advanced here be correct, aow until the other appropriation bills 
are prepared what sums should properly be embraced in this bill. 
They cannot take the bill prepared by the Committee on Commerce 
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and reduce it in gross or pro rata, because in doing so they would do 
such violence to certain works and improvements as to cause an abso- 
lute waste in expenditure and an absolute abandonment of object. 

3 a bill were brought in 1 eight or nine millions 
of dollars; suppose the Committee on Appropriations should say the 
amount ought to be cut down to five million and should reduce it 
accordingly ; suppose they make the reduction pro rata, applying the 
ratio of reduction to each item. Now, a particular work may be just 
on the eve of completion, but in such a condition as to be e: in 
its incomplete state to the fury of the winds and the waves which 
wait for no man and for no appropriation. The cutting down of the 
appropriation in such a case would have the effect not only of makin 
the appropriation a waste, but would probably consign the work itse. 
and the amount already =e on it to destruction by the fury of 
the elements. If reduction be made at all, it ought to be applied only 
to such works as are in a condition to stand the reduction. The re- 
duction ought not to be made in gross or pro rata, but ought to be 
made after intelligent investigation, such as the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, whatever may be its ability, cannot, with its other duties, 
command the time to make. 

Iam opposed to this entire theory. When a committee having 
special 1 of a subject has spent day after day and night after 
night, going through from seventeen hundred to two thousand pages 
of printed reports and innumerable manuscript bundles, in order to 
arrive at a definite and intelligent comprehension of its merits, why 
should their work be referred to another committee, (I care not what 
committee,) in order that such committee may arbitrarily say, The 
condition of the country, or it may be the condition of some political 
campaign, is such that the reduction of nditures is required,” 

thus cutting down the appropriations without any re; to the 
merits of the bill in whole or in any of its parts? Iam snarar 
opposed to any such scheme with reference to this or any other bi 
that may be pending in this House. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been suggested with some apparent point 
that since 1861 these appropriations have tly inc One 

ntleman who favors this report has told us that they have amounted 

n the aggregate to $125,000,000 ; and he congratulates the House and 
the country upon the fact that the Congress of the United States has 
appropriated this sum to for which it has been so well ex- 
pended and which are so intimately connected with the prosperity of 
the country. I am in accord with that sentiment. But as we are 
told that there has been a gradual increase in these appropriations 
from year to year, Lask what great system requiring the expenditure 
of money, initiated in 1861, and embracing the various items and the 
large interests which are involved in the undertaking to improve the 
rivers and harbors of this country, could have gone on through ten 
years without a more marked increase of expenditure in proportion 
to its importance than is shown by the record presented! 

After an experience of more than two years devoted to the close 
investigation of subjects connected with the rivers and harbors of 
this country, I say now, with the knowledge which that investiga- 
tion has afforded me of the manner in which Government money is 
lost by the failure to prosecute diligently these public works and 
their consequent destruction by storm and tide and flood, that I 
would conscientiously, and with a clear conviction of patriotism and 
of duty, vote an ae of $50,000,000 every year that the 
Treasury could stand it for the prosecution of these great works until 
they wer completed. It oe give 3 to our commodi- 
ties, employment to our 6, and prosperity to the country. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of hia, I 1 to ask the gentleman whether 
it is not true that the amounts appropriated by this House for rivers 
and harbors have every year been increased in the Senate ? 

Mr. KENNA. I had intended to come to that. It is true that in 
the Senate, where this bill is considered as in Committee of the Whole 
section by section, it has every year in my experience been increased 
from one to two millions of 8 and this shows that the meth- 
ods by which the House has dealt with it have been in the line of 
economy. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iask the gentleman to perm me to correct the 
statement made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] this 
nomeg and which has n quoted by the gentleman from West 

irginia. 

r. KENNA. I pel for that purpose, as I always desire, if mis- 
t. 


taken, to be set 
Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman from Ohio stated that $125,000,000 
in the gate had been appropriated for the improvement of rivers 


and harbors. In that statement the gentleman is not entirely accu- 
rate. There has been appropriated only between seventy-five and 
eighty millions for such p less than eighty millions. 
. KENNA. Mr. Chairman, I have not taken the pains to ascer- 
tain definitely the exact amount appropriated, and for the p 
of this argument it makes no erence, but I have no doubt the 
gentleman from Texas is correct. AsI have already stated, I now 
repeat that if the amount had been twice as much or thrice as much 
I should cheerfully, for one, have taken the responsibility of voting 
the money necessary for supporting a proper system of improvements 
of rivers and harbors in this country. 
Why, sir, we have heard a discussion upon this floor running over 
months upon questions affecting this Government and its financial 
policy, and more than once I have heard, and with surprise, from 
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members taking in that discussion, a statement attributing the 
prompt payment by France of her immense war indemnity to Prus- 
sia solely and exclusively to the financial 3 of the French peo- 
ple. Take the engineers map of France, Mr. Chairman, and it will 
show yon in different colors—in green and in red and in blue and in 
3 water course, natural and artificial, which that country 
can boast. There can be seen at a glance every water course whose 
navigation has been opened up to commerce by the expenditure of 
the public money. Every water route capable of improvement has 
received attention to such an extent as to make it navigable to the 
highest attainable degree. So, sir, you will find there is hardly a pro- 
ducer in the whole of France who cannot from his very door ship the 
product of his labor by convenient and cheap water transportation to 
any market he may desire. That is the great secret of the prosper-, 
ity which reaches the door of — peasant throughout the length 
and breadth of that land, and which enabled those people to surprise 
the civilized world by the payment of millions as of a farthing. 

Mr. REAGAN. France, with a ined much less than Texas, has 
appropriated annually about $10,000,000 for the improvement of its 


navigable rivers. 

Mr. KENNA. I had not pneg, Mr. Chairman, to occupy the 
time of the House so long. at I have said I have said hastily, 
but I stand by it. Itis right. Itis in the interest of the improve- 
ment of our commercial highways, and to that extent in behalf of the 

t commerce of this country. Itis patriotic and just. In conclu- 
sion I would add that I have done more in the patriotic endeavor to 
build up this country by voting these appropriationsin the last year or 
two for the improvement of its commercial highways and the advance- 
ment of its general prosperity than I accomp. in the whole time 
I was among the “ confederate brigadiers” attempting to tear it down. 


[Laughter and laren i 

Mr. RAND. „(the Speaker.) I will yield now, Mr. Chairman, 
five minutes of my time to the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. STE- 
VENSON, J and then five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
3 and I believe I am also under obligation to yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Tennessee, 

Mr. MILLS. Will not the gentleman yield to a motion to rise? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We are within ten minutes of finishing this 
hour, and I hope the gentleman will not insist on his motion to rise. 

Mr. STE SON. Mr. Chairman, I intend to occupy the atten- 
tion of this committee simply to say in the beginning of my remarks 
that for one I appreciate and indorse the labors of the Committee on 
Rules. I have felt, as almost all the members of the House have felt 
who are little accustomed to legislation, the necessity for some revis- 
ion of the rules of this House. I think this committee has discharged 
its duty faithfully. They have placed it in the power of the House 
at least so the majority can on legislation and be held respon- 
sible by the country for that legislation. 

Passing from that point, believing, as I do, the report of this com- 
mittee should be adopted asa white, I believe by far the most im- 
portant service the Committee on Rules has rendered to the House 
and the country is in reporting the rule by which appropriations for 
rivers and harbors shall come before the House for discussion. The 
gentleman from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN,] to whom I propounded the 
question, has not answered it up to this moment, and he never will 
answer it till he to his grave, why it is these appropriations for 
rivers and harbors should be held so sacred that seven or eight mill- 
ions of dollars every year should be voted out of the Treasury of the 
United States for this purpose, and no member of this House, no mem- 
ber of it not a member of that Committee on Commerce, should be 
permitted to discuss that river and harbor appropriation bill or to offer 
an amendment to it. In the language of the gentleman from Texas 
upon his motion, I am compelled, year after year, to vote this appro- 
priation of seven or eight millions of dollars without any power on 
the part of myself or any other member to ascertain why or where- 
fore or for what purpose these appropriations are inserted—to ascer- 
tain whether they are advantageous or proper, or otherwise. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I have only five minutes. , 

Mr. REAGAN. It is only for the purpose of stating that the river 
and harbor bills are always printed when reported to the House from 
the Committee on Commerce, and if one-third of the members of the 
House desire it the bill must be considered in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I understand that the rights of the minority 
are sacred, and that a minority, even one-third or less, of this House 
has the right to be heard on this bill. But the gentleman from Texas, 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, I understand to say 
virtually that while the rights of the minority are sacred on all other 
questions, upon this alone they are not to be held sacred; that by a 
two-thirds vote their rights are to be done away with and the river 
and harbor bill pesa without rit bach for discussion or amend- 
ment, without S hd of amendment, and absolutely without the 
power even of having the bill read. 

Withont reading, without discussion, without amendment, we are 
required to vote on that bill as a law, or to vote against some appro- 
priations which we think are proper to be made. 

. REAGAN. I desire to ask the gentleman whether it is one of 
the sacred rights of the minority that one-third shall rule two-thirds? 

Mr. STEVENSON No, sir. We do not propose that one-third shall 
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rule two-thirds of the House, but we do say that when you bring before 
the House a bill . $8,000,000 out of the Treasury, we should 
have the right to know for what specific purpose the appropriations 
are to be made, and we should have the right to offer amendments 
and the right to discuss them. 
We insist, whether we are one-third or one-twentieth of the House, 
that we should have the right of amendment and discussion of so im- 
portant a measure, and that the number can make no sort of difference 
as far as the question of right is involved. 
Mr. CALKINS. Iam much obliged to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania for yielding to me for five minutes. I will say, however, 
at I desire to ait T to only one point that has been raised in this 
discussion, and five minutes will be entirely inadequate even to the 
few remarks which I desire to make. I want to speak as to the power 
that is placed in these committees. I am of the opinion that if the 

theory which it seems the Committee on Rules adopted in 1 
this soe to the House is correct, then all N bills shoul 
go to the Committee on Appropriations; but if the 3 upon which 
they acted is wrong, then the appropriation bills should be divided, 
as has been suggested, and sent to the proper committees. 

Now, the gentleman from Ohio, always strong in his statements, 
presents the strongest view evidently which can be taken of the the- 
ory which has been adopted by this committee, that there should be 
two great fiscal committees, as he expressed it, with their backs to 
each other. He had better say under the rules as presented that they 
propose one great fiscal committee to obliterate all of the other com- 
mittees, a committee to put all the other committees upon their backs, 
I think would have been a more proper designation. It is the power 
of the committee which I object to and the question which I desire 
to discuss dat the proper time. 

Mr. Chairman, but one word further. I will say here there is no 
reason that I can divine why the Committee on Military Affairs or the 
Committee on Naval Affairs or on Commerce should take charge of 
all the business pertaining to their respective Departments except the 
one single duty of Sperone seo money. The Committee on Invalid 
Pensions know as well as the Committee on Appropriations how much 
money is required to run that bureau. The Committee on Milita 
Affairs know as well as the Committee on Appropriations how muc 
money is required torun the Army. The Committee on Naval Affairs 
certainly know as well as the Committee on Appropriations how much 
money is required to run the Navy; and why is it that all the duties 
pertaining to these several Departments—for these committees are 
clothed with the power of presenting bills to the House in connection 
with them—should be in the committees except the one important 

uestion of saying how much money shall be expended upon them? 
ere is a reason for it, and the reason exists simply in this: it places 
under the control of a few men of this House the absolute power to say 
how far we shall go, and no farther. Under the rule referred to by 
the eminent gentleman from Pennsylvania, (and I believe he is the 
father of the rule,) the committee may go into the House and say we 
3 a bill appropriating so much money, and not a single mem- 
ron the floor s have power to say that that appropriation may 
be increased. It may be decreasd, but not by a majority vote, but 
by two-thirds of the House. That is a power that I say should not 
dwell in any committee of this House, and the theory adopted by 
this Committee on Rules is all wrong. The report had better be 
amended so as to say that all but the fifteen members of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations may resign, and that committee shall go on 
and run the Government. That is precisely what it says, expressed 
only in terser lang . 
[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. CONGER. I take the floor, and will give way for a motion 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the report of 
the Committee on Rules, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, announced 
the return, in compliance with the request of the House, of the bill 
(H. R. No. 1305) a “wn the military reservations of Fort Aber- 
crombie, Fort Seward, and Fort Ransom, all in the Territory of Da- 
kota, and authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to have the lands 
embraced therein surveyed and made subject to homestead and pre- 
emption entry and sale, the same as other public lands. 

he message also announced that the Senate had passed a joint 
resolution of the following title,in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

Joint resolution Se R. No. 58) touching the Hot Springs reservation 
in the State of Arkansas. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Farr, until Saturday, the 10th of January, on account of 
im t business; and 

o Mr. TALBOTT, for to-morrow. 
ACCOUNTS OF DISBURSING OFFICERS. 
The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 


ter from the Secre of War, transmitting reports of inspection of 
money accounts of disbursing officers, to accompany report of the 
Inspector-General of the United States Army for the year 1879; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

BONDS OF DISMAL SWAMP CANAL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, inclosing a notice published by the trustees of 
certain bonds of the Dismal Swamp Canal; which was referred to 
the Committee on Railways and Canals. . 


. FORT STOCKTON, TEXAS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, recommending legislation to provide for the purchase 
of the land occupied by Fort Stockton, Texas; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

LEAVENWORTH MILITARY PRISON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, recommending legislation authorizing that the pro- 
ceeds of the labor of prisoners confined in the Leavenworth military 
3 be applied toward the support of the prison; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
FIRST UNITED STATES LETTERS-PATENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, recommending the appropriation of $500 for 
the purchase of the first letters- patent — by the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

BOUNTY, ETC., TO COLORED SOLDIERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting estimate for expenses of collection and 
payment of bounty, &c., to colored soldiers, &c.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

SALE OF SUBSISTENCE SUPPLIES. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
of War, relative to the sale of subsistence supplies to companies, 
detachments, and hospitals; which was refe: to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 
A. P. HYATT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting request of A. P. Hyatt for permission to 
own and operate a ferry across the Missouri River at Fort Buford, 
Dakota; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

CAPTAIN JOSEPH CONRAD. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
of War, transmitting petition of Captain Joseph- Conrad, Elev- 
enth Infantry, for retirement as of the grade of colonel; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
MRS. CATHARINE SMITH. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to the claim of Mrs. Catharine Smith; which 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting annual report of receipts and ex- 

nditures on account of water rents, Hot Springs reservation, Ar- 

nsas, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 
LEAF-TOBACCO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in reply to a resolution of the 
House of Representatives of December 18, 1879, information showing 
the number of licensed dealers in leaf-tobacco and the amount of in- 
ternal revenue collected from such dealers during the fiscal year which 
ended June 30, 1879; which was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

RICHARD SUGGS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, relative to the claim of Richard Suggs; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

ALASKA TERRITORY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, recommending the passage of an act to provide 
for the appointment of justices of the for the Territory of 
Alaska, saat to extend the criminal laws of Oregon to said Territory ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Territories. 

GENERAL E. O. C. ORD. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 

rary of War, transmitting report of General E. O. C. Ord, command- 


ing military department of Texas, in answer to a resolution of House 
of Representatives dated June 25, 1879; which was referred to the 


Committee on Military Affairs 
MARSHES OF THE POTOMAC. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I have the honor to transmit herewith a draughtof a bill summitted 
of commissioners of the District of Columbia, entitled “A bill to 


the board 
ide for the 
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reclamation of the marshes in the harbors of the cities of Washington and George- 
town, and for other together with the accompanying letter of the presi- 
dent of the board requ’ its transmission to Congress. 

The bill embraces a plan for the reclamation of the marshes of the Potomac River 
and its eastern branch within the limits of the city of ae, and is carefully 
framed with a view to economy in the prosecution of the work. The attention of 
Con; is again invited to the urgent need of legislation for this important work, 
which has been so long delayed. 

The improvement contemplated is essential to the health of those who reside, 
whether permanently or temporarily, at the capital, and to the safe and convenient 
navigation of the waters in its vicinity by vessels employed in the service of the 
Government and for the purposes of commerces. It is a measure of more than local 
benefit. The capital of the nation should be relieved from every disadvantage 
which it is practicable to remove, and should possess every attraction with which 
it can be invested by the intelligent and fostering care of those who are intrusted 
with its immediate supervision. The people of the 8 will sustain aud ap- 
prove the efforts of their representatives in the discharge of this ee 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 19, 1879. 

The SPEAKER. This communication, with accompanying papers, 
will be referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CONGER. I think the message, with the accompanying docu- 
ments, should be printed. 

Mr. WARNER. In the Recorp?t 

Mr. CONGER. No; but as a document for the use of the House. 

The message and accompanying documents were accordingly re- 
ferred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

r. WARNER. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 

forty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By SPEAKER: The petition of soldiers of the Fourth Arkansas 
Cava for pay and bounty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. A’ TON: The petition of John Coad and 100 other 
citizens of Ohio, for the amendment of the patent laws so as to make 
the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone liable for 
infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of L. Coman and 175 others, citizens of Ohio, for 
the protection of the people of the States from the extortions of rail- 
way and other transportation monopolies by 8 fluctuating 
and oppressive rates for freight and passengers where the subject is 
beyond the reach of State legislatioi—to the Committee on 
and Canals. 

Also, the petition of J. R. Williams and 85 other ex-soldiers of the 
war for the Union, citizens of Ohio, for the passage of the Weaver 
bill to put the soldier, in respect to his pay, on an equality with the 
holders of Government bonds—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of W. H. H. McIlyar and 41 others, ex-soldiers of 
the war for the Union, of Ohio, against the passage of Senate bill 
No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, the petition of J. H. Smith and 108 citizens of Ohio, for the 
establishment of a post-route from Otsego to New Concord, Ohio—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BENNETT: Memorial of citizens of Yankton, Dakota Ter- 
ritory, for an appropriation for the improvement of the Missouri 
River at that place—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of E. S. Tyler, John P. Knight, A. R. D: ple, 
W. J. Anderson, W. C. Hillman, W. F. Jones, 8. H. Morgan, Thomas 
W. Gaffney, Jobn E. Haggert, and 720 others, citizens of the valley of 
the Red River of the North, for an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of said river by the construction of a lock and dam at Goose 
Rapids—to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

y Mr. BERRY: The petition of citizens of California, for a post- 
route from Huron, via Crai ns and Fresno Hot Springs, to Pa- 
checo, California tothe Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of P. D. Wigginton and 48 others, for the estab- 
lishment of a post-route from Merced to Central Point, California 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of citizens of Owen County, 
Kentucky, for an appropriation for the improvement of the Kentucky 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of W. E. Hancock, for payment for 
loss of a horse while on recruiting service—to the Committee on Mili- 


irs. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of Hon. P. K. Perrin, Hon. Adam 
` Beattie, and 60 others, citizens and ex-soldiers of Clinton County, 
Michigan, inst the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to a 
revision of the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a paper relating to the pension claim of Joseph W. Seeley 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of J. S. Bruton, Alvin Lewis, 
and other citizens and soldiers of Cumberland and Clinton Counties, 
Kentucky, for the of the bill equalizing bounties of soldiers 
of the late war—to the Committee on itary Affaire. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petitions of citizens of Clay, Plymouth, 
Sioux, Cherokee, and Lyon Counties, Iowa, that Sioux City be made 
one of the places for holding the circuit court for the district of 
Iowa—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ways 


By Mr. CHALMERS: A paper relating to the snag-boat service on 
the western rivers—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ALVAH A. CLARK: The petition of John Merlette, for an 
8 of a patent for pneumatic springs—to the Committee on 

atents. 

Also, the 8 of citizens of New Jersey, against the passage of 
Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COWGILL: The petition of John M. Davis and 8 other 
soldiers, that soldiers and sailors be paid the difference in value be- 
tween gold and greenbacks at the time of their payment—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAGGETT: Papers relating to the Indian depredation claim 
of John S. Luff—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. FORT: The petitions of Captain William Starling and 
others, and of F. M. Hoyt and others, ex-soldiers, for additional pay 
to the amount of difference between greenbacks and gold—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHN OND: The petitions of Lewis Johnson, Mrs. 
Mary Ann May, Ruhanna Nelson, Oliver Rouse, and W. H. Whipple, 
3 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

„ papers relating to the pension claims of R. W. Livingston and 
Ann Jane Mackey—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Joseph B. Rodden, for relief to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. BENJ. W. HARRIS: The petitions of Staples & Phil- 
lips and 31 other business men and firms of the city of Taunton, 

husetts, and of Lewis Williams and 350 other citizens of the 
same city, for an appropriation for the improvement of Taunton 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the Boston and Hingham Steamboat Company, 
for the construction of a channel for steamboats on the route between 
Boston and Nantasket Beach—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HENRY: The petition of Richard C. Lewis, to be paid for 
certain clothing issued to freedmen in the employ of the United 
States—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HERNDON: The petition of Wiley H. Brown, of Alabama, 
that interest improperly paid by him be refunded—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of Millia Staples, that her name be 
placed on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of George W. Carden, for 5 for prop- 
8 taken by the United States Army—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. BENJAMIN F. MARTIN: Papers relating to the revolu- 
tionary claim of Daniel Bedinger—to the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions. 

BYM McGOWAN: Resolutions of the common council of the city 
of Detroit, Michigan, requesting Congress to t arrears of pensions 
to the Mexican pensioners—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. Mc ON: A paper relating to the pension claim of Lewis 
Mangum—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Memorial of B. F. Williams and 40 other ex- 
soldiers, for payment of the difference between the value of currence, 
in which they were paid and coin, and to ve put on equality wi 
bondholders—to the Committee on Military irs. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: Memorial of Colonel Charles L. Schlatter, 
general superintendent of the Brunswick and Albany Railroad, with 
reference to a reduction of the duty on steel rails—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. í 

Also, an official statement of the marine and export trade of the 
port of Darien for the years 1876, 1877, 1878, and 1879, with accom- 
panying letter of the Hon. W. Robert Giguilliot—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. OVERTON: The petition of A. M. Card and 10 other 
soldiers of the late war, that they be paid the difference between the 
value of greenbacks and gold at the time they were paid for their 
services as soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POUND: The petitions of J. R. Luce and 280 other ex- 
soldiers, and of A. J. Smith and 34 other ex-soldiers, for the 
of the equalization bounty bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. THOMAS RYAN: The petition of Union soldiers of Kan- 
sas, of similar import—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Kansas soldiers for the passage of the Weaver 
bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SHELLEY: The petition of John Hamilton, of Baltimore 
Maryland, for com tion for quartermaster stores used by United 
States troops—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES W. SINGLETON: A bill making an appropriation 
for the improvement of the harbor of Quincy, Illinois—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADDILL: Papers relating to the bounty claim of the 
Fifteenth and Sixteenth Missouri Cavalry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of Edward Haile, that his claim for 
= for cotton seized by United States officials be referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the ittee of Claims. 


i of Alvira Trent, for a pension—to 
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tion of James Walker and others, citizens of Connec- 
e improvement of the harbor at Block Island, Rhode 
Island—to the Committee on Commerce. 
By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of citizens of Kentucky, for the im- 
provement of the Kentucky River—to the same committee. 
By Mr. FERNANDO WOOD: The petition of the Wabash, Saint 
Louis and Pacific Railroad Company, that the duty on steel rails be 


Also, the 
ticut, for 


made ific at $10 per ton—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of William T. Reed and 71 others, 
soldiers of the late war, of Luzerne County, Pennsylvania, for the 
passage of a bill to allow them the difference between the paper 
money they received for services and gold coin—to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. YOCUM: The petition of soldiers of the war of the rebell- 
ion, that their pay be made equal to that of the bondholder—to the 
same committee. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 9, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain; Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


SAILING REGULATIONS. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE, by unanimous consent, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted : 

Resolved, That the Secre of the Navy be instructed to report to this House 
the rules prescribed by the Navy Department for Se penega of naval vessels 
sea; W er in his opinion the same are in conflict with the existing rules for 
guidance of merchant vessels; and, if so, wherein such conflict ts; and also 


what measures are in his opinion m to be taken to establish a system of 


international rules which shall apply to all naval and merchant vessels at sea. 
R. GORTHY AND C. GREEN. 

Mr. BREWER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 3282) for the relief of Robert Gorthy and Calvin Green; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. A 

FREEDMEN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 

Mr. O'CONNOR, by unanimous consent, presented a memorial signed 
by more than 1,000 people of the city of New Berne, North Caroli 
praying for the by Con of the bill to return to the freed- 
men of the South their savings deposited with the Freedman’s Sav- 
ings and Trust Company; which was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, having charge of the bill on that subject. 

HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table, for consideration at this time, Senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 58, touching the Hot Springs reservation, in the State of 
Arkansas. 

Mr. KEIFER. I must object to that. 


Mr. CONVERSE. I will state to the House that by the terms of | 


the law of March 3, 1877, the commissioners who were appointed to 
examine the title to the Hot Senke reservation were uired to 
make a certain report, and within thirty days of the filing of that 
report the Commissioner of the General Land Office is required to sub- 
mit the land forsale. Now, there are parore interested in the reserva- 
tion who desire still further time for a hearing of their claims, and they 
ask a delay of only sixty days in subjecting these lands to final sale. 
That is all there is in the joint resolution. The thirty days will be 
out on the 11th of this month, so that if any action is to be had at 
all it must be had to-day or to-morrow. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have no objection to the reference of the joint res- 

-olution, but I do object to its present consideration. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objec- 
tion. If this joint resolution is to be at all it should be passed 
mow. It gives only a delay of sixty days in subjecting these lands to 
sal 


e. 

Mr.COX. Does it undertake to interfere with the present condition 
of things wos tet postponing the sale? 

Mr. CONVE Not at 

Mr. COX. Then I see no objection to it. 

Mr. KEIFER. I insist upon my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would that the joint resolution 
might be referred to the Committee on Public Lands, with the right 
to report it back at any time. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Lask that. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have no objection to that. 

The joint resolution was accordingly taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands with authority to report the same back at any time. 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF THE MEXICAN WAR. 

Mr. HAYES, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3283) granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican 
war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN GAULT, JR. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIS, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
105) for the relief of John Gault, jr., late a major of the Twenty-eighth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer try, was taken from the 8 — 
yer table, read twice, and referred to the Committee on Military 

irs. 


BEVERLY TUCKER. 


Mr. LOWE, by unanimous consent, introduced (for Mr. FORSYTHE) 
a bill (H. R. No. 3284) for the relief of Beverly Tucker, District of Co- 
lumbia; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 5 


ESTATE OF DR. JOEL C. FRAZIER, 


Mr.CARLISLE. The Committee of Ways and Means, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 614) for the relief of the estate of Dr. Joel 
C. Frazier, deceased, late of Harrison County, Kentucky, have di- 
rected me to ask that the committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill, (which has been erroneously referred,) and 
that it be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


SCHOONER W. P. COX. 


Mr. MARTIN, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 3285) changing the name of the schooner W. 
P. Cox to Annie V. Minor; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


W. SCOTT WHITNEY. 


Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 3286) for the relief of W. Scott Whitney for services 
as second lieutenant in the Second iment of New York Veteran 
Cavalry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


UNSURVEYED LANDS, RANDOLPH COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


Mr. THOMAS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3287) granting to the county of Randolph, in the State of Illinois, 
certain public unsurveyed lands within said county on certain con- 
ditions; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF COLORED EMIGRANTS. 


Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No, 3238) for the relief of colored emigrants; which was read a 
first and second time. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. I hope that, by unanimous consent, this 
bill may receive present consideration. Its object is to relieve some 
contributions from abroad, now in bond in New York, from import 
duties assessed inst them by the Government. 

The SPEAKE Bills of this character usually go to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, but the Chair will state to the House the 

uest of the panenan that this bill be considered now. 
. RYAN, of Kansas. It is important that this relief be extended 
at once, if at all. Let the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, the right to object being 


reserved. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Beit enacted, éc., That all clothing and other articles, being charitable contri- 
butions, or the avails of charitable contributions, imported in good faith the 
relief or aid of colored persons who may have emi 
other States, not for sale, and all such articles im 
admitted free of duty, under such regulations as 
e Provided, That such articles shall be delivered onl 
ni . 


OS fad cra Is there objection to the present consideration of 
i 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I think the bill should be referred. Itis 
in line with many other bills of a similar character. The Committee 
of Ways and Means are now ining into this question. If this 
bill be found correct we will report it back early next week. I hope 
the gentleman will consent to let it take the course I s 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. I must consent if there is objection; but I 
had hoped unanimous consent would be given that these contribu- 
tions might be made available at once for these indigént people. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. There is no disposition on my part to 
oppose the object which the gentleman has in view, but only to pro- 
tect the Treasury from possible wrong. : j 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made to present consideration, 
the bill will be referred. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, I want to say—— 

The SPEAKER. There are so many gentlemen desiring to be rec- 
nei that the Chair cannot allow debate upon a question of this 


Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. Perhaps the gentleman from New York will 
withdraw his objection when I state that this bill was prepared at 
the Treasury Department by the law officer of that Department. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from New 
York as objecting. One objection is fatal to the request. 
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KNIGHTS OF WISE MEN. 

Mr. HOUSE, by unanimous omman introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3289) to incorporate the Supreme Grand Lodge Knights of Wise Men ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE QUARANTINE. 

Mr. ACKLEN, by unanimous consent, re; from the Committee 
on Commerce the following resolution; which was read, considered, 
and agreed to: 

spore sel daoumenta, Lor tuo vat et anil opmunitons, relating, 40 sts interstate 

or use 
— — bill now said committee. 
KIMBERLY BROTHERS. 

Mr. GOODE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 
3290) for the relief of Kimberly Brothers; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Navy Department. g 

ALLOWANCE OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back a 

bill (H. R. No. 3291) for allowance of certain claims reported by the 


accounting officers of the United States De ent; which 
eres a first and second time, and ordered to be printed and recom- 
mitted. 
FOREIGN _AFFAIRS. 
Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent to 


report a resolution from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, which it 
is important for the business before that committee should be adopted 
at this time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be authorized to have printed 
any documents for the use of said committee which it may deem necessary in con- 
nection with subjects under consideration. 


There wasno objection, and the resolution was received and adopted. 
PRIVATE BILLS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. These reports from committees will be in order 
in the morning hour, and I hope gentlemen will not anticipate. I ask 
now to call up Senate amendment to House joint resolution No, 148 

Mr. BRIGHT. I object, and call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. BriGHT,] chairman of the Committee of 
Claims, the morning hour now begins at twelveo’clock and thirty-one 
minutes, and this being Friday reports are in order from committees 
of business of a private nature only, the call resting with the Com- 
mittee of Accounts. 

ENROLLED BILL. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled an act (H. R. No. 2803) 
for the relief of Doddridge & Davis; when the Speaker signed the same. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. BRIGHT, from the Committee of Claims, reported back the fol- 
rots cases; and the same were referred to the Committee on War 

aims: 

A bill (H. R. No. 430) for the relief of the Mobile Marine Dock Com- 


pany; 
A bill (H. R. No. 632) for the benefit of Alexander Drake, of Wolfe 
County, Kentueky; 
The petition of John B. Slack, for relief; and 
The petition of William Wood, for relief. 


JACKSON GRUBB. $ 


Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee of Claims, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 710) to refund to Jackson Grubb internal- 
revenue taxes wrongfully collected; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered tọ be printed. 

D. L. PAYNE. 

Mr. BOWMAN, from the Committee of Claims, to whom was referred 
a resolution of the House for the pr to D. L. Payne of $400 for 
extra services as messenger of the House during the Forty-fifth Con- 

reported the same back adversely ; and it was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BOWMAN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. BRIGHT. The gentleman from New York [Mr. COVERT] who 
is a member of the Committee of Claims, and intrusted with reports 
to submit from that committee, has just stepped out; and for oa) by 
unanimous consent, permission will be ted to him he r to 
submit any reports he may have ready from that committee. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

TELEPHONE IN HOUSE LOBBY. 


Mr. ACKLEN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution for present consideration : 

Resolved, That permission is hereby given to the National Telephone Com 
to puta 8 in the lobby of eg pole of Re tatives for the aga g 


presentatives 
members and clerks of committees, providing the work of placing said 
in said lobby shall entail no expense upon the House. 


Mr. ACKLEN. I think, Mr. Speaker, it is unn for me to 
say anything on that subject, as the resolution 8 itself. 
No expense is to be entailed upon the House whatever. I demand 
the previous question. x 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ACKLEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PROPAGATION OF SALT-WATER FISH. 

Mr. BEALE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
adversely House bills Nos. 1355 and 1858, to protect the propaga- 
tion of salt-water fish; and the same were laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

W. 8, MAXWELL. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
2 back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 3064) to remove the political 

isabilities of W. S. Maxwell, of Tennessee. 

The bill, which was read, provides (two-thirds of each House con- 
curring therein) that all the political disabilities imposed upon W. 
8. Maxwell, of the State of Tennessee, by the third section of the 
fourteenth article of amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States are hereby removed. 

pyre se a I ask for the reading of the petition accompany- 
ing this bill. 


petition was read, as follows: Pag 
W County. 
To the Senate and House of i 
of the United of America in Congress assembled : 


cs he humble petition of Bide Maxwell, erases 2 the county 3 State 

ennessee, would respec è laboring under the disabili- 

5 Sof ‘article H of the amendments to the Constitution of the 
pii States. 

EE our petitioner would humbl 
said disabilities be remo o W 

5 W. S. MAXWELL. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being sogre, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

WILLIAM SHARP. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, also, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 2569) to remove the 
political disabilities of William Sharp, of Virginia. 

The bill, which was read, provides (two-thirds of each Honse con- 
curring therein) that all the political disabilities imposed by the 
fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States on 
William Sharp, of Virginia, are hereby removed. 

The petition was read, as follows: 


NORFOLK, VIRGINIA, November 29, 1879. 
To the Congress of the United States: 

On the secession of Virginia in A 1861, I resigned my commission as a lieu- 

gy ph Glee Sl ed Lay a 
s obedient servan 
ery respectfully, your t, 3 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move, Mr. Speaker, to amend that bill by adding, 
after the name of the party, “‘and all other persons.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman that 
that motion would not be in order to-day, as this being Friday, 
private-bill day, the amendment would attach to a private bill that 
which would make it general in its character. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I think we have already had about enough of 
this sort of farce here. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair desires to say that he coincides with 
the gentleman. , 

Mr. WRIGHT. We ought to have a general bill covering all such 


cases, 

The SPEAKER. Tho Chair is precisely of the same opinion as the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I demand the regular order, 

TheSPEAKER. The regular order ison the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Eee bill was ordered to be ee poa aoo 3 a third sme ee 

ing en it was accordi e third time, and p: 
8 in favor 8 i 

W. H. PARKER. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, also, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 2566) to remove the 
political disabilities of W. H. Parker, of Maryland. 

The bill, which was read, provides (two-thirds of each House concur- 
ring therein) that all political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States on William H. 
Parker, of Maryland, are hereby removed. 

The petition was read, as follows: 

MARYLAND AGRICULTURAL e e e STATION, 
Prince George's County, Maryland, April 5, 1869. 


To the honorable members of the Senate 


and House of ives in Congress assembled : 


Representati 
Your petitioner, William H. Parker, formerly an officer in the United States Navy, 
and recently in the service of the C 


States, respectfully prays that by 
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joint resolution of honorable bodies or otherwise the political disabilities im- 
posed on him by the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution may be removed. 
WILLIAM H. PARKER. 


The bill was ordered to = à 2 read a third umes and 
being en it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 
asea Pe ‘ec in favor thereof. : 


REFUND OF TAXES. 


Mr. LAPHAM, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably House bill No. 166, to provide for the refunding of certain 
taxes in conformity with a decision of the Supreme Court. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue be, and is hereby, authorized and directed, out of any 
moneys in the not otherwise appropriated, to refund all 
taxes collected upon “ the capital employed by any person in the 
business of banking,” which come within the principles of the de- 
cision by the United States Supreme Court in the case of Bailey, col- 
lector, vs. Clark and others, anything in ag act to the contrary not- 
withstanding, provided that applications for such refund shall be 
made in conformity with the existing regulations of the Treasury, 
and shall be presented to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
within one year from the p: of this act. 

Mr. LAPHAM. As this is the unanimous report from the com- 
mittee, I ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Is that a private bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine it. 

Mr. LAPHAM. The bill relates to the claims of a very few per- 
sons in a single collection district in the city of New York. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause to be read the paragraph in 
the Manual as to the line of distinction between public and private 


bills. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


[The line of distinction between public and private bills is so difficult to be de- 
er and the de- 
of Congress, to 


ting pensions to such persons as a class, instead of as indi- 
viduals, is a public bill. Bille for the incorporation of com es, and aes Sod 
ations are contined within the District of Columbia, have treated as private ; 
but where such companies are autho: to have agencies and transact business 
outside the limits of the District, they are treated as public. Bills granting lands 
for railroads have always been held to be public; while a bill authorizing the ex- 
tension of a railroad into the District of Columbia, or conferring certain privi- 
leges upon such an incorporation, has been held to be private.) 

Mr. LAPHAM. I ask the attention of the Chair to the facts stated 
in the report as showing the character of this bill. As I have stated, 
it relates solely to the claims of a few individuals in a single collec- 
tion district in the city of New York who were compelled to pay 
under protest revenue taxes on borrowed money which the collector 
of the district treated as part of the capital of bankers. The ques- 
tion came to the Supreme Court of the United States, and was decided 
adversely to the action of the collector. Under an arrangement be- 
tween the claimants and the United States district attorney for the 
southern district of New York a single suit was agreed upon, The 
object of this bill is to provide for the refunding of taxes in the other 
cases which were precisely of the same character. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to ask the gentleman from New 
York whether the bill does not provide generally for a refunding of 
taxes under the circumstances stated ? 

Mr. LAPHAM. Perhaps if there were any other cases of the same 
kind in the United States it would; but there are none. The facts 
show there is not another district in the State of New York where 
this rule of taxation was adopted. 


The SPEAKER. Still the bill is in its language general. 
Mr. GARFIELD. While the lan e of the bill is general, the 


question may still arise whether the subject-matter of the bill is itself 
general. The committee tells us the subject-matter is particular and 
individual. I think this might without any injustice be treated as 
a private bill. 

r. LAPHAM. It is really a private bill, as the report will show 
if it is read. 


The SPEAKER. The report will be read 
The report of the Committee on the Judiciary was read, as follows: 


That in the years 1869 and 1870 certain taxes were imposed and collected by the 
collector of internal revenue in the thirty-second collection district of New York 
upon sums of borrowed money, claimed to be capital of certain bankers and bro- 
kers in business in said district, which taxes were claimed to be illegal at the time, 
and were paid under protest; that the said collection district is the only one in the 
United States where such rule of taxation was adopted. After the payment of 
such taxes under protest, as before stated, an action was commenced inst the 
collector of the district by one of 3 making such payment. ereupon 
an arrangement was made with the United States district attorney for the south- 
ern district of New York that all claims for taxes so claimed to have been illegally 
collected should abide the event of the case so commenced; and upon the faith of 
that arrangement the remaining parties omitted to commence actions. The action 
sgo commenced was finally decided in the October term of the — 7. Court of the 
United States in the year 1674, and was in favor of the plaintiff and against the 
legality of said taxes. In the mean time, and in June, Congress passed an 
act providing that claims for taxes to be refunded must be presented to the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue within two years from the time of collection; so 
that — = decision of the court was made all the claims of the parties were 

y said statute, 

Your committee, under the circumstances surrounding the case, and in view of 

the fact that these cases are exceptional and confined to a single collection district, 


and the claimants have been guilty of no laches in a recommend the 
passage of the bill. A similar bill was passed by the y-fourth Congress and 
approved on the 27th February, 1877. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is very much in doubt on the point, 
but he gives the benefit of the doubt to the reserving of this day for 
private bills only. The Chair thinks that the bill in its scope is a 
public one. Although it is only intended to reach a class of cases in 
a particular district, it would still apply to any other cases of the 
same c ter. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I would like to ask my colleague a ques- 
tion. Does he state that a mode of taxation was adopted in the thirty- 
= > ac aca district of New York which was not adopted in other 

istricts 

Mr. LAPHAM. It was adopted in no other district in the United 
States. I have the affidavit of the then Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue on that point, in which he states that this is the only in- 
stance in which this class of capital was sought to be taxed, 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands the scope of the bill, it 
is that in this particular collection district there have been la 
amounts of taxes paid under a cetain rule of taxation, and the b 
proposes to refund these taxes to the individuals who paid them. But 
the terms of the bill are general, although it is stated that it will 
apply only to that particular district, and they are general as relating 
to the tax-payers of that district. The Chair is therefore inclined to 
believe that this does not belong to the class of bills for which Fri- 
day = to be reserved. And, in addition, the bill issubject to the 
point of order, even if allowed to come in. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I ask that by unanimous consent the bill be con- 
sidered now. . 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. If the bill is to be considered now 
I raise the point of order that it must have its first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole, because it calls for an appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York desires to report 
the bill by consent, and then the point of order is made by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois that it must go to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Ihave no objection to its going on the Calendar. 
Under the ruling of the Chair I understand it goes on the public 
calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Yes ; the public calendar. 

There being no objection, the bill was received, and was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
the following bills and petitions, and the committee was discharged 
from the farther consideration of the same, and they were referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

The bill (H. R. No. 875) for the relief of John B. Slack; 

The bill (H. R. No. 985) for the relief of Joseph Sawyer; 

The bill (H. R. No. 1356) for the relief of J. H. Merrill; 

The peran of Andrew Jones, praying for the allowance of a claim 
in his favor against the Government; and 

The petition of Jesse Durnell, second-class pilot, United States 
Mississippi Squadron, for difference between second and first class 
pilot’s pay. 

JOSEPH B. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R No. 1800) for the 
relief of Joseph B. Campbell, captain in the Fourth Artillery, United 
States Army; which, with the accompanying report, was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES M. RUBY. 

Mr. BRAGG also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 112s) for the relief of 
James M. Ruby; which, with the accompanying report, was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM GAINES. 

Mr. McCOOK, from thesame committee, reported back, with a favor- 
able recommendation, the bill (H.R. No. 2002) to place William Gaines, 
late ordnance-sergeant United States Army, on the retired list. 

The bill provides that William Gaines, late ordnance-sergeant United 
States Army, shall be placed on the retired list of the Army with the 
full pay and allowance of an ordnance-sergeant for and during his 
natural life, he having served faithfully and honorakiy in the Army 
of the United States for more than fifty-one years, and having been 
an ordnance-sergeant for over thirty-three consecutive poor of said 
service, and having participated in the siege of Fort Meigs, the de- 
7851 of Fort Stevenson, and the battle of the Thames in the war of 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be en and 
read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. McCOOK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pansa ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

to. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. McCOOK. Iask that the report accompanying the bill just 


passed be printed in the RECORD. 


1880. 
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There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The report is as follows: 


Mr. McCook, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred 

H. R. No. 3908, to place William late an ordnance-sergeant United States 
on the retired list, submits the follo report: 

William Gaines was . City, — land, in Et ke eben woot 
boy removed to the State of Kentucky. en vo years 
with his uncle at the battle of Tippecanoe, and in 1812, when but thirteen years of age, 
he enlisted as a drummer-boy in Captain Armstrong's company of the Twenty-fourth 
Infantry, at Knoxville, Tennessee. After serving against the Creek In he 
marched with his company — the States of Kentucky and Ohio, was engaged in 
the defense of Forts Meigs and Stephenson in July and augon, 1813, and took part 
in the battle of the Thames, October 5, 1813. After the declaration of peace, he was 
engaged on recruiting service in the city of New York, and on the 23d of Novem- 
ber, 1816, reenlisted the Army. His record in the Adjutant-General's Office 
(attached and made a part of this report) commenced from that date, and it shows 
that he served continuously until his final discharge in 1866, a period of over fifty- 
one years. For over thirty- years he served as an 5 holding 
that rank at the date of his discharge. He is now an occupant of the Soldiers’ Home 
near this city, and he is believed to be the only survivor of the gallant defenders of 
Fort Stephenson, under Colonel C 8 A 

In March, 1379, an act was approved placing Lewis Seffman, ordnance-sergeant, 
on the retired list with full pay and allowances, . continuous service 
as such ordnance-sergeant and fifty-three years’ service in the Army; and in view 
of this precedent, as well as the long and faithful services of Sergeant 
— recommend the passage of the bill. 

PENSION BILLS, 


Mr. COFFROTH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back, with favorable recommendations, the following bills; 
which, with the accompanying reports, were referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2855) granting a pension to Rachel J. Reber ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2853) granting a pension to Elizabeth Aults ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3076) granting a pension to William R. Weimer; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2862) granting an increase of pension to John H. 


Gaines, your 


A bill (H. R. No. 1890) granting a pension to Ellen Gillespie ; 
A bill E R. No. 2861 granting an increase of pension to Herman 
Baldwin; 


A bill (H. R. No. 2860) granting a pension to Thomas H. Vaughn; 
A bill R. No. 3077) granting a pension to John L. Williams; 
A bill (H. R. No. 1465) granting a pension to Levi Leidam ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2864) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah 
W. Bunker; : ’ 

A bill (H. R. No. 2467) granting a pension to Daniel D. Long; 

A bill 12 R. No. 2850) granting a pension to Paul Walker; 


A bill (H. R. No. 1806) granting a pension to Michael Lingenfelter; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2468) granting a pension to Henry H. Fisher; 

A bill (E R. No. 2854) granting a pension to Noah Caton ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2039) granting a pension to Jacob J. Smith ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2857) granting a pension to Joseph Showman ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2856) granting a pension to William T. McCoy; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2290) granting a pension to William Bowman ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2469) granting a pension to A. J. McConnell; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1464) granting a pension to Edmund Eastman; 
A bill (H R. No. 3021 granting a pension to Eliza M. Frick; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1469) granting a pension to Mary Ann McCarrol; 


A bill (II. R. No. 2450) granting a pension to Mary Wade, mother 

of Jennie Wade; 
ill (H. R. No. 238) for the relief of J. J. Purman ; 

. R. No. 228) granting a pension to George W. Leamy ; 
. R. No. 225) granting a pension to Melissa Wagner ; 

R. No. me granting a pension to Thomas gt Bs 
H. R. No. ) granting a pension to Caroline Boll; 
R. No. 3098) granting a pension to Jacob Ginder ; 
(H. R. No. 3261) granting a pension to Elizabeth Dougherty ; 
. R. No. 3100) granting relief to Samuel B. Hutchinson ; 
. R. No. 1460) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
. R. No. 254) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
. R. No. 2041) granting a pension to James Aaron ; 
. R. No. 253) to increase the pension of Captain Samuel C, 


. R. No. 3259) granting a pension to Jesse Hicken ; 

. R. No. 3260) granting a pension to Eliza McConnel ; 

. R. No. 3264) granting a pension to Abner Hoopes ; 

. No. 3262) granting a pension to Harry E. Williams; 

. R. No. 3263) granting a pension to Margaret E. West; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 271) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary 
B. Dallas. 

Mr. COFFROTH, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 3292) granting a pension to Sally M. Buchanan, widow of Gen- 
eral Robert C. Buchanan, United States Army ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, from the same committee, reported back, 
with favorable recommendations, bills of the following titles; which 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying reports, orderded to be printed : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2643) granting a pension to Mary Meighan, widow 
of Peter Meighan ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2474) to increase the pension of Thomas Riley, late 
private Company L, Seventh United States Cavalry ; 


4 bill (H. R. No. 863) granting a pension to George W. Woodward; 


an 
bil] A bill (H. R. No. 864) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 


Frances M. Wilkinson. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, from the same committee, reported back a 
bill (H. R. No. 1650) for the relief of Edward T. Brownell, and moved 
that the Committee on Invalid Pensions be discharged from the far- 
ther consideration of the same, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HOSTETLER, from the same committee, reported back, with 
favorable recommendations, bills of the owing titles ; which were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed : 

A bill (H. R. No. 746) for the relief of Anna E, Hallowell; 

A bill (H. R. No. 748) granting a pension to Rebecca S. Allen; 

A bill (H. R. No. 751) granting a pension to Harvey Burk; and 

A bill (H. R. No, 753) granting a pension to Thomas J. Jackson. 

ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair, on behalf of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. VAN VOoORIHIS, I asks that Hon. Alf ll, of New York, 
an ex-member of the Legislature of that State, be admitted to the 
privileges of the floor during his stay in the city. 

Mr. N. I make the same request in to Hon. William 
N. Chancellor, of Parkersburgh, West Virginia, a member of the Leg- 
islature of that State. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection these requests will be 
granted. 

There was no objection. 

D. M. HAMLIN. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Has the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I ask unanimous consent to have taken from 
the Speaker’s table, for concurrence in amendments from the Senate, 
the joint resolution (H. R. No. 148) for the relief of D. M. Hamlin. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

After line 6 insert the following: 

That the Secre of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to pay Andrew F. e the sum of $342.50, the same being for services as riding- 
page of the Senate, at the rate of $2.50 per day, from the 17th day of July to the 

day of November, inclusive, 1879; and an amount sufficient to pay the same 
is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not o appropri- 

Amend the title so as to read: 

Joint resolution for the relief of D. M. Hamlin and Andrew F. Slade. 

There being no objection, the amendments were concurred in. 

ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 

Mr. WOOD. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday next. : 

The question being n on agreeing to the motion, there were— 
ayes 127, noes 38. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the motion of Mr. Woop was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of business on the Private 
Calendar. z 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. Cox in the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of the 

rivate Calendar, 
> The C This is consideration day, and not objection 
ay. 


CHARLES CLINTON. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1542) for the relief of Charles Clinton, of New Orleans, late assistant 
treasurer at New Orleans. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, €c., That the of the Treasury be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay to Charles Clinton, late assistant United States treasurer 
at New Orleans, Ina, out of any money in the Treasury vot otherwise — 4 
propriated, the sum of $5,850, being the amount of pas money stolen from h 
office on the. ist day of May, 1871, and refunded by to the Government of the 


United States. 
The report was read, as follows: 
The Committee of Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1542) 


for the relief of Charles Clinton, beg leave to report: 

That a similar bill was unanimously repo: from the committee at the third 
session of the Forty-fifth Congress, but was not reached for consideration in the 
House. The report then made states the facts connected with this claim so eet 
and succinctly that we prefer to adopt it rather than prepare a new statement. It 


is as follows: 
“ That they have given full consideration to the bill provi for the relief of 
leans, Louisiana, 


Charles Clinton, late assistant United States treasurer at New 
and of all the facts connected therewith. 

“Tt appears from the information furnished from the Treasury De ent that 
on the morning of the ist of May, 1871, the sum of $5,850 was stolen from the office 
of the assistant treasurer at New Orleans by some unknown, and that im- 
888 thereafter the amount was refunded by the assistant treasurer to the 

vernment. 


It appears from the testimony submitted to the committee that a thorough ex- 
amination of all the facts and into the business of the office of the assistant treas- 
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urer by the special ts of the Treasury exonerated the cashier and em: és 
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lame. 
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by the Secretary of 5 of all the 
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ployés he could not conduct the office torily. 
“The Secretary 9 that no appropriation had been made for this — 
e 


=n that therefore request of the assistant treasurer could not be compli 
“It that while the cashier was engaged for a moment in attending to the 
duties of his office away from the counter, on which were several of 


er in 
front of the counter and immediately disappeared. 

There is no suspicion, o of suspicion, against the assistant treasurer 
or his cashier, or the employés of the office. 

“It appears that the tant treasurer was a zealous and careful officer, and 
that the cashier was also augm and faithful. Large sams of money passed 
through this office, and every dollar was faithfully accounted for. 
never at any time any complaint. e 

“Tt is also made to appear by the testimony before your committee that the as- 
sistant treasurer ex due diligence and watchful care over the appointments 
and over the actions of his subordinates. 

The proof absolutely excludes any presumption of fraud or misconduct on the 

the assistant treasurer or his zubordinates, or any privity or knowledge on 
the part of the assistant treasurer whatever.” 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


Mr. PRICE. Lask the gentleman who reported this bill what sort 
of funds were taken in this case, money or stamps? 
The CHAIRMAN. This bill was reported from the Committee of 
oo and Means by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. CARLISLE. ] 
T. 


money lying, some thief fished up one of them by reaching over the 
r 


was 


TUCKER. e gentleman from Kentucky is not now in his 
seat; I have sent for him. 
Mr. PRICE. I will state my reason for asking this question. The 


report discloses the fact that this property, whatever it was, was al- 
lowed to lie unguarded where any man who had not the fear of the 
law before his eyes could take it up and walk off with it. Yet the re- 
port on to say that there was great vigilance and efficiency in 
the administration of the office. That will do to tell somebody who 
has never been called upon to handle and take care of money. This 
money was placed where it could be reached by some outsider. When 
the money is gone, this officer comes here and asks to be reimbursed ; 
and the statement is made that he has been very careful. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the bill will be laid 
aside, to be reported to the House with a recommendation that it 

Mr. PRICE. Ido not know about that, for, Mr. Chairman, I am 
not prepared to sit here and allow a bill of that sort to be laid aside 
with the recommendation that it do pass without knowing more about 
it than we do about this bill. The report to the contrary notwith- 
standing, there was clearly a want of care on the part of the officer 
having e of these funds. 

Mr ‘BRIG T. I rise for the purpose of saying that this question 
cannot be dis of by any re objection on the part of the gen- 
tleman from lowa. The report of the committee is before the House 
for consideration, and the bill is only to be disposed of by a majority 
vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The panema is correct. Thisis not objection 
day, and this bill is to be disposed of in the ordinary way. The pend- 
ing question is, Shall the bill be laid aside to be repo. to the House 
on a recommendation that it do pass! 

Mr. BARBER. I think, Mr. Chairman, we are entitled to know 
more about this case than we seem to do; and for one I should like 
to know whether the mode and manner in which this money disap- 
peared as set forth in the report is a matter of fact or mere theory. 

The question was submitted to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. By the sound the motion to lay aside and report 
to the House does not seem to be agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Before proceeding any further, I ask that this bill 
shall be passed over for the present until the gentleman from Ken- 
make (Mr. CARLISLE, ] who reported it from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, has had an opportunity to be present, when perhaps he 
will be able to give to the House such information as may, together 
with the 5 satisfy the committee the bill ought to pass. 

The C . There being no objection, the bill will be passed 
over for the present. 

SAMUEL LORD, JR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was an act (S. No.62) for 
the delivery to Samuel Lord, jr., receiver, of certain bonds now in the 
Treasury of the United States. . 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury 
to deliver up to Samuel Lord, jr., receiver of the president, directors, 
and company of the State Bank of Charleston, South Carolina, the 
following bonds, now in the of the United States, to wit: 
bonds numbered 812, 821, 836, and 837, each for the sum of $1,000, 
being coupon bonds issued by the State of South Carolina in aid of 
the Blue Ridge Railroad Company, and signed by R. F. W. Allston, 

vernor, and T. G. Pickens, comptroller-general, under an act of the 
eral eria A of South Carolina, ratified on the 21st day of De- 
cember, 1854, which were the property of the said president, directors, 
and company of the State Bank, to be administered by the said Sam- 
uel Lord, jr., receiver, as he may be directed by the proper court in 

South Carolina, under which he holds his appointment of receiver 


* 


as aforesaid. It further authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to the said receiver of said bank, out of any mone 
in 8 not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $479, col- 
lected of the coupons for interest on said bonds, and heretofore cov- 
ered into the Treasury of the United States, to be administered by 
said receiver as hereinbefore provided. 

5 Res PRICE. Iask for the reading of the report accompanying that 


The report was read, as follows: 
That the State of South Caro! by virtue of a la’ in 1854, issued bonds 
8 dof the Blue Ridge Railroad ; that, upon a 


to the amount of $1,000,000 in aid of the Blue ; that, upon such issue 
made, the president, directors, and ena a the State Bank of Charleston, 
Sou ee Ser o laws of that State prior to the year 


in ——- 
purchase until 27th of February, 1865. On the day last named the bo: 
y of the bank, were in the custody of its cashier (Benjamin 
‘eeping, at a country house near Lynch's Creek, Kershaw distric' 
were then taken from him a detachment of the forces o 
the United States under the command 


The bonds are now in the Treasury Department; and the sum of „which has 
been collected of the con for interest on the . 


of the United States. 
In 1869, the said on insolvent, a receiver of its property and effects 
was aj 


pointed, and Samuel Lord, jr., is now such receiver. 
‘The committee is of the opinion that the receiver is entitled to such bonds, and 
to the amount collected for interest thereon and covered into the Treasury. 
eee with an amendment, the said bill, and rec- 
passage. 


The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the House on a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CALVIN BRONSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. No. 
2269) for the relief of Calvin Bronson. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Calvin Bronson $11,211 out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The report of the committee was read, as follows: 

The facts of the case are briefly these: By act of C of June 30, 1864, the 
taxon smoking-tobacco 7 subject of this claim) was twenty-five cents per pound; 
by act of Congress of 3d March, 1865, the tax on same was made thirty-five cents 
por poant, to take effect on Ist April, 1865. The said lot of tobacco was manufact- 

in the month of March, 1865, returned to the assistant assessor under the terms 
of act of June 30, 1864, and the assessment was then made of ORTAN cents 
pound, which assessment was handed to Collector Raymond, of the Toledo district, 
and by him collected. 

After the act of 3d March, 1865, went into effect an additional assessment was 
made of ten cents per pasea more, amounting to $11,211, which the claimant vig- 
orously resisted until forced to pay the same. 

s (in that revenue district) seized a 17 amount 
gto the said Calvin Bronson, on the ground that he in May, 


of his factory and tobacco was entirely unnecessary." 
this tax of ten cents additional on his smok- 
d the same to get his factory and tobacco 
e Internal Revenue Commissioner at Wash- 
ing until recently. 
Bronson was allowed by both the Commis- 
tor of the Internal Revenue Department, and sent to the 


Mr. HURD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
GIBSON] who waa this bill being absent, I will endeavor to make 
a statement to the House in reference to this case, being familiar with 
the facts and knowing the gentleman for whose relief the bill has been 
proposed. In March, 1805. Calvin Bronson, the claimant, was the 
owner of a large quantity of smoking-tobacco which had been manu- 
facturedin that month and was liable to taxation under the law passed 
in June, 1864. The tax was twenty-five cents per pound. After the 
tax had been paid a law was , which took effect in March, 1565, 
increasing the tax on smoking-tobacco to thirty-five cents per pound. 
The officers of the internal revenue insisted that Mr. Bronson was 
liable to the additional tax of ten cents. He resisted the payment of 
the tax upon two grounds: first, that the law in force at the time 
the tobacco was manufactured fixed it at twenty-five cents only ; and, 
secondly, that the matter had altogether been closed. But, notwith- 
sanding: his resistance, the taxation was insisted upon, and it was 
paid by him under protest. 

Afterward, the property of Mr. Bronson was seized upon the alle- 

tion that, in 1855 e had made a fraudulent conveyance of it to 

is brother, for the purpose of evading the law which had raised 
the tax. This seizure was altogether independent of the transaction 
referred to in this bill. The matter was referred to the 
Department, and, after a careful examination by agents appointed 
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for that purpose, it was decided the seizure was unlawful, and the 
5 restored to Mr. Bronson. But the revenue officials at 
the time of the settlement still required that he should pay this ad- 
ditional ten cents on the tobacco. 

Mr. SAPP. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HURD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAPP, Is this to reimburse the party for illegal taxes or as 
damages by virtue of the seizure of his property! 

Mr HURD. It is to return to him the tax which has been illegally 
collected from him. é 

Mr. BAKER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio a ques- 


tion. 

Mr. HURD. I have only been stating the case. If the gentleman 
will wait until I finish it, I will yield to him. t 

Mr. BAKER. I desire simply to say to the gentleman from Ohio 
that there is only one question raised by the report which has been 
read upon which I have any difficulty, and that is the point which 
relates to the compromise alleged to have been made. The commit- 
tee state only that the compromise which was made by this claimant 
with the Government and by virtue of which, as I understand, his 
property was released from seizure was in consideration in some way, 
as I take it, of this agreement, not to press this claim on his part 
against the Government. But they state only there was such a com- 

romise ; and yet for some reason which is ga ey by them the 
40 not consider the compromise thus made by the Government wit 
the claimant is now binding on the claimant. I would like to know 
on what ground it is insisted here that the compromise thus alleged 
by this report to have been made with the claimant fourteen years 
ago should at this time on any equitable consideration be set aside. 

Mr. HURD. It was on this point I was about directing the atten- 
tion of the House, when the gentleman from Indiana interrupted me. 
As the report of the committee and my statement has demonstrated, 
the tax which this claimant was obliged to pay was an Diegas one, 
and the seizure of his property in no wise connected with the pay- 
ment of this particular tax was an illegal one. The officers of the 
Government so reported and the Treasurer of the United States so 
found. But at the time this declaration was made this claim that 
this money should be returned to him was still refused; the Govern- 
ment, recognizing the fact that the property had been illegally seized, 
still held that having possession of the money it would retain it. 

Now, whatever may have been the compromise between Mr. Bron- 
son and the Government, it certainly results in this situation, that 
the Government had taken advan of an unlawful act—of an ille- 
gal seizure of the property of the claimant—to compel him to con- 
sent to pay the money, or rather to withhold a claim for money which 
was in the Treasury of the United States. And by well-established 
principles of law which govern the contracts and relations of private 
individuals, if seems to me that the Government cannot insist on its 
right to hold this money at all. If it were the case of an individual 

ing for relief from an individual under similar circumstances, 
not only would the party be compelled to refund the money which 
had thus been extorted, but the individual who had been guilty 
of the extortion would be liable to indictment at common law. And 
I cannot believe the Government of the United States will make itself 
a party to a crime by taking money in this unlawful way from a pri- 
vate citizen. 

The gentleman says or intimates it is rather late in the day this 
claim should be presented to the House. Mr. Bronson has been ask- 
ing for relief at the hands ef the House of Representatives and of 
Congress ever since this money was extorted from him. In the last 
Congress the Committee of Ways and Means unanimously reported 
in favor of the return of the money to him. The Committee of Ways 
and Means in this House at an early day made a similar report, and 
I insist under these circumstances the party thus unlawfully deprived 
of his money ought to receive it back. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, whenever any citizen of this country 
has his property wrongfully seized by the Government there is open 
to him, as there is to any other individual in any private business re- 
lation, two methods of adjusting the difficulty in which he finds him- 
self. One of them is by appeali g to the courts, and the other by 
effecting an amicable settlement of the matter. It seems in this case, 
when Mr. Bronson’s property had been illegally seized, in order to get 
the restoration of that property without the necessity of invoking 
the aid of the court, he saw fit to make some adjustment with the 
Government as a condition of that release which looked to the relin- 
quishment of the claim which he had for $11,000, and which he was 
seeking to recover. 

The report of the Committee of Ways and Means, which I hold in 
my hand, shows that the claimant effected such a compromise as that 
and he received the benefit of that compromise by the surrender o 
his legal right. It is, I submit again, as the gentleman from Ohio 
ssid or intimated, a little late in the day, after fourteen years have 
passed from the time this compromise was effected, for Mr. Bronson 
to come here asking Congress to relieve him from the compromise 
that he voluntarily made. 

Mr. Chairman, in the private relations of life, where a party in- 
yokes the clemency of his adversary and enters into a compromise of 


a litigated matter, it is rather late in the day for him, fourteen years 
after the compromise has been concluded, to appeal to the tribunals 
of his country for the purpose of obtaining relief from a compromise 


that he went into with his eyes open when he had it in his power to 
refuse the compromise, end, by appealing to the courts t were 
always open, reclaim from the possession of the officers of the Gov- 
ernment, on the ground that they had wrongfully seized his property, 
the possession of it back to himself. I submit that it will 0 
to take the money out of the Treasury at this late day on the bare 
suggestion that is made by the committee that the compromise was 
an unfortunate one on the part of Mr. Bronson, because the Govern- 
ment had ion of his property 8 

Mr. SAPP. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. BAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SAPP. Is there any doubt that this tax was illegal? And if 
it was 1 ought not the man to have his money back again ? 

Mr. B R. ther the tax was illegal or not is a matter about 
which I am not certainly advised, and about which I do not propose 
to enter into any discussion. I assume, Mr. Chairman, that, whether 
the tax was illegal or not, when Mr. Bronson set himself up as a judge 
in his own case at the time the question was sought to be compro- 
mised by him with the Government he knew as much abont it as 
baer Ase else, and knew whether or not he was surrendering on a 
sufficient consideration legal rights that he then possessed. That is 
the ordinary case of any suitor or of any man who claims he has been 
injured and who has it in his hands, sitting as a judge in his own 
case, to determine whether under all the circumstances it is wise and 
expedient for him to effect a compromise; and if he does do it, I sub- 
mit that there is no principle of law, and no principle of justice either, 
that is more familiar or more wisely exerted than that a party thus 
compromising shall not be heard to allege that he might have recov- 
2 ure if he had gone into the courts by standing on his naked 

egal rights. 

8 that we ought always to scrutinize with the utmost nicety 
these aged claims, these claims that have grown hoary with age, and 
more especially so when the showing that is made by the man him- 
self who comes asking relief is that, on sufficient ground which sat- 
isfied his own judgment, he, being judge of his own case, determined 
it against himself. Under such circumstances I submit he ought not 
to be heard at this late day to say he made an unwise decision. 

Mr. SAPP, Will the gentleman yield to me for another question? 

Mr. BAKER. Yes, sir. ’ 

Mr. SAPP. Does the gentleman insist, if the Government has this 
man’s manoy wrongfully, that it is right for the Government to hold 
on to it 

Mr. BAKER. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that in the administration 
of the money of the people this House is not to be governed by any 
ideas of equity that are to be found in the uncertain and conflicting 
notions which gentlemen may have as to what equity is. We are to 
be governed here, I submit, wherever we can fin any fixed and cer- 
tain legal rules for the government of our own conduct, by the ad- 
ministration of wise and settled rules. And whatever may be my notion 
about it, whether I believe that the tax was wrongfully levied in the 
first instance or not, whether I believe that the seizure of the next year 
was wrongful or not, that is a matter of no moment in my judgment. 
We are not here to give away the people’s money, or to vote it away 
on any idle speculations as to what might have been equitable or 
inequitable at the time this transaction was closed. In point of fact 
and in point of law this man had the remedy in his own hands, and, 
having the remedy, he elected to make a settlement with the Govern- 
ment, and it is too late for him to-day to say, “ It is true I adjusted 
this matter with the Government; it is true I got possession of my 
property by virtne of that settlement; and yet, having obtained the 
benefit of the compromise on my part, I insist that the Government 
shall recognize my repudiation of the other part of the contract that 
was entered into.” 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that there is any dif- 
ficulty in getting to a correct conclusion in relation to this matter. I 
think the facts as well as the justice of the matter and the law of 
the case are too plain for debate. We find that under the act of April 
30, 1864, there was an assessment of this tobacco. There was a sub- 
sequent law, taking effect April 1, 1865, which increased the assess- 
mentupon tobacco. The first assessment surely was according to law. 
The tax was paid and the obligation of the individual was disch 
from the operation of the law. The su uent law could not react 
upon the tax that existed before that; and the subsequent assessment 
being retroactive and illegal was not entitled to take the property or 

nire the payment of an additional tax. Therefore the conclusion 
is irresistible that the tax was illegal. 

Then the second 88 Presents itself: shall the Government 
hold on to the illegal gain of which it has possessed itself through the 
illegal act of one of its officials? So far as the presentation of the 
question is concerned, every one would be bound to say that the Gov- 
ernment would have no right to hold on to it unless it did so by some 
principle of law or by some concession of the individual himself. And 
in order to protect the Government it is insisted that the individual 
entered into a compromise with the Government by which he relin- 
quished his right to a restitution of this tax. 

Now, what are the facts in relation to that matter? In the first 
place, the tax was paid under protest. In the second place, the Gov- 
ernment had made seizure of his property, and he was called upon 
to act under those circumstances. Now, is that a fair compromise in 
law? I maintain that there is not a court in the country that would 
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sustain it as a compromise in fact, because that involves the in 
dient of a free, voluntary, and uncoerced consent to the same thing 


by both contracting permes. 

Mr. SAMFORD. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BRIGHT. Certainly. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Do J understand the gentleman to say that this 
arrangement was coerced out of Mr. Bronson, in order that his prop- 
erty should be released by the Government? 

Mr. BRIGHT. I will explain. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Then another question in that same connection. 
How was Mr. Calvin Bronson induced to surrender his claim against 


the Government, in order to get the Government to release the prop- 
erty of his brother, David Bronson, to whom he had sold this to- 


bacco ? 

Mr. BRIGHT. I will answer the gentleman (to break the thread 
of my argument) that there was an investigation of the facts in re- 
lation to the question of fraud and the charge that was made against 
this individual, and the matter was determined in favor of the claim- 
ant, who now comes before Congress asking for relief. 

Mr. SAMFORD. No, sir; the decision was in favor of his brother. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I do not understand the report of the committee in 
that way. Ido not understand in that way the report of the com- 
mission which was appointed by the Government to ascertain the 
facts. But I will proceed with the argument that I was making in 
relation to the facts of the compromise. I maintain that there was 
no valid compromise made between the Government and this indi- 


vidual. 

Mr. SAPP. Wilk the gentleman allow me to ask him a single ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BRIGHT. Certainly. 

Mr. SAPP. Is it not true that this tax was paid under protest by 
the parties at the time? 

Mr. BRIGHT. That is what I have stated, that it was paid under 
protest, and that fact enters as one of the i ients of the compro- 
mise. The party understood that it was an illegal payment that he 
had made. The Government had seized upon his property. 

Now, if I can have the attention of the committee for a few mo- 
ments, without being further interrupted, I think I can demonstrate 
upon well-established principles of law that this claimant is entitled 
to relief. I maintain that there was no compromise cutting him off 
from presenting his claim to the Con; of the United States. Why 
so? Bimp! because according to the principles of law it was a 
coerced and involuntary promise, if you see popie to call it by that 
name. Here was the power and the principle of the vis major, of a 
superior force, which brought the individual to the feet of power. And 
in order that he might secure the greater right he surrendered for 
the time being the right that he might present in another form and 
under different circumstances. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BRIGHT. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER. How happens it that this man Calvin Bronson was 
brought under what you are pleased to call the vis major, when we 
consider the fact 

Mr. BRIGHT. Ask your question and I will try to answer it, but 
do not make an argument. 

Mr. BAKER. - By virtue of the fact that the next year Calvin Bron- 
son sold his property, and thereupon the Government seized it as being 
transferred under a fraudulent sale. Now, how 3 it that Bron- 
son, having sold his property to his brother, was brought under the 
vis major, as you term it? 

Mr. BRIGHT. In answer to that uestion, if everything assumed 
by the ath et eee from Indiana [Mr. BAKER] be true 

Mr. B. R. The report says so. 

Mr. BRIGHT. If it be true, as assumed by the gentleman or as 
shown by the report, and the tax was not collected under a law which 
authorized the collection of a tax, then it would have been illegal 
upon the part of the Government under any circumstances of the 
case. The Government is not to be permitted to shelter itself in a 
wrong. Whether the 1 1 belonged to the one or belonged to 
the other, it would be a f. issue upon the part of the Government 
and a begging of the question, in order to shelter itself against the 
consequences of an illegal act. There is nothing that can purge this 
Government of the illegal act, as must be admitted, unless there is 
something voluntary upon the partof the party claiming to be wronged 
which releases the Government. 

I find nothing of that sort in this case. I find that the Govern- 
ment has in its Treasury money which does not belong to it; I find 
the Government here convicted of extortion practiced upon one of its 
citizens; and I maintain that the Government has no right to protect 
itself from reimbursement under a legal technicality and quibble. 
Upon any ground, it is wrong—wrong in morals, wrong in law, and 
wrong as a precedent. The superior power ought not to avail itself 
of its mere power in order to oppress and rob one of its citizens. 
Surely it has power enough to collect its revenues, to levy its tributes, 
without overleaping the law which authorizes the collection of such 
revenues. I maintain that the Government is bound to make restitu- 
tion in this case—whether to one or the other of these individuals, 
let Congress determine, if there is any election to be made. 

Mr. GARFIELD, I wish to ask the attention of the committee to 


one feature of this case. I perfectly agree with my friend from In- 
diana that where a compromise recognized under the law has been 
made in accordance with the law a party to that compromise has no 
redress, and probably no right to redress. But the compromise clause 
of the internal-revenue laws refers to cases where there has been a 
violation of the law, and where the Department under its power of 
compromise agrees to take less than the whole amount of the pen- 
alty. When such a compromise has been made and a portion of the 
money paid, which the Government consents to be satisfied with, al- 
though it could have enforced the payment of more, that compro- 
mise is of course binding; and it would be an act of exceedingly 
faith for a party under such circumstances to come here and say, “I 
ought not to have had anything put pon me in the way of penalty, 
and I want you to pay it all back,” though perhaps there might 
even be a case where we ought to make repaymentif our officers 
had made a mistake and done wrong. 

But the spirit of the S legen provision of the internal-revenue 
laws is such as I have described. This is not a case coming under that 
provision at all. Here the law imposed an iricreased internal-rey- 
enue tax of ten cents a pound on tobacco, to take effect on the Ist 
day of April, 1865. This party, being a manufacturer at Toledo, 
Ohio, manufactured during the month of March a large amount of 
tobacco, and paid upon it a tax of twenty-five cents a pound, as re- 
quired by law. Some weeks after that payment the question arose 
in the minds of officers of the Government whether that tobacco was 
not manufactured later than the date alleged, and whether the man- 
ufacturer 25 7 not to have paid the additional ten cents a pound. 
Resolving all doubts in favor of the Treasury, they assessed upon him 
the additional tax of ten cents per pound, amounting in the 
gate to $11,211. He protested that he had paid the tax fully and 
properly; that the tobacco was manufactured before the law went 
into effect; that he had paid the full amount of the tax as required 
by law. But the officers of the Government, having the power in 
their hands, in order to force matters, seized a large quantity of his 
manufactured tobacco, made at a later date, on the claim that he had 
sold it to his brother in a pretended sale for the purpose of getting 
his property in such a position that the Government could not have 
recourse to it for the collection of the tax. 

Now the man was in this situation: the Government had illegally 
commanded him to pay $11,211, and had seized a large amount of his 
property, which it held. It is trae you may callit his brother’s prop- 
erty, butif theclaim of the Government was just, of course his brother 
can come back on him and make him pay all that the brother would 
lose by the assessment of this additional tax. So that in reality, so 
far as this question is concerned, this was his own property. This 
man was in such a situation that he must be deprived of the use of 
his property to a very amount, or, to have it released, must pay 
this tax under protest. He says: “I will pay this unjust and illegal 
assessment, will pay it under protest, if you will give me back this 
other property.” Paying the money under protest, he reserved his 
right to appeal. He did appeal, and after a full investigation the 
Internal Revenue De ment decided that there was no fraud on 
his part, that the property ought not to have been seized, and that 
the additional assessment of ten cents per pound, making $11,000, was 
itself improper and illegal. 

When that report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue was 
sent to the Secretary of the Treasury, who ordinarily would simply 
have issued his warrant to pay back the $11,000, the Secretary was 
confronted with the papers which were drawn in the former compro- 
mise. The law very property forbids the Treasury Department to pay 
back any money in a case where a compromise has been made. The 
Secretary of the Treasury says, “Iam not technically justified in 
drawing my warrant forthe payment of this man, although I agree 
with the Internal Revenue Department that the seizure and the addi- 
tional assessment were improper; but technically I cannot cure the 
injustice. 

N 5 these circumstances nothing remained to this citizen but to 

come here for relief. In all cases of this kind we are a court of equity. 
Every pension bill coming before us is a bill in equity; for if the 
law technically gave the soldier a pension he could go to the office 
of the Commissioner and get his money without asking us to pass a 
special act. He comes here to get equity, because the letter of the 
law does not give him what his real rights demand. In the same 
way this claimant comes here saying torre the Government improp- 
erly seized this property, which we admit; he says,and we admit, that 
the Government improperly levied and collected from him $11,211, 
which we hold in the ury. It is his money; it never was ours; 
the law never gave it to us; but an overzealous though perhaps a 
very industrious and proper officer, thinking that he would resolve all 
doubts in favor of the Treasury, collected the money and put it into 
the Treasury. 

Mr. BAKER. I wish to ask the gentleman whether he thinks it 
would be wise for the House to pass a bill setting aside a compro- 
mise where the committee reporting the bill do not state the nature 
of the compromise or the grounds upon which it was inequitable? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Very likely there ought to have been a fuller 
statement; and it might not be wise to make payment if we did not 
happen to know that this case was before the Committee of Wa, 
and Means in the last Congress, and a bill was then unanimo M 
reported in favor of this claimant. It was again before the commi 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


267 


tee at the last session of this Congress, and a second unanimous 
report was made in favor of the claimant. 

. ROBINSON. Will the gentleman from Ohio permit me to ask 
nestion ? 
Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. . 
Mr. ROBINSON. I wish to puta question to the gentleman from 


Ohio, in order that I may get exactly at the facts in this case. Now, 
is it the fact that the factory and tobacco were seized and held be- 
cause this party declined to pay the extra ten cents? 

Mr. GARFIELD. No, sir. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Or because of some other offense he had com- 
mitted the year before, 

Mr. GARFIELD. No, sir. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I desire to know because I think the report is 
singularly unfortunate in its statement in this regard. 

r. GARFIELD. The two were not necessarily connected, except 
that the seizure was of property belonging to the same person. He 
had those two irons in the „us it were, at once. One claim was to 
get back an improper assessment of money which he had been called 
upon to pay, and the other was to get back his prope which had 
been improperly seized. These officers said to him, “We have got 
you again.” He replied, “I will pay this unjust tax under protest if 
you will give me back my property.” They gave him back his property 
under this protest on his part. But investigations by the 1 7 
officers of the internal revenue show, first, that the seizure of hi 
property was improper in the one case, and, secondly, that the addi- 
tional assessment of tax was improper and illegal in the other. We 
are here now to right the remaining wrong, and we should do it. 

Mr. TUCKER. r. Chairman, as I reported this bill in the last 
Congress, and as it has been reported at this Congress by the gentle- 
man from Louisiana [ Mr. GIBSON] who is now absent, I think it 
well I should make a remark or two in relation toit. As has been well 
said by my friend from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] the report from the 
Committee of Ways and Means in both instances was unanimous. 
But leaving that out of view, sir, the case stands thus: It is admitted 
now by the Treasury Department that under the law the ministerial 
officers of the Government had no right to collect this $11,000 from 
this man. It is his property that the Government has no right to. It 
was wrong to take it from him. That is admitted. 

Pending the claim for the $11,000, they seized his property upon an 
allegation that he had fraudulently sold it to another party in order 
to avoid the payment of the increased tax. That was another claim 
entirely ; but this very vigorous and conscientious officer of the In- 
ternal Revenue Department wanted to run the two claims against 
him together in order to be certain of getting one of them. Hesaid: 
“ We will hold your property now for fraudulent conveyance to avoid 
the payment of the increased tax, and we will hold you for $11,000 
of tax on the other tobacco,” He paid the $11,000 of tax on the to- 
bacco, upon the condition they should let him have his tobacco fac- 
tory back again, together with the other tobacco, as he said they 
were breaking up his business by holding on to his property. The 
Government officers took the $11,000 and let him have his property 
back in order that he might go on with his business. 

He then asked that a commission should be sent from the Treasury 
Department to inquire into the alleged fraudulent sale of his prop- 
erty. The report of that commission is quoted in the report of the 
Committee of Ways and Means which has just been read. The ofti- 
cers of the Treasury on that commission state there was no ground 
for the seizure of the property, because there had been no fraudulent 
sale. Then examination was made as to whether the additional tax 
of ten cents was due, and they likewise reported that no such tax 
was due. So, sir, on both of these claims by reason of which the 
Government had seized this property, they reported, in the first place, 
that the seizure on the ground of a fraudulent sale of the property 
was unjust, and they also reported that the claim made by the Gov- 
ernment for an additional tax was likewise unlawful and unjust. But 
the man, in order to get his property back, had paid the amount of 
the unjust claim into the Treasury. Now, in God’s name, are we goin 
to hold property we have obtained by duress of the citizen, whic 
property does not belong to us? That is the question. 


I have no icular interest in this matter. It comes from the 
State of Ohio, and we all know that Ohio gets generally what it wants. 
friend from Ohio [Mr. GAR- 


[Laùghter.] Why, sir, my distinguish 
FIELD ] has recently secured not so much what he wished for himself 
as what he richly merited from his party. [Applause. 

All I mean to say now is that here is an humble citizen of Ohio 
who comes to this great Government and says: “ You have got $11,000 
of my money which you are not entitled to and which you admit 
does not belong to you, and, for God’s sake, I ask you to give it back 
to me.” Why should we higgle as to whether we shall give it back 
or not? I hope there will be no such question before this committee. 

I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was accordingly laid aside, 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


EXPERT SERVICES, METRIC SYSTEM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2270) to pay for expert services relating to the metric system rendered 
the Forty-fifth Congress. 


The bill, which was read, provides that the sum of $350 be, and is 
hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise eos Sten to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the 
bills of June 18 and June 28, 1878, for expert services rendered by 
William Wheeler Hubbell to the Forty-fifth Congress, respecting the 
application of the system of metric weights and measures. 

he bill was laid aside, to be repo’ to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 
PAY OF EX-EMPLOYES OF THE HOUSE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2271) for the relief of John N. Reed, A. D. Anderson, John A. Dugan, 
E. T. Keightley, and eur 2. Hopere. 

The bill, which was , provides that the sum of $2,852.43 be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropria to enable the Clerk of the House of 
eee of the United States to pay the claims hereinafter 
named: 

To John N. Reed, $1,215.77. 

To A. D. Anderson, s 

To John A. Dugan, $756. 

To E. T. Keightley, $166.66 

To George T. Rogers, $180. 

All of the said claims being for services rendered by the claimants 
to the House of Representatives during the Forty-fifth Con 
And that, whenever the said amount is available, the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives pay out the said amounts to said claimants 


tively. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I would like to ask the gentleman who reports 
this bill to state how it happens that these sums of money are due to 
these parties and remain unpaid; whether they performed the serv- 
ices stated as the result of an appointment, or performed them with- 
ous appointment? I would like to know how claim comes before 

e House. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Chairman, briefly stated, the circumstances out 
of which these claims grow are as follows: all of these claimants, I 
believe, or perhaps with one exception, had been appointed to posi- 
tions by the late rkeeper of the House, and had acted in the capac- 
ity of messengers for committees. 

It is in the recollection of perhaps almost tvery member of this 
body, all who were members of the Forty-fifth Congress, that trouble 
arose in reference to excessive appointments made by the Doorkeeper, 
and a number of removals followed as a result of the discovery that 
more appointments had been made to positions than the law war- 
ranted. It was under these circumstances that the men enumerated 
in this bill were appointed by the chairmen of the various commit- 
tees mentioned in the report which accompanies the bill, and per- 
formed services for these different committees, 

Iam very frank in making the statement, sir, that the Committee 
of Claims have not been able to find in their examinations of the facts 
bearing on this case any direct authority on the part of this House 
to the chairmen of the various committees to make the appointments 
in question. And the committee, in presenting the report accom- 
panying this bill, have been very careful not to state’ that a valid 
egal claim exists on the part of these claimants for the amount they 
ask in consideration of the services rendered. But the committee do 
say that they believe, from all the facts and the testimony before 
them, that the services were actually rendered in | Se faith by the 
claimants by the express request of the chairmen of the several com- 
mittees, and, as I have said, that the services were valuable, and that 
the committees, and therefore the House itself, received the full ben- 
efit of these services. Hence the committee are of the opinion, and 
so report to the House, that a just and equitable claim exists on the 
part of all these claimants for the amount specified in the bill. 

This in brief covers the facts of the case. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Lask that the report be read. 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee of Claims, to whom was referred the petition of certain Sere 
of the House of Representatives (including John N. A. D. Anderson, Jo: 
A. Dugan, E. T. Keightley, and rge T. Rogers) for compensation for services 
alle to have been rendered, have had the same under consideration, and submit 
the following report: 

1. CLAIM OF JOHN N. nuR. 

The claimant was, on November 1, 1877, appointed as a messenger to the House 
of Representatives by the then Doorkeeper, was sworn as suc enges fpi and 
range syed to duty. In December following he was assigned as messenger an laborer 
to the room of the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. On or about Jan 16, 
1878, the claimant was dropped from the rolls of the 1 by reason o 
existence of more names on the roll of that officer than was allowed by rule. The 
claimant, at the time of so being i from the roll, was informed that the 
chairman of the Committee on the Pacitic Railroad wished him to continue as mes- 
senger and laborer to that committee. The committee told the claimant to continue 
his services until some one was appointed by the Doorkeeper to take his place. 

From that time claimant acted as the sole messenger and attendant said 
committee down to March 4, 1879. In this connection your committee d to ap- 
pend the following, from the Committee on the Pacific Railroad for the Forty-fifth 
Congress : 

“ HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
“ Washington, D. C., February 20, 1879. 

“Dear Sir: John N. Reed was appointed ee aA by Mr. Polk, November 1, 
1877. He was assigned to the room of the Committee on the Pacific Railroad December 
1, 1877. No other messenger, laborer, or I 23 waited npon that committee since. 
Mr. Reed has discharged every duty. r. Reed was assured that his name would 
be placed upon the regular roll, but was drop January 15, 1878. The Committee 
on the Pacitic Railroad were very constantly in session during the last 
Many questions of great importance were assed, large crowds of people, and 


8 


attorneys, attending its sessions throughout the session of Congress. Some 


„ e but in ag messages 
TOO; e „ bu. 
Tir. Reed wes constant in eo of all these duties, and no 


more — fo ttee of Accounts have examined into the question 
and recomm the same. 7 eka 
‘Respectfully submitted. “g; 
TeDe * “NATHAN COLE. 
“W. W. RICE. 
“J. W. THROCKMORTON. 
“L. B. CASWELL. 


“Messrs. Morrison and O'NEILL are not present; I believe they would join in 
endation. 


the recomm: 
“J. W. THROCKMORTON. 
Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS, NiS 
“Chairman Committee on Appropriations. 
‘My position as clerk of the Committee on the Pacific places 
of all facts N care ma 9 b ake A. teat 
‘orty-fifth Congress, and I certify 0 
du essenger, laborer, and page from Decem 1, 1877. 
to March 4, 1879; that such services were absolutel 


8 a 1 — agit ys no 
other person to m ow was ever assign: performance them, 
and that said continued his attendance on the committee with the tacit ap. 


probation of its members and a general assurance that he should be paid custom- 
wages. , 
Sy “THOMAS S. BELL, 
“ Olerk Committee on the Pacific Railroad,” 


The claimant asks the pa ent of $1,275.56 for his services so rendered. The 
Committee of Accounts o the examined 


8 8 think the claim of Mr. Reed a just and 
equi one, and therefore report it back with favorable recommendation. 
2. CLAIM OF A. D. ANDERSON. 


and — tributarios, which wae thereafter s — to the House. a ~ 
extended overa of three mon nam ‘ebruary, March, and April, 
the committee Them in their labors. 


are reported b 
been reasonably worth the sum of $6 per day. In this connec 


“ House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
“Washington, D. O., June 5, 1879. 


Le 
had ved from Mr. A. D. Anderson, it was agreed that Mr. Robertson should 
offer an amendment to the civil bill providing for the ent of Mr. 
March, and A. 1978, and that 


Anderson as clerk to the committee for Koea, 
is committee (of Accounts) would recomm i 
“The amount allowed was $534; 89 days, at $6. 
“The Committee of Accounts for the 


ts adoption. 
to whom this claim 


1 i “JAMES A. DIFFENBAUGH, 
“ Clerk to Committee of Accounts, House of Representatives, 
“ Forty-fifth and -sixth Congresses.” 
Your committee regard the claim, amoun to $534, as being just and equita- 
ble, and therefore report it back with favorable 3 $e a 
3. CLAIM OF E. T. KEIGHTLEY. 
This claim is for services rendered by the claimant to the Committee of Accounts 
th Congress. tloy had, before the rendition of the sery- 


After 
Committee of Accounts of the Forty-fifth Congress. I. 
mittee certifies; In view of the fact that Mr. Keightley was in almost constant 
attendance on the committee, evidence and giving assistance in con- 
nection with the negotiation and adjustment of various accounts of the late Door- 
keeper, the Committee of Accounts refer the resolution“ a0 n for this pay- 
ment of the claim for one month's services, at the rate of $2,000 per year) “to the 
Committee on Appropriations, with a favorable recommendation.” 

The claim amounts to $166.66. Your committee refer back the claim with favor · 

. able recommendation. i 
4. CLAIM OF JOHN A. DUGAN. 


in the Treasury De; t of the Forty-fifth Con, for a period extending 
pp eh atropine to March 6, 1878, one hun and twenty-six da; The 
in its entirety is for $156, and is as being correct the cl 
of the committee, The claim was examined by the Committee of Accounts of the 
-fifth and the following certificate given : 
2 claim is undoubtedly correct, and should be paid. There is not any fund 
from which it can be paid by the Committee of Accounts. 
“CHAS. B. ROBERTS, 
Chairman Committee of Accounts.” 
It was afterward brought SORES AES tions, but was 


5. CLAIM OF GEORGE T. ROGERS. 
FTT facts: Mise Pa 
session Forty- Congress Committee on Expen 
sures in the Binto Department were engaged in an investigation of charges arsinas 


rt necessary 

the amount charged, $180. The claim was examined by the House Committee of 

Accounts of the E. 8 That 

however, adjourned be! definite action could be upon the matter. 

BE So Conant think the claim an equitable one, and, therefore, report it back 
recommendation. 

In conclusion, committee recommend the passage of the accompan: bill, 
making provision for the payment of the foregoing claims. ving 

Mr. BRIGHT (pending the reading of the above report) said: Mr. 
Chairman, I think this case or claim of John N. Reed which has been 
read is 5 a fair sample of the others. The same principle is 
involved, I conceive, in all of the others, in which case it is scarcely 
necessary that the remainder of the report should be read. I there- 
fore move to di with the further reading of the report. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move, at the end of line 15, to insert the fol- 
lowing words: “ to jamin P. Gaines, the stm of $90.” 

I will state, Mr. Chairman, that this places the two clerks of the 
committee referred to upon exactly the same footing, and is in ac- 
cordance with the recommendation of the committee. But the com- 
mittee could not pay, owing to the fact that the House was not in 
session at the time, except for one-half of the month, and this allows 
—.— Gaines for the other half, and places him on the same footing with 


The amendment was adopted. ` 

The bill, as amended, was laid aside, to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. FORT. I desire also to offer an amendment to the bill. It is 
to pay Mr. Charles Ford the sum of $37 for services performed as an 
attendant at the door during the administration of the former Door- 
keeper, Mr. Polk. The bill is now before the Committee of Clai 
but may not be reached for months, and perhaps not this session, so 
desire to incorporate the claim in this bill. There is no question 
about the services of this young man, which he es in the gal- 
leries of the Hall, and for which he was not paid, for the reason that 
his name was left off the roll at the time the former Doorkeeper had 
some trouble with his accounts, and before our 1 Doorkeeper 
took charge of the roll. He did his work fait and well and 
ought to be paid. There is no question at all about his having per- 
formed the service and earned the money, but he never received the 
money and it should be paid. He is a poor boy, not now here, is go- 
ing to school, and needs his money. I may say that I have no special 
interest in the matter, of course, except to see justice done a worthy 
23 of this House. The appointment of this young man was 

e by the former Doorkeeper—not of this side of the House. 

Mr. BRIGHT. By what authority was he employed! 

Mr. FORT. He was on the roll by appointment of the 
former Doorkeeper, Mr. Polk. 

Mr. BRIGHT. What evidence is there as to the length of his serv- 
ice and the value of it? 

Mr. FORT. I have no evidence here to present except that of every 
member who served in the last Congress. Every member’s wife who 
entered the gailery knows that he was there performing the service 
and performed it well. 

Mr. BRIGHT. How do you arrive at the amount proposed? 

Mr. FORT. The sum of $87 is the balance he would be entitled to 
for services, and is for time for which he received no compensation. 
If one of the reading clerks of this House [ Mr. Pettit] was permitted 
to make a statement he could inform the House very clearly that this 
doorkeeper was entitled to his money. If Mr. BLACKBURN or Mr. 
MCKENZIE, of Kentucky, were present they could state that this 
young man was employed and had not been paid; but I regret that 
they are both absent from the Hall at this time. 

amendment of Mr. FORT was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest that the title be amended so as to in- 
clude the additional names, 

The title was amended; and the bill, as amended, was laid aside, 
to be reported favorably to the House. 

G. V. HEBB. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 97) to pan G V. Hebb 855, reported by Mr, SAMFORD from 
the Committee of Claims. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, £c., That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, instructed to 
* V. 1 1 — sum of $55, . canplays of the House ding 
e orty-fifth gress. 

For the paymentof said claim the sum of $55 is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee of Claims, to whom was referred the of George V. Hebb 
See prednese i for services rendered as doorkeeper during the Forty-fifth Con- 


That d committe have had the same under consid and find that the 
petitioner served for the time he states as an employé of the and is enti- 


tled to the sum of $55 in full payment of balance due him. 
„FVV the accompanying resolu- 


Mr. BRIGHT. I will state that the claim of Mr. Hebb goes on all 
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fours with the claims of the gentlemen embraced in the bill last con- 
sidered. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


ROBERT ERWIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
385) to amend the act entitled “ An act for the relief of Robert Erwin,” 
reported by Mr. LAPHAM from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Court of Claims is hereby empowered and directed to 
hear and determine the claims of Robert for taken from him by 
the military authorities of the United States, mentioned in the act of which this is 
amendatory, notwithstanding any former adjudication of said court; and if said 
court shall find from the evidence that the said Erwin was the owner of the said 
property, or any thereof, by him claimed, at the time the same was seized as 
8 „ then court s ascertain and determine the amount of the proceeds 
of such property remaining in the Treasury of the United States, and subject to 
its judgment, under the eee of the act of March 12, 1863, enti “An 

ection of abandoned rty,""&e. After the amount 


court shall proceed 
his creditors in bankruptcy as shall come in, and after such reasonable notice of the 
pendency of this suit to the creditors of said Erwin and of said Erwin & Hardee, 
who proved their claims in said bankruptcy proceedings, as the court shall order, 
to be personally served upon them, and as said court may decide are equitably and 
justly entitled to participate; and in making such distribution, the said court shall 
roceed as a court of equity, and shall be governed, both as to the law and evidence, 
v the rules and laws governing proceedings in equity in the cirenit courts of the 
United States, and render judgment in favor of said Erwin, and of such of his 
creditors in bankruptcy, for such sum as they may be entitled to receive respect- 
ively according to law and equity, and to the ons of this act and of the act 
of which this is amendatory: Provided, That the parties shall have the same right 
to pon Ss thee ioral n said Court of Claims; but the proceedings on 
shail b Prensa as in appeals in equity causes from the circuit courts of the 
tates. 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, Let the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 385) 
for the relief of Robert Erwin, respectfully submit the following report: 

The evidence submitted to your committee in relation to the claims of Robert 
Erwin shows the following facts: 

On the 5th day of February, 1877, an act of Con entitled “An act for the 
relief of Robert Erwin” became a law. That act authorized the Court of Claims to 


the “captured and abandoned Proper ac 
en from 


mittee were il the opinion that the claimant was entitled to the relief 


neglect on the part of the claimant. In pursuance of the authority of that statute, 
pie thes was taken, 
uence 


On the 31st day of ber, 1868, the said firm of Erwin & Hardee filed their 
petition in bankruptey in that court, and were, on the 15th day of 3 1869, 
adjudicated bankrupts. Robert Erwin was discharged as a Leeper. Siew the 12th 
day of January, 1870. In the schedules of property filed with their petition, the 
individual claims of Robert Erwin, tom the seizure and sale of the prop- 
erty mentioned in the gs in this case, were included. An ee Was 
regularly ap; ted in the case on the 5th day of 8 1869, and he proceeded 
to wind up in , 1872, a special appli- 


on to sell some un- 


were barred by limitations prescribed by law. 

assignee in making the sale did not proceed according to 
the manner prescribed by the order of the court, and from fact the difficulties 
arose in the Court of Claims. : 


„ to th 
assets so remaining unsold, which was submitted to all the creditors except e 
and upon their advice and consent the proposition of the petitioner was accep 

on the 7th day of December, 1872, and the money—$3,100—was by him paid over to 


the assignee. 

At the time of the sale to Erwin the assignee delivered to him the books of ac- 
count, papers, &c., relating to the matters and things sold. 

The money paid by the petitioner for these assets was subsequently divided by 
the assignee and the register in ene among the creditors, each one of 
them received his pro rata share thereof. 

that the claims 


All of the creditors except penaoe two or three knew for the 


and er to Erwin, resigned his oflice, and another was appointed in 
his stead. This new assignee appeared in the Court of C and made claim to 
the p of the property by virtue of his office as assignee in tcy of 


Treasury arising from the sale of the property of Robert Erwin should 
to the aasignee in bankruptey, because to Day these claisas 10 
bankruptcy court to dis: 


Erwin and his creditors would involve an in fees and commissions of sev- 
eral thousand dollars. This expenditare, in the 9 of your committee, is un- 
necessary. The Court of Claims has now before it nearly all of the testimony in 
the cases, and it will involve no material increase in the expense to authorize 
direct that court to distribute the fund which may be ascertained to be 
ascordiny to equity and justice in 
i in the case, as any other court; and, therefore, for the purpose of preserv- 

g the fund intact and reducing the expenses and saving the extraordinary costs 
of a bankruptcy g. your committee recommend the accompanying bill, 
and that the same do pass. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Before this bill passes I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the litigation that took place in regard to this 
claim, and the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
upon it, which is found in 97 U. S. Reports S. C., p. 392. I read the 
following from the decision of the Supreme Court: 

Upon the second point, that the claim in controversy was purchased by the a 
pellant at the private sale of the assignee, we think the evidence insufficient. It 
8 the copy of the schedules of the bankrupts’ property, ah gee by 

© register for the use of the assignee, that the sheet showing the e against 
the United States for three hundred and eighty-two bales of cotton had, in some 
unexplained way, been removed, so that he no knowledge of the existence of 
the when he sold the remaining assets to the appellant. The receipt given 
by him shows that he considered that he was selling the assets of the firm only, 
and not of either of the separate ers. We are clear that it was not his inten- 
tion to sell the claim against the Government. There was a want of concurrence 
of minds to any such transaction, which was essential to give it validity. 

I would ask the gentleman from New York whether after this party 
had prosecuted his claim against the United States Government in 
the court of last resort, and had there had his claim denied because 
of some doubtful transaction in the case, we ought now to give him 
a second chance. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I will answer the gentleman from Ohio by saying 
it appears clearly in this case that all the creditors of this firm ex- 
cept one, with full knowledge that this claim was embraced in the 

to the claimant, accepted their division of the amount pra by 
him, and gave their disch in full. The bill, as it originally came 
to the committee, was amended by the committee for the express pur- 
pose of providing for the only creditor who did not thus assent and 
receive his share of the money, a, Mr. McBurney, who appeared in per- 
son before the committee. As thus amended, the bill protects every 
man who has any right to question the right of the claimant to this 
fund. The Court of Claims was authorized by the act to which this 
is supplementary, notwithstanding the decision to which the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. MCMAHON] refers, to adjudicate upon this claim, 
and would have awarded to the claimant the amount of the money 
which is conceded to be in the Treasury, belonging to some one, but 
for the fact of the proceedings in bankruptcy and the difficulty aris- 
ing out of the rights of the i in bankruptcy to this fand. And 
the object of this amendment simply is to enable the Court of Claims, 
which is now possessed of all the facts in this case, to complete the 
1 and do complete justice between the creditors of this 


Now, if the gentleman from Ohio is pow oe to antagonize this bill 
upon the facts here disclosed, I have only to make this suggestion: 
This is a bill in which Hon. Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, is very =. 
interested. He has sent me a postal card stating that he is unable 
by reason of indisposition to be here to-day, and that if there is any 
antagonism to this bill he prefers to have it stand over without prej- 
udice until he can have an opportunity to be heard; but I trust there 
will be no opposition to the bill. It was the unanimous report of the 
Judiciary Committee in the Forty-fifth Con it is the unanimous 
report of the Judiciary Committee now, and as such it seems to me 
that it should incur no opposition whatever. 
The bill was laid aside, to be reported favorably to the House. 


O. R. FAULKNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 103) to Š aed C. R. Faulkner $32.50, in full for services as 
messenger in the Forty-fifth Congress, reported from the Committee 
of Claims by Mr. BARBER. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows : 

Resol: That the Clerk of the House be, and heis hereby, instructed to 
S tis oom ot neni i da dae is aan ton loyé of the House duster 
the Forty-fifth C For the payment of said claim the sum of $32.50 is hereby 
appro, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee of Claims, to whom was referred the claim of C. R. Faulkner for 
services as a messenger of the House of Representatives during the Forty-fifth 


respectfully report: 
T : t said coministes have had the same under consideration, and find that the 
tioner from 
and is entitled to the sum of $32.50 therefor in 
Wherefore your committee recommend the passage of the accompanying resolu- 


Mr. BARBER. I move that this joint resolution be laid aside, to 
be reported favorably to the House. 


The motion was agreed to. 
CATHARINE I. GILLIS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2377) for the relief of Catharine I. Gillis; reported from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary by Mr. KNOTT. 

The bill was as follows: 

Beit enacted, de., That the Secretary 


of the be, and heis hereby, author- 


doned property fund, the 


ized and directed to pay, out of the captured and a 
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sum of $14,582.04 to Catharine I. Gillis, of New York, in fall satisfaction of the 
claim of the estate of Thomas H. Gillis, deceased, (of which she is administratrix,) 
for the proceeds of the sale of one hundred and bales of upland cotton and 
five bales of sea-island cotton, seized and sold by the authorities of the United 
States, and the net proceeds thereof covered into the Treasury of the United States ; 
which said claim was sold and oe to said Thomas H. Gillis in his life-time 
by John H. Ryan, the owner thereof. 


The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the petition of Catha- 
rine I. Gillis, of New York, have had the same under consideration, and submit 
the following report: 

A statement of the facts of the case will be conveniently presented in the lan- 
guage of the Court of Claims: 


“ FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW. 


„This case having been heard before the Court of Claims, the court, upon the 

evidence, finds the facts to be as follows: 
1. In March, A. D. 1265, one John H. Ryan, of Charleston, South Carolina, was 
the owner of one hundred and three bales of Bes mar cotton and five bales of sea- 
zed at said Charleston by 2 


the upland cotton and $231.61 per bale for the sea-island cotton. 

. Some time in October or November, A. D. 1866, said Ryan transferred the 
legal title to his claim against the United States for the proceeds of said cotton so 
covered into the Treasury to Thomas H. Gillis, of New York, and assented to the 
bringing of this action thereon in the name of said Gillis. 

“3, After the institution of this action, said Thomas H. died, and Catharine I. 
Gillis was duly appointed administratrix on his estate by the su te court of 
the county and State of New York, on the 16th day of July, A. D. 1868, and has 
since been admitted by the court to prosecute this suit as such administratrix. 

“4, The transfer of the claim, asset forth in the second finding, was made through 
one Van N at New York, under a power of attorney from said Ryan, and con- 
tract, the full terms of which have not been proved. But it appears that said 
Ryan (since deceased) assented to and affirmed said transfer. —— a con- 
troversy arośe between the present claimant and the administrator of said Ryan 
as to an equitable interest, set up by said administrator, in some portion of the 
money which might be recovered. Since this action was instituted a compromise 
has been made between said claimant and said Ryan's administrator, by which it 
is agreed that a certain part (but how much it does not appear) of the amount re- 
ti shall be paid over to said administrator by the claimant’s attorney of 
reco! 


“ Conclusion of law.—The claimant is entitled to recover $13,423.99 as the pro- 
ceeds of one hundred and three bales of upland cotton, and $1,158.05 as the proceeds 
of five bales of sea-island cotton; in all, the sum of $14,582.04," 

On the 26th of March, A. D. 1877, the Court of Claims rendered judgment for the 
claimant, as follows: 

The court, upon due consideration of the —— find in favor of the claim- 
ant, and do order, adjudge, and decree that the said Catharine I. Gillis, adminis- 
tratrix of Thomas H. Gills, deceased, do have and recover of and from the United 
States the net proceeds of one hundred and three bales of upland cotton, amounting 
to $13,423.99, and the net proceeds of five bales of sea-island cotton, amounting to 
bee gers making in the aggregate the sum of $14,582.04. 

“ By the court.” 

U 5 appeal, the Supreme Court of the United States reversed the judgment of 
br Bourt of Claims upon the following grounds, which are stated in the words of 

% court: 

If we are right in the opinion we have ressed, that claims against the 
United States cannot be assi med s0 as to enable the assignee to bring suit in his 
own name in the Court of C it is enough for the present case. But there is 
another reason why claims for the proceeds of cay and abandoned 77 rty 
cannot be assigned so as to give the assignee a standing in that court. It y sais 
in the act giving the court jurisdiction of such claims. Not every person is per- 
mitted to sue for such 8 The act declares that any person claiming to 
have been the owner of any such abandoned or captured property may, at any 
time within two years after the suppression of the rebellion, prefer his claim to 
the proceeds thereof in the Court of Claims, and on proof to the satisfaction of the 
court of his ownership of said property, &c., receive the residue of such proceeds.” 
It is thus plain that only he who can m as an owner of the property captured or 
abandoned. and who can prove such ownership, is permi to sue and recover. 
The assignee of a claim for the proceeds is not such an owner of the propert 
pen, rae That the ownership claimed and required to be proved is that whic! 
existed at the time of the capture is quite plain. (Carroll v. United States, 13 
Wall., 153.) The owner of that into which the property has been converted is not 
necessarily the one who was the owner of the property itself. Itis thus evident 
that Congress did not intend to give ay assignee of the proceeds a right to sue 
forthem. And there were very su reasons for withholding such a privilege. 

“The judgment of the Court of Claims is reversed, and the record is remitted, 
with instructions to dismiss the claimant's petition.” 

Inasmuch as the finding of facts shows that a valid and undisputed claim exists, 
and that the representatives of the deceased assignor and assignee are as to 
the distribution of the of this cotton, the committee are of the opinion 
that the prosecution of the action in the name of the assignee, instead of the as- 
signor—which the Supreme Court, reversing numerous decisions of the Court of 
Claims, have held to be a mistake—ought not to 3 the parties in interest of 
nor property; and they respectfully recommend the passage of the accompany- 

g 

Mr. HURD. In the absence of the chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary, [Mr. Knorr, ] I have been requested by him to make a 
statement of the facts in this case to the House. The original owner 
of the captured property involved in this case was one John H. Ryan, 
of Charleston, South Carolina. He assigned his claim to Thomas H. 
Gillis, of New York, who brought action before the Court of Claims 
within the time fixed bylaw. During the pendency of the action the 

laintiff died, and the action was revived by kh Catharine I. 

illis, his administratrix, the party in his stead. 

The case was heard and udicated by the Court of Claims, the 
amount found due the plaintiff being fixed at the sum of $14,582.04. 
The cause was carried by appeal to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, which court reversed the judgment of the Court of Claims 
upon the ground that under the statute it was not competent for an 
assignee of a claim for captured property to maintain an action. That 
decision reversed a number of decisions which before that time 
had been rendered in the Court of Claims, although it did not affect 
them, as the amounts of money found due under those decisions had 
been paid to the various claimants. 


There is no dispute between the representatives of the assignor 
and the representatives of the assignee as to the distribution of this 
claim. And the Committee on the Judiciary was unanimous in the 
opinion that it was 3 to compel the assignee to retire from the 

t 


court, and to compel the assignor to maintain an action for the re- 
covery of a claim which had already been adjudicated upon by the 
court. The recommendation of the Committee on the Judiciary in 
the bill now submitted to the House is that the amount of money 
thus ascertained to be due be paid directly to the administratrix of 
the assignee, Mrs. Gillis. It seems to me there can be no objection to 
this course, and I therefore move that the bill be laid aside, to be 
reported favorably to the House. 
e question was taken upon the motion of Mr. HURD; and upon 

a division there were ayes 90, noes not connted. 

So it was ordered that the bill be laid aside, to be reported favora- 
bly to the House. 

THOMAS LANGTON. 


The next bill upon the Private Calendar was the bill (S. No. 594) 


for the relief of Thomas Langton, of Dundee, Michigan, reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary by Mr. KNOTT. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it e., That fifty-two acres of the southeast fractional quarter of the 
eee e quarter of section 23, in township 6 south, of z 6 Sen tna 
be 


the bax pep of Monroe, State of Michigan, belonging to Thomas Lan > 
1 and from all lien, claim, or title on the part of the United States thereon 
and thereto, under and by virtue uf the levy of a succession tax upon the estate of 
Alfred Potter, deceased, and the sale of the above-described land to the United 
States for said tax: Provided, That one-fourth of the amount of the tax assessed 
be rasa said land upon the noe paymona of which said land was sold, and interest 
of 6 cent. per annum the day of the sale, be paid into the Treasury 

of the United States within ninety days from the passage of this act. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported 
favorably to the House. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I now move that the committee rise and report to 
the House. 

The motion was agreed to, upon a division—ayes 62, noes 27. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox reported that, pursuant to the order of the House, 
the Committée of the Whole had had under consideration the busi- 
ness on the Private Calendar, and had directed him to report sundry 
bills to the House with various recommendations. 


SUPPLEMENT TO REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. HARRIS, of vigina I ask consent to have a clerical error 
corrected in the amendment adopted by the House yesterday to the 


joint resolution of the Senate, No. 19, to provide for the publication 


and distribution of a supplement to the Revised Statutes. The error 
was made by referring to the line of the printed bill instead of the 
line of the manuscript bill. I ask consent that the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk be adopted in lieu of the amendment which 
was adopted by the House on yesterday. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 18 of Senate joint resolution No. 19, to provide for the publication and 
distribution of a supplement to the Revised Statutes, after the word supplement,” 
insert the words “ Moludin indexing and all clerical work necessary to fally com- 
plete said work, there be paid to said editor the sum of $3,500;” and strike 
— after the word supplement,“ in line 18 of the bill, down to and including 


There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
CALVIN BRONSON. 


The first bill reported favorably from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. No. 2269) for the relief of Calvin Bronson; which 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
METRIC SYSTEM. 


The next bill reported favorably from the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2270) to pay for ce. 
services relating to the metric system rendered the Forty-fifth Con- 
gross; which was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

third time, and passed. 
ROBERT ERWIN. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 385) to amend the act enti- 
tled “An act for the relief of Robert Erwin.” 

The question was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I desire to ask the gentleman from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary who reported this bill [Mr. LapHam] whether 
before that committee made their report it had before it and consid- 
ered the decision of the Supreme Court to which I referred when this 
bill was under consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I do not think that the attention of the Judiciary 
Committee was ever called to the adjudication of the Papane Court 
to which the gentleman has referred. But at any rate this bill is so 
drawn as to permit every creditor of the firm to ap in the Court 
of Claims and participate according to his equitable rights in the 
fund. There is no possibility of danger to the rights of creditors; 
and none others than the creditors have any interest in the question. 


The bill in my opinion is so framed as to protect entirely the rights. 
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of every creditor. As I have before stated, it appeso from the testi- 


mony taken by the Judiciary Committee that all the creditors except 
one participated in the distribution of the fund created by the pur- 
chase made by this claimant, who paid $3,100 for this claim. They 
received their dividends ont of the proceeds thus arising. 

Mr. MCMAHON. The gentleman is mistaken about their havin, 
received a dividend out of the proceeds of the sale of this claim. It 
has been adjudicated by the highest legal tribunal that this claim 
was never sold legally, and therefore nothing ever passed to the hands 
of the assignee. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I am aware of that; yet Mr. Erwin paid $3,100 for 
the claim. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Not for thisclaim but for the allotment of uncol- 
lected claims. 

Mr. LAPHAM. For this and other claims; and the creditors with 
the knowledge that this claim was embraced in the sale received their 
dividends, ut at any rate the bill is so drawn that every creditor 
will be entitled to notice and hearing in the distribution of the fund. 

Mr. MCMAHON. If the 57 F 0 says he is satisfied as a lawyer 
that the creditors are provided for in this bill, I do not see any objec- 
tion to its pamass: 

Mr. LAPHAM. The committee so considered. 

Mr.McMAHON. But I do object to the committee de that 
this man is the owner of a claim upon a certain purchase, when it 
has beon judicially determined that upon such purchase he acquired 
no title. 

Mr. LAPHAM. The bill provides specifically that— 

After the amount of such proceeds shall have been so ascertained by the courtin 
either case, said court shall peson to distribute the amount between the said Erwin 
and such of his creditors in kruptcy as shall come in, and after such reasonable 
notice of the pendency of this suit to the creditors of said Erwin and of said Erwin 
& Hardee, who their claims in said bankruptcy proceedings, as the court 
shall order, to be personally served — them, and as said court may decide are 

uitably and justly entitled to participate; and in making such distribution, the 


d court sh roceed as a court of equity, and shall be governed, both as to the 
law and evidences by the rules and — 9 — iin in equity in the cir- 
cuit courts of the United States. 


I think the bill amply protects the rights of all the creditors. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LAPHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRIVATE BILLS PASSED. 


House joint resolutions and bill of the following titles, reported 
from the Committee of the Whole without amendment and with a 
favorable recommendation, were severally ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, and passed: 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 97) to pay G. V. Hebb $55; 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 103) to pay C. R. Faulkner $32.50, in full 
for services as messenger in the Forty-fifth Congress; and 

A bill (H. R. No, 2377) for the relief of Catharine I. Gillis. 

House bill of the following title, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with an amendment, was taken up, the amendment con- 
curred in, and the bill, as amended, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
airs) read the third time, and passed : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2271) for the relief of John N. Reed, A. D. Ander- 
son, John A. Dugan, E. T. Keightley, and George T. Rogers. 

Mr. PRICE. I move to amend the title of this bill by adding the 
names “ Benjamin P. Gaines and Charles Ford.” 

The amendment was 7 1725 to. 2 

The following Senate bills, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole with a recommendation that they be passed, were ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. No. 62) for the delivery to Samuel Lord, jr., receiver, of 
certain bonds now in the Treasury of the United States; and 

A bill (S. No. 594) for the relief of Thomas Langton, of Dundee, 


ee 

Mr. WILLITS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill (S. 
No. 594) was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGHT. As there are, I believe, some bills in regard to which 
the motion to reconsider and lay on the table was not made, I move 
in each of these cases to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
panied ; and also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EASTERN BAND OF NORTH CAROLINA CHEROKEES. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Interior relative to certain taxes on land 
belonging to the eastern band of North Carolina Cherokees; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


MAJOR G. W. CANDEE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, . report relative to the bill (H. R. No. 3050) 
for the relief of Major G. W. Candee, paymaster United States Army; 
which was Seared to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


CONTINGENT FUND OF TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with section 193 of 
the Revised Statutes, a report of contingent expenses of said Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878; which was referred to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. PRES- 
cor for one week, on account of important business. 


POSTAL REVENUE. 


Mr. MONEY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered, and ag to: 

Resolved, That the honorable Postmaster-General be, and heis hereby, requested 
to inform the House at his earliest convenience what effect clauses 4 and 5 of sec- 
tion 232 of the postal laws and regulations have upon the postal revenue; and also 
under what section of the law classifying mail matter and regulating rates of post- 
age thereon said regulation 232 was ordered by the Postmaster-General. 


B. N. EWING. 


Mr. STEVENSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3293) for the relief of B. N. Ewing, postmaster at Minier, Taze- 
well County, Illinois; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

And then, on motion of Mr. PAGE, (at three o’clock and forty-eight 
minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned until Monday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other were laid on 
the Clerk’s dak under the rule, and referred as flows viz: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of citizens of Philadelphia, for the 
abolition and repeal of the compulsory legal-tender power now given 
by law to United States Treasury notes—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

y Mr. ATHERTON : The petition of John W. Hays and others, cit- 
izens of Ohio and ex-soldiers of the war for the Union, for the passage 
of the Weaver bill, to put the soldier, in respect to his pay, on an 
Ce brae with the owners of Government bonds—to the Committee on 


2 57 Affairs. 
4 By Mr. eee The porton aoe 8 soldiers of In- 
iana, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension 
claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ace 

Also, the petition of James Woodward, for a pension—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of 65 citizens of Indiana who served in the vol- 
unteer army of the United States, for an equalization of bounties— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of R. W. Budd and others, ex-Union 
soldiers, of Pulaski County, Indiana, for payapas of dues, being the 
difference between the value of gold and silver and greenbacks at 
the time when they were paid in the latter money—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. JOSEPH G. CANNON: The petitions of J. S. Powell and 
others, and of W. R. Heyde and others, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of S. C. Langdon, postmaster at Deland, Illinois 
to be relieved from accounting for postage-stamps stolen from said 
office—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petitions of Henry Wells and others, and of William 
Sheets and others, of Vermillion County, Illinois, for equalization of 
bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of citizens of Ida County, 
Iowa, that Sioux City be made one of the places for holding the 
United States circuit court for the district of Iowa—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of F. Hess, of Iowa, for a grant of lands in the 
Rocky Mountains, to enable him to erect an observing station for 
astronomical observations—to the Committee on Public ds. 

By Mr. CLAFLIN: The petition of Darius A. Bolles and 180 others, 
of Massachusetts, soldiers in the late war, for the equalization of 
bounties paid soldiers—to the Committee on 8 irs. 

By Mr. COFFROTH: The petition of citizens of Wilmore, Penn- 
sylvania, that a ion be granted to William Crum—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLERICK: The petition of William Boone, for a pension— 
to the committee. 

Also, the petition of John R. Smith, for a pension—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of George W. Hope and 9 others, for an 
increase of pension—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Belinda McDonald, for arrears of pension—to 
the same committee, 

By Mr. CROWLEY: The petition of William Pool and 84 others, 
of Niagara Falls, New York, for a survey of and appropriation for 
the improvement of the navigation of Niagara River—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of William G. Winslow and others, of Baffalo, 
New York, inst the construction of a proposed swing-bridge over 
the Detroit River at Detroit—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of A. C. Colby and others, and of Walter Shaw 
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and others, of Niagara County, New York, for the p of the 
ization of bounty bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. EINSTEIN: The petition of Ford, Glover & Hight, and 
other citizens of Rome, Georgia, against the extension of iron cotton- 
tie patent, No. 5333—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FORT: The petition of John Lyons and other ex-soldiers, 
against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: The petition of J. L. Burkholder, Martin Bowman, 
and 80 other citizen soldiers of Putnam County, Ohio, for the pas- 
sage of the bill of Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, relating to the pay of sol- 
diers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER: The petition of the ial police and watch who 

the United States jury, for additional compensation—to 

e Committee on 5 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of T. A. Von Togon and others, citi- 
zens of the District of Columbia, for the p: e of a law for the pro- 
tection of fish in the waters of the District of Columbia—to the 
mittee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of Ex-Governor John B. Page and 
others, citizens of Vermont, for an appropriation to build a monu- 
3 at Yorktown, Virginia—to the 8 on Yorktown Cele- 

ration. 

By Mr. KEIFER: The pennon of James Ross and 50 others, soldiers 
of the Union Army, for the equalization of bounties to soldiers in the 
late war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of Armstead Goodlow, for arrears 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANNING: The porn of Mrs. R. C. A. Falconer, for com- 
pensation for cotton taken by the United States Treasury Department 
since the war—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH J. MARTIN: Papers relating to the claim of Sam- 
uel T. Carron for compensation for pro taken and used by the 
United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. MCCOOK : The petition of John Jeffrey and 556 others, em- 
ployés of the New York custom-house, that there be restored to them 
the amounts of pay withheld, contrary to law, for ten months from 
December 1, 1875, to October 1, 1576—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Also, the petition of James F. Rose, a blind man and a soldier of 
the late war, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGOWAN: The petition of P. B. Loomis, of Jackson, 
Michigan, that the duty on steel rails be fixed at a sum not exceeding 
$10 the ton—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCMILLIN: The petition of G. W. Coulter, L. T. Smith, 
8. V. Bowden, and other citizens of Fentress County, Tennessee, for 
the establishment of a t-route from Jamestown to Glen Mary, 
Tennessee—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of J. M. Ray, W. H. Bilberry, C. C. Mathews, J. 
C. Taylor, and others, for the establishment of a post-route from Oak 
Hill to Triplet’s Hill, Tennessee—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: The Pena of soldiers of Christian County, 
Kentucky, for the passage of the Weaver bill relating to the pay of 
soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLS: The petition of the officers and representatives of 
the Houston and Texas Central Railroad Company, for the reduction 
of the duty on steel rails to $10 per ton—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of late Unionsoldiers, of Lycom- 
ing County, Pennsylvania, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, 
relating to the settlement of pension claims—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’NEILL: A statement of the objects of the National 
Bonded Collection Agency, showing reasons for desired legislation— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAGE: Papers relating to the claim of Thomas S. Bridges 
for compensation for services as acting commissary of subsistence at 
Fort Bragg, California—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of soldiers of eld and Litch- 
field Counties, Connecticut, for the passage of the equalization 
ehr Air, PHISTER: The petition of Mary Jane Conrad, f 

y Mr. : The ition o ane ‘or a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Poona E 

By Mr. PRESCOTT: The petition of 625 United States soldiers of 
the late war, for an equalization of bounties—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 5 

By Mr. SIMONTON: The petition of Fendall 8 for com- 
pensation for property taken and used by the United States Army 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Thomas H. Webb for compen- 
sation for quartermaster stores taken for the use of the United States 
Army—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JAMES W. SINGLETON: The petition of citizensof Quincy, 
Illinois, for a reduction of the duty on zine to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Also, the petition of 65 soldiers of the eleventh congressional dis- 
trict of Illinois, for the passage of the Weaver bill relating to pay 
of soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

vig ew STEELE: The 1 of John M. Robinson, president of 
the Raleigh and Gaston Railroad, and of the Raleigh and Augusta 


om- 


Air-Line 


Railroad, for a reduction of the duty on steel rails—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 
By Mr. STONE: The petition of C. J. Poore and 122 other citizens 


of Michigan, late soldiers and sailors, that Congress make provision 
for the payment of arrears due them by reason of military service— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. THOMAS: The petition of Martin G. Kelso and 62 others, 
citizens of Illinois, for the equalization of the pay of soldiers of the 
late war, and for placing them upon an equal footing with bond- 
holders—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND: The petition of owners and agents 
of steam and sail vessels on the northern lakes, against the construc- 
tion of a bridge over the Detroit River at Detroit, Michigan—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. THOMAS TURNER: The petition of citizens of 3 
for the improvement of the Kentucky River and its tributaries— 


the same committee. 

By Mr. TYLER: The petitions of Luke P. Poland and others, and 
of Ex-Governor Horace Fairbanks and others, citizens of Vermont, 
for an appropriation to build a monument at Yorktown, Virginia— 
to the Committee on Yorktown Celebration. 

By Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF: The petition of Martin P. Jordan, 
for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C S G. WILLIAMS: The petition of John Thomas, 
for a pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FERNANDO WOOD: The petition of the president of the 
Missouri Pacific Railroad soa enh for a reduction of the duty on 
steel rails—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of George W. Madox and others, 
citizens of New York and soldiers of the late war, for an allowance of 
the deficiency between the value ot paper money received by them as 
pay for services and gold coin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. YOCUM: The petition of soldiers of the Union Army in 
the war of the rebellion, for the equalization of bounties—to the same 
committee. 


IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 12, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with the 
requirements of the river and harbor act of March 3, 1879, copies of 
reports of Major H. M. Hober, Corps of Engineers, of the results of 
surveys and examinations e under his direction for a harbor of 
refuge at the entrance to the Portage Lake and Lake Superior Shi 
Canal, and of Bayfield and Ashland Harbors, Wisconsin, and M 
tique River, Michi ; which was referred to the Committee on 
ie Bree ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with the requirements of the 
river and harbor act of March 3, 1879, reports of results of sur- 
veys made under the direction of Lieutenant-Colonel George Thom, 
Corps of Engineers, of Moose-a-bec Bar, Jonesport, and Cathance 
River, Maine, and at the outlet of Lake Winnepesaukee; which was 
referred to Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with the river and harbor act of 
March 3, 1879, a letter from the Chief of eers and accompany- 
ing report of Captain C. J. Allen, Corps of E; nore gi an 
account of the construction of the sluice-way at F. of t 
Anthony, and urging the importance of immediate repairs to the apron 
built by the United States for the preservation of the Falls; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with the river and harbor act of 
March 3, 1879, a letter from the Chief of Engineers and accompany- 
ing reports from Major G. L. Gillespie, Corps of Engineers, of exam- 
inations and surveys of Cowlitz River, Washington Territory, of 
Umpqua River, and of Alsea Harbor and Bar, Oregon, and a report 
from the same officer of a survey of the bar at the mouth of the Co- 
lumbia River made in compliance with the requirements of the river 
and harbor act of June 18, 1878; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with the requirements of the 
river and harbor act of March 3, 1879, a letter from the Chief of En- 
gineers and an accompanying report from Captain A. Mackenzie, Co: 
of Engineers, of an examination and survey of Cuivre River, M 
souri; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed, 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
War, 3 in compliance with the 5 of the river 
and harbor act of June 18, 1878, a letter from the Chief of Engineers 
and accompanying reports from Major William H. H. Benyaurd, Corps 
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of Engineers, of a survey made under his direction of the falls on Red 
River, near Alexandri uisiana; and also the examinations of Black 
River, Arkansas, Tehula Lake, and Yallg-Busha River, Mississippi, in 
compliance with the river and harbor act of March 3, 1879; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with the river and harbor act of 
June 18, 1878, a letter from the Chief of Engineers and accompanying 
report from Major W. P. Craighill, Corpsof Engineers, of asurvey made 
on the peninsula of Maryland and Delaware, with the view to the con- 
struction of a ship-canal connecting the Delaware and Chesapeake 
Bays; which was referred tothe Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting estimates of 33 required, with trac- 
ings of plans, for the construction of officers’ quarters at Fort Omaha, 
Nebraska; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of the State National Bank of 
Boston, praying for the passage of a law to waive the statute of limita- 
tions as a bar to an action now h inst the United States to 
recover $60,000, the balance of $100,000 of gold certificates, due on a 
certain receipt. This petition relates to a very important matter, and 
there is the draft of a bill with it. I move that this petition and the 
accompanying draft of a bill be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the petition of Timothy Earle, of Valley 
Falls, Rhode Island, praying for the passage of a law authorizing 
the extension of his patent for an improvement in an egg-beater ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of H. J. Gregory and 81 other citi- 
zens of Michigan, praying for the establishment of a post-route from 
Gull Lake to Hickory Corners, in Kalamazoo County, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MAXEY. I present the petition of the Indian delegates of the 
Indian Territory, praying for the forfeiture of certain conditional 
land grants of lands of the Indians claimed by certain railroad com- 


panion I move its reference to the Committee on the N. No. 5 re 


considered in connection with we joint resolution (S. R. No. 


‘forfeit certain public lands granted to aid in the construction of cer- 


„ tain railroads and telegraphic lines. 


The motion was to. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of F. W. Pe administra- 
tor, &., of James D. Morton, deceased, of Breckinri ounty, Ken- 
3 compensation for a boat lost while in the service of 
the Government during the late war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. a 

He also presented the petition of Percy H. Hall and 23 other citi- 
zens of the District of Columbia, praying that their names may be 
stricken from a memorial heretofore referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, remonstrating against the proposed amend- 
ment to the charter of the Capitol, North O Street and South Wash- 
ington Railway Company, the petitioners having signed the memorial 
under a misapprehension of facts; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 0 

Mr. HAMLIN. I present the memorial of A. R. Reed and others, 
of the town of Waldoborough, in the State of Maine, relating to what 
is known as the Geneva award fand, and the memorial concludes by 


asking Congress speedily to some legislation which will give to 
all rightful claimants upon the said fund an immediate and conven- 
ient opportunity to present their claims to some properly consti- 


tuted tribunal. 

I ask the indulgence of the Senate for a single moment while I in- 
vite the attention of the Judiciary Committee to as prompt and early 
action as may be possible upon this subject. It is one which has 
long invited the attention of Con and I believe I am fully justi- 
fled in saying that if a little earlier action had been had, or if the 
measure of legislation to be acted on had been matured at a little 
earlier day in the session, so that the Senate could have considered 
the subject when it was not pressed by appropriation bills and other 
measures, which absolutely prevented a full and fair consideration of 
it, I think some action might have been reached before this time. It 
is an important question, and I ask—nay, I invoke—the Judiciary 
Committee of this body to give to the subject its attention as early as 
is practicable in view of their other duties. I have no doubt they are 
desirous of so doing. Its importance is so great that I have felt justi- 
fied in thus inviting attention to it. I move the reference of the 
memorial to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BALDWIN presented the memorial of George W. Bates and 23 
others, remonstrating against the p of the bill (S. No, 496) for 
the examination and adjudication of claims for pensions; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. x 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of Oakes A. Ames and Oliver 
Ames, executors of the estate of Oakes Ames, deceased, and Lemuel 
Shaw and others, executors of the estate of Samuel Hooper, deceased, 
praying for the passage of a law reimbursing them for certain money 


18 


X 


paid into the Treasury of the United States for property illegally 
seized by the Government during the late war; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of William Lilley, of the city of 
Washington, praying the extension of his patent for an evaporatin 
saucer for promoting the growth of house plants; which was . 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. GROOME presented the petition of Robert F. Bratton and 29 
others, citizens and firms of Somerset County and Baltimore City, 
Maryland, praying for a survey of the water p between Deal 
Island and Little ls Island, Somerset County, Maryland, with a 
view to cleaning and digging out the same; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WALLACE presented the petition of P. A, Keller and 20 other 
citizens of Philadelphia, praying the passage of the joint resolution 
providing for the abolition and repeal of the compulsory legal-tender 
power now given by law to the Treasury notes of the United States ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I present the petition of Mahlon C. Frambes and 
others, owners of the schooner T. P. Lerned, praying compensation 
for the loss of that vessel in Hatteras Inlet, North Carolina, in Janu- 
ary, 1862, while in the service of the Government. As I was person- 
ally cognizant of the circumstances attending this case, I shall do 
myself the honor to appear before the committee and state the facts. 
I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Claims, 

The motion was to, 

Mr. PENDLETON presented the petition of G. W. Neville, mayor 
of Xenia, Ohio, and others, citizens of Ohio, praying that Wilberforce 
University, in that State, may receive a proper proportion of the 
unclaimed volunteer colored soldiers’ bounty; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, presented the petition of John Garrison 
and S other soldiers and sailors of the late war, of Casey, Illinois, 
praying the passage of an act giving them the difference between the 
value of greenbacks and gold at the time they received their pay, 
with 6 per cent. interest, compounded semi-annually; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of W. J. Hoggath and 140 
other Union soldiers, of Orange County, Indiana, prayitig for the pas- 

of a law granting them the difference between greenbacks and 
gold at the time of their payment while in the Union Army; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented the petition of Abner S. Pinchin and others, 
members of the Union Soldiers’ Association, of De Kalb County, Indi- 
ana, praying to be paid the difference between greenbacks and gold 
at the time of their payment as soldiers during the late war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the memorial of John Hammond and 
others, soldiers of the late war, remonstrating against the passageof 
the bill (S. No. 496) for the examination and adjudication of pension 
Claims; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present the affidavit of John S. Corlett, and a 
petition numerously signed by citizens of the town of Webster, Ham- 
ilton County, Iowa, in which Mr. Corlett lives, ee that he may 
be ganea à pension. This ne oe been before ae ension Com- 
m ‘or some time, and has m tw ‘avorably repa upon, 
I move that these papers be referred to the Committee on Peon 
to accompany the bill now before that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. THURMAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 

was referred the bill (H. R. No. 582) to provide for circuit and dis- 


trict courts of the United States at Columbus, Ohio, and transferrin, 
certain counties from the northern to the southern district in sai 


State, reported it with amendments. ~ 4 
Mr. GROOME. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the petition of Thomas Hendrickson, widow 


of Major Thomas Hendrickson, praying to be granted a pension, to 
5 a report thereon, recommending that the claim for a pension 
be referred to the Commissioner of Pensions. 

The report was ordered to be printed, and the committee were dis- 
charged ron the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. GROOME, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 46) for the relief of Frank Rinquet, submitted 
an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was 3 indefinitely. $ 

Mr. WITHERS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 139) granting a pension to Henry A. Armstrong, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Hannah L. Stearns, praying to be allowed a pension on ac- 
count of services rendered by her husband, Benjamin F. Stearns, in 
the war of 1812, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Isaac Vansant, praying an increase of pension for services 
rendered and injuries received in the war of 1812, submitted an adverse 
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report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the committee 
were discharged from the further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of citizens of Pennsylvania, praying that a pension be granted 
to Aaron Snyder, late a private in Company A, Two hundred and sec- 
ond Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the committee were 
discharged from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. RANDOLPH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 8) correcting the military 
record of Wickliffe Cooper, d , late major Seventh Cavalry, 
brevet colonel United States Army, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 332) authorizing the appointment of William English to a 
second lieutenancy in the Army, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 188) correcting the military muster-in of James G. Howard, 
late captain of Company E, Forty-ninth Kentucky Volunteers, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postpones indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the me- 
morial of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Montana, in 
relation toa military telegraph, and praying the construction of a line 
of telegraph from Fort Ellis to Fort Buford, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the committee 
were discharged from the further consideration of the memorial. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 317) for the relief of Captain J. B. Campbell, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 517) for the relief of Francis S. Davidson, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 159) to provide for the 
sale of a certain portion of the Fort Leavenworth military reservation, 
to report if with an amendment. Accompanying the bill will be 
found a report which I ask to have printed, and also a map, if it can 
be found. There is a map which was with the papers, and if found 
I want it printed as a part of the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed as desired. 

Mr. KIRK WOOD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 315) iiien = pension to Henry Stanley 
Wetmore, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to Whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 35) granting a pension to Herman Netterfield, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed, and moved 
that the bill be postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Lask that that bill be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. vane well. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN 15 bill will be cage on ogee yo e 

ith t verse report of the committee, which w nted. 
ae IRKWOOD also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the petition of James Preston, praying for the passage 
of a law placing is name on the panalar noili submitted an adverse 
report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the committee 
were discharged from the further consideration of the petition, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 815) to increase the pensions of certain pensioned soldiers anà 
sailors who are utterly helpless from injuries received or disease con- 
tracted while in the United States service, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be 


rinted. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I have in my hand, from the same committee 
two other bills, Nos. 673 and 879, upon the subject of the bill just 
5 = 20 that 1 8 Sra 2 1 by the others, I 
am instruc re em back and ask to be discharged 
their further sonalileration. eve 

The order was agreed to; and the following bills were postponed 
mi bill (S, No. 673 

bill (S. No. 673) for the relief of soldiers and sailors becomin 
totally ahead in the service of the country; and = 

A bill (S. No. 879) to amend “ An act to increase the pension of cer- 
tain pensioned soldiers and sailors who have lost both their hands, or 
both their feet, or the 0 of both eyes, in the service of the coun- 
4 roved June 17, 1878. 

. INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 152) for the relief of Thomas Lu- 
cas, sig Pot it without amendment. 

Mr. AN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 706) to amend an act for the relief of Joseph 
B. Collins, approved March 3, 1879, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 198) for the relief of Captain Bird L. Fletcher, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 747) for the relief of Harlow L. Street, reported it with an 
ee and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

. EDMUNDS. On the 7th of January the Senate, on my motion, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary the bill (S. No. 962) to es- 
tablish a United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes. My honorable friend from Illinois Mr. LOGAN) had moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Territories, but it appeared to 
me from the title of the bill that it was purely a judicial bill. I after- 
ward learned from him, and on looking at it, that the chief and lead- 
ing part of the bill related to territorial matters, land grants, &c. I 
am therefore authorized by the Committee on the Judiciary to ask to 
be discharged from its further consideration and to move that it be 
referred to the Committee on Territories, 

The motion was to. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 74) authorizing Lieutenant Z, 
L. Tanner, of the United States Navy, late commanding Pacific mail 
steamer City of Peking, to accept a pair of flower-vases and a lac- 

uered box from the Japanese government, asked to be discharged 

m its further consideration and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations; which was 1 7117 to. 

Mr. COC LL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the memorial of the Legislature of Nebraska, in relation to 
Indian depredations on the Niobrara River in that State, and pray- 
ing for the establishment of a e post east of Fort Robinson 
for the better protection of settlers in that portion of the State, have 
considered the same, and ask to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration on the ground that during the last extra session provision 
was made by the Army appropriation bill for the establishment of 
the post desired by the memorialists. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is correct, i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee will be discharged from 
the further consideration of the memorial, 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Alexander S. Brownlow, late a private 
in Company I, Eighth Regiment Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers, pray- 
ing to have his name placed on the rolls of that company and regi- 
ment and for the removal of the charge of desertion from his military 
record, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed, and the committee were discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition. x 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the Dill 
(S. No. 731) for the relief vf Major Junius T. Turner, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr, SLATER asked, and by unauimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 986) for the relief of Thomas I. Miller; which 
was 9 twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 

‘airs. 

e also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. mot for the relief of Thomas W. Beale; which was 
2 twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. . 

Mr. McDONALD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 988) for the relief of James B. Sinclair; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on. 
Military Affairs, 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 989) to authorize the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to allot lands in severalty to Indians; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 990) for the relief of John H. McBlair; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr, WITHERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No, 991) granting a pension to D. H. Myers; 
4 8 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 

duce a bill (S. No. 992) granting a pension to Mrs. J ulia Gardner Ty- 
ler, widow of Ex-President Tyler; which was read twice by its title,. 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. BUTLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 993) to incorporate the Capitol Hill and Poto- 
mac Railway Company; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief of 
George J. Wardwell, and also his petition in support of the bill. I 
know nothing of the merit of the bill. 

_ By unanimons consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (8. 
No. 994) for the relief of George J. Wardwell; which was read twice 


by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 
Mr, PADDOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 995) to authorize the appointment of com- 
* 
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missioners to ascertain and report losses sustained by citizens of the 
United States on account of Indian depredations and to adjust claims 
arising therefrom ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 996) for the relief of Monroe Donoho; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 997) for the relief of the estate of George M. Ham- 
ner; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONAS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 998) for the relief of Columbus Reed; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 999) to provide for the appointment of offi- 
cial steno; hers for the circuit and district courts of the United 
States ; hie was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1000) granting increase of peonon to Mary V. Wilt; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BOOTH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1001) to authorize the auditing of certain un- 
paid accounts in the Indian Bureau; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1002) in relation to the Japanese indemnity 
fund; which was read twice by its title, and refe to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1003) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend the laws relating to internal revenue;” which was read twice 
by its title, and e to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HEREFORD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (S. R, No. 59) repealing part of section 
4693 of the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. KERNAN (by request) asked, ana by nnanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 60) authorizing 
the transfer of so much as may be necessary of Bedloe’s Island, New 
York Harbor, from the War Department to the Department, 
to be used for marine-hospital purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. s 

Mr. BURNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 61) for the relief of the widow 
and children of John W. Judson ; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 


On motion of Mr. BAILEY, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of J. A. Hod, with the accom ing papers, be 
taken from the files of the Senate and ref to the Coarmaities on Claims, 

On motion of Mr. KERNAN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Colonel Peter Clasgens be withdrawn from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. GROOME, it was 

Ordered, That the 122 in the case of Thomas H. Bradley be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on —— Affairs. 

Ordered, That S. Rosenfeld & Co., of Baltimore, Maryland, have leave to with- 
draw the papers in their case from the files of the Senate. 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Territories: 

uire i ee erg. st A utes vi terri government fo 

to the e: ency and propriety TO a r 

the Territory of Milaska, and at ald — — repost by bill or otherwise. 
REPORT ON THE ECLIPSE OF 1879. 


Mr, ANTHONY submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That there be 
printed 5,000 additional copies of the report of the Naval Observa: on the ecli 
of 1879, of which 1,500 copies shall be for the nse of the Senate, 2,500 copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of the Naval Ob- 
servatory. 


and is h , instructed to in- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ApaMs, its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. R. No. 148) for 
the relief of D. M. Hamlin. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
` lowing bills: 

A bill (S. No. 62) for the delivery to Samuel Lord, jr., receiver, of 
certain bonds now in the Treasury of the United States; 

A bill (S. No. 594) for the relief of Thomas Langton, of Dundee, 
Michigan; and 

Ab (8. No. 765) to amend sections 2324 and 2325 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, concerning mineral lands. 


The m further announced that the House of Representatives 
had the joint resolution (S. R. No. 19) to provide for the pub- 
lication and distribution of a supplement to the Revised Statutes, 
with N in which the concurrence of the Senate was re- 
quested. s 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 385) to amend the act entitled “An act for the relief 
of Robert Erwin;” 

A bill E R. No. 2269) for the relief of Calvin Bronson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2270) to pay for My fe services relating to the 
metric system rendered the Forty-fifth Con 3 

A bill (H. R. No. 3064) to remove the political disabilities of W. S. 
Maxwell, of Tennessee; 

A bill (II. R. No. 2569) to remove the political disabilities of William 
Shee of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2566) to remove the political disabilities of W. H. 
Parker, of Maryland ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2902) to place William Gaines, late ordnance-ser- 
geant United States Army, on the retired list; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2377) for the relief of Catharine I. Gillis; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 97) to pay G. V. Hebb $55; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 103) to pay C. R. Faulkner $32.50, in 
full for services as messenger in the Forty-fifth Congress. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. No, 2803) for the relief of Doddridge 
& Davis; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


THEOPHILUS P. CHANDLER. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No. 22) for the relief of Theophilus P. Chandler, 
reported favorably from the Committee on Claims. 

e motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It relieves Theophilus P. Chand- 
ler, late assistant treasurer of the United States at Boston, from all 
liability for the acts of Julius F. Hartwell, late disbursing clerk and 
cashier in the office of that assistant treasurer, in loaning or advanc- 
ing the moneys or funds of the United States to Mellen, Ward & Co. 
and from all liability to account for any moneys or funds of the United 
States which were loaned or advan by Hartwell to Mellen, Ward 
& Co., the same having been without the default or negligence of 
Chandler. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. If the report is short let it be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As several Senators have asked me questions in 
ithe to this bill, I will state that a similar bill which was pending 
8 t 11 Forty-fifth Congres was reported favorably by the Senator 

m Sassachusetts [Mr. Hoar] from the Committee on Claims, was 
favorably considered by the Senate, and sent to the House. The 
claimant for relief here, Mr. Chandler, was assistant treasurer of the 
United States at Boston. A clerk in the e plex of the office before 
his appointment, and who was continaed | er Thee time, and for 
whose selection Mr. Chandler s in no Wise responsible, was guilty 
of using the funds and speculating in them. They were gon certifi- 
cates. It was impossible for the Treasurer to ascertain wha. y 
were. When the detection of the clerk came about, by the obey 
of the assistant treasurer, he was duly prosecuted and punishes. 
These gold certificates were returned to the 8 and the officer 
sup there would be no liability on his part. But afterward, in 
a suit brought by other parties, these gold certificates were identified 
and recovered from the assistant treasurer, and now he is technically 
responsible for them. The object of the bill is simply to relieve him 
from this responsibility. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will ask the Senator before he 
takes his seat what is the amount involved and whether this bill has 
been before the Senate previously ? : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Four hundred and eighty thousand dollars was 
the amount of the gold certificates given out. The parties bringing 
suit have sustained claims against the United States for the recovery 
of gold certificates to the amount of something like $400,000, whic 
the assistant treasurer turned in and which he sup was the end 
of his liability in the matter. A similar bill was before the Senate 
in the last Congress, reported favorably on the 18th of December, 
1878, passed by the Senate on the 19th of January, 1879, sent to the 
House, and no final action was taken by the House. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will ask the Senator, for informa- 
tion, if there is a recommendation from the Department for or against 
the passage of this bill, or if the Department has been consulted in 
regard to the matter? 

. COCKRELL. Iwill say to the Senator that I have never made 
a report to the Senate, and never expect to do so, where any question 
involving the action of a Department comes up, that I do not first 
refer it to the Department and get the opinion of the Department. 
Generally I concur with the Department, but sometimes I do not. 
In this case the matter was referred to the Department, and the whole 
proceeding was laid before the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HO. I will state that this bill was very fully explained at 
the last regular session of the Senate, and after fall explanation 
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passed the Senate by a unanimous vote. Everybody was satisfied 
who heard the explanation. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
L. C. CANTWELL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (8. No. 307) for the relief of L. C. Cantwell. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to L. C. Cantwell, postmaster at Richmond, Ray 
County, Missouri, $327.46, being the amount of money order and post- 
age funds in his ion belonging to the United States totally de- 
stroyed by a cyclone on the 1st day of June, 1878, without any fault 
whatever of Cantwell, and since fully paid by him to the United 
States. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. It is very short. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. COCK- 
RELL January 7: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred bill (S. No. for the relief of 
L. C. Cantwell, have duly considered the same, and submit the fol report: 

In the third session of the Forty-fifth Congress, on February 10, 187), the peti- 
tion of claimant, with a bill for relief similar to the present one, was intro- 
duced in the House of Representatives, and referred to the Committee of Claims, 
where no action was On February 17, 1879, a bill precisely similar to the 
present bill, with . was introduced in Senate and referred 
to the Committee on Claims, which reported the said bill back to the Senate favor- 


master at 
ty, ani ter and 
e Prior to June 1, 1878, he had built at his own <n a very comfort- 
able building of frame-work for the 
ioe for the convenience of the bu and 
1 

d 


Ko 


stamps, stamped envelo s. 
— — letters were 


ial agent, Warren P. 
and report, as who did make a full report. U) 
es of all on es Sena and affi 
anaccompanying letter from General „Second Assistant Postmaster-G eneral. 
From these it is found that Mr. Cantwell had on hand in said building $94.06 of 
money order funds and $255 of pos: fands, making $349.06 in all, and that of this 
amount $21.60 were recove! leav; the sum of $327.46 as the balance of the 
money-order and yenge totally lost and destroyed, and for which he has 
ce Department and 


fun 
fully accounted to the Post-Offi paid in full, and which shoul 
be refanded to Mr. Cantwell. 


„The bill directs the Lovley bys said sum to Mr. Contwell, and your committee 
the 95 


bill. 
„and 
examined the bill and the secon dee 


e and correct and fully s nee and 

t. Your committee, therefore, t the 

ET 
pass. š A 

ill „reported to the snout amendment, ordered 

60 bs d for a third pone — 28 the third time, and passed. 

JOHN s. LOGAN AND W. L. SHADWICK. 

COCKRELL. I now move the present consideration of the 

(S. No. 24) for the relief of John S. Logan, which has also here- 
Biore been acted upon by the Senate and passed. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to John S. Logan, of Louisville, Kentucky, $1,000, 
being money whigh the Western Bank of Missouri advanced to pur- 
chase military supplies for the United States troops under Colonel 
John Edwards, of which the claimant is the assignee, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to insert after the word“ Kentucky.“ in line 4, the 
words, and W. L. Shadwick.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. McDONALD. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is. Let the report be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Harris 
January 7: 

No. 24) for the relief 
the same, 8 he fellow oo BA 
which was submi to the Cenate at the first session of the Forty fourth Gon. 


ut Joe Railroad, and for the 
public service generally. remained in the field during the months of 

t, September, . ing SF „a part being stationed at Saint Joe 
a at Chillicothe, in said State of katy This force was organized and 
called into the service to meet a zed emergency, and the men were without 
clothing except such as they had on their persons at time of enlistment. They 
were even destitute of shoes, clothing, or supplies, became dissatisfied, somewhat 


mutinous, and threatened to abandon the service. ‘The officers were without funds 
or means to supply or meet their wants and demands, To meet the em ney, 
they borrowed from the Western Bank of Missouri $1,000, and gave therefor an 
erder on the Iowa State treasury. money was all used for clothing and su 

or clothing being subsequently de- 


ducted from the ay, of each officer and soldier. The demand (the bank having 
gone into liquidation) was afterward purchased by these petitioners. 

d was made upon the State of Iowa, and payment refused, because vouch- 
ers were not presented showing the disposition made of the money ; it being re- 
quired that, as there was no au ity technically to borrow this money, the State 
would not pay, except upon proper vouchers showing how and to whom this money 
was paid. It is unders' that all the other expenses attending the raising and 
taking care of this independent force have been paid by the State and reimbursed 
by the Government. But this claim has been ted for the reasons stated. It 

appears that Colonel Edwards and his comm: , Who also acted as quarter- 
master, soon after this occurrence, were called to other fields of active service, and 
that it was some years before their whereabouts could be ascertained. Finally 
statements were obtained from them, which are found in the record, fully support- 
ing the findings and statements above set out. The claim has never been paid 
either by the State of Iowa or the United States. 

It seema to your committee that this is a just and meritorious claim. We con- 
cede that it would have been more satisfactory to your committee if vouchers had 
been presented showing that this money was in good faith and actually for 
the benefit of the troops. But this is next to impossible at this late day. And 

lly would it be a gret hardsbip to require this of the present claimants. 

en, too, it will be seen at once that no one would expect that the vouchers, if 

presented, would show that this identical thousand dollars was applied to their pay- 
m 


ent. 
“We admit that the delay has e poy ; but the circumstances seem to be ex- 
ceptional, and we therefore recommend the allowance of the claim, ($1,000.)"’ 

he committee recommends that the bill be amended by inserting after the word 
Kentucky,“ in the fourth line, the words and W. L. Shadwick ;" and that, when 
so amended, the bill pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A Dill for the relief of John 
S. Logan and W. L. Shadwick.” 


LOSS OF STEAMER J. DON. CAMERON, 


Mr. MAXEY. I move that Senate bill No. 106 be taken up and 
considered. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 106) for the relief 
of sufferers by loss of the Government steamer J. Don. Cameron was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
War to examine into, ascertain, and determine the losses of private 

roperty of the officers, enlisted men, and laundress of the Fifth Reg- 
iment of United States Infantry, by reason of the sinking of the Gov- 
ernment steamer J. Don. Cameron, in the Missouri River, on or about 
the 18th of May, 1877; and appropriates $31,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, to enable the Secretary of War to adjust and the 
accounting officers of the Treasury to pay the claimants the amount 
of their losses as allowed and approved. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to insert after the word “ act,” in line 15, the words 
“not te exceed the amount for bag; allowed to said officers, sol- 
die-, and laundress by law and the Army Regulations ;” so as to 


To enable the Seeretary of War to adjust and the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury to pay the claimants the amount of their said losses, as allowed 5 
under au Chet E BOE DOA AO EDON ADD ANAE erly ca dir to said 
officers, soldiers, and : 


laundress by law and the Arm; Regul : Provided, 
the award of the Secretary of ar for anch neuen shall final, and the ee 
thereof to the several claimants shall be held and taken as a complete relinquish- 
ment and satisfaction of all claims for es sustained by them by reason of the 
sinking of the said Government steamer J. Don. Cameron, as aforesaid. 

The amendment was d to. 

Mr. McDONALD. Is there a report in that case f 

Mr. MAXEY. Yes, sir; there is a report that I made on behalf of 
the committee, which is quite elaborate and sets out fully the rea- 
sons for the action of the committee. Ifthe Senator from Indiana 
wishes it I shall have the epee read. 

Mr.McDONALD. I should like either to have the report read or a 
statement of the facts made. 

Mr. MAXEY. It will be briefer perhaps to make a statement. 

During the trouble in the Black Hill country, or the Sitting Bull 
war, the Fifth Regiment of Infantry, then stationed at Fort Leaven- 
worth, in Kansas, were ordered to move up into that country for the 

urpose of aiding in that campaign. They left behind them all their 
baggage except such as was absolutely neccessary for the campaign. 
Su uently they were ordered by the War Department to remain 
in that country. They did so. Their and their families, &c., 
were then at Fort Leavenworth. Under the regulations, which are 
part of the law, it was the duty of the Government to furnish a cer- 
tain amount of transportation to this regiment to remove their bag- 
gage, families, &c., to their new quarters. The amount to whi 
they are entitled is not fixed by the bill. For the purpose of removal, 
the baggage, the families &c., were placed on the steamer J. Don. 
Cameron. There is a statute which makes it punitory to employ a 
pilot to travel on a river not licensed to travel on that river. There 
is a penalty attached to a pilot who accepts such service, and a pen- 
alty attached to the party who employs that pilot. It appears in evi- 
dence that neither the pilot nor any of that crew had traveled upon 
the Missouri River above Fort Leavenworth or Omaha. It further 
appears that there were no compartments, no bulkheads in that boat; 
that the boat was in every sense of the word utterly untrustworthy ; 
and it was the most outrageous negligence, in my judgment, to have 
sent anybody’s ge or any living being on that boat. 

Just below Sioux City the boat struck a snag in about twenty feet 
of water, running at full speed, striking the snag diagonally and 
breaking it in two, and sunk in twenty minutes, carrying down 
everything. 


1880. 


I hold that the granting to these people of transportation is as 
much a part of their contract as the granting of their pay, and it is 
but common justice to furnish at least a reasonably safe means of 


transportation. The utter unfitness of the boat, as well as the fact 
that neither the pilot nor any of the crew was licensed to travel on 
that river, fully appears in evidence; and by reason of this gross 
negligence the whole property was lost. : 

This bill provides that the Secretary of War shall say what these 
officers and men were geny entitled to send on that boat under the 
Army Regulations, and whatever amount it is ascertained that they 
lost which they were entitled to when this computation shall be made 
by him shall be the allowance e. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The report had better be read. It is a 
pretty important matter. 

Mr. MAXEY. I would prefer myself that the report should be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

Mr. MAXEY. Before the report is read I will further state that the 
matter was before the Senate at a former session and the bill passed 
unanimously. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. MAXEY 
December 9, 1879: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred Executive Document 
No. 54, “ letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a petition of certain offi- 
oers of the Fifth Infantry United States Army, praying to be reimbursed for losses 
sustained by the sinking of the Government steamer . Cameron,” have had the 
same under consideration, and submit the following report: 

The record shows that in the year 1877 the Quartermaster’s hig Eee of the 
United States Army constru two steamboats at Jeffersonville, for the 
purpose of navigating the Upper Missouri River and its tributaries, in the trans- 
portation of public 8 and materials for the erection of Forts Keogh and Cus- 
ter in the Territory of Montana. 

In July, 1876, shortly after the Custer massacre, the Fifth Regiment United States 

Infantry was ordered from Fort venworth, for active field service in 
the campaign against the hostile Indians under Sitting Bull and Crazy Horse. 
During that summer and autumn and the winter cam of 1876 and 1877 the 
oflicers of thie regiment were compelled to leave their private pio rty, except 
sach as was necessary for an active field campaign the In at Fort 
Leavenworth, in Kansas. When this campaign had terminated in the e 
of Indian hostilities in the Northwest the officers of the Fifth Regiment of Infan- 
try were stationed, in the spring of 1877, at what was known as Tongue River 
cantonment, at the mouth of Tongue River, Montana, where their ces were 
deemed necessary by the commanding general of the Army. 
The following is the law regulating the allowance of baggage to officers in chang- 
ing stations: : Snn 
4 “ OFFICERS’ BAOGAGE. 

* Paragraph 1097, Revised Arm lations, is modified as follows: 

2... Cd 
0 
— ted) ox Bllows : een 

In the C 

field. | stako 


These amounts shall be reduced pro rata by the commanding officer when nec- 
essary, and may bo increased by the Qnarterinexter-General on transports by water 
when proper, in special cases. 
By order of the Secretary of War. 
“E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Adjutant. General. 
“Offcial. 


“4 


Assistant Adjutant-General. 

“Nore.—Made a of the law by act of July 28, 1866. (The United States 
rs. Williamson, 23d all., 411.) And see y the bii yA a section of 
same act, vol. 14, United States Statutes at , pages 337, A 


From this it will be seen that the fied amount may be increased by the 
h re Termy en On the 34 of March, 1877, the Quartermaster-General, by 
è following letter, increased the allowance of baggage for the Fifth Infantry, as 
authorized as above quoted by Army regulations: 
“Wan DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
“ Washington, March 3, 1877. 


rtation of the com baggage, lanndresses, officers 
te tth Tafantey, now at Fort Leavenworth, be done by the boats 


“The mental quartermaster of the Fifth Infantry reports that transporta- 
tion iil de rente ay 


“M. C. MEIGS, 


“ Quartermaster-General. 
* Lientenant-Colonel James A. EKIS, 
“ Deputy Quartermaster-General, United States Army, 
“Jeffersonville, Indiana, 
“ Official. 


„G. W. BAIRD, 
: “ First Lieutenant and Adjutant Fifth Infantry.” 
This letter shows that the Secretary of War, through the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral, had directed the tation of the companies! laun en- 
listed men, and officers’ families and pro try then at Fort 


perty of the Fifth 
Leavenworth to be performed by the boats then building at Jeffersonville, Indiana. 
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It further appears. both from the official reports and the affidavits of Lieutenant 


ental quartermaster of the 
. 1877, he embarked at Fort Leavenworth 
on the United States steamer J. Donald Cameron, bound for the military post at 
Tongue River, Montana, where his t was stationed, said post being reached 
by steaming np the Missouri River, thence up the Yellowstone to the mouth of 
ongue River; that said boat was laden with some public property and the private 
effects, ee eee and baggage of a number of tho officers of the Fifth In- 
fantry, who, as will be seen by the letter of General Miles, were going to a remote 
section, where supplies, necessaries, and comforts of their families and themselves 
could not be obtained, and hence they were compelled to lay in more than the usnal 
uantity transported by officers on change of ordinary station; that on the 18th of 
y, 1877, about noon, while the said steamer was running at the usual rate of 

8 up stream, she struck a snag about two feet in diameter with such force as 


lished by the evidence, ard A 
First. That the steamer J. Donald Cameron was not properly constructed for the 
safe navigation of the Upper Missouri River, in that she was not vided with 


Pp bulkheads or water-tight compartments, and thatthe sinking of said steamer 
at the time and under the cireumstances would not have oceurred but for these 
defects in her construction. 
Second. That John S. Ritchie, employed by Lieutenant-Colonel J. A. Ekin, deputy 
uartermaster-general, United States Army, as master and pilot of said steamer 
. Donald Cameron, was not a regularly licensed upon the Missouri River, 
and had never been up said river above Omaha, Nebraska; that J. C. W. 
employed by Lieutenant-Colonel J. A. Ekin, deputy quartermaster-general, Uni 
States Army, as pilot of said United States steamer J. Donald Cameron, was not 
a regularly licensed pilot upon the Missouri River, and had never been upon said 
river. The committee refer to the report of said board on file in the papers of this 


case. 
- Your commi 


Sith tee proat that be O thet be th 
© prog: t he o: ers, the ie req 


unskillty 
willfal vince; 


seen by passengers and others at all times ; every 
this provision by any such master, mate, en Sees nilo 
of 


“Sec. 4 No steamer carryiuz Dia ti 


n t to compl: 
b. he shall be subject to 


‘shall depart frow an 


she shall have in her service a full t of li officer. au ar alaen 
sufficient at all times to manage the vessel, including the proper n of watch. 


men. Butif any vessel, on her voyage, is deprived of the services of 
officer without the consent, fault, or collusion of the master, owner, or —— 
interested in the vessel, the ciency may be temporarily supplied untikeden 
licensed can be obi a 


tained. 

From the facts ascertained and reported by the board of survey: sustained by the. 
affidavits of Lientenant Hathaway and others, hereto appended, and the letter of 

eral Miles, also exhibited, your committee are of opinion— ; 

First. 2 — the order e the amount of baggage to officers was, in this 
change of stations, properly issued. 

Bemad. That noother rtation than by the steamer desiguated for the bag- 
gage was farnished by the Government. 

Third. That the pilot in charge of the Don. Cameron was not a licensed pilot for 
nayigating the Missouri River; that the captain of the boat, the chief mate, and 
the other oflicers were wholly unacquainted with said part of said river. 

Fourth, That the boat was unseaworthy. x 

Fifth. That the navigation of the Missouri River between Omaha, Nebraska, 
and Sioux City, Iowa, is gerous, so much so that it has been styled “ the grave- 
yard of steamboats.” 7 

Sixth. That some of the officers whose property was lost had insured the same, 
but payment of these policies has been successfully on the ground, as the 
committee is advised, of gross lect on the part of the Government officials in 
ofticering the boat with men wholly ignorant of those waters and not licensed to 
navigate the same, and on the further ground that the boat was unseaworthy. 

Your committee therefore concInde that the Government was guilty of gross 
neglect in the construction of this boat for the navigation of the Missouri and 
Yellowstone Rivers, known to be dangerous waters, without the construction of 
water-tight bulkheads or compartments in the hold, or steam capstans about the 
deck, both of which are ed as necessary and usual in the construction of 
steamboats for the navigation of those waters. 3 

The Government was further guilty of gross neglect in sending this boat up the 
Missouri River officered and manned by men unacquainted with those waters, and 
in charge of a pilot who was not regularly licensed for the navigation of that river. 

The navigation laws of the United States are enacted with a view to protect life 
and property on the high seas and on our navigable waters, and to establish sach 
rules and regulations as bave been demonstrated by experience to be condacive to 
the public good. The Government is as much bound by these laws as the citizen, 
and may notavoid them without incurring responsibility. In this case it appears, to 
ua satisfaction of your 8 that jos! 8 represses ine wee 5 
an vin, s transportation in charge not only disregard ena on 
but neglected the Atal and u prudence in the construction of the boat, 
which the most ordinary observation would have shown was utterly unfit, and un- 
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worthy the dangerous service of navigating the Upper Missouri River. The 
officers and men of the Fifth Infantry and their ilies had no . — but W 
‘ore, in no 


bark upen this boat at the imminent risk of life and Property, an 

way contributed to the carelessness and gross negligence through which their 
property was lost. While it is true the Government cannot, in law, be held to be 
an insurer, yet the Government cannot, more than the citizen, escape or avoid the 
penalties and liabilities which the law im upon gross negligence; and it is 
submitted that the law of insurance has m g to do with the case. 

‘There are several precedents established by Congress where compensation has 
been made for losses incurred under somewhat like circumstances. Your com- 
mies conn it proper to cite the following acts bearing upon the case herein con- 
sidored : 


“An act for the relief of the United States troops who were sufferers by the recent 
disaster to the steamship San Francisco. 


Ne it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Oon- 
gress assembled, That there shall be paid, under the direction of the President, to 
each of the officers, non-commissioned officers, musicians, and privates who, on the 
Ast day of December, 1853, embarked at New York, under orders for California, 
on the steamship San Francisco, and who was on board that vessel on the occa- 
sion of her recent disaster at sea, and to Lieutenant Francis Key Murray, and 
other officer or seaman of the United States Navy who was on the said 
steamship, under orders, a sum equal in amount to his pay and allowances for eight 
months, 

“Seo. 2. And be it further enacted, That if any such officer, non-commissioned 
officer, musician, or private shall have died before receiving such payment from 
any cause consequent upon said disaster, his widow, if one survive and if not, 
then his minor children, if any there be, shall be paid a sum equal in amount to six 
months’ pay and allowances of the deceased. And that the widows and minor 
children of those officers, non-commissioned officers, and privates who perished b; 
this disaster, or who died from disease in consequence thereof, shall be allow: 
pensions in the same manner in all respects as if the said officers, non-commissioned 
officers, and privates had been killed in battle. (10 Stat., 269.) 

" Approved March 27, 1854." 


“An act for the relief of certain officers of the Third United States Artillery, who 
suffered by tire at Fort Hamilton, New York Harbor, on the 3d of March, 1875. 


“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in xe assembled, That the proper accounting officers of Treasury of 
the United States be, and are hereby, auth to settle with the first lieutenants 
of the Third United States Artillery who lost their personal effects by fire at Fort 
Hamilton, New York Harbor, on the 3d of March, 1875, at a sum not to exceed 
$600 each, and a suflicient sum is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

„Approved January 30, 1877.“ 


“An act relative to the burial of the officers and others of the United States 
Navy who perished by the wreck of the United States steamer Huron, and for 
other purposes. 

Ne it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is here- 
by, authorized, at such time as in his discretion may be proper, to have removed 
to the Naval Cemetery at Annapolis, Maryland, and have buried there the remains 
of the officers and others who perished by the wreck of the United States steamer 
Huron on the 23d of November, 1877, and which have been, or may hereafter be, 
buried on the coast of North Carolina: Provided, That the relatives of any such 
deceased officers, and others who prefer that the remains of such be taken to theip 
homes within the United States, shall have such privilege extended to them. 
the expenses thereof shall be borne by the United States: And 2 
That the expense of removal incurred by the relatives of those whose bodies have 
already been removed shall be reimbursed to them, and the sum e 80 
much thereof as may be found necessary, is hereby appropriated 10 05 af money 
Fee ete eer us aet agar / 
A ne henatit. Provisions 0. act as far as a 
to those of the wrecking steamer B. and J. Baker Who were Jost in the attempt to 


the crew of the uron. 
Approved R Th 
tel that if these salntery Nets for the bere fit of persons who had 
ia by canter and the heirs, &., of such, were weil 3 surely those 
Xf by 


2520 As such gross negligence as existed in this case have a valid claim to 
relief. 
upt EITORY OF MONTANA, 


r County, a. 


“ Personally y pala before mo, G. M. Miles, United States commissioner for 
the District of Montana, Lieutenant F. H. eee Fifth United States In- 
fantry, who, being sworn according to law, deposes and says that, on the 10th day 
of May, 1877, he embarked at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, on the United States 
steamer J. Donald Cameron, a Government river tra with a detachment of 
soldiers yee | to the Fifth Infantry, together with the families of some of the 
officers of the said regiment, and servants and other persons, boand for the military 
post at Tongue River, Montana Territory, to be reached by steaming up the Mis- 
souri and Yellowstone Rivers. The said boat was laden additionally with some 
poe perty, and the private effects, household goods, and baggago of a major- 
ty of the oflicers of the said regiment. 

That upon examining the said vessel deponent discovered that there was no 
water-tight bulkheads or Say home in the hold or steam capstans about the 
deck, both of which essential features deponent believes are necessary and usual 
in steamboats navigating the rivers mentioned; that the said steamer J. Donald 
Cameron was built, owned, and run ig, ios Goreme, and that no ofticer on the 
said steamer had ever navigated the uri River north of Omaha, Nebraska, 
to his knowledge and belief ; that on the 18th day of May, 1877, about noon, while 
the said steamer was running at usual rate of speed up-stream, she struck a snag, 
about two feet in diameter, with such force as to penetrate the bow and to raise 
the deck over the forecastle, and to break off the snag, some twenty-five or thirty 
feet long, at the bed of the river; that the water poured through the hole made by the 
snag with such forceas to sink the said steamer in ten and eighteen feet of water in 
about twenty minutes’ time; that with the snag stuck fast in the bow it was impossi- 
ble to head in to the shore, and it became pesca to back in as close as ible ; 
that the boat did not reach a point nearer than thirty or forty feet from the shore, 
and there sunk in deep water, with all the property of the following-named officers 
on board, namely; Colonel N. A. Miles, Major George Gibson ; Captains D. H. 
Brotherton, Simon Snyder, James S. Casey, Samuel Ovenshine, E. P. Ewers, and 
Andrew S. Bennett; Lieutenants Mason Carber, Frank D. Baldwin, E. L. Ran- 
dall, Henry Romeyn, George W. Baird, T. F. Forbes, F. H. Hathaway, D. Q 
Rousseau, II. K. ey, W. H. C. Bowen, O. F. Long, and C. P. Thompson, all of 
tho Fifth United States Infantry; that all the property of the said officers, ex- 
cepting a few personal effects in trunks and packages on the cabin deck, were sub- 
eee and lost or damaged by the said wreck. Deponent further states that, in 
his opinion, if the said steamboat hail been fixed with water-tight compartments 
the boat and property lost and damaged might have been saved; ‘and that the 


lace of said wreck was on the 
dian reservation, Nebraska, about forty miles below Sioux City Towa. 
„F. H. HATHAWAY, 
“ First Lieutenant Fifth United States Infantry. 
"Sworn to and subscribed before me this 14th day of December, 1878. 
"G, M. MILES, 


west bank of Missouri River, at the Winnebago 


“United States Court Commissioner. 
“Personally ap before me John A. Ross, quartermaster-sergeant Fifth 
Infantry, an vate Leonard B. Whitbeck, Company K, Fifth , who, 
ha e foregoing affidavit read, depose that they were on the said steam- 
boat eron at the time of her wreck, and that the statements and facts as set 
forth are true, to the best of their knowledge and belief. 
“JOHN A. ROSS. 
“LEONARD WHITBECK. 
“Sworn to and subscribed before me this 14th day of December, 1878, 
(SEAL. ] „G. M. MILES, 
“United States Court Commissioner.” 


“District OF COLUMBIA, 
“ Washington City, County of Washington, #8 : 

“George W. Baird, first lieutenant and adjutant Fifth Infantry, ign bese daly 
sworn, on his said oath deposes and says: In the summer of 1876 the Fifth Regiment 
United States Infantry, stationed at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, was ordered on a 
campaign against the hostile Sioux Indians in the Territory of Montana; that the 
es of the officers, together with all their household furniture and all of their 
personal effects not 5 a campaign in the field, was left; that th 
erty, consisting of personal ggago, household furniture, &c., belonging to the 

at Fort Leavenworth until on or about the 11th 


officers of the ment, remain 
day of = A. D. 1877, when the same was shipped on board of the United States 
steamer J. 


n. Cameron, for the station of the ps ergs at the mouth of Tongue 
River, on the Yellowstone, Territory of Montana ; that prior to said shipment depo- 
nent obtained insurance on a portion of his property so shipped to the amount of 
$500, and that — so insured, together with nearly all of the remainder of his 
property so shi pped, was lost by the sinking of said boat on or about the 18th day 
of May; A. D. ; that upon application to the insurance company for payment 
of the policy the same was rejected, on the grotind that the steamer was not prop- 
erl; in that the pilot in charge of same was not skillful or acq) ted 
with those waters. 

Den t further says it was currently reported at the time, and [morgen be- 
lieved by the officers of the regiment, that the pilot in cha: f said boat was not 
skillful or uainted with the navigation of the Missouri River betwoen Omaha, 
Nebraska, and Sioux City, Iowa. 


“ Deponent further says that, from general repute, the navigation of the Mis- 
souri River between Omaha, Nebraska, and Sioux City, Iowa, is the most difficult 
and dangerous of any portion of that river; that the point in that river above 


referred to is generally termed by persons acquainted with the navigation of the 
river the grave-yard of steamboats." 

“ Deponent further says that, personal knowledge, he knows that it is the 
custom of persons navigatin, waters to employ two pilots on each steamer, 
one of whom at least has tae long experience in nav Pes VR 1 

“iret Lieutenant and Adjutant Fifth United States Infantry. 

“ Sworn and subscribed before me this 15th day of Jan A. D. 1878, 

[SRAL.] “RUTLE WILLSON, 

“ Notary Public, District of Columbia.“ 


“ WASHINGTON, D, C., January 23, 1879. 

“Sm: I have the honor to state, regarding the loss of property belonging to the 
officers of my regiment, that in July, 1876, immediately after the Custer massacre, 
my regiment was suddenly ordered from Leavenwo: Kansas, to Montana; the 

cers could only take what was required for hard field service; they were en- 
gaged in the campaign against Sitting Ball and Crazy Horse during that summer 
and autumn, and severe campaign of the winter of 1876 and 1877. On the open- 
ing of sprin their property was put upon the Government steamer Don. Cameron, 
a steamboat in many respects utterly unsuited for service upon the most dangerous 
river in the United States. It was built without bulkheads; its officers were either 
incompetent or . with the river, which, at least, is considered unsafe, 
and that portion of the Missouri River below Sioux City has undoubtedly wrecked 
more steamboats than any body of water in the country. 

“ The loss of property was cularly hard upon the officers and their families, 
as many of them lost eve ng they in the world except the clothes they were 
wearing. The valuable service they were rendering at the time to the Govern- 
ment was not only most severe and dangerous but very ex ive, and as they had 
no alternative but to submit their . the safety of a Government boat, it 
would seem but just and right that the Government should sustain the loss that 
they can ill afford to bear, as the loss was occasioned through no fault of theirs. 

“Some of the officers had insured their perty, but, on the grounds of * 88 
neglect on the part of the Government officials in putting this boat upon the 
souri River, the insurance company refuses to pay any part of the ce there- 
upon; they are obliged to look to the Government for assistance. To show what 
other losses the officers have sustained and the kind of service they are en 
I would add that during the past two years that the ment has on the Yel- 
lowstone it has lost one officer killed, one officer died exposure, two disabled 
by wounds received in battle, and three have, by disease contracted in the line of 
duty, been obli to leave their commands and are now under medical treatment. 

"I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“ NELSON A. MILES, 
“ Colonel and Brevet Major-General United States Army. 


tes Senator.” 

The premises considered, your committee are clear that the petitioners are en- 
titled to relief, and therefore report the accompanying bill, authorizing and direct- 
SS eee erage E cancers Os ces 
the adjusted cinta erefor, and recommend passage of the same. a! 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was conc in. 3 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. y 

ROSA VERTNER JEFFREYS. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I call for the regular order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The special order is the bill (S. No. 206) 
relative to the transportation of animals. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I desire to call up Senate bill No. 
ms, and I think 


Hon. S. B. Maxty, 
“ United Sta 


103, reported nnanimously by the Committee on Cla 
it will not occupy more than a moment. 


1880. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 279 


Mr. MCPHERSON. If it will not occupy very long I shall not 
object. 

y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 103) for the relief of Rosa Vert- 
ner Jeffreys. It provides for the payment to Rosa Vertner Jeffreys 
of $844, the balance in full compensation for the use and occupation 
by the military authorities of the United States, in the years 1862, 
1863, 1864, and 1565, of certain property in Lexington, Kentucky, 
devised to her, and formerly owned by Daniel Vertner, now deceased. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I know nothing of the present mer- 
its of this case, but I recollect once having been a member of the 
Committee on Claims when a similar claim passed the committee and 
passed the Senate. Now I ask the Senator from Wisconsin if this is 
another claim, or is it the same original claim ? ; 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is the original claim, and the com- 
mittee report only in favor of the payment of rent, nothing for dam- 
ages to the property. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is nothing for the loss of household goods ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Nothing for damage done to the 
property, but merely an allowance for rent of the property. I think 
the committee originally reported in favor of paying a much larger 


sum. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I was about to ask the Senator 
whether he saw the report made at the time the claim was originally 
presented, made by the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I have examined that report. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. And do I understand the Senator 
that it is certain nosing was paid under the report of the committee 
three or four years ago 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Not a dollar has ever been paid. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TRANSPORTATION OF ANIMALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The special order of the day is the con- 
N of the bill (S. No. 206) relative to the transportation of 
animals. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not wish to antagonize this bill. On the 
contrary I am in favor of the object of the bill, very earnestly in favor 
of it. I am very well aware of the labor that has been towed 
npon it by the committee that reported uu. But there are some per- 
sons who think the bill can be improved, ana who would like to be 
heard in teferenee to it, or to have their views presented. I think 
there are some lawyers in the Senate, too, who think that there are 
legal questions involved in this bill which require some «onsidera- 
tion; that even if the power exists in Con to pass this bal, and 
which was asserted in the bill to which this is dmendatory, yet insa- 
gard to the judicial proceedings involved in this bill there is some 
room for amendment, in fact some necessity for it. 

Under these circumstances, I hope the Senator from New Jersey will 
allow the bill to lie over for a few days until these sug tions can 
be heard and considered. There is no danger of the bill being over- 
slaughed or delayed unnecessarily so as not to pass when it shall 
finally come =p No doubt as the original bill passed before with 
scarcely any objection, a majority will pass it now. There is no dan- 
ger to the bill by being postponed. I should be glad if the Senator 
having it in charge would agree that it may be Pas eee until this 
day week; but if he will not agree to that, then I hope he will agree 
to a postponement to, say, Thursday. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from Ohio is perfectly aware that 
since the p: of the existing law in 1873, which was discovered 
to be faulty and loose in its construction so that it was impossible to 
secure the reforms ings rar by that law, there has been an effort made 
to improve the law. Various committees of the House and also of the 
Senate have held this bill under consideration, or bills having a like 
object, and various bills have been prepared. I will say to the hon- 
orable Senator that it seems to me that in a case of this importance, 
while such gross and unnatural eruelties are being perpetrated day 
after day, the neglect of the Senate to adopt some remedial legisla- 
tion almost approaches criminality. 

I have postponed this bill at the request of Senators day after day, 
becanse if anything in the shape of improvement can be made in the 
bill J am as anxious for that improvement as any member of the Sen- 
ate. But there are conflicting interests; there are the railroad inter- 
ests; there are the humane interests, and there is the interest of the 
stock-shippers themselves in the matter. This bill has been prepared 
by all the interests which have heretofore been antagonistic, so far 
as I can learn. I do not know that it includes every railroad in this 
country, but I do know that three of the most important trunk lines 
in the United States, those that do perhaps more than one-half of the 
live-stock transportation of the country, have been consulted, and I 
have the privilege of saying that tey entirely concur in the provis- 
ions of the bill inasmuch as some legislation is necessary. While they 


would prefer that we enact no legislation affecting this question at 
all, at the same time they are desirons, if any legislation is had, that 
it shall be of the character here presented. 

I do not wish to urge this bill before the Senate until every Senator 
is ready to meet the case. I believe the bill has been so carefully 
prepared that it will challenge criticism. If the Senator from Ohio 
will name any day when he is willing the bill shall come before the 


Senate and be discussed and receive the judgment of the Senate, I 
shall be perfectly satisfied. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. He has named Monday. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think that is too far off. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Then he named Thursday. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wanted to make ny motion acceptable to the 
Senator from New Jersey. I think myself that if the Senator will 
consider that at this period of the session we usually adjourn over, at 
least from Friday to Monday, he will see that he gains nothing by 
requiring us to take up the bill during this week. Iam not the only 
Senator who is troubled about the bill by a great deal. I hope that 
the Senator will agree that the bill may be postponed until this day 
week and be the special order then, I make that motion. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ishall make no objection. I desire that the 
wishes of every Senator should be consulted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order, then, is, the Chair under- 
stands, by general consent, that this bill be made the special order 
for Monday next after the morning hour. It is so ordered. 

My. DAVIS, of West Virginia. One word before that order is made. 
Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey observed that but one 
Senator had made objection. There are several Senators who make 
objection to the present consideration of the bill. It is a bill, if I 
understand it correctly, that the stockmen themselves object to. I 
am informed ed stockmen that it will be very detrimental to their 
interests, and that they prefer to take such railroads as suit them and 
suit their business. In other words, they want their business to be 
treated as a business transaction, so that they can ship their cattlein 
such way as will suit them and snit those who transport the cattle 
and those who buy them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is made the special order for 
Monday next. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WINDOM. I move to take up Honse bill No. 3015, known as 
the Military Academy bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 3015) making appro- 
priations for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1881, and for other p . 

Mr. WINDOM, Lask that the 8 of the Committee on 
Appropriations be considered as they are recited in the reading of the 
bill. There are only two or three of them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be observed. 

Mr. WINDOM. I will state in a very few words the comparison 
between this bill and the one for the current year. 

The amount of the bill as it passed the House was $314,919; the 
amountadded a the Senate Committee on Appropriations is $12,933.12; 
total of the bill as reported, $327,852.12. 

The amount of the estimates for 1881 is $398,132.66. The appro- 
8 5 year, 3 u $319,547.33. This bill is, there- 

„ n the estimates 280.54, and i 
1850 by 88 30475 y $70,230.54, and it exceeds the act of 

There are only three items of increase proposed hy the Committee 

on Appropriations. The first is for the pay of professors, $315.25. 


That amendment is inad, the feet that tw 
feasors will be entitled toco nea pay antitis the yeas 1881, ‘aga 


this is to make up the amount of their pay allowed by law. 

The second amendment proposed is for complet. new hospital 
for cadets, for whieh the Senate committee propose to tq $11 617.84: 
and the third is for repairing roof of cadet barracks, $1, 5 

These are, I believe, all the amendments of any impo: “ee 
posed, and I ask that they be acted on as the bill is read; 5. Jie 
lieve that order has been made. à 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first amendmemt 
of the Committee on 5 was in lines 8 and 9, after the 
word thousand,“ to strike out “dollars” and insert “$315.28; ” so as 
to make the clause read : 

For pay of professors, $23,315.28. 

The amendment was pein to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was in line 125, after the word “ dollars,” 
to strike out the following proviso : 

Provided, That the Secretary of War may, in his discretion, assign any officer of 
the Army as professor of law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was in line 179, after the word “ cadets,” 
to strike out “ 510.000 ” and insert „21, 617.84; “ so as to make the 
clause read: ; 


For completion of main building and one wing for the new hospital for cadets, 
$21,617.84. - 


The amendment was aoo to. 

The Chief Clerk concluded the reading of the bill. The next 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after line 183, to 
insert: 

For repairing roof of cadet barracks, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
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Mr. SAULSBURY. I wish to make an . of the gentleman 
having charge of this bill. I see on lines 8 and 9 that there is an 
appropriation for the pay of professors, twenty-eight thousand and 
some hundred dollars, and on lines 40 and 41: 

For additional pay of professors for length of service, $7,500. 

It may be all right, but I should like to understand it. 

Mr. WINDOM. The addition on lines 8 and 9 of $315 is required 
in order to pay the von ters salary of two officers whose e will be 
increased, one in March and the other, I think, in April, 1881. Under 
the law a service of ten er ig at the academy authorizes a certain 

de, which will be reached by two of the officers during the year 
for which this appropriation is made, and unless the addition recom- 
mended by the Committee on Appropriations be granted the amount 
ap opeen will not pay their full salary. 

On ines 40 and 41, to which the Senator refers, we appropriate for 
the additional pay of professors for length of service $7,500. That 
is under an entirely different statute, and is what is called the longev- 
ity pay. It is the 10 per cent. allowed for length of service; the 
other is the increased salary by reason of promotion. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT TOWLE. 


Mr. FERRY. I ask for the consideration of Senate bill No. 17. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to consider the bill (S, No. 17) for the relief of Albert Towle. 
it provides for the payment of $365 to reimburse Albert Towle, post- 
master at Beatrice, Nebraska, for revenue stamps stolen from his office 
at that place on the night of October 25, 1869. 

Mr. FERRY. This bill has been twice passed by the Senate, and 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads have examined it 
closely. The report of the committee can be read if desired. I have 
an amendment to offer. Since the bill passed before Mr. Towle has 
died, and I ask that in line 5, after the word “ reimburse,” the words 
“the heirs of” be inserted. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ought it not to be“ the legal representatives of?“ 

Mr. FERRY. The amendment I moved was suggested by the Sena- 
tor representing the State. 

Mr. THUR If it is a mere money claim it ought to go to the 
administrator or executor. There may be creditors. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam willing to accept the modification. 

Mr. FERRY. I propose to modify the amendment is accepting 
the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio. I move to insert “the 
legal representatives of.” 

be amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : k 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FERRY, the title of the bill was amended so as 
to read: “A bill for the relief of the legal representatives of Albert 
Towle.” 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
` ‘ing bille- rom tne pê Representatives were sev- 
2 8 by their titles, red to the Committee on the 


1 tn No. 385) to amend the act entitled “An act for the re- 
At Erwin;” 


ai bilge R. No. 2377) for the relief of Catharine I. Gillis; 

AD H. R. No, 2566) to remove the political disabilities of Will- 
TAR Parker, of Maryland; 

1 bill (H. R. No. 2569) to remove the political disabilities of Will- 
iam Sharp, of Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3064) to remove the political disabilities of W. S. 
Maxwell, of Tennessee. 

The following joint resolutions from the House of Representatives 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations: 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 97) to pay G. V. Hebb $55; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 103) to pay C. R. Faulkner $32.50, in 
full for services as messenger in the Forty-fifth Congress. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2269) for the relief of Calvin Bronson was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. No. tht De pay for expert services relating to the 
metric system rendered the Forty-fifth Congress was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 

The bill (H. R. No. 2902) to place William Gaines, late ordnance- 
sergeart United States Army, on the retired list was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

SUPPLEMENT TO REVISED STATUTES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the Honse of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. No. 19) to 
pores for the publication and distribution of a supplement to the 

evised Statutes; which were referred to the Committee on the Re- 
vision of the Laws. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 

tion of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After two hours and twenty-one min- 
utes . ath in executive session the doors were reopened, and is four 
o’clock and twenty-three minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


=. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 12, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


PROPAGATION OF SALT-WATER FISH. 


Mr. ACKLEN. Mr. Speaker, the Journal of Friday notes the fact 
that Mr. BEALE, from the Committee on Commerce, when that com- 
mittee was called, reported back, by unanimons consent, adversely 
House bills Nos. 1355 and 1858, to protect the propagation of salt-wa- 
ter fish. The Recorp, which I have in my hand, does not show that he 
asked unanimous consent; but it was so. I am aware that the Chair 
is bound by the Journal, but the gentleman from Virginia is in his 
seat and I desire to know whether these bills, which were public bills 
and not private bills, when presented from the Committee on Com- 
merce were not by unanimous consent of the House, and whether the 
Chair at the time did not ask whether there was any objection. The 
reason I mention this is that I desire to have these bills go to the pub- 
lic ealendar. There is no objection on the part of the gentleman who 
reported the bills to having them go to the Calendar, and if the 
House is willing they should take that course it will avoid the neces- 
sity of my entering a motion to reconsider. 

he SPEAKER. At the time of the presentation of those two re- 
pre it was seen they were bills of a public character, but no objec- 
ion was made to the reception of the report from the Committee on 
Commerce. They were adverse reports, however, and the Speaker 
called the attention of the gentleman from Virginia to the fact that 
under the rule a written report must accompany matters reported back 
adversely. The gentleman from Virginia stated that he would pre- 
sent & report at a future time. and the Clerk now informs the Chair 
that the adverse report been filed. 

Mr.ACKLEN. I ge& if the gentleman from Virginia is willing that 
these bills shall g7 to the publiccalendar? If he is, then it will UV GO. 
the necessity, 45 I have already stated, of my entering the motion to 
reconsider. $ 

M» BEALE. In reply to the gentleman from Lonisiana I will say 
that I did not ask unhnimous consent to report those bills. I reported 
them and no objection was inte d to the reception of the report. 
I have no objection, however, that they shall go to the public calen- 
dar, for it was not my purpose to deprive my friend from Louisiana 
of the . facet of ottering his adverse report. 

The SPEAKER. But these bills came before the House with an 
adverse report. 

Mr. BEALE. The gentleman wants, as I understand, to offer a 
minority report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can do that now after the morn- 
wie 75 and the Chair will recognize him for that purpose. 

r. ACKLEN. Very well. I shall ask the Chair to recognize me 
for that purpose and that the bills shall go to the public calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The bills are on the table, and have not been sent 
to the private or the public calendar. They were reported back ad- 
versely and were laid upon the table and the adverse report ordered 
to be Torr 

Mr. ACKLEN. Iwill ack, then, that they shall be referred to the pub- 
lic calendar, I believe they were laid upon the table, and now, after 
the gentleman’s statement that he did not ask for unanimous con- 
sent, I shall ask for their reference to the public calendar. 

The SPEAKER. If he did not ask unanimous consent he got it 
without asking, because what he proposed could only be done by 
unanimous consent. As there was no objection unanimons consent, 
as is customary, was taken for granted. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Then it is not correct, as stated in the Journal, that 
“on motion of Mr. BEALE, by unanimous consent,” &c. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BEALE] re- 
ceived unanimons consent, or he could not have done what the Jour- 
nal states, 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
received, by Mr. PRUDEN, his private secretary ; and also the announce- 
ment that he had approved and signed bills of the agri titles : 

An act (H. R. No. 1955) authorizing an allowance for loss, by leak- 
age or casualty, of spirits withdrawn from distillery warehouses for 
exportation; and 

n act (H. R. No. 1989) relating to printing impressions from por- 
traits and vignettes. 
MORNING HOUR. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour ap ay at twenty minutes past 
twelve o'clock; and this being Monday, the first business in order is 
the call of States and Territories, beginning with the State of Maine, 
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for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for reference to their 
appropriate committees, not to be brought back on motions to recon- 
sider. Under this call resolutions for information from Departments 
and memorials and resolutions of State and territorial Legislatures 
may be presented for reference and printing. 

DAVID G. HUTCHINSON, 

Mr. LADD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3294) granting a pension to 
David G. Hutehinson; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

DENNIS SULLIVAN. 

Mr. BRIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3295) granting an increase 
of pension to Dennis Sullivan; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

FRANK T. HILL. 


Mr. BRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3296) granting a pen- 
sion to Frank T. Hill, private of company C, Eleventh Regiment 
New Jersey Volunteers; which was a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ALFRED G. FIFIELD. 

Mr. BRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3297) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alfred G. Fifield, private Company C, Twelfth 
Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ABIGAIL S. TILTON. 

Mr. HALL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3298) granting arrears of 
pension to Abigail S. Tilton; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

GEORGE J. WARDWELL. 

Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3299) for the relief of George 
J. Wardwell; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

REDUCTION OF TAX ON DEPOSITS. 

Mr. BALLOU introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3300) to reduce the tax 
on deposits, subject to payment, with persons and associations en- 
gaged in the banking business; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered. to 
be printed. i 
MARCUS s. REED AND QUINCY REED. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3301) 
for the relief of Marcus 8. Reed and Quincy Reed, of South Abington 
in the State of Massachusetts; which was read a first and secon 
time, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


CONDEMNED ORDNANCE, MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 3302) 
ges condemned ordnance for monumental purposes to Posts Nos, 
3 and 78, Grand Army of the Republic, in the District of Massachu- 
setts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. - 


COMPENSATION OF PENSION AGENTS, 


Mr. ROBINSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3303) in relation to the 
compensation and expenses of pension agents; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. CAREY, 

Mr. FIELD introduced a bill(H. R. No. 3304) for the relief of John 
B. Carey, late a private Company E, Twenty-fourth Regiment of Mas- 
sachusetts Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

STATE NATIONAL BANK OF BOSTON. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3305) for the relief of the 
State National Bank of Boston, Massachusetts; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REFUNDING OF NATIONAL DEBT. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3306) to facil- 
itate the refunding of the national debt; which was read at length, 
rary to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
z NATIONAL JAIL AND PRISON. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3307) 
for a national jail and prison; which was read a first and secqad time 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETER A. ALLENDORF. 

Mr. WALTER A. WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3308) for the 
relief of Peter A. Allendorf; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


JOHN T, NEALE. 


Mr. MULLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3309) for the relief of 
John T. Neale, late employé of the department of the Provost-Mar- 
thal-General; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES 

Mr. BAILEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3310) to amend section 
1517 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to admission into the Naval 
Academy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM HENRY WARD. 

Mr. CAMP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3311) for the relief of Will- 
iam Henry Ward; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

MARY F. AIKEN. 

Mr. CAMP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3312) for the relief of 
Mary F. Aiken; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HEADSTONES OVER SOLDIERS’ GRAVES. 

Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3313) to amend the act of 
February 3, 1579, as to headstones over the graves of soldiers, &c.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT TO THOMAS JEFFERSON. 

Mr. COX also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 164) as to the 
monument to Thomas Jefferson; which was read a first aud second 
time, referred to the Joint Committee on the Library, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TRANSFER OF BEDLOE’S ISLAND, NEW YORK. 

Mr. COX also introduced a joint resolution (H.R. No. 165) as to the 
transfer of a part of Bedloe’s Island, New York Harbor, for marine- 
hospital purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS L. DALLON. 

Mr. COVERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3314) for the relief of 
Francis L. Dallon, late marshal of the United States for the eastern 
district of New York; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


DR. HENRY D. HALL. 
Mr. COVERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3315) ganung a 
peon to Dr. Henry D. Hall, late assistant surgeon Sixty-third 
giment New York State Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ROSE A. CAMERON. 


Mr. COVERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3316) for the relief 
of Rose A. Cameron, administratrix of the estate of David A. Cam- 
eron, deceased ; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

SECTION 2504 OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. BLAKE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3317) to correct the text of 
section 2504 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EXEMPTION FROM TAXATION. 

Mr. CLYMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3318) to exempt promis- 
sory notes issued for wages from taxation; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES BRUIEN. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3319) grant- 
ing a pension to James Bruien; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. COFFROTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3320) to amend the 
act approved June 18, 1874, entitled “An act to increase pensions in 
certain cases,” to further increase and regulate certain pensions; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BARBARA BAER. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3321) granting a 
pension to Barbara Baer; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CHRISTIAN PAUL. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3322) granting a 
pension to Christian Paul; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CHAMBERS C. MULLIN, 

Mr. YOCUM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3323) granting a pension 
to Chambers C, Mullin; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

: MRS. ANNIE ARBUTHNOT. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3324) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Annie Arbuthnot; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

OFFICIAL STENOGRAPHERS. 
Mr. RYON, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3325) to 
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provide for the appointment of official stenographers for the circuit 
and district courts of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM SHELLEY. 

Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. S20) granting an increase 
of pension to William Shelley; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ WINFIELD SCOTT SCHLEY. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3327) for the relief of 
Winfield Scott Schley ; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

JOHN OWENS. 

Mr. GOODE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3328) to remove the polit- 
ical disabilities of John Owens, of Virginia; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Jndiciary. 


STEPHEN H. MYERS. 


Mr. KLOTZ introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3329) for the relief of 
Stephen H. Myers, of Somerset County, New Jersey; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

LOUIS ROTHERMEL. 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3330) for the relief of 
Louis Rothermel, of Luzerne County, Pennsylvania; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

SHIP-CANAL IN SOUTH CAROLINA. j 

Mr. O'CONNOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3331) making an ap- 
propriation for the opening of a ship-canal connecting the waters of 
the Ashley and Cooper Rivers, which empty in Charleston Harbor, 
South Carolina; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr.O’CONNOR. I move that this bill be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. CABELL, The bill belongs properly to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals, and I move its reference to that committee. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I have no objection. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals, 

LIGHT-HOUSE IN GEORGETOWN HARBOR, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3332) providing for the erection of a light-house at the mouth of 
Sampit River, Georgetown Harbor, South Carolina; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

AUGUSTA E. YURK. 

Mr. SPEER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3333) 5 
to Augusta E. Lurk; which was read a first and second 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ANTOINE BOLSIUS. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3334) to 
put the name of Antoine Bolsius on the pension-roll; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


a pension 
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M’PHERSON BARRACKS, ATLANTA, GEORGIA. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3335) 
to authorize the purchase of McPherson Barracks, near Atlanta, 
Georgia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


TERM OF JURORS, 


Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3336) to prescribe the 
time of service of jurors; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN HART. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3337) for the relief 
of Benjamin Hart; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

BRIDGE ACROSS ALABAMA RIVER. 

Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3338) to anthorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Alabama River at or near Selma, 
Alabama; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. SAMFORD. introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3339) to repeal sub- 
division 15 of section 563 of the Revised Statutes of the United States ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


* OCEAN MAIL SERVICE, 


Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3340) to provide for ocean mail 
service between the United States and certain foreign ports, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the 5 on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
as DR. COLUMBUS REID. e 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3341) for the relief of 
Dr. Columbus Reid ; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 
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A. W. KIZER. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3342) for the relief 
of A. W. Kizer, of the State of Louisiana; which was read 2 first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

JOHN MILLAR. 

Mr. MONROE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3343) for the relief of 
John Millar, late private Company F, One hundred and twenty-fourth 
Rogboent Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JOSEPH H. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3344) for the 
relief of Joseph H. Williams, of Clermont County, Obio; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES, 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3345) to amend section 
3571 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3346) to repeal sections 5193 
and 5194 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Re- 
vision of the Laws, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT AT MARIETTA, OHIO. 

Mr. WARNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3347) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to furnish four pieces of condemned ordnance 
for the soldiers’ monument at Marietta, Ohio; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FREE COINAGE OF GOLD AND SILVER. 

Mr. WARNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3348) to stop paper 
inflation and pore for needed increase of volume of currency b 
free coinage of gold and silver and gold and silver certificates; whic 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

At Mr. WaRNER’s request the bill was read in extenso. 

TREASURY AS MEMBER OF NEW YORK CLEARING-HOUSE. 

Mr. WARNER also submitted the . resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

Resolved, That the 55 of the Treasury be directed to report when and nn- 
der what conditions the United States Treasury became a member of the New York 
clearing-house; and whether or not said clearing-house accepts Treasury certifi- 
cates payable in silver coin in settlements of ces or whether the settlement 
of balances in standard silver dollars or silver certificates is prohibited by the rules 
of said clearing: house. 

ISAAC R. HILL, 

Mr. ATHERTON introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No, 166) for 
the relief of Isaac R. Hill; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

W. R. SNOOK. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3349) granting a pension to 
W. R. Snook, of Ohio; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ALFRED PLUMMER. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3350) granting a pen- 
sion to Alfred Plummer ; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

REY. PAUL E“ GILLEN. 

Mr. HURD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3351) for the relief of Rev. 
Paul E. Gillen; which was read a first and second time, and, with the 
accompanying petition, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

UNITED STATES COURTS, NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO. 

Mr. HURD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3352) in relation to the 
district and circuit courts of the northern district of Ohio; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JURISDICTION OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. KNOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3353) to repeal an act enti- 
tled “An act to restrict the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims,” &c., 
approved Jnly 4, 1864, and for other purposes ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SECRETARIES AND CLERKS, UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. RNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3354) to repeal a por- 
tion of the act of May 4, 1878, making appropriations for the naval 
service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY R. PENSEY. 


Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3355) for the relief of 
Henry R. Pensey, of the State of Kentucky; which was read a firs: 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


WILLIAM H. BROWN. 
Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3356) for the relief of 
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William H. Brown, of Hodgensville, Kentucky; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 
FINNIS E. WOODWARD. 

Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3357) for the relief of 
Finnis E. Woodward, of Glendale, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

WILLIAM PRITCHARD, 

Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill{H. R. No. 3358) for the relief of 
William Pritchard, of Shady Grove, Kentucky; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

BEN. A. STITH. 

Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3359) for the relief of 
Ben. A. Stith, of Elizabethtown, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

JOHN P. M’CLURE. ; 

Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3360) for the relief of 
John P. McClure, of the State of Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

CHARLES D. SWIM. 

Mr. PHISTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3361) for the relief of 
Charles B. Swim, of Rowan County, Kentucky ; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

JAMES F. CASTLE. 

Mr. PHISTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3362) granting a 
pension to James F. Castle, of Carter County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time,and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

AARON BURTON. 

Mr. PHISTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3363) granting a 
pension to Aaron Burton, of Carter County, Kentucky ; which was 
read a first and second time,and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

ROBERT BRYANT. 

Mr, PHISTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3364) granting a 
pension to Robert Bryant, of Lawrence County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time,and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

MARY JANE CONRAD. 

Mr. PHISTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3365) nting a 
pension to Mary Jane Conrad, of Maysville, Kentucky ; which was read 
‘a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

NANCY BALL. 
Mr. PHISTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3366) granting a 
ion to Nancy Ball, of Lawrence County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
MATHEW LANHAM. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3367) 
granting a pension to Mathew Lanham, of Casey County, Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

EXPENSES OF TRANSPORTING MILITIA, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3368) to declare the true intent and meaning of “ An act to reimburse 
the State of Kentucky for moneys expended for the United States in 
enrolling, subsisting, clothing, supplying, arming, equipping, paying, 
and 8 militia forces to aid in suppressing the rebellion,” 
approved June 8 1872; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LIEUTENANT CHARLES L. RUGG. 

Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3369) granting a pen- 
sion to Lieutenant Charles L. Rugg, of Newport, Kentucky ; Which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

MARY E. JEFFRAYS. 

Mr. CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3370) granting a 
pension to Mary E. Jeffrays, widow of the late Thomas R. W. Jeff- 
rays, surgeon of the Ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

ELIZABETH M'KAY. 

Mr. CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No 3371) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth McKay, of Covington, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

A. G. WILLIAMS, 
Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3372) for the relief of 


A. G. Williams, of Kentucky ; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


WILLIAM M. BARNETT. 


Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3373) for the re- 
lief of William M. Barnett, of Simpson County, Kentucky; which 


* 


was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 
CLEMENT FISHER. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3374) for the re- 
lief of Clement Fisher, of Simpson County, Kentucky; which was 
zo a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War 

ims. 
C. T. AND T. R. EUBANKS. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3375) for therelief 
of C. T. and T. R. Eabanks, of Franklin, Simpson County, Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

M. B. MASELEY. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3376) for the 
relief of M. B. Maseley, of Irwin, Estill County, Kentucky; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

RETAIL TOBACCO DEALERS. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3377) for 
the benefit of those who produce tobacco on a small scale; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

REDIN TRUETT AND SAMUEL P. SMITH. 

Mr, THOMAS TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3378) plac- 
ing the names of Redin Truett and Samuel P. Smith, of Jackson 
County, Kentucky, upon the pension-roll; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MONUMENT TO ZACHARY TAYLOR. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 167) for the 
erection of a monument over the grave of Zachary Taylor, near Lonis- 
ville, Kentucky ; which was a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

B. E. MULFORD. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3379) for the relief 
of B. E. Mulford, postmaster at Anchorage, in the State of Kentucky ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

5 HAMILTON T. FIGG. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3380) for the relief of 
Hamilton T. Figg, of Louisville, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

B. F. GUTHRIE. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3381) for the relief 
of B. F. Guthrie, administrator, Louisville, Kentucky; which was 
e a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War 

aims. 

MOORE & SERB. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3382) for the relief 
of Moore & Serb, of Jefferson County, Kentucky; which was reada 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

TRANSFER OF REAL ESTATE TO THE NAVY DEPARTMENT, 

Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3383) to authorize 
the transfer of certain real estate herein described to the Navy De- 
8 which was read a fitst and second time, referred to the 

ommittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL ROUTES. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3384) declaring all pub- 
lic roads postal routes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

í ELIZA E. WIER. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3385) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza E. Wier, of McMinn County, Tennessee, from 4th March, 
1866, to 4th March, 1878; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ALEXANDER D. STONE. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3386) granting a 
pension to Alexander D. Stone, late of Company M, Fourth Tennes- 
see Cav: ; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ELIZABETH CLAYTON. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3387) directing the 
Commissioner of Pensions to cause the 8 of the pension due 
to Elizabeth Clayton, of Polk County, Tennessee, from 9th March, 
1878; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

WILLIAM BAIN. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3388) directing the 
pension agent at Knoxville, Tennessee, to pay William Bain his pen- 
sion under act of 9th March, 1878; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

JOHN LYTLE. 


Mr. BRIGHT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3389) for the relief of John 
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Lytle, administrator of William F. Lytle, deceased, of Rutherford 
County, Tennessee; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 


ELIZABETH S. GRANT. 

Mr. BRIGHT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3390) for the relief 
of Elizabeth S. Grant, widow and executrix of James H. Grant, of 
Rutherford County, Tennessee; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

PAYMENT OF BOUNTY. 

Mr. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3391) to pay certain sol- 
diers $100 bounty; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. COUKEN. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3392) granting a 
pension to Mary A. Couken ; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JAMES HUGHES. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3393) granting a 
pension to James Hughes, of Ervin, Tennessee; which was a 
e and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

GEORGE W. LUTTRELL. . 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3394) granting a 
pension to George W. Luttrell, of Rheatown, Greene County, Ten- 
nessee; which was read a first and second time, and Sarana) to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PAYMENT OF MAIL CARRIERS. 

Mr. MCMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3395) to pay those who 
have not been compensated for carrying the United States mails in 
certain Southern States prior to the late war; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B. BELL. 

Mr. BICKNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3396) granting a pen- 
sion to James B. Bell; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

BERNARD BRADY. 

Mr. BICKNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3397) granting a 
pension to Bernard Brady; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

THOMAS FERGUSON. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3398) 8 @ pension to 
Thomas Ferguson, of Spurgeon, Pike County, Indiana; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

BENJAMIN F. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3399) granting a pen- 
sion to Benjamin F. Richardson, late a private in Company E, Sixty- 
fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

DANIEL B. HATFIELD. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3400) granting a pen- 
sion to Daniel B. Hatfield, late a corporal in Company G, Ninety- 
seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

NATHAN WYATT. 
Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3401) granting a pension 
to Nathan Wyatt, of Springfield, De Kalb County, Indiana, late a 
rivate in Company C, Thirteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
try; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 2 
MRS. LUCY MEEKER. 

Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3402) for the relief of 
Mrs. Lucy Meeker; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

LEWIS HOLMES. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill H: R. No. 3403) granting a 
pension to Lewis Holmes, of Ulster, Bradford County, Pennsylvania; 
which was read a first and second time, and refe to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

WILLIAM BOONE. 

Mr. COLERICK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2 
sion to William Boone, late a private in Company F, Eighty-eighth 
Regiment Indiana Infantry Volunteers; which was a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CHICAGO, BURLINGTON AND QUINCY RAILROAD. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3405) to author- 
ize the Postmaster-General to compensate the Chicago, Burlington 
and Quincy Railroad Company for facilitating the transportation of 


ting apen- 


overland mails under agreement; which was read a first and second 


time, and referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


ANN ATKINSON. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3406) grant- 
ing a pension to Ann Atkinson, of Washington, District of Columbia ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

TRIENNIAL COMMANDERY OF KNIGHTS TEMPLAR AT CHICAGO. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois, also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 168) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan certain tents, flags, 
&c., to the triennial committee of Knights Templar at Chicago; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNIE L. KELLETT, 

Mr. HAYES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3407) 2 
to Annie L. Kellett; which was read a first and secon 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HANNAH WALSH. 

Mr. THOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3408) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Hannah Walsh, widow of Thomas Walsh, deceased, late a 
private in Company A, Fifty-eighth Regiment Illinois Infantry Vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the- 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

WILLIAM C. ORR. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3409) granting a pen- 
sion to William C. Orr, late a private of Company F, Tenth Regiment 
Missouri Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

THOMAS JEFFERS. 

Mr. FORSYTHE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3410) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Jeffers; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION. 

Mr. FORSYTHE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3411) to increase 
the circulation of the national banks and to relieve them from the pay- 
ment of the tax or duty on their circulation, to liquidate the national 
debt, and strengthen the public credit; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ABEL VARNEY. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3412) 
granting a pension to Abel Varney; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

` SPECIAL-REQUEST ENVELOPES. * 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. No.3413) concerning special- 
request envelopes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
* the 8 on the Post-Office and Post- Roads, and ordered to 

printed. 


a pension 
time, and 


ALFRED H. LOWE. 

Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3414) for the relief of 
Alfred H. Lowe, late first lieutenant Twenty-seventh Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

WILLIAM F. KENAGA. 

Mr. FORT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3415) granting a pension to 
William F. Kenaga; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CHARLOTTE T. CLARK. 

Mr. FORT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3416) granting a pen- 
sion to Charlotte T. Clark ; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CORK BARK. 

Mr. HATCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3417) to provide for the 
importation of corks and cork bark, manufactured, free of duty; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways- 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

BRANCH MINT AT KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3418) to establish a 
branch mint of the United States at Kansas City, in the State of Mis- 
souri; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

LAWSON MOORE. 

Mr. SAWYER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3419) for the relief 
of Lawson Moore, of Clinton County, Missouri; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


JAMES BRIDGER. 

Mr. SAWYER (by oy eed also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3420) 
for the relief of James ridger, of Jackson County, Missouri; which 
8 yl a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of 

a 


SARAH E, STARLING. 


Mr. SAWYER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3421) granting a 
pension to Sarah E. Starling, widow of John P. Starling, of Pleasant 
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Mount, Miller County, Missouri; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
SAMUEL BUNCH. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3422) grant- 
ing a pension to Samuel Bunch, Dauphine, Osage 88 Missouri; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

LAWRENCE LONG. 

Mr. WELLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3423) to confirm to Law- 
rence Long, or his legal representatives, a grant of land made to him; 
which was read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

WILLIAM H. MOORE AND ANN E. MITCHELL. 

Mr. WELLS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3424) for the relief of 
William H. Moore and Ann E. Mitchell for depredations committed 
by Cheyenne Indians; which was read a first and second time, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 

MISSOURI WAR CLAIM. 

Mr. WELLS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3425) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to examine the evidence of debts claimed 
to be due, or of payments made by the State of Missouri to, the offi- 
cers and privates of the militia forces of said State for military serv- 
ices performed in the suppression of the rebellion in full concert and 
co-operation with the authorities of the United States, and subject 
to their orders, and to make report thereof to Congress; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. E. D. W. HATCH. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3426) for the relief of Mrs. 
E. D. W. Hatch, of Phelps County, Missouri; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

EXAMINATION OF NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3427) in relation to the 
examination of national banks; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SMOKING-TOBACCO. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3428) to amend 
section 3362 of Revised Statutes, relating to smoking-tobacco ; which 
was read a first and second time, refe to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SUSAN M. HOLLAND. 

Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3429) granting a pension to 
Susan M. Holland and children, of Agency, county of 9 in 
the State of Missouri; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


HARRIS & HODGE. 

Mr. ROTHWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3430) for the relief of 
Harris & Hodge, of Brunswick, Missouri; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

MAJOR JOSEPH M’GEE. 

Mr. ROTHWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3431) granting 
a pension to Major Joseph McGee, of Daviess County, Missouri, late 
major First Missouri Volunteer Cavalry; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


EQUALIZATION OF HOMESTEADS. 
Mr. GUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3432) to equalize home- 
steads; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ACTUAL SETTLERS, 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3433) to graduate 
and reduce the price of the public lands to actual settlers and culti- 
vators; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF TAX ON DOMESTIC WINES. 

Mr. SLEMONS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3434) for the repeal of 
the law imposing special tax on domestic wines; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS D. BUMGARNER. 

Mr. CRAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3435) for the relief of 
Thomas D. Bumgarner, late private Company F, Third Regiment 
Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


TAXATION OF SAVINGS-BANKS. 

Mr. NEWBERRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3436) to amend the 
act relating to internal revenue, approved March 1, 1879, in reference 
to taxation of savings- ; which was read a first and second time, 
zerren to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
-printed. 


* JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. WILLITS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3437) to extend the juris- 
diction of the district and circuit courts of the United States for the 
punishments of crimes over Indian reservations within the limits of 
any State or organized Territory, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ADA L. HARRISON, 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3438) granting a pen- 
sion to Ada L. Harrison; which was read a first and second time, and 
ferred. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

TRANSFER OF INDIAN BUREAU. 

Mr. WELLBORN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3439) to transfer the 
office of Indian Affairs from the Interior to the War Department ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Afiairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ADVERTISEMENT OF MAIL LETTINGS. 

Mr. UPSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3440) to alter, amend, and 
repeal parts of an act entitled “An act to regulate the advertising of 
mail lettings, and for other purposes,” approved May 17, 1878, and to 
prohibit and punish the subletting or transfer of any mail contract ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS M. SHIRLEY. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3441) for the relief 
of Thomas M. Shirley, of the State of Texas; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

PAYMENT FOR TRANSPORTATION OF UNITED STATES MAILS, 

Mr: THOMPSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3442) to 

rovide for the payment of the amount due the Burlington, Cedar 

pids and Northern Railway Company for the transportation of 

United States mails; which was read a first and second time, re- 

ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HARVEY SMITH. 

Mr. DEERING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3443) granting a pen- 
sion to Harvey Smith; which was read a and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

GEORGE R. ROBINSON. 

Mr. WEAVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3444) granting a pen- 
sion to George R. Robinson, late private Thirteenth Iowa Infantry 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

DUDLEY BUCK. 

Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3445) granting a 
paon to Dudley Buck, late private Company D, Thirteenth Iowa 

olunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MRS. JANE E. JOHNSON. 

Mr. WEAVER (by request of Mr. GILLETTE) also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 3446) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane E. Johnson, mother 
of late Captain C. P. Johnson, Company A, Seventeenth Iowa Volun- 
teer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

ELIZABETH GRAVES. 

Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3447) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Graves, of Ottumwa, Iowa, mother of late Major 
A. C. Graves, enrolled in State militia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. CARPENTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3448) to amend the 

88 laws; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
ommittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
COUNTING VOTES FOR PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT, 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3449) age 
the time for counting the votes for President and Vice-President, an: 
providing for a contest of their election; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the state of the laws re- 
specting ascertainment and declaration of result of election of Presi- 
dent and Vice-President, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS A. KENT. 

Mr. BRAGG introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3450) for the relief of 
Lewis A. Kent, late captain of Company G, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volanteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

GEORGE W. BROWER. 


Mr. BRAGG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3451) for the relief 
of George W. Brower; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


HEROMYOUS MERKLEY. 


Mr. BOUCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3452) granting a pension 
to Heromyous Merkley, late a private in Company C of the First Wis- 
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consin Hea: 
referred to 


Artillery; which was read a first and second time, an 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, . 


SILVER CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. CASWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3453) providing for the 
issue of silver certificates in the denominations of one and two dollars 
and 5 and half dollars, in place of silver coin in the Treasury; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
In Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

KLAMATH INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3454) for the restoration 
of the Klamath River Indian reservation in the State of California 
to the public domain; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

C. GREEN AND H. C. TRAINOR. 


Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3455) for the relief of Christo- 
pher Green and Hugh C. Trainor; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3456) to re- 
strict Chinese immigration; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PRESIDIO RESERVATION. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3457) 
authorizing the city and county of San Francisco to use the Presidio 
reservation as a park and highway; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AUDITING OF INDIAN ACCOUNTS, 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3458) au- 
thorizing the auditing of certain unpaid accounts in the Indian Bureau; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

POST-OFYICE BUILDING AT SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3459) to 
erect a post-office building at San Francisco, California; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

FOG-SIGNAL AT FORT POINT, 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3460) to 
establish a fog-signal at Fort Point, San Francisco, California; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM S. GRANT. 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3461) for the relief of 
William S. Grant; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

SECTION 3020 OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. WHITEAKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3462) to amend sec- 
tion 3020 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HOMESTEAD SETTLERS. 

Mr. WHITEAKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No.3463) toamend 
the act of March 3, 1879, entitled “An act to grant additional rights 
to homestead settlers on public lands within railroad limits;” which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

RILEY H. SMITH. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3464) granting a pension 
to Riley H. Smith, of West Virginia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

LOUISA A. A. HAYES. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill 2 R. No. 3465) for the relief 
of Louisa A. A. Hayes; which was a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

SOLOMON WYCKOFF. 
Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3466) 
granting a pension to Solomon Wyckoff, of Mannington, West Vir- 
inia; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committees on Invalid Pensions. 
JONATHAN B. DAVIS. 


Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia, also introđuced a bill (H. R. No. 
3467) ting a pension to Jonathan B. Davis, of Mannington, West 
Virginia; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CAUSES IN COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3468) to restore certain causes to the docket of the Court of Claims, 
and to provide for the hearing thereof; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 


D. W. DODSON. 

Mr. VALENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3469) for the relief 
of D. W. Dodson; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

FEES OF CLERKS OF UNITED STATES COURTS LN COLORADO. 

Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3470) to regulate the 
fees of the clerks of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States in Colorado; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MINERAL BUREAU, 

Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3471) to create a 
mineral bureau at the seat of Government; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PROBATE COURT OF NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. OTERO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3472) enlarging the juris- 
diction of the probate court of New Mexico Territory; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ALASKA. 

Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3473) to extend the inter- 
nal-revenue laws of the United States over the Territory of Alaska; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORIAL PRISON, ARIZONA. 

Mr, CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3474) making appro- 
riations for the completion of the territorial prison at Yuma, in the 
erritory of Arizona; which was read a first and second time, re- 

ferred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed, 
MARY COLLINS. 

Mr, AINSLIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3475) granting a pension 
to Mary Collins; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JEREMIAH FAHER. 

Mr. MAGINNIS introduced a bill = R. No. 3476) for the relief of 
Jeremiah Faher; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories has now been 
concluded. The Chair is advised that there are many gentlemen now 
present desiring to introduce bills who were not in their seats when 
their States were called. If there be no objection the Chair will now 
recognize them for the purpose of introducing bills for reference, 

C. BOYD. 

Mr. O'NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3477) for the relief of C. 
Boyd, captain Seventeenth Regiment United States Infantry, and 
brevet lieutenant-colonel United States Army; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

"EXTENSION OF UNITED STATES MINT, PHILADELPHIA. 

Mr. O'NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3478) appropriating 
ground in the city of Philadelphia for public purposes, the extension 
of the United States Mint; which was read a first and second time. 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN G. TERRY. 

Mr. BLISS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3479) granting a pension to 
John G. Terry; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

RICHARD H. BIRMINGHAM. 


Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3480) for the relief of 
Richard H. Birmingham, late sergeant Company A, Sixty-ninth Reg- 
iment New York State Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


F. Z. TUCKER. 

Mr. BLISS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3481) for 
the relief of F. Z. Tucker; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

NOAH D. CLARK. 

Mr. VAN AERNAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3482) granting a 
pension to Noah D. Clark; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


JOHN SCOTT. 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3483) granting an addi- 
tional pension to John Scott, Company D, Twentieth Regiment Con- 
necticut Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


HENRY C. DE AHNA. 


Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3484) for the relief of 
He C. De Ahna; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
— to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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JOHN H. SMITH. 

Mr. CAMP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3485) granting a pension to 
John H. Smith; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MALINDA THURSTON AND NANCY LITTLETON. 

Mr. PAGE introduced a bill 5 R. No. 3486) for the relief of Ma- 
linda Thurston and Nancy Littleton ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

JAMES FORSYTH HARRISON. 

Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3487) granting a pension 
to James Forsyth Harrison; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

EXPENSES OF ARMY PAYMASTERS, 

Mr. BALLOU introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3488) in relation to ex- 
penses of paymasters of the United States when traveling on duty 
with troops or escorts ordered for the protection of public funds or 

roperty ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Comite on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
CAPTORS OF RAM ALBEMARLE, 

Mr. BAILEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3489) for the relief of the 
captors of the ram Albemarle ; which was read a first and second time, 
ee a to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B. SINCLAIR. ; 

Mr. BAILEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3490) for the relief 
of James B. Sinclair, of the United States Army; which was read a 
first and second time, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

WALKER A. NEWTON. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3491) for the relief of 
Walker A. Newton, of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; which was read 
a first and second time, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SYRACUSE. 

Mr, HISCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3492) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at S. use, New York, for the use of 
United States courts and accommodation of internal-revenue officials, 
and for other Government p ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TERMS DISTRICT COURT, NORTHERN DISTRICT, NEW YORK. 

Mr. HISCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3493) to amend the 
Revised Statutes fixing the times and places for holding terms of the 
district court in the northern district of New York; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. DOBSON. 

Mr. HOSTETLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3494) granting a pen- 
sion to Benjamin F. Dobson, late a private in Company I, Nineteenth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MRS, SARAH K. T. BAKER. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3495) for the pay- 
ment of the claim of Mrs. Sarah K. T. Baker, formerly Sarah K. Trout- 
man, for rent of building, fuel, and subsistence ; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

CONSULATE AT HONG-KONG. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President: 

To the House of Representatives : 


Iu answer to resolution of the House of the 3d of December, 1879, relative to the 
ulate at Hong-Kong, I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State 


with its accompanying papers. 
riji R. B. HAYES. 
WASHINGTON, January 12, 1880. 
Mr. HUNTON. I offer the following resolution, disposing of the 
message just read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the message of the President of the United States and accompa- 
nying papers relative to the consulate at Hong-Kong be referred to the Commi 
on Expenditures in the State Department, with instructions to investigate and re- 
port on the same, with power to send for persons and papers, and to report at any 
time by bill or otherwise. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg leave to state that in the report of the Secre- 
tary of State which accompanies the m just referred the Sec- 
retary of State reports that one of the letters embraced in the corre- 
spondence called for is, for some reason unknown to him, missing. I 
have a printed copy of that letter and ask leaye to append it to that 
report so it may be printed with the other papers. 

ere was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
PROPAGATION OF SALT-WATER FISH. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I now offer a substitute for House bills 1355 and 
1858, to protect the Propagation of salt-water fish, together with a 
minority report; and I move that those bills, which were laid upon 


the table, be taken up and referred, together with my substitute, to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 

The SPE 5 The Chair desires to know whether the gentleman 
from Louisiana and the gentleman from Virginia agree to this? 

Mr. ACKLEN. Yes, sir. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


PENSION INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. HARMER. I move to suspend the rules and adopt the resolu- 
tion which I send to the Clerk’s desk, for the appointment of a com- 
mittee to 1 hadi into the method and manner of the payment of 
pensions and bounties to soldiers. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it is a matter of public record that soldiers’ claims for 
ae of 5 hundred thousand are now pending in the Pension 
se ; an 

Whereas it is asserted by the Commissioner of Pensions that under the present 
system many fraudulent claims have been allowed and the settlement of meritori- 
ous claims delayed; and 

Whereas it is alleged that bounty and back pay due under existing law to sol- 
= who have served in the armies of the United States are dne and unpaid: 

erefore, 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States of America, That 
a committee of seven members of this House be appointed by the Speaker whose 
duty it shall be to examine and inquire into the method and manner of the pay: 
ment of pensions, arrears of pensions, bounty, and back pay, and to ascertain 
whether any irregularities exist in the payment of the same. 

And the said committee shall have further power to investigate any subject of 
complaint that may be lodged with them concerning the payment, rejection, or 
suspension of pensions, bounty, and back pay; to examine witnesses, to send for 

rsons and papers, toemploy a clerk, and to report the result of said investigation 
1 this House, with a view to the enactment of such additional legislation as may 
correct existing defects, and as may be deemed necessary to protect the pensioners. 
and soldiers of the Government in their rights. 

And be it further resolved, That the expenses of said committee shall be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House, upon vouchers signed by the chairman of the 
said co: tee. 

Mr. GARFIELD. In the readin 
words “back pay” and “ bounty.” 
Pension Burean. 

Mr. HARMER. I know they do not; but it is a matter, neverthe- 
less, competent for inquiry. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I wish the gentleman would let it be printed 
and lie over so we may see it. It is an important resolution. 

Mr. HARMER. I prefer to have action on the resolution at once. 
It is a matter which should not be delayed. 

Mr. GARFIELD. It may be all right, but I should like to know a. 
little more about it than I do now before voting on it. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that the Committee on Pensions be charged with this subject instead 
of any special committee. 

Mr. HARMER. The pressure of business before the Committee on- 
Pensions makes it necessary that a special committee should be ap- 
pointed for this purpose, and I think the chairman of the Committee 
on Pensions will agree with me in saying that this resolution ought 

r the a 


ion to the 
ce and un- 


of the resolution, I notice the- 
ow, those do not come under the 


to be adopted fo; 8 of a special committee. 
Mr. GARFIELD. I should like to ask my friend from Pennsylvania 


whether, in his judgment, it may not tend to block the progress of 
the payment of claims for arrears of pensions now going forward ? 
I do not know as well as the gentleman the scope of the resolution, 
but I should be sorry to see anything done which would for the time 
being block the wheels of the machinery for the payment of pensions 
to soldiers. It seems to me a committee like this to investigate the 
Third Auditor's Office, that is, the whole business of bounty and back 
pay, and to go into the whole question of pensions, and especially to 
examine rejected claims, will substantially stop all progress of the 
office while their papers are being overhauled. And query, whether 
we ought to go, without fuller knowledge than we now have, into. 
any investigation which may actually stop the payment of pensions 
so much needed by soldiers? I ask my friend simply that he may 
allow this resolution to lie over, so we may have an opportunity to 
look into it and see exactly what it pro to do. 

Mr. HARMER. There is in view the adoption of a system which 
may guard the Government against frand and at the same time pro- 
tect the soldier in his rights. I will read an extract from the report. 
of the Commissioner of Pensions. 

If new, original claims continue to be presented as rapidly during the remaining 
23222 enpocting & falling off in ive AET tare will be TA 
A no reason for ex) 
in ses office at the close of the Sor pa than two — and fifty thousand un- 
se cases. 


Besides being cumbersome and r the present system is an open door to. 
the Treasury for the perpetration of fraud. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is for the purpose stated in that extract from 
the report of the Commissioner of Pensions that I offer this resolu- 
tion. Itis not an attack at all upon the Pension Bureau or the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, and I desire that it should not be regarded in 
any such light. x 

. WAIT. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. To 
what extent does he propose to go in this matter of investigating 
rejected claims? Where is to be the limit? How many are to be 
examined into? Are all the claims which have been rejected within 
the last two or three years to be investigated, or is there to be some 


288 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


limit? I do not understand under this resolution there is to be any 
limit. 

Mr. HARMER. That is a matter for the committee to decide after 
it has been appointed. 

Mr. SAPP. Let me ask the gentleman whether the appointment 
of this committee will =P the payment of claims for pensions and 
er of pensions until the committee has concluded its investiga- 
tions 

Mr. WAIT. This looks, Mr. Speaker, like the establishment of a 
court of review upon the Pension Department, to pass upon decisions 
of the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. HARMER. I do not see how this will interfere with the gen- 
eral business of the Commissioner of Pensions. I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Let this lie over for a week. Iun- 
derstand the Commissioner of Pensions does not object to any inves- 
tigation, and certainly I do not, but desire to vote for it if there be 
proper ground for it; but the question with us here is whether this 
mixing up of so many subjects—back pay and bounty—with pensions 
which are not adjusted in that bureau will not impede the payment 
of arrears of pensions and block the business of the office. Will not 
my friend, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, let this go over a week 
until we can examine it, or at least until it is printed in the RECORD, 
so, we can see what it is, when, if not amenable to this objection, we 
will all vote for it? 

Mr. HARMER. Mr. Speaker, would I lose my place for the consid- 
eration of this resolution if I allowed it to lie over until next Monday? 

The SPEAKER, If the House by unanimous consent a to the 

rinting of the resolution and to eg tes it until next Monday, the 
Chair would of course recognize that order. 

Mr. HARMER. Then I hope that will be done. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. No; let the resolution be passed now. 

Mr. HARMER. I have no objection to that; that is, to its postpone- 
ment until next Monday, if it can then be considered and acted on. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I have no question about the merit of the 
resolution, and it should be voted on at once. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Itisa strong resolution. There area many 
points in it, and we should precisely know the scope and direction of 
anything which affects so nearly so large a number of suitors of the 
Government. I would be glad, for one, to have an opportunity to 
look through and see whether in my judgment it will stop the cur- 
rent business of payment of pensions and bounties. If it will, I should 
like to have it modified so it will not. If it is merely to get a better 
system, if it is merely to correct abuses—and I am sure my friend 
has that in mind—then if it is not in shape to do that, and nothing 
more, we can easily put it in shape. I hope, therefore, it will lie over. 

Mr. WARNER. I do not understand that this resolution will im- 
pede or delay for an hour the payment of pensions or the adjustment 
of claims for pensions. I understand the scope of the resolution to 
embrace simply an inquiry into the present method of adjusting pen- 
sion claims, the cause of delay, and whether fraudulent claims are 
allowed or not. I am in favor of the resolution; Iam satisfied an 

inquiry will do good, and I am in favor, also, of a vote upon it at this 

e. 


tim 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois. I have experienced considerable 
trouble in ascertaining the state of claims in the Pension Office. I 
believe the interests of meritorious pensioners demand some inquiry 
of this character, and I for one desire we shall have action on the 
resolution at once. While I am anxious to guard the Treasury from 
unjust claims, I shall, however, insist upon speedy action and fair 
8 of the just claims for pension of all the brave defenders of 
the Republic in all our past wars. If the delay and diffleulty which 
has been experienced in the consideration of such claims is due to 
anything wrong in the Pension Office, or to the inefficiency of its force 
or the system adopted, I want it exposed and remedied. 

Mr. HARMER. Ifan ent such as is proposed can be arrived 
at, I have no objection to the resolution lying over till next Monday. 

. COFFROTH. I hope the House will pass the resolution. The 
Committee on Invalid Pensions is now overworked, the number of 
cases pending before that committee being very large. I hope the 
House will pass this resolution, and that a special committee may be 
9 to do the work which it requires. 

r. KELLEY. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. Not if it is objected to. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then I object. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I wish to ask just one Seay of my friend 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. HARMER,] whether the Commissioner of 
Pensions is in favor of this investigation or not? 

Mr. HARMER. I had an interview with the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions on the matter of offering this resolution. He raised no objec- 
tion whatever to it, but thought it the proper thing to do, and that 
Congress should take some action to relieve him from the unfortu- 
nate condition of a in his office. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
cae se the resolution. 

r. WILSON. I ask that it may be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I call for a division. I think we can wait till 
next week and act more intelligently then. 

Mr. HARMER. I call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 54 members voting therefor, 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 186, nays 54, not 
voting 51; as follows: 


YEAS—186, 
Acklen, Davis, Joseph J. Klotz, Russell, W. A. 
Aldrich, William Davis, Loundes H. Knott, Ryan, Thomas 
Andesson, De La Matyr, Ladd, Ryon, John W. 
Atherton, Deering, Le Forre, Sawyer, 
Bailey, Denster, wis, Shallenberger, 
Baker, Dibrell, Lowe, Sh 
n, Dick, Marsh, Singleton, J. W. 
Bayne, Dunn, Martin, Benj. F. Smith, A. Herr 
Belford, Dunnell Ed Smith, William E. 
Beltzhoover, Dwight, Martin, Joseph J. Sparks, 
erry, Einstein Mason, Speer, 
Bicknell, Elam, McCoid, Springer, 
Blackburn. Errett McGowan, Starin, 
Blake, Farr, McKenzie, Steele, 
Bland, Field, McKinley, Stevenson, 
Boyd, Fisher, McLane, Stone, 
Brewer, Ford, MoMahon ‘Taylor, 
Briggs, Forney, MeMillin, Thomas, 
Brigham, Forsythe, Miles, Thompson, Wm. G 
Bright, 3 Mills, Townshend, R. 
Browne, Ged Mitchell, Tucker, 
Burrows, Gillette, onroe, Turner, Oscar 
Cabell, Gods: N Morrison, Turner, Thomas 
Caldwell, Goode, Morse, Tyler, 
Calkins, Harmer, Morton, Updegrat, J.T. 
Camp, Harris, John T Muldrow, Updegrat?, Thomas 
Cannon, Hatch, March, Upson, 
Carpenter. Hawk, New, Uruer, 
Caswe Hawley, Nicholls Van Aernam, 
Chitten Hayes, No Vance, 
Clardy, Hazelton, O'Connor, Van Voorhis, 
Clark, John B. Heilman, O'Neill, Waddill, 
Clymer, Henderson, Orth, Wait, 
Cobb, ‘erbert, Osmer, Warner, 
Cottroth, Hooker, Overton. Washburn, 
Colerick, Hostetler, Persons, Weaver, 
Canger, Phelps, Wellborn, 
Converse, House, Phister, Whitthorne, 
Covert, ull, Pound, „ Willis, 
Sow Hunton, ce, Wilson, 
Cox, Jones, Richardson, D. P. Wise, 
po, Jo: 7 Richmond, Wood, Fernando 
Cravens, Joyce, Robertson. Wright, 

4 Ki 4 Robeson, * 
Davidson, Kenna. Robinson, Young, Thomas L. 
Davis, George R. Ketcham, Rothwell, 

Hi Kimmel, Russell, Daniel L. 
NAYS—M. 
Aiken Evins, Keifer, Sapp, 
Barber, Felton, Lapham, es, 
Beale, Ferdon, McCook, Shelley, 
Bliss, Garti Miller, Simonton, 
Blount, Ganter, Money, ns, 
Hall, Muller, Thompson, P. B. 
B 2 Harris, Benj. W. Newberry, liman, 
Buckner, Haskell, Pacheco, Townsend, Amos 
Bui Herndon, Page, Wells, 
Carlisle, Hill, Poehler, Williams, C. G. 
Clark, Alvah A. Hiscock, Reagan, „Thomas 
Cook, Horr, Rice, Willits. 
Crowley, Hubbell, Richardson, J. S. 
urd, rd, 
NOT VOTING—51. 
Aldrich, N. W. Frost, Kitchin, Singleton, O. R. 
Armfield, Eryo Lindsey, Smith, Hezekiah B 
Atkins, Gi y Stephens, 
Bachman, Hammond, John Louns) $ Talbott, 
Bingham, Henkl 85 M, Montri 
e, vers, oor 

Bouck, Henry, a Ward, . 
Chalmers, ern sek Oo ied White, 
* Hu O'Reilly, Whiteaker, 

key, James, Pierce, ilber, 
Eliis, Johnston, Prescott, Wood, Walter A. 
Ewing, Killinger, Reed, Young, Casey. 
Finley, King, Ross, 


So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were sp 
pended and the resolution was adopted. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made ; 

Mr. BOUCK. Iam paired with Mr. CLAFLIN, of Massachusetts. Mr. 
CLAFLIN is absent, sick. 

Mr. CALKINS. Iam paired with Mr. MANNING,of Mississippi. I 
am assured that, if present, he would vote “ay;” and as I am 5 5 in 
favor of the resolution, I therefore vote “ ay.“ 

Mr. HUNTON. My colleague from Virginia, Mr. JOHNSTON, is still 
detained from the House by sickness, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. ING, of Mississippi, is absent on ac- 
count of sickness in his family. He is paired with Mr. CALKINS, of 
Indiana; but both gentlemen being on the same side of this question, 
Mr. CALkIxs has voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. COFFROTH. My colleague from Pennsylvania, Mr. BACIIMAN, 
is at home attending the funeral of his mother-in-law. 

Mr. MONROE. . SINGLETON, of Mississippi is paired with Mr. 


Prerce, of New York. 

Mr. BLISS. My colleague from New York, Mr. O'REILLY, is paired 
with my colleague, Mr. TT. I do not know how either gen- 
tleman would vote. 

Mr. HARMER. My coll e from Pennsylvania, Mr. BINGHAM, 
is unavoidably absent from the House. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. My colleague, Mr. FROST, is at home sick. 
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Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgi 

Mr. DWIGHT. My colleague from New York, Mr. HAMMOND, is 
paired with Mr. Smrrn, of New Jersey. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


I am paired with Mr. REED, of Maine. 


DUTY ON STEEL RAILS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair, on behalf of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Morton] who to-day presented a petition from the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company and others, asking for a reduction of the 
duty on steel rails, submits the request to the House that the petition 
may be referred to the Committee of Ways and Means ins of the 
Committee on Appropriations, the former committee having charge 
of that subject. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. ALDRICH, of Ilinois, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a joint 
resolution of the following title; when the § er signed the same: 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 148) for the relief of D. M. Hamlin and 
Andrew F, Slade. 

JOHN N. REED, A. D. ALEXANDER, AND OTHERS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. On Friday last the House passed a bill (H. R. 
No, 2271) for the relief of John N. Reed, A. D. Alexander, and others. 
Several amendments were made to the bill appropriating sundry 
amounts for the benefit of other persons. Those amendments were 
inserted in the body of the bill, but the aggregate amount apap 
ated by the bill was not changed. The aggre te as now sta in 
the bill is 82,852.43; with the additions of the items inserted by 
amendments the aggregate should be $3,029.43. Before that bill is 
sent to the Senate I ask unanimous consent that the error in the 
aggregate may be corrected. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Is that the bill to which several amendments were 
made last Friday, appropriating other amounts for sundry persons ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I suppor the error must haye occurred from the 
amounts of those amendments not having been included in the aggre- 


te. 
Ehe SPEAKER. As the Chair understands it, the statement of 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ACKLEN] is correct. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I do not suppose there will be any objection to 
correcting that error, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


REPEAL OF DUTY ON SALT. 


Mr. HATCH. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk, a bill to provide for the importation of 
salt free of duty. ; 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That no Derg A shall be levied or collected, directly or indi- 
rectly, on the importation of salt brought into any port of the United States; but 
ine or coarse, in bulk, or in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, may be 


Department in conflict with 

this act be, and the same are hereby, removed. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its passage. 

Mr. CONGER. Is this a report from a committee? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. It is submitted in the individual right 
of a member of the House. 4 

Mr. CONGER. If it is subject to objection I object to it. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill as read. 

Mr. CONGER. Is a bill of this importance to be acted upon with- 
out any opportunity for debate or discussion! 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. If the gentleman objects 
to the e of the bill his remedy is to vote in the negative. 

Mr. CONGER. I think I have another remedy. I move that the 
House now adjourn. 

The question was taken upon the motion to adjourn; and upon a 
division there were—ayes 84, noes 96, 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. CONGER called for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The seg was taken; and there were—yeas 97, nays 128, not 

voting 66; as follows: 
YEAS—97. 

drich, N. Conger, Hayes, Miller, 
Aldrich, William Cow; pb Mitchell, 
Anderson, Crapo, sock, 
Atherton, Crowle 7 Morton, 
Bailey, vis, R. Hubbell, Newberry, 
Ballou, Davis, Horace Jorgensen, O'Neill, 
Barber, g, Joyce, Osmer, 
Bayne, Dick, Keifer, Overton, 
Beltahoover, Dunnell, Kelley, Price, 
Hake, Dwight, Kenna, Rice, 
Boyd, ‘arr, Lapham, Richardson, D. P. 
Brewer, Ferdon, Lindsey, binson, 
Brig Fishe Mason’ yan, Thomas 

ly er, ‘an, 
Barron Garfield, McCoi aon John W. 
on Hal, —. . Shalte berger, 
P, n g 

Carpenter, Harmer, w. Saag ee err 
Coftroth, inn Miles, ` : 


Thompson, Wm. G. Valentine, Washburn Yocum, 
Townsend, Amos Van Aernam, Williams, C. G Young, Thomas L. 
Panam e Wii 
„J. t, „ 
Urner, arner, Wise, 
NAYS—123. 
Acklen, Davis, Loundes H. Kimmel, Scales, 
Aiken, ter, Klotz, Shelley, 
3 Dibrell, Ladd, Sherwin, 
Beale, Dunn, Le Fevre, Simonton, 
Belford, Einstein, Singleton, J. W. 
Berry, Elam, Lowe, Slemons, 
Bicknell, Evins, Martin, Edward L. Sparks, 
Blackburn, Ford, McKenzie, Speer, 
Bland, Forney, McMahon, Springer, 
Bowman, Forsythe, MeMillin, Steele, 
Bragg, — Mills, Stevenson, 
Bright, es, Money, Taylor, 
Browne, Gillette, Morrison, Thomas, 
Buckner, Goode, orse, Thompson, P. B. 
Cabell, Gunter, Muldrow, 
Caldwell, Harris, John T. Muller, Townshend, R. W. 
on, Hatch, urch, Tucker, 
C: Hawley, Myers, Turner, Oscar 
Caswell, Hazelton, ew, Turner, Thomas 
Chalmers, Henkle, Nicholls, Updegraff, Thomas 
Clardy, Herbert, Noreross, RY ee 
Clark, Alenh A. Herndon, ance, 
Clark, John B. Hill, Phelps, Waddill, 
Cobb, Hooker, Phister, Weaver, 
Colerick, Hostetler, Poehler, Wellborn, 
Converse, Houk, Wells, 
Cook, ouse, Ri m, J. S. Whiteaker, 
Covert, Hull, Richmond, Whitthorn 
Cox, Hunton, Ro! m, Williams, Thomas 
Cravens, Hurd, Rothwell, illis, 
Culberson, Jones, Samford, ‘ood, 
Davis, Joseph J. Ketcham, Sawyer, Wright. 
NOT VOTING—66 
Armfield, Ewing, Kitchin, 
Atkins, Felton, Knott, Robeson, 
Bachman, Finley, Loring, ? 
Birhan, tears 5 pepeni 0 2. 
ng 6, A ngleton, O. 
p r Mares, Joseph J. Smith Wiles E. 
ouni ond, Jo! x 
Bouck, Hammond, N. J. N. 8 hens, 
Calkins, Haskell, O’Brien, tt, 
Chittenden, Heilman, O'Connor, Voorhis, 
Claflin, enry, O'Reilly, Ward, „ 
ett, Hum: hrey, eco, White, 
Davidson, Hute Page, Wilber, 
De La James, Persons, Wood, Walter A. 
Dickey, Johnston, Pierce, Young, Casey. 
Ellis, Killinger, Pound, 
Errett, King, Prescott, 


So the House refused to it eh 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. BOUCK. Iam paired with Mr. CLAFLIN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. HARMER. Mr. BACHMAN is paired with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Iam paired with Mr. REED, of Maine. 

Mr. DWIGHT. Mr, HAMMOND, of New York, is paired with Mr. 
SMITH, of New Jersey. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its , announced 
the passage of an act (H. R. No. 3015) making appropriations for the 
rps dae of the Military Acad for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1881, and for other purposes, with amendments in which concurrence 
was requested. i 

It further announced the passage of the following bills ; in which 
concurrence was 5 
z A 525 (S. No. 17) for the relief of the legal representatives of Albert 

‘owle ; 

A bill (S. No. 22) for the relief of Theophilus P. Chandler; 

3 S. No. 24) for the relief of John S. Logan and W. A Shad- 
wick ; 

A bill (S. No. 103) for the relief of Rosa Vertner Jeffreys; 

A bill (S. No. 106) for the relief of sufferers by loss of the Govern- 
ment steamer J. Don. Cameron; and 

A bill (S. No. 307) for the relief of L. C. Cantwell. 

REPEAL OF DUTY ON SALT. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to make a privileged report. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the regular order of business, 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the question 
recurs on the motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill for the re- 
peal of the duty on salt. 

The SPEAKER stated that by the sound two-thirds did not seem to 
vote in favor of the suspension of the rules. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, I demand the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
115, nays 116, not voting 60; as follows: 


YEAS—115. . 

Aik Blackbi Cabell, Clark, Alvah A. 
Anderson, Bi en) Caldwell, Clark, John B. 

erton, Oun 'alkins, p 
Baker, ` b Colerick, 
Beale, Bright, Converse, 
Berry, Browne, C Cook, 
Bicknell, Buckner, Clardy, Co 
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Cox, Herndon, Mills, Slemons, 
Cravens, Money, Sparks, 
Cul ke, Morrison, Speer, 
Davidson, Hostetler, Muldrow. Springer, 
Davis, Joseph J. Houk, Myers, Steele, 
vis, Loundes H. House, Sw, Stevenson, 
Deuster, Hull, Nicholls, Taylor, 
Dibrell, Hurd“ O Connor, Thompson, P. B. 
Dunn, u tl 
Evins, Jones, Phister, Townshend, R. W. 
Felton, Poehler, Tucker, 
Forney, Knott, Richardson, J. 5. Turner, 
Forsythe, d, Richmond, Turner, Thomas 
F. Le Fevre, Robertson, Upson, 
Geddes Lewis, Rothwell, ance, 
Goode, arch, ‘ord, Waddill, 
Gunter, PP, Wellborn, 
John T. Martin, Edward L. Sawyer, Wells 
h, McKenzie, es, tthorne, 
Henderson, McLane, Shelley, illis, 
enkle, McMahon, onton, Wood, Fernando. 
Herbert, McMillin, Singleton, J. W, 
NAYS—116. 
Acklen, Dick, Klotz, Russell, Wiliam A. 
Aldrich, N. W. Dunnell, Lapham, Eyon, John W. 
Aldrich, Wiliam Dwight, Lindsey, enberger, 
Bailey, Einstein, Mason, s 
Ballon, Errett, McCoid, Smith, A? Herr 
Barber, Farr, McCook, 
Bayne, Ferdon, M 4 Stone, 
Be Field, McKinley, Tho: 
Beltzhoover, Fisher, Miles, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Blake, Frye, Miller, ‘Townsend, Amos 
Bowman, 8 Mitchell, ae 
Boyd, A Monroe, på 
Brewer, Hal, Morse, 1 „ Thomas 
B 3, Harmer, Morton, rner, 
Brigham, Harris, Benj. W. Murch, Valentine, 
Burrows, Hawk, eal, Van Aernam, 
Butterworth, Hawley, Newberry, Voorhis, 
Camp, Hayes, Van Voorhis, 
Carpenter, Hazelton, O'Neill, Wait, 
Caswell, k, er, Warner, 
Clymer, OTT, Washburn, 
Coftroth, Hubbell, Wilber, 
Conger, James, Phelps, Williams, C. G. 
Cow; Jorgensen, Price, Willits, 
Growl Kaifer Ri Wise.” 
Crowle er, ce, se, 
George R. Ku 5 D. P. Wright, 
Davi. orace beson, 
in i Etoh, Robinson, Young, Thomas L. 
NOT VOTING—60. 
eld, Finley, Kitchin, 
Atkins, Ford, Loring, Daniel L. 
Bachman, Frost, Louns 5 Ryan, Thomas 
Barlow, Gibson, Manning, 85 petn. 0. R. 
Bingham, Gillette, Martin, Benj. F. Smith, Heze 
8 Hammond, John Martin, Joseph J. Smith, William E 
nck, Hammond, N. J. Muller, o erra 
Chittenden, kell, O'Brien, Tal 
Claflin, eilman, O'Reilly, Ward, 
tt. Henry. Pacheco, Weaver, 
De Ln Matyr, Humphrey, Persons, White, 
Dickey, Hu Pound, Whiteaker, 
Elam, Johnston, Prescott, Williams, Thomas 
Ellis, Killinger, Pierce, Wood, Walter A. 
Ewing, King, Reed, Young, Casey. 


So (two-thirds not having voted in favor thereof) the rules were 
not suspended and the bill was not passed. 
During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. OND, of Georgia. Iam paired with Mr. REED, of Maine. 
If he were present, I should vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. MULDROW. My coll e, Mr. MANNING, is absent on account 
of sickness in his family. If he were present, he would vote in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. ELAM. Iam paired with Mr. Martin, of West Virginia. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama. Iam paired with Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. 

Mr. BOUCK. Iam paired with Mr. CLAFLIN, who is absent on ac- 
count of sickness. If he were present, I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. CALKINS. Iam paired with Mr. MANNING, of Mississippi; but 
I am assured he would vote in the affirmative, and I therefore record 
my vote. 
. HARMER. Mr. BINGHAM is paired with Mr. KING, of Louisiana. 
Mr. HENKLE. Mr. TALBOTT is detained unavoidably from the sit- 
ting of the Honse. 
. HILL. My colleague, Mr. FINLEY, is paired with Mr. BRIGGS, 
of New Hampshire. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


HONG-KONG CONSULATE. 


Mr. HUNTON entered a motion to reconsider the vote taken this 
morning in reference to the consulate at Hong-Kong; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


8 JAMES B. WELCH. 

On motion of Mr. FISHER, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post- s was dischar; m the further 
consideration of papers in reference to the bill (H. R. No. 201) for the 
relief of John B. Welch; and the same were referred to the Committee 
of Claims, 


HARBOR AT DELAWARE BREAKWATER. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I move to suspend the rules and pass 
a bill (H. R. No. 3496) directing the removal of obstructions from the 
harbor at the Delaware breakwater. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The effect of that motion will be to take this over 
to Monday next. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. Let the bill be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. No. 3496) directing the removal of obstructions from the harbor at 
the Delaware breakwater. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives, c., That the Secretary 
of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause to be removed from the harbor at 
the Delaware breakwater and the entrance thereto and in the main ship-channel 
of the Delaware Bay and River several vessels which were sunk in the year 1877, 
and now forming obstructions endangering the safety of vessels seg said har- 
bor; and the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be ni is hereby ap- 
propriated for that purpose out of any money in the Treasury not ise appro- 
priated. 


Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, there should be inserted in that bill 
a clause providing for giving reasonable notice to the owners of said 
vessels to remove the same. I do not think the Government should 
assume the liability of removing these vessels until such notice has 
been given to their owners. 

Mr. NEILL. There may be some difficulty in finding some of 
these owners. The bill is just, however, and should be passed. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. In response to the statement of the 
gentleman from Michigan, I have only to say that I imagine there 
never will be any claim made against the Government of the United 
States on the part of the owners of these vessels. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Vignis Then why not accept the amendment 
of the gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I have no objection to accept the 
amendment if that will secure the p of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I suggest the insertion of the words “that 
reasonable notice shall be given to the owners of these vessels to 
remove the same.” 

Mr. REAGAN. That does not remove the difficulty. There must 
be authority given tothe Government. After notice has been given 
these vessels must be declared derelict so as to avoid any claim on 
the part of their owners. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. Mr. Speaker, these vessels were sunk 
three or four years ago in the main channel of the harbor at the Del- 
aware breakwater, and they have ever since been subjected to the 
action of the water and the rav: of insects until they have now 
become utterly worthless hulks. These hulks obstruct the entrance to 
that important harbor, upon which the Government of the United 
States has expended over $3,000,000 in its construction. The number 
of vessels and the value of the commerce making use of this harbor are 
enormous, and unless steps be taken at once to remove these obstruc- 
tions the expenditure hitherto made from the Treasury might as well 
have been thrown into the sea. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. FORT. This bill should go to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. It has been already before the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. It passed this House and the Senate in the 
Forty-fifth Congress, but was, through some inadvertence, dropped 
out of the conference report adopted at that time. The United States 
Engineer reports that unless this work of removing these obstructions 
is 2 —— 5 immediately the harbor will become valueless. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Del- 
aware to accept the modification suggested by the gentleman from 


any pe 

m 15 TIN, of Delaware. Certainly, if that is the only objection 
to the bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. I rise for the purpose of suggesting that the pro- 
vision be extended so that notice shall be given that f. the owners of 
these wrecks do not raise them the Government will raise them and 
sell what is reclaimed. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to insert the words “ after reasonable notice 
to the owners of such vessels to remove the same.” 

The SPEAKER. Those words will be inserted as a modification of 


the bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. The object of giving notice is that if the owners 
do not remove the vessels then the Government shall treat them as 
saree ii property, and become the owner of them when they are 


raised. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I call for the regular order of busi- 
ness. 

The rules were suspended, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, 
and the bill was . 

And then, on motion of Mr. BLOUNT, (at four o’clock and two min- 
utes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following memorials, petitions, and other popas were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and-referred as follows, viz : 
By Mr. ACKLEN: The petitions of G. Jordan, vice-president and 
ral manager Houston and Texas Railroad; of H. M. Hoxie, vice- 


president and manager Galveston, Houston and Henderson Railroad ; 


1880. 
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of Peyton Randol eral superintendent of W., C. V., M. and G. S. 
Railroad . Hare yale 4 


; of H. oxie, general superintendent International and 
Great Southern Railroad ; of Charles P. Ball, general superintendent 
of Alabama and Great Western Railroad 3 of J. A. W. m, general 
superintendent of Little Rock, M. R. and T. Railroad; of John M. 
Bridges, superintendent Alabama Central Railroad; of Edward L. 
Tyler, vice-president Mobile and Montgomery Railroad, to relieve 
interstate freights and passengers from the restrictions of State and 
local quarantines—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. AIKEN: The petition of citizens of Washington, District 
of Columbia, for the incorporation of Lincoln Lodge, No. 2, Brother- 
hood of Labor—to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILLIAM ALDRICH: The petition of Ann Atkinson, for 
a pension—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

y Mr. ANDERSON: The 3 s e0, =) Panag County, 
Kan ainst the passage of Senate bill No. relating to pension 
aint te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAILEY: Papers relating to the claim of John Ahearn for 
pay for supplies furnished the United States Army during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAKER: The petition of Abner F. Pinchen and 70 others, 
late soldiers, for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of the Union Soldiers’ Association of Butler, In- 
diana, that soldiers and sailors of the late war be paid the difference 
between the value of their pay at the time they received it and eoin— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BEALE: The petition of William H. Pinn, for pay for serv- 
ices rendered as a laborer in the Forty-fourth and Forty-fifth Con- 

to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, memorial of the mayor and common council of Fredericks- 
burgh, yirginis, for an . to improve the Rappahannock 
River to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of Sarah K. T. Baker, for 
compensation for rent and for wood used by United States officials 
during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLISS: Papers relating to the bill 1 for the erec- 
tion of certain public buildings in Brooklyn, New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Bamberger, for arrears of pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRAGG : The petition of soldiers of Wisconsin, for the pas- 
sage. of a bill equalizing’ bounties—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

Also, the parion of soldiers of Wisconsin, against the passage of 
Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: Petition of Harriet P. Blake, for a pension—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. BRIGHT: Papers relating to the claim of the Presbyterian 
charch in Murfreesborongh, Tennessee, for pay for church building 
taken down and used by United States authorities during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relatio to the claim of Newcomb Thompson for pay 
for property destroyed by United States authorities during the late 
war—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of William Lowery, to be restored to the pension- 
roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CABELL: The petitions of citizens of Henry and Patrick 
Gouna varenia, 85 a = alls V. of a poroye Foe Tay- 

orsville, via Gunville, to ic irgi to ommittee 
on the Post-Office and Post. Roads N 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Papers e ee claims of Volney S. 
Boisseau, of A. Drain, of Logan M. Di , of As Dawson, of 
James Herndon, of W. L. ee itn of William A. McElwain, and of 
W. L. Peddicord, (accompanied by draughts of bills,) for compensa- 
tion for property taken for the use of the United States Army during 
the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of S. T. Hale and others, for the 
establishment of a post-route from New Carlisle, Indiana, to Three 
Oaks, Michigan—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also the ester of Captain S. P. Connor, for a change in the law 
relative to fees of postmasters—to the same committee. 

Also, the Scan of Isaac T. Lloyd, W. H. West, and 30 other 
ex-Union soldiers and citizens of Hanna Township, La Porte ee, 
Indiana, for the payment tosaid soldiers of the . —— between go d 
and silver and greenbacks during the years 1861 65—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Lewis N. Gooden and other ex-Union soldiers 
of Union Mills, Indiana, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of ex-soldiers and pensioners, against the 
sage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the - 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill to provide for removing obstructions 
and the improvement of navigation of the Colorado River in the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: Papers relating to the claims of John Arm- 
strong and L. M. Northeutt for pay for property taken and destroyed 
by 15 United States Army during the late war- to the Committee on 

ar Claims. 


By Mr. CARPENTER: Pa relating to the Indian depredation 
elaim of Gustave Elsberg and Jacob Am —to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, the pessoas of citizens of Buena Vista County, Iowa, and of 
the board of supervisors of Lyon County, Iowa, to have Sioux City 
made one of the places for holding the district and cireuit courts for 
the district of Iowa—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLARDY: The petition of Eugene F. Weigle and other 
soldiers of the United States in the late war of the rebellion, against 
the poe of the so-called Weaver bill—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary irs. 

By Mr. COBB: A bill appropriating $75,000 for the improvement 
of White River, in the State of Indiana—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, resolutions of the Mexican Veteran Association of the State 
of Indiana, adopted at a meeting held at Indianapolis on the Sth of 
January, 1880, relating to pensioning Mexican soldiers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill appropriating $250,000 for the improvement of the 
Wabash River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COFFROTH: The petition of Union soldiers of Pennsylva- 
nia, for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. COOK: The pennon of citizens of Georgia, for a post-route 
from Vienna to Redfields, Georgia—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COVERT: The petition of S. L. M. Barlow and others, for 
the improvement of Hempstead Harbor, New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of Jonas P. en, of New York, for in- 
demnity and remuneration for losses sustained by him in Mexico—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the petition of manufacturers and merchants of the city of 
New York, for the Passage of an act of Congre to give effect to the 
treaty obligations of the United States in relation to trade-marks—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of George S. P. Bradford, that the 
pay of ordnance-sergeants be fixed at 875 per month; that assimilated 
rank be given to them and provision made for retiring them after a 
given period of service—to the Committee on Milii Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: The petition of John P. Wall, mayor of the 
city of Tampa, Florida, and 112 others, for an appropriation for the 
improvement of the mouth of Hillsborough River and Tampa Bay, 
Florida—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of T. P. Bradley, J. B. Carrin, and 50 others, cit- 
izens of Taylor County, Florida, for the establishment of a post-route 
from Cedar Keys to Deadman Bay, Florida—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation for the improvement of the 
Suwannee River in the State of Florida—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation for the improvement of the 
harbor at Cedar Keys, Florida—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill make en appropriation for the improvement of the 
harbor at Pensacola Florida—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill making an | Aid apr sem for the improvement of the 
Caloosahatchee River, Florida—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation for the improvement of the 
mouth of Apalachicola River and Bay in the State of Florida—to the 
same committee. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation for the improvement of Tampa 
Bay and the mouth of Hillsborough River, in the State of Florida— 
to the same committee. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation for the improvement of the 
Escambia River in the State of Florida—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of A. J. Murat, collector of customs, and 165 
other citizens of Apalachicola, Florida, for an appropriation for the 
improvement of Apalachicola Bay—to the same committee. 

y Mr. HORACE DAVIS: The petition of citizens of San Fran- 
cisco, California, for the establishment of a fog-horn at Fort Point— 
to the Committee on gags ieee 

By Mr. LOUNDES DAVIS: Papers relating to the claim of 
Lindsay Murdoch for y and fees as collector of internal reye- 
nue—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of 61 soldiers of Chickasaw 
County, Iowa, for the passage of the equalization bounty bill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of O. M. Thurman, of Tennessee, 
for compension for soppe furnished the United States Army during 
the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, thè petition of George W. Lemons, for an increase of pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ae the petition of Jasper Isom, for a pension—to the same com- 


mittee. : 
By Mr. DICK: Papers relating to the claim of Charles Hoffman for 
pay. as an officer in the United States Army—to the Committee on 


i Affairs. 
By Mr. DUNNELL: The petitions of E. H. S. Dartt and 50 others 
and of George F. Pixley and 10 others, citizens of Minnesota, for the 


amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 
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Also, the petition of E. B. Grant and 10 others, for the equalization 
of bounties—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Also, the petition of George F. Pixley and 10 others, of Minnesota, 
for the passage of the interstate commerce railroad bill—to the Com- 


mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of S. H. Grannis and 70 others, of Blue Earth 
County, Minnesota, that a pension be granted to J. H. Thew—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: The petition of George Grant, John E. Schuy- 
ler, and 18 other citizens of Schuyler County, New York, that the pay- 
ments made to soldiers in greenbacks be made equal to gold, with 
interest compounded semi-annually from the time of payment—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. ELAM: The petition of Dr. J. B. Sullivan, that the Com- 
mittee of Claims be authorized to review his claim for property taken 
by the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FERDON : The petition of ex-soldiers of New York, against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496, providing for the examination and 
adjudication of pension claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FIELD: The petition of the Boston Marine Society, of Bos- 
ton, Massachusetts, for the improvement of Scituate Harbor—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FORT: The petition of Daniel Robinson and other ex-sol- 
diers, for additional pay to the extent of the difference between green- 
backs and 1 the Committee on Military irs. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of James W. Chaplin, for a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Jerry Foley, of Lewiston, Maine, for restora- 
tion to the rolls and an honorable discharge from the Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of T. J. Southard and others, at Richmond, 
Maine, for certain improvements in the Kennebeck River—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Betsey Elwill, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of James W. Lang and 68 others, 
citizens of Kenton, Ohio, for the pasigo of the equalization of bounty 
bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GOODE: . relating to the claim of Elizabeth F. Page, 
widow of Captain Hugh N. Page, formerly of the United States Navy, 
for a certain sum of money due her late husband to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HALL: The petitions of R. O. Greenleaf, J. F. Blackburn, 
and 20 others, citizens of New Hampshire, and of 53 others, citizens 
of the United States, for the passage of the bill equalizing bounties— 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHN T. HARRIS: The petition of Mrs. Ann Peck, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKELL: A paper relating to the manner of electing and 
counting the votes for President and Vice-President of the United 
States—to the Committee on the state of the laws respecting ascer- 
tainment and declaration of result of the election of ident and 
Vice-President. 

Also, the petition of C. Geiselman and others, against the passage 
of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. r 

By Mr. HATCH : The petition of ex-soldiers of the United States 
Army in the late war, of Macon County, Missouri, of similar im- 
port—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ee i 

By Mr. HAWK: The petition of 50 ex-soldiers of Minois, of sim- 
ilar import—to the same committee. y 

By Mr. HENKLE: The petition of Major Josiah B. Colony, for 
arrears of pension—to the same committee. b i 

Also, resolutions of the corporation of Annapolis, Maryland, asking 
the erection in Annapolis of a monument to the memory of Baron 
De Kalb—to the Committee on the Library. : 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill for the improvement of the navigation 
of the Big Black River in the State of Mississippi—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 5 

By Mr. HOSTETLER: The petition of soldiers of the late war, of 
Centre Point, Indiana, to be paid the difference between the value of 
greenbacks, at the time of payment, and gold, with 6 
est, compounded semi-annually—to the Committee on 

By Mr. HULL: Memorial from the mayor and council of the town 
of Tanpa, Florida, in relation to the channel at that place, and ask- 
ing for an appropriation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HURD: The pennon of Howard Chamberlain and others, 
of Arcadia, Ohio, for the 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of George W. Hendee, ex-governor, 
and others, citizens of Vermont, for an appropriation to build a monu- 
ment at Yorktown, Virginia—to the Committee on Yorktown Cele- 
bration. 

By Mr. KNOTT: The petition of John C. Mattingly and others, of 
Cloverport, onc ange against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, 
relating to pension claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Patrick Rooney and others, of New Haven, 
Kentucky, of similar import—to the same committee. . 

By Mr. LADD: The petition of citizens of Presque Isle, Maine, for 


cent. inter- 
ote A ffai 


passage of the Weaver bill—to the Com- 


the improvement of Aroostook River—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Also, the petitions of citizens of Fort Fairfield and of citizens of 
Caribou, Maine, for the improvement of the channel of Aroostook 
River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of Captain John Whiteford, for 

pay es a captain in the United States Army from September 1, 1863, 
to May 16, 1864—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 
By Mr. MASON: The petition of Martin W. Gibbs, N. A. Beadle, 
John F. Box, and 41 other ex-soldiers of the war for the Union, of 
Oswego County, New York, for the passage of the equalization of 
bounty bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McCOID: The petition of soldiers of Iowa, for additional 
pay for services during the late war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of Alfred Wright, president of 
Alliance and Lake Erie Railroad, that the duty on steel rails may be 
made specific and not exceed $10 per ton—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MCKENZIE : The peores of soldiers of Ohio County, Ken- 
tucky, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension 
claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMAHON: The petitions of Barry T. Campbell and 
Michael Sex, for pensions—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of Captain Seth Lewis and 51 
other ex-Union soldiers of Potter County, Pennsylvania, against the 
passage of Senate bill No. 496, proposing a change in the method of 
settling pension claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of the Marine Society of Boston, 
Massachusetts, for the improvement of Scituate Harbor, Massachu- 
setts—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MORTON : The petition of the Union Pacific, the Kansas 
Pacific, the Denver Pacific, the Colorado Central, the Utah Northe 
and other railway companies, for the reduction of the duty on stee 
rails to $10 per ton—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ER: The petition of John i Neale, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURCH: The petition of 46 citizens of New York, who 
served in the Army and Navy, that they be paid the difference be- 
tween their pay in depreciated paper and gold—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: The petition of James McMillan and 40 
others, citizens of Detroit, and of C. C. Drake and 170 citizens of 
Wayne County, Michigan, for the passage of an act authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Detroit River at Detroit, Mich- 
igan—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Sawyer, for pay for property lost on 
the steamer Tawah, destroyed during the war—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: Memorial of the city council and citizens of 
the city of Saint Mary’s, Georgia, for an appropria vive to improve the 
bar and harbor of St. Mary's, Georgia—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill to appropriate $100,000 for the improvement of the bar 
and harbor of Saint Mary’s, Georgia—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR: Memorial of citizens of South Carolina, askin 
for aid in the construction of a shi al across Charleston Neck, 
Charleston, South Carolina, uniting the waters of the Ashley and 
Cooper Rivers—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. O'NEILL : The petition of C. Boyd, late captain Seventeenth 
Regiment United States Infantry, and brevet lieutenant-colonel 
United States Army, for restoration to the Army—to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. OVERTON: The petition of Charles L. Finney and 42 other 
ex-volunteer soldiers of Wyoming County, Pennsylvania, against the 
passage of Senate bill 496, relating to pension claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Henry C. De Ahna, that he be 
paid the pay and emoluments for the full term to which he was a 
pointed as collector of customs in Alaska Territory—to the Commit- 


tee on 1 
By Mr. ‘TER: The petition of Robert Bryant, of Lawrence 


County, Kentucky, and 145 others, that a ion be nted said 
B t—to the Committee on Invalid Pension. i 

„the ee. of Aaron Burton and 165 others, citizens of Car- 
ter County, Kentucky, that a pension be granted said Burton—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of S. Roberts and 118 others, citizens of Law- 
rence County, Kentucky, for a pension for Nancy Ball—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of James F. Castle and 184 others, of Carter 
County, Kentucky, that a pension be granted said Castle—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. POEHLER: The petition of C. B. Jackson, Coleman 
Bloomer, and 28 others, Union soldiers in the late war, for the equal- 
ization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POUND: The petition of Thomas Roberts and 17 others, 
ex-soldiers, of Wisconsin, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, 
providing for the examination and adjudication of pension claims— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of the Women’s 535 So- 
ciety of Utah Territory, that GEORGE Q. CANNON, Delegate said 
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Territory, be expelled from the House of Representatives, for 
Zemun of the laws relating to polygamy—to the Committee on 

e iciary. 

By Mr. REAGAN: The petition of 128 citizens of Texas, for an ap- 
propriation of $100,000 for the improvement of Sabine Pass, Texas— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the Louisiana Pilots’ Association, against the 
passage of any law changing the present laws regulating their du- 
ties—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JOHN 8. RICHARDSON: The petition of citizens of South 
Carolina, for the establishment of a marine hospital at Georgetown, 
South Carolina—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, the petition of citizens of South Carolina, for an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of the Waccamaw River—to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

Also, the petition of citizens of South Carolina, for the removal of 
obstructions in Georgetown Harbor and in the Pedee and Waccamaw 
Rivers—to the same committee, 

By Mr. ROTHWELL: The petition of Harris & Hodge, for pay for 
carrying United States mails—to the Committee on the P ffice 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. RUSSELL: The petition of Henry C. Rich- 
ardson, for compensation for property captured from him by Nez 
Percé Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Nathaniel Spooner and others, to make Scitu- 
= Harbor, Massachusetts, a harbor of refuge—to the Committee on 

ommerce. 

By Mr. SHERWIN: The petition of soldiers of Garden Prairie, 
. the passage of the Weaver bill—to the Committee on Mili- 

‘airs. 


tary 

Also, the petition of Asa Cobb and 30 others, of Batavia, Illinois, for 
the equalization of bounties—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SIMONTON: The petition of L. A. Williams, and others, for 
a t-route from Covington to Randolph, Tennessee—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Kenton, Tennessee, for the passage 
of the Reagan railroad bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JAMES W. SINGLETON: Memorial of the mayor, common 
council, and citizens of Quincy, Illinois, for an adequate appropria- 
tion to improve the harbor at Quincy—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SPEER: Memorial of W. P. Price, president, and trustees 
of the North Georgia Agricultural College, to be relieved from re- 
sponsibility for the loss of certain arms and ordnance stores of the 

nited States Sih 0 by fire—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of James B. Wright and others, 
citizens of Christian County, Illinois, for the passage of laws to alle- 
viate the oppressions of transportation monopolies—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of 8. H. Gold, John Henderson, and others, of 
Morgan County, Illinois; of the Grand Army of the Republic of Pe- 
tersburgh, Illinois, and of James Payne, of Plainview, Illinois, and 
others, soldiers of the late war, against the passage of Senate bill 
No. 496, increasing the number of pension surgeons—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of James B. Wright and others, citizens of Chris- 
tian County, Illinois, for the passage of acts amending the patent 
laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. STARIN: The petition of 21 citizens and ex-soldiers of 
Saratoga County, New York, against the passage of the sixty district 
courts bill, known as Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of citizens of De Witt County, 
Illinois, for the passage of a bill granting pensions to soldiers of the 
Black Hawk war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of M. Richmond and 19 others, citi- 
zens of Michigan, late Union soldiers, against the passage of Senate 
bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of Hannah E. Oliver, for a pension— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. THOMAS: The petition of G. W. Burton and other soldiers 
of Tilinois, for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, JR.: The petition of James S. Chrisman, 
to be reimbursed expenses incurred in his contested-election case in 
the Thirty-sixth Con to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Pulaski County, Kentucky, for the 
establishment of an additional judicial district in the State of Ken- 
tucky—to the Committee on the J ASE 

Also, the petition of Allen G. Bernard, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 5 

Also, the petition of A. M. Judd, administrator of Job S , for 

ay for quartermaster stores taken for the use of the United States 
iy during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. IAM G. THOMPSON: The petition of James B. Hen- 
derson and 22 others, soldiers of the late war, for the equalization of 
pagto the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. TUCKER: Papers relating to the claim of J. H. Rives for 
ay of expenses incurred in collecting the public revenues—to the 
bami ttee of Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Charles W. Button for compen- 


sation for advertising property levied on by United States revenue 
officials—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John Kelly for compensation 
for property taken by United States forces during the late war—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Moses Lacy for pay of rent of 
property pocapisd by the Quartermasters Department of the United 

tates y during the late war—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John P. Wright for pay for 
publishing proposals for carrying United States mails—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, 

ag ac THOMAS TURNER: The petition of citizens of New Cas- 
tle, Kentucky, for the improvement of the Kentucky River—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. URNER: Papers relating to the claim of William M. May- 
nadier to be reimbursed an amount of money stolen from his safe 
belonging to the Government while he was a pa: ter in the United 
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of L. Blackstone and others, against 
the further extension of the iron cotton-tie buckle patent—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WARNER: The petition of John Bareman, of Monroe Coun- 
ty, Ohio, and 200 others, for the amendment of the revenue laws so 
as to permit the manufacture of apple-jack from one’s own orchard 
and for one’s own use without a license—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Battin, for an increase of pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the ponam of Isaac Norman and 33 others, assistant messen- 
gers and laborers on the pay-roll of the Treasury Department of the 
United States, to be paid as messengers and assistant messengers, 
according to the actual service they perform—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, the petition of J. M. Groce and 39 others, soldiers of Washing- 
ton County, Ohio, to be placed on an equal footing with those who 
loaned the Government money by having their pay made equal to 
gold—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, the petition of R. R. Dawes and others, citizens of Marietta, 
Ohio, for donation of four condemned cannon for the soldiers’ mon- 
ument at Marietta, Ohio—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WEAVER: The petitions of William Brandon, of Charles 
City, Iowa, and 47 others; of Isaac Sleppy, of Nolo, Pennsylvania, 
and 122 others; of W. J. Stowe, of Fulton Star, Kansas, and 33 others ; 
of R. H. Bower, of Tiffin, Ohio, and 14 others; of G. L. Brown, o 
Beaver Meadows, New York ; of T. L. Howe, of Chillicothe, Ilinois, 
and 103 others; of J. W. Thompson, of Princeton, Illinois, and 31 
others; of Jacob Free, of Caldwell, Kansas, and 39 others; of Adam 
Mancker, of Rock Island, Illinois, and 6 others; of O. H. Swingley. 
of Mount Morris, Ilinois, and 19 others; of William E. Munn, of 
Thayer, Kansas, and 12 others; of John C. Taylor, of Irwin, Penn- 
sylvania, and 47 others; of A. O. Knod, of Mount Morris, Illinois, and 
13 others; of W. D. Lomax, of Abingdon, Kansas, and 177 others ; of 
B. E. Scott, of Fountain, Kentucky, and 69 others; of Daniel Wil- 
kins, of Rock Island, Illinois, and 32 others; of Abram Van Patton, 
of Malta, Illinois, and 40 others; of J. H. Horton, of Ithaca, New Yor 
and 114 others; of N. W. Currier, of Halford, New York, and 
others; of Henry Saar, of Cayotte, Kansas, and 40 others; of J. 
Carro, of Scottsville, Kansas, and 33 others; of Dennis McSweeney, 
of Atwood, Pennsylvania, and 50 others; of Horatio T. Slater, of 
North Pharsalia, New York, and 8 others; of A. J. Roberts, of Cedar 
Rapids, Iowa, and 50 others; of J. B. Barnard, of Garrettville, Ohio. 
and 30 others; of Hezekiah Gidsperan, of Scottsville, Kentucky, an 
40 others; of N. J. Lytle, of Newton, Iowa, and 51 others; of Luke 
H. Carrington, of Whitehall, New York, and 18 others; of William 
H. Baker, of Dresserville, New York, and 30 others; of Jacob Birch, 
of Arcanum, Ohio, and 34 others; of John H. Lack, of Spearvill 
Kansas, and 15 others; of Philip Alleman, of Cleveland, Ohio, an 
80 others ; of William Waye, of Portsmouth, Michigan, and 30 others; 
of James H. Hosey, of Woodbury, Kentucky, and 38 others; of Leon- 
ard H. Pursell, of Jewell, Kansas, and 51 others; of S. P. Tufts, of 
Centralia, Illinois, and 30 others; of S. B. Brown, of Jewell, Kansas, 
and 9 others; of L. A. Saim, of Jewell, Kansas, and 4 others ; of Rob- 
ert Highland, of Venita, Indian Territory, and 10 others; of Daniel 
Rice, of Fairmount, Ilinĝis, and 9 others; of T. D. Mayhem, of Point 
Peninsula, New York, and 29 others; of William Ogden, of Ogden, 
Illinois, and 10 others; of William H. Carroll, of Havensville, - 
Sas, and 33 others; of D. L. Sims, of Riverside, Iowa, and 26 others ; 
of Solomon M. King, of Illinois, and 44 others; of A. D. Strong, of 
Ashtabula, Ohio, and 8 others; of H. P. Lamson, of Warsaw, Indiana, 
and 134 others; of James O. Harshnis, and 17 others; of Joseph Cooper, 
of Rock Island, Illinois, and 8 others; of J. W. Davis, and 13 others; o: 
W. R. Ledford, of Martinstown, Iowa, and 23 others; of Oliver D. 
Tripp, of London, Illinois, and 15 others; of Alfred Smith, of Penn- 
sylvania, and 29 others; and of John G. Towie, of Dayton, Ohio, 
and 927 others, that the soldiers and sailors of the late war may be 
placed on an equal footing with the holders of Government bonds— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of B. E. a of Mount Pulaski, Illinois, for 
pay for services rendered as a soldier in the late war of the rebellion— 
to the Committee of Claims. 
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Also, the petition of Elizabeth Graves, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of George 8. Nevils, for com- 
2 for goreny taken by the United States Army during the 
© 


‘Also Fp cetilion of J. OAE gusting ka, to 
the petition of J. B. ian, , for a pension— 
the 8 on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Allen Vandiver and others, citizens of Lewis 
County, Tennessee, for a post-route from 3 to Tony, in said 
t ag the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

at . WILLIS: The petition, and papers Stacey, Sarota; of Mary 
Gri 2 a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

B . WILLITS: Papers relating to the pension claim of Marga- 
ret Mills—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of Henry Howell and others, sol- 
diers, opposing the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension 
claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FERNANDO WOOD: The petition of Catharine Silvey, for 
a 3 the same committee. 

y Mr. WALTER A. WOOD: The petition of citizens of New York, 
against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. YOCUM: The petition of soldiers of the Union Army, to be 
placed on the same footing with the bondholder—to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Martin Philips and 16 others, soldiers of the 
Union Army, of similar import—to the same committee. 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 13, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

WILLIAM PINKNEY WHYTE, a Senator from the State of Maryland, 
appeared in his seat to-day. 

EULOGIES ON SENATOR CHANDLER. 

Mr. FERRY. Mr. President, I desire to state that it was my expec- 
tation to ask the Senate to set apart Thursday of this week for the 
delivery of . upon the life and character of my late colleague, 
Zachariah Chandler. To meet the convenience and request of sev: 
gentlemen who desire to participate, the time will be deferred. I will 
at an early pra ask the Senate to designate some other day for the 
eulogies to be delivered. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Postmaster-General, transmitting letters from the First 
Assistant Postmaster-General, the superintendent of the money-order 
system, the disbursing clerk, and the superintendent of the Post- 
Office Department, recommending an appropriation of $101,036.30 to 
cover various specified deficiencies in the appropriations for that De- 
partment; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, calling the attention of Con, to an extract from a report 
of the Adjutant-General, recommending that the appropriation “ for 
the purpose of examining the rebel archives and having copies fur- 
nished for the Government” be increased; which was rred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. ALLISON presented the memorial of A. J. Cottrell and others, 
soldiers of the late war, remonstrating inst the e of the 
bill (8. No. 496) for the examination and adjudication of pension 
claims; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of C. W. Hill and others, citizens of 
Iowa, praying for the passage of a law granting a pension to Samuel 
Moore, late a private in Company A, Thirty-seven iment Iowa 
Volunteer Infantry ; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented the petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Temp- 
lars of the State of Iowa, officially signed, representing a member- 
ship of six thousand, praying for a commission of inquiry concern- 
ing the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, presented the petition of L. D. White and 
others, citizens and business men of Quincy, Illinois, praying for a 
reduction of the duty on zinc; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

Mr. BUTLER 8 the petition of Thomas W. Lang, James 
Chestnut, and 158 other citizens of South Carolina, praying an ap- 
propriation to remove obstructions in and to straighten the channel 
of the Wateree River, in that State; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. KERNAN. Mr. President, I present a petition of citizens of 
the State and city of New York, praying the p: eof the joint res- 
olution pending before a committee of this body which provides that 
after its passage United States Treasury notes shall not be a legal 


tender in payment of private debts. This petition, as I have had the 
names counted, is signed by over fifteen undred individuals and 
firms. The pensionon are of all classes of our citizens, I believe. 
It is signed by Lucius Robinson, the late governor; by Sanford E. 
Church, the chief-justice, and other justices, of both political — 
of the court of appeals, and by citizens engaged in various kinds o 

business, and who are interested in almost all our varied business in- 
dustries. They represent, I believe, largely all classes of our peoples 
and nearly all the business industries of our State. Indeed I think 

may state that this petition represents the views of a majority of the 
citizens of the State of New York, and of its great commercial city. 
The memorialists are of the two pisope political — They 
state in substance in this memorial that they believe the measure re- 
ferred to if enacted into a law would encourage every legitimate 
business enterprise ; would revive confidence in permanent invest- 
ments, give extended employment to laborers in all industrial pur- 
suits, and secure them a just reward for their toil; and that it would 
be a sheet-anchor to stability in every department of business, and 
discourage that spirit of uncertainty which breeds disastrous fluc- 
tuations in prices. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and I ask for it that consideration which it seems 
to me the character of the signers of all classes entitles it to receive. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I present the petition of Emory Temple and 77 
others, citizens of the State of Delaware ; the petition of John A. Cas- 
ender and 25 others, citizens of Kent County, Delaware, and the peti- 
tion of D. J. Cummins and 35 others, citizens of Kent County, Dela- 
ware, to the same effect as that just presented by the Senator from 
New York, (Mr. Kernan.] I move the reference of these petitions to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE presented the petition of J. N. Sawyer and others, citi- 
zens of Galveston, Texas, praying for the passage of an act to amend 
the law relative to the seizure and forfeiture of vessels for breach of 
the revenue laws; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. JONAS presented the petition of the president and directors of 
the New Orleans Pacific Rai Company, praying for the passage 
of a law reducing the duty on imported steel rails; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WITHERS presented the petition of Mrs. Julia G. Tyler, widow 
of Ex-President Tyler, praying to be allowed a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, to accompany the bill (S. No. 

a pension to Mrs, Julia Gardner Tyler, widow of Ex- 


992) 1 
Preside 7 5 r. 

Mr. B presented the petition of William Green and other cit- 
izens of Manor Dale, Pennsylvania, praying for a commission of 
inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor o; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CARPENTER presented the petition of J. A. Watrous and W. 
A. Gordon, representing the Temple of Honor of Wisconsin, consistin 
of eight thousand members, praying for a national commission o; 
inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic, its relations to public 
revenue and taxation, to crime, pauperism, the public health, morals, 
education, and the general welfare of the people, and also the results 
of license, restrictive, and prohibitory legislation in the several States 
and in the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FERRY. I present a like petition on the sanot of the liquor 
trafic from the Pennsylvania State Temperance Union, signed by 
James Black, president. I move its reference to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I presenta like petition on the subject of the liquor 
traffic, signed by the Grand Temple of Honor and Temperance of Mas- 
sachusetts, representing eleven hundred and fifty-four members, which 
I move be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MORRILL. resent a similar petition from the New Jersey 
State Temperance iance, signed by the president and secretary, 
praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 

c. I move its reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of Helen M. Fiedler, widow and 
executrixof est Fiedler, late a citizen of the city of New York, pray- 
ing Congress to constrain the government of Brazil to make compen- 
sation for the charter of the steamer Circassian in 1867; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of James Brown and others, 
citizens of North Branch, Kansas, praying for a commission of in- 

uiry concerning the alcoholic liquor c; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FARLEY presented the petition of William Evans, formerly a 
seaman on the ship Sonora when iy e by the Alabama, praying 
to be allowed compensation for the loss of his property and time in 
consequence of that capture; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RANSOM presented a petition from the Grand Lodge of Good 
Templars of the State of North Carolina, officially signed, represent- 


ing four thousand members, praying for a commission of inquiry con- 
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cerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, presented the petition of John P. Wall, 
mayor, and the councilmen of the town of Tampa, Florida, prayin, 
Congress to make an appropriation for the p of deepening an 
cleaning out the channel leading from the mouth of Hillsborough 
River into the bay of the same name at that place; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 5 

Mr. BAYARD presented the petition of Henry M. Philler and oth- 
ers, members of the Grand Division of the Sons of Temperauce of the 
State of Pennsylvania, numbering forty-five hundred and seventy- 
five members, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the 
alcoholic liquor ce; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present a like petition of the Union Temple of 
Honor and Temperance of Minnesota, officially signed, representing 
sixty members. I move its reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PLUMB. The Committee on Public Lands have had under 
consideration the bill (S. No. 619) for the relief of certain actual set- 
tlers on the Kansas trust and diminished reserve lands in the State of 
Kansas, and have instructed me to report it withan amendment, If 
Ican be indulged, I ask that it may be considered now. 

Mr. N. Let it be ea for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill at this time? 

Mr. MORRILL. I dare say the bill is all right, but it is clearly not 
such a bill as ought to pass upon the immediate report of a com- 
mittee. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. It ought to go on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to state for the information of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont that this bill was drawn by the Secretary of the 
Interior, or under his direction. 

Mr. MORRILL. Nomatter by whom drawn, we ought to have time 
to look it over and see what it is. 

Mr. BOOTH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 942) releasing the title of the United States 
in a certain parcel of land to the assigns of John Cutler, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. WALLACE, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the memorial of Lansford P. Yandell and others, sureties on 
the bond of Henry L. Norvell, late collector of internal revenue for 
the second district of Tennessee, praying to be relieved from liability 
as such sureties, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill 
(S. No. 1004) for the relief of the sureties of Henry L. Norvell. 

The 1 was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

ir. 3 the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1307) to establish a land district in 
the Territory of Dakota, and locating the office at Grand Forks, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 6) to establish a land district in Jamestown, in the Territory 
of 3 reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. KERNAN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 142) for the relief of John M. McClintock, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 216) to extend the jurisdiction of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, have instructed me to report it adversely. 
— the attention of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WHYTE] to 

is report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland desire 
the bill to be placed on the Calendar? 

Mr. WHYTE. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar, 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

MILLERS’ INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (8. No. 931) to admit free of duty all articles intended for 
exhibition at the millers’ international exhibition of milling and mill 
machinery, to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, commencing May 31, 1880, 
have instructed me to report it without amendment, and I am in- 
structed to ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that all articles which 
shall be imported for the sole purpose of exhibition at the millers’ 
international exhibition of milling and mill machinery, to be held at 
Cincinnati, Ohio, commencing May 31, 1880, shall be admitted with- 
out the payment of duty or of customs fees or charges, under such 
regulations as the 8 of the 1 57 8575 shall prescribe. But all 
such articles as shall be sold in the Uni States or withdrawn for 
consumption therein at any time after such importation shall be sub- 
ject to the duties imposed on like articles by the revenue laws in force 


at the date of importation. In case any articles thus imported shall 
be sold or withdrawn for consumption without paynin of duty as 


uired by law, all the penalties prescribed by law shall be applied 
and enforced against such articles and against the persons who may 
make such sale or withdrawal. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of 3 by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House assed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3496) directing the removal of obstructions from 
the harbor at the Delaware breakwater; and 

A DEUT E No. age tor oe at. shag i asi Bej auar 
son, Jo ugan, E. T. Keightley, George T. Rogers, amin P. 
Gaines, and Charles Ford. 

The m also announced that the House had passed the joint 
resolution (S. R. No, 58) touching the Hot Springs reservation, in the 
State of Arkansas. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the S er of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. R. No, 148) for the relief of 
D. M. Hamlin and Andrew F. Slade; and it was thereupon signed by 
the Vice-President. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1005) for the relief of the widow and chil- 
dren of Dr. Lemuel H. Draper; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FERRY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1006) for the relief of Andrew T. McReynolds ; 
sea was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also asked, and e consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1007) to provide for the porren of certain ex- 

nses of the district judge of the western judicial district of Mich- 
igan ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on ig apps 

Mr. BLAIR asked at unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1 ) for the relief of William A. Winder; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1009) for the relief of Rich- 
ard Johnson ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1010) re ing the authentication and use 
of proxies in meetings of shareholders in national banking associa- 
tions; which was twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 


Mr. MORRILL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1011) to provide for a commission on the sub- 
ject of the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SLATER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1012) to declare forfeited certain lands granted 
to aid in the construction of a railroad and igs gen line from Port- 
land to Astoria and McMinnville, in the State of Oregon; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KERNAN (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1013) for the relief of William 
Henry Ward; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1014) in relation to telegraphic 
communications; which was read twice by its title, and refe to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1015) for the relief of Silas F. Feild, one 
of the sureties on the bond of John G. Halliburton, d late 
marshal of the United States in and for the eastern district of Arkan- 
sas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. JONAS asked, and by unanimous consent obtain 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1016) authorizing the President of the United 
States to nominate Drs, omas Owens and William Martin for 
assistant surgeons in the Navy not in the line of promotion; which 
=. read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 

‘airs. ° 

Mr. BRUCE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1017) Samer, A increase of pension to Jerry 
Robinson, late commissary-sergeant First Regiment United States 
Colored Troops; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1018) to establish an additional land district 
in the State of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


leave to 


to the Committee on Public Lands. 
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Mr. VEST asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to in- 
troducea bill (S. No. 1019) to prohibit clerks of the Federal courts from 
collecting fees in any oowoo dan action for copyin, Mepa filed 

and for 


in such cause in a k styled “The Final Reco other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 1 

Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1020) for the relief of B. F. Rockefellow ; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (S. No. 62) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to expend a sum of money heretofore appropriated for the 
erection of a storehouse and depot building at the city of Omaha, in 
the State of Nebraska; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. WITHERS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the post-route bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of John L. Williams be taken 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, it was . 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the matter of Senate bill No. 3, third ses- 
sion, Forty-fifth Con; be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 

Ordered, th lating to the heirs of John Rice Ji be withdra 
trom the files and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 8 

On motion of Mr. JONAS, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of George Wright be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate. . 

On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 

Ordered, That the rs in regard to the claim of Eliza Howard Powers be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Mrs. Thomas Hendrickson and her peti- 
tion for a pension be withdrawn from the files, to be referred to the Commissioner 
of Pensions, in accordance with the report of the Committee on Pensions touching 
such petition. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3496) directing the removal of obstructions 
from the harbor at the Delaware breakwater was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (II. R. No. 2271) for the relief of John N. Reed, A. D. Ander- 
son, John A. Dugan, E. T. Keightley, George T. Rogers, Benjamin P. 
Gaines, and Charles Ford was read twice by its title, and to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

REFUNDING THE NATIONAL DEBT, 


Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed to inquire as to the prac- 
ticability of refunding any part of the outstanding national debt at a less rate than 
4 per cent. interest; and as to whether or not more effective provisions can be 
made by which bona fde subscriptions for sums in moderate amounts may be 
made available; and report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to give notice that day after to-morrow, 
Thursday, immediately after the morning business, I shall seek the 
floor to submit some remarks on the resolution. I move that it lie 
on the table for the present, and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CRAFTS J. WRIGHT. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill No. 752. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proosnana to consider the bill (8. No. 752) ting an in- 
crease of pension to Crafts J. Wright. It directs the 8 of the 
Interior to Pay to Crafts J. Wright, late colonel Thirteenth Regiment 
Missouri Volunteers, a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that which he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. GARLAND. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT put the question, and declared that the 
ayes 1 to prevail. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for a division upon the motion to go into 
executive session. We are not through with the morning business, 
nn p hope we shall not go into executive session until that is con- 
cluded, 

The question being again put, there were on a division—ayes 25, 
noes 8; no quorum voting. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The ps and nays were 8 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President 


Mr. EDMUNDS. No debate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I suggest if the Senator from Mis- 
souri merely wants to make a report—— 

Mr. ED S. Debate is not in order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I am making a suggestion, which 
I think will let us ont of the difficulty. 
8 The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont objects to 

eba 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If there is objection that ends it; 


but my su tion would have removed the difficulty. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays are ordered, and the 
Secretary will call the roll. 


The Secre proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER, (when Mr. Hampron’s name was called.) | 
leave to state that my colleague [Mr. HAMPTON] has been 
home by a severe family affliction and is unable to be present. On 
all political questions he is paired with the Senator from Kansas, 
(Mr. PLUMB. 

The roll- having been concluded; the result was announced— 

0 


yeas 28, nays 25; as follows: 
Allison, ter, Hoar, Rollins, 
Anthony, Davis of Illinois, In Saunders, 
Baldwin, Dawes, kwood, Sharon, 
Blair, Edmunds, soe Voorhees, 
A M. $ Wallace, 
Burnside, Garland, McPherson, Windom, 
Butler, * Paddock, Withers. 
NAYS—2. 
Bailey, 6 Maxey, Vest, 
yard, Hill of Georgia, Pendleton, Walker, 
k, Johnston, Plumb, Wh 
Cameron of Wis., Jonas, Slater, wil 
Davis of W. V. Hoare ha oe Thurn 
Va., ernan, urman, 
Groomo, McDonald, Vanee, 
ABSENT—22. 
Blaine, Eaton, Hill of Colorado, Platt, 
Booth, Farley, Jones of Nevada, Randolph, 
Call, Gordon, Kellogg, Ransom, 
Cameron of Pa., Grover, Lamar, Saulsbury. 
Cok Hampton, Morgan, 
Con A Morrill, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After forty-seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN OHIO. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move that the Senate nag Ne pi 

Mr. THURMAN. Lask the Senator from Delaware to yield to me 
to have considered a bill which is merely a local matter. 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. No. 582) to provide for circuit and district 
courts of the United States at Columbus, Ohio, and transferring cer- 


tain counties from the northern to the southern district in said State. 


The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 4, to strike out ‘‘Tus- 
carawas” from the list of counties proposed to be transferred to the 
southern district of Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 4, to strike out “ thirty- 
two” and insert “ thirty ” before “ counties,” as the number of coun- 
ties to constitute the eastern division of the southern district, and 
in line 7 to strike out “Scioto” and “ Lawrence” from the list of coun- 
ties constituting that division. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, to strike out all after the 
first word, “all,” in the following words: 

Offenses committed in either of the subdivisions shall be cognizable and indict- 
able within said division. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Prosecutions for crimes or offenses hereafter committed in either of the subdivis- 
ions shall be ble within such division; and all prosecutions for crimes or 
offenses heretofore committed within either of said counties taken as aforesaid 
from the northern district, or committed in the southern: district as hitherto con- 
stituted, shall be commenced and proceeded with as if this act had not been passed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to ask the Senator from Ohio what disposi- 
tion is made with reference to the clerks of the courts. 

Mr. THURMAN. The bill adds no clerks at all, and no officer of 
any kind or description. 

. ALLISON. The bill makes provision for courts to be held at 
Columbus. Is the clerk of the present circuit court to act as clerk of 
the circuit court sitting there? 

Mr. THURMAN. The clerk of the cirenit court simply acts by 
deputy there. The clerk is authorized to appoint deputies now, as 
many as he pleases. 

Mr. ALLISON. And the clerk of the district court the same? 
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Mr. THURMAN. The clerk of the district court the same. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


EMANUEL KLAUSER. 
Mr. BAYARD, I renew my motion that the Senate sapara: 
Mr.COCKRELL. Ihopethe Senator from Delaware will withdraw 
that motion. I am satisfied that the Senate is not quite so completely 
exhausted in the consideration of business that it is not able to take 
up and dispose of some of the work of itscommittees. There isnow 
on the Calendar Senate bill No. 368, for the relief of a soldier from 


Illinois. It in the Forty-fourth Con through the Senate; 
it passed in the ee Congress through the Senate; it is now 
upon the Calendar of the Forty-sixth Congress. I had some hope that 


we might get it through in time this Congress for consideration in the 
House. ti the Senator from Delaware will withdraw his motion I 
will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. I withdraw the motion for that purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill comes up as a matter of course. 
No motion is necessary, it being on the Calendar of General Orders 
and its consideration called for when nothing else is pending. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, P ed to consider 
the bill (S. No. 368) for the relief of Emanuel Klauser. It directs 
the Secretary of War to remove the charge of mutiny against Emanuel 
Klauser, late corporal Company H, Fifty-fourth Illinois Infantry Vol- 
unteers, and to t him an honorable discharge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PETER MEAGHER. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. No. 401) for the relief of Peter Meagher; who 
is now an infirm soldier in the Soldiers’ Home here. The bill provides 
that he shall receive a slight compensation for services performed in 
Florida in unloading a large quantity of coal from naval vessels. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill, which had been reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs with an amendment, to add: 

To full 9 for the services of himself, and of Louis Helt, Victor Helm- 


kamph, William M. Kinsman, James Riley, Edward F. Riley, F. Richards, and 
Charles Wilber. 


So as to make the bill read: 


from the schooners My Rover, Althea, and Jonathan 
Wilson, at Long Key, Tortogas, Florida, in fall com; or 

himself, and of Louis Helt, Victor yc eee William M. Kinsman, James Riley, 
Edward F. Riley, F. Richards, and Charles Wilber. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear the report read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. COCK- 
RELL December 16, 1879: 

The Committee on ee ae to which was referred the bill (S. No. 401) 
a hare gi of Peter Meagher, have duly considered the same, and submit the 

In the Forty-fifth Congress a bill (H. R. No. 4419) precisely similar to the present 
bill was passed by the House of Representatives and reported to the Senate, where 


no action was upon it. In the House of Representatives, Forty-fifth Con- 
a session, the revert No. 634, made on the then pending bill was as fol- 
ows, to * 


vit —— from the foots presented and the ence hereto annexed that 
Peter Meagher was a sergeant in Company M, a nited States Artillery, in the 


tained except from the Buco 1 Arnold, then commanding the post, entered 
e said Pe 


“Tt is shown that the work was executed by these men in a satisfactory manner, 
and a correct account kept and rendered for the time meg oes for performing the 
same. The rolls show that Peter Meagher was employed thirty-seven and one-half 
days, at $2 per day; that 8 a number of men to assist at $1 per day, and 
that he paid the ollowing-named borers, as per accompanying vouchers, namely: 


Louis Helt, 8 Son GI OP AFA AAA $8 00 
Victor Helmkamph, 8} days, at $1 per da 8 75 
William M. Kinsman, 12} days, at $1 per daꝶaꝶꝶꝶ --.0-<s00-0e 12 75 
James 3 / m 
Edward F. Riley, 35} days, at $1 per day. — 
French Richards, 20 


days, at 81 day.. 
Charles Wilber, 143 ane at 81 — — = 


Total pai 


als...... ð 


That the fo ing account is correct; that the services were performed with 
the advice of Major Louis G. Arnold, commanding Fort Jefferson; that it was im- 
possible to procure other laborers at the time to perform this work ; the men 
were pro Ray for the work done; and that the above amount, under the 
arrangement made between Major Arnold and Peter Meagher, is fairly due to the 
men who performed this work is beyond reasonable doubt. 

“Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill.“ 

In the Forty-fifth Congress, Mr. COCKRELL, to whom the case was relr. ad- 

a letter to the Secretary of the Navy, and received the following reply: 
“Navy DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington, February 18, 1879. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 14th 
instant, inclosing H. R. No. 4419, for the relief of Peter Meagher, and the report of 


the House Naval Committee thereon, and such information as the De- 
partment may be able to furnish in flation tothe claim of M er. 
In M. er presented his claim to the Department, and with it such 
evidence as he had in in support thereof. The flles and records were 
for the purpose of 

of May and June, 186 
0 y and June, 
Daighe to TARON fe Abn DAVAI eenvien, 
Benson, of the Army, stationed there. 

“This is believed to be the coal for which Meagher claims compensation for 


unloading. 

“The e 88 subsequently withdrawn by him, were not such as 
to warrant the Department in paying the especially as it was one of fifteen 
Peara aO ADA IRO AOON EO pea money could have been 


en were long since 
“ He rene his claim in 1877, and the Department, on the 24th of November of 
TnS JONE, WONS. rg SNAN rigger ORIY DAF, OUS MOOY DA Sha TONY pecbe og that is, 
for — work done by order of naval officers; that when work was done 
without such order and it was necessary for the Government, it was a c 
SENERE oles Sane sas tee TNO DAVE Daga maa that remedy was 
hands of Congress. . would provide for the payment of said when 


were shown 
bar Naval Committee of the House have examined the facts and correspond- 
ence presented to them, and seem to be satisfied of the correctness of the account, 
and recommend the passage of the bill. 


“Tam unable to t anything from the records which would aid the Claims 
Committee of the in Mesen, Heia its coarse of action. 
“The claimant had the appearance and 


5 a man of truth and hon à 
of the late Naval Solicitor, John A. ‘Bolles, 


in the case, by which the 


4 1 0 1 copy of the 
dated Mare! 5 twas mainly governed in 
ita refusal to pay the claim. % 


“R. W. THOMPSON, 
Secretary of the Navy. 


Your committee have carefully pea r ree = = case = * the ae 
goin, rt substantially correct, an that eagher, the claimant 
Entitled 2 his own right to $75 for 37} A 

dof Vi M. 
and of 


S E a 

sman an ames Riley A da; 

for d 87 8 es Wilber 144 days, being 05 daye in 
making, in all, $170. 


and of F. 
recommend the adding of the fo words at the en 
bill: 1 


on for the 
Helmkam M. Kinsman, ward F. Riley, F. Richards, 
and Charles ber,” and, as amended, recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
i tall eras ieoi o bo grossed for a third reading, read th 
e bill was orde en or a thi e 
third time, and passed. i 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that there is a matter which is of 
some moment and on which action failed to be had in the executive 
session, and I move that for a few moments now the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business, as I see the Senate is de- 
termined to adjourn very soon any way, and I think in a moment the 
business that is desired to be transacted can be disposed of in execu- 
tive session. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at two o’clock and twelve 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, January 13, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read. 

CORRECTION. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I find that in the list of yeas and nays on the 
Journal, on the motion yesterday to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill for the repeal of the duty on salt, I am recorded as not voting. I 
wish the correction to be made. I voted against the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made, 

Mr. DIBRELL. My colleague from Tennessee, [Mr. ATKINS, ] who 
is confined to his room by sickness, requests me to state that if he had 
been present yesterday he would have voted in favor of the bill re- 
3 duty on salt. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. My colleagues from Georgia, Mr. SMITH and Mr. 
PERSONS, were absent on important business yesterday when the vote 
was taken on the bill to re the duty on salt. Had they been pres- 
ent, they would have voted in the affirmative. 

The Journal of yesterday was then approved. 

HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION IN ARKANSAS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CoNVERSE] who 
had leave to report at any time from the Committee on Public ds 
the Senate joint resolution touching the Hot Springs reservation, 
claims that right now. 

Mr, CO E. I report back from the Public Lands Committee 
the Senate joint resolution (S. R. No. 58) touching the Hot Springs 
reservation in the State of Arkansas, with the recommendation that 
the same do pass. I demand the previous question. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, de., That the time allowed the Secretary of the Interior to instruct the 
United States land officers at Little Rock, Arkansas, under section 10 of the act 
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of March 3, 1877, entitled An act in relation to the Hot * reservation in the 

State of Arkansas, be extended for the period of sixty days from the passage of 

this resolution, and all further proceedings under said act be suspended until that 
e. 


The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and s a 3i 
Mr. CONVERSE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
FURNITURE OF HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgis [Mr. BLOUNT] de- 
sires to make a report from the Committee on Appropriations touch- 
ing the comfort of members. The Chair takes leave to recognize 


I desire to report from the Committee on Appropri- 
ations a bill to provide for a deficiency in the 3 for fur- 


therwise riated, to P the defi — * 2 
0 a meet the 
ear the aano for the House of To 


The Clerk read the letter of the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives, as follows : 


CLERK'S OFFICE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. O., January 13, 1880. 


Bort Tha Beamer wen made in Ahe Tooms SoS Spania DAOapIE o e 
House of resentatives rendered necessary the g up an 
8 additional rooms, and therefore requires a larger expenditure than 
same.“ 


usual for “ furniture and of 0. 

The amount appro for that oe, sayy for the fiscal year ending June 
1880, is now well nigh exhausted, and it is estimated that an additional sum 
$5,000 will be required to meet the demands of the House in this regard during bal- 
ance of the present fiscal year. 

The House on the 19th of December last, by resolution, directed that the lobby 
and corridor in rear of the Hall of the House à be at once furnished. A num- 
ber of committees have also asked for additional articles of furniture not yet su 
plied, and as neither the order of the House nor the wants of the various commit- 
tees can be attended to in advance of the n appropriation, therefore the im- 
portance of early provision for the wants of the House in this regard is too appa- 
rent for further comment. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS, 

Chairman Committee on Appropriations. 

Amount of bill presented to Clerk for re; in ventilation of Hall, $736.40, 
which amount cannot, under section 1876 of Statutes, be paid out of con- 
tingent fund. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to state that the appropriation which wag 
made for the purpose indicated in the letter Just read was $7,000, be- 
ing $3,000 less than the amount which has been usual fora t many 

ears. I mention this as a reason additional to those which have 
n stated by the Clerk. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 3497) was received, 
read three times, aad gage 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WORKS FOR COMMITTEE OF WAYS AND MEANS. 


Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to make a report from the Committee of 
Ways and Means. I am instructed by that committee to report the 
resolution which I send to the desk and to ask for its adoption. It 
is the unanimous report of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Librarian of a be directed to purchase such works on 
finance and political economy as ma directed by the Committee of Ways and 
Means, to be kept in the room of said committee, at a cost not to exceed $500 and to 
be paid out of the contingent fand of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Does the 
introduction of the resolution 

Mr. SAMFORD. My objection is to its passage. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think the gentleman cannot object to its intro- 
duction, because the committee has the right to report at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, on that subject; but the 
gentleman from Alabama does not object to its introduction. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Lobject to the introduction of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not do so at the time. Still, 
if the gentleman states that he intended his objection to be to the 
introduction of the resolution, the Chair will entertain it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to make a very brief statement. The 
Committee of Ways and Means has before them the whole question 
of tariffand of internal-revenue taxation, and it is almost im ble 
for that committee, with justice to other members of the House, to 

t proper access even to such books on the sabject as are in the 
1 It is a want which has been long felt by all previous com- 
eee lo it is especially felt by this committee, who e t to 

retty fully into that class of subjects, and they feel that the “— 
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GEO. M. ADAMS, Olerk. 


ig gs from Alabama object to the 


to have at their command and at their disposition a class o 


covering the statistics of finance and political economy, and the 


whole subject of tariff and taxation. They ask the House, therefore 


to order the purchase, to the amount of $500, of books, which 

be the property of the library, and under the control of the librarian, 
except to this extent: that they shall be deposited in the Committee 
of Ways and Means, but marked and stamped as library property. 
It is a proposition that seems to me to be in the interest of good and 
intelligent law-making, and it is the unanimous request of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means that this be done. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I would not be understood as making any objec- 
tion to this resolution, because it may be n: but the purpose 
of my objection is this: we have just passed a joint resolution appro- 

riating $4,000 as a deficiency to supply the contingent fund of the 

ouse that was rendered necessary of the frequent appro- 
priations made out of the contingent fund of the House. My objec- 
tion was to the appropriation of this amount until there shall be a 
fund to pay it. The object of the resolution may Do very proper; I 
do not know anything about it; but having had to appropriate a few 
moments $4,000 to supply a deficiency in the bap fund of 
the House it seems to me that we ought not to pass this resolution 


with so much ra a 

Mr. GARFIELD. ntleman from Alabama must see that this 
does not come out of the fund he is referring to. And furthermore, 
in the next 5 appropriation bill the Committee on Appropria- 
tions will doubtless make such addition to the contingent fund as 
will cover the use of this $500, so that it will in no way cripple or in- 
terfere with any other interest. If there be no further objection I 
ask the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. I must insist upon my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman state that he rose and objected 
to the introduction of the resolution? 

Mr. SAMFORD. I state that I rose and objected; and the purpose 
of my objection was to defeat the passage of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had no right to object to the con- 
sideration of the resolution after it is introduced. The right of asin- 
gle member to object is to the introduction of the resolution. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let us have a vote; that will test it. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I have no objection to its consideration, but Iam 
not willing that it shall pass unanimously. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Ohio LMr. GARFIELD] what is the purpose of the Library of Congress? 
And having that library, why should any and every committee of this 
House be supplied with books to enable it to discharge its special du- 
ties? I admit that the Committee of Ways and Means is an important 
committee, but it is not more important than other committees in 
many respects. If that committee is to have a library for its own use, 
other committees will call for special libraries, and we will be enter- 
ing upon an entirely new field of expenditure, and one not at all nec- 
cre for the proper discharge of the duties of any committee of this 

use 


ouse. 
There is a library here now, kept up at large expense, in which is 
every book published in the United Stason and probably all of any 
importance published in Europe, and several copies of many of those 
books are in that library. Now, why should we go to the expense of 
furnishing any particular committee with books which have 

been purchased and incorporated in our library, and which are subject 
to the call of any member or any committee of this House? I think 
the adoption of such a resolution as this will be entering upon an un- 
necessary expenditure at this time. 

Mr. GARFIELD. It is not for the casual reading of a book that 
the Committee of Ways and Means is asking this. What is wanted 
is that such provision be made that, in the midst of a discussion upon 
a tariff bill or a tax bill, in which is needed at the very moment 
whatever aes can be had from the books published upon the sub- 
ject, especially such works as relate to the practice of other govern- 
ments, the committee may have at its hand, in its room, y to be 
referred to at once, all the facts which can enlighten them at points 
where otherwise they might make blunders. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER] says that these books 
are 2 in the Library of Congress. If we should call for any 

iven book from the library it is more than likely that it would 
ee been taken out by some one of the three hundred and odd Mem- 
bers and Delegates of this House or of the seventy-six Senators. If 
the Committee of Ways and Means is to have proper tools to use on 
this most delicate and difficult and important subject of taxation, 
such tools as they can use for the best advantage of the country, 
then they ought to have a complete “kit of tools,” so to speak, at 
their hands ready for their immediate use. 

The Committee on the Judiciary have a much larger set of books 
and one much more extensive than this which the Committee of 
Ways and Means now ask for. It would be an outrage that the law 
committee of the House should not have all the means and appliances 
which they need to properly discharge their duties. 

The Committee of Ways and Means pre cue of course, one field 
of duty entirely apart from any other and all other fields of legisla- 
tion of this House. I make this statement of the case, and hope not 
to detain the House with any extended discussion. If any other gen- 
tleman desires to ask any question—— 

Mr. HOUSE. Has any similar 5 ever been made for 
any other committee of this House 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly; for the Committee on the Judiciary. 


1880. 


Now, if I can give any further information upon this subject or any 
information upon any scientific point, such as “ H; in nectocal, 


of Abyla pentagona,” I will be glad to give it, so far as I am able. 
[Laughter. there be no further inquiry made, I will call the pre- 
vious 


uestion. 
Mr. BUCKNER. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee of A ts. ] s 

The SP. The gentleman can accomplish his purpose only 
by voting down the demand for the previous d Napa 

The previous question was seconded, on a division—ayes 101, noes 
53; AT the main question was then ordered. 

The question was upon the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. BUCKNER and Mr. „of Delaware, called for the yeas 
and nays. 

The vane and nays were ordered, on a division—ayes 32, noes 118; 
more than one-fifth in the affirmative. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 172, nays 67, not 
voting 52; as follows: 


YEAS—172. 
klen, vis, Horace, Ketcham, Richmond, 
Aldrich, N. W. Davis, Joseph J. Kimmel, Robertson, 
Aldrich, William La Matyr, Ladd, Rol 
Anderson, $ Lapham, 
Baker, Dann, Le Fevre, Russell, W. A. 
Ballou, II. Lindsey, Ryan, Thomas 
Barber, D t, tos 2 Sapp. 
earns Einstein, es, 
ford, Elis, Marsh, Shall 
Beltzhoover, Evins, Mason. Shelley, 
Bicknell, Farr, McCoid, 
Black Felton, MeCook, Slem 
Blake, McKenzie, Smith, E 
Bliss, Field, McKinley, Snes, 
Bowman, Fisher, McLane, teele, 
Brewer, Frye, Miles, Stevenson, 
Briggs, Garfield, Miller, Stone, 
Brigham, Geddes, Mills, ‘albott, 
Bright, Gillette, Money, d, Amos 
Browne, G 4 Tucker, 
Burrows, Goode, Morrison, Turner, Thomas 
8 Gunter, Maen, 1 . 
kins, Hall, W, egraff, J. 
Camp, Harmer, ma ares 
H. John T. — e e 
Carpenter, ew p an Aernam, 
Caswell, Hawk, Nicholls, Voorhis, 
ers, Heilman, N 5 Van Voorhis, 
Chittenden, Henderson, O'Connor, ‘ard, 

k, Al 1 ry, O'Neill, 4 
Clymer, erbert, Orth. burn. 
Conger, Herndon, Osmer, Weaver, 

‘Verse, Hiscock, Pacheco, ells, 

k, Horr, Persons, Williams, C. G. 
Cowgill, Honk, Phelps, illis, 
oos, Mona a Willits, 

Tapo, ‘ochler, 
Cravens, Hurd, Pound, Wi ende 
98 ley, cs ‘ames, rg Wore + 
Culbe „ ice, 
Sania e ee . P. Y 
Davis, George R. Kelley, Richardson, J. S. Young, Thomas L. 
NAYS—67 
Atherton, Dibrell, j Sparks, 
Beale, Dick, Lewis, 1 
Baud. — Martin, Benj. F. — 
irre $ 
Blount, Ford, Martin, Edward L. Thompson, P. B. 
Bouck, Soares, McMahon, Thompson, W. G. 
Boyd, Frost, MeMillin, Tillman, 
Hatch, Myers, Townshend, R. W. 
Buckner, Ha Reagan, Turner, Oscar 
Cabell, Hil Ross, vanoa 
Caldwell, Hooker, Rothw: Waddill, 
Clardy, Hostetler, Ryon, Ji W. Wellborn, 
8 John B 1 — Whiteaker. 
j unton, wyer, tthorne, 
Coffroth, Jones, Simon: Williams, Thomas 
oyce, Singleton, J. W. Wise. 
Davis, Loundes H. Kenna, Smith, 
NOT VOTING—52. 
Aiken, Finley, Kitchin, Pierce, 
— d, Forney, Klotz, 
Atkins, Fort, Kno Reed 
an, Gibson, tien Louns ee eee oR. 
Bailey, Hammond, Jo! Martin, Josep! eton, O. 
Barlow, Hammond, N. J. MoGo Sai Hezekiah B 
Bingham, Hawley, Mitchell, Starin, 
Claflin, Hazelton, Morton, Stephens, 
Covert, Henkle, N. Urner, 
tt, Hum Y, O'Brien, ait, 
Deuster, Hu ý O'Reilly, te, 
Dickey, Johnston, n, Wilber, 
wing, g. Page, Young, Casey. 


So the resolution of Mr. GARFIELD was agreed to. 

1 1 55 the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. SCALES. My colleague, Mr. ARMFIELD, is absent by reason of 
indisposition, and is paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. KEIFER. 

Mr. COVERT. I am paired with my colleague from New York, Mr. 
Hammond. If he were present, I should vote “no.” 


Mr. FORNEY. I am paired with the gentleman from Connecticut, 


Mr. Warr. 
Mr. COFFROTH. My coll e, Mr. BACHMAN, is detained at 


home in consequence of a death in his family. 
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Mr. BLISS. My co e, Mr. O'REILLY, is paired with the gen- 

not ACKLEN. My c league, Mr. Kine, is paired with the gentle- 
4 My co e, Mr. G, is p wi e 

man from New York, Mr. HAMMOND. 5 

Mr. MARTIN, of North Carolina. I am paired with my colleague, 
Mr. Krrcnty. If he were present, I should vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. My eaae MT: GIBSON, is paired with the 
gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. HAWLEY. 

Mr. MCLANE. The gentleman from Virginia, Mr. JOHNSTON, is 
absent on account of sickness, and is paired with the gentleman from 
New York, Mr. DWIGHT. 

Mr. DWIGHT. My colleague from New York, Mr. HAMMOND, is 
paet on all political questions with the gentleman from Lonisiana, 

. KING. 

Mr. HARMER. My colleague, Mr. BINGHAM, is paired with the 
gentleman from Ohio, Mr. FINLEY. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. GARFIELD moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SAMUEL J. WARNER. 

Mr. BRIGHT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3498) to restore Samuel J. Warner, Shelbyville, Tennessee, to the pen- 
sion-rolls; which was read a first and second time, and before to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CLAIMS AGAINST NICARAGUA. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I ask unanimous consent that the report of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs in relation to the claims of certain cit- 
izens against the government of Nicaragua be referred .to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole and ordered to be printed. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

ARCHIBALD HUNLEY. 


Mr. SPARKS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3499) granting relief to Archibald Hunley; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


2 


Mr. BREWER, by unanimous consent, presented a petition of the 
General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church of the United States 
representing over five thousand churches and over half a million of 
communicants, adopted at Saratoga, New York, with much enthu- 
siasm and officially signed, asking for a commission of inquiry con- 
cerning the alcoholic 5 755 ©; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp. It is as follows: 


1 


SARATOGA, May 26, 1879. 
To the honorable the United States Senate and House of Representatives : 


ibyterian Church of the United States of 
America (representing over five thousand churches and over a half a million of 


provide for the appointment of a comm: 
whose datyit shall 


e, 
-being of the le 

legislation in the several Staten of 
tional legi 


part of Congress to suppress, in the sphere of national authority, the traffic in 
alcoholic liquors as beverages. 
In behalf of the general assembly, 


Epwin F. HATFIELD, 
Stated Olerk. 


HENRY H. JESSUP, Moderator. 


TRADE-MARKS. 

Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, presented a petition of manufact- 
urers and merchants of the city of New York, in regard to the press- 
ing necessity for legislation whereby the treaty obligations of the 
United States concerning trade-marks may be given effect; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp. It is as follows: 

To the honorable the Senate and House of i 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled : 

Your memorialists, manufacturers and merchants of the city of New York, re- 

spectfully present this their petition, and pray that the same may be considered at 


ve 
e-marks 


which made j 
enants of the nation thus practically ignored. It has, unhappily, © neces- 
sary for the United States to open the way to the cancellation o ties by virtue 


are enacted by th 
aad Asie will be thro 


permanent 

The 5 of the United States are sold in pores sachs chiefly by the 
“he heme a ri edicines, d 

mac es an etary carpe oi 

— o take from eine af ar 

his name upon his goods sold in these markets would be to j all he has 

accomplished in the past and to render improbable any future developments. We 
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we contingency 

the pati hight: a law such as will meet the just demands of the na- 
People the United States have promised 5 protection. 

We have been advised that itis said in the opinion of the Supreme Court an- 
5 ti a th a —— 53 
as leaving the w question e - 0 

ment over trade-marks, and the aire Con 8 

carry such treaties into effect, untouched.” We respectfully 


is imminent. We pray that it may be 


eir important bearing upon American commerce demands. We 
believe it will appear to your honorable bodies that there is great necessity for the 
It may seem to the superficial observer that 


as a nation, too, should move us to take steps to cor- 
be interp: to be a want of appreciation of our responsibilities 
to other powers. We have promised the commercial nations of the world what we 
have qualified to their prejudice, and have set aside that which we pledged our- 
selves to observe. 

We respectfully and earnestly pray that such action as is just and reasonable 


rect what may 


may be speedil. 

Tifany & Co. Cazade, Crooks & Re d, 
Colgate & Co., Edw’'d Blackburn & G0. 

9 & Co, On zon Osborn, ae Co., 
The Singer Manufacturing Company, ves, Beecher O., 
McKesson & Robbins, E. and J. Burke, 
The Mason & Hamlin Organ Company, E. Lamontague, 
Tarrant & Co., Ansonia Brass and Copper Company, 
Phelps, Dodge & Co., Ansonia Clock NN 

k de Bury & Co. W. H. Schefflin & Co., 

Renauld, Francois & Co., Dodge & Olcott, 
H. K. & F. B. Thurber & Co., D. iger & Co., 
Acker, Merrall & Condit, Lanman mp, 
F. H. tt & Co., Young, Ladd & Coffin, 
H Jesse ey & Co., 
Austin, Nichols & Co., B. T. Babbi 
E. C. & Co., And others. 


JOSIAH FOLSOM. 

Mr. COFFROTH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3500) for the relief of Josiah Folsom,of Pennsylvania; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

W. W. WALDEN. 

Mr. ROT. „ by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3501) to pay W. W. Walden for building destroyed by fire while 
occupied by United States soldiers; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

COMMISSIONERS OF CIRCUIT COURTS. 

Mr. HISCOCK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3502) extending the jurisdiction of commissioners of the circuit courts 
of the United States, and 8 the more summary conviction 
of persons guilty of offenses punishable by fines; which was read a 
first and second 1 referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks unanimous consent to present 
certain executive communications for reference to committees. 

There was no objection. 

PAYMENTS BY SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in reply to a resolution of the House of the 6th in- 
stant directing the Secretary of the Treasury to communicate a state- 
ment of all moneys paid into the Treasury under the act of June 7, 
1872, by the respective maple et commissioners; which was referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

REBEL ARCHIVES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, recommending increase of appropriation for the p 
of examining the rebel archives and having copies furnished for the 
Government; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

SLUICE-WAY AT FALLS OF SAINT ANTHONY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to the construction of the sluice-way at the 
Falls of Saint Anthony; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

IMPROVEMENT OF RED RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting report in relation to the improvement of 
the Red River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

BUILDINGS AT FORT OMAHA, NEBRASKA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting estimates for buildings at Fort Omaha, Ne- 
braska ; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PORT OF SAN DIEGO, TEXAS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, recommending purchase of site of the port of San Diego, 
Texas; which was aram to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

FORT PREBLE, MAINE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 

retaryof War, recommending an appropriation for the purchase of 


certain pro 


at Fort Preble, Maine; which was referred to the 
Committee on i 


itary Affairs. 
USE OF MAILS FOR LOTTERY PURPOSES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, in reply to a resolution of the House calling for in- 
formation regarding the use of the mails for lottery purpose; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


POST-OFFICE DEFICIENCY, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting estimates of appropriations to supply 
deficiency in the appropriations for the support of the Post, Ohe 
Department for the current fiscal year; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

LOUISIANA PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 

of the Interior, transmitting a report on Louisiana private land 

claims; which was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
NAVY DEPARTMENT CONTINGENT FUND. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, transmitting an account of the expenditures of the 
contingent fund of that Department for the year ending June 30, 
1879; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Navy Department, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
ord Fede Treasury, in compliance with the requirement of the act 
of h 3, 1879, transmitting the annual report of operations of the 
National Board of Health for the past year; which was referred to 
the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, and ordered to be printed. 

STATE DEPARTMENT EMPLOYES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
of State, transmitting a list of employés of that Department; 
which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the State 


Department. 
ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 62) for the delivery to Samuel Lord, jr., receiver, of 
certain bonds now in the Treasury of the United States; 

BS seh act (8. ae 594) for the relief of Thomas Langton, of Dundee, 
chigan ; an 

An act (S. No. 765) to amend sections 2324 and 2325 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, concerning mineral lands. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 
Leave of absence was granted, by unanimous consent, in the follow- 


ing cases: 
fo Mr. KING, until the 16th instant; and 
To Mr. Smiru, of New Jersey, for two weeks, on account of impor- 
tant business. 
MORNING HOUR. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour now begins at one o’clock and 
thirty minutes p. m., and the first question in order is the unfinished 
business coming over from the last morning hour, a resolution reported 
from the Committee on Printing, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resol: That the order of the House of March 3, 1879, for the printing of the 
report of thə Committee on ditures in the Department, with the 
noe ge g evidence, be executed, and that said report and evidence take their 
place © series of reports of committees to the House in the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress. 

Mr. CONGER. 


Mr. S er— 

Mr. WILSON. Iwill submit the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CONGER. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. WILSON. I had yielded the floor to the gentleman from Mich- 
i only for an inquiry. I now claim the floor, and, when the gen- 
onan is aware of the information I desire to give to the House, I 
pares AF will desist from all further opposition to the adoption of this 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia had the floor 
asie reported the resolution, and was, therefore, in charge of the 
subject. , 

r. CONGER.. I was on the floor and demanded the reading of the 


pape referred to. 
ay SPEAKER. And just at that juncture the morning hour ex- 


pired. 

Mr. CONGER. I had the floor and was making that demand. I 
now demand that the paper be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order: that it is not in 
order to demand the reading of the paper to be printed. And for this 
reason the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HARRIS] on the last meet- 
ing of the House reported a resolution for the printing of a new edi- 


tion of the Revised Statues—— 
Mr. GARFIELD. We cannot hear. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I say that the gentlemen from Virginia, at the 
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last meeting of the Ho 
resolution providing for the printi 
utes, a new edition of the Revised Statutes. y 
man claim it was the right of any individual member of this 
to call for the reading of a book which was to be printed before we 
could take a vote on the order that it should be printed. Such a 


when committees were called, reported a 
of a copy of the Revised Stat- 
ow, will any gentle- 
ouse 


thing is unknown in legislative bodies, and would utterly obstruct 
legislation by placing it in the power of any one member to consume 
the time of the session in calling for the reading of papers. 

The rule is this: 

The proposition to be voted on may be read on the demand of any member. 

But in this case the proposition to be voted on is the resolution 
submitted by the committee. That any member has a right to de- 
mand the reading of before he can be called upon to vote upon it. 
But, sir, if we should assume that any member moy call for the 
reading of a paper the printing of which is provided for, then it is 
in the power of any member to obstruct the business of the House, 
and to demand the reading of a book of any kind the printing of 
which may be ordered by a resolution of the House. It is within the 
province of this House by a majority vote to order that report to be 
read, but the privilege only goes to the extent of moving that the 
report itself be read before bang printed. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would not be in order to call 
for the reading of the testimony at all. The point is the same as that 
made at the time of the electoral commission, and the Chair adheres 
to the decision then made. 

Mr. CONGER. I should like to be heard on the proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The report is another question. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to raise this point: whether it is n 
to have the report sought to be printed within control of the Clerk. 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire to know whether that report is in posses- 
sion of the committee which reports this resolution for the purpose 
of 8 5 

Mr. WILSON. It is not. 1 desire to raise the question now as to 
whether it is necessary that the report shall be in the custody of the 
House before its printing can be ordered. 

I desire to send to the Clerk’s desk to have read 

Mr. CONGER. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the * in due time; 
the gentleman is not suffering at all. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to send to the Clerk’s desk 

Mr. CONGER. I am not suffering at all, Mr. Speaker. 

TheSPEAKER. I did not use the expression in any disrespectful way. 

Mr. CON GER. I presume not. 

The SPEAKER. But in a proper spirit. The Chair meant that the 
gentleman should not lose any right he had to be heard. 

Mr. CONGER. I simply wish to know whether the point of, order 
was raised in reference to the ee D 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decided that it was not competent for 
a member to demand the reading of the testimony. The question as 
to the reading of the report has not yet been decided. The gentleman 
from Illinois did not raise that point but rather believed, or expressed 
the belief, that it was competent to call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; my objection went to the reading of the 
report as well as the reading of the evidence, The only paper the 
reading of which can be demanded is the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi makes a request 
to know of the gentleman from West Virginia whether the report is 
in possession of the committee. 

Mn WILSON. In answer to that question, and gi the House 
further information, I desire to have read the dispatch which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. It is in response to a telegram I sent to Mr. 
Glover, on Thursday of last week, informing him that I believe his 
report would be printed if it were here. 

. HOOKER. I ask an answer to my question. 

Mr. WILSON. It is not in the possession of the committee. 

Mr. HOOKER. It is a simple question and only requires an answer 
es or no. 

: Mr. WILSON. Let the Clerk read the dispatch. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To Hon. BENJAMIN WILSON, 
Have ordered report sent from New York to W. 
paes ng N. GLOVER. 


Mr. WILSON. I desire now to have read a letter of the file clerk. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Will the gentleman answer one question which I 
wish to put to him? Why was this report sent to New York. 

Mr. WILSON. I have no idea. 

Mr. ACKLEN. It was printed in the New York Sun. Did it not 
appear in the New York Sun—appear there in full with the heading 
and title of the House of Representatives and number attached ? 

Mr. WILSON. I understand the report, or part of it, was published 
in the New York papers during the last year. I desire further to say 
there has been considerable clamor 8 the country on the 
part of the — to have this report prin 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the 8 from West Virginia yield 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I suggest to the gentleman from West Vir- 
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ginia that he withdraw his demand for the yeas and nays and let a 
motion be made to recommit this resolution to the Committee on 
Printing. It is evident from the statement of the gentleman and the 
telegram he has had read at the desk that this report, the printing of 
which he has asked for, is not now and never has been in the custody 
of a committee of this House or of any officer of this House. If the 
gentleman from West Virginia will now withdraw hig demand for 
the previous question I will move to recommit the resolution to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WILSON. I shall do so in the event it shall be held by the 
Chair that the order to print the paper cannot be made in the absence 
of the oy itself. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not called on to rule on any such 
question. That is a matter for the House to judge, whether they will 
order a paper to be printed which is not in their possession. The 
Chair declines to rule on any such point as that. 

Mr. WILSON. I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on seconding the demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. CONGER, The Chair stated that I would be protected in my 
rights; and I expected with a great deal of confidence that the Chair 
would permit me to be heard on the point of order before putting the 

uestion. 0 
i- Mr. WILSON. I withdraw the call for the previous question at the 
instance of gentlemen all around who are favorable to printing the 
report if we can get it here. They express the opinion that it should 
be under the control of the House when the order to print shall be 


made. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from West Virginia withdraws 
the call for the yeas and nays the Chair will then be bound to recog- 
nize the gentleman from oian. 

Mr. WILSON. Ido not withdraw the call for the previous question 
except to let the gentleman from Kentucky make his motion. 

Several MEMBERS. You cannot withdraw it conditionally. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. When the proposition was made in the Forty- 
Congress to print this report, it was made in a manner which was 
very peculiar, as will appear if the matter is ever discussed in this 
House. It was made in a kind of surreptitious manner. I moved 
under the rules, as I had the right to do, to reconsider the vote by 
which the report was ordered to be printed, and that motion was 
pending when the life of the Forty-fifth Congress expired. The report 
therefore was not in fact ordered to be printed by that Congress. It 
was not then in the possession of that ingress, as the report of the 
statements made at the time will show. It has never been in the 

ion of Congress. It has never been reported to Con It 
— never been read ya its title. It never has been by any 
member of the Forty-fifth or the Forty-sixth Congress, unless what 
may have been published in the newspapers be that report, and mem- 
bers may have read it there. 

Now my point is that Congress has not that paper; that there is no 
such paper upon which this House can act; that no such document 
has ever been referred to a committee of this Congress; and the gen- 
tleman who reports from a committee that some document be printed 
stands in his p here and says that he has not the document; that 
he never had it; that he never has seen it ; and that the only knowl- 
edge he has of it is by a telegram that somewhere between New York 
and the capital such a document may be passing. 

This House, then, is asked to vote that a paper which never had 
existence as a document belonging to any ep be printed. I 
insist, sir, that the Chair cannot entertain the motion to print the 
document until it is presented to this House, that I may see it, that 
others may see it, that if may be read by its title, that it may be 
known what is to be printed. I ask, therefore, that the report be 
read. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the very rules reported by the 
Committee on Rules, designating a different course from that hereto- 
fore observed in regard to the reading of documents, recognize the 
fact, as it has always been reongnised by the Chair heretofore, that 
if called for a report which it is sought to print must be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not decided anything else. 

Mr. CONGER. I know that, but I am apang to my demand 
that the report be read ; not the testimony, but the report which is 
asked to be printed here. Iam astonished that there should be fonnd 
members of this House who will claim that any unknown document, 
never in the possession of the House, never in the possession of a com- 
mittee of the House, and never in the possession of a member of this 
House, on motion may be ordered to be printed for any purpose. If 
it may be, all the old safeguards that have been thrown around the 
printing, even the reports of committees, are thrown aside. 

I have no remarks to make upon the report or upon its substance, 
its form or its manner. I leave that to others who may be familiar 
with its contents. But I stand upon this proposition, that this House, 
and I as a member of this House, shall not be called under the opera- 
tion of the previous question or in any other manner to vote money 
to print a report of the existence of which we only have hearsay 
knowledge and hearsay testimony. 

Now, having said this I have said all I feel called on to say in sap- 
port of my proposition and my demand that the report of a commi 
tee asked to 5 shall be read. That has always been the 
practice of the House, and if I recollect aright it has been the ruling 
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of the present Speaker that such testimony shall be submitted tothe 


House before he can rule directly upon it. That is all I have asked. 
The report cannot be read because the gentleman a ver Seea reso- 
lution says he has it not in his possession ; the committee not the 
bag re has never had it, has never even seen it. 

hat is to be printed under this order, should it be made? What 
rt? What check is there upon printing any 
amount of matter that may be incorporated into anything that here- 
after may be called a report, ord to be printed, unless it can be 
put into the possession of the House, given to the Clerk, and have 
the proper indicia placed upon it, so as to identify the papers and 
show the order of the House? 

Mr. WILSON. It is proper that I should make this remark in vin- 
dication of the Committee on Printing: we were not called upon to 
examine this report nor to read the evidence accompanying it. We 
found that a previous Congress had made an order to print what is 
commonly known as the “Glover report.” That order, as I under- 
stand, was defeated by a motion of the A sextape from Michi 
(Mr. ConGER] to reconsider the vote ordering the printing. e 
Clerk held, and I believe very properly, that that motion to recon- 
sider held np the printing of the report, 

Now, all that the Committee on Printing was called upon to do was 
to direct that the former order of the House in this respect should be 
executed. No gentleman on the floor of the House asked us to read 
the report. It was not contemplated in the resolution that we should 
do that. We did all that was expected of us, all that we could do, 
when we reported the resolution which we have reported. 

Mr. HAYES. This is the celebrated “Glover report,” that we have 
heard so much about. I desire to ask the gentleman from West Vir- 

inia [Mr. WILSON] two or three questions in regard to this matter. 

e first is, whether this report has ever been before the Committee 
= 3 if it has ever been in the possession of the Committee on 

intin 

Mr. WILSON. I have never seen it, and the letter from the Clerk, 
which has been read, indicates that it never was in possession of the 
Clerk of the House. 

Mr. HAYES. What purports to be this report was printed in the 
New York Sun. I want to ask the gentleman if the report, as printed 
in the New York Sun, is the report which he proposes 8 all be printed 
for the use of the House ? . 

Mr. WILSON. I do not know, sir. 

Mr. HAYES. Another question. In reply to a question propounded 
by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] the other day, the 
3 from West Virginia said that, so far as he knew and to the 

t of his knowledge and belief, this report was the same that was 
offered to this House in the Forty-fifth Congress. Now I want to ask 
the gentleman if he has examined the report that he now proposes to 
have printed, if he has ever compared it with the report that was pre- 
sented to the Forty-fifth Congress? 

Mr. WILSON. e gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HAYES] does not 
ask that question in order to obtain any information for himself; it 
is in order to obtain information for others, perhaps. 

Mr. HAYES. It is for the information of the House. 

Mr. WILSON. The gentleman knows as well as he knows any fact, 
because I have told him so repeatedly, that this report has never been 
before our committee; I have never seen it. I suppose it is the same 
report that was submitted to this House in the Forty-fifth Congress, 
I cannot imagine that Mr. Glover or any other gentleman would tam- 
per with the report. 

Mr. HAYES. I asked the question for this reason: I have it on very 
reliable authority, on authority that is sufficient to convince me that 
the statement is true, (and, besides that, I find that a large propor- 
tion of gentlemen on this side of the House believe it,) that very 
important portions of this report have been eliminated; very impor- 
tant parts of it have been cutout. And if Iam permitted to make the 
statement, I will say that such testimony comes to me from gentlemen 
who have examined the report and know all abont it. And there is 
other testimony to the effect that the mpor the printing of which 
is now asked for by the gentleman from West Virginia is not by any 
2 the same report which was presented to this House in the Ports. 

on 5 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that this resolution be recommitted to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to offer an amendment to that motion, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will hear the amendment read, but I do not 
yield to have it offered. I desire to call the previous question on my 
motion to recommit. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask that the amendment I propose be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


And that the Committee on Printing be directed to inquire how oe eee and 


is there in the re 


the committee which made the in this case lost possession report, 
ae on of it, and how that possession was obtained, and to report 
ase. 


Mr. HAYES. That is right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I am willing to admit that amendment, and I 
call the previous question on my motion as modified, 

The motion to recommit, with instructions as read, was agi to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL PRINTER. 
Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2170) to provide for 
the election of a Congressional Printer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, do., That the Senate shall elect some competent person, who shall 
hee practical printer, to take charge of and manage the Government Printing 


ce. 
Sec. 2, That the person so elected shall be deemed an officer of the Senate, and 
shall be designated A Rp Printer.” He shall superintend the 1 
and binding of the Jo and such other documents as 1 be ordered by 
House of Congress, and shall superintend the execution of all the printing and 
binding for the respective Departments of the Government now ei germ by law 
to be executed at the Government Printing Office, and shall, in all respects, be 
governed by the laws in force in relation to the Public Printer and the execution 
of the prin and binding. 


Src. 3. That from and after the paesego of this act, and the election of a Con- 
reof, bol- 


onal Printer in pursuance thereof, the office of Public Printer shall be abol. 


wagons, 2 
nesses, and personal property of every description whatever under his ch: and 
ag to the pe piian À said 8 shall be verified by the oath or re: 


as practicable, he 


cause a new inventory of all of 1 rei pay roperty then in his posses- 
sion to be taken. Said Inventory shall be ve fied b, o cath or affirmation of thi 
Congressi. Printer, and published as a part of his annual report to Congress. 


Sec. 5. This act to take effect from and after the date of its passage. 

Mr. CONGER. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CONGER. My point of order is that this bill must receive its 
first consideration in Committee of the Whole, as it creates an office 
and makes provision to pay the salary of such officer. 

Mr. ON. If the Chair shall be of opinion that the creation 
2 = office of Congressional Printer makes this bill liable to a point 
of order 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to hear the gentleman speak 
in contravention of that point of order. 

Mr. WILSON. The chairman of the Committee on Printing, the 
gon tenan from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON, ] is not in this city. 
ithout discussing the point of order, I am willing that this bill sh: 
be postponed to some future day and until the chairman of the com- 
mittee shall return. I prefer to have a day fixed for its consideration. 
I have conferred with the Clerk and find that the first Thursday in 

8 has not been assigned for the consideration of any bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] 
now asks unanimous consent that the first Th y in February be 
ee for the consideration of this bill. 

. CONGER. Let the point of order be settled first. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to say a word upon the point of order. 
The poan is, as I understand, that this bill should have its first consid- 
eration in Committee of the Whole for the reason that it creates a new 
office, which involves an expenditure of money out of the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. And provides for the payment of money out of 
the Treas That is the point. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Doesit appropriate money I do not understand 
that it does. I would like to have the provision of the bill on that 
subject read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 3. That from and after the e of this act and the election of a Con- 
— Printer in pursuance thereof, the office of Public Printer shall be abol- 
; and the salary of the said officer shall be at the rate of $3,600 a year. 


Per SPRINGER. Rule 112, under which this point is raised, provides 
res, 


touching appropriations of money and all bills making appro- 
loncome of money or S * requiring appro; lations to be made xa or- 
payments out of yrs already made, shall be first discussed in the 
Committee of the Whole House. 
Now, this bill does neither of these things. 
The SPEAKER. Does it not require an appropriation of money ? 
Mr. SPRINGER. It does not. It doesnot make any appropriation. 
Mr. HAYES. How will the Congressional Printer get his salary, 
unless the money be a pat for the p 7 
Mr. SPRINGER. This bill | pe to abolish one office, and pro- 
vides that the salary now paid to the incumbent of that office shall 
be paid to another officer. It makes no appropriation at all, but the 
appropriation heretofore made for the payment of the Public Printer 
will inure to the incumbent of the new office. The money is already 
appropriated till the end of the present fiscal year for the payment 
of the Public Printer. 
The SPEAKER. Even in that view of the case, would not the bill 
authorize money to be taken out of an appropriation already mado? 
Mr. SPRINGER. The appropriation for the payment of the Public 
Printer is rhs made. : 
Mr. HAYES. But not for the payment of a Con ional Printer. 
Mr. SPRINGER. This bill makes no appropriation. The creatin 
of a new office without appropriating any therefor does no 
bring the provision within the rule. We cannot pan any law that 
does not involve an expenditure of money. Even the printing of the 
enactment in the Revised Statutes requires an es erp of money. 
Will any gentleman say that we must consider a bill in Committee of 


the Whole House simply because it involves an expenditure of money? 
That is not the object of this rule. The object is that appropriation 
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bills proper—general appropriation bills—bills sppropriatmg money 
or requiring money to be appropriated, shall receive their first con- 
sideration in a Committee of the Whole House. The rule does not 
sri general legislation which simply involves expenditures in the 
ture. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman from Illinois 
himself has over and over again made the point of order in exactly 
the present form—that the bill creates an office, provides for a pay- 
ment out of the Treasury from appropriations already made, and thus 
“touches the appropriation of money” as provided for in the rule, 

Mr. SPRING R. The Chair is mistaken in the statement that I 
have made points of order similar to that which I am now contesting. 

The SPE R. Does the gentleman say for an instant that this is 
not a bill “touching the appropriation of money?“ 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does not increase the appropriations already 
made, or any nditures hereafter to be made. It does not involve 
any appropriation in addition to those already made. That is my 

int—that it does not etka for any new expenditure, and there- 

‘ore does not come within the letter or spirit of the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that he mu# maintain his con- 
sistency and thereby maintain what ought to be the wish of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. He rules that the point of order is well taken, 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee of the Whele. 

INVESTIGATION INTO THE DEPRESSION OF LABOR, - 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back the 
following resolution, with a recommendation that it be adopted with 
an amendment: 

That there be printed for the use of the House 3,000 copies of the 
report and testimony of the select committee to inquire into the causes which pro- 
duced the depression of the industries of the country and of labor. 

The report of the committee was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the accompanying resolu- 
tion, having had the same —— consideration, respectfully report that the print- 
ing of the usual number of the and testimony to has been ordered ; 
that the object of printing the additional 3,000 copies is to meet the public demand 
forthe same, which cannot be supplied in any other way. The committee report 
back the said resolution with the recommendation that the same be amended b 
na pane big 3,000” and inserting ‘'2,000” in lieu thereof, and that thus — pe 

If the printing shall be ordered, it will cost $813.22 for the 3,000 copies, and a 
proportionately less amount if 2,000 copies shall be printed. 

Mr. CONGER. I would like to know what this report is. At any 
rate, I make the point of order that it should go to the Committee of 
the Whole, as it involves an expenditure of money. 

The SPEAKER. It is provided by law that where the printing of 
any documents will cost more than $500 it must be provided for by 
concurrent resolution of the two Houses. The Chair is, however, in 
doubt whether the point made by the gentleman from Michigan can 
be raised against a resolution authorizing the printing of documents 
for the use of the House. It has never been the practice to treat such 
resolutions in that way. 

Mr. CONGER. But the report says this will cost $800, which is 
more than the limit of the law. 

Mr. WILSON. The whole cost of three thousand copies will be 


$800. 
Mr. CONGER. And that exceeds the $500 which isthe limit of the 


aw. 

Mr. WILSON. Two-thirds of that will be over $500, and I am will- 
ing to amend the report so the printing shall not exceed $500, as I 
understand that to be the limit. 

Mr. CONGER. Oh, no; you cannot amend the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the provision of the statute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 1395. All propositions in either House of apus for extra 
of documents, the cost of which exceeds $500, shall ted amen. resolation, 
which shall, ee transmission to either House, be immediately referred to the 
Committee on ting of the House to which it is sent. 

Mr. CONGER. This will cost over $800. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands this is over $500. 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The requirements of the law have been complied 
with in every respect in reference to this matter and the Chair has 
never known of the point of order being raised t the printing 
of public documents in this way, and yet a strict construction of the 
rule, or that clause of Rule 112 which includes propositions authoriz- 
ing payments out of appropriations 9 pat Fe the appropria- 
tion has already been made out of which this money is to be paid for 
printing of this document—it would bring it within the technical 
anguage of the rule. Therefore the Chair is compelled to sustain 
the point of order, and the resolution is referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION. 

Mr. BICKNELL. I am directed by the Select Committee on the 
state of the laws respecting ascertainment and declaration of result 
of election of President and Vice-President to report back favorably 
a bill (H. R. No. 2023) to amend sundry provisions of chapter 1, title 
3, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to presiden- 
tial elections, and to provide for and regulate the counting of the 
votes for President and Vice-President, and the decision of questions 
rising thereon; and to moye that it be printed ; and further, that it 
shall be considered on the 29th of January in the House after the 


morning hour, not to interfere with appropriation bills, and from day 
to day until disposed of. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the bill be read before the time is fixed for its 
consideration. It isan important subject, and I should like to hear 
the bill read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BICKNELL. Inow renew the motion that I have made, that 
the bill should be printed and made the special order for the 29th day 
of January next after the morning hour in the House, not to interfere 
with appropriation bills, and from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. CON ER. I ask that the gentleman shall accompany his mo- 
tion with a request, also, that there shall be printed for the use of 
members of the House the sections of the Revised Statutes which 
are re ed by this bill. 

Mr. CKNELL. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. KENNA. If this be made the special order for the day named, 
I should like to have it understood that it is not to interfere with a 
special order already made by the House for the second day of Feb- 
ruary; that is, of the bill revising the navigation laws of the conn- 
try, commonly known as the steamboat bill. It is a matter of some 
importance, and if passed at all by the House it should be passed at 
an early day in order to give time for its consideration in the Senate. 
I hope it may be understood that, if this be made the special order 
285 the day requested, it shall not interfere with that other special 
order. 
The SPEAKER. It will not interfere with that order, because, all 
special orders standing upon an equality, the one of earlier date 
takes precedence. 

Mr. KENNA. If I understand the Chair correctly, although this bill 
should run beyond the 2d day of February, it will still hold its place, 

The SPEAKER. The steamboat bill, to which the gentleman 
alludes, would come up first. 

The Chair will state again the proposition of the gentleman from 
Indiana, so that there may be no mistake about it. He moves that 
the bill be printed, and its consideration set for the 29th of January, 
and from day to day thereafter until disposed of, after the morning 
hour, not to interfere with appro riation bills; and, in connection 
with that, the gentleman from Michigan proposes that there shall be 
printed, for the use of members, the statutes of the United States 
which 2 17 he repealed or affected. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire to inquire whether this bill is to be consid- 
ered in the Committee of the ole? | 

The SPEAKER. . The gentleman from Indiana stated in the House. 

Mr. BIC LL. Yes, sir; in the House. 

The SPE R. It is not subject to the point of order thatit shall 
have its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let it be considered in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole. r 

The SPEAKER. That was not the gentleman’s suggestion. 

Mr. BICKNELL. The eee. was to have it in the House. 

The 3 The House can cut off debate or regulate debate 
at any time. 

Mr. KEIFER. I hope it will be considered in the House asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole. I desire an opportunity to examine into this 
matter. I have no desire to delay action upon it. 

Mr. BICKNELL. Idonothear very distinctly the statement made 
by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that this matter may be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BICKNELL. The committee reporting this measure preferred 
that it should be considered in the House. 

Mr. KEIFER. It will be in the Houseif my a ares is adopted. 

7 5 ACKLEN. It will be open for debate under the five-minute 
rule. 

Mr. KEIFER. It may be under the five-minute rule 

The SPEAKER. The House can regulate the debate. 

Mr. BICKNELL. I have unders from several gentlemen that 
they desire an opportunity to debate this at 8 

r. KEIFER. If the gentleman reporting is measure to the 
House does not ones to allowing ample debate upon it, I have no 
objection to the adoption of his suggestion. 

© committee is to have the bill 


r. BICKNELL. The object of 
fully discussed before the House. 
. KEIFER. I desire to be heard on it myself. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 


roposition of the 
gentleman from Indiana reporting this measure 
agreed to 


be considered as 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
ENROLLED RESOLUTION. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 58) touching the Hot Springs reservation in the State of Arkan- 
sas; when the Speaker signed the same. 

MORNING HOUR. 
_Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Speaker, has the morning hour ex- 


pired? 
The SPEAKER. There are afew minutes of the morning hour yet 
remaining. 
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Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I am willing, then, to admit that the 
morning hour has expired. 

The SPEAKER. That will have to be done by unanimous consent. 

After a pause.] The Chair hears no i aden This will give the 

‘committee of Ways and Means two full hours hereafter. 

SPEEDY DELIVERY OF LETTERS. 

Mr. MONEY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post Roads, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 1533) to 
facilitate the delivery of letters and the speedy return to the writers 
thereof of such as are refused or cannot be delivered, with amend- 
ments; which, with the accompanying report, were ordered to be 
printed. 


REVISION OF THE RULES, 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee. of the Whole on the state of the Union to resume the 
consideration of the report of the Committee on Rules. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Honse accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. CARLISLE in the chair, and pro- 
ceeded to consider the report of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I think it will be conceded by the 
whole House that the Committee on Rules has reported for our con- 
sideration a codification and revision of the present rules that will 
not fail to receive our commendation. While I had my doubts, when 
this committee was authorized to revise the rules, as to the propriety 
of the action taken, I now confess that the rules as received from that 
committee and now before us incline me to receive the report of the 
committee with much favor, and if the action of the committee shall 
result in giving us substantially the code that is reported with the 
rules reclassified and arranged under appropriate heads, I think we 
shall very soon congratulate ourselves that this work has been done. 
It is true, nevertheless, that we shall not agree in all the rales that 
have been presented for our acceptance. 

Whatever may be the ultimate action of the House when we come 
to the adoption of this report, whether it shall contain precisely the 
rules which have been reported or not, there is one thing, Mr. Chair- 
man, I think we ought to insist upon in the adoption not only of each 
individual rule and clause under it, but of the report as a whole: 
that there shall be absolute clearness in every rule which we adopt; 
that there shall lurk about no rule any ambiguity, any uncertainty, 
or anything which will leave a doubt in any gentleman’s mind as to 
what the rule may mean. 

We have in our present code many rules about which members of 
the House do and will disagree ; concerning which we are not cer- 
tain what will be the ruling of the § er. Now it seems to me that 
our good old English tongue is fully capable of clearly expressing 
the meaning of each individual rule and clause that we propose to 
adopt. I had rather havea bad rule, or a rule vicious perhaps to some 
extent in its consequences, but such that it shall be clearly understood 
in advance what must se eat A the Sang under it, than to have 
abetter rule adopted for the guidance of the House about which there 
shall be more or less uncertainty and more or less of doubt. Very 
many of the contests which we have had in this House have been 
upon the construction of a rule, and we have sometimes fought for 
days oyer a question, the whole of which turned upon the probable 
or ible construction that might be given to a rule. 

submit, Mr. Chairman, that when we come down to business, and 
take up these rules one by one, and all the clauses under them, we 
owe it to ourselves, we owe it to those who shall come after us, to in- 
sist that there shall be the utmost certainty as to the n ruling 
that must take place under that rule; that the rules shall be abso- 
lutely clear of all ambiguity, of all doubt, and of every possible un- 
certainty. 

This report does not lessen so very much the number of rules, We 
have about as many rules and clauses under those rules in this new 
code as there are in the present. Some ten or eleyen of our present 
rules have been drop as obsolete; but we have substantially the 
present rules of the House rearran properly codified, and in a 
shape in which they can be easil found. 

I have made this general preliminary remark with to the 
sentiment which should prevail in the House in the adoption of these 
rules. Some of the new rules that are recommended will in my judg- 
ment, if adopted, work a wonderful reform in the transaction of our 
business. e are to have henceforth three calendars. I believe that 
to be a very 2 improvement. And I might refer to some other 
matters which are brought out in this report and which will not be 
overlooked by those who are called upon to advocate the recommen- 
dations of the committee. It was my purpose, Mr. Chairman, and is 
now, to call attention to some rules which I hope the House will 
change, and the first rule to which I will call attention is the rule 
that was adopted by the Forty-fourth Con and which is found 
on page 38 of this report as clause 3 of Rule I. Iwill ask the Clerk 
to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

3. No appropriation shall be 


order as an amendment thereto, for an 


in any general BLAD ak page bill, or be in 
t expenditare not previonsly authorized by 
law, unless in continuation of approp ons for such public works and objects as 
are already in progress. Nor shall any vision in any such bill or amendment 
there’ law, be in order, except such as, being germane to the 


to, changing existi 
subject-matter of the bill shall retrench expenditures. 
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Mr. DUNNELL. We are all familiar with the history of thisrule, 
which was adopted in the Forty-fourth Congress. Very much has 


been said upon it at various times while re from the Committee - 
beak ETE hay been before the House or the Committee of 


ole. Ithink if we will look at this rule candidly and serious], 
we shall find that it is absolutely oppressive, undemocratic, ak 
wholly hostile to the genius of the Government itself. We are sent 
here as representatives of the people. Among other things, we are 
called upon to appropriate money to meet the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. We are not only to oe money to carry out the 
existing law, but we are also called on to appropriate money, from 
time to time, as the 1 000 interests may require. We are here re- 
Speen to the people who sent us. We are the representatives of 
the ple. We are the people in Congress assembled, with the 
power, under the Constitution, to originate appropriation bills. We 
are not only responsible in the popular signification of that term, but 
we are so under the Constitution itself, and never before in the his- 
tory of the Government has there been found among the rules of this 
House a rule like the one to which I call attention. It is simply this, 
that a majority of ne committee, composed of eleven or thirteen or 
fifteen men, the bare majority of that committee may absolutely and 
F control the appropriations of Congress itself. It denies 
to the minority of the committee, it denies to the minority of the 
House, it denies to the majority of the House, and to the whole House 
the power either to obey the law or to meet public demands. A law 
says that an examining s n shall have one dollar and a half for 
examining a pensioner. The Committee on Appropriations comes in 
with a report, voted by a 7 10 55 4 of that committee, and says that 
that s n shall receive $1, and only $1. 

I use this as an illustration, because in the present session we have 
seen this actually done in the report which came from the Committee 
on Appropriations for the payment of pensioners. 

Now, this may be carried to any extent. The law says that the 
President shall receive $50,000 annually as his salary, It is in the 
ponor of a mere majority of the Committee on Appropriations to say 

e shall be paid $25,000, and it is utterly impossible for anybody in 
the House to change the result which the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has arrived at, unless it be to make it still less. 

We are here at the mercy of a single committee, putting its strong 
hand upon and closing our mouths, No man, either on the right or 
on the left of the § er, can make a motion to increase the amount 
reported by the committee not simply to what it ought to be in fact, 
but up to the point at which the law fixes it. 

During the last four or five years, since this rule has been in opera- 
tion, we have seen many such instances where the public called 
for a given sum to meet a particular demand, yet the Committee on 
5 has said that that sum should not be granted. 

what authority should any one committee thus close the power 
of this House, which is the representative power of the nation? The 
people who pay taxes, who bear the burdens of the Government, ask 
us to appropriate money that the Government may thereby provide 
for the material interests of all the ple. I say it is a bad system 
of legislation which denies to the House the power to re te the 
amount of money anpropr atid; It is disrespectful, it is derogatory 
to ourselves. And I venture to say that the gentleman who is the 
reputed father of that rule has never found the original of it in any 
legislative manual on the face of the earth. It is a rule known only 
to the Forty-fourth, the Forty-fifth, and the Forty-sixth tes Foams 
of the United States ; it never before had a being elsewhere. I think 
the time has come in our financial affairs and in an intelligent com- 
prehension of the demands of the present hour when we should trust 
this House of Representatives. 

I believe that the majority of the House should be held responsi- 
ble; I believe that the majority will be and ought to be held respon- 
sible. They will be held accountable with this rule or without it. 
In a democratic government like ours, to deny to the representatives 
of the people their right to legislate for the le as their interests 
may demand is unworthy of either side of the House. I hope to see 
that clause stricken out and that rule cease to exist. 

The majority of this House can control every approp aion bill 
and every item in every appropriation bill; they are bound to do it. 
If they are in the minority on any one item, then they will not be 
held responsible; but the party voting the item will be held to answer 
for it by the people. 

In my judgment we have arrived at a time when we may act with 
broader views than we acted ten or twelve years ago, just after the 
close of the war. We were cramped then; we were he eas with 
burden and with debt. But we have got beyond the burden. The 
national debt to-day is not such a burden that Con cannot act 
wisely, broadly, and liberally in the discussion of all questions and 
in the action upon them. 

Members have spoken about appropriating four, five, or six millions 
of dollars for the improvement of the water-ways of this grand Re- 

ublic. What are $6,000,000 when we consider all the harbors and 
akes and navigable waters of this majestic Republic? What are 
$6,000,000, with all onr vast resources and our unblemished credit? 
There are nations with half the resources which we have and with 
half our wealth, developed and undeveloped, which e 1 do 
mi what we do for their material interests—yes, for the ‘bors 
and rivers. 
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The people of this country have ceased to criticise their public serv- 
ants in the appropriation of money which clearly has in view the 
real development of the country. I do not believe that the people 
will sustain a Con in a wasteful expenditure of money But the 

ple are keenly alive to the present material interests of the country. 
That man is a statesman who votes liberally—not wastefully, but lib- 
erally—and intelligently for the development of those material inter- 
ests, rather than the man who cavils how this bill or that bill may 
affect the party record that he shall array before his constituents at 


ome. 

That rule which we have been acting under, and which we are 
compelled to act under to-day, is arbitrary and illiberal. It ought 
to give way to the pressing necessities of the people. This House, in 
its intelligence and in its responsibility to the people, should be in- 
trusted with voting away the money of the people. We are in a 
financial condition to do it. What we need to-day is the develop- 
ment of our material resources, is the attraction of the attention of 
the people away from the sophistries of mere partisanship to those 

uestions which lift up and make 8 the people, and so make 
em happy and contented with the Government under which they 
live. 

I have said enough upon that single rule. The next rule to which 
I wish to call attention is the seventh clause of Rule XI, to be found 
on page 32 of the report, which reads: 

ll i legislation shall be refgrred to the committees named in the preced- 
Bare iy og ns hg namely: Subjects relating * 


7. To commerce: to the Committee on Commerce, [but they shall report the bill 
ada as the river and harbor bill, for reference to the Committee on Appropria- 

ons. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been my honor to serve for four years upon 
the Committee on Commerce. Not only while a member of that com- 
mittee, but since then, I have never wavered in my belief that it was 
for the interests of the Government and of the Leet d itself that 
the Committee on Commerce should prepare and report for passage a 
river and harbor appropriation bill. This question has been ably 
argued by the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN,] the chairman 
of the Committee on Commerce, and very clearly and forcibly by the 
gentleman from West Virginia, [ Mr. Kemiaa member of that com- 
mittee, as well as by other members; and perhaps I need say nothing 
further upon this point. Iam, however, constrained to say that the 
Committee on Commerce alone can prepare for report to this House 
a bill for the improvement of rivers and harbors. No matter how 
much wisdom the Committee on Appropriations may possess, no mat- 
ter how laborious that committee may be, from the very circum- 
stances 5 it is absolutely incapable of making or pre- 
paring a river and harbor appropriation bill. 

There is hardly a bill or resolution going to the Committee on 
Commerce which does not itself instruct that committee relative to 
this very work. The entire work of that committee eminently fits 
it to prepare bills to be passed by this House and by Con for the 
improvement of the rivers and harbors of the country. The amount 
of labor formed by that committee is sme enormous, The 
amount of pages of finely printed matter which that committee is 
compelled to read averages from twelve hundred to two thousand. 
This work must be performed by that committee before it can make 
an enlightened report and present it to this House upon the subject 
of the improvement of the rivers and harbors of this great country. 
As one gentleman on this floor has truly said, the Committee on Ap- 

ropriations cannot report back a river and harbor bill with one 
foara less labor than the Committee on Commerce have spent in pre- 
paring it. The ground must be gone over. When it is gone over the 
8 is prepared to report the bill; until the ground is gone 
over no committee can be prepared to make it. If this be true, no 
revising committee can prepare that bill without going over the en- 
tire ground in precisely the manner in which it has been gone over 
by the Committee on Commerce. 

It has been stated as one reason why the Committee on Appropria- 
tions should consider this bill and report it back to the House is that 
if the Committee on Commerce should report a bill appropriating 
$8,000,000, the Appropriations Committee might report it back pro- 
viding for an expenditure of $6,000,000. But when a bill comes back 
thus reduced by the Committee on F great injustice ma 
be done to some improvements. Ev item must be consid 
thoroughly by the committee before passing or reporting the bill. I 
join with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] in Genouncing 
the attempt that has been made on this floor and in the newspapers 
of the country to characterize the river and harbor bill as a gigantic 
fraud or “steal.” I say that no bill goes through this House that can 
be better defended in honest, clear, open-handed debate than the river 
and harbor bills which have been passed here within the last four or 
five years. Take the sundry civil appropriation bill, which comes 
from the Committee on Appropriations—— 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. MayI ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Les, sir. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. If the river and harbor appropria- 
tion bill can be so well defended, will the gentleman say why it can- 
not come before the House for discussion in Committee of the Whole ? 

Mr. S, of Virginia. It goes there under the rules. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, it can go to the Committee of the 
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Whole as it has gone frequently in the past. There is nothing in the 
rules now that prevents it from going to the Committee of the Whole. 
There is no reason why it may not there. It can go there and 
undergo discussion as well as some other reports which come before 
the House and from the Committee on Appropriations. 

I was about to refer to the sundry civil appropriation bill. Fre- 
quently there is added to this bill by the conference committee a 
sum almost as large as we are in the habit of appropriating for rivers 
and harbors. We are not allowed to discuss those amendments incor- 
porated into the bill upon the report of the conference committees; 
and let me tell the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. BLOUNT,] a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Appropriations, who now honors me with 
his attention, that within the last three years there have been found 
in sundry civil Sperorristion bills items which would not stand half 
the scrutiny that the river and harbor bill has received. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And if the gentleman will allow me I will say that 
those items came generally from the republican Senate. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Very well. I am speaking of a mode of legisla- 
tion. I am not charging upon the House or the Senate or any part 
of Congress a result that may be inevitable. 

I think that what has been said inst the Committee on Com- 
merce in the past has been unjust. These reports have been made as 
the result of a great labor. It may be said, perhaps, that now and 
then we have provided for the improvement of a river having too little 
dignity as a navigable stream; yet in no instance, as the gentleman 
from Texas said the other day, have we ever appropriated a dollar for 
the improvement of a river that has not been examined by the Engi- 
neer Department of the Government, pronounced upon favorably, and 
an appropriation recommended. 

Mr. LLEY. If the gentleman will allow an interruption, it 
seems pertinent to say here that the river Clyde, the great ship- 
building river of the world, has taken a century and a quarter to 
make. It was a mere purling rivulet through a marsh when, one 
hundred and twenty-five years ago, the . experiment 
of making it a navigable river was begun, and from time to time 
small appropriations for the same object have been made; so that 
now, when any nation wants to speak of its future prosperity as a com- 
mercial nation, with its own marine and marine establishments, it 
says that a particular river will be the Clyde of its country. And I 
apprehend that many of the appropriations now made by the Con- 
gress of the United States as small beginnings, and which are severely 
criticised, are like the early movements to convert the rivulet into the 

t commercial river of Scotland. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I thank the honorable gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania for his admirable illustration. I will not spend anymore time 
or ask the attention of the committee longer to this point. It has 
been so ably discussed that I do not doubt what the action of the 
House will be on that clause. 

I now ask attention to another rule only for a moment. Clause 2, 
Rule XXII, reads as follows: 

2. Any petition or memorial excluded under this rule shall be returned to the 
member from whom it was received; and petitions which have been inappropri- 
ately referred may, by direction of the committee having possession of the same, 
be properly referred in the manner originally presented. 

This may not seem an important matter, and yet I allude toit. A 
member of the House deposits a petition in the box. He makes 
perchance a wrong direction of the petition. It into the hands 
of another committee. He makes a-false direction to the petition 
inadvertently. He may have a choice where the petition shall go. 
It into the hands of a committee, and itis then to be reported 
back by that committee and sent arbitrarily to such a committee as 
this committee may select. My own judgment is the present rule is 
far preferable. The Committee of Ways and Means, as it found yes- 
terday in its session, has possession of a bill which ought to have 

ne to another committee. It is better the committee should report 
it back and let the House determine where it should go. I do not 
believe that my petition or my memorial should be at the mercy of a 
committee to which I may accidentally have sent it. I do not think 
that rule is an improvement at all. 

One other rule I will refer to before I leave the subject. Accord- 
ing to a custom which for aoe I know has prevailed since the foun- 
dation of the Government, there comes to this House and Congress, 
as a high court of equity, a large class of private claims. I voted in 
the last Congress 8 y for the bill presented by the gen- 
tleman from New York, Mr. Potter, creating a court of claims which 
should relieve Congress from the adjustment of these private claims. 
Evidently these new rules make very slight provision for the Private 
Calendar. Evidently the Committee on Rules was not anxious to 
enlarge the action of the House on the Private Calendar. 

Now, sir, I think there is no disgrace to-day under which so much 
labor, or under which we any more labor, than we do in deny- 
ing to the citizens of the country the honest payment of honest 
claims. If we refuse to take care of these claims, claims like the 
pension cases which come to us from every section of the country, 
claims that the law will not allow but whichequity says ought to be 
paid, and so Jong as we thus hold to these cases just so long ought we 
to go to the Private Calendar and give them honest attention and 
honest treatment. 

The business of Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday can- 
not be set aside except by a two-thirds vote. That is a good rule. 
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It works well. It has been adopted since I have been a member of 
this House. I am in favor of it; and, sir, all the more rigidly we 
follow the rules, the less will our business be blocked and the more 
we may do for the country. When we come to Friday, a bare ma- 
jority, by these new rules, is allowed to . with that day alto- 

ther. I say that Friday should be sacredly set apart for private 
13 and the same vote to postpone it should be required as is 
required for the postponement of public business. We should trans- 
act the private business of the country on Friday, and that day should 
be protected by a rule as stringent as that which protects the other 
days of the week. 

I served two years on the Committee of Claims in this House, during 
the Forty-third Con I know, and every gentleman who has 
served on that committee knows, what a terrible gauntlet every bill 
has to run in order to secure a favorable report. There are men in 
the other branch of this Government, as well as in this, who have 
said that if they had a claim against the Government, no matter how 
just, they would not prosecute it, the difficulty of getting justice 
from the Government was so very great. It has been to our dishonor 
that we have asked men to defend the country, to uphold it with 
money, with blood, and with life itself, and then have turned round 
and allowed their claims against the Government to be thrust aside 
to gratify the whim of those who are too economical to be just. We 
ought to be just to every man and woman who has a claim against 
the Government. 

Mr. Chairman, glory comes to the conntry that is just, glory comes 
to any government or any administration that is hamane—that legis- 
lates for its constituent elements because they are a part and a parcel 
of the government. 

We forget the genius of our Government when we say to this man 
or to that man, Go your way.” We are in no need of any such kind 
of conduct. We are amply rich and amply able to do justice to every 
man, from whatsoever section he comes, and we are amply able to do 
justice to every rising, growing interest of this grand country of ours. 

I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. LAPHAM.) 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to engage in 
any general discussion of the questions involved in the repor of the 
committee now under consideration. I shall contine myself substan- 
tially to the expression of my views in support of that portion of the 
report which requires what is known as the river and harbor bill to 
pass the ordeal of the Committee on Appropriations before it is con- 
sidered by the House. My experience as a member of this House be- 
gan with the Forty-fourth Congress, and each of the river and harbor 
appropriation bills which has been passed since that time has been 
p: under a motion to suspend the rules, without opportunity for 
discussion or amendment. 

I was one of those, Mr. Chairman, who entered a written protest 
against the passage of the first bill of that character in the first ses- 
sion of the Forty-fourth Congress, and I have seen abundant reason 
since that time for adhering to the position then taken by those who 
joined with me in that protest that this class of appropriations should 

open for discussion and amendments the same as every other class 
of appropriation bills. 

Those who are familiar with political history will remember that 
in the palmy days of the democratic party it was the settled doctrine 
that the General Government should not en in works of internal 
improvements. While I concede that the m ed condition of the 
times demands a departure to some extent from that line of policy, I 
am yet of the opinion that every question for the improvement of a 
river or a harbor should be able to stand upon its own merits, should be 
able to endure the ordeal of discussion, should be open to amendment 
and consideration. Nor do I subscribe to the idea which seems to 
prevail so extensively here that no one is interested in this question 
except the particular member whose harbor is to receive a benefaction 
fron: Congress. I am interested in proper appropriations for the har- 
bor of the city of New York as well as the members who have the 
honor to represent that portion of my State. Indeed, ina great sense 
I am interested with every other citizen in having all proper appro- 
priations for every river and every harbor throughout the entire 
country which requires such appropriations. 

It is a mistaken opinion that the member residing in the county of 
Monroe, in the district adjoining mine, shall go to the room of the 
Committee on Commerce and there say what he thinks should be 
given to the mouth of the Genessee River, and that no other Repre- 
sentative is interested in that question, nor shall it be open to dis- 
cussion when reported to the House. 

Mr. HUBBELL, I would like to ask the gentleman from New York 
a question. Suppose, under the revised rules, a river and harbor bill 
should be sent to the Committee on Appropriations, would not then 
a motion to suspend the rules be in order to pass the bill, precisely in 
the same manner as now? 

Mr. LAPHAM. Most unquestionably that could be done, and that 
is the point which I was about to consider. What would be thought 
of a proposition made here to take a general appropriation bill out of 
the Committee of the Whole and pass it under the force of the pre- 
vious question? If the House by its action on the proposal of the 
Committee on Rules so far reconsiders the obnoxious practice of the 
last four sessions of Congress as to have this class of appropriations 
go to the Committee on Appropriations, I take it the House would 
never be led to adopt a practice which has thus far prevailed to pre- 


vent the consideration of this, like other bills, in the Committee of 
the Whole. Undoubtedly that power exists and will exist wherever 
and from whatever committee this recommendation comes. But, Mr. 
Chairman, after the Committee on Commerce has examined this ques- 
tion and considered what rivers and what harbors ought in their opin- 
ion to be provided for, it is yet a question whether the condition of 
the Treasury will justify the appropriations recommended, and that 
5 5 is one mainly, if not exclusively, for the consideration of the 
ommittee on Appropriations. 

I trust, sir, while I shall have the honor of a seat here I shall never 
ca be called upon to witness the example of a President of the 

nited States, in obedience to what he considered his duty as the 
Executive of the nation, charged with the execution of the laws, to 
send back to the House his approval of a river and harbor bill coupled 
with a declaration which he deemed he was bound in honor and con- 
science to make, that he would not expend the money provided in 
such bill any further than he deemed it warranted by the public 
necessities. Let this class of appropriations be guarded so carefully 
and adopted with such care and deliberation that they shall receive, 
as all appropriations ought to receive, the assent of the country and 
of those charged with the execution of the laws. It is this hasty, 
inconsiderate Ne eleton which has grown up under this practice that 
is aimed at by the amendment under consideration, and, Mr. Chair- 
man, let me say in conclusion, it meets with my hearty approval. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Illinois, LMr. BARBER] „ 

Mr. BARBER. I would like to inquire how much time is left. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are eight minutes of the hour remaining. 

Mr. BARBER. I understand the Committee on Rules to invite the 
fallest discussion, I suppose I shall be governed by these rules if 
they are adopted. I therefore shall not offer any apology for obtrad- 
ing my views on the House at this moment. 

If I can understand the argument which has been urged in support 
of the proposed rule in regard to appropriations for the internal im- 
provements of the country, it is that we need a committee, a stand- 
ing committee of this House, to stand between the Treasury and the 
natural incapacity and greed of this body in its collective aggrega- 
tion. Now, I might understand the force of this argument if we were 
living under the old system of confederation, when the legislative 
functions were committed entirely to one body; but, sir, our fathers 
devised checks and safeguards against hasty and inconsiderate legis- 
lation. They adopted the dual system. They vested the legislative 
functions in a House of Representatives and in a Senate. It was the 
chief design of the latter body to afford a check on the hasty and 
inconsiderate action of the Representatives, who were supposed to 
stand nearest the poopie; and with a view to this precise point, the 
distribution of the public revenues, in order to prevent the spoliation 
of the lesser States by the greater, there was given to each State 
equal representation upon the floor of that illustrious body. Nor did 
they stop there. They went further, and armed the executive author- 
ity of this Government with the veto power—the power which can 
require the reconsideration by this House of every measure which they 
shall see fit to pass. 

Now, sir, what in effect is this proposition? It is tocreate here in our 
midst a little senate of our own. It seems to me that that is entirely 
unn The facility with which distinguished members grad- 
uate from this House into the other renders it entirely superfluous. 
We can still get the benefit of their matured wisdom. Nor do I deem 
it necessary, Mr. Chairman, that we bring in here this much despised 
veto power which was so very distas to our friends on the other 
side daring the past session and exalt it as one of our penates. 

There is an impression in the country at large, a very general im- 
pression, that our rules are simply contrived to strangle, to stifle, and 
to paralyze the ney eer energies of this House, I have heard them 
compared to the double-entry system of bookkeeping which has been 
described as an invention of the devil to cheat honest men. It has 
been frequently said—I have read it in public journals within the 
last week—that gentlemen of marked ability are not found on this- 
floor. It would ill become me to pronounce an opinion upon that 

int. I would not be considered an impartial or a competent judge. 

ut I do say this as the result of my observation, that if a man wants. 
to become a splendid cipher, if he wants to get a magnificent posi- 
tion of unimportance, if he wants to become a real nonentity, let him 
come to Congress and let him get safely ensconced on the tail end of 
an average committee, and his hopes will be realized. [Laughter.] 

Now, I hope to have an opportunity to vote in favor of the propo- 
sition of the eloquent gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. HooKER.] I 
believe we should distribute these powers among the various com- 
mittees, develop the ability to determine what appropriations are 
needed, and educate the House so we can know something about the 
river and harbor bill, and then we will not have our inability to com- 
prehend the requirements of the situation thrown into our faces, as 
proposed here, by delegating the power intrusted to us as a House to 
one standing committee. 

I find, Mr. Chairman, [ooking at his watch, ] that eight minutes is 
a longer time than I sup t was. [Laughter.] 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. You have half your time left. [Laugh- 


ter. 
ie. BARBER. I shall not without reason consume the balanee of 
the time, but will gracefully yield the floor. 
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Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to occupy the 
attention of the committee for any long period of time, and I only 
seek the floor at the present time for the purpose of announcing tha 
taking the labors of the Committee on Rules, as they have reporte 
the amended rules to the House, and comparing these rules with our 
existing rules, I am in favor of that report. 

It has been my fortune, Mr. Chairman, to be a member of this House 
for a number of years, and I venture to say I have never seen a better 
exposition of confusion worse confounded than is to be witnessed in 
the administration of our present rules. As I have often said, if I 
were endeavoring to find out how not to do a thing, I would take for 
my guide in that regard the present rules of the House of Represent- 
atives. No man, I care not what position he may have upon the floor, 
knows how, when, or under what circumstances to get at any question 
unless he first ascertains what is the will and wish of the Speaker of 
the House; and in order to do that, he must know that the Speaker 
is clear and cool-headed and consistent with himself. 

I appeal to every gentleman upon the floor if this is not the fact in 
the administration of our present rules, Their number is large, and 
in my judgment they are not consistent with themselves, and are inca- 
pable of intelligent comprehension; and it was in view of this fact 
that a codification or revision of them became necessary. 

Now, taking the labor of that committee as a whole, and looking 
as I do to what I believe to be, or ought to be, the 5 of all parlia- 
mentary rules—that is to say, the object of parliamentary rules 
should be to insure an intelligent consideration and dispatch of the 
business brought before the body of which those rules are the law of 
action—looking as I do at what should be that object, I must approve 


generally the report of this committee, because I think those rules. 


should be few and snch as can easily be understood and can be readily 
enforced. Those rules should be such as will aid the majority of the 
body in arriving at a conclusion of its business, having due regard to 
the rights of the minority. 

I take, however, some exceptions to different rules which have been 
reported to this body by the Committee on Rules. I will say for that 
committee that it has reported the clearest, the simplest, and the 
most comprehensive set of rules that I ever saw for the guidance of 
a parliamentary body. Their work is entitled to the approbation of 
all who have studied parliamentary history. Compare the rules 
which this committee now reports with those at present existing. As 
between the two my judgment must pronounce in favor of those now 
reported. Under them I believe that every proposition of the hum- 
blest member of this body can receive its due consideration; I can- 
not say that that can be done under the present rules. Under the 
proposed rules as reported every committee can bring its work before 
the House; that cannot be done under existing rules. Under the 
rules as proposed it will be impossible for one or two members, as I 
have often witnessed upon the floor of this House, to keep the work 
of any committee which has taken months for preparation from being 
considered by this House. Under these proposed rules, therefore, the 

ple who stand behind us by petitions, memorials, and bills will 
ave an opportunity to be heard; they will have their day in court. 

I observed particularly one or two remarks made by my friend 
from Minnesota, [Mr. DUNNELL.] A few moments ago he referred to 
what he deemed the injustice of the House of Representatives toward 
the private claims of the people. Sir, my experience does not accord 
with that of the eloquent gentleman from Minnesota. Too much of 
the time of this House is given to class, to special, to individual legisla- 
tion, With your Private Claims Committee on the one hand and the 
Committee on Appropriations with its usurped jurisdiction on the 
other, the great public interests of this country have been made to 
suffer. We should put a check on this special and private legisla- 
tion. 8 

The gentleman refers to the honest claimant that comes here. It 
is not the claims of such men that receive the most of our considera- 
tion. The honest claimant whom the 1 describes is very 
seldom seen at our doors. There comes here a class of persons under 
the garb of those honest claimants who are too frequently here, who 
too frequently take up the time of this House. 

‘These new rules are rules for the People, for the public interest; 
rules which if enforced will give every class of the people an oppor- 
tunity to be heard. And in this connection I will read an amendment 
which I propose to offer in due time, and which when offered I trust 
wiil receive the favorable consideration of the House. It is this: 

That Thursday in every week shall be set apart for the consi a 
os on the 8 Calendar unless otherwise 3 by Parm pas fi the 

use. 

Now, I submit to my friend from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] that 
we should pnt the public business of the country on the same footing 
that we have put rae claims. I think that should be made one 
of the new rules of this House, I have noted in this report the ex- 
ceptions which I take to it, as I have considered it, I think, with an 
endeavor to take an impartial view of it. : 

I will now come to the subject of reports from the Committee on 
Commerce. I agree with my friend from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN, ] the 
chairman of that committee, and with his associates upon the com- 
mittee, that its duties should be 8 as they now are, inde- 
pendently of other committees. I will ask him, however, to add a 
provision to the rule that the Speaker shall not entertain a motion 
to suspend the rules for the passage of the river and harbor appro- 
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priation bill, but that the Honse shall have an opportunity to pass in 
review upon the labors of that committee. 

Now, I will give the reason why I shall support a proposition to let 
the labor of considering the improvement of rivers and harbors re- 
main with the Committee on Commerce. It isnew and independent 
legislation, not already fixed by law. Before I get through I will 
endeavor to show what I consider to be the proper functions of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

When I first entered Congress, in the Forty-second Congress, Generat 
Coburn, of Indiana, was a member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. He at that time proposed to divide the labors of that commit- 
tee as is now proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
SHALLENBERGER] and by others. At that time I was heartily in fa- 
vor of that proposition. But during all these years that I have been 
here my experience and observation have led me to believe that if 
we turn loose a half dozen committees upon the subject of appropria- 
tions it will be impossible to control the amount of those appropria- 
tions. I believe that it is for the interest of the people that the sub- 
ject of appropriations should be committed mainly to one committee. 

say this not out of any feeling with respect to my own committee, 
because if I considered that I should be jealous of its rights and should 
speak jealously of its intelligence and its power of comprehending 
the duty before it. But, speaking in the interest of the people, in the 
interest of the public Treasury, in the interest of a proper control of 
public 8 I must say, what has been forced upon me con- 
trary to my original convictions, that it is the duty of this House to 
have the subject of appropriations controlled by one committee. 
And why? Not that the Committee on Appropriations shall orig- 
inate any legislation, not that they shall bring into the House any 
new items, but that they shall be confined to what the Jaw requires. 
And I, for one, announce to the Honse that I would be willing to 
strike out in Rule XXI the last words of clanse 3, thus confining the 
Committee on Appropriations to the provisions of the existing law, 
and not permitting them to report matters over which they have no 
legislative jurisdiction whatever. 

r. Chairman, I sought the floor for the purpose merely of giving 
utterance to these views, and expressing the hope that in passing 
upon all these questions the House will Took to the ills that we are 
seeking to fly from, and will take shelter under these rules which 
promise an intelligent consideration and dispatch of public business. 

I yield to my friend from Texas, [Mr. IILLS. ] 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to occupy a few minutes. 
I have been a member of this House for some years, and ever since I 
have been here have been seeking to bring about some revision of our 
rules. I was glad, therefore, when the House adopted the resolution 
authorizing this revision to be undertaken, The report submitted by 
the committee presents to us a choice between the new and the old code, 
If it were left to me to decide which of these codes I would take, 
8 that the new rules must be adopted without amendment, 
I should without hesitation prefer the old, objectionable as they are. 

Under an amendment of the rules adopted by the House at the 
commencement of this bogs a the Committee of Ways and Means, 
the Committee on Coinage, . and Measures, and the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency, three committees certainly that deal 
with the most important questions submitted to our consideration, 
were authorized, as the public interest reqnired they should be, te 
have priority over the other committees in reporting public business 
for the consideration of the House. 

To the Committee of Ways and Means belongs the duty of report- 
ing all bills affecting our revenue; to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, everything affecting our coined money; and 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, all subjects affecting the 
paper money. On these subjects the people of the United States are 
now demanding some sort of reform which they contend is necessary 
to their prosperity. In fact, monetary questions are now engaging 
the attention of the people of the civilized world. No country seems 
to have a monetary system with which itis perfectly satisfied, and 
I am sure that a large body of our own people are not satisfied with 
the present monetary system of the United States with silver de- 
monetized. A large number of our constituents believe that silver 
ought to be a part of the permanent money of the United States, un- 
limited in its coinage and unlimited in its monetary functions. I 
apprehend that those who thus think will not rest until they shall 
find some means to have their views incorporated into the gtatates 
of the United States. 

Now, under this new rule what becomes of the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures? What becomes of the “ dollar of our 
fathers,” which has created such a great sensation in the country 
within the last three or four years? Where does this committee go ? 
It is retired ignominiously to the rear. Adopt these rules, and where 
does the business of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures find a place on the Calendar of this House? At the tail of all 
other business. This committee has no precedence in the House. 
The Committee on Banking and Currency share the same fate. Both 
of these committees are deprived of the priority given them by ex- 
isting rules. After the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures or the Committee on Banking and Currency has reported a bill 
(and they only report when their turn comes on the roster) their re- 
port goes to the foot of the public calendar, to be reached after all 
other business on that calendar shall have been swept away. 
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The rule works on the other side of the bene with equal force. 
Suppose a majority of this House should think it impolitic and un- 
wise to continue the coi of the silver dollar in limited quanti- 
ties, and should desire a change of the law in that respect, as the 
present Secretary of the Treasury desires, and as a large part of the 
people of the United States unquestionably desire, how is that object 
to be effected? Under the new rules you could never change that 
At e by any regular method of proceeding; the present status 
of the coinage laws must remain. 

What about your tariff? Some people want an increase of tariff 
duties. There are bills lying on the table of the Committee of Ways 
and Means proposing to increase duties on various articles, and there 
are some proposing a reduction of duties. Under the present rules, 
when the Committee of Ways and Means reports to this House a 
measure affecting the tariff it can invoke the will of the House to set 
a day for its consideration, and to be continued from day to day until 
dis; of. Can this bedone under the new rules? The Committee 
of Ways and Means may report in preference to other committees ; it 
may report at any time; but it cannot move to take the bill up for 
consideration until the morning hour has expired and until the un- 
finished business succeeding the morning hour shall have been dis- 

of. Who here does not know that sometimes for a month at a 
time we have never had a morning hour? Who fails to remember 
the struggles we have had upon some measures in the morning hour 
which could not be taken out of it? In addition to that, the unfin- 
ished business coming over is piled in the way, and must be disposed 
of before we can reach the great questions affecting the revenues of 
the Government. 

Now, as to questions of appropriation. There seems to be among 
some of our statesmen a mistaken view of their duties and responsi- 
bilities, and of the rights, privileges, and responsibilities of their fel- 
low-members on this floor. g to assure gentlemen that the ma- 
jority on this floor are not held responsible to the minority for their 
conduct. When gentlemen assume that none but the Committee on 
Appropriations is worthy to be intrusted with the expenditure of the 
money of the paoe of the United States they assume a prerogative 
nowhere confe: upon them. Who has given to them the right to 
say that the Committee on Naval Affairs cannot faithfully, patriotic- 
ily, justly,and wisely frame and report appropriations for the Navy 
Department? Why should the Committee on Appropriations have 
charge of this work in preference to the Committee on Naval Affairs ? 
Why should the Committee on Appropriations prepare the Army ap- 

ropriation bill in preference to the Military Committee, or the Post- 

ffice appropriation bill in preference to the Post-Office Committee! 
There are but two arguments that have been used on this floor to 
ones Sin roceeding—one a very plausible argument by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, (Mr. GARFIELD, ja gentleman who can throw around 
a fallacy more force than any man I ever heard in my life. He is a 

entleman whose genius and great ability I have always admired. 
fic comes to the House and tells us that there are two great commit- 
tees of the House standing back to back, one raising the revenue and 
the other disbursing it; one saying how much taxation shall be col- 
lected from the people, the other how the revenue thus derived shall 
be expended. í 

Why, sir, the Committee on Appropriations expends year by year, 
while the Constitution forbids you to make an appropriation passin 
beyond the term of two years; but is it so with the Committee o 
Ways and Means? The laws we have on our statute-books which give 
into our Treasury money that supports the Government are permanent 
laws, not made every two years like the appropriations for the dis- 
bursements of the Government, There is no parallel between the 
two. Every committee of this House which has to deal with a ques- 
tion of money knows as well as the Committee on Appropriations 
what amount of money comes into the coffers of the Government and 
what permanent laws remain upon the statute-book. The Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means does not have to levy to meet the views of 
the Committee on Appropriations every Congress, The laws are in 
force constantly, constantly bringing money into the Treasury. So 
that objection is exploded. 

The other reason is that other committees cannot be trusted; they 
are not sufficiently economical. Now, sir, it may be that the Speaker 
in his wisdom in the appointment of the committees of this House 
during this Congress has selected for the Committee on Appropria- 
tions {he most economical, the most wise, the most just, the most 

triotic gentlemen in this House. But these rules are not for this 
50 alone; they are, in defiance of constitutional authority, to go 
into other Congresses; they are made the rules of succeeding Con- 
gresses, notwithstanding the Constitution says that every House shall 
make its own rules. ey are to go forward in their operation and 
to be thrown over all future Con It may be in some future 
congres there shall be a Committee on Naval Affairs or a Committee 
en Mili Affairs or a Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
which will equal in virtue, in patriotism, in wisdom, and in love of 
economy the present Committee on Appropriations. I say nothing to 
the detriment of that committee. It is as good as any we have. But 
the argument is unfair and unjust. And why? It assumes to arraign 
all the other committees of this House for extravagance, for want of 
economy, for want of patriotism, and tries them before its own tri- 
bunal. No gentleman a right to arraign another for any course 

he constituent only has 


he may pursue as a member of Congress. 


the right to call to account. Ido not answer to any committee of 
this House. I do not answer even to my party in this House for what 
Ido if I go beyond what they believe to be my duty. If I do not 
advocate and vote for measures they believe I ought to sustain and 
support, I am not responsible to them; my constituents only can call 
me to account. At that tribunal I bow and to that judgment I sub- 
mit. But I do not bow to the self-assumed authority of any commit- 
tee on this floor. 

It was argued that we will have less expenditure of money—there 
will be less money expended mit you will put it in the hands of this 
committee; that somehow or other, as soon as they are appointed, the 
Committee on Appropriations becomes supereminently economical, 
and less money will be expended by them. I do not know that that 
isso. I cannot say it will be wise to leave our harbors all dammed 
up, our commerce having no means of communication. I donot know 
that would be a part of great wisdom or statesmanship. I believe in 
liberal expenditures by the Government. If there is no other objec- 
tion save that, I am sure the argument is not sustained that concen- 
trates all the appropriations of this House into the hands of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

But there are sometimes exceptions to that rule. I served once on 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. I remember we reported a bill to 
this House cutting down appropriations in the Navy Department be- 
low those which had been reported by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. I have a very distinct recollection of being antagoni: by 
the Committee on Appropriations and of being defeated. So it does 
not always follow the Committee on Appropriations are going to deal 
more economically with the public funds than any other committee 
of this House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. May I ask the gentleman whether it was the Com- 
mittee on 1 riations that defeated the bill? Was it not rather 
the House that defeated it than the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. MILLS. My impression is that the Committee on Appropri- 
ations turned their backs and saw us die in the House without giving 
us aid or comfort. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It was before the House still. It was here in this 
House, and it was not because of want of sympathy on the part of 
members of that committee. 

Mr. MILLS. We did not have the support of the Committee on 
Piss e and our bill was defea in the House. A great 
deal of this opposition to different committees of this House ob eae 
appropriations results from a hereditary hostility to this Govern- 
ment making appropriations for the improvement of rivers and har- 
bors. There are a t many democrats on this floor who have 
inherited the faith of their fathers and the democratic doctrine long 
years ago, when it was an open question of how the Constitution of 
the United States should be construed, some holding it should receive 
a literal construction, that this Government had no power that could 
not be found in an express grant of words. Then the democratic 
party held to that doctrine; but since that time we have had a broader 

nterpretation of the Constitution. It is held now the Government 
can do some things by implied power as well as express power, and 
the Government has gone on year by year extending the power of the 
Federal Government, so that to-day it is far beyond the doctrine of 
our fathers thirty, forty, or fifty years ago. It is now the accepted 
doctrine among the mass of our people, democrats and republicans, 
. Ido not know much about republicans—I know it is so with 
most of the democrats where I live—that it is the rightful duty of this 
Government to improve the lakes, rivers, and harbors, so that the 
products of the labor of its people may find cheap and easy transporta- 
tion to market. That is the democracy, as I understand it, of the 
present day. 

There is one other simple objection to the report of the Committee 
on Rules. I do not know whether that will be amended or not. I 
have been trying to get the rules so arranged that when a member of 
Congress desires information from the Departments he can get it dur- 
ing his congressional term. I have frequently failed during two years 
to get information about the Indians on the frontier. If 1 offer a res- 
olution calling on the Secretary of the Interior to know something 
about the Indians on the frontier, some gentleman who is a little dys- 
peptic rises and objects, and my resolution lies over as it requires 
unanimous consent before I can get it adopted. A short time ago, 
when we were amending the rules, I had that amendment offered, or 
at least it was amended on my motion, that a resolution of inquiry 
should be referred to a committee and reported within a week and 
acted on. Now how isit? A resolution is referred to a committee 
when you offer it, within a week it is to be reported, and then it is to 
take its place upon the Calendar way down at the foot with five hun- 
dred before it. If I were to ask to introduce a resolution asking for 
information in reference to the Indians now invading Texas from Fort 
Sill or Fort Stanton reservation, and the committee were to report it 
was a harmless resolution, and the Secretary might answer it without 
detriment to the publie service, it would go upon the Calendar, and 
then, some time about the time this Congress would expire, I could 
have the resolution sent to the Secretary of the Interior for his answer. 
That is another objection I have to these rules. There may be others. 
bat I will not stop now to consider them, but will yield to my friend 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Davis.] 

Mr, DAVIS, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say only 
afew words upon the matter now pending before the committee. 
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The Committee on Rules have made a report, after mature considera- 
tion, and I am, sir, very reluctant to criticise that report or object to 
any of its conclusions. The feature of the report which seems to have 
created more discussion than any other is that which relates to the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on Commerce over the question of the 
improvement of rivers and harbors. The old rule referred to that 
committee for consideration all matters that might be committed to 
it by the House, The rule as proposed not only gives that committee 
all the power it possessed under the old rule, but goes still further 
and authorizes it to prepare the river and harbor bill, and then pro- 
vides, after its preparation, that it shall be reported to the House and 
then referred to the Committee on Appropriations for their consider- 
ation andsupervision. Now, sir, the Committee on Rules had in view 
some plan whereby the river and harbor bill shall be more thoroughly 
discussed than it has been heretofore, and iu that object I am in 
hearty sympathy with them; but I must say that my conclusion is 
that the reference of the report made by the Committee on Commerce 
to any other committee forits revision will not attain the end desired, 
because that committee, if it desires so to do, may secure action on 
the bill under a suspension of the rules, which is the evil sought to be 
avoided. The complaint is that the Committee on Commerce has 
hitherto reported the river and harbor bill and procured its passage, 
under a suspension of the rules, without debate and without offering 
any opportunity for amendments or for discussion. 

What I desire is to see every appropriation bill brought before the 
House for consideration in Committee of the Whole. Iam opposed 
to the passage of any appropriation of any kind whatever without 
having it first read item by item, with power to move amendments, 
and therefore I should be glad to see Rule 112 as it now stands in 
the rules (clause 3, Rule XXIII, as provided in this revision of the 
rules) amended so as to provide that this rule shall not be suspended 
except by unanimous consent. 

Gentlemen say that would be giving one man too much power. 
No, When it goes to the Committee of the Whole tlie majority of 
that committee can dispose of it as it thinks proper. Let the bill be 
considered there ; let it be read item by item; let every portion of it 
be discussed, and then we shall have proper action on it. 

We all know—I do not know that there is any bag Hae in my 
saying so—that there has been some reason for the difference in the 

mode of considering the river and harbor bill from other bills. Why 
does that reason exist? It is in the fact—and we all know it to be a 
fact—that the river and harbor bill has been pretty uniformly an 
omnibas bill, a bill in which the interests of different States and 
different Repiesentatives and their constituents are put, and put in 
a skillful way, so as to carry the omnibus with all its freight, good 
and bad, successfully through, to the great damage of the Treasury. 

That we know to be the fact with ql to river and harbor bills; 
and I venture this assertion, that there has not been a river and har- 
bor bill considered here in which at least one-half of the appropria- 
tions would not have been rejected if they could have stood by them- 
selves upon their own merits, and which were only carried through 
by being in the onmibus with other measures, I regard this system 
of legislation as vicious, and I wish to see it remedied. 

My friend from West Virginia [Mr. Sena] thinks that this prop- 
osition originates in hostility to rivers and harbors. For one Pas. 
claim any such hostility. The gentleman says that “ these constitu- 
tional Sorapa generally travel by dry land.” Now, as to that I will 
say that I have no constitutional scruples about proper appropria- 
tions for rivers and harbors. But I do have scruples as a Represent- 
ative here about the manner in which these bills have been passed. 
I say let the measure come before the House to be discussed, and if 
ay portion of the bill cannot stand the scrutiny of the House let it 
fail, as it ought to fail. That is all I desire with regard to that. 

Perhaps I ought to say, Mr. Chairman, that in declaring that this 
is an omnibus bill I am only stating a fact of history, and I do not 
wish to be understood as criticising what has hitherto taken place 
in any 5 of hostility to the action of the Committee on Com- 
merce. Perhaps they could not have done any better. Perhaps the 
Appropriations Committee could not do any better. I am doubtful 
whether they could do any better, and for that reason I am in favor 
of letting the bill go directly from the Committee on Commerce to 

` the Committee of $ Whole on the state of the Union, to be there 
considered and passed upon item by item, upon its merits. We shall 
thus, I think, get rid of a vast deal of vicious legislation. 

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] said there was no 
bill introduced into this House that could undergo discussion better 
than these river and harbor bills. If that is true, why object to their 
going where they can be discussed? Why object to their going where 
every clause shall be read by itself? I venture this assertion, that 
while the river and harbor bill may stand discussion better than any 
other, there has not been a river and harbor bill for the last ten years 
which would, if discussed item by item, command the support of half 
the members on this floor for one-half of its provisions; I mean if 
every part is considered separately. And yetit passes through under 
a suspension of the rules by a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Will the gentleman yield to me for one remark ? 

Me. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ACKLEN. There is nothing in the rule as it has stood to pre- 
vent the river and harbor bill going to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 
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Mr. SPARKS. But the gentlemen of the Committee on Commerce 
move to suspend the rules. That is what they do. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. And it is just to meet that that I 
wish to put in the new rule an amendment declaring that this rule 
shall not be suspended except by a unanimous vote. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Then I understand the gentleman to discriminate 
aganit 1 85 river aud harbor bill, and in favor of the other appropri- 
ation bills. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. If the gentleman from Louisiana 
had listened to me he would have heard very differently. If he will 
do me the favor to read my remarks, he will see that I am opposed 
to the 2 of any appropriation bill under a suspension of the 
rules, but I desire that every bill shall go into the Committee of the 
Whole and be acted upon item by item, on its merits. 

Mr. ACKLEN, The gentleman’s remarks were in reference to the 
river and harbor bill. The gentleman from Louisiana gave him his 
undivided attention. y 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I spoke in the outset with refer- 
ence to all appropriation bills, and if I have confined my remarks 
mainly to the river and harbor bill it is because that bill has been 
the omnibus bill, and that bill especially illustrates an evil which I 
desire to see remedied in this House. 

In the last regular session there were motions to suspend the rules 
and pass appropriation bills, made by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and some of them were passed under the sus- 

nsion of the rules; but they were so passed greatly to the dissatis- 
ee of some of us, and I believe my good friend from Texas [ Mr. 
MILLS] among the number. y 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, no! I voted for them. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I hold that all those measures 
ought to be considered in the Committee of the Whole. It was said 
in regard to those bills coming from the Appropriations Committee that 
were passed under a suspension of the rules that we did not have time 
to discuss them. I hold, Mr.Chairman, that every measure that ought 
to pass here deserves time for its consideration, and if we have not 
time to consider we ought not to have time to pass it, especially if 
it relates to an expenditure of money. No appropriation bill involv- 
ing the expenditure of millions ought to pass without due consider- 
ation, and hence I trust the rules will be so amended as to make it 
imperative that every appropriation bill shall be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole and that this shall not be dispensed with ex- 
cept by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WHIT- 
3 has twenty minutes of his time remaining. To whom does 

e yie 
-i Mr. WHITTHORNE. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 

ROWNE, 

Mr. BROWNE. I desire to tender to the Committee on Rules my 
thanks, that in the revision they have reported they have put the 
code in a form so compact that a man can read it in an ordinary life- 
time, and then they have put it in language in the main so terse aad 
clear that a man of ordinary intelligence can form an idea of what 
was intend 

I shall vote for the revision as it stands if the House shall not con- 
clude to amend it. But I think the report ought to be amended in 
at least two important particulars. 

Ihave been, ever since I have occupied a seat in this House, op- 
posed to committing the entire subject of appropriations to a sing e 
committee, and upon this question I desire to speak plainly, and I 
hope I will offend no one. 

t has appeared to me, and I think it has so struck almost all the 
ounger members of this body, that the Committee on Appropriations 
ave absorbed and monopolized the whole business of legislation. 

It is insisted, indeed the only forcible logical argument I have 
heard in defense of giving the whole subject of appropriations to a 
single committee is, that that method will give us a more economical 
administration of the affairs of this Government, that it will tend 
to retrench expenditure, whereas if you give the different subjects 
of appropriation to several committees the tendency will be to ex- 
3 Sir, it strikes me that the very opposite of that will be 
the result. 

Now, if it be the object of legislation to go into the several Depart- 
ments of the Government, to examinethem thoroughly and 5 
to ascertain wherein there are abuses, and to cut off improper expend- 
itures here and there wherever they sree, Betts such investiga- 
tion is to be complete and thorough, it strikes me that it is impossible 
for a single committee to take charge of all those subjects and give 
them such examination and attention as their importance may require. 

To illustrate: It is insisted by a very large number of gentlemen 
here, and with much force, that the subject of appropriations for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors should be committed to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. Why? Because that is a subject which re- 
quires research and investigation In order that the committee may 
comprehend that subject they should know the extent of our coasts, 
our inlets and bays, our rivers and harbors, and they should ascertain 
to some extent the importance of each to the commerce of the nation. 
That subject being committed to a single committee, it can inves- 
tigate it and comprehend it and make intelligible appropriations for 
it. Now I concede that there is much of force in that ument. 
But will the gentlemen who insist upon it tell me why the Commit- 
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tee on Commerce is any better qualified to make appropriations for 
rivers and harbors than is the Committee on Military Affairs to make 
appropriations for the support of the Army, or the Committee on 

aval Affairs for the maintenance of the Navy? Why is it that the 
Committee on Commerce shall appropriate for rivers and harbors, 
and at the same time hae will deny to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads the right to investigate and report the neces- 
sary appropriations for the Post-Office Department ? 

Sir, there is an appropriateness in submitting the various subjects 
of appropriations to these independent and important committees. I 
believe that if this House will make the experiment it will find my 
prediction to be true, that you will have a more intelligent and more 
thorough and more economical administration of the Government, 
if you will give to each of the committees the duty of preparing the 
appropriation bills for the particular department that by the rules 
is committed to the consideration of that committee. If you will give 
to the Committee on Military Affairs the duty of preparing the appro- 
priation bill for the maintenance of the Army, that committee will 
examine the military departments of the Government, will ascertain 
the number of troops, the number and rank of the officers, the num- 
ber of clerks in the department, the number of military posts, and 
everything pertaining to the military establishment of the country. 
If any abuses exist they will ascertain them and will be ready to cor- 
rect them. ` 

It is simply absurd to assume that a single committee of this House 
can know more of everything that is being done by the different De- 
partments of the Government than would be ascertained if that 
work was separated and the subjects relating to each particular 
branch of the Government committed to separate and distinct com- 
mittees. I assume that every committee of this House is the peer of 
the Committee on Appropriations. I assume that every member of 
each of the committees of this House is the equal of each individual 
member of the Committee on Appropriations; that each is as anxious 
as the other that there shall be an honest and economical administra- 
tion of the Government. 

And instead of the system which I have indicated leading to ex- 
travagance, my belief is that each committee will vie with the others 
in bringing its work before this House so as to show that it has done 
something in the way of lessening the burdens of the people. It will 
be a race of economy and not of extravagance, in my honest opinion. 

I know, as the commander of the left flank of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, that it will be my pride to assist that committee in 
making appropriations that may be committed to it, and to bring 
into this House a work that shall commend itself not only to the 
House, but to the country, and I believe that same spirit would ani- 
mate every member of every other committee. 

I confess to you, Mr. Chairman, that I feel somewhat sensitive upon 
that subject. roope at home judge of the standing of their Repre- 
sentatives by the frequency with which they appear on the floor of 
this House and the Pin con! with which their names occur in the 
Associated Press dispatches. Consulting that record, the pone have 
been inclined to believe that this Congress is composed of about fifteen 
men and that they all happen to be members of the Committee on 
Appropriations. Now, Iam opposed to that. And Iam opposed to 
it for another reason, in stating which I certainly intend no reflection 
upon any one, In looking over the committee to which has been as- 
signed this important duty of making appropriations I find the names 
of p perhaps the most distinguished persons in the legislative annals 
of the nation, certainly the names of those men to whom the leader- 
ship of the several political parties may with propriety have been as- 
signed; yet when we commit practically the whole business of leg- 
islation to a single committee, and then give the selection of that 
committee under the rule to the Speaker, where it may and where it 
ought to belong, we simply create in that committee a little aristoc- 
racy and make the Speaker the autocrat of a republic. That is all 
there is of it. 

It gives him the power to make and unmake men. Whatever there 
may be of mettle in a man, whatever may be his ability, whatever 
he might accomplish if he had opportunity, under this arrangement 
he has no opportunity unless he happens to be one of a fortunate few. 
I am op to this. I am op to itin behalf of the younger 
members of the House, those who have not been or may not be per- 
mitted to serve their constituencies for many years—those gentle- 
men who, as is suggested by a friend near me, have only p their 
feet on the mountain-top and are looking over into the promised land. 
I am in favor of giving these men opportunity; and I do hope that 
this House may inaugurate this reform and give it a trial at least for 
atime. Let us see whether we cannpt adopt a system which will 
give to the people a more eflicient and economical administration of 
the Government. I have faith that such will be the result. I shall 
therefore vote for the amendment to transfer the several subjects of 
appropriation to the different committees, and until this rule is 
adopted I shall vote with all my heart to give the Committee on Ap- 
popes the exclusive control of the appropriations for rivers and 

arbors. If the e N for the Army must go to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations I would send the rivers and harbors also to that 
committee. If they are to have charge of the appropriations properly 
belonging to any other committee, let thein appropriate for all. I 
would send the river and harbor bill to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations for another reason: because | believe that out of the $55,000,000 | 


appropriated for this purpose during the last ten years one-half might 
z Rede l have been taken to those rivers and harbors and sunk to the 
m. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I suppose the gentleman is merely expressing an 
opinion. 

Mr. BROWNE. I am simply 3 an opinion; that is all. 
My friend from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] is an advocate for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors in his section, and if he can get 
$100,000 for them is willing to give four or five millions to every- 
body else. Let him be made chairman of a committee sent out to 
find what has become of the $125,000,000 expended in this way within 
the last twenty years, and he cannot schedule a proper appropriation 
for fifty millions of it. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Did I understand the gentleman to say that unless 
the appropriation bills were distributed to the various committees 
which he has mentioned he would propose to send the river and 
harbor bill to the Committee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. BROWNE. That is precisely what I said. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Does the gentleman believe that the river and 
harbor bill should go to the Committee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. BROWNE. No, sir. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Then why would you send it there? 

Mr. BROWNE. Simply because 

Mr. ACKLEN. Because you cannot get the others referred as you 
want them. 

Mr. BROWNE. Because I simply want that bill to share the com- 
mon fate. I do not want to discriminate in its favor—to give it a 
preference over all others. If it be the sense of this House that the 
Committee on Appropriations may appropriate for everything else, I 
take it for granted it may appropriate for rivers and harbors also. I 
will send the river and harbor bill to that committee for another rea- 
son—so that I can secure the influence of the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. ACKLEN] and his friends in doing what is just to the 
other committees of this House. The gentleman has my answer. 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the report of 
the Committee on Rules revising the rules of the House, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed with amendments, in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested, the bill (H. R. No. 582) to provide 
for circuit and district courts of the United States at Columbus, Ohio, 
and transferring certain counties from the northern to the southern 
district in said State. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

An act (S. No. 368) for the relief of Emanuel Klauser; 

An act (S. No. 401) for the relief of Peter Meagher ; 

An act (S. No. 752) granting an increase of pension to Crafts J. 
Wright; and 

An act (S. No. 931) to admit free of duty all articles intended for 
exhibition at the millers’ international exhibition of milling and mill 
machinery, to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, commencing May 31, 1880. 

REFUNDING THE NATIONAL DEBT. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 3503) to authorize the refunding of the national debt, for 
reducing the burden of annual interest thereon, and to improve the 
public credit; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PATENT FOR PRINTING-MACHINES, 

Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3504) authorizing the extension of letters-patent No. , granted 
to William Bullock, April 4, 1863, for improvements in printing-ma- 
chines; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. R 

REBECCA ADAMS. 

Mr. VALENTINE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3505) granting relief to Rebecca Adams, widow of John L. Adams, 
dı ; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

IMPROVEMENT OF SUSQUEHANNA AT HAVRE DE GRACE. 
Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back, 


with a favorable recommendation, the following resolv tion; which 
as soon as practicable, the amount of mone; the 

e 
above or below said port, and the cost of removing the same. 
laid on the table. 


was read, considered, and adopted: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to communicate to the House, 
y necessary to d channel of 
the Susquebanna River at the port of Havre de Grace, in the State of 
and also to report any obstructions in said river that tend to fill up the 
Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
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IMPROVEMENT OF ALLEGHENY RIVER, PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. REAGAN, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and adopted : 

That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, requested to inform the 
mons se early a day as racticable, of the manner in detail of the expenditure 
-of the money a riated by the Forty-fifth Co: for the improvement of the 
navigation of tte ‘Rileghen River in the State of Pennsylvania; and also the 
amount of money that may be m to complete the improvements already 
commenced, and also the amount which mee be necessary to improve the heyy 
tion of said river from Olean, in the State of New York, to the headwaters of the 
Ohio River at Pittsburgh. 

Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FREEDMAN’S BANK DEPOSITORS. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to present at 
this time the petition of a large number of depositors in the Freed- 
man’s Bank, and to ask by unanimous consent that it be printed in 
the RECORD, , 

Mr. HAZELTON. I object, and demand the regular order of busi- 
ness. 

CORRECTION OF ENROLLMENT. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to ask the House to make an 
order in reference to House bill No. 1305, abolishing the mili reser- 
vations of Fort Abercrombie, Fort Seward, and Fort Ransom, all in the 
Territory of Dakota, and authorizing the Secre of the Interior to 
have the lands embraced therein surveyed and made subject to home- 
stead and pre-emption entry and sale, the same as other public lands, 
which by resolution of the House was recalled from the Senate to cor- 
rect an error in its en ent. That error has now been corrected, 
and the Chair has the corrected bill in his hands. The practice requires 
the House shall direct the Clerk to forward the same to the Senate as 
corrected. If there is no objection that will be done. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

TAKING OF THE CENSUS. 


Mr. CHALMERS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3506) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for taking the 
tenth and subsequent censuses ;” which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Census, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
£ And then, on motion of Mr, SAPP, (at four o’clock and thirty min- 
utes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. BAYNE: The petition of Emily Bullock and others, for the 

assage of an act authorizing the extension of letters-patent No. 
38200. for improvement in printing-machines—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. BEALE: The petition of Clement A. Peck, to be refunded 
certain money deposi in the bank of W. T. Smithson, which was 
seized by United States authorities—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of C. R. Dulaney, for an increase of pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. X j 

By Mr. BLISS: The petition of Colonel C. A. Ellis, for an investi- 

ation of his treatment as an officer in the United States Army, and 
for redress—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of officers of the Grand Temple of 
Honor of Wisconsin, representing eight thousand members, for a com- 
mission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CABELL: The petition of Edward Booker, for arrears of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of John P, Burchett, F. M. Pitt- 
man, and other soliliers, of Clinton County, Kentucky, to have their 
pay for services in the Army made equal to gold—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of ponr mareo Sioux Rapids, 
Iowa, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension 
-claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Dickinson County, Iowa, that Sioux 
City be — Pe one of the places for holding district and circuit courts 
of the United States for the district of lowa—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. A 

By Mr. CHALMERS: Papers relating to the claim of Ralph P. Mil- 
ler, for pay for property taken by the United States Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: The petition of James F. Fitts and others, of 
1 New York, soldiers of the late war, for the passage of an 
equalization bounty bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Laura M. Lord, for a pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of the Lumberman’s Association of Tonawanda, 
New York, for a survey of the Niagara River from Buffalo to Tona- 
wanda, New York—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Robert McVey, sergeant in the Third United 


Kisas Artillery, for an act increasing his pay—to the Còmmittee on 
airs. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Papers relating to the claim of John A. Sutter 
for pay for lands alleged to have been taken from him unjustly by 
the Government—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the revolutionary claim of Charles Fierer— 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. EWING: Papers relating to the Las Pulgas rancho land 
claim—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of George Gwynn, for pay for losses 
incurred under a contract with Government officials in 1864—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of 550 soldiers of Ohio, against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of D. A. Prentice and 49 others, citizens of Ohio, 
for the enactment of such laws as will protect persons innocently in- 
fringing upon patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the pension of J. M. Van Guilder and 45 others, citizens of 
Ohio, for such legislation as will alleviate the oppression imposed by 
5 monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GOODE: Papers relating to the claim of Dr. A. G. Tebault, 
for pay for services rendered and medicine furnished to refugees, 
roel ne and others—to the Committee on War Claims. z 

By Mr. HAYES: The petition of George Burgkart, for the restora- 
tion of certain land—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. HOSTETLER : The petition of soldiers of Huron, Indiana, 
who served in the Union Army during the late war, for the equaliza- 
tion of bounties—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. HURD : The petition of Eugene Winchester and others, 
8 the construction of a bridge across Detroit River at Detroit, 

ichigan—to the Committee on Commerce. 5 

Also, the 8 of Henry Libe and others, of Attica, Ohio, and 
of John C. Wickam and others, for the passage of the Weaver bill 
ici to the pay of soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of the Pennsylvania State Temper- 
ance Union, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. KENNA: The petition of J. Shultz, to be reimbursed his 
losses sustained while performing a contract for the improvement of 
the Great Kanawha River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of soldiers and citizens of New York, 
for the increase of the pensions of those who have lost limbs—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. À 

Also, the petition of the Friends’ Temperance Union of the Society 
of Friends, of New York, for a commission of inquiry concerning the 
pr liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 

0. 

By Mr. LORING: The petition of B. H. Silsbee, of Salem, Massa- 
chusetts, that the harbor of Scituate, Massachusetts, be made a harbor 
of refuge for vessels in distress—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MASON: The petition of J. J. Hoyt and 33 others, of Os- 
wego County, New York, soldiers of the late war, for an allowance of 
the deficiency between the value of paper money received by them as 
pay for services and gold coin—to the Fommittes on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of John McCalliff, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MULLER: The petition of Charles B. Meyer, of New York, 
for relief from the loss of a distillery illegally seized by United States 
officials—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OVERTON: The petition of Colonel Victor E. Piollet and 
19 others, citizens of Bradford County, Pennsylvania, for the enact- 
ment of a law to regulate interstate commerce—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Hon. V. E. Piollet and 18 others, citizens of 
Bradford County, Pennsylvania, for the amendment of the patent 
laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. POEHLER: The petition of Levi L. Courtier and other 
ex-soldiers of Minnesota, that they be paid the difference between the 
value of gold and greenbacks received by them as pay from the Gov- 
ernment during the late war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the perfon of P. S. Bateman and others, that a pension be 

ted John T. Harrington, a soldier of the war of 1812—to the 
ommittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. ROSS: The petition of ex-soldiers of New Jersey, for addi- 
tional pay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

. SHALLENBERGER: The petition of Isaiah Barr and 16 
ex-soldiers of Lawrence County, Pennsylvania, against the 
of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMONTON: Papers relating to the claims of Elisha Nel- 
son, of Alexander Utley, and of James E. Wood, for compensation for 
rie A taken by the United States Army during the late war—to 

mmittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STARIN: The petition of ex-soldiers of Fulton County, 
New York, urging early action on certain pension bills of soldiers 
who have lost limbs—to the Committcs on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: The petition of Mark Belson, against the 
passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the 
same committee. 
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By Mr. WADDILL: The petition of citizens of Missouri, for the 

of the bill (H. R. No. 2761) amending certain sections of the 

Revised Statutes relating to homesteads—to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Also, the petition of ex-soldiers and citizens of Missouri, that soldiers 
of the late war be paid the difference between the vaine of n- 
backs and gold at the time of payment for services as soldiers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WELLS: The petition of Isaac H. Sturgeon and others, for 
the passage of an act requesting the President of the United States 
to invite all governments of the world having maritime commerce to 

point delegates to represent them in a convention to be held in 
Philadelphia, July 4, 1880, in relation to the construction of a ship- 
canal across the Isthmus of Darien—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of G. Morris, administrator of S. J. 
Morris, deceased, to be reimbursed the amount paid by him for cer- 
tain real property and furniture purchased by him at a sale made by 
the United States marshal for the eastern district of Virginia under 
a confiscation proceeding against Dr. Orlando Fairfax, and from 
which he was ejected by an order of the district court—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 14, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Navy, relative to the joint resolution of 
Congress for the relief of Bushrod B. Taylor and others, showing the 
appointment of the board of three officers, as required by the reso- 
lution, and their conclusions relative to the cases brought to their 
notice; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. BECK. I present the petition of Mrs. William W. Bruce, Cas- 
sius M. Clay, Mary S. Hoyt, Jacob Smedley, George E. Spencer, and 
other citizens of the State of Kentucky, county of Fayette, and city 
of Lexington, praying for the following amendment to the national 
Constitution : 

ARTICLE XVI. 

The right of suffrage in the United States shall be based on citizenship, and 
shall be regulated by Congress; and ail citizens of the United States, native or 
naturalized, shall enjoy this right equally, without any distinction founded on sex. 

I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

The motion was a; to. 

Mr. BECK. I also present the petition of Charlotte B. Walsh, 
Amelia Stewart, J. D. Walsh, J. M. Huff, and other citizens of Ash- 
land, Boyd County. g and the petition of Annie Laurie 
Quinby, of 1 Campbell County, Kentucky, praying for a like 
amendment of the Constitution. I move their reference to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK presented the eee of Horace P. Gaines, James Tur- 
ner, John H. Jackson, and William Taylor, a committee on the part 
of the colored depositors of Lexington, Kentucky, praying for the 
passage of an act to reimburse the depositors for losses sustained by 
the failure of the Freedman’s Bank; which was referred to the Se- 


lect Committee on the Freedman’s Savings and Trust 8 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I 5 the petition of Elizabeth H. Duvall 
and others, citizens of and the pe- 


adiz, Trigg County, Kentucky. 

tition of Mrs. S. S. Bennett and others, citizens of Richmond, Madi- 
son County, Kentucky, to the same effect as those presented by my 
colleague relative to an amendment of the Constitution. I move 
their reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented the spouron of Benoni Mills and John 
C. Weddle, late privates in the First Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers, 

raying indemnity for property lost in the military service of the 
nited States; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair presents the petition of May 
E. Hughes, of Savona, New York, and the petition of Elizabe 
Schoonmaker, of New York, of similar import to those just presented 
by the Senators from Kentucky, relative to an amendment of the 
Constitution with regard to i They will be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present the petition of Mrs. A. E. Morris and 
others, of Dubuque, Iowa; the petition of Anna B. Ross, of West 
Liberty, Iowa; the petition of Mrs. M. B. Hamilton Harvey, of Ring- 

ld, Iowa; the tion of Emily Gibson Booth, of West Liberty, 

owa, and the petition of Mary V. S. Cowgill, of West Liberty, Iowa, 
praying for an amendment to the Constitution for the removal of 
their political disabilities, I moye their reference to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. KIRKWOOD. I present the petition of Mary G. Townshend, 
Lydia P. Cowgill, Almira Jepson, E. M. Jepson, William D. Hamill, 
D. E. Mackey, and others, citizens of West Branch, Cedar County, 
Iowa, praying for an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States in the particular mentioned in the petitions which have been 
presented this morning. These people are my neighbors, living in 
the adjoining county. I know many of them. They are most excel- 
lent and respectable citizens. I move that their petition be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of S. R. Urbino and others, 
citizens of Newton, Middlesex County, Massachusetts, and the peti- 
tion of Mrs. J. G. Ford and others, citizens of Enfield, Hampshire 
County, Massachusetts, praying for a like amendment to the Consti- 
tution. I move their reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. FERRY. I present the petition of Mrs. J. M. Brown, Mrs. M. 
A. Blackman, Mrs. E. C. Hendricks, Mrs. E. A. Thompson, Lydia F. 
Conway, Grace Anderson, 8. H. Blackman, Chandler Richards, and 
others, citizens of Paw Paw, Van Buren County, Michigan; the peti- 
tion of Ella S. Hopkins, Lou. C. Wise, Clara V. Hale, George W. 
Hopkins, Daniel Wise, Charles A. Andrews, and others, citizens of 
Bear Lake, Manistee County, Michigan; and the petition of Mrs. 8. 
W. Fowler, Mrs. D. C. Pelton, S. W. Fowler, J. A. Brown, M. D., and 
others, citizens of Manistee, Manistee County, Michigan, praying for 
a like amendment to the Constitution of the United States. I move 
their reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of H. I. Glowacki and others 
citizens of Batavia, New York, praying for the passage of the joint 
resolution, now pending before the Committee on Finance, depriving 
United States Treasury notes of their legal-tender power in the pay- 
* of private debts; which was referred to the Committee on 

nance. 

He also presented the petition of P. J. Reuss, M. D., of New York, 
proving that the pension pe him under special act approved June, 

878, be increased from a half to a full pension, and also that he be . 
paid arrears of pension, under the act of January 25, 1879; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. i 

He also presented the petitionof the Grand Lodge of Good Templars 
of the State of New York, officially signed, representing four hundred 
and fifty lodges and twenty-five thousand members, praying for a 
commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor trafic; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KERNAN. I present the petition of Rebecca P. Thorn, of 
Galen, Wayne County, New York; the petition of Sarah Allerton, of 
Bath, Steuben County, New York; and the petition of Phebe M. Var- 
ney and others, citizens of North Collins, Erie County, New York, 
praying an amendmentof the Constitution by which women who are 
citizens shall be allowed to vote. I move their reference to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of the Grand Lodge of Good 
Templars of the State of Tennessee, officially signed, representing a 
membership of ten thousand, praying for a commission of inquiry con- 
cerning the alcoholic liquor traftic; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Harvey E. Aden, of Henry County, 
Tennessee, praying for the passage of a law granting him compensa- 
tion for certain quartermaster stores furnished the Army of the United 
eae during the late war; which was referred tothe Committee on 

ims. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented the petition of Matilda Wallace and 
others, citizens of Hammondville, Jefferson County, Ohio; the peti- 
tion of Mrs. J. A. Newton and others, citizens of Willoughby County, . 
Ohio; the petition of Mrs. B. P. Ludlow and others, citizens of Au- 
burn, . County, Ohio; the petition of S. A. Miller and others, 
citizens of Mount Gilead, Monroe County, Ohio, and the petition of 
Nettie Helman and others, citizens of Minerva, Stark County, Ohio, 
praying for an amendment totheConstitution guaranteeing to women 
the right to vote; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also presented the petition of Delilah sae the petition of 
Mrs. J. P. Angier; the petition of Sarah A. Bissell; the petition of 
Emma C. Mott, and the petition of Mary J. Barker, all of the city of 
Toledo, Ohio, praying for the removal of their political disabilities ; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. B. Gleason, of Toledo, 
Ohio, and the petition of Louisa Southworth, of Cleveland, Ohio, pray- 
ing for an amendment to the Constitution guaranteeing to women the 
right to vote; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. i 
Mr. BAYARD presented the petition of John Guthrie and 65 other- 
citizens of Wilmington, Delaware, praying for the passage of a law 
to repeal the compulsory legal-tender power of United States Treas- 
notes; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

. BAYARD. I also present the petition of Joseph P. Comegys, 
John W. Hall, and others, citizens of Delaware, praying for the pas- 
2 1 of Senate resolution No. 49, in relation to United States notes, 
and coupled with it is a resolution of the general board of directors 
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of the Farmers’ Bank of Delaware and its branches favoring the same 
action. I move their reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present the petition of the shareholders of the 
Central and South American Cable Company, praying for facilities to 
establish 3 communication between the United States and 
Central and South America via the Gulf of Mexico, the Isthmus of 
Tehuantepec, and the Pacific Ocean. I have with this petition a res- 
olution instructing the Committee on Commerce to ke certain in- 
quiries, and also a request that the petition be printed. It seems to 
me that under the rules of the Senate the more proper motion for me 
to make is that the resolution and the Le go together to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and I shall ask that committee to 
decide whether the petition ought to be printed or not, and whether 
the resolution is appropriate to order. I make the motion for refer- 
ence. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of shi 
Massachusetts, praying for the passage of a bill to amend the law 
relative to the seizure of vessels for breach of the revenue laws; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present resolutions adopted at the annual 
meeting of the Society of the Fifth erg ERr: at Albany, New 
York, in June last, touching the case of Major-General Fitz-John 
Porter. These resolutions, adopted by men who served with General 
Porter, and by men, I may say, of all political persuasions, extol him 
greatly, and express the confident belief that he should be relieved 

m the visitation which has fallen upon him as an officer. I move 
that these resolutions be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present a petition signed by a numbor of citi- 
zens of the State of New York, who were soldiers and sailors, who 
have lost an arm above the elbow or a leg below the knee, praying 
that their pensions be increased from $24 to $30 a month. I move 
that this petition be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was to. . 

Mr. CONKLING. I present four several memorials signed numer- 
ously by citizens of New York, who were soldiers in the late war, re- 
monstrating against the parage of Senate bill No. 496, and pointing 
out how unjustly, as they think, it would operate. I move the refer- 
ence of these memorials to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present the petition of Emma Hughes, a citizen 
of the State of New York, living in the town of Savona, representing 
that she is an owner of real estate and is annually taxed for the sup- 
port of pauperism and crime while she has no power to suppress vice 
or regulate taxation, and praying for the removał of her political 
disabilities. I move that this petition be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present a like petition of Harriet E. Beech, a 
citizen of the city of New York, and I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was ye to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present four petitions, which together are signed 
by a t number of women who are citizens of the State of New 
York, praying for an amendment to the Constitution, the words of 
which are pro in the petition. Iwill not read the proposed 
amendment, but it is designed to confer the right of suffrage equally 
upon all citizens without distinction founded on sex. I move the 
reference of these petitions to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I poi the petition of Abbie B. Trego 
and others, citizens of Orion, Henry County, Illinois, and the petition 
of Norman McLeod and others, citizens of Chicago, Cook County, 
Illinois, couched in pretty much the same language as those last pre- 
sented by the Senator from New York, [Mr. CONKLING, ] praying that 
the right of suffrage be conferred on women by an 8 to the 
Constitution. I move their reference to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the petition of Catharine Cornell Knowles 
and others, citizens of East Greenwich, Rhode Island, praying for an 
amendment to the Constitution denying the right of the United States 
or of any State to abridge e on account of sex; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BALDWIN prosara the petition of Mary McDiarmid and 
others, citizens of Pleasanton, Manistee County, Michigan ; and the 
tition of Hattie A. N. Taylor and others, citizens of Constantine, 
int Joseph County, Michigan, praying for an amendment to the 
Constitution guaranteeing to women the right of suffrage; which 
were referred to the Committee on the J ndielary. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of Florence Hardin, of 
Pendleton, Madison County, Indiana, praying for the removal of her 
political disabilities so that she may exercise her right to vote, all 

tate constitutions and statute laws to the contrary notwithstanding 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SAUNDERS presented the petition of Lucy L. Cornell,of Hebron, 
Thayer County, Nebraska, and the petition of Kate T. F. Cornell, 


wners of Boston,” 


of Alexandria, Thayer County, Nebraska; the petition of Mrs. J. B. 
e A and other citizens of the towns of exandria, Carleton, 
and Belvidere, Thayer County, Nebraska, praying for an amendment 
to the Constitution guaranteeing to women the right to vote; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. z 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I also present the petition of Sarah A. Church 
and several others, of Thayer County, Nebraska, representing that 
they are real-estate owners and that they are annually taxed heavily 
for the support of pauperism and crime, while they assert that at 
the same time they have no power to 1 vice or to regulate 
taxation; and they pray for the removal of their political disabili- 
ties. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The motion was d to. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of E. G. Hoffman, late private 
Fifth New York Volunteers, Duryea’s Zouaves, praying for a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FARLEY. I present the petition of Lucy A. Brimblecome, 
Anna Jacobs, Lizzie Saul Woodthams, and a number of other ladies 
of Santa Clara County, California, praying for an amendment to the 
Constitution guaranteeing to women the right to vote. I will say 
that while I present the petition by request, I do not concur in the 
prayer of the petitioners. I move its reference to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I present the petition of Annie K. Irvine, the petition 
of Kate Schatz, and the petition of Elizabeth Evans, citizens of Ore- 
gon, Holt County, Missouri, similar in character to those which have 

n presented this morning, praying for an amendment to the Con- 
stitution giving women the right to vote. I move their reference to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ira the petition of Mrs, Elizabeth An- 
drews, Jessie Wyatt, and other citizens of Saint Louis, Missouri, and. 
the petition of Lucy A. Christian, Annie K. Irvine, and others, citi- 
zens of Oregon, Missouri, praying for the same amendment to the Corf- 
stitution stated in the petitions just presented by my colleague. I 
moye the reference of these petitions to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I present the petition of E. J. Hughes and others, 
and the petition of Anna Schermerhorn, Lizzie 8. Moore, and others, 
citizens of Nebraska, praying for an additional article of amendment 
ee Constitution which shall be known as article XVI, and read as 
follows: 

The right of citizensof the United States to vote shall not be denied or abridged 
by the United States, or by any State, on account of sex, or for any reasons not 
equally applicable to all citizens of the United States. 


I move the reference of the petitions to the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. PADDOCK. [also present the petition of Barbary J. Thom 


son, the petition of Clara A. Thompson, and the petition of Susan E. 
Fe n, of ThayerCounty, Nebraska, making the same prayer. I 
move that they be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was a d to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I also present a petition signed by 150 citizens of 
the same county, among whom I discover the names of prominent men 
of the county, making a like prayer. I move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BOOTH presented the petition of ac Jewell and others, citi- 
zens of Healdsburgh, Sonoma County, California, praying for an 
amendment to the Constitution guaranteeing to women the right to 
vote; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.* 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I present the petition of Frederic A. Hinckley, 
Martha W. Greene, Anna E. Aldrich, and others, citizensof Providence, 
Rhode Island, praying for an amendment to the Constitution guaran- 
teeing to women the right to vote. I desire to say that the signers of 
this petition are men and women of high respectability and intelli- 
gence. I move its reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was a; to. 

Mr. WALLACE. I present the petition of Lucretia Mott and oth- 
ers, citizens of Philadelphia, praying for an amendment to the Con- 
stitution guaranteeing to all citizens of the United States, native or 
naturalized, the right to vote without any distinction of sex. I move 
its reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WALLACE, resent five individual petitions from citizens of 
the city of Philadelphia and of Crawford County, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the removal of political disabilities without any distinction 
founded on sex. I move their reference to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 
The motion was agreed to. i 
Mr. WALLACE presented the petition of the Grand Lodge of Good 


Templars of the State of Pennsylvania, officially signed, representing 
twelve thousand members, praying for a commission of inquiry con- 
cerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of Elizabeth G. Hedge and others, 
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citizens of Hyde Park, Norfolk County, Massachusetts, and the peti- 
tion of Hannah Wilbur and others, citizens of Worcester, Worcester 
County, Massachusetts, praying for a sixteenth amendment to the 
national Constitution to the effect that all citizens of the United States 
shall enjoy the right of suffrage, without any distinction founded on 
sex. I move that they be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of Anna C. Wait and others, citi- 
zens of Lincoln, Lincoln County, Kansas, praying for an amendment 
to the Constitution guaranteeing to women the right to vote; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WHYTE presented the petition of A. Shumaker & Co, and 
other ship-owners and merchants of Baltimore, and the petition of 
C. Morton Stewart & Co. and other merchants of Baltimore, praying 
for the passage of an act amending the law relative to the seizure and 
forfeiture of vessels for the breach of the revenue laws; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MCDONALD presented the petition of Mrs. Z. G. Wallace, of 
Indianapolis, Indiana, praying for the removal of her political disa- 
bilities; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Francis Atkinson and others, cit- 
izens of Oxford, Benton County, Indiana, praying foran amendment 
to the Constitution guaranteeing to women the right to vote ; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of Mira P. Sturgis and others, 
citizens of New Gloucester, Cumberland County, Maine, praying for an 
amendment of the national Constitution guaranteeing to women the 
right to vote; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

fr. THURMAN presented the petition of Delia S. Morris and 
others, citizens of Kent, Portage County, Ohio; the petition of Mayde 
M. Flower and others, citizens of Alliance, Stark County, Ohio; the 
tition of W.G. Meyers and others, citizens of Lawrence and Beach 
ity, Ohio; the petition of Lizzie N. Vogenitz and others, citizens 
of New Comerstown, Tuscarawas County, Ohio; the petition of J. 
H. Philleo and others, citizens of Parkman, Geauga County, Ohio; 
anu the petition of Eva L. Pinney and others, citizens of Newbury, 
Geauga County, Ohio, praying for an amendment to the Constitution 
uaranteeing to women the right to vote; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Matilda J. Berra; the petition of 
Mary J. Cravens; the petition of Elizabeth R. Collins; the petition 
of Martha A. Stebbins; the petition of Rosa S. Segur; the petition 
of Eliza N. Bailey, and the petition of Elizabeth M. Hawley, prayin 
for the removal of their political disabilities; which were referr 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WITHERS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 578) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel B. Davis, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEREFORD, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the memorial of the “ old settlers” of Western Cherokee In- 
dians, praying for a settlement and payment of the balance claimed 
to be due them from the United States under the treaties of 1835, 
1836, and 1846, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; which 


was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of William Longnecker, asking compensation for the use 
and occupation of certain houses by the Army of the United States 
in 1865 and 1866, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the memorial of Abby A. Ham and Abby S. Vose and others, heirs of 
James S. Ham, deceased, and of John W. Vose, of Providence, Rhode 
Island, praying for an issue of United States bonds in lieu of stolen 
bonds, have instructed me to report it back to the Senate recommend- 
ing that the É Sade’ of the petitioners be not granted, and that the 
claim be not allowed. I call the attention of the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ANTHONY ] to the case, as the petitions were presented by 
him. I ask that the adverse report be printed. 

hah VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule all adverse reports are 
printed. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Lask that the case be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I have no objection to its being placed on the 
Calendar, but the case went through the same process under a differ- 
ent name in the Forty-fourth Congress. I shall simply ask, when it 
is reached on the Calendar, that it may be considered and disposed 
of, so that it may not be pending eternally here in the Senate. 

. ANTHONY. I think that the case bas not heretofore been re- 
ported adversely upon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I state a fact which the records of the Senate 
show, and I would not state it unless it were a record fact. Jndge 
Wright, chairman of the Committee on Claims of the Senate in the 
Forty-fourth Con reported it adversely. 

The VICE-PRESID. The Chair would inquire of the Senator 
from Missouri if there is a bill accompanying the report? 


Mr. COCKRELL. There is no bill; there is simply a memorial en 
which we report, There were two bilis in the Forty-fourth Congress, 
but there has been no bill introduced this Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then the case cannot be placed on the 
Calendar. The committee will be discharged from the further con- 


sideration of the petition. i 

Mr. COCKRE , from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 298) for the relief of Van B. Bowers, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 52) for the relief of John N. Reed, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 877) to relieve the Treas- 
urer of the United States from the amount now charged to him and 
deposited with the several States, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 455) for the relief of Reuben S. 
Jones, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of George W. J. Crawford, of Benton County, Mississippi, pray- 
ing compensation for property taken and appropriated by United 
States military forces during the late war, submitted an adverse re- 
port thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the committee 
were discharged from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 76) for the relief of M. F. Clark, reported it withont 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

r. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 185) for the relief of Gibbes & Co., of Charles- 
ton, South Carolina, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
nig ts thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Ir. BAILEY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2003) for the relief of J. 
P. Zimmerman and H. P. Snow, of Clinton County, Kentucky, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WHYTE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 891) to locate and purchase a new site for the 
United States Naval Observatory, reported it without amendment. 


ROADWAYS IN CAPITOL GROUNDS. 


Mr. WALLACE. I am directed by the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to report back without amendment the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 156) to correct an error in the “Act making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1880, and for other purposes.” Iask the Senate to proceed to its 
immediate consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It amends the clause in 
the first section of the “Act making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, 
and for other pares” approved March 3, 1879, which makes an ap- 
propriation “for the paymon of retained A cheery it on contracts 
made during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1876, for paving road- 
ways in Capitol grounds, $2,217.94,” so as to read: ‘for payment of 
retained poron ey on contracts made during the fiscal year begin- 
ning July 1, 1876, for paving roadways in Capitol grounds, $2,217.94.” 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1021) to carry into effect the second and 
sixteenth articles of the treaty between the United States and the 
Great and Little Osage Indians, proclaimed January 21, 1867; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

‘airs. 

Mr. MORGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1022) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1023) for the relief of settlers 
on what are known as the e Indian trust lands, in Southern - 
Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. i 

Mr. BLAIR asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1024) for the relief of Tappan S. Carter; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WHYTE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1025) fixing the relative rank and pay of cer- 
tain officers on the retired list of the Navy; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1026) for the relief of Daniel J. Benner; 
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maa was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
‘Claims. 

Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1027) to provide for the establishing of terms 
of court in the district of Colorado; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1028) in relation to the claims of States against 
the United States; which was read twicc by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1029) for the relief of Major William M. 
Maynadier, paymaster United States Army; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Mr. ROLLINS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1030) for the relief of Joseph L. Stevens, post- 
master at Manchester, New Hampshire; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. KERNAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 63) referring to the Court of 
Claims the claim of James E. Kelsey, John Loughlin, Theron Kelsey, 
and others against the United States for damages done to the schooner 
C. and C. Brooks; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. J 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. WILLIAMS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 2271) for-the relief of John N. Reed, A. 
D. Anderson, John A. Dugan, E. T. Keightley, George T. Rogers, Ben- 
jamin P. Gaines, and Charles Ford; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GARLAND submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 2271) for the relief of John N. Reed, A. 
D. Anderson, John A. Dugan, E. T. Keightley, George T. Rogers, Ben- 
jamin P. Gaines, and Charles Ford; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. WHYTE, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of Jacob and Elizabeth Sener be 
taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, to 
accompany Senate bill No. 354. 

Ou motion of Mr. JONAS, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Thomas M. Simmons be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of the Mechanics and Traders’ Bank of 
New Orleans, Louisiana, be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. INGALLS, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Samuel B. Brightman be withdrawn 
from the files of the § and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

DORSEY AND SHEPARD. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask for the consideration of the 
bill (S. No. 212) for the relief of John M. Dorsey and William F. 


Shepard. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It directs the paroent of $9,021.33 to John M. Dorsey, and 
of $3,746.66 to William F. Shepard, in full settlement for beef and sup- 
pie furnished certain volunteer troops by Dorsey, Shepard, and one 

. B. Wallace, while the troops were engaged in 8 the Indian 
disturbances in the Territory of Utah, now the State of Nevada, in 
the year 1860, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill is favorably reported from the 
Committee on Claims, which proposes an amendment—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let ns hear the report read, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk Tipe to read the report submitted by Mr, 
COCKRELL on the 7th instant, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred Senate bill No. 212, entitled 
“A bill for the relief of John M. Dorsey and William F. Shepard, have consid- 
ered the same, and submit the following report thereon : 

This bill has been three times favorably 20 rted in the Senate and once in the 
House of Representatives. The bill passed the Senate February 17, 1876. Noad- 
verse ever made upon it. 

We tthe reportof Mr. Pratt, made to the Senate from this committee Feb- 
ruaty 11, 1875, and recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Let the Clerk read what appears 
on the am page of the report made by Mr. Pratt on the 11th of Feb- 
ruary, 1875. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, read that, for what was just read did not 
give us a great deal of substantial information. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That report fully states the facts, 
and after it is read I think the Senator from Vermont will be satis- 
fied that the bill ought to pass. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read from the report submitted by 
Mr. Pratt on the 11th of February, 1875, embodied in the report of 
January 7, 1880, as follows: 

‘The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1073) for the 


The bi paymen 

ard $3,788, in full settlement for beef and suppea furnished the — by Wallace, 
Dorsey & Shepard, and by S. B. Wallace, ae ie = 

in the year b 


The bill is based on the petition of Dorsey and Sh to C which is 
sworn to by Dorsey, and is substantially as follows in its statements: That in the 
spring of 1860 they were engaged in business in said Territory, when great alarm 
existed among the inhabitants of the western portions of Utah in consequence of 
the dep: ons of the Pi-Ute Indians; that an i force of about one hun- 
dred of the best citizens was organized, and armed with such weapons as they 
could procure, and went out from Virginia and Carson Cities to chastise the In- 
dians ; that the expedition fell into ambash, and about sixty of the citizens, includ- 
ing Major Ormsby, their commander, were killed, and the others dispersed ; that 
great excitement and alarm followed among the citizens, and it was feared the 
neighboring towns would be attacked, the Indian s having assembled in large force. 
There were no troops, arms, or government nearer than Salt Lake, five or six hun 
dred miles distant. Under these ci ces the governor of California and the 
United States officer in command of the Department of the Pacific sent forward to 
Virginia City arms and ammunition in charge of eee: Two or three hun- 
dred volunteers also came along with the United 6s 8 The citizens of 
Virginia City and its vicinity united with these volunteers and regular troops and 
organized a regiment, and selected Colonel John C. Hays to take command. The 
troops thus organized and commanded marched against the Indians, and, after some 
severe fighting, conquered a peace. 

The memorial further states that upon the organization of this force it was with- 
out quartermaster or commissary supplies; and in order to obtain them Richard 
N. Snowden was appointed commissary, and as such entered into a verbal contract 
with said Wallace and the petitioners to furnish certain supplies; that in conform- 
ity therewith tho three named furnished them to the amount of $12,268, which was 
certified to.and vouchers therefor issued by said Snowden as commi: One for 
the sum of $1,528 was issued to S. B. W. ; one to John M. Dorsey, 5. B. Wal- 
Jace, and William Shepard for $5,050; and a third one to the three last-named par- 
ties for 86.190; that Wallace died in 1862, but before his death assigned to Dorsey 
all his right. title, and interest in all of the certified accounts; that Dorsey is the 
just owner of the first-mentioned account (that for $1,528) and of two-thirds of the 
other two, amounting in the a te to $9,088, and that Shepard is the owner of 
one-third of the last two, amounting to $3,780. The petitioners close by saying 
they furnished these supplies for the purposes stated in good faith, believing that 
they would be paid in a short time, and that the prices charged were low for the 
time, places, and circumstances. 


At the suggestion of the sub-committee having this bill in ¢ Mr. Dorsey 
has appended an affidavit to the memorial, and in this he swears he is one of 
the claimants therein; that he knows all the statements made therein are true of 


his own knowledge; that the supplies were ay furnished as stated; that the 
amount claimed is justly due, the charges reasonable, and that no part thereof has 
been paid him or any of the other parties; that the amount of money subscribed 
by the citizens of Virginia City and vicinity had been exhausted, and this fact 
was the reason and necessity for Colonel Hays and Colonel Snowden making the 
verbal contract with claimants to furnish said supplies; and had they not, in con- 
junction with Jordan and Mepike, furnished the necessary supplies, the expedi- 
tion must have failed. 

Mr. Dorsey further states in explanation of the ag. Roe in bringing the claim 
before Congress that it had been bee filed in the War 3 which had 
finally ruled that there was no law which authorized its payment; that it was then 
put into the hands of agents, who did aing; that neither of the claimants pos- 
sessed the pecuniary means to come to W. n; that about the year 1865 the 


triplicate vouchers were placed in the hands of Hon. D. R. Ashi , then a member of 
Congress from Nevada, to present to Congress, but he lost all papers; that cir- 
cumstances and sickness in his family prevented him from coming to Washington 
until recently, and from emplo, agents. He closes — Gases a much of his evi- 
dence is among the papers in the claim of McPike, which was allowed at the last 
The follow aaea E the War Department in regard to th 

© 0 papers are yy the War en to these 

claims, and sufficiently explain themselves: 


The United States of America te S. B. Wallace, Dr. 

T lies farnished th tion under d of Colonel Jack Ha; st 
. in tho Territory of Utah, asfollows: a 
To 600 pounds of flour, at 70 cents. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Clerk need not read the mere items, Any- 
thing the War Department states about the claim I should like to 
hear; but the details are of no consequence. Is there anything from 


the War Department? 

Mr. C. ON, of Wisconsin. There is on page 3 of the report. 
The Senator desires the Clerk to read what the War Department re- 
port in re to the claim. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Wak DEPARTMENT, December 10, 1869. 

The Secret of War, in compliance with the est of the Committee on 
Claims of the United States dated Apri} 1, 1869, has the honor to furnish 


all the information in possession of the War Department relative to the war 9. 
the Pah-Utah Indians in the year 1860, and to return to said committee the list of 
claims against the United States arising out of said war. 
WM. W. BELKNAP, 
Secretary of War. 
List of claims for the war against the Pah-Utah Indians in 1861 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not care about the list. Does the War De- 
partment say anything about the justice of the thing and that it 
actually took ey 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. There is no question about the fact 
that it actually did take place. There was an Indian uprising, and 
there was no military force anywhere nearer than San Francisco, 
unless, perhaps, at Salt Lake City. Under those circumstances, the 
governor of California, in conjunction with the United States mili- 
tary commander at that place, sent arms to Virginia City, and some 
volunteers came from California. Citizens of that of Utah Ter- 
ritory, now in the State of Nevada, volunteered and joined themselves 
with the force that came from California. They organized them- 
selves into a regiment, selected officers, and 1 & commissary . 
There were no supplies for these troops, and the men who now make 
this claim furnished a portion of the supplies, the larger portion of 
them in fact. There is no question about the facts of the case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Did the United States in any way ever recognize 
or adopt this military expedition? Did they ever pay these troops 
or do anything about it; or was there a subscription or a fund raised 
by the citizens to pay for this private Ned reese and its existence ? 

While I am up, I will state the difficulty that occurs to my mind. 


This may be, and very likely is, a just case in and of itself; that is, 
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these gentlemen did furnish these supplies; but whether they fur- 
nished them on the credit of the United States is, poraya, open to 
question; or, if they did, whether they had ~ right to doso. Of 
course, in an extreme case, we are sometimes ob fas to adopt private 
acts and foot the bill; but it is a very dangerous step to take, because 
recognizing the validity of this claim as against the United Sta 
would seem to imply that we recognize the validity of the claims o: 
all these volunteers for military service, and so on. In other words, 
it amounts to an adoption by Congress, a ratification, of this proceed- 
ing by these citizens in their own defense. If we are to apply that 
to all the United States and to all the turbulence that exists in va- 
rious parts of the United States from time to time, wo are taking a 
very serious step. I merely throw out that view by way of inquiry 
that we may see where we are likely to land; that is all. 

Mr. C. RON, of Wisconsin. This claim, with some others, was 
presented to the Government of the United States, to the proper De- 
partment. After long consideration the Department decided that 
there was no law under which payment could be made, and the claims 
were referred to Congress. So far as I kuow, the volunteers upon 
that occasion haye made no claim against the United States. Only 
those who furnished the commissary supplies for the expedition have 
made claims, and a portion of those claims have been paid; indeed 
all have been paid except this one. The whole amount was very small, 
being about $12,000 or 815,000. I think there is no question whatever 
about the justice of the claim. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Claims, which be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 10 it is proposed to strike out “B” and 
insert “S;” so as to read “S. S. Wallace.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN OHIO. 

Mr. THURMAN. The bill (H. R. No. 582) to provide for circuit and 
district courts of the United States at Columbus, Ohio, and transfer- 
ring certain counties from the northern to the southern district in 
said State, passed the Senate yesterday. It has been discovered that 
there is a clerical error in our amendments toit. I move that a mes- 

be sent to the House requesting the return of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EDWARD P. VOLLUM. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 296) for the relief of Edward P. Vollum. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill, which had been reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs with an amendment, to add: 

And that the aggregate amount allowed shall not exceed the sum of $700. 


So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and required to ascertain the value of the property lost by Assistant Su Eà- 
— Vollum, of the United States Army, who, while under orders of the War 
Department, was on board the brig Fawn, bound for Fort Urupqua, Oregon Ter- 
ritory, when she was wrecked, on the 21st November, 1856; and the amount 80 
ascertained shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated: Provided, t no allowance be made for any property except what was 
useful, necessary, and proper for such an officer while on the voyage and engaged 
in the panie service, and that the aggregate amount allowed shali not exceed the 
sum of $700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PENSIONS OF TOTALLY DISABLED PENSIONERS. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No. 815) to increase the 8 of certain 
pensioned soldiers and sailors who are utterly helpless from injuries 
received or disease contracted while in the United States service. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It provides that all soldiers and sailors who are now receiv- 
ing a pension of $50 per month, under the provisions of “ An act to 
increase the pension of soldiers and sailors who have been totally 
disabled,” approved June 18, 1874, shall receive, in lien of all pen- 
sions noe paid them by the Government of the United States, $72 

month. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an 
amendment, to strike out section 2 in the following words: 

‘That this act shall take effect from and after the 17th day of June, 1878. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


All sioners whose pensions shall be increased by the provisions of this act 
from w month to $72 per month shall be feor erence between said 
sums monthly, from June 17, 1878, to the time of the taking effect of this act. 


Mr. COC L. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 


Mr. KIRKWOOD. There is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. KIRK- 
woop, from the Committee on Pensions, January 12: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred bill (S. No. 815) to increase 
the pensions of certain pensioned soldiers and sailors who are entirely helpless 


from injuries received or disease contracted while in the United States service, 
have considered the same, and report : 
an act approved June 18, 1874, it was provided : 

8 t section 4 of the act entitled An act to revise, consolidate, and amend the 
laws relating to S and approved March 3, 1873, be so amended that all 
persons who, while in the military or naval service of the United States, and in 
the line of duty, shall have been so permanently and Seu disabled as to require 
aid and attendance of another person, by the loss of the sight of both eyes 4 
the loss of the sight of one eye, the sight of the other roa, been previously lost, 
or by the loss of both hands, or by the loss of both feet, or by any other injury re- 
sulting in total and permanent helplessness, shall be entitled to a pension of $50 

month; and this shall be in lieu of a on of $31.25 per month ease to 
such person by said section: Provided, That the increase of pension shall not be 
granted by reason of any of the injuries herein specified, unless the same have re- 
sulted in permanent, total helplessness, requiring the regular personal aid and 
attendance of another at 

This act-was altered by an act 8 June 17, 1878, which is as follows: 

“An act to increase the pension of certain pensioned soldiers and sailors who have 
lost both their hands or both their feet or the sight of both eyes in the service 
of the country. 

“ Whereas it is apparent that the present pension paid to soldiers and sailors who 
have lost both their hands or both their feet in the service of the country is greatly 
inadequate to the support of such as have families: Therefore, 

e it enacted by Senate and House of Representatives of the United 3 
America in Congress That on and after the passage of this act all sol- 
diers and sailors who have lost either both their hands or both their feet or the 
sight of both eyes in the service of the United States shall receive, in lieu of alt 
83 now paid them by the Government of the United States, and there shall 

paid to them, in the same manner as pensions are now paid to such persons, the 
sum of $72 per month. 

“Approved June 17, 1878.” 

It appears from inquiry at the Pension Office that on June 17, 1878, the names 
of seven hundred and thirteen pensioners were borne on the pension-rolla at $50 
per month," and that “since that date the pensions of three hundred and seventy- 
seven pensioners have been inc: to and five original allowances have been 
made at that rate under the act of June 17, 1878.“ 

Your committee are fully satisfied that the pensioners who under the act of 
June 18, 1474, were entitled to receive $50 month, and whose pensions were not 
increased to $72 per month by the act of June 17, 1878, are fairly and 2 enti- 
tled to receive the same benefits conferred on their comrades by the act last 


Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out section 2 
and inserting in lieu thereof. as follows: 

“Sec. 2. All ioners whose pensions shall be increased by the provisions of 
this act from sch ad month to $73 per month shall be paid the difference between 
said sums monthly from June 17, 1878, to the time of the taking effect of this 


And that the bill so amended be passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have an explanation of the prob- 
able number that would be affected by the bill, and the class of per- 
sons to which they belong. I could not catch the exact number in 
hearing the report. 


Mr. KIRKWOOD. I will explain the bill very briefly. There were 
three bills introduced looking to the same object, one presented by 
the Senator from Illinois, [ nator from 


8 5 by the 

Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS,] aud one by m The Committee on Pen- 
sions directed me to report back the bill introduced by the Senator 
from Kansas, which has been done. 

In 1874 an act was passed by Congress increasing from $31.25 per 
month to $50 per month the pensions of soldiers who were totally dis- 
abled, rendered so totally helpless as to require the constant aid of 
another person to take care of them. Among this class were those 
who had lost both feet, both hands, or both eyes. But, outside of 
those, there was a large number of persons, if anything, more hel 
less than they—men who were paralyzed, who were utterly unable 
to moye about, to do anything for themselves, and who constantly 
required the attendance of another person. In 1878 a bill came from 
the House to the Senate increasing the pensions of those who had 
lost both feet, both hands, or both eyes, to $72 per month, but leaving 
their comrades, who were perhaps more helpless than they in many 
cases, without any increase of pension at all. When that bili was 
pending here I called the attention of the Senate to the unjust dis- 
crimination made against a portion of the men whose pensions had 
been increased in 1874, the paralytic or those who from any cause 
were totally helpless and required the constant attendance of another 
person. It was replied to me that it was a House bill, and if we did 
not pass it as it came to us, but sent it back to the House, it might 
fail wholly ; and that those who were not provided for by that bill 
could be provided for in an independent bill, which bill is now here. 
That is all there is of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does not the second section give all these pen- 
sioners s pays whether they were disabled or not, from June, 1878. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. No, sir. 2 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ought there not to be a restriction in the bill 
so that those who are totally disabled shall receive the increased pay 
from the date of their total disability? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. By inquiry at the Pension Office I find that there 
are seven hundred and thirteen of these totally disabled pensioners 
altogether. Of that number three hundred and seventy-seven have 
ar thor pension raised to $72 per month, leaving the others unpro- 
vided for. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Three hundred and seventy-seven who los: both 
arms, both legs, or both eyes? 

Mr. OOD. Yes. This bill provides that those whose pen- 
sions were not increased by the act of 1878 shall have the increase, 
and that they shall have it from the date of the act of 1878, placi 
them in all respects upon an equality with those who were provid 
for by the act of 1878. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the bill is restricted to those who were 
totally disabled at that time? 


1880. 
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Mr. KIRKWOOD. To those only who were totally disabled and 
required the attendance of another person to care for them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported from the Committee on Pensions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

bill (H. R. No. 1305) abolishing the military reservations of Fort 
Abercrombie, Fort Seward, and Fort Ransom, all in the Territory of 
Dakota, and authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to have the 
lands embraced therein surveyed and made subject to homestead and 
pre-emption entry and sale, the same as other public lands; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3497) to provide for a deficiency in the appropria- 
tion for furniture and repairs of the same for the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880. 

. ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and aone resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President : 

A bill (S. No. 62) for the delivery to Samuel Lord, jr., receiver, of 
certain bonds now in the Treasury of the United States; 

BFE gos (S. No. 594) for the relief of Thomas Langton, of Dundee, 
chigan ; 

Ab (8. No. 765) to amend sections 2324 and 2325 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, concerning mineral lands; and 

A joint resolution (8. R. No. 58) touching the Hot Springs reserva- 
tion in the State of Arkansas. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. WALLACE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and theSenate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R. No. 1305) abolishing the military reservations of 
Fort Abercrombie, Fort Seward, and Fort Ransom, all in the Terri- 
tory of Dakota, and authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to have 
the lands embraced therein surveyed and made subject to homestead 
-and pre-emption entry and sale, the same as other public lands, was 
ane twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3497) to provide for a deficiency in the appro- 
priation for furniture and repairs of the same for the House of Rep- 
resentatiyes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at one o’clock and thirty-two min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 14, 1880, 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

JOHN B. HART. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 3507) granting a pension to John B. Hart; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

MUSCLE SHOALS, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. DIBRELL, by unanimons consent, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported back the following resolution; on which he 
demanded the previous question : 

Resol That the of Wi d is hereb ested to furnish to 
FCC 
-of Iowa, for work upon the im ents in the Tennessee River at Muscle Shoal: 
together with a copy of the c filed by said Williams or his heirs, the names 
the engineers ap; ted to re-examine said work, with a copy of their report, to- 

er with all testimony on file in support of or tonching said claim, cnet the au- 
ity upon which he paid said award. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. DIBR moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN s. LOGAN AND W. L. SHADWICK. 


On motion of Mr. FORD, by unanimous consent, the act (S. No. 24) 


for the relief of John S. ey 5 and W. L. Shadwick was taken from 
the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

L. C. CANTWELL. 

On motion of Mr. FORD also, by unanimous consent, the act (S. 
No. 307) for the relief of L. C. Cantwell was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

THEOPHILUS P. CHANDLER. . 

On motion of Mr. MORSE, by unanimous consent, the act (S. No. 22) 
for the relief of Theophilus P. Chandler was taken from the Speakers 
2 read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of 
claims. 

ELI B. PARKER. 

Mr. JOYCE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3508) granting a pension to Eli B. Parker; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ALBERT J. DICKINSON. 
Mr. JOYCE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 


No. 3509) granting a pension to Albert J. Dickinson; which was read 
5 first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 


YORKTOWN CELEBRATION. 


Mr. JOYCE. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to present a 
memorial relating to the Yorktown monument, and, if there be no 
objection, that it be referred and also printed in the RECORD. 

here was no objection, and the memorial was referred to the Se- 
lect Committee on the Yorktown Celebration, and ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD. 

It is as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States in Congress assembled : 

We, the undersigned, residents of the city of Chicago, and born in New England, 
view with satisfaction the present movement to erect a national monument at York- 
town. The war of the Revolution, begun in New England, culminated in New 
York, and closed with the southern campaign, ending in the triumph at Yorktown. 
The three sections into which the country was then divided, New England, the 
Middle States, and the South, each bore its share in the sacrifices and earned the 
honors of the struggle. It is fitting that the nation should recognize in this cen- 
tennial period the chief points in the great contest, and aid in erecting appropriate 
monuments to attest its gratitude to the men whose efforts made that nation fang 
sible. The battle of Bennington was second to none of these in importance. Bur- 
poose expedition, planned in cabinet council at London, to cut off New England, 

en one-third of the country, from the rest of the colonies was likely to prove suc- 
cessful; and, but for the spontaneous rising of the men of New Hampshire, Vermont, 
and Western Massachusetts to resist itand defeat the attempt to seize the stores at 
Bennington, it would have been so. The brilliant vi of New England yeomen 
over disciplined forces aroused every section of the country to renewed effort, rein- 
forced the northern army by the thousands, and thus insured the success of the 
Saratoga battles Beary | in the be ssa of Bur, and his whole army. Con- 
sequent on this was the ch alliance, without which there would have been no 
southern campaign and no victory at Yorktown. To the victory of Bennington, one 
of the most brilliant in the annals of that war, must be therefore acco: in large 
measure the achievement of the ind ence of America. An effort has been 

toso it by erecting an imposing memorial structure at Bennin, 7 
The nation can do no less than to cordially second so praiseworthy an effort. 
the now in session will so te as to accomplish this object, as well 
as the Yorktown project, your petitioners will ever pray. 
RYDON BECKWITH. 
EDWARD S. ISHAM. 
C. B. LAWRENCE. 


LL FIELD. 
NORMAN WILLIAMS. 
CHARLES HITCHCOCK. 
ELBRIDGE G. KEITH. 
C. M. HENDERSON. 
MARK SKINNER, 
WM. H. BRADLEY. 
H NASH. 


C. CLARKE. 
H. N. HIBBARD. 
T. B. BLACKSTONE. 
PAYMENT OF AWARDS. 

Mr. BRAGG, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on War 
Claims, aparra a bill (H. R. No. 3510) directing the payment of cer- 
tain aw: in favor of parties therein named ; which was read a first 
and second time, ordered to be printed, and recommitted, not to be 
brought back by a motion to reconsider. 


ENOCH DAVIS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 3511) for the relief of Enoch Davis, private Company G, 
Sixth Iowa Veteran Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


MATTHEW M’DONNELL. 

Mr. HAYES, by unanimous consent, introđuced a bill (H. R. No. 
3512) granting a pension to Matthew McDonnell; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ; 

ISSUE OF RAILROAD BONDS, DAKOTA TERRITORY. 

Mr. BENNETT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3513) legalizing an election held in the city of Yankton, Territory of 
Dakota, at which the proposition to issue bonds of the said city in 
aid of the construction of a certain railroad was submitted, and 
authorizing and directing the issuance of said bonds pursuant to said 
election; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 
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H. V. PHILPOTT. 


Mr. MILLS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3514) for the relief of H. V. Philpott; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to have read a memorial from some soldiers. 

The memorial was read, r 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, I ask that that memorial be in- 
serted in the RECORD. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I rise toa question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The memorial having been read to 
the House, I ask whether it is not proper that it should go into the 
RECORD, and whether one single objection can cut it ont 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman could not object until the memo- 
rial was read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 
raised to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that where bills have 
been read they do not necessarily go into the RECORD, and the same 
rule by analogy would apply to memorials. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Who objects? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will permit the Chair 
to illustrate. Often on Monday bills are demanded to be read for the 
sake of consuming time. If those bills which are read were to go 
into the RECORD, the RECORD would be enormously burdened. And 
besides, it is a favor to a member to have his memorial read, as it 
gives to the House information in reference to the subject on which 

e member presenting it asks for action of the House. That is the 
gain secured by having the paper read. A member cannot object 
until he knows what if is, and he can only know whether it is a mat- 
ter to which his objection will lie when the substance of what is pre- 
sented to the House, as in the case of this memorial, has been read 
for information. The Chair understands that to be the position of 
the gentleman from Delaware to-day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I ask the gentleman to withdraw 
his objection. 

The memorial was received, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Subsequently Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, withdrew his objection. 

The memorial is as follows: 

PETITION. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 

The petition of the soldiers who served in the Union Army during the war of 
the rebellion respectfully represents : 

That whereas it is conceded that the passage of what is known as the equaliza- 
tion bounty bill is a measure of justice, recognized already by its passage several 
times in the House of Representatives, and that the present is the opportune time 
to pass this bill, for the Treasury is overflowing with funds which could be de- 
voted to no nobler purpose than to discharge an obligation to the men who in its 
hour of need stepped forward to save it from destruction ; we therefore most respect- 
fully, yet earnestly, beg of your honorable bodies without delay to pass this bill, 
and thus perform an act for which you will ever merit our thanks and gratitude, 


And your memorialists will ever 
J. M. Jackson, Emma, IIlinois, 


It was read, and no objection was 


;_ Thos. I. 
all, Norris 
Volunteers; Thomas Richeson, Norris City, 
IIlinois, Fortieth Illinois; John J. Glassouch, Cottonwood, Illinois, Twenty-ninth 
Tllinois; George H. Kinelebe, be eae es Illinois, Eighty-ninth Illinois; William 
S. Eubanks, Rol V. B 

land, IIlinois, 9 Illinois; Carcol MeGhee, Rolan: 

ohn McGhee, 


Illinois, Sabet 
ninth 


l hee, Roland, Illinois; Robert McGhee, Norris City, Illi- 


; Jacob C. Bloodworth, Roland, Mlinois, iki en Illinois; Hen 
A ‘Twenty-ninth Illinois ; Hezekiah O'Neal, Norris City, The 
nois, bps fa tg Ilinois; C 
xth Illinois; John L. Zeller, Rolan 
fifth Indiana; 'T. W. Garrett, Norris City, Illinois; W. F. Forester, Roland, - 
nois; W. C. Wilson, Middlepoint, Ilinois; J. W. Forester, Middlepoint, Ilinois, ; 


H. G. Forester, Mi idlepoint, Tlinois ; A. S. Forester, Middlepoint, Iino a 
Finkhover, Middlepoint, Dlinois ; John Greer, Middlepoint, nois; Ezekiel Nes- 
ler, Middlepoint, 2 ay y lia die: C. W. Hamilton, Middlepoint 
Illinois; S. W. McMullin, Mid n A. eee Illinois ; 
G. R. eee t, Illinois; II. C. Pierson, Mi point, ois; J. M. 
epi A 8 linois; Conrad Wessel, Middlepoint, IIlindis, „first 
Ohio; Willis Cox, Norris City, Dlinois, nig rate Illinois; H. T. Blac Ro- 
land, Illinois, One hundred and twentieth IIlinois; W. J. Smith, Middlepoint, IIIi- 
nois, First Ilinois; James B. MoGhee, EEEH rears Illinois; John M. Smith, Nor- 
ris City, Illinois; Homer Inbodero, Roland, Illinois; Philip F. Orr, Rolan > 
nois; Lycur; W. Rowe, Norris City, Illinois, Eighty-seventh Dlinois; John F. 
2 Norris City, Illinois; E. S. Boyd, Norris City, Minois; Wiliam Boyd, Norris 
ty, 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. BUCKNER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3515) to amend the act entitled “An.act amending the laws 
E Caseig to the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812 and 

ir widows, and for other purposes,” approved March 9, 1878; which 
was read a firs 


t and second time, refe to the Committee on Revo- 


Iutionary Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN TAYLOR & SON. 


Mr, COFFROTH, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported back a bill (H. 


No. 2609) for the relief 


of John Taylor & Son, of Newport, Kentucky ; and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
CHANGE OF NAME OF YACHT. 

Mr. MORSE, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3516) to change the name of the yacht Effie Mary to that of Effie; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

ANN SMITH, 

Mr. MORSE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3517) granting a pension to Ann Smith, widow of the late Levi 
Smith; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. E 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. GARFIELD, for two days; and 

To Mr. Ryon, of Pennsylvania, indefinitely, on account of sickness 
in his family. 

PROTECTION OF RIO GRANDE FRONTIER. 

Mr. UPSON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported back the bill (S. No. 53) making appropriations ` 
for acquiring sites and the erection of suitable posts for the protec- 
tion of the Rio Grande frontier; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at thirty minutes past 
twelve o’clock and reports from committees are in order. The call 
rests with the Committee of Ways and Means. 


IMPORTATION OF CLASSICAL ANTIQUITIES. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. No. 2524) in rela- 
125 = the importation of classical antiquities and ancient coins and 
medals. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That no duty be levied or collected on any objects of classical 
antiquity imported into the United States, or on any coins or medals, but the same 
shall be wholly exempt from duty. 

Sec. 2. That all provisions of law inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows : 


In the fourth and fifth lines of the first section strike out the words “or on any 
coins or medals," 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, Let the report be read. 
The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


The Committee of Ways and Means, to whom was referred House bill No. 
2524, bog, aot report : 

There been developed of late years among our intelligent and cultivated 
citizens a taste for the study of archwology, that is, of objects pertaining to the 
habits, customs, and the arts of antiquity, 

A number of most valuable and beautiful collections of this kind have been 
bronght into this country, where in all nanny Mees) will permanently remain, 
and me an important means of instruction in the development of American 
art, by affording our workmen an opportunity of becoming acquainted with the 
best forms of antiquity. 

By antiquities is understood all objects made by man prior to A. D. 800, and in- 
clude of course those ex inary remains of a prehistoric people which are 
now attracting so much attention in the ethnological and historical world—and 
also those beautiful works of art which are daily brought to light from ancient 
tombs and the ruins of long-buried cities. 

Objects of art su nent to A. D. 800 are not comprehended under the term of 
Classical antiquities,” but are denominated “ curiosities." 

Importations here of “antiquities” have now been unfortunately checked by 
the different constructions placed upon doubtful ee of our tariff ac 

In the list of free articles (volume 1 Revised Statutes, section 2505, page 434) is 
found ‘cabinets of coins, medals, and all other collections of antiquities.” 

In the same free list (page 489) are admitted collections imported and 
not intended for sale.“ 

The celebrated Castellani collection, although imported, was ruled by the Treas- 
ury Department that so far as respected the antique portion of it it “undoubtedly " 
bel ongea ke ao. first-mentioned paragraph, and was therefore admitted without the 

ent of duty. 
7 other collection im 
was entered and Dewey ree, 
into the same po: N 
ities to come within the purview of the second paragraph, pang “for sale," and 
needed We thus see that the stone celts o 
, valuable on! 


most expensive p 
th 


If resented 
that while other countries rich in antiquities ee laws prohibiting the ex- 
poma of their art treasures, we are doin, in our power to prevent baer 
mportation. 


Your committee therefore report the following amended bill. 


The amendment of the committee was adopted. 
The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en and read a third 
heigl and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 


an . 

Mr. ACKLEN. Icall the attention of the gentleman from New 
York to the necessity for changing the title of the bill, that it may be 
in accordance with the amendment just adopted. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Let the title be changed accordingly. 

The title was amended by striking ont the words “and ancient 
coins and medals.” 
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Mr. FERNANDO WOOD moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REMISSION OF DUTY ON AN ALTAR. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD also, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, a bill (H. R. 
No. 3058) anthorizing the remission or refunding of duty on an altar, 
from Rome, Italy, for the Saint John’s cath of Indianapolis, In- 
diana. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to remit or refund, as the case may be, the duties paid or 
accruing upon an altar from Rome, Italy, for Saint John’s cathedral of Indianap- 
olis, Indiana, arrived, or about to arrive, in the port of New York; said altar 
being designed for said cathedral and not for sale. 

The bill was ordered to be en d and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DE LA MATYR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REMISSION OF DUTY ON A STAINED-GLASS WINDOW. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD also, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported back, with an amendment, the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 153) authorizing the remission or refunding of duty on a stained- 

lass window from Munich, Germany, for All Saints’ church, in Saint 

ichael’s parish, in Talbot County, Maryland. 

The joint resolution was read, ab follows: 

Resolved, dc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remit or refund, as the case may be, the duties paid or accruing 
upon a stained-glass window from Munich, Germany, for All Saints’ church, in 
Saint Michael's h. in Talbot County, 8 arrived, or about to arrive, 
in the port of Baltimore. 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

In the seventh and eighth lines of the joint resolution amend by striking ont 
ere arrived or about to arrive,” and insert imported or about to be im- 
po a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. HENRY moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
olution was passed ; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NIGHT INSPECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD also, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported back, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 2508) to 
regulate the compensation of night inspectors of customs at the port 
of New York. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

* Beit enacted, £c., That on and after December 1, 1879, the compensation to in- 
2 of customs expired under section 2733 of the Revised Statutes for service 
night at the port of New York shall be, and is hereby made, $3 for each night. 

Sec. 2. That all acts or parts of acts being inconsistent with the above act are 
hereby repealed. 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows : 

In the sixth and seventh lines of the first section amend by striking out the 
words “at the port of New York.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 3 and read a third 
— 15 and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 


an : 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Let the title be amended. 

The title was amended by striking out the words “at the port of 
New York.” 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pasen and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. ; 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 3018) to amend section 4458 of the 
Revised Statutes, and moved that the committee be disc from 
its farther consideration and that the same be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 

THE MILLERS’ INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION. 

Mr. MORRISON, from the Committee of Ways and Means, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 3518) to authorize the importation of articles for ex- 
hibition at the millers’ international exhibition, to be held at Cincin- 
nati in 1880, free of duty; which was read a first and second time. 

The bill provides that all articles which shall be imported for the 
sole Lard aa of exhibition at the millers’ international exhibition, to 
be held in the city of Cincinnati in the year 1830, shall be admitted 
without the payment of duty or of customs fees or charges, under such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe; provided 
that all such articles as shall be used in the United States or with- 


drawn for consumption therein at any time after such importation 


shall be subject to the duties, if any, imposed on like articles by the 
revenue laws in force at the date of importation ; and further provided 
that in case any article imported under the provisions of this act 
shall be withdrawn for consumption or shall be sold without payment 
of soe as required by law, all t ne penaltia prescrjbed by the revenue 
laws shall be applied and enfo: against such articles and against 
persons who may be guilty of such withdrawal or sale. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

Mr. MORRISON. I ask to have read some communications which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, December 17, 1879. 


tion of milling pone gre will be held on Jane 1, 1880, at 
rs have been invited to exhibit 
Department issue 


Bain, the copy of his letter is transmi: , with the recommendation that it receive 
favorable consideration at the hands of Congress. 
Very respectfully, 


JOHN SHERMAN, 
Secretary of Treasury. 
Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Saint Louis, Missount, December 16, 1879. 

Sim: The Millers’ National Association of the United States will, on June 1 next, 
hold an international exposition of milling machinery in Cincinnati, and I have in- 
vited foreign inventors and dealers to exhibit their machinery in motion. The 
association desires to ask you to permit such foreign machinery to come in bond. 
as it did to the Cente: Exhibition ; and if the power to issue such an order is 
not in your hands, will you kindly bring the matter to the attention of Congress at 
V sour I wicrtod, 

CA ro nt servani 
ii KEN GEORGE BAIN, 
President Millers National Association, 

To the honorable the SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 8 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ALBERT V. CONWAY. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee of Ways and Means, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 768) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds to Albert V. 
Conway,substitated trustee for certain registered United States bonds 
redeemed or assigned by the Government upon forged assignments. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it £c., That the f the Treas be, and he is h au- 
W to Albert V. e e . fia to J. S 
and according to the will of James Vanzant, deceased, late of Washington City 
and District of Columbia, according to the 
eae of the act enti 


annum, in lieu of the following certificates of red bonds of the United States, 
redeemed or assigned upon ments, to wit: No. 7406, act o; 

3, 1865, and No. , act of h 3, 1265, consols of 1865, each for $1,000, the 
peopersy ot said V. Conway, substituted in place of said John Van- 
zant: Provided, „ That it shall be stipulated in each of said certifi 
issued under this act that no in accrue or be payable upon either of them 
until and e t from the death of 


the Secretary of the Treasury 
PO pce rly rat bagel ee Ko! et pid aa . bon 
ed under this act. 

The bill was ordered to be e and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TUCKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
saci ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

NATIONAL-BANK RESERVES. 
Mr. BUCKNER, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
rted back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 
2715) requiring the reserves of the national banks to be kept in gold 
and silver coins of the United States. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the national-bank act be, and it is hereby, so amended 
as to oie ovo Deakin association to keep, in gold or silver coins of the 
United States, one- of the reserve fund now required by law. 

Sec. 2. Any banking association failing to comply with the i ents of the 
first section of this act shall not be allowed to increase its liabilities by makin 
any new loans or discounts otherwise than by discounting or purchasing bills o 
exc! payable at sight, nor make any dividend of its 2 until the required 
are on of coin has been restored. And the Comptroller of the Currency ma; 
notify any association whose lawful-money reserve s be below the amount an: 

rtion of coin as above required to be kept on hand to make good such reserve, 
and if such association shall fail for thirty days thereafter so to make good its 
reserve of lawful money in the proportion aforesaid, the Comptroller may, with 
the concurrence of the Secretary of the Treasury, eg “ore receiver to wind up- 


the business of the association as provided in section 
Sec. 3. All acts and parts of acts in conflict with this act are hereby repealed. 
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The question was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

1775 MARTIN, of Delaware. I desire to offer an amendment to the 

Mr. BUCKNER. I cannot yield for an amendment. I am directed 
by the committeesto move the previous question upon the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I have no objection to the reading of the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert the following after section 1: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That from and after the passage of this act the 
‘Treasury notes of the United States shall be receivable for all dues to the United 
States excepting duties on imports, and shall not be otherwise a legal tender; and 
any of said notes hereafter reissued shall bear this superscription. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I cannot yield for that amendment to be offered. 
I call the previous question. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Will my friend from Missouri [Mr. BUCK- 
NER] allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. BUCKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. What will be the effect of the enactment of 
this bill into law upon the line of discounts now being made by the 
banks in the country? Will it tend to contraction or not? I have u 
fear that it will. 

Mr. BUCKNER. If the House will give me its attention for a few 
moments I will explain the change which the committee propose by 
the passage of this bill to make in the present law upon the subject 
of bank reserves. As the law now stands there are two classes of 
national banks; one the banks in New York City and what are called 
the reserved cities, some ten or a dozen, which are zonaren to keep 
25 per cent. in amount of their actual deposits in legal-tenders, &c. 
The banks that are non-reserve, or what are known as country banks, 
are required to keep 14 per cent. of their deposits in legal-tenders, &c. 

This bill affects only one-half of these reserves. It requires that 
one-half of the reserves on deposits, not on circulation, shall be kept 
in the gold and silver coins of the United States. There is no other 
change except the one requiring them to keep in coin one-half of the 
reserves now required by law on deposits. That is all the change 
that is proposed to be made. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a very natural inquiry, what is to be the effect 
of this 8 of the law upon the national banks and their reserves? 
That question I will answer by incorporating in my remarks a state- 
ment from the Comptroller of the Currency, the substance of which 
I will briefly recite. It shows that on October 2, 1879, when the 
latest return was made from the non-reserve or country banks, those 
institutions, all of them, had coin in excess of the demands which 
this bill if enacted would make upon them. In other words, they 
have more than enough coin to constitute one-half of their reserve 
as required by this bill. The New York banks also have an excess of 
$22,000,000 more than this bill would require them to have as their 
reserve; and the other reserve banks have an excess of somethin 
like $400,000. The country banks are required to keep a reserve o 

only 15 per cent. Their coin reserve as returned in October last was 
$3,765,338, more than one-half of this 15 per cent. Hence, whether 
this bill be regarded as a wise measure or not, it will not and cannot 
affect the interests of the banks in regard to their reserves, The 
statement of the Comptroller of the Currency is as follows : 
Statement of the cash reserve required and held by the national banks in New York 

City, and in the other reserve cities, as shown by the reports of their condition on 
December 12, 1879, and of the national banks in the States and tories, as shown 
by the reports of their conditios: on October 2, 1879. 

New York City, December 12, 1879: 


Other reserve cities, December 12, 1879: 


eed cc ccenccqescnncsdacdseccccuce woconssuvasdusetnevesenecccccttoe 14, 049, 276 
Legal-tender notes . 17, 708, 554 
United States certificates of deposit... 8, 315, 000 
Amount HOM, .oo505: cece e 40, 072, 830 
Amount required 23%%ũ 27, 260, 200 


States and Territories, October 2, 1879: 


8 


1. 
en r puavncasecnssecscacdasacuncencaecdcases 15, 419, 246 


Nn ee . E 97, 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. The gentleman from Missouri has not, as I 
understand, answered my inquiry, which was whether in his opinion 
this bill would tend toward contraction or expansion of the line of 
discounts now allowed by the banks of the country? 


Mr. BUCKNER. It cannot possibly have any effect in that direc- 
tion. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Will my friend indulge me right here in one 
remark upon that point? 

Mr. BUCKNER. Certainly; I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. We are about to put through hurriedly a 
measure which, as I think, the House does not understand; nor has 
the gentleman answered definitely the inquiry which I have pro- 
pounded to him, which seems to me a material one in regard to the 
business of the country. 

Allow me to say, Mr. Speaker, that a turning-point in the policy to 
be pursued by this House in regard to the currency of the country is 
whether we shall depend upon the banks to furnish the solid basis 
for the convertibility of our currency, or shall depend for that pur- 

se upon the Treasury of the United States. In passing upon this 

ill we are about to take a position upon that question unconsciously 
to the House and I believe unconsciously to the committee. I an- 
nounce for one that I stand ready to abide by the fortune of the 
greenback of this country—to make the Treasury of the United States 
the authority to which we shall look for the conversion of our cur- 
rency. I am not willing to depend for this purpose upon the Shylocks, 
the bankers and brokers of the country. P tear that this measure, if 
adopted, will turn us over to the bankers and brokers. 

Mr. BUCKNER rose. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Before the gentleman from Missouri resumes his 
remarks I call for the reading of the bill. I think it has not been 
heard by members generally. 

The bill was again read. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Missouri demands the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman will not demand the previous 
question, but will permit a motion to send the bill to the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. WEAVER. What objection has the gentleman from Missouri 
to allowing this bill to be referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union? It is a very important bill and ought not 
to be passed without due consideration. I think the bill ought to 
be referred as I have indicated. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I have no authority to consent to such a refer- 
ence. The bill is a very pian one, and it seems to me does not re- 
quire any great amount of discussion. So far as regards the intima- 
tion of my friend from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE] that the bill 
may militate against the national greenback currency, I will say to 
him that the effect of the bill will be to withdraw that currency 
from the banks and put it in circulation, substituting a silver reserve 
for a greenback reserve. This would be the direct effect. 

Mr. WEAVER. It may have that effect in one direction, while it 
may have a very deleterious effect in another. My impression is that 
the bill should be referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri demands the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. FRYE. I would like to make one inquiry. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. FRYE. Is there any objection on the part of the gentleman 
3 this bill to having it go over until the morning hour of to- 
morrow? It has not been ae or if printed, the attention of mem- 
bers has not been especially called to it, and they have not carefully 
examined it. I confess that I am not prepared to vote on the bill at 
present, and I judge from conversation which I hear around me that a 
great many other members are not prepared to vote upon it. The 
3 has not been discussed heretofore at any length. I there- 

ore ask the gentleman whether there is any objection to allowing 
the bill to go over till the morning hour of to-morrow, so that we 
may have time to read it? 

Mr. BUCKNER, If it is the wish of members that the bill go over 
till to-morrow See ee I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that this 
bill may go over until the morning hour of to-morrow, to come up as 
unfinished business in that hour. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BRIGHT. Is that made with the understanding that the pre- 
vious question shall be pending? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would reserve the same rights to the 
gentleman from Missouri he now has and among them would be his 
right, having reported the bill, to test the sense of the House by de- 
8 previous question. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I ask that the bill be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It will not operate to supersede the motion if it be 
a order to refer to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

Jnion. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question will cut off any other mo- 
tion. That isthe object, and a gentleman reporting the bill under the 
practice of the House has always had that right. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I wish to know whether this bill cannot be sent to the Committee of 


the Whole on a point of order? 
Pickers SPEAKER, It is now too late, if it was subject to any point 
ot order. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois Why? 
ee Because it has been before the House and dis- 
© s 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The bill has simply been read, and 
the gentleman having it in ch would not yield to a point of order. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. ints of order were reserved on my 
motion on the second reading of the bill. ees : 

The SPEAKE That was too late, but the Chair is perfectly will- 
ing to take the responsibility of deciding the point of order. 

. BUCKNER. I ask that the bill be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will state what 
point of order it was that he made. A : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I make the point of order that it 
changes existing law. } 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I reserved all points of order. Besides 
it affects the revenue. 

The SPEAKER. The effect of the bill the House must judge of. 
The Chair overrules the point of order. k 

Mr. SIMONTON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. State it. 

Mr. SIMONTON. In case the House votes down the motion pend- 
ing, 2 75 then a motion to refer to the Committee of the Whole be in 
order 

The SPEAKER. The present condition of this bill is the motion 
asking unanimous consent that it may go over until to-morrow morn- 
ing as unfinished business. 

r. SIMONTON. In order that I may act intelligently on that 
suggestion, I ask the parliamentary inquiry whether, if we vote down 
the motion of the gentleman from Missouri, it will then be in order 
to refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It would either to-day or to-morrow. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Unless the gentleman from Missouri 
consents to the proposition of the gentleman from Maine, I must 
insist that the great doubt now existing 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has expressed his 
willingness to accept the n of the 8 from Maine. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Then, I withdraw my objection and I 
hope the bill will take that course. 

he SPEAKER. There being no further objection, this bill will 
be considered as the unfinished business and in order in the 
morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. WILSON. I object. 

Mr. WARNER. I hope that a vote will not be pressed on this bill 
this morning. I think we should have some time for its considera- 


on. 

Mr. COX. What is the present question? Is it the demand for 
the previous question? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the gentleman from West Virginia will with- 
draw his objection, use it only compels us to occupy fifteen min- 
utes of time in a dilatory way. 

Mr. WILSON. If it is the manifest purpose to call the yeas and 
nays to consume the morning hour this morning, so the bill may go 
over until to-morrow, then I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. FRYE. I understand the [Somerton withdraws his objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection ? 

Mr. COX. I hope my friend from Missouri will occupy the fifteen 
minutes in explaining this bill, and then we will have it up to-mor- 
row for further consideration and vote. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to make an inquiry in order to get the 
opinion of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BUCKNER. You can get it to-morrow. I hope there will be 
no objection to the bill going over as unfinished business, to come up 
in the morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, with the consent of the tleman 
from Missouri, I will try to call his attention to a point which I think 
should be explained. 

The SPEAKER. There may be other committees wishing to report. 
Or, indeed, the Committee on Banking and Currency may have fur- 
ther reports to make in this morning hour. 

Mr. BUCKNER. It has. But I will hear the question. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand the object of the bill is to withdraw 
greenbacks from the banks. 

0 5 PUER ER. That may be tke effect, but it is not the object of 

e bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. To substitute coin in place thereof. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Yes. 

Mr. REAGAN. Has the gentleman considered the question that if 
he forces the bank reserves to be held in coin sufficient coin cannot 
be conveniently secured by the Governmenf without an additional 
sale of bonds to meet the interest on the public debt? 

Mr. BUCKNER. They have an excess over the amount they are 
required to keep to the extent of some twenty-odd millions of dolik 

Mr. REAG Excess of coin? 

Mr. BUCKNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REAGAN. Recently I noticed in the statistics that they only 
have $30,000,000 among the whole of them. 

Mr. BUCKNER. As I stated in my opening remarks upon a report 
I received from the Comptroller of the Currency of the latest date; 
the banks of the United States have some $26,000,000 in excess of the 
reserves which they are required to keep. 

Mr. REAGAN. I only say, then, that if that is the effect developed 
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by the Treasury Department there has been a most extraordinary 
progress in that direction, because only a year since there were only 
thirty millions in all. 

Mr. BUCKNER. That may be so, but the fact is as I have stated. 

The SPEAKER. The C understands this bill goes over until 
to-morrow morning, to come up then as unfinished business. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. FRYE. Let it be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, the bill will be printed 
in the RECORD. * 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the national-bank act be, and it is hereby, so amended as 
to require every banking association to keep, in gold or silver coins of the United 
States, one-half of the reserve fund now required y law. 

Sec. 2. Any banking association failing to comply with the requirements of the 
first section of this act shall not be allowed to increase its liabilities by makin 
any new loans or unts otherwise than by discounting or purchasing bills o; 
exchange payable at ae oe make any dividend of its profits until the required 
p on of coin has restored. And the Comptroller of the Currency ma; 
no! any association, whose lawful money reserve shall be below the amount an 
proportion of coin as ef to be kept on hand, to make good such re- 
serve, and if such associstion 8 fail for thirty days thereafter so to make good 
its reserve of lawful money in the a aforesaid, the Comptroller may, 
with the concurrence of the tary of the Treas Be areceiver to wind 
up the business of the association as provided in on k 

Sec. 3. All acts and parts of acts in conflict with this act are hereby repealed. 

NATIONAL BANK AT PONTIAC, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. FORT, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, reported 
back a bill (H. R. No. 2649) to authorize the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency to issue $500 in new notes to the natio bank at Pontiac, 
IIlinois, to replace a like amount which have never been signed, with 
amendments. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the Comptroller of the 
Currency be authorized to issue to the National Bank of Pontiac, 
Illinois, $500 of circulating notes of said bank, of the denomination 
of $5, in place of twenty-five impressions of plate 5-5-5-5, bank num- 
bers 741-764, Treasury numbers 252111-252135, whenever 3 
pn shall be presented to him that said notes were stolen from sai 

ank without the signature of either of the officers of said bank; 
provided that if said unsigned notes, or any portion of them, shall 
inadvertently or otherwise, be redeemed at the ury of the United 
States, the bonds now held as security for the circulating notes of 
said bank shall be held subject to the payment of the amount of such 
notes so redeemed. 

The amendments were read, as follows : 


Strike out thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth lines, and in lieu thereof insert 


the following : 
ve a good and sufficient bond in the penal sum of $1,000 


“Said bank shall first 
to the United States, with sureties to be approved by said Comptroller, indemni- 


fying the Government in case said.” 

Insert between the tenth and eleventh lines the following : 

“That said bank shall first give a good and sufficient bond in the penal sum of 
$1,000 to the United States, with sureties to be approved by said Comptroller, in- 
demnifying the Government in case said.” 

Mr. FORT. Mr. Speaker, $500 in nnsigned bills of the National Bank 
of Pontiac, Illinois, were stolen. They had neither the signature of 
the president nor of the cashier. The pending proposition provides 
only that when to the satisfaction of the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency the bank shall prove those bills were stolen before being signed, 
and further give a bond in the sum of $1,000 to the United States to 
indemnify the Government in case any should be inadvertently re- 
deemed hereafter, then $500 in new bank bills shall be furnished. 
As I have already stated, the bills were stolen before being signed. 


I have the testimony here, which perhaps it is not n to read, 
in which there is exhibited one of the bills stolen before being signed. 
It was taken by a bank in Toledo and returned to the bank at Pon. 


tiac. The signature of the cashier was forged, but forged so badly 
that the name was spelled wrongly. This is the only one of the $500 
of bills which has yet made its appearance. No harm possibly can 
come from the passage of thisact. It has been reported unanimously 
from the committee. These bills were stolen three or four years ago, 
as the testimony shows, and the amount provided for here is only to 
be supplied to the bank in case proof shall be made that the bills 
were stolen before being signed, and further that the bank shall file 
a bond in the sum of $1,000 to indemnify the Government in case any 
one of the bills should be hereafter inadvertently redeemed. 

Mr. CONGER. Is any provision made for poeg the innocent 
holders of these bills that are in circulation 

Mr. FORT. There can be no innocent holder of these bills. There 
are none of these bills in circulation that anybody has ever seen. 
The one that I have mentioned here is the only one that has yet 
made its a rance. 

Mr. CONGER. I understand the bill you have was in circulation 
with a fo signature. 

Mr. FORT. I will state for the information of the gentleman that 
at the time these bills were stolen there were other bills stolen which 
had the signature of the president of the bank upon them. We do 
not seek to have other impressions given for those bills that were 
signed by one of the officers, but only for the bills that were not 
51 eg by any officer. They were in fact simple pieces of paper. 
They were blanks, and not bills at all. We do not ask to have re- 
turned any bills that had the signature of either officer to them. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois a 
question. 
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Mr. FORT. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. What is the use of a bond of a thousand dol- 
hepa Government? How is the Government liable to lose a 

0 

Mr. FORT. That provision is inserted out of abundant caution, 
and for the pu of saving the Government. If it should turn 

out that some officer in the Treasury had inadvertently redeemed one 
of the bills, then we provide that the Government in that case shall 
not be the loser. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. If the officer of the Government improperly 
redeems, then the officer would be the loser. How is the Govern- 
ment to lose a dollar? Ido not understand of what use the thou- 
sand-dollar bond can be, 

Mr. FORT. In reply to the gentleman, I will say that the bond 
can certainly do no harm. This provision is put in to satisfy other 

ntlemen who might think that some day the Government might 

the loser. We wish to make it doubly sure it can never lose a 
single cent, 

. NEWBERRY. The probable loser will be some innocent per- 
son to whom that bill, with a forged signature, will be passed. If 
there was a provision to indemnify an innocent holder, it might be of 
some avail. 

Mr. FORT, The gentleman might say the same of any counterfeit 
bill that may go into circulation. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. You have there all the 8 of a good bill, 
except the signature of a bank officer. Now, by the fault of the bank 
officers, probably by their negligence, those bills are in circulation 
with forged signatures. The innocent holder of those bills will suffer, 
not the Government, not the bank; but some person who takes the 
bill. Now I suppose the Government has given the proper seals. The 
registry is all right, I suppose. The of the Government is all 
right. There is nothing wanting but the signature of a bank officer, 
and nobody ever looks at a signature when he takes a bank-note. 
Nobody knows who the officers are. And if the issuing of these bills 
is owing to the negligence of the bank, I would say it is a matter of 
doubtful propriety to issue new bilis to the bank, 

Mr. FORT. I wish to add that I called Span the Comptroller of 
the Currency and consulted with him about this bill, and he gave it 
as his opinion that it was eminently right and fair and just that it 
should pass. It can do no individual any harm; and the provision 
about the bond was putin for the reason that we desire to satisfy 
everybody. The gentleman from Michigan, if he chooses, can moyo 
to strike that out. 

Mr. DEERING. I have an amendment which I desire to offer. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois admit the 
amendment? 

Mr. FORT. I will hear it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the bill by adding as follows : 

That the same provisions and privil of this bill be extended to the Osa 
National Bank, at , Iowa, and that $9,000 stolen unsigned bills be Breve dey hi 
like manner, the bond to be pro rata. 

Mr. FORT. I cannot admit that amendment, because there is no 
proof here in support of it. I have the proof in this case, I insist 
on the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. DEERING. I hope that motion will be voted down. 

Mr. BROWNE. I hope it will be voted ap: 

The question being taken on seconding the demand for the previ- 
ous question, there were—ayes 71, noes 9. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. I make the point that a quorum 
has not voted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour expired, and this bill will 
go over until to-morrow’s morning hour. 

Mr. PRICE. Before or after the other bill? 

The SPEAKER. After the disposition of the bill reported by the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. BUCKNER. ] 

Mr. PRICE. I think the Chair is right in that decision, The bill 
in ch of the gentleman from Missouri it was ordered by the 
House should come up as unfinished business in the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair decides that the bill in charge of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fort] will follow the other bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the bill just reported be inserted in the 
Recorp? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President of the United States was communi- 
cated to the House by Mi PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also 
announced that the President had approved and signed a bill and 
joint resolution of the following titles : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2791) making a ae drs for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1851; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 148) for the relief of D. M. Hamlin 
and Andrew F. Slade. 

PETITIONS FOR CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. 

Mr. FRYE. There are a number of petitions from ladies of the 
United States asking the adoption of a certain constitutional amend- 
ment, which petitions they desire may be presented from the floor of 


the House rather than by being placed in the box for petitions. I 
505 unanimous consent that these petitions may be referred from the 
oor. 
The SPEAKER. When does the gentleman desire to have it done? 
Mr. FRYE. Now. „ 
Mr. STEELE. I object. 


TESTING IRON AND STEEL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 


Ihave the honor herewith to transmit the final report of the board for testin 
iron, steel, and other metals, with the accompan: These papers consti- 
tute the remainder of the ee made by the ma which were transmitted by 
me to the House of Representatives on the 15th of June, 1878, (H. R. Ex. Doc. No. 
98, Forty-fifth Congress, second session.) 

The United States pri machine at Watertown arsenal, constructed for the 

is reported as being of great value in the determination of data and the soln- 
tion of problems of interest to the people of the whole country, and the special at- 
tention of Congress is called to the necessity of an appropriation to enable the War 
8 to make use of it. An estimate of $20,000 for the purpose was submit- 
to Congress in the last Book of Estimates, (see page 82,) 81 an appropriation ot 
that sum is respectfully recommended. 

The act of July 31, 1876, (chap. 246, 19 Statutes, pago 119,) made an appropriation 
for completing the Ls ee in testing iron, steel, and other metals, and pro- 
vided that the ould be discontinued from and after the expenditure oft the 
amount appropriated. In accordance with this legislation the board ceased to ex- 
ist on the 30th of June, 1879. 

R. B. HAYES. 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, January 14, 1880. 
The message, with the accompanying documents, was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
COMMISSIONERS OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


Mr. McCOID, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3519) to establish a board of commissioners of interstate commerce, 


and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
INDIANAPOLIS A PORT OF DELIVERY. 


Mr. DE LA MATYR, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 3520) to establish a port of delivery at Indianapolis, in the 
State of Indiana; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ISRAEL WARNER. 


Mr. DE LA MATYR also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 3521) granting a pension to Israel Warner; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

BROTHERHOOD OF LABOR. 


Mr. AIKEN, by unanimous consent, (and by request,) introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 3522) to incorporate Lincoln Lodge No, 2, Brotherhood 
of Labor in the United States of America; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

RETIRED LIST OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. BLISS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3523) fixing the relative rank and pay of certain officers on the retired 
list of the Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EDMUND T. RYAN. 

Mr. BLISS also, by unanimous consent, 3 by ie he introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 3524) for the relief of Edmund T. Ryan; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

STENOGRAPHER FOR COURTS OF THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I desire to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that a memorial presented here from the members of the bar of 
this District, relating to the appointment of a stenographer for the 
Supreme Conrt of the District, was inadvertently reteered to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, while the bill presented at the 
same time upon the same subject was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, I ask that the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia be discharged from further consideration of that memorial and 
that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ELLIOTT & REMLEY. 

Mr. STEELE, by unanimous consent, (and by request,) introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 3525) for the relief of (Mot? &. Remis „of Char- 
lotte, North Caroling; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims, 

UNITED STATES TREASURY—NEW YORK CLEARING-HOUSE. 

Mr. WARNER. I am directed by the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, to which was referred the resolution which I 
hold in my hand, calling for information from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, to report the same back, with a recommendation that it be 


adopted. 
The SPEAKER. The committee has the right to report at any time. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secre! eee eee ee ee eee 
what law, and under what conditions the Uni States Treasury became a mem- 
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ber of the New York clearing-house; and whether or not said clearing: house ac- 


. — Treasury certificates payable in silver coin in settlements of balances, or 
whether the settlement of balances in standard silver dollars or silver certificates 
is prohibited by the rules of said clearing-house. 

Mr. BREWER. I desire to know whether this resolution comes 
from the committee. 

The SPEAKER. It was referred originally to the Committee on 
Coinage, 8 . and Measures, and is now reported back in obedi- 
once to the rule. 

Mr. WARNER. And it is a unanimous report. 

Mr. PAGE. I do not understand whether the resolution comes here 
as the report of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. This is a resolution of inquiry addressed to one of 
the Departments and was referred—on Monday last, as the Chair pre- 
sumes—under the So of the rule, to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and which by another branch of the rule is 

uired to report back such resolutions within one week. This reso- 
lution is now reported back in pursuance of the rule. 

Mr. PAGE. Is the resolution recommended by the committee ? 

TheSPEAKER. Unanimously, asthe gentleman reporting it states. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. W. moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was ageeed to. 


TESTING IRON AND STEEL. 


Mr. CONVERSE. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to an 
erroneous reference. The President’s special message in relation to 
tests of iron and steel ought to have gone, I i ne, to the Commit- 
tee on Manufactures, not to the Committee on Military Affairs. These 
tests are not made for purposes of war, but with reference to the 
mechanic arts. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair presumes that the reason this subject 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs was that these tests 
have been made at United States arsenals and the report comes from 
Army officers. The Chair will, however, recognize the gentleman to 
make a motion that the President’s message relating to this subject 
be referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


IMPROVEMENT OF GROUNDS SOUTH OF THE CAPITOL. 


Mr. HUNTON. Iam instructed by the Committee for the District 
of Columbia to ask consent for the introduction and penne? of a joint 
resoa on main regard to the improvement of the grounds south of 
the Capitol. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 169) making an appropriation for 
filling up, draining, and Lag fa good sanitary condition the grounds 
south of the Capitol along the line of the old canal, and for other pur- 
poses, was read. It appropriates $20,000 for the purpose of employ- 
ing the poor of the District in the work of filling up, draining, and 
placing in good sani condition the grounds south of the Capitol 
along the line of the old canal, and panao that the commissioners 
of the District shall determine the plan of the work, shall see that it 
is properly conducted, and shall disburse the money. 

r. CONGER. Reserving all points of order, I ask, is there any 
written 5 ok accompanying this resolution! 

Mr. HUNTON. No, sir. 

Mr. CONGER. Doeg the resolution refer to grounds owned by 
private persons ? 

Mr. HUNTON. Oh, no; these grounds belong to the Government, 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to ep RFE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman from 
Michigan who reserved the point of order that if debate be entered 
upon the Chair will not permit the point of order to be made. 

= REAGAN. I want to say to the House before this subject is 
acted on 

The SPEAKER. The bill is accompanied with a letter from the 
commissioners of the District, which perhaps had better be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sır: The commissioners have the honor to invite the attention of your commit- 
tee to the condition of the unfilled portion of the old canal south of the Capitol, 
and which is a nuisance prejudicial to health and property. 

The recovery of the land oceupied by this canal would add a valuable tract to 

© property of the Government. This could now be done very economically, and 

ould at the same time furnish employment to hundreds of laborers, who 
ent for support during the ter upon pub- 
lic charity. The commissioners recommend an 2 of $20,000 for this 
parpose, the amount appropriated by yria resolu February 10, 1879, having 
insuflicient for the completion of the work as contemplated. 
By order of the board. 
Very respectfully, 


th 
otherwise will become largely depend 


J. DENT, Chairman, 
aion ins HUNTON, 


hairman House Committee on District of Columbia. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to ask what portion of the old canal is to 
be filled apt 

Mr. HUNTON. The portion south of the Capitol, being in extent 
about half a mile. A part of this work was done last winter under 
an 8 similar to this, passed by a similar vote. The mak- 
ing of this appropriation will be an act of charity to the poor of this 
District, as it will prevent their becoming chargeable to the public. 
In addition to this, the sanitary condition of the city requires that 


this work be done. The ground belongs to the Government of the 
United States, and its improvement will increase the value of the 


property. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was read a first and 
second time, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and ee 

Mr. HUNTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

USE OF THE MAILS FOR LOTTERY PURPOSES, 

Mr. MONEY. Iam directed by the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads to ask that the communication of the Postmaster- 
General in TPY to the resolution of the House calling for informa- 
tion in regard to the use of the mails for lottery purposes be printed. 

There being no objection, the order to print was made. 

DEATH OF HON. RUSH CLARK, LATE MEMBER FROM IOWA. 

Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 

lution ; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the special order for Saturday, the 31st day of January, 1880, at 
two o'clock p. m., shall be the presentation of suitable resolutions in reference to 
the death of Hon. Rash Clark, Tite a member of this House, and the expression by 


members of the esteem in which he was held by his associates on this floor. 
REVISION OF THE RULES. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to resume the consideration of the report of the 
Committee on Rules in re; to the revision of the rules. 

Mr. SPRINGER.” Pending-the motion, I desire to know from the 
acting chairman of the Committee on Rules [Mr. BLACKBURN] when 
he proposes to limit the general debate on this proposed revision. 
Can we not now agree upon some time for closing 5 debate f 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In answer to that inquiry, Mr. Speaker, I will 
say it was the purpose of the Committee on Rules, as stated to the 
House at the time this report was first submitted for consideration, 
to accommodate its action to the pleasure of the House. It does not 
appear that the House is yet content with the unlimited debate, judg- 
ing from the list filed with the Chairman of the Committee of the 

ole for recognition. It is a matter I cannot undertake to answer 
as to when it will be the pleasure of the House to apply the five- 
minute rule to this debate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move, with the consent of the gentleman, that 
all general debate be limited to two hours. [Cries of “No!” “No!”] 
Then I will modify it so that it be limited to the present day. 

Mr. CONGER. It was announced when this report was made that 
there would be no restriction upon the debate on the revision of the 
rales until all who desired to speak had the opportunity to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Rules not introduced this 
8 

. CONGER. So I understand. That proposition was made to 
the House, and I presume members have depended on it and that they 
would not be cut off from general debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan objects to any 
limitation at this time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But I have a right to move the limitation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move all general debate on the rules be limited 
to this day’s session. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that be laid on the table. That does not 

the bill with it. 

The SPEAKER. The shorter way is to vote directly on the propo- 
sition, and the Chair thinks there will be no difficulty. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to state that this day’s session may be 
continued so as to have an evening session, during which the gentle- 
men can participate in the gen debate. 

The House divided, and there were ayes 15, noes not counted. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that all general debate be limited to to- 
morrow’s session. It is a good time to come to some determination on 
this subject. 

The motion was di to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now ask for a vote on my motion to go into 
the committee. 

The motion was to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. CAR- 
LISLE in the chair. 

DEPRESSION OF LABOR. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, by the consent of the gentleman from 
Kentucky having in charge the report now pending, I ask by unani- 
mous consent to take up the resolution reported yesterday from the 
Committee on Printing to provide for the printing of the testimony 
taken before the Committee on the Depression of Labor in the 
Country. I know I can only succeed by unanimous consent, but it 
will not take five minutes’ time, perhaps not three. The work of one 
of the committees of this House is obstructed for the want of the 
printed evidence. The House saw fit to appoint that commi 
and they have gone through the country and taken a large amoun 
of evidence. They cannot now proceed with their labors until that 
is pene. I ask unanimous consent to take up the resolution and 
pass it. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. That cannot be done in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILSON. Only by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee is acting under an order of the 
House, which is that it shall consider the report of the Committee on 


Rules to the exclusion of everything else. 


= he gentleman from West 


inia asks unanimous consent to take up a certain other matter. 
Objection was made. 
REVISION OF THE RULES, 


Mr. e ee of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire the atten- 
tion of the H8use but for a short time in order to present my objec- 
tions to some of the rules presented for our consideration. I will say 
first, however, that I have found much in the report of the commit- 
tee to commend. It has simplified, harmonized, and condensed the 
rules in such way as to command the admiration of those who have 
heretofore experienced difficulties resulting from the perplexities of 
the system under which we have been operating. 

The question concerning the duties of the Appropriations Commit- 
tee has been sufficiently discussed; therefore I will not ask the atten- 
tion of the committee in that re 

I wish, however, to bring to the attention of the committee this 
fact, that one who has been familiar with the machinery by which 
the functions of this House have been performed in years past will 

iscover, on examination of this revision, that the committee has so 
arranged the work of committees that there will be, in effect, but 
three committees which will have anything of importance to do. It 
has so arranged the jurisdiction of the committees of this House that 
there will be three bonanza committees. I allude to the jurisdiction 
conferred upon the Appropriations, Ways and Means, and the won- 
derfully enlarged jurisdiction which has been conferred upon the 
Judiciary Committee. 

If you will take the report of this committee in connection with the 
8 of its advocates, it will be seen that, if its work is adopted 
and strictly construed, every bill of any conceivable nature that may 
be introduced into this House, if it is insisted upon, must legitimately 
go to one or other of these three committees. Ilay the proposition 

own broadly and propose to show the House that, by the statement 
of gentlemen who are on the Committee on Rules, and by the report 
itself, that oray bill brought into this House, if these rules are 
adopted, can be legitimately claimed by the Committee of Waysand 
Means, the Committee on Appropriations, or the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. Now let me prove the truth of this statement. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] the other day said to 
the House that the Ways and Means Committee should have juris- 
diction over all questions providing the revenues of the Government, 
and that the Committee on Appropriations sball have jurisdiction 
over the method and manner in which expenditures of the Govern- 
ment shall be made. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention to 
the fact that under this revision every bill that does not belong to 
these two committees would properly go to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary; and, if this report be adopted, it will be entirely useless for 
the House to keep at least forty-two of the forty-five standing com- 
mittees provided for, with their clerks and other expensive append- 
ages. 

“On page 32 of the report it will be found that jurisdiction has been 
assigned to the Judiciary Committee as follows: 

pone lation shall be referred to the committees.named in the 
coding ru e, as follows, namely: Subjects relating— = 5 iss 


4. To judicial proceedings, civil and criminal law: to the Committee on the qudi- 
ciary. 


Subjects relating to 1 roceedings, subjects relating to law, 
criminal and civil, shall go to this committee under that rule. Is it 
ible to conceive of a bill that can come before this House which 
‘does not in some form relate to law, civil or criminal? If a gentle- 
man brings in a bill here providing a pension for a wounded soldier, 
some of those who serve upon the Judiciary Committee can very 
properly insist that it relates to the pension law, and therefore it must 
o to the Judiciary Committee for its consideration. If one should 
Seng in a bill in relation to granting extension of a patent or to a 
change in the laws relating to patents, some gentleman on the Judi- 
ciary Committee would perhaps be quick upon his feet and insist that 
that bill relating, as it would, to the law of patents, should be referred 
to the Judiciary Committee. 


Any measure of any kind whatever, under the wording of the pro- 
posed rule, would go to the J udiciary Committee, because we cannot 
pass a bill in Congress which does not in some way relate to civil or 
criminal law. Every bill passed and finally adopted and signed by 
the Executive is a law. I say, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that if these 
three committees are to absorb the jurisdiction of all the other com- 
mittees of the House it will be very proper for us to abolish all of the 
other committees, and then, in order to save the wounded feelings of 
those who are deprived of positions which they now enjoy and give 
all something to do, I would suggest that all the members of the 
House be divided out on those three committees. All will then stand 
upon an equality—the equality advocated by Jeremy Bentham: 
“Everybody to count for one, and nobody to count for more than one.” 
This revisal has greatly, and I think unwisely, enlarged the powers 
and jurisdiction of the Committee on the Judiciary beyond what was 
ever conferred on it in any Congress of the past. During the last 


extra session the question arose between the Committee on Revision 
of the Rules and the Committee on the Judiciary as to rightful juris- 
diction over a bill introduced by myself and referred to the former 
committee. In discussing then this question I called attention to the 
history of the rules establishing these committees and the practice 
of the House in referring business to them. 

The history of the Judiciary Committee shows that it was created 
in 1813 and its jurisdiction defined to extend and relate alone to ju- 
dicial ess That has remained as the only definition of its 
power and jurisdiction to this day, as will be seen by reference to the 
present rules. 

I ask that the Clerk shall read in this connection the eighty-third 
rule, which has been in force since the origin of that committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RULE 83. It shall be the duty of the Committee on the Judiciary to take into con- 
sideration such petitions and matters or things touching judicial proceedings as 
shall be presented, or shall come in question, and be referred to them by the 
House, and to report their opinion thereon, together with such propositions relat- 
ing thereto as to them will seem expedient. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. That is the only extent of the 
jurisdiction heretofore conferred on the Judiciary Committee, “ such 
83 and matters or things touching judicial proceedings as shall 

presented.” Prior to 1813 there was no Judiciary Committee. The 
functions performed by that committee since its creation pertained 
to the old Committee on Revisal and Unfinished Business, a com- 
mittee to which the Committee on the Revision of the Laws is the suc- 
cessor, Now the Committee on Rules so enlarges the jurisdiction of the 
Judiciary Committee as to give it the powers which rightly belong to 
all the committees except the Committees on 3 and Wa 8 
and Means by adding to their jurisdiction “ all subjects relating 
civil or criminal law.” 

Mr. Chairman, I once before insisted in this House that by strict 
construction of the rules in connection with the practice of this 
House the jurisdiction of the Judiciary Committee is not more ex- 
tensive than that of the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 
The Committee on the Revision of the Laws was created in 1869. I 
will send to the Clerk’s desk and have read the resolution creatin 
the committee, in order to show that it is the successor of the old 
Committee of Revisal and Unfinished Business, a committee which 
had had an existence from 1795 down to 1869, at the time of the 
creation of its successor. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the rules be amended so as to provide for the appointment at the 
commencement of the next session, and at the commencement of each aar cane 

visal 


thereafter, of a standing Committee on the Revision of the Laws, to consist ine 
members, and that so much of the ruli of Re 


es as provides for a Committee 
and Unfinished Business is hereby rescinded. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. That was the resolution rescind- 
ing the powers conferred on the Committee of Revisal and Unfin- 
ished Business and giving jurisdiction to the Committee on the Re- 
vision of the Laws. Under the operation of that resolution, in 1870, 
1871, 1872, &c., bills of various kinds were referred to the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws; not bills simply limited to a revision 
and codification of the statutes, but a variety of bills amending the 
Statutes of the United States. Mr. Poland, of Vermont, was chair- 
man of the committee in 1870 and 1871. One bill that I have in my 
mind’s eye now was in regard to the bankrupt law. It was acted 
upon by the committee, reported to the House, debated, and adopted. 
Another bill that I now recollect was for the purpose of regulating 
the practice in a from the circuit to the Sapreme Court of the 
United States. © bill was in charge of Mr. Butler, of Massachu- 
setts, who was a member of that committee. It was reported to the 
House, debate on it extended through several days, and was finally 
enacted into law. And no member of this House ever questioned the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on the Revision of the Laws over such 
matters. 1 will notconsume time in particularizing other bills which 
have been considered by that committee. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what work does this revisal mark out for the 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws? If you will turn to 33 
of the report you will find that the only jurisdiction provided for in 
these rules for that committee is this: 

The revision and codification of the statutes of the United States. 


The Committee on Rules has emasculated the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws; nay, it has annihilated it, and all the power 
it has stripped from the Committee on the Revision of the Laws it 
has conferred on its rival, the Judiciary Committee. We know well 
the difficulties and the delay in procuring action on bills referred to 
the Judiciary Committee in'the last Con Why wasitso? Simply 
because that committee was overcrowded with business. Now this 
Committee on Rules comes in here and would still further delay the 
transaction of business in the Judiciary Committee by dumping into 
its committee-room every bill which might very properly, under the 
rule as it has heretofore existed, be sent to the Committee on the Re- 
vision of the Laws. I am simply desirous now of calling the attention 
of the House to this question, and letting it be known that at the 

roper time an amen nt will be offered to this rule giving to the 
mmittee on the Revision of the Laws what in my judgment has 
heretofore properly belonged to it; and that is not only the revision 
and codification of the statutes, but also the right to consider all bills 
which are brought in here looking to an amendment of the statutes. 

When that is done we still leave an abundance of work to the 
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Judiciary Committee. I am 5 willing that the powers of the 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws be limited to that ex- 
tent —a revision and codification of the statutes and amendments of 
existing statutes. I have made these remarks in no unkind spirit 
toward the Judiciary Committee. I have made them in order to ex- 
pedite properly the business coming before this House. We have on 
this committee gentlemen of good legal attainments, and who, in my 
judgment, are as capable of passing upon questions of the nature 
indicated as the gentlemen who sit upon the Judiciary Committee. 
As a matter of common sense, answer me the question, Why should 
you keep in existence a committee, with a clerk and all the outfit of 
an ordinary committee, and so arrange the rules that it shall have 
nothing whatever to do, while another committee of this House is 
overburdened and overcrowded with work? I will not say that all 
the members of the Judiciary Committee are desirous that it shall 
have charge of matters which properly belong to other committees. 

Some of the members of that committee are very liberal, and are 
perfectly willing that other committees of this House shail have a 
fair share of business for their consideration. But there are members 
of that committee who have manifested an itching desire to encroach 
on the domain of other committees, and especially that of the Com- 
mittee on the Revision of the Laws. 

I will particularize an instance. In the last Congress, in October, 
1877, I introduced a bill repealing the law authorizing the removal 
of causes from State into Federal courts. It was a bill of deep im- 
portance to the people of the section which I have the honor in part 
to represent. It was indeed a bill of deep importance to every sec- 
tion of thiscountry. That bill lay in the hands of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee from October, 1877, until the expiration of the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress, that is to say, for two years, without being reported back to 
this House. When this House met in March last I introduced that 
bill again, had it referred to the Committee on the Revision of the 
Laws, and in less than sixty days the bill had received consideration 
in the committee and was before this House for consideration and 
action. 

As soonas the bill came in here a former member of the Committee on 
the Judiciary, who is at present a member of the Committee on Rules, 
[Mr. FRYE, ] leaped to his feet and raised an objection to the consid- 
eration of the bill because it had not come from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, the Committee on the Judiciary under the rule having 
power and jurisdiction only over questions concerning judicial pro- 
cedure. Yet that gentleman was not willing that any bill 1 
to the judicial department of the Government or the courts shoul 
be considered by any other committee than the Judiciary Committee. 

Gentlemen here will remember the struggle that ensued between 
the Committee on the Revision of the Laws and the Committee on 
the Judiciary with regard to the prop control of that bill. The 
decision of the House finally gave the control of it to the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws, and the bill is now pending before the 
House for action. 

It seems, however, that there is still a jealous spirit on the part of 
some of the members of the Committee on the Judiciary with regard 
to this very bill, for I learn from the public prints that they are 
having a somewhat similar question under consideration in the Judi- 
ciary Committee. . I cannot imagine any other reason for the action of 
the Judiciary Committee on that question when its members know full 
well it is before us, has been quite fully debated, and stands at the 
head of the public calendar to-day, and which will doubtless be con- 
sidered by this House as soon as this report of the Committee on 
Rules shall have been disposed of. 

My only purpose now is to draw the attention of the House to this 

uestion and to say for one that if it is to be the settled policy of the 
Hom that all important interests are to be considered and disposed 
of by these three bonanza committees, for one I will insist that we 
shall abolish all the other committees of this House and save to the 
tax-payers of the country the many thousands of dollars which will 
be uselessly expended in providing clerks, &c., for which we will 
have nothing to do. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. McLane.] I 
would inquire of the Chair how much time I have left ? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is forty minutes of the gentleman’s hour 
remaining. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I yield twenty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, [Mr. McLANE.] 

Mr. McLANE. Mr. Chairman, I do not think as badly of the old 
rules as some gentlemen who have addressed the committee. Never- 
theless I appreciate fully the value of this condensation of the rules, 
and I should be very sorry to take any course in regard to this report 
which would endanger its adoption by this House. 

But in so far as the twenty-first rule has been criticised in connec- 
tion with the rules distributing work to the varions committees, I do 
not feel that full justice has been done to the amendment proposed by 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, [Mr. REaGAN.] The 
report of the Committee on Rules treats the bill making appropria- 
tions for the improvement of rivers and harbors as a general appro- 
pe aton bill; and it argues that because it is a general appropriation 

ill it should take the course of all other general appropriation bills 
and go to the Committee on Appropriations. 


Now, what could have 
33 the Committee on Rules to make such a statement to this 
ouse I am at a loss to understand. 


The twenty-first rule defines what are the general appropriation 
bills. That rule, which isanold rule of the House, and now reported 
for our adoption, designates as general appropriation bills and the 
bills which shall go to the Committee on Appropriations such bills as 
appropriate money for purposes authorized by law. That is why 
there is no reflection upon any other committee when such bills are 
allowed to go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The Army appropriation bill, the naval appropriation bill, and the 
Post-Office appropriation bill go to the Committee on Appropriations 
without any reflection at all upon the Committee on Military Affairs, 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads ; because those three committees have already brought 
to the attention of the House the laws which uire the appropria- 
tions of money for those purposes to be made. The laws organizing 
the Army, the Navy, and the Post-Office Department are reported to 
this House from those three committees, the Committee on Military 
Affairs, the Committee on Naval Affairs, and the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, The Committee on Appropriations bring 
in the bills making the Si ne, oe required by those laws, and 
such bills are known as general appropriation bills. 

Now, the river and harbor appropriation bill of itself for the first 
time authorizes the appropriation of money and also the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors, The circumstances connected with that 
bill are anomalous. A simple provision authorizing the improvement 
of a harbor or the improvement of a river does not carry with it any 
knowl of how much money shall be appropriated for that pur- 
pose in that particular year. But the Army appropriation bill and 
naval appropriation bill give the House all the information it wants 


in that respect. 

The Committee on Mili Affairs report a bill authorizing the 
construction of a certain number of forts. The Committee on Naval 
Affairs reports a bill authorizing the building of a certain number of 
steamships for the Navy. Then the Departments of the Government 
estimate from year to year what is wanted for the erection of those 
forts and for the construction of those steamships. 

But when we come to the subject of the improvement of rivers and 
harbors from year to year, the sums appropriated for that purpose, 
as also the expediency of the works themselves, depend upon the sur- 
veys. The same inquiry which enables the Committee on Commerce 
to designate what particular river and what particular harbor shall 
be improved will enable that committee, in its discretion, to desig- 
nate how much money shall be expended in that particular year for 
the improvement of that particular harbor and that particular river. 
And if a general reduction from the estimates is necessary that com- 
mittee indicates it, and it always is necessary. There never was in 
the history of any Congress a river and harbor appropriation bill 
passed that was not reduced in amount from the estimates, whether 
that reduction refers to particular works or to the general number of 
works for which surveys have been ordered, which are always in ex- 
cess of the number of works ultimately appropriated for and sanc- 
tioned by the committee. Those surveys being made at the request 
of any member of this House, under an order or resolution of the 
House, a resolution may be passed through this House at any time 
requiring information from the Department concerning the cost of 
improving a certain river or harbor. But the House is in no sense 
committed to appropriate money for that improvement. That pro- 
posed improvement is analyzed by the Committee on Commerce with 
the survey, and is left out altogether, or a portion of the estimated 
amount is appropriated and a partial improvement authorized. 

The river and harbor improvement appropriation bill is altogether 
an anomalous bill, bearing no relation at all to a general appropria- 
tion bill, which, according to the twenty-first rule, appropriates money 
for objects already authorized by law, and none others, while the 
river and harbor bill necessarily authorizes by law the construction 
of the work in question, while it appropriates at the same time and 
in the same bill the amounts necessary for the construction of the 
work in the particular fiscal year for which the appropriation is made. 
It not only bears no relation to it technically—for, as I have said, 
this twenty-first rule defines what are appropriation bills—but it is 
impossible for any other committee than that which authorizes the 
improvement itself to fix the amount to be appropriated. The two 
things go together. It is an appropriation bill. That is all that can 
be said about it; and under the rules of this House it goes to the 
Committee of the Whole. It has no privilege to be passed under a 
suspension of the rules. If this point had not been so fully devel- 
oped I would go into it again; because at the very last, after full 
explanation had been made, an honorable gentleman on my right 
referred to this river and harbor bill as a vicious bill, because it could 
be passed without discussion. Why, sir, the rules recommended for 
our adoption permit no such thing. They require the bill making 
8 for rivers and harbors to go to the Committee of the 

ole, as every other appropriation bill goes. That bill has no priv- 
ilege whatever that every other bill has not. 

It may be true that if such be the pleasure of the House when it 
comes to consider the river and harbor bill, discussion may not be 
permitted for one reason or another. But it is, and always will be, 
the pleasure of this House to pass other bills without permitting dis- 
cussion. I have no disposition to conceal my own opinion as to why 
this House has chosen at times to pass a river and harbor bill under 
a suspension of the rules. It would be very idle to conceal it, because 
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ear after year the explanation is made on the floor of this House, 


fore the motion to d the rules isadopted. The reason is, that 
the bill is brought to this House after having been matured by the 
committee, and if two-thirds of the members are in favor of the bill 
as reported, then as a matter of course it is passed under a suspen- 
sion of the rules, to prevent the bill being loaded down with other 
propositions. If this bill has ever been passed by the House under a 
suspension of the rules, it has been in the interest of economy. No 
gentleman doubts that this has been the motive for thus passing it. 

Mr. SPARKS. Allow mea moment. Is there not the additional 
motive of preventing the 5 out or amending of objectionable 
features as well as to prevent loading the billdown? The bill may 
contain a gteat many items, many of which a member might approve 
while others he might wish to oppose, and if possible have struck 
out, giving his support only to such items as he approves. Is not 

is a of the consideration ? 

Mr. McLANE. Mr. Chairman, practically I sup that is not 
part of the consideration. I suppose that practically the question is 

recisely as I have stated it—that the reason influencing this House 
k suspending the rules to pass the riyer and harbor appropriation 
bill is to prevent additions being made to it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do not mean to dwell upon that point as 
being at all pertinent to what I have to say about the rule. I only 
wanted to say that there is nothing in the rule which authorizes the 
river and harbor bill to be passed under a suspension of the rules. I 
only wanted to call attention to the fact that the question of the 
suspension of the rules rests with the House, in its own discretion, 
precisely as it rests with the House to pass any other bill under a sus- 
pension of the rules. I rose for a very different object. I rose to 
call attention to the fact that the river and harbor bill is not a gen- 
eral appropriation bill. I rose to call attention to the further fact 
that the twenty-first rule is a rule which designates what are gen- 
ral appropriation bills. Now, I say that if the twenty-first rule 
stood as originally in force, no complaint would have been made 
against the Committee on Appropriations as having absorbed the 
business of this House. That twenty-first rule as originally framed 
confined the Committee on Appropriations to objects a y author- 
ized by law. This I say in vindication of the and as the answer 
to those who have alleged that the Committee on Appropriations has 
absorbed the legislation of the country. 

I am very anxious to make myself understood upon this point. 
The river and harbor appropriation bill is a bill peculiarly proper for 
the Committee on Commerce to perfect. Nobody takes any exception 
to this position. Every gentleman who has addressed the committee 
has conceded that the preparation of the river and harbor bill ought 
to be confided to the Committee on Commerce. The point taken by 
the Committee on Rules is that after this bill has been perfected by 
the Committee on Commerce it should go to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. The Committee on Rules fell into what I consider a 
most extraordinary error of saying it ought to go there for the reason 
it is a general appropriation bill. I desire to say that it is not a gen- 
eral appropriation bill at all. This I show by calling the attention of 
the committee to the twenty-first rule, which is an old rule, and 
which it is proposed to re-enact. That rule is: 

No appropriation shall be rted in any eral appropriation bill, or be in 

er as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized by 
law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and objects as 
are already in progress. 

Under that rule the Army and Navy bills, and the Post-Office bill, 
and bills for the erection of public buildings, are framed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. A certain number of post-offices in the 
country have been authorized by law to be built. They are author- 
ized by law as reporna by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and by law certain ships have been authorized to be con- 
structed, and they have been authorized under laws reported from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. So with ports; so with ordnance ; so with 
public buildings ; so with all the t expenditures of the Govern- 
ment, including the pay ofsoldiers. They have always been authorized 
by laws reported to this House from appropriate and proper commit- 
tees. When these objects have been authorized by law, then, and not 
till then, have the Committee on Appropriations any right to report 
a bill concerning the Army, or the Navy, or the Post-Office. If we had 
stopped there—and there is where we stood originally—if we had 
stopped there the Committee on ic jk greens would have had less 
to ae than any committee in this House; it would have had no orig- 
inal responsibility or discretion at all; but in the interests of economy, 
entirely in the interests of economy, the latter part of the twenty- 
first rule was adopted, and that permits the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, as it permits every individual member of this House, to move 
amendments to these general appropriation bills, if they are germane 
and are already authorized by law and if they tend to reduce expend- 
itures. And it is only when an object has been authorized by law 
and when the amendment does tend to reduce expenditures that the 
Committee on Appropriations can do anything at all beyond the ap- 
propriation of money for objects authorized by existing laws. 

There is, therefore, no reason at all why we should make war on the 
Committee on Appropriations. We can very well leave that commit- 
tee to provide the means for carrying on this Government in the man- 
ner, and only in the manner, which the law of the land authorizes, 
restricting em to the privilege of making amendments germane to 


objects authorized by law and reducing expenditures. And I for one 
would not disturb them in the pomar on of this power, and I do not 
believe there is a man in this House who would desire to take away 
from them that power. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. McLANE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is it not competent for any member of this House 
to 8 the Committee on Appropriations within the limits just 
sta ` 

Mr. MCLANE. Perfectly; but I think the statement I have made 
tothe House is sufficient for my argument that the Committee on 
Appropriations can do nothing but bring m bills appropriating mone 
to carry out objects already authorized by law or to amend those bi 
by 5 Providing the amendment is germane to 
an object a y authorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s twenty minutes are up. 

Mr. McLANE. My friend will allow me to go on—he gave me the 
whole of his time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. McLANE. Now, with that explanation of why I had no war 
to make on the Committee on Appropriations, I feel at liberty to re- 
cur to the rule which undertakes to confine the Committee on Com- 
merce to the preparation of a bill and then requiring the submission 
of it to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. Chairman, if it be the pleasure of this House to do what it 

never has done, submit one committee to the supervision of another, 
then let it take a mode more intelligent ; not only more intelligent, 
but in much better taste than the mode prescribed in this new rule. 
Let them authorize the Committee on Commerce to prepare a river 
and harbor bill without appropriating the money. Let them confine 
the Committee on Commerce to the preparation of a river and harbor 
bill proper. Let that committee go over the estimates and the sur- 
veys and report to this House what the exigencies of commerce de- 
mand, what rivers 8 improvements, What harbors require im- 
provements, and let them submit precisely such a bill as the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs or the Committee on Naval Affairs would, 
and then let the Department estimate directly to the Committee on 
8 for the money necessary to improve these rivers and 
these harbors. 
Let the Committee on Commerce by law designate what rivers and 
what harbors ought to be improved, and then let the Government esti- 
mate for the money necessary to on those improvements, year 
by year. Then you will not submit the Committee on Commerce to 
be supervised by your Committee on Appropriations. You leave your 
Committee on Commerce precisely where you leave your Army, your 
Navy, and your Post-Office Committee. They will bring in a law 
which authorizes a certain expenditure of money in the construction 
of certain public works, and because the law authorizes it,it then 
becomes the duty, under the twenty-first rule, of the Committee on 
Appropriations to appropriate the money. They have no diseretion 
about it except in so far as Rule XXI gives them discretion, which is to 
reduce the W The House would then be going intelli- 
gently to reach its results without degrading the Committee on Com- 
merce. Doubtless, if it be the pleasure of the House to sustain the 
Committeee on Appropriations in reducing those expenditures, that 
is legitimate, just as we can reduce the expenditures for the Army 
under this twenty-first rule. It is for that I want the attention of 
the committee. 

The law authorizes now a certain expenditure for the Army and a 
certain expenditure for the Navy. Very well; itis entirely compe- 
tent for the Committee on Appropriations to move to reduce the ex- 
penditures now authorized by law. That is doubtless what a large 
and very respectable number of gentlemen would like to do in refer- 
ence to the river and harbor bill. My appeal is, to such of them as 
want to reduce appropriations, to proceed in a parliamentary manner 
and with proper respect to the committees of this House, and, what 
is more material, paying proper attention to the rules of this House. 
That is why I make my criticism on the report of this Committee on 
Rules that they should, in the very moment they are revising these 
rules and giving us this perfect code, utterly ignore one of the most 
important rules they have given for our consideration, and that is 
the twenty-first rule. 

Now, sir, one word more as to that twenty-first rule, and that is 
addressed to those gentlemen who would e away from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations this general business of the House. I wish 
to make my special point on that rule that once the object being de- 
fined by law that committee has no power over it except to reduce 
expenditures; and in that view of the case I for one would make no 
war on it, because it always rests with the House to approve or dis- 
approve the recommendation of the committee. The only thing the 
Committee on Appropriations can do is to. recommend to the Honse 
to spend less money than has been estimated for; and that is a very 
great and important duty which ought not to be taken away from 
any committee that has n charged with the preparation of the 

eneral appropriation bills for the support of the Government, as the 
ouse should never lose for a moment its prompt and intelligent con- 
trol of the national expenditures. 

If it pro to take away too much and reduce expenditures 


injudiciously, it is in our power to reject their economic recommen- 
dation and to adhere to the estimate, but they can originate no reform 
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or appropriation of money—in my judgment they can originate no 
economy even. The only economy they can recommend to the con- 
sideration of this House, is economy on objects authorized by law and 
estimated for by the Government, and that is a power which I, for 
one, will never assail. But while I will never assail the committee 
which is charged with retrenchment or authorized at all events to 
pro retrenchment, I would give to it no more jurisdiction than 
is given by the twenty-first rule. As it stands in the report of the 
Committee on Rules you de e the Committee on Commerce by 
sending for revision to the Committee on Appropriations the work 
which 1 occupied it fivefold the time which can be bestowed on it 
by the Committee on Appropriations in the process of revision. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. McLANE. With pleasure. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. If the only thing the Committee on 
Appropriations can suggest is the spending of less money, cannot any 
gentleman of this House propose the same thing? 

Mr. McLANE. I did not hear the inquiry. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. Cannot any intelligent gentleman ask 
the same thing from the House asthe Committee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. Mc . Certainly he can; and I think I have Sey stated 
what is substantially an answer to the question, if I understand it. 

Mr. FRYE. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a question: whether 
or not he would favor a rule like this: It shall not be in order for the 
arenes to entertain any motion for the suspension of the rules and 

e of the river and harbor bill until that bill has been first 
considered in the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. MCLANE. Mr. Chairman, the answer I mean to make to that 
question may be unsatisfactory, although I think it ought not to be 
so conside: I would cheerfully apply that rule to the river and 
harbor bill if there was any good reason which required it to be ap- 
plied to all other appropriation bills, but I do not think it would be 
easy to take from this ouse the right to suspend the rules for the 

eof any bill. Ido not think it would be judicious, and no- 
5 it better than the gentleman from Maine, whose expe- 
rience is much ter than mine, much greater than most other 
gentlemen in this House; and I need not say to him that there are 
constantly occurring exigencies which make it a necessity to suspend 
the rules for the of appropriation bills. 

Mr. FRYE. Therefore the gentleman is in fayor of the rule stand- 
ing precisely as it does now in relation to that bill? 

ie. McLANE. No; I propose to strike out of that paragraph which 
defines the duty of the Committee on Commerce so much of it as 
requires the reference of the river and harbor bill to the Committee 


on 3 

Mr. FRYE. I understand the gentleman is in favor of the old rule 
in relation to that. 

Mr. MCLANE. I am; certainly. I do not think it can be changed 
as proposed in the report of the Committee on Rules, 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 

has ten minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I yielded the whole of my time 
that remained to the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. MCLANE. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Vir- 


ginia, 5 ge 

Mr. CABELL, Chairman, I sball endeavor to occupy but a 
short portion of the time of the committee. I had intended to discuss 
at length some of the Pesca involved in the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, but I find that there is such a general desire to close 
this debate that I shall be as brief as I can. 

The distinguished Committee on Rules have, as was to be expected, 
not given entire satisfaction by their report. Indeed, it is impossible 
that they should have done so. Many of the members of this House 
entertain the idea, Mr. Chairman, that the business of this House 
should be better and more e distributed than it is. Many of 
us believe that all matters relating to military affairs should be re- 
ferred to the Military Committee, and that that committee should 
recommend appropriations for military pu to the House. We 
believe, too, that the Naval Committee should make the recommenda- 
tion for appropriations for all naval purposes. We believe that the 
Commerce Committee should recommend appropriations for those 
matters relating to harbors; and that all other committees charged 
with important duties wherein appropriations are involved, or to 
which they relate, should recommend such appropriations to the 
House. I agree with many [tener who have preceded me in re- 
gard to this matter, and as that question has been fully discussed I 
will not detain the House longer with reference to it. 

The Committee on Rules, Mr. Chairman, in its wisdom has seen 
fit—as indeed it has done in the case of many other committees—to 
impinge upon the rights, the privileges, and the prerogatives of that 
committee over which I have the honor to preside; and it is particu- 
larly in behalf of that committee that I apea to-day. And I ask the 
attention of the House to what I shall submit, because in part I shall 
express the ideas, I think, of many gentlemen upon this floor in re- 
gard to the distribution of the labors of Con . We all know that 
many of the rules of this House are rules of obstruction rather than 
rules of facilitation. I shall not allude further to that subject as 
relating to other committees, but I will say that in the report made 
by the honorable Committee on Rules it has been deemed best to 


alter one of the rules of this House, namely, Rule 94, 
from the rule that portion of if which relates to the 


by striking out 
“improvement 
of the navigation of rivers,” thereby depriving the Committee on 
Railways and Canals of the powers and jurisdiction which have per- 
tained to that committee since 1831, which powers and e 
I will here say, have very many times by the orders or practice of the 
House been accorded to the Committee on Commerce, now presided 
over by my distinguished friend from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN. 

I was somewhat amused the other day, when this discussion com- 
menced, that the first voice of lamentation should come from the 
Committee on Commerce—that committee which I will not say ruth- 
lessly but certainly without regard to the rights and interests of the 
HALA Committee, and without thinking of the infringement upon 
our rights, or bow, perhaps, it might reflect upon us, has, for a series 
of years, I will not say usn but deprived us of a part of our 
jurisdiction and taken it to themselves. 

In the general principle of absorption which has prevailed in be- 
half of many of the committees of this House the Committee on 
Commerce has caught the infection, and has for a number of years 
absorbed a great part of the business and duties of the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. I do not 8 particularly of gentlemen 
who now compose the Committee on Commerce in regard to that mat - 
ter. They have simply been following precedents laid down for them 
by their predecessors and by the House itself. The trouble has been 
going on for years, and now that we have come to the consideration 
of the revision of our rules it seems to me to be a good time to put a 
check to a bad practice, and to make such changes, such alterations 
and amendments as will tend to facilitate business and advance the 
legislation of the country. 

rior, Mr. Chairman, to the Twenty-second Congress matters re- 
lating to the improvement of rivers and harbors were generally as- 
signed to a special committee selected at each Con for the pur- 
pose, and designated as the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

The Committee on Commerce was created in 1795, and that commit- 
tee, it is true, sometimes had the consideration of the improvement 
of the navigation of rivers, as well as of harbors, for a long series of 
years. So the Ways and Means Committee. But in process of 
time, when business commenced to accumulate, when Con was 
cumbered with much thinking, and much working too, it was found 
that other means would have to be resorted tothan through existing 
committees to compass the vast amount of business submitted for the 
consideration of Congress. The House, as I have stated, had special 
committees to inquire into matters of the kind of which I have spoken 
until the time of the Twenty-second Con: when the Committee 
on Roads and Canals, now Railways and Canals, was erected into one 
of the et committees of this House. After that, for seven long 
years not a bill in relation to the improvement of the navigation of 
rivers was referred to the Commerce Committee. 

In the second session of the Twenty-third Congress the Rawls and 
Canals Committee submitted two general bills for the immoyement 
of navigation of rivers. In the Twenty-fourth and Twen y -fifth and 
Twenty-seventh Con they also submitted genera: ‘ills for the 
improvement of the navigation of rivers, that matter roi having been 
at all interfered with by the Committee on Commerce. The Com- 
mittee on Commerce during that time were reporting general bills 
for the improvement of harbors and matters relating to the ontgoing 
commerce of the country. They gave no consideration whatever to 
the question of the improvement of the navigation of rivers. 

And so it continued up to the time of the Twenty-eighth Congress. 
Perhaps I should say that during the Twenty-third Congress the ques- 
tion arose, brought before the House by a gentleman by the name of 
Bayliss, I believe, in regard to the improvement of the great Taunton 
River and the removal of obstructions from and the placing of buoys 
in its channel. A contest upon the subject arose at that time and it 
was discussed in the House fully. The two rules, Rule 79, relating 
to the Committee on Commerce, and Rule 94, relating to the Commit- 
tee on Roads and Canals, were both fully discussed and considered. 
The determination of the House at that time was to refer the matters 
relating to the placing of buoys upon the river to the Committee on 
Commerce, and the matters relating to the removal of obstructions 
from the channel of the river to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
In that way, or rather through that discussion, we have a construc- 
tion placed upon SDO PONG and jurisdiction of the two contesting 
committees at a period contemporaneous with the establishment of the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 

After that for yeon there was no question and no dispute about 
the jurisdiction of the two committees. They worked harmoniously 
together until comparatively a few Gare ago. The distinction be- 
tween the rights and privileges of the two committees, which each 
for a long time observed, seemed to be this: that all questions relat- 
ing to the improvement of harbors, looking to the sea-going or out- 
ward-bound commerce of the country, were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce; and those.questions that related to the internal 
navigation of the country and the improvement of the navigation of 
rivers were referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

In former years, so far as we are informed, little or no conflict arose 
between the different committees of the House, but each performed 
its duties industriously and efficiently in perfect harmony with the 
other, and each from time to time extended the hand of assistance 
to the other, whenever required or as opportunity was afforded. There 


. 


328 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 14, 


has been the most perfect friendliness between the two committees, 
on Commerce and on Railways and Canals, so far as I am informed ; 
and I trust as it ever has been so it will continue to be. 

For the chairman of the Committee on Commerce and its genial 
members I have the kindest and warmest feelings of regard. It is 
with no purpose to attack that committee that I now speak. It is 
in conformity with that general wish which I and others entertain 
that the business of this House shall be so distributed that each com- 
mittee can compass and complete its work without unnecessary labor 
and delay, so that each committee may aid the other, and that the 
business of this House and the people be facilitated and perfected in 
a manner honorable to Congress and beneficial to the country. 

Upon examination I find that the first time the Committee on Com- 
merce reported a general bill for the improvement of rivers and har- 
bors was during the existence of the Twenty-eighth Congress. At 
that time that committee reported a general bill for the purposes 
named, which bill I believe was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. The Committee of Ways and Means reported in favor 
of the appropriation, in pursuance of the recommendations made by 
the Committee on Commerce. 

It is proper, however, to note that the report from the Commerce 
Committee just mentioned was induced by the fact that, for some 
special reason, that portion of the President’s message relating to the 
improvement of the western lakes and rivers was referred by the 
House for the action of that committee. 

Before that period the Committee on Roads and Canals had re- 
ported general bills to the House for the improvement of rivers, and 
those bills were also referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and that committee made the appropriations pursuant to the recom- 
mendation, or included the action of the committee in the report 
from Commerce, and thus made up in fact what became a river and 
harbor bill. In this way was this business conducted. 

Since the adoption of Rule 94 I can see no warrant of authority 
for the Committee on Commerce ever to have taken jurisdiction of 
the improvement of the navigation of rivers. Prior to that time I 
can well understand why bills on that subject were submitted to the 
Committee on Commerce, and why that committee reported upon 
them. I have not a question that such matters were referred to the 
Commerce Committee, because it was the duty of that committee to 
consider propositions more nearly akin to the improvement of the 
navigation of rivers than any other existing or standing committee 
of the House. 

I think and believe, therefore, that in process of time the Commit- 
tee on Commerce overstepped the rule, overstepped the bounds of its 
appointment, and entered upon a work which had been set apart, 
subsequently to 1831, for the Committee on Roads and Canals, after- 
ward called the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

I stated awhile ago that up to the Twenty-eighth Congress the Com- 
mittee on Commerce had never reported a general bill for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors. At that time I think they reported such 
a bill, and it was perhaps enacted into law. That committee assumed 
from year to year to bring in other river and harbor nd ad aces 
bills without any contest up to the first session of the Thirty-second 
Congress. 2 
At that session a Representative from the State of Illinois, Governor 
Yates, I believe, introduced a bill for the improvement of the Illinois 
River, and asked that it be referred to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. Mr. Seymour, of New York, then a Representative on 
this floor, objected to that reference and asked that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. There was an extended discussion 
of the question, and hours were spent in its consideration. The 
House divided; tellers were had, and the yeas and nays called; and 
at last, by a vote of 113 to 70, the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Railways and Canals was sustained, and the bill was referred to that 
committee. 

Mr. REAGAN. If my friend will allow me, I will call his atten- 
tion to what I thivk he will see are some errors in his statement. He 
has stated that the Committee on Commerce never reported a bill 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors until the Twenty-eighth 
Congress. A reference to the records of the House will show that 
the act of April 27, 1816, for the improvement of rivers and harbors, 
was reported to the House by that committee and passed by the 
House; also the act of March 3, 1823, the act of May 26, 1824, and 
the act of March 2, 1827, all bills for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors, which were reported to the House by the Committee on 
Commerce and passed by the House, Then, by the act of June 11, 
1844, a bill was passed upon its report; by the act of March 3, 1845, 
a bill was passed upon its report, and so on down. 

I beg further to say, while endeavoring to correct statements of 
fact, that so far as the Journals and the laws show I have never 
found, after a pretty full examination, a case in which a bill for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors has been reported to this House 
from the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. CABELL. Mr. Chairman, my friend the 


ished gen- 
tleman from Texas is correct in 


y, 1 think, in 


art, but errs ich i 
other portions of his remarks. It is true, as he alleges, that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce as early as 1816 and subsequently reported gen- 
eral bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors. That fact does 
not come in conflict with anything that I have said—certainly notin 
conflict with anything I have intended to say. 


The Committee on Roads and Canals, now the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals, was not designated as astanding committee of this 


House until 1831. Prior to that time of course all matters in refer- 
ence to the improvement of the navigation of rivers were, as I have 
said, considered by other committees; sometimes by the Committee 
of Ways and Means, sometimes by the Committee on Commerce, and 
sometimes hy special committees constituted for that purpose. 

But I say that my friend falls into a mistake by overlooking this 
fact: that never until the Twenty-eighth Congress was a river and 
harbor bill passed upon its presentation to the House by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. It is true, as my friend alleges, that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce presented general bills for the consideration of 
Congress, but as a general thing, from 1831 down to the Twenty- 
eighth Con, that committee presented only general bills in rela- 
tion to the improvement of harbors necessary for the safety and pro- 
tection of the commerce of the country. The Commerce Committee 
did not assume to present bills for the improvement of the navigation 
of rivers until many years subsequent to the last-named date. But 
when the Committee on Roads and Canals was established, in 1831, 
that committee considered questions in regard to the navigation of 
rivers and made general reports, which reports, like the general re- 
ports from the Committee on Commerce, were referred to the Com- 
mittee of * and Means, which, as the financial committee of the 
House, took the reports into consideration, and in its judgment rec- 
ommended that the matters of interest reported by its associate Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals should have appropriations made for 
them to such extent as a prudent administration of the finances of 
the country would permit. 

Mr. Chairman, the questions to which I have invited the attention 
of the committee are important. We are now revising the rules of 
the House. From a large majority of the committees comes up the 
wail that three or four other favored committees are absorbing the 
powers and acy hear Md of all the rest. Why, sir, I have heard it 
asserted on this floor to-day that we might as well have but three or 
four committees of the House; that Congress had as well be dis- 
banded until the gentlemen comprising these favored committees 
should make up their reports and send for us to come here—for what 
purpose? Not to consider the bills, not to add to or subtract any- 
thing from them, but to be coerced into their passage just as they 
come from the hands of our superiors. I entertain, however, the 
highest respect for our privileged committees, as also a wonderful 
= of their powers of absorption. 

have undertaken to make a plain statement of the matter in con- 
troversy; and I say it is an important question to every member of 
this House, because the rights of all are assailed to a more or less ex- 
tent. If in the disposition of this question this House is not ready 
to mete out to the committee over which I have the honor to preside 
fair and equal justice, would it be wrong in me to hope that the 
active 5 of the wrong may be overtaken by a somewhat 

imi ate 

But let us look at these rules. The rule in reference to the Com- 

mittee on Commerce declares that— 


Ey shall be the duty of the Committee on Commerce to take into consideration 


That is the pn rule regarding the powers of the Committee on 
Commerce. It defines and limits its powers and jurisdiction. I 
would not take away one atom of power from that committee. I 
would rather give it additional power and jurisdiction. I anf will- 
ing to accord to it the right to report appropriations for the improve- 
ment of harbors, and I am willing that their bills embracing such 
appropriations shall come directly before the House for its action. I 
am not willing that my distinguished friend from Texas and his com- 
mittee shall be made clerks for the Committee on Appropriations. I 
will join him in his effort to free himself and his committee from the 
vast and absorbing power of the Appropriations Committee. But 
while I am willing to do this, I ask my friend the chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce and his nimous associates on that 
committee to recollect that while they seek not to be overshadewed 
by the Appropriations Committee, they should not endeavor to over- 
shadow the Committee on Railways and Canals and take from us the 
peme and jurisdiction which belong to us under the rules of the 
ouse. 

I am willing to accord to the Commerce Committee all of its rights, 
powers, privileges, and prerogatives. I am willing to aid in warding 
off any indignity offered or coercion attempted upon it, but I am un- 
Mesa D it should transcend its powers as defined and limited by 
Rule 79—I am unwilling that it should overleap its proper jurisdic- 
tion and take from the Railway Committee the rights which are 
piany te re to it under another rule of the House. 

Mr. KENNA. Do I understand the gentleman as maintaining that 
under Rule 79 the Committee on Commerce have not jurisdiction of 
the river and harbor bill f 

Mr. CABELL, Isayit has jurisdiction of the improvement of har- 
bors, but I say distinctly that it has not jurisdiction over the ques- 
tion of the improvement of the navigation of rivers, and never has 
rightfully had such jurisdiction since the year 1831, when the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals was instituted as a standing committee 
of this House. 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


329 


Mr. KENNA. Without desiring to interrupt the course of the gen- 


tleman’s remarks, let me put another question in this connection. 
Apart from the fact that the House, on more than one occasion when the 
question of the jurisdiction of the Committee on Commerce under that 
rule has been under discussion, has decided that this jurisdiction does 
belong to it, I desire to ask the gentleman whether the language of the 
rule conferring upon the Committee on Commerce jurisdiction of 
matters relating to improvements of the commerce of the country is 
not at least as broad as the language of the Constitution itself which 
confers jurisdiction of the subject upon Congress? In other words, 
if the provision of the Constitution authorizes the Congress of the 
United States to make appropriations for the improvement of rivers 
running between States, does not the clause of the rule giving to 
the Committee on Commerce jurisdivtion of all matters relating to 
commerce extend equally far, if not farther? 

Mr. CABELL. I do not think it does, Mr. Chairman; but even if 
it did I say to my friend from West Virginia that the powers and the 
duties accorded to it aforetime by the Rule 79 of this House were 
taken from the Committee on Commerce on the adoption of the Rule 
94, which relates to the duties and business of the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. I admit and I grant, and it needed not my 
distinguished friend to remind me, that the practice of the House has 
been different from that which I now claim. I concede that it has 
been different, and that is one of the matters of which I complain. 
The perversions of a rule of the House are the questions to which I 
8 the attention of members, and ask them to regard the 
laws of the House and the rule already constituted and made for our 
government. I ask them to do justice in the premises, and see that 
the rights of each committee are respected, and that each is allowed 
to perform its proper functions in the mode prescribed by law. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. They have only the right to con- 
sider what is referred to them by the House and report their opinion. 

Mr. CABELL. That is true. I read the law under Rule 79, but my 
friend has stated that the practice of the House has been frequently 
to refer these questions to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KENNA. The 8 misunderstands the purport of my 

uestion. I made no allusion whatever to what the practice of the 

ouse has been; although it has been, as a matter of fact, as the gen- 
tleman states, at least of late 1 to refer these matters to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. What I desire to direct his attention to is this, 
if I am not interrupting him too long: The language of the Consti- 
tution giving Congress power to regulate commerce has been con- 
strued by numberless bills to embrace the power to make appropria- 
tions for the improvement of rivers. Now, if the language of the 
Constitution giving power to Congress carries with it the power to 
improve these rivers, why is it and how is it, I wish to ask him, un- 
derstanding him as I do to deny this jurisdiction of the Commerce 
Committee—I ask why is it and how is it the language of the rule 
requiring matters relating to commerce does not confer this same 
jurisdiction on that committee? It seems to me it is a broader pro- 
vision which defines the jurisdiction of this committee than the pro- 
vision in the Constitution which confers jurisdiction over this sub- 
ject to Congress. It was to that question and not to the practice I 
desired to call the attention of the gentleman. 

Mr. CABELL. I think I understand the gentleman. As I said be- 
fore, I think the language of the Constitution and the inference to 
be drawn from that clause of it relating to commerce are much broader 
and plainer than those contained in Rule 79, defining the duties of 
the Commerce Committee. That grand old instrament the Consti- 
tution has been so frequently tampered with of late years that a 
very latitudinous construction can now be placed upon most of its 
provisions. Such t latitude of construction does not befit arule 
of this House. It is not, however, a question of constitutional con- 
struction that we have here, but a question of legislative intendment. 
I do not choose, therefore, to enter upon a constitutional argument 
of the subject at this time, becanse the facts involved in the case are 
sufficient for the purposes that I have in view. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Practice is more important than theory. 

Mr. CABELL. Yes, as my friend suggests, practice is much more 
important here than any constitutional inference which we might 
draw from what has been said or what has been written. But, Mr. 
Chairman, I wish to call the attention of the House, having read this 
Rule 79, in reference to the duties of the Committee on Commerce, to 
Rule 94 relating to the business, the powers, and the prerogatives of 
the Committee on Railways and Canals. Here is the rule, and to that 
I would invite the careful attention of gentlemen. Just here, my 
friend has asked me why it is that in the contests that have taken 
place before the House the advantage has been held by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce? Why, I will say to my friend, that in more 
than three to one of the contests which have taken place the victory 
has remained with the Committee on Railways 1 Canals. Some- 
times, it is true, the Committee on Commerce prevailed. But why 
did it prevail? I mean it in no unkindness and as no reflection upon 
any one; but the fact of the business is, that when the Commerce 
Committee came along with its bill for rivers and harbors, there was 
such a splendid presentation for a great many members of this House 
that they never thought of or cared about Rule 94, but rushed pell- 
mell up to the ballot-box, as it were, and registered their votes against 
the Committee on Railways and Canals and in favor of the Committee 
on Commerce. [Laughter.] 


Mr. KENNA. IL hope my friend was not himself guilty in that sense. 

Mr. CABELL. No; “not bya ority.” [Laughter.] Not 
at all. Never did I engage in anything of the kind. The plain En- 
glish of the whole matter is—and my friend will pardon me and bear 
with me when I make the assertion—that whenever the river and 
harbor bill was 5 into this House a general state of demorali- 
zation ensued. We iy all propriety, and most of us jumped at 
the conclusions to which the 8 on Commerce after much 
labor had arrived, and rushed the bills they presented in thundering 
haste through the House. A friend asks Why is this? The reason is 
that the most of us have got a little something in that bill, and that, 
it may be, is the reason why it gets. through so readily. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. Is 
that the reason why the gentleman voted for the bill? 

Mr. CABELL. I never voted for one in my life, that I remember. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Then, does the gentleman 1 that that is the 
reason why other gentlemen voted for the bill r 

Mr. CABELL. ell, now, that is crowding an American citizen a 
little more than is agreeable. [Laughter.] I think I may be exctsed 
from answering that question, and under the Constitution, Mr. Chair- 
man, I shall decline to answer it. 

Mr. McKENZIE. It is only a matter of opinion any way. 

Mr. CABELL. Yes, as my friend states, it is only a matter of opin- 
ion, and I do not know anything on earth about it. 

But, Mr, Chairman, I will now read to the House Rule 94, and I wish 
to call the particular attention of the committee to it, because it is 
still one of the rules of this House. This is one of the rules proposed 
to be changed by the report from the Committee on Rules, and I will 
say just here, that at the proper time I shall offer an amendment to 
the report of the committee restoring to this the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals all of its rights and privileges, and when I do that 
I will give to the House my reasons for restoring these powers and 
prerogativo to that committee. But to the rule. Rule 94 reads as 

ollows: 


It shall be the duty of the Committee on Railways and Canals to take into con- 
sideration all such petitions and matters or things relating to roads and canals and 
the improvement of the navigation of rivers as shall be presented or may come in 
question and be referred to them by the House, and to report thereupon, together 
with such propositions relative thereto as to them shall seem expedient. 


Now, the rule in regard to the Committee on Commerce provides 
that the Commerce Committee shall take into consideration matters 
relating to commerce and give its opinion thereon. ‘Give its opinion 
thereon.” The rule in relation to Railways and Canals instructs that 
committee—not by inference or implication, but in direct and positive 
langu to take into consideration matters relating to roads and 
canals and all matters relating to the a: sep of rivers and to “re- 
port thereon.” What can be plainer? at can be more distinct ? 

Now, at the time Con enacted that rule it evidently sae 
to define as well as limit the rights and duties of this committee. 
Moreover, as this Rule 94, in reference to railways and canals, was 
adopted after Rule 79, by all fair inference and legal construction it 
repealed every portion of Rule 79 to which it was in any de; 
repugnant. That is a plain construction of a familiar sg e of 
law, as I conceive. I would here repeat, Mr. Chairman, for I do not 
wish to be misunderstood upon this point, that I do not deny that 
during the existence of the Special Committee of Roads and Canals, 
as appointed at each session of Congress, and before that committee 
was e a standing committee of the House, the Commerce Com- 
mittee may have considered questions relating to the improvement 
of the navigation of rivers in common or in connection with the 
Roads and Canals Committee, but after the latter was made a stand- 
ing committee all subjects embraced in Rule 94 were referred to it. 
And Roads and Canals, afterward Railways and Canals, exercised its 
powers, privileges, and jurisdiction as prescribed by the rule Con 
after Congress for many years, unchallen by any other committee 
except in the instance mentioned, in perfect harmony with the other 
committees of the House, reporting its bills for the improvement of 
rivers just as the Commerce Committee reported for the improvement 
of harbors, the reports from both committees being afterward sent to 
the Ways and Means Committee, with the view of securing such appro- 
priations as that committee might consider that the nature of the 
subjects might require and the ability of the country permit. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when you look to the rules of the House, rules 
which exist here to day, it is for this House to say whether or not it 
will change them, alter or violate them so as to permit one commit- 
tee to absorb those powers and privileges which belong to another. 
5 complainof the Soni esl ey Committee, butIhave 
no unkind word to say of that hardly-worked and well-abused com- 
mittee. It is true that it forms a little congress in itself. It has, in 
my judgment, improperly absorbed much of the work belonging to 
other committees of the House. For the good that we can do many 
of us had as well be somewhere else as in this House until that com- 
mittee makes report of its conclusions. But, at last, whose fault is 
it that these things are so? We complain of the action of the Appro- 
priations Committee reaching out after and absorbing, as it does, many 
of the powers and duties which should be distributed among the 
various committees of the House; but you havea remedy and ought 
to apply it. A grand opportunity for the correction of wrong is af- 
forded y the report from the Committee on Rules. And I say tothe 


members now, when you come tothe main work in hand let justice 
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be executed and the law tne out as between the committees. | Mr. SCALES. If I am only to have five minutes I will not claim 


Let the rules adopted be so plain that no committee can fail to un- 
derstand its power or mistake its privileges. Just here I will say to 
my able friend [Mr. REAGAN] and his associates of the Commerce 
Committee—and I say it in allkindness—that when, as now, you come 
to ask for justice you should be required to do it yourselves. There 
isa Jani lap a of the chancery court that when a man comes 
into court asking equity he should be required, if he is not disposed 
that way, to do equity himself. 

The first question in my opinion that should be propounded to our 
friends upon the Committee on Commerce, when they indicate by 
amendment the relief they wish, is this: Before you are relieved 
from the absorption of your powers by any other committee, are you 
willing to turn those powers which do not belong to you, and which 
you have improperly ‘‘ absorbed” for years, back to the committees 
from which you have taken them? And the Committee on Com- 
merce should be required to give back to us our legitimate work. 
That is right; it is proper; it is just. Why should not this be done? 
Every gentleman from the Committee on Commerce who has addressed 
this House has told you of the importance of that committee. They 
have told you how hard and how laboriously they have worked, and 
I will bear them witness it is one of the hardest-worked of the com- 
mittees in this House. It is an able committee; it is an honorable 
committee ; it is a good committee, but I should like to know, in the 
name of all that is good, why a committee that isso hard-worked 
and dreadfully pressed should desire to take voluntarily upon its 
shoulders such a vast amount of labor that does not justly and right- 
fully belong toit? Why do you wish to go and shoulder a mountain 
of labor, when you have got more than you can staggor under already? 

Sir, just a few months the cry came up from that splendid 
committee, the Commerce Committee, that they were overworked ; 
burdened by labors coming npon them from one end of the land to 
the other, thrust upon them by members representing this country 
in all its different parts. They have brought here and piled into the 
Commerce Committee room heaps of work until one bill lay upon 
another like Ossa upon Pelion. The committee said “All that work 


is piled upon us; we do not know what to do; we cannot stagger 
along under the burden unless we get help.” “ Help ” cries the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Help!“ and the Committee on Rules was ap- 


pealed to and it gave to the Committee on Commerce four or five 
other members, until it is now one of the 1 t committees of the 
House. To do what? To perform these Herculean labors. To do 
that mighty work which at its desire and solicitation is confided to 
it. Now I say to my friends on the Commerce Committee send us 
what belongs to the Committee on Railways and Canals and we will 
divide that vast business with you, and, instead of your tottering 
along under your load, we will let you come along here with your 
harbor bill smiling, lively, and, as a friend beside me says, “ happy 
and free.” [Laughter. 

I can well understand how some of these gentlemen might say in 
reply: “ ay do you want this when you could not get the bill 
through? We have our omnibus bill; we come here and hold it in 
terrorem over the House and say, you must pass it.” We can simply 
reply: Why cannot the Railways and Canals Committee, which is 
composed of men just as liberal, though not as able perhaps, as those 
on the Commerce Committee—why cannot we get up an omnibus 
bill too? [Laughter.] We can imitate your noble example. We 
may not have the sagacity to blaze out a path for ourselves; but we 
can follow the good example you have set, and put just as much 
money as you ever did in a bill for the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of rivers.” And when we come in with that omnibus bill we, too, in 
our turn, may be in the gay and happy and felicitous state in which 
we often find our friends of the Commerce Committee when the: 
come in with their omnibus bill for the improvement of rivers an 
harbors. [Laughter.] 

But I see, Mr. Chairman, I have but little time left, and I will take 
the chances hereafter under the five-minute rule of saying further 
what I desire. I have promised to some of my friends that I would 
give them part of the time which I had, and I will close my - 
ment here upon this question by asking the careful and the prayerful 
attention of this House to the subject of my remarks, [laughter,] if, 
agin ie can give or will give such consideration to a measure of 

ind. 

Mr. McKENZIE. That is asking too much of us. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CABELL. It is 1 8 good deal, I know; it is crowding the 
brethren more perhaps than I have any right to do, [laughter;] but 
at the same time I wish them to consider this matter carefully and 
at the proper time give us help, for I shall present an 5 
which will give my committee no more than belongs to us under the 
1 rules, and will ask for no more than we are entitled to have. 


7 075 

The C MAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. CABELL] 

has but ten minutes remaning 
Mr. CABELL. Then I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 

Pennsylvania, and the remaining fiye minutes to the gentleman from 

North Carolina, [Mr. SCALES. ] 


that time at 17 800 
Mr. CABELL. Then I yield ten minutes to my friend from Penn- 
sylvania. 


Mr. FISHER. It is not my purpose to cast any reflection upon the 
Committee on Rules, who have brought in this new code for the con- 
sideration of the House. But, sir, as a member of the Committee on 
Railways and Canals, I desire to speak very briefly in regard to the 
new rule—clause 16 of Rule XI: 

aps Pr relating to railways and canals other than Pacific railroads: to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals. 

This rule is substituted for Rule 94, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

94. It shall be the duty of the Committee on Roads and Canals to take into con- 
sideration all such 1 9 4 — and matters or things relating to roads and canals, and 
the improvement of the navigation of 5 shall be presented, or may come 
in question, and be referred to them by the House; and to report thereupon, to- 
gether with such propositions relative thereto as to them shall seem expedient. 

Mr. FISHER. Now, Mr. Chairman, in December, 1877, when this 
subject was under consideration in Congress, the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] who is now the chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce, as he was then, made the point that mat- 
ters pertaining to rivers may be referred to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals or may be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Now, sir, I hold that under Rule 94 it is mandatory that these mat- 
ters should be referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 
The rule does not say “may be,” but it says “shall be referred.” 
The gentleman takes as authority for their jurisdiction, and quotes, 
section 8 of article I of the Constitution. 

Section 8 of article I of the Constitution of the United States gives 
to Congress only the right to regulate commerce; it does not give 
that right to the Committee on Commerce. We of the Committee on 
Railways and Canals have just as much right to regulate commerce 
as has the Committee on Commerce. We are all equals here, all 
members of this body, and it is not for the Committee on Commerce 
to regulate commerce, but the Constitution says that Congress shall 
re te commerce. 

ow, I hold that if we have had these matters referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce for twenty-five or thirty years, that does not 
necessarily give the jurisdiction of them to that committee. These 
rules are re-enacted by every Congress. The Forty-sixth Con R 
when it convened in its first session, re-enacted these rules. I care 
not what has been the practice of the House in regard to the matter. 
If the Committee on Railways and Canals has the right to consider 
this subject, as I may it has under this rule, then I do not think it 
justor proper that the authority should be usurped by the Committee 
on Commerce. 

When this revision of the rules first came up for consideration the 
Committee on Commerce was the first to cry out againstit; and why? 
Because that committee objected to the Committee on Appropriations 
havin supervisory action over its work. Yet that committee has not 
said that it was unwilling to 0% Pa me to itself the work properly 
belonging to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

I hold that since 1795, when this Committee on Commerce was first 
called into being, the internal commerce of this country has increased 
a thousand per cent.; yes, more than a thousand per cent. The duty 
of the Committee on Commerce is not to appropriate $14.50 to remove 
some obstruction from Stump Creek. It is not the duty of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to appropriate a hundred dollars to remove a 
sand-bar from Squantum Run. I desire that the committee shall rise 
up to the dignity of its position. Its duty is to digest measures for 
millions and millions of internal and external commerce. Let those 
gentlemen consider the question of interstate commerce. Let them 
report measures for fostering our foreign commerce and building up 
the country, as they should do. 

In our State constitution of Pennsylvania there is a provision which 
I desire to have read by the Clerk. It is section 3, article 3, of that 
constitution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

0 ex & tiation bills, shall be passed ni 
than cae atin ‘which shall be clearly 3 „ 

Mr. FISHER. Now, sir, this appropriation bill which comes from 
the Committee on Commerce is an omnibus bill. The objections to 
measures of similar character made it necessary for us in the State 
of Pennsylvania to putin our new constitution the section which has 
just been read by the Clerk. And I am very glad to know that my 
distinguished colleague from Philadelphia [Mr. KELLEY] has intro- 
duced into this House a proposed constitutional amendment similar 
to that, and one which will obviate the difficulties which we have 
encountered in passing such appropriation bills, into which matters 
and items of appropriation are put for the p of obtaining votes 
for the support of the general bill and not for the good of any of our 
5 commercial centers. Our great cities of Philadelphia, New 

ork, Boston, Charleston, and other sea-coast cities, as well as our large 
inland cities, will always receive necessary support and proper appro- 
priations. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. Mr. Chairman, after according to the Com- 
mittee on Rules great credit for the wisdom and labor they have be- 
stowed upon our system of rules I shall advance a few remarks by 
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way of giving notice of two amendments which I desire to offer. In 
ard to the discussion which has occupied so much of the time of 

this committee, in the contest between the Committee on Appropria- 

tions and the Committee on Commerce, I shall have nothing to say. 


There are two distinct propositions which I desire to offer, and 
which have not been commented upon by any one. Inasmuch as 
they are new I desire to call the attention of the committee to them 
at this time in order that members may have an opportunity to re- 
flect upon them before we reach the five-minute debate. 

In the history of every legislative body that I have ever read there 
is to be found some remedy for one of the evils which I now desire 
to point out. A member upon this floor may offer a public bill, and 
although a large majority of this House may be in favor of that bill, 

et if the committee to which that bill is referred is opposed to it, 
Shae are no means afforded by our rules by which that member can 
ever bring that measure to a vote before this House. 

I have talked with old parliamentarians, with men as thoroughly 
versed in parliamentary rules perhaps as any gentleman upon this 
floor. They all a; upon one point, that if a bill is referred to a 
committee which is op to it and that committee does not see 
proper to report that bill back to the House, they can hold it up, and 
the only remedy is for the member to offer a resolution of this House 
instructing that committee to report back that bill. Now, at first 
blush that would seem to be a proper remedy. But it amounts to 
nothing at all, because you can never offer such a resolution or make 
such a motion except upon a Monday after all the States and Terri- 
tories have been ca ugh forthe introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions, before the expiration of the hour, and when during the 
remainder of that hour a second call is made for individual resolu- 
tions. Such a call as that has not occurred more than once in ten 
years. I have been assured by members who have been upon this 
floor for the last twelve or fifteen years that they never knew an 
instance of such a call to occur except once, and then when a motion 
was made it was lost by the interposition of a motion to adjourn, 
because it had no place on the Calendar and no place provided for 
it under the rules of this House. I say this thing is all wrong, and 
that there ought to be some remedy for it in the rules of this House. 

Surely when a man comes here under a pledge to his constituents 
that he will advocate a certain public measure which he believes for 
their good, and when the matter may have been an issue in the con- 
test between him and his opponents, he ought to have some opportu- 
nity to secure a vote of the members of this House upon that question. 
It ought not to be smothered by a committee, and the member pre- 
senting the measure ought not to be prevented from obtaining an 
expression of the members of this House upon the proposition. It is 
his right as a Representative to haye a vote of the House upon it. 
But under these new rules and under the old rules no opportunity is 
afforded him of asserting this high prerogative; a personal right it 
ongbt to be, and a privileged one. 

am not wedded to any particular plan in regard to this matter, 
because I confess that I am very inexperienced in regard to parlia- 
mentary law. It has seemed to me, as has been said by many mem- 
bers here, that the rules of this House have been constructed to pre- 
vent the progress of business and to keep itin the hands of a few 
individuals, rather than to promote its transaction. This has seemed 
so to me ever since I have had the honor of a seat on this floor. But, 
sir, I care nothing about the particular plan I have pointed out, — 
vided some experienced parliamentarian will offer a better one. The 
rules as they now stand afford no remedy. It seems tlrat the com- 
mittee making this report did not have their attention directed to 
this point at all, or if they did they desired to afford no remedy for 
this evil. Hence, with the advice of some experienced parliamenta- 
rians, I have drawn up an amendment which I believe will afford a 
remedy and give to every member an opportunity of having an ex- 
pression of the views of this House upon any public bill. I send it 
to the Clerk that it may be read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to Rule XXIV the following: 

When a pubic bill, resolution, or proposition shall have been referred to a stand - 
ing or select committee of the teens and no report has been made thereon for 
th days, it shall be in order for the member who introduced said bill, resolu- 
tion, or proposition, on any Monday, after the call of the States and Territories 
for bills and joint resolutions, to offer a resolution or move to place said bill, reso- 
lution, or proposition on the proper calendar, which resolution shall then be con- 
sidered, and, if decided in the en the bill, resolution, or proposition shall 


be placed on the Calendar, and the committee disc from further considera- 
tion of the same. 


Mr, OSCAR TURNER. At the proper time, Mr, Chairman, I shall 
offer this amendment, the effect of which will be to give to any mem- 
ber introducing a proposition, after the committee has had ion 
of it for thirty days and failed to make any report upon it, an oppor- 
tunity of Leavy dae committee discharged and the measure placed 
upon the Calendar, thereby enabling it to be taken up and the merits 
of the question voted upon by the House. 

It may be urged as an objection to this proposition that it might 
take up too much of the time of the House. y, sir, this proposi- 
tion will not give the measure in question any precedence. It is 
merely provided that after it has been in the hands of the committee 
for thirty days the member on any Monday after the call of States 
may offer a resolution (and it will be for the House to say whether 
it will adopt it or not) providing that the measure shall be placed 
upon the Calendar, and afterward, if it is the will of the House, it can 


be taken up and considered. If the House should think there are 
more important measures demanding attention, it can pass by the 
i or bill on the Calendar an every-day practice. 

This proposed amendment simply puts it in the power of members 
to have an expression of the sentiment of this House. If we do not 
provide a rule of this kind, a bill of a public character may bestifled 
in a committee though an overwhelming majority may be in favor of it. 
Under the rules as now existing, or the new rules as now reported, 
there are no means which enable us to take a bill, proposition, or 
resolution away from a committee if they are op to it and will 
not report it. Isay that a remedy ought to be afforded. I am not 
wedded to this particular plan. It is the best I can conceive of, but 
any amendment or substitute that may be offered, and is suitable to 
reach this evil, I will very cheerfully accept. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one other amendment which I desire to 
offer about which there may be some contrariety of opinion. In re- 
gard to the other I think there will be none. Clause 3 of Rule XXIII, 
as embraced in this revision, provides that— 

3. All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge u the le; all 
proceedings touching i foe weeping of a pdk or bills making appropriations of 
money or property, or g such 898 to be made, or authorizing 
8 out of appropriations alroady in or releasing any liability to the 

nited States for money or property, shall be first considered in a Committee of 


0 
the Whole, and a point of order under this rule shall be good at any time before 
the consideration of a bill has commenced. 


That is very so far as it goes; but I would like to add, “and 
upon all such bills, motions, or propositions, the yeas and nays shall 
be taken in the House upon their final passage, and they must be 
voted for by a majority of all the members elected, and the vote en- 
tered on the Journal.” 

Iam aware of the constitutional provisions to which I see the hon- 
orable chairman is referring; but I take it (and I have investigated 
this question) that ot Bek Beha does not interfere with the consti- 
tutional question. Thé Constitution provides that upon the demand 
of one-fifth of the members present the yeas and nays shall be taken 
nponany proposition. In view of that provision, we cannot of course 

opt any rule which would require more than one-fifth for the 
taking of the yeas and nays. But we have the 4 — to provide that 
the y% and nays shall be taken upon the call of two members; and 
we have the right to make it the imperative duty of the Speaker to 
order the yeas and nays upon any 8 class of legislation. That 
would not be in violation of the Constitution. 

I will submit one further consideration on the constitutional view. 
These rules must now be adopted by a majority of the House, which 
of course, is more than one-fifth; and if we adopt a fixed rule it will 
govern us in re; to the yeas and nays and will be entirely in ac- 
cordance with the Constitution and will draw the attention of mem- 
bers to these important bills affecting the rights of the tax-payers 
and force them to vote upon the record. It is the right of the people 
to know how their representatives have voted. 

Mr. Chairman, I know very well it may be said that the calling of 
the yeas and nays would not influence any member upon this floor, 
that we all have a sufficient degree of patriotism in this House to 
induce us to act for the public good without the responsibility of a 
yea-and-nay vote, but every day’s experience teaches us exactly the 
reverse. How often upon a mere motion of adjournment have you 
seen in this House a rising vote carry the question, but when the 
yeas and nays were demanded, when the constituency of the honor- 
able gentlemen were brought before them face to face, you found the 
motion for adjournment fail by a signal majority? It is a thing of 
every-day occurrence; and I am here to discuss that question on its 
= merits, and present the facts as they really are in practice in this 

ouse. 

How is it in regard to these appropriations? Why, sir, the coun- 
try is groaning under burdens of taxation. You remember as well, 
Mr. Chairman, as I do, and as well as every gentleman on this floor, 
especially thdge on this side of the Chamber, that we made the last 

residential canvass upon the doctrine of retrenchment and reform. 

t was the battle-cry of every man in the canvass. Then, I say, it is 
our duty as the representatives of the people to do all we can to 
reduce the expenditures of this Government and bring about re- 
trenchment and reform. I say the adoption of this amendment will 
do more toward it than any rule we could adopt; it will save mill- 
ions of dollars every session of Congress. That all these important 
bills shall be referred to the Committee of the Whole is all very well 
in its place, to let them be considered by the Committee of the 
Whole, but when they come into the House on their final passage let 
the yeas and nays be called, and let the people know who has voted 
for them and who has voted against them; and I require a majority to 
vote instead of only a few members, as is frequently the case, upon 
bills appropriating millions of dollars collec from the masses by 
A unjust and discriminating against the agricul- 
tural class—in favor of monopolist and capital. 

Why, sir, by turning to the constitutions of the different States in 
this Union it will be seen that the experiment has been actually 
tried. I will refer first to the constitution of the State of Virginia, 
the mother of States and of statesmen. She relied upon the patriot- 
ism, upon the frugality and honesty of her representatives, and re- 
quired no yeas and nays until 1850. Then, sir, when the new con- 
stitution was adopted in that State—and I call the attention of the 
members of that State to the point, and I hope to have their aid—then 
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it was they placed in their constitution the provision which I will 


send to the Clerk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. N. On the of every act which imposes, continues, or revives a 
tax, or creates a duty or charge, or makes, continues, or revives any appropriation 
of public or trast money or property, or releases, d or commutes any claim 
ease of the State, the vote shall be determined by 8 and nays, and the 


names of the persons voting for and against the same shall be entered on the jour- 


nals of the respective houses, and a majority of the members elected to each 
shall be necessary to give it the force of a law. 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. Now, the committee will see that, after a 
long experience, the State of Virginia was forced to incorporate that 
into her constitution. It has proved of vast benefit in controlling 
the expenditures of that State and in securing a proper system of 
economy. Not only the State of Virginia has adopted this provision 
in her constitution, but the Empire State of New York has also adopted 
a similar provision. In New York they tried the patriotism ey 
tried the frugality and economy of the members until they adop 
their new constitution, when, in 1873, they were forced and compelled 
to incorporate that same amendment into their constitution, and it 
is to-day the fundamental law of that State. I ask the Clerk to 
read it. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
On the passage, in either house of the Legislature, of any act which imposes, 
makes, continues, or re- 


5 or ee a n ~ Kadina — . or charge, be uve 0 

ves any appropriation of publicor trust money or property, or releases, rges, 
or 5 claim or demand of the State, the question shall be taken by yeas 
and nays, which shall be duly entered upon the journals; and three-fifths of the 
members elected to either house shall, in all such cases, be necessary to constitute 


a quorum therein. 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. The committee will observe that the con- 
vention which framed that amendment was not willing to leave it 
simply to the question of yeas and nays, requiring a majority to vote 
for it, but required that three-fifths of the members of both Houses 
should be in their seats and constitute a quorum for the considera- 
tion of an appropriation bill. That is the safeguard which was thrown 
around the rights of the people, to protect them against taxation, in 
the t Empire State; and I hope that the members here from 
that State will aid in giving to the whole people of the United States 
a little of that same wholesome protection provided by that provis- 
ion of their State constitution. 

But, sir, we know that in this House the calling of the yeas and 
nays on an appropriation bill, instead of being the general rule, has 
been for years past the exception to the rule. They are hardly ever 
called, and the Journals show it. Appropriation bills for thirty or 
forty millions of money will pass through the House without the 
consideration or attention of many of the members, only a few voting, 
rarely a majority. There is no call for the yeas and nays, and the 
attention of the members is not drawn to the fact. Now I ask the 
Clerk to rgad from the constitution of the State of Wisconsin, on 


page 2038. 
he Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 8. On the passage in either house of the Legislature of any law which im- 
poses, continues, or renews a ag ta creates a debt or charge, 22 es, contin- 
ues, or renews an appropriation of public or trust money, or releases, harges, 
or commutes a claim on demand of the State, the question shall be taken by yeas 
and nays, which shall be duly entered on the jo and three-fifths of all the 
members elected to such house shall in all such cases be required to constitute a 
quorum therein. * 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. The committee will see that it is almost 
identically the same provision that is to be found in the constitution 
of the State of New York, not only 5 the vote of a majority 
by yeas and nays, and then that they shall be entered upon the jour- 
nal, but requiring the presence of three-fifths of the members to con- 
stitute a quorum for the consideration of appropriation bills or when 
disposing of the public money. I will now the Clerk to read 
from the constitution of Pennsylvania, on page 1573. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 4. Every bill shall be read at len on three difforent days in each house. 
All amendments made thereto shall be printed for the use of the members before the 
. be taken ty see and —— ĩ˙ —a— 

e VO ri 
SON naai the same be ete Bis ye the 1 e and a majority of the — Sai 
elected to each house be recorded thereon as voting in its favor. 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. Mr. Chairman, it will be seen from this 
section of the law how far that great State has gone upon this ques- 
tion. That is under a recent amendment to the constitution. Ex- 
perience had taught them, as it has 1 us here, that they must 
resort to some expedient of this sort to fix the responsibility and to 
invite the attention of members to these appropriation bills. I will 
now askthe Clerk to read from the constitution of the State of Mary- 
land, page 845. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 19. No bill shall become a law unless it be passed in each house by a majority 
5 the wae number of members elected, and on its final passage the ayes and noes 

Teco! 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. The committee will see that the State of 
Maryland has gone a step beyond the others, In the case of New York, 
in the case of Virginia, and in the case of Wisconsin, it has been con- 
fined simply to ms ey peas bills, but in the State of Maryland this 
requirement applies to every bill. None can become the law unless 
the yeas and nays are called, a majority voting in favor of the bill, 
and the names recorded on the journal of the house. I think it is 
right and I should be willing to go that far. 


house 


It Se be urged as an objection that we have such a vast amount 
of legislation that it would consume too much time to call the yeas 
and nays upon all. But surely we can take the time, when voting 
away the money of tke people and voting to impose a tax upon them, 
to ask the yeas and! nays on these appropriation bills and force a 
majority to vote or jet the bills fail, and let the people see how wo 


vote. 

I will ask the Clerk now to read from the constitution of my own 
State, the State of Kentucky. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 40. The General Assembly shall have no power 


any act or resolu- 
tion for the 


to pass 
ropriation of any money, or the creation of any debt Se the 


sum of $100, at any one time, unless the same, on its final passage, voted 
for by a majority of all the members then elected to each branch of the General 
Assembly, and the yeas and nays thereon entered on the journal. 


Mr. OSCAR TURNER. Now, gentlemen of the committee will ob- 
serve that there is a difference here; still, the power is given to the 
Legislature to fix the responsibility. That constitution was adopted 
in 1850. There the Legislature was allowed without the yeas and 
nays to incur a debt not over $100. 

t may be changed, however, and I will accept an amendment from 
any gentleman who may see proper to offer it, if the amount is not 
too large. But I want to test the sense of the House on the question 
that we fix a minimum sum, and beyond that the yeas and nays shall 
be demanded and recorded. In the constitution of Kentucky it is 
fixed at $100. My own inclinations would be to go beyond that and 
follow the example of Pennsylvania, Maryland, Virginia, and all 
those other States that require yeas and nays on all bills of appro- 
Priations. 

I do not know, Mr. Chairman, how many States have been taught 
by sad experience that it was wise to adopt this provision, to fix 
responsibility upon their representatives, because I have not had 
time to examine the constitution of every State in this Union. Ihave 
had read these provisions of the constitutions indicated simply be- 
cause they fell under my observation, and I desire to invite the atten- 
tion of this House to-day to them to show I am not erratic in what 
I propose—that it was no erratic idea of mine, but that on the con- 
trary the difficulty is one that has been pointed out, and the remedy 
is one that has been adopted and found to act wisely and judiciously. 

Well, sir, if it is right in those States to incorporate that provision 
in their constitutions, if they have been fo: to it by many years 
of experience, I will ask the Representatives of the people upon this 
floor why it is not ght we should have the same safegu here ? 
Why is it we should have the unlimited power of voting away mill- 
ions of the money of the people, and yet on the public records of the 
country there should be nothing to show what gentlemen participated 
in it and who discharged their duty to the satisfaction of their con- 
stituents? If this provision is right in a State, if it is found to be a 
wise provision, then why would it not be a wise provision here? 
Why would it not exercise a wholesome influence, and why would it 
not be beneficial to guard the rights of the whole people from con- 

ional burdens of taxation? They are as onerous as if imposed 
y a State Legislature, and more so, because they are counted by mill- 
ions instead of hundreds of dollars. 

In my opinion, Mr. Chairman, this would be a step in the right di- 
rection; and when gentlemen say they are in favor of retrenchment 
and reform, I say let them come up and vote for this amendment, and 
show to the country that they are in earnest. Let us have the yeas 
and nays upon these 5 bills, and then you will find that 
every member of this House will take a deep interest in these meas- 
ures whén they come up, simply because he will have to face the 
music when he goes home and stands before his constituents. Hence 
it is I propose to offer that amendment. I know that some gentlemen 
may argue the matter and may urge that perhaps the constitutional 
objection is in the way. But, sir, I have conversed with men learned 
in the Constitution and laws of this country, and upon that question 
I believe there is among them no difference of opinion, but they 

that it does not militate or conflict in any way with the Con- 
stitution if we make it a general rule that the yeas and nays shall be 
called in every case upon appropriation bills. Many of the States 
give the power to two members to call for the yeas and nays. I do 
not know but that may be a et provision. But I simply 
want the constitutional provision of old Virginia. Experience drove 
them to the adoption of that clause in their constitution that the 
yeas and nays should be called upon all appropriation bills, and I 
a I will have the aid of my friends from that State. 
. LAPHAM. What party is proposing in Virginia to scale their 
debt to-day ? 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. I did not rise for the 18 of entering 
into any partisan debate upon this question. I rose here to advocate 
amendments which I thought were for the pabio good and the in- 
terest of the people of all parties, and for which I expected the sup- 
port of gentlemen on the other sido of this House as well as upon this 
side, and not to indulge in criminations or recriminations of a parti- 
san character. 

Mr. HOUK. 5 measure to scale the debt? 

Mr. OSCAR T I hear it said by gentlemen around me 
that it is republicans who desire to scale the debt. How that is I do 
not know and do not care. 

Mr. HOUK. I asked the question whether it is a partisan measure. 
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Mr. OSCAR TURNER. Well, I am informed it is the republicans 
who are urging it. I do not know whether that is trae or not. 
[Laughter.] : 

Mr. Chairman, when gentlemen ask me why, instead of offering 
this amendment to the rules, I do not offer a joint resolution propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution, I desire to say this: the fact 
is, I have drawn an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, which I hold in my hand, and which I shall offer at the proper 
time to the House, on this subject, embodying the provisionsof the Vir- 

inia constitution. But, sir, even if it should be the sense of the 

ouse that this amendment, which I shall offer in the House as soon 
as the opportunity is presented, should be made to the Constitution 
of the United States, still in my judgment this wise provision should 
be incorporated in those rules. The amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States would be a long timo in being matured. Even 
if adopted by the House and by the Senate it would be a long time 
before it would be acted upon by three-fourths of the States. the 
mean time we would be going on with appropriations. 

But if a provision be incorporated as an amendment into these rales 
that have been reported by this able committee, it would give vital- 
ity to the principle at once, throw around the people the necessary 
protection, fix the responsibility upon members who vote away the 
public money here, and enable their constituents to know who it was 
that voted away their money. It would have the effect of drawing 
our attention to these bills. In every respect it would be a whole- 
some provision, and I can see no reason why we should not adopt it 
as an amendment to the rales. 

At the proper time I will offer the amendment to the Constitution, 
but in the meanwhile I do hope that I may have for this amendment 
to the rules the aid of the members from the different States which 
have adopted this provision. I have read here a list of States whose 
Representatives alone upon this floor could almost carry this amend- 
ment. The great State of Pennsylvania has incorporated it into her 
constitution. The States of Virginia, and of Maryland, Minnesota, 
Wisconsin, Kentucky, and Tennessee have done so, and doubtless 
many others. Let the Representatives of these States come to the 
rescue. Let them incorporate the same principle into these rules 
which wisdom has taught them to incorporate into the constitutions 
of their own States, and let us have the benefit of it here. Let us not 
wait for an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, but 
let us give vitality to the principle while we can by the amendment 
to the rules that have been reported to this House. 

Mr. Chairman, I did not desire to trespass upon the time of the com- 
mittee, but as these two propositions were entirely novel in their 
character, and as no comment has been offered apon either proposition 
or amendment suggested by myself, and which I give notice I will 
offer, I have deemed it my duty to give notice of these two amend- 
ments and to invite the attention of the members of this body to those 
two questions, and especially to the last, hoping before this debate 
closes to have the voice upon them of other gentlemen who are far 
more experienced than myself. Having done this briefly, I now ex- 
press my obligation to the Chairman and committee for the attention 
they have given to me in offering these crude and off-hand remarks. 
I believe I have fifteen minutes of my time remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twenty minutes of his hour 
remaining. 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. I do not desire to trespass further on the 
indulgence of the committee, as it is nearly five o’clock. If any gen- 
tleman desires what remains of my time I will give it to him. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER obtained the floor. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I would inquire of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. SHALLENBERGER] if he desires to take the floor in his 
own right, or to occupy the remainder of the time of my colleague 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Oscar TURNER ?] 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I prefer fo take it in my own right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then will the gentleman yie 
that the committee now rise ? 

5 Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I will do so, retaining my right to the 


oor. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be entitled to the floor when 
the committee again resumes consideration of this subject. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that, pursuant to the order of the 
Honse, the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union had 
had under consideration the report of the Committee on Rules and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, requested 
the House of Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 
No. 582) to provide for circuit and district courts of the United States 
at Columbus, Ohio, and transferring certain counties from the north- 
ern to the southern district in said State. 

The m e also announced that the Senate had passed, without 


amendment, the joint resolution (H. R. No. 156) to correct an error 
in the “Act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes.” 


d fora motion | 


The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the 5 titles; in Which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

An act (S. No. 212) for the relief of John M. Dorsey and William 
F. Shepard; 

An act (S. No. 818 for the relief of Edward P. Vollum; and 

An act (S. No. 815) to increase the pensions of certain pensioned 
soldiers and sailors who are utterly helpless from injuries received or 
disease contracted while in the United States service. 


UNITED STATES COURTS AT COLUMBUS, OHIO. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following: 


In SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, January 14, 1880. 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representatives 
to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. No. 582) to provide for circuit and district 
courts at Columbus, Ohio, and transferring certain counties from the northern to 
the southern district in said State. 

The SPEAKER. The uniform practice of the House has been to 
pant such requests of the Senate, and if there be no objection the 

hair will direct that the bill be returned to the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LICENSED DEALERS IN TOBACCO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, relative to licensed dealers in tobacco; which 
was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

STATUE TO ADMIRAL FARRAGUT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, recommending an appropriation of $10,000 to enable 
him to fulfill his contract with Mrs. Vinnie Hoxie for a statue 
of Admiral Farragut; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

ARANSAS BAY, ETO., TEXAS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting the report of Major C. W. Howell, Corps 
of Engineers, on Aransas Pass and Bay, up to Rockport and Corpus 
Christi, Texas, and Corpus Christi Pass and Channel; also report on 
improvement of Aransas Pass and Pass Carvallo, and report on sur- 
vey of Brazos Santiago, Texas; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

CAPTAIN JOHN C. WHITE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting the request of Captain John C. White, First 
Artillery, for relief from accountability for loss of public property by 
fire; which was referred to the Committee on Military irs. 


MILITARY STOREHOUSE AT OMAHA, NEBRASKA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to the erection of a storehouse, &c., at Omaha, 
Nebraska; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

COMMANDER BUSHROD B. TAYLOR AND OTHERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
wary of the Navy, transmitting the report of the board appointed 
under authority of a joint resolution approvo February 5, 1879, to 
examine into the case of Commander Bushrod B. Taylor and other 
officers of the Navy; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 


NAVY DEPARTMENT EMPLOYÉS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Housè a letter from the Secre- 

of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with law, a list of the 

civil employés of said Department; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Mr. SPARKS. In regard to the communication afew moments ago 
presented as coming from the War Department and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, I desire to direct attention in the way 
of inquiry as to whether or not those communications ought to be 
addre: to the Speaker and come through the House, or to the com- 
mittee or member of the committee in response to whose inquiries 
they are addressed. If they are to be treated as executive docu- 
ments, and come through the House, it will produce much confusion 
and delay of business in that committee, as it would in any other 
committee. I speak of this matter as affecting action in the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs because of my connection with that com- 
mittee, but the principle involved applies of course to the other com- 
mittees as well as to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read Rule 159. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Estimates of appropriations, and all other communications from the Executive 
De ents intended for the consideration of any of the committees of the House, 
8! be addressed to the Speaker, and by him submitted to the House for reference. 

Mr. SPARKS. Does not that rule apply only to what are known 
as executive documents, such as original communications of an Ex- 
ecutive Department of the Government to Congress, or to answers to 
inquiries made by order of the House ? 

he SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to think that, under the rule 
which has been read, every communication coming from a Depart- 
ment of the Government relating to public business should come 
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through its official channel, and not through an individual member 


of the House or of any committee of the House. 

Mr. SPARKS. If the Chair decides the question in advance, of 
course that ends it. 

The SPEAKER. Itis very plain that a record of all such commu- 
nications should be preserved, and the only way to preserve that 
record correctly is to make it on the Journal of the House. 

Mr. SPARKS. My opinion is that the answer to any inquiry ad- 
dressed to the Secretary of War, for example, by order of the House 
should necessarily come to the Speaker of the House, as should also 
any original communication which the Secretary of War or any head 
of Department should desire to submit to Congress. But if I as an 
individual member of the House, or as a member of a committee or 
sub-committee, deem it proper to address a letter for information to 
the Secretary of War, it seems to me that the answer to that inquiry 
certainly should come to me and not to the House. For example, a 
committee or sub-committee charged with the examination of some 
trivial matter pending before a committee or sub-committee addresses 
a letter to the head of one of the Executive Departments for such 
information as may be necessary to a proper understanding of the 
matter in hand, should the answer to such communication come to the 
Speaker and through the House in order to get into the hands of that 
sub-committee? or ought it not to come directly to the committee? 
It seems to me that adopting the former will produce confusion and 
delay the transaction of the business of our committees, and is en- 
tirely unnecessary. } 

The SPEAKER. Yet that is the rule. 

Mr. SPARKS. The rule obviously relates to executive documents. 
To treat these communications as executive documents seems to me 
to be in conflict with the rule itself. My point is that these kinds of 
letters are not executive documents, and that the rule relates purely 
to executive documents. : 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the prey eres will allow me, I will ask whether 
the result of the ruling of the Speaker would not be that no member 
of this House could communicate directly with any Department of 
the Government? 

Mr. SPARKS. I think so; certainly. 

The Shae The Chair does not make any ruling; he executes 
the rule. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand that; but the question here is upon 
the construction of the rule. It has been the practice, I know, of 
the several committees to communicate directly with the Depart- 
ments by letter or otherwise, and it seems to me there is much in the 
distinction made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPARKS] be- 
tween communications made by the Departments to committees of 
the House for their information and communications made in response 
to a direct application of the House itself. 

The SPEAKER. The advantage aprang rom this mode of getting 
information from the De ments is that when the information 
comes in it can be printed by order of the House. The printing can- 
not be done except by order of the House. 

Mr. SPARKS. We are now speaking of communications which are 
not in Boy proper sense executive documents, which are generally 
printed. e communications of which we are speaking are those 
in response to inquiries made directly to the Department by a com- 
mittee, or members of a committee, in reference to business before 
it. The Committee on Military Affairs, for instance, may have under 
consideration a bill restoring an officer to his former rank. We want 
to know what his record is. A sub-committee makes the inquiry of 
the War Department. What is desired is simply information touch- 
ing the matter in hand. Any member might obtain this information 
for himself by going in person to the Department and making the 
necessary — 9 9 ow, why may not a letter be ad „ and save 
going in person? The response to such 52 is not an executive 
communication at all, and does not need to be printed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the point raised is an important one. Some 
days ago, on behalf of the committee I represent, I addressed a com- 
munication to the Secretary of War on this subject, and to-day had 
a personal interview with him in relation to it. Iam quite sure that 
he desires to meet the view which I have here taken, yet he is con- 
fronted with this rule, a proper construction of which he of course 
would desire to have for hi dance. 

My construction of the rule is that it relates alone to executive 
communications, such as original communications coming. from the 
Departments to Con 7 55 and communications for which either House 
of Congress may call upon any of these Departments for information. 
These, as I understand it, must come to the Speaker, But if in the 
discharge of my routine business as a member of a committee I want 
to get information from a Department, Ican go to the Department in 
— and get it, or I can 5 —.— the head of that Department by 

tter and be answered directly on the subject without such answer 
coming through the House. This is my view of it, and I would like 
to have the es settled here and now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is very loth to make any ression 
which may limit in any a, ea the facility of communication between 
members of this House and the several Executive Departments. But 
this discretion would seem to be left with the departmental officer; 
and if in reply to a question from a member of a committee or from 
a sub-committee he chooses to send his communication through the 


House, the Chair is at a loss to know how it can be prevented. The 
document now in question is a communication from the Secretary of 
the Navy as to certain officers of the Navy who were retired, as the 
Chair understands, by joint action of the two Houses 

Mr. SPARKS. Who addressed the inquiry to him? 

The SPEAKER. Itis the report of a board. 

Mr. SPARKS. That is an executive communication. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks 80. 

Mr. SPARKS. I do not of course direct my remarks to any par- 
ticular case. What I would like to have the Speaker rule—and I 
think it is the correct ruling, or I would not ask him to make it 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would not like to rule incorrectly. 

Mr. SPARKS. And I would not like for him to do so. What I ask 
the Chair to rule is, that only executive documents come within the 
rule just read, and I think such ruling would not be “incorrect.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has nothing to rule upon except what 
comes into his possession officially. When acommunication from an 
executive officer of the Government is addressed to the Speaker of 
the House, then only the Chair takes cognizance of it. The Chair 
supposes that communications passing between members of this House 
and executive officers of the Government are unlimited in number, 
He recollects that when chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
endeavoring to cut down the expenses of the Government he sought 
information from every officer who was accessible. 

Mr. SPARKS. I have been in the habit of doing that myself, and 
the replies did not come through the House; and the Chair. I pre- 
sume, does not think they ought to have done so, which settles the 
question in my favor, if I understand him. 

The SPEAKER. In regard to inquiries made by the present occu- 
ant of the chair as a member of the Committee on Appropriations. 
e did not ask that the answers should come through the Speaker of 

the House. 

Mr. CLYMER. The Chair will recollect that we are now talking 
with the Departments by telephone almost every hour of the day, 
and if the Chair should now rule that replies from executive officers 
in regard to public business must come through the House, an officer 
9 by telephone may say, “I cannot address anybody but the 

er. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair only rules upon papers addressed to 
him officially. 

Mr. CLYMER. But this ruling might make Department officers 
think that they should not answer our inquiries except through the 
Speaker of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no knowledge, of course, of com- 
munications passing between members of the House and the Execu- 
tive Departments; but when papers are addressed to the Chair he 
must present them to the House. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. This communication of the Secretary of the 
Navy is properly and legally addressed to the Speaker of the House. 
In replying to inquiries of the Committee on Naval Affairs, or sub- 
committees of that committee, the Secretary of the Navy has always 
observed the rules of courtesy and propriety; and there has been no 
complaint upon the part of any member of the committee. This to 
which he has replied to-day is in mse to an act of Congress, 

Mr. SPARKS. Then, of course, it is an executive document. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. In response to what? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. In response to an act of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. So the Chair thought. It is the report of a board 
created by an act of Congress, 

Mr. SPARKS. I know nothing of this case referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, and I am not speaking of that kind of cases, 
It is an executive docament, it seems; if soit certainly ought to come 
to the Speaker. But I am speaking of letters addressed by commit- 
tees or sub-committees to heads of artments for information, &. 
The answers to these, I insist, ought to be made directly to said com- 
mittees, and not to the Speaker. 


J. C. IRWIN. 
On motion of Mr, HASKELL, by unanimous consent, leave was 
ted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers 
in the case of J. C. Irwin, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 
F. G. BISHOP. 

Mr. MITCHELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3526) granting additional compensation to F. G. Bishop, of the 
State of Pennsylvania; which was read a first and second „and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

And then, on motion of Mr. CALKINS, (at four o clock and forty 
minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following memorials, petitions, and other Pe were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of certain soldiers of the late war, 
that Congress do not pass Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension 
claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, the petition of the Grand Division of Sons of Temperance of 


1880. 


Pennsylvania, representing four thousand five hundred and seventy- 
five members, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. L. B, Hawley, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. è 

Also, memorial of Henry M. Hoyt, governor; William P. Schell, 
auditor-general, and A. C. Noyes, State treasurer, of Pennsylvania, 
for the passage of House bill No. 2272, entitled “A bill to provide for 
the recomputatiou of accounts between the United States and the 
several States and the city of Baltimore growing out of moneys ex- 

nded by the several States and the city of Baltimore in the war of 

812 with Great Britain”—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON W. ALDRICH: The petition of J. N. A. Griswold 
and 70 other citizens and firms, for the improvement of the harbor 
at Newport, Rhode Island—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ATHERTON: The petition of B.Swaimand 75 others, against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to 
the Gomuuittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, the 8 of William Juryman and 37 other ex-soldiers and 
citizens of Ohio, to be paid the difference between the value of green- 
backs and gold at the time of payment for services as soldiers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BALLOU: The petition of the Grand Temple of Honor and 
Temperance of the State of Pennsylvania, 5 one thousand 
members, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BENNETT: The petition of soldiers of Dakota Territory, 
for the passage of the equalization bounty bill—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill for the improvement of Buttermilk Channel, 
in the East River, between Governors Island and South Ferry, 
Brooklyn, New York—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRIGHT: The petition of C. B. Anstell, executor of the 
estate of W. L. Sargent, for payment of a claim left out of an appro- 
priation bill by inadvertence—to the Committee of Claims, 

By Mr. CONGER: The petitions of William Hewitt and 34 other 
soldiers of Hadley, Michigan; and of E. Hathaway, Alex. Klock, and 
others, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension 
claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of William D. Wilkins and 39 others, officers and 
soldiers of the Mexican war, for arrears of pension to Mexican war 
pensioners—to the same committee. t 

By Mr. DUNN : The petition of citizens of Lonoke County, Arkan- 

for the establishment of a post-route from Lonoke to Jackson- 
ville, Arkansas—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FORT: The petition of William A. Long and others, against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENKLE: The petition of John S. Maury, for the removal 
of his political disabilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Albert Greenleaf, William 
Flinn, and Samuel Brown for extra pay for services while in the em- 

708 of the Government on the Mexican coast—to the Committee of 
aims. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of Thaddeus L. Waters and 21 
other soldiers of Newago County, Michigan, for tho passage of the 
Weaver bill, relating to the pay of soldiers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of S. McClanathan, Edgar Pierce, and 30 other 
surviving soldiers of the war of the rebellion, of Mecosta County, 
Michigan, for the immediate passage of the equalization of bounty 
bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HUTCHINS: The petition of William S. Carr, for the ex- 
tension of a patent for improvement in water-closets—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Yonkers, New York, in behalf of 
the widow of William H. Post, massacred at White River agency—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of Eli B. Parker, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. KILLINGER: Papers relating to the claim of W. K. Ver- 


beke for pay for provisions, &c., furnished the United States Army 
during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of J. L. Leeper and 194 others, 
citizens of Stark pig T Ohio, for such laws as will prevent fluc- 
tuations in freight and unjust discriminations in transportation 
charges—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Levi Stump, esq., and 180 others, citizens of Stark 
County, Ohio, for the amendment of the patent laws so as to protect 
innocent users of patented articles and to make the manufacturer 
aa vendor alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on 

atents. 

By Mr. MCMAHON : The petition of James L. Purdy, to be relieved 
from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER: The petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Tem- 
plars of New York, representing four hundred and fifty lodges and 
twenty-five thousand members, for acommission of inquiry concerning 
the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 


Traffic. 
By Mr. NICHOLLS: Papers relating to the claim of Meyer New- 
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mark for pay for property taken by the United States Army during 
the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Papers relating to the claim of A. D. Cook & 
Co. for the remission of a forfeiture—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Robert C. Narramore, late post- 
master at Derby, Connecticut, to be relieved from accounting for 
Government funds stolen from the post-office at said place—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. PRICE : The petition of the Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union of the District of Columbia, representing one hundred and 
forty members, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
15 traffic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic. 

y Mr. THOMAS RYAN: The panon of soldiers of Kansas, for 
the passage of the Weaver bill, relating to the pay of soldiers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMONTON: The petition of the Grand Lodge of Good 
Templars of the State of Tennessee, having a membership of ten thou- 
sand, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. A. HERR SMITH: The petition of the governor, auditor- 
general, and treasurer of the State of Pennsylvania, for the passage 
of House bill No. 2272—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS: The petition of E. P. Alexander, president of 
the Georgia Railroad Company, for a change in the present duty on 
imported steel rails—to the Committee of ae and Means. 

y Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of Nelson McLaughlin, for pay for 
services rendered to and moneys paid out for the hited States dur- 
ing the late war—to the Committee on War Claims: 

0, two petitions of citizens of Tennessee, against the passage of 
Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Tennessee, for the pensioning of 
Mexican soldiers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of William Wheeler 
Hubbell for pay for shells and fuses used by the United States—to 
the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. WARNER: The petition of C. C. Jones and 54 others, of 
Batesville, Ohio, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating 
to pension claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. WASHBURN: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Fargo, Dakota Territory, relative to a lock and dam at Goose 
Rapids on the Red River of the North, Dakota Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILBER: The petition of 58 Union soldiers, of Oneonta, 
New York, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pen- 
sion claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of citizens of Kentuc 

assage of the bill for the relief of depositors in the 
Bante +5 the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of J. B. Wilder, president of the Louisville, Cin- 
cinnati and Lexington Short Line Railroad, for a reduction of the 
duty on steel rails—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILSON: Papers relating to the claim of Jennie K. Moore 
for pay for fees, &c., due her late husband as clerk of the district 
court for the western district of Virginia—to the Committee of Claims. 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE—SIXTEENTH AMENDMENT. 


The following additional petitions were presented at the Clerk’s 
desk, under the rule, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

By Mr. WILLIAM ALDRICH: The petition of Mrs. Sarah G. Deal, 
Mrs. W. E. McGarvey, and others, of Chicago, Illinois, for a sixteenth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, prohibiting Con- 
groes or any State from abridging the right of citizens of the United 

tates to vote on account of sex or for any reason not equally appli- 
cable to all citizens of the United States. 

By Mr. BALLOU: The petition of Catharine C. Knowles, G. Free- 
born, Mary P. Vaughan, Solomon R. Knowles, John W. Cornell, and 
others, citizens of East Greenwich, Rhode Island, of similar import. 

By Mr. BERRY: The petition of Mary Jane Jewett, Katharine 
Rixon, D. G. Jewett, Andrew, Rixon, and others, citizens of Healds- 
burgh, California, of similar import. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of Charlotte B. Walsh, Amelia 
Stewart, J.D. Walsh, J. M. Huff, and others, citizens of Ashland, Ken- 
tucky, of similar import. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: The petition of S. R. Urbino, Mrs. Lavinia B. 
Urbino, Eliza M. Moore, Charles N. Wood, Sarah F. Bassett, and others, 
citizens of Newton, Massachusetts, of similar import. 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of Mrs. Emma A. Hatch, Mrs. R. S. 
Palmer, Louise O. Harris, Orin Hatch, Raymond Tallmadge, and others, 
citizens of Fond du Lac, Wisconsin, of similar import. 

Also, the petition of H. A. Ancutt, M. D., D. M. E. Stewart, Ham 
T. Kling, James 8. Westcott, D. D., M. C. Parker, and others, citizens 
of Marathon County, Wisconsin, of similar import. 

By Mr. BURROWS: The petition of Mrs. J. M. Brown, Mrs. M. 
Blackman, Mrs. E. C. Hendricks, 8. H. Blackman, Chandler Richards, 
and others, citizens of Van Buren County, 8 of similar import. 

By Mr. CAMP: The petition of Rebecca P. Thorn, Caroline Bowen, 
George McWhaf, Seth Bowen, and others, citizens of Wayne County, 
New York, of similar import. 


, for the 
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By Mr. CONGER: The petition of Hattie A. N. Taylor, M. E. 
Mitchell, Elizabeth Houser, H. L. Barry, 8. C. Culp, A. B. Geo 
and others, citizens of Saint Joseph County, Michigan, of simi 


import. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: The petition of W. G. Myers, Sarah J. Myers, 
L. E. Taggart, Kate A. Sterling, Amos Woodling, Rebecca P. Raft 
and others, citizens of Stark County, Ohio, of similar import. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of Clemence S. Lozier, M. D., Lillie 
Devereux Blake, Abraham W. Lozier, M. D., Mary F. Mann, M. D., 
Madam Demorest, and others, citizens of the city of New York, of 
similar import. 

By Mr. DICK: The petition of Emily K. Barber, Minerva J. Win- 
ton, Matilda Post, Alexander Singley, Abner P. Preston, and others, 
citizens of Crawford County, Penns ivania, of similar import. 

By Mr. FORD: The petition of Lucy A. Christian, Annie K. Ir- 
vine, William Kancher, Lucy S. Kaucher, and others, citizens of Holt 
County, Missouri, of similar import. 

Also, the petition of Susanna Ellis, Rebecca Keller, R. T. Ellis, G. 
W. Keller, and others, citizens of Holt County, Missouri, of similar 


import. 

By Mr. FORSYTHE: The petition of Rebecca Haney, T. F. Brack- 
ney, M. M. Cooper, and others, citizens of Moultrie County, Ilinois, of 
similar import. 

By Mr. GEDDES: The petition of Lizzie N. Vogenitz, Melissa C. 
Little, Elsie Davidson, Israel B. Vogenitz, William Ferguson, and 
others, citizens of Tuscarawas County, Ohio, of similar import. 

By Mr. BENJAMIN W. HARRIS: The petition of Elizabeth G. 
Hedge, Dr. Sarah E. Brown, A. Judson Rich, Walton C. Bryant, Will- 
iam J. Stewart, and others, citizens of Hyde Park, Massachusetts, of 
similar import. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of Anna C. Wait, Mrs. Emily 
Riggs, Mrs. Hattie Cruson, C. T. Pickett, Horace Truman, and others, 
citizens of Lincoln County, Kansas, of similar import. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: The petition of Abbie B, 2 ae Susan W. 
Blackfan, H. S. Trego, J. H. Lippincott, Mrs, E. J. O'Neil, J. T. Fields, 
and others, citizens of Henry County, Illinois, of similar import. 

By Mr. KEIFER: The petition of J. H. Philleo, B. C. Lyman, O. 
C. Smith, Maria Burt, and others, citizens of Geauga County, Ohio, of 
similar import. 

Also, the a of Mrs. B. P. Ludlow, Mary E. Messenger, Delia 
Ludlow, J. A. Noony, B. F. Ludlow, and others, citizens of Geauga 
County, Ohio, of similar import. 

Also, the 8 of Mrs. J. A. Newton, Mrs. L. M. Allen, G. C. 
Newton, E. H. Brown, and others, citizens of Willoughby, Ohio, of 
similar import. F 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Andrews, Jesse Hyatt, Nathan 
H. Merritt, Willard Brown, and others, citizens of Saint Louis, Mis- 
souri, of similar import. 

Also, the petition of Nettie Helman, Emma Burford, Mary E. Hoo 
D. 7470 D. Peterson, and others, citizens of Stark County, Ohio, 
of similar import. 

Also, the petition of Eva L. Pinney, Anna M. Greene, Ellen Munn, 
Erastus H ges, Edward Bosworth, and others, citizens of Geauga 
County, Ohio, of similar import. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of Delia S. Morris, M. A. Felt, 
Belle D. Berrenger, Edward Morris, G. M. Austin, and others, citizens 
of Kent, Portage County, Ohio, of similar import. 

Also, the petition of Mayde M. Flower, Mary E. Gaskill, R. C. Flower, 
A. H. Kendall, and others, citizens of Stark County, Ohio, of similar 
import. 

Also, the petition of M. R. Erwin, Jennie J. Erwin, Sarah Hufford, 
Reuben Erwin, W. H. Belt, and others, citizens of Stark County, Ohio, 
of similar import. 

By Mr. LER: The petition of Mary A. Hazen and others, of 
Lewis County, New York, of similar import. 

Also, the petition of Mary Meteyard, Ellen C. Bayliss, Henry 
Meteyard, Samuel Bayliss, and others, citizens of Erie County, New 
York, of similar import. 

Also, the petition of Phebe M. Varney, Anne B. Tayler, James A. 
Varney, James Stevens, and others, citizens of Erie County, New York, 
of similar mopo ; 

By Mr. MORRISON: The petition of'J. T. and A. T. Fields and 
90 other men and women, of Rock Island County, Illinois, of similar 


import. 

by Mr. MURCH: The petition of Lavina M. Snow, Sarah J. Hus- 
sey, Mrs. Lucy A. Snow, James Adams, Nelson P. Spear, and others 
citizens of Knox County, Maine, of similar import. 

By Mr. ORTH : The petition of H. P. Chancellor, Frances Atkin- 
son, and others, citizens of Benton County, Indiana, of similar import. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of Mary G. Townsend, Lydia P. Cow- 
gill, Elmira Jepson, Wm. D. Hammell, D. E. Mackey, and 200 others, 
citizens of Cedar County, Iowa, of similar import. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of Mira P. Bturgis, Catharine W. 
Thompson, Abby G. Stevens, Amos H. Nevins, Lucius C. Curtis, and 
others, citizens of Cumberland County, Maine, of similar import. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of Norman MacLeod, Christina 
Milne MacLeod, Samuel T. Croft, Helen E. Robinson, Sadie Vassar, 
and others, of ae Illinois, of similar import. . 

By Mr. JONA" T. UPDEGRAFF: The pe of Matilda Wal- 
lace and others, citizens of Jefferson County, Ohio, of similar import. 


By Mr. VALENTINE : 1 of Anna Schermerhorn, Lizzie 
S. Moore, Delia Holcomb, J. W. Moore, H. H. Williams, and others, 
citizens of Nunckolls County, Nebraska, of similar im n 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Kate T. F. Cornell, Mrs. J. B. Vawtry, U. 
Cornell, Rev. J. B. Vawtry, Lucy W. Rand, and others, citizens of 
Thayer County, Nebraska, of similar import. 

‘Aloo, the petition of Mrs. Susan E. Ferguson, Mrs. Barbara J. Thomp- 
son, Mrs. Jane Studley, Edward 8. Post, J. H. Hunt, and others, citi- 
zens of Hebron, Belvidere, and Superior, Nebraska, of similar import. 
By Mr. WARNER: The petition of S. A. Miller, M. A. Smith, C. D. 
aap Abraham Coe, Rev. H. S. Canfield, and others, citizens of Mon- 
roe 1 oN of similar import. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of Anna B. Underwood, Har- 
riet B. Sargeant, Mary Cary Hulett, J. M. Underwood, A. F. Wilson, 
and others, citizens of Lake City, Nebraska, of similar import. 

By Mr. WEAVER: The petition of Mrs. A. E. Morris, Mrs. C. I. 
Parkinson, Mrs. Mary M. Hewett, and others, citizens of Dubuque, 
Iowa, of similar import. 

By Mr. CHARLES G. WILLIAMS: The petition of Mary J. Plum- 
mer, Eva Grout, D. L. Plummer, John N. Mansin, Mrs. M. W. Bent- 
ley, and others, citizens of Marathon County, Wisconsin, of similar 


import. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of Mrs. 8. W. Fowler, Mrs. D. C. 
Pelton, 8. W. Fowler, J. A. Brown, and others, citizens of Manistee, 
Michigan, of similar Harary 

Also, the petition of Ella S. Hopkins, Lan. C. Wise, Clara V. Hale, 
George V. Hopkins, Daniel Wise, and others, citizens of Bear Lake, 
Mehigan of similar import. 

By Mr. FERNANDO WOOD: The petition of John D. Wood, Cath- 
arine Salfelder, Jane Cogan, William A. Warwick, and others, citizens 
of New York City, of similar import. 

By Mr. BARBER: The petition of Elizabeth B. Harbert, of Evans- 
ton, Illinois, for the removal of her political disabilities. 0 

By Mr. CAMP: The petitions of Rebecca P. Thorn, of Galen, New 
York; of Emma Hughes, of Savona,New York; of Mary E. Hughes, 
of Savona, New York; of Elizabeth Schoonmaker, of the city of New 
York; of Sarah Allerton, of Bath, New York; of Harriet E. Beach, 
of the city of New York; and of Emma R. Still, M. D., of the city of 
New York, of similar import. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: The petition of Annie Laurie Quimby, of New- 
port, Kentucky, of similar import. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: The petitions of Mary J. Barker, of Elizabeth 
R. Collins, of Martha A. Stebbins, of Rosa L. Segur, of Elizabeth 
M. Hawley, of Eliza N. Bailey, of Mary J. Cravens, of Matilda J. 
Berra, of Delilah Phelps, of Mrs. J. P. Angier, of Mrs. Mary B. Glea- 
son, of Anna C. Mott, and of Sarah A. Bissell, of Toledo, Ohio, of 
similar import. 

By Mr. DE LA MATYR: The petition of Mrs. Z.G. Wallace, of In- 
sar a Pong Indiana, of similar import. 

By Mr. DICK: The ye of Ann Y. Castle, of Minerva J. Win- 
ton, and of Emily K. Barber, of Steuben, Pennsylvania, of similar 


import. 

By Mr. FORD: The petitions of Kate Schartz, of Annie K. Irvine, 
and of Elizabeth Ev: of Oregon, Missouri, of similar import. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: The petitions of Jane Hamilton Wright, and 
of Hannah J. Coffee, of Illinois, of similar import. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of Julia Foster, of Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, of similar import. 

By Mr. MURCH: The petition of Lavinia M. Snow, of Rockland, 
Maine, of similar import. 

By Mr. MYERS: The petition of Florence Hardin, of Pendleton, 
Indiana, of similar import. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of Elizabeth A. Stockton Corson, 
of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, of similar import. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petitions of Mrs. M. B. Hamilton Hawley, of 
Mount Ayer, Iowa; of V. S. Cowgill, of Anna B. Rorr, and of 
Emily Gibson Booth, of West Liberty, Iowa, of similar import. 

By Mr. ROSS: The petitions of Mrs. Susan Post Leggett and Mrs. 
Margaret W. Leggett, of Elizabeth, New Jersey, of si import. 

By Mr. VALENTINE : The 1 of Kate T. T. Cornell, of Alex- 
andria, Nebraska; of Susan E. Ferguson, of Sarah J. Church, of 
Hannah G. Huse, of Lucy L. Carroll, Clara A. Thompson, and Bar- 
bara J. Thompson, of Hebron, Nebraska, of similar import. 


. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 15, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 

from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with section 

194 of the Revised 3 3 of the names of clerks and other 

rsons employed in the War ent, and offices thereof, from 

ber 1, 1878, to November 30, 1879; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 5 
of War, transmitting a letter from the chief clerk and superintend- 
ent of the War Department building, reporting that the sum of $500 
will be required to meet a deficiency in the appropriation for con- 
tingent expenses of the office of the Adjutant-General for the re- 
mainder of the present fiscal year; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on cpr ht bese and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report of Captain William H. Penrose, Third 
Infantry, with indorsements thereon, relative to the reopening of 
the Mullan wagon-road from Fort Missoula to the summit of the 
Cœur d'Alene Mountains, Montana Territory; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MCPHERSON presented the petition of S. H. Cornell and others, 
of Vineland, Cumberland 8 New Jersey; praying foran amend- 
ment to the Constitution providing that the right of suffrage in the 
United States shall be based on citizenship and shall be regulated 
by Congress, and that all citizens of the United States, native or nat- 
e ee enjoy this right equally, without any distinction founded 
on sex; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the ponon of Mrs. Susan Port Leggett and others, 
citizens of Elizabeth, New Jersey, = nesar that they are real- 
estate owners and are annually taxed heavily for the support of pau- 
perism and crime, while they have no power to suppress vice or reg- 
ulate taxation, and praying for the removal of their political disabili- 
ties ; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented documen evidence in support of the 
claim of certain Sioux Indians who served in the Army of the United 
States for relief from the operation of the act of pd ee approved 
February 16, 1863, to be considered in connection with the bill (S. No. 566) 
to restore to certain scouts and soldiers of the United States Army of 
the Sioux Nation of Indians the money and annuities belonging to 
them confiscated and forfeited to the United States under an act for 
the relief of persons for damages sustained by reason of depredations 
and injuries by certain bands of Sioux Indians, approved February 
16, 1863; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of John 
and Julia A. Beeson, of Utica, La Salle County, Illinois, praying for 
the establishment of a system of international arbitration, instead of 
war, and for the appropriation of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, for a board of arbitrators, to be com of women as 
well as men, to be nominated by Mrs. Elizabeth Thompson, founder 
of the Co-operative Aid Association of New York, and Alfred Love, 
president of the Universal Peace Union, of Philadelphia; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of A. J. Hay and 50 other citizens of 
Susquehanna County, Pennsylvania, praying for the amendment of 
the patent laws so as to protect innocent users of patented articles 
from prosecution as infringers; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

He also presented the memorial of James J. Edmonds and 98 oth- 
ers, citizens of Pennsylvania and soldiers of the late war, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) for the examination 
and adjudication of pension claims; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of the Grand Temple of Honor and 
Temperance of Pennsylvania, officially signed, representing one thou- 
sand members, praying for a commission of Sn 5 concerning the 

e Co! 


alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to mmittee on Fi- 
nance, 
He also presented the petition of C. A. Dean and 53 other citizens 


of Susquehanna County, Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of 
such laws as will prevent fluctuations in freights and unjust discrim- 
inations in transportation charges; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Julia T. Foster, of Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania; the petition of Elizabeth A. Stockton Carson, of Phila. 
delphia, Pennsylvania; the petition of Catharine E. Saulsbury, of 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; and the petition of Minerva J. Winton, 
of Steuben, Crawford County, Pennsylvania, praying for the removal 
of their political disabilities ; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Emily K. Barber and others, citi- 
zens of Steuben, Crawford County, Pennsylvania, praying for an 
amendment to the Constitution guaranteeing to women the right to 
vote; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BALDWIN presented the petition of B. F. Sweet and others, 
citizens of Michigan, praying for the of a bill for the equali- 
2 of bounties; Which was refe to the Committee on Miſitary 

‘airs. $ 

Mr. GROOME. I present the petition of the Hodges Brothers and 
85 others, of the city of Baltimore, praying for the abolition and re- 

al of the compulsory legal-tender power now given by law to the 

ury notes of the United States. In Soon this petition I 
desire to say that the names signed to it embrace many of the leading 
business men and business houses of the city of Baltimore. I move 
its reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. JONAS presented the petition of the Auxiliary Sanitary Asso- 
ciation of New Orleans, officially signed, praying for the passage of 
the bill now pending to authorize the Secre of the NEONET to 
contract for the construction of the necessary ships for the disinfec- 
tion of vessels and cargoes ; which was referred to the Select Com- 
mittee to Investigate and Report the Best Means of Preventing the 
Introduction and Spread of Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of T. A. Pearson, S. S. Wood- 
bury and others, citizens of Jefferson County, Colorado, praying for 
an amendment of the patent laws so as to make the manufacturer 
for sale or the vendor responsible for aran gomet and protect from 
penalty any person manufacturing patented articles for his own use; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented the petition of W. F. Reynolds and others, citi- 
zens of Jefferson County, Colorado, praying for the of a law 
to prevent fluctuations in freights and ust discriminations in 
transportation charges; which was ref to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented the penton of John Ross, chief, and others of 
the Eastern Band of North Carolina Cherokees, praying for the pas- 
sage of a law c the President to execute the treaty of 1865-66, 
according to article 12 of the same; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of P. C. Merryman and others, 
citizens of Brunswick, Maine, praying for the passage of a law for 
the distribution of the Geneva award fund; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ROLLINS presented vad portilon of T. Cornelius Cornell, an 
inmate of the Soldiers’ National Home at Augusta, Maine, praying 
for the pongo of a law granting him compensation for clothing 
lost by fire while in the military service of the United States during 
the late war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Lewis Mayo and others, 
citizens of Leavenworth, Kena praying for the pasare of a law 

ting a pension to Frederick Weller, a soldier of the war of 1812; 
‘which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of H. H. Spaulding and others, sol- 
diers of the late war, praying for the 23 of a law granting them 
the difference between mbacks and gold at the time of payment; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented the petition of Charles 
Webb, administrator of the estate of Christopher C. Brand, of Norwich, 
Connecticut, praying for an extension of letters-patent foran improve- 
ment in fire-arms; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. BRUCE presented the petition of Armstead Goodlow, late pri- 
vate Company E, Twenty-third Regiment United States Colored 
Troops, praying for arrearages of pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the peua of A. J. Fields and others, citi- 
zens of Rural, Rock Island County, Illinois, and the petition of Re- 
becca Haney and others, citizens of Arthur, Moultrie County, Illinois, 
praying for an amendment to the Constitution guaranteeing to women 
the right to vote; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
He also presented the petition of Jane Hamilton Wright and the 
pennon of Hannah J. Coffee, citizens of Rural, Rock Island County, 
inois, praying for the removal of their political disabilities; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (8. No. 843) providing for the delive 
of dutiable articles in the mails, and for Le vile r lost registe 
articles, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report there- 
on; which was ordered to be printed. s 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 2790) authorizing the tary of the 

to appa’ a deputy collector at Seaford, Sussex County, 
Delaware, and for other purposes, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2785) authorizing the Secretary of the to appoint 
a deputy collector at Lake Charles, Louisiana, repo it without 
amendment. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 3496) directing the removal of obstructions from the har- 
bor at the Delaware breakwater, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the memorial of Charles J. E. Thompson, of Providence, Rhode 
Island, praying for the extension of his patent for a new and im- 
proved connecting link for chain cables, submitted an adverse re- 
port thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the committee 
were discharged from the further consideration of the petition, 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 663) granting a pension to John J. Fritschy, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. é 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 609) granting a pension to James E. ve, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Joseph F. Thomasson, of Wayne County, Illinois, praying to 
be granted a pension, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. HEREFORD, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 2262) for the relief of Juliet Leef, widow, 
and the heirs of Henry Leef, deceased, owner of the bark Mary oe 
illegally seized by Alexander H. Tyler, consul of the United States a 
Bahia, Brazil, asked to be raring Be from its further consideration, 
and 5 5 it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was 
agreed to. > 

Mr. WITHERS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Menomonee Indians, praying for the passage of 
an act for the equalization of bounties ; the petition of soldiers in the 
late war, of New Jersey, praying for the passage of what is known as 
the equalization bounty bill; and the petition of H. C. Osterhaus, J, 
R. Ratcliff, Dan Hopkins, and others, praying the passage of a law to 
equalize the bounties of soldiers, asked to be discharged from their 
further consideration, and that they be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs; which was to. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 144) for the relief of Horace J. Gambrill, re- 
ported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 55) granting a right of way across Water 
Shops Pond, in Springfield, Massachusetts, to the Springfield and New 
London Railroad Company, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES NOTES AS A LEGAL TENDER. 


Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Finance direct me to report 
back the joint resolution (S. R. No. 49) in relation to United States 
Treasury notes. The committee have made a verbal amendment to 
the joint resolution, changing the title so as to read: “A joint reso- 
lution relating to the legal-tender quality of the United States notes,” 
unanimously agreeing to it; and with such amendment direct me to 
report the joint resolution adversely. I understand there is a minor- 
ity report to be presented; otherwise I should ask for the indefinite 

tponement of the resolution. I ask that it be laid on the table 
or the present, and printed. 

The VICE-PRESI ENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. I present from the same committee the views of 
the minority, accompanied by a resolution; and as the expression of 
the minority is very short, I ask the indulgence of the Senate to let 
it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


The undersigned, believing the industrial, commercial, and financial p 
ef a country, in order to be enduring and secure, must be b: upon a money of 
actual and intrinsic value, and that our Government has no power and is incom- 
petent to endow its paper obligations with such value, and the United States Treas- 
notes in existence and in circulation being now redeemable in gold and silver 
— 5 at the option of the holder, do therefore recommend the withdrawal of the 
present 1 


legal-tender power from such Treasury notes, by the passage 
of the subjo! 


ed joint resolation, 
T. F. BAYARD. 


7 FRANCIS KERNAN. 


Admitting the principle of the resolution as to the power of the Government to 
make paper legal tender, I reserve my action upon the resolution as to the time of 
the withdrawal of the power given heretofore. 

WM. A. WALLACE. 


Reserving the right of amendment, 
JUSTIN S. MORRILL. 


Joint resolution in relation to United States notes. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
in Congress assembled, That from and after the e of this resolution all 
United States notes shall be receivable for all dues to the United States, excepting 
duties on imports, and shall not be otherwise a legal tender; and any of said notes 
hereafter reissued shall bear this superscription. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask that the views of the minority and the joint 
resolution be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 

Mr. ALLISON. My intention was to have both reports placed upon 
the Calendar, as I understand it is proposed to have some discussion 
upon the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator from 
Iowa to desire the report to be laid on the table, which will give it 
the same parliamentary effect as to have it placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLISON. My associates think it had better go onthe Calendar 
regularly, and therefore I ask that that course be taken. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be placed on 
the Calendar, with the adverse report of the committee. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. McPHERSON (by request) asked, and by unanimons consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 1031) for the relief of Edward 
T. Benton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1032) for the relief of Nathaniel G. 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 


duce a bill (S. No. 1033) to authorize the President to detail an officer 
of the Navy or the Marine Corps to perform the duties of solicitor and 
judge-advocate-general, &c., and to fix the rank and pay of such 
officer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. VEST asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No, 1034) to amend section 2334 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, as to publication of mining notices; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. VANCE (by n asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1035) to regulate the practice of den- 
tistry in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KERNAN (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1036) for the relief of Edmund 
T. Ryan; which was fead twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have been requested to introduce a bill approv- 
ing the building of the Union Railroad of the District of Columbia. 
I do not know anything about its provisions and do not wish to be 
committed to it. 

55 unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (8. No. 
1037) approving the building of the Union Railroad of the District of 
Columbia; which was sad twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LOGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1038) to increase the pension of Edward How- 
ard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1039) to authorize the restoration of William Me- 
Gee to the rank of second lieutenant in the Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BRUCE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1040) for reviving and continuing the court 
of commissioners of Alabama claims, and for the distribution of the 
unappropriated moneys of the Geneva award; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1041) for the relief of the 
heirs of Christopher C. Brand; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1042) to release the Memphis and Little 
Rock Railroad Company from such of the conditions of the several 
acts of Congress approved February 9, 1853, and July 28, 1866, as 
unjustly affect said corporation; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1043) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
certify to the Memphis and Little Rock Railroad Company public 
lands to which said company is entitled under the several acts of 
Congress approved February 9, 1853, and July 28, 1866; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HARRIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 64) extending the provisions 
of the first section of an act entitled “An act fixing the rate of inter- 
est upon arrearages of general taxes and assessments for special im- 
provements now due to the District of Columbia, and for a revision 
of assessments for special sapere nes and for other oses,” 
approved June 27, 1879; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Colambia, 

AMENDMENT TO BILL. 

Mr. GARLAND submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 2271) for the relief of John N. Reed, A. D. 
Anderson, John A. Dugan, E. T. Keightley, George T. Rogers, Benja 
min P. Gaines, and Charles Ford; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. SLATER, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Eliza S. Conklin and Joseph Stafford, with the 
accompanying in reference to the patent of D. S. Stafford, be taken from 
the files PS the Benate and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Ordered, That pe aed and papers of William W. Ross be taken from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was oe 

at the titions and claims of J. M. Micon, Ro 
8898 Tt, Green K. W. Corlia. 1 M. I. Donahue, N. Boydon, Masonic 
Hall Company of Atlanta, Georgia, E. Rouff, II. Halfire, administrator, N.C. Boyn- 
ton, and E. C. Clements, respectively, be taken from the files of the Senate (there 
having been no adverse report in either case) to be used in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, where bills are now pending for the relief of said claimants. 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the papers in the case of Thomas Worthington be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of John Taylor be taken from the files and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


ALLOTMENT OF ROOMS IN THE CAPITOL. 
Mr. VEST submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Whereas a difference of opinion exists between the officers of the Senate and 
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House of Representatives in regard to the allotment of the rooms in the Capitol 
lately ocoxpied by the Court of Claims: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Senate be 
instructed to examine into the rights of the Senate as to said rooms, to confer with 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the House of Representatives, 
and to report by bill or otherwise, 

COMPROMISE OF CLAIMS. 
* Mr. GARLAND. I move that the bill (S. No. 796) to amend section 
3469 of the Revised Statutes, relative to offers of compromise of claims 
ïn favor of the United States, be taken from the table and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

. MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 768) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issne bonds to Albert V. Conway, substituted trustee for certain regis- 
tered United States bonds redeemed or assigned by the Government 
upon forged assignments ; ; , A 

A bill (H. R. No. 2508) to regulate the compensation of night in- 

tors of customs ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2824) in relation to the importation of classical 
antiquities ; 

A bi (Œ. R. No. 3058) authorizing the remission or refunding of 


duty on an altar from Rome, Italy, for the Saint John’s cathedral of 
Indianapolis, Indiana ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 3518) to authorize the importation of articles for 


exhibition at the millers’ international exhibition, to be held at Cin- 
einnati in 1880,free of duty; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 153) authorizing the remission or re- 
fanding of duty on a stained-glass window from Munich, Germany, 
for All Saints’ church, in Saint Michael's parish, in Talbot County, 
Maryland; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 169) making an appropriation for fill- 
ing up, draining, and lanng in good sanitary condition the Cn 
south of the Capitol along the line of the old canal, and for other pur- 

ses. 
ehe m also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its re- 
quest, the bill (H. R. No. 582) to provide for circuit and district courts 
of the United States at Co:umbus, Ohio, and transferring certain 
esunties from the northern to the southern district in said State. 

THE SURPLUS-REVSNUE DEPOSITS. 

Mr DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask that Senate bill No. 877, rel- 
-ative to the deposits made with certain States, which I reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations yesterday, be taken up. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. Ne. 877) to relieve the Treasurer of the United States from 
the amount-now ch to him and deposited with the several States. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. There is an amendment reported 
by a Committee on Appropriations, which I ask shall be read and 
voted on. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I do not wish to be considered a 
very old man, but the hearing ef this bill takes my memory back to a 
time when tbere was great agitation in the country over the subject 
of what wascalled the distribution of the surplus money of the United 
States. We were ina very different condition then from what we are 
new. Instead of owing more than we could pay, we had some forty 
millions, or nearly so, of money in the Treasury that we did not know 
what to do with, So a bill was introduced to distribute that money 
among the States. The bill was opposed vehemently upon the ground 
that Congress had no right to raise money by Federal taxation to be 
distributed to the several States; that Congress had no such consti- 
tutional power; that the raising of revenue for State purposes be- 
longed to the States, and the raising of revenue by Con was sim- 
ply for Federal purposes. To aveid that constitutional objection te 
the bill its supporters changed the measure, and instead of making it 
an outright gift to the States, passed an act to deposit the surplus rey- 
enue with the States in proportion to their representation in Congress. 

The bill thus altered, having been chan into a mere deposit bill, 
became alaw. Some of the States refused to receive the money for 
A while. The old Commonwealth of Virginia refused for a good 
while to receive it; but at last, when all her sisters had surrendered 
their virtue in the premises, she gave way too, and took her share; 
and so in time it came to pass that every State had a l slice of 
this money. My own State, if I recollect aright, got some $2,000,000, 
and then sent it to the county commissioners, to be loaned out to the 
people on good bond and security and real-estate mortgages. How 
much it cost the State to get it back never will be found ont. 
Whether she ever did get it all back I do not know. The thing has 
gone on in this way until now, when we bave a bill before us that 
proposes in effect to release all the claim of the United States upon 
the several States for this money. 

I suppose as a matter of course the bill will pass. Everybody 
nearly will be willing to relieve his own State from the indebted- 
ness to the General Government; but when you do that you affirm 
the principle which was yielded when the law originally passed, and, 
in effect, assert the principle that the Federal Government can raise 
money by taxation to be given as a gratuity to the States. 


Mr. President, I cannot, for one, vote for this bill.. I cannot vote 


for it, because I do not believe that Congress has any such power. It 
is not a case in which the Government of the United States releases 
a claim against an insolvent debtor; that it might do; but it isa 
case in which the Government, having deposited money with States 
that are solvent, and that could repay it, says: „We will release you 
from all payment; we will make this what the framers of the origi- 
nal act aAmitted could not be constitutionally done; we will make 
it a gift from the Federal Government to the States.“ I cannot vote 
for the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I should like, to make an inquiry of the Senator 
from West Virginia. I wish to get some information in regard to the 
item of $2,198,427.99, which appears to have been deposited with the 
State of Virginia. My impression is that the State of Virginia never 
received the money, but that during the war, when a State govern- 
ment was established at Wheeling which claimed to be the restored 

overnment of Virginia, this identical money was taken from the 
5 Government and handed over to that State government of 
West Virginia. My understanding is that the old State of Virginia 
never got it. What is the fact in regard to that deposit? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, I intended to make a statement in 
regard to the bill; but the Senator from Ohio‘and the Senator from 
Virginia have anticipated me a little. In reply to the question of my 
friend from Virginia I will state that I have no knowledge on that 

articular point. I have made no inquiry in regard to that deposit. 
12 always been of the opinion that the State of Virginia, many 
years ago, received her portion of the money; but whether she did or 
not I am unable to say. I called upon the Register of the Treasury 
for information, and the assistant register answered that the States 
had received their equal proportion; but as to the circumstances un- 
der which any particular State received it I am not informed. My 
friend may be nany in supposing that the proportion allotted to Vir- 
ginia was paid during the war. I know not whether that was the 
case or not. i 

Mr. President, I will give a very brief history of the $28,000,000 which 
was deposited with the States. In 1836, under the lead of Mr. Cal- 
houn, I believe, certainly with the indorsement of Mr. Calhoun and 
Mr. Clay, this amount of surplus revenue was deposited with the 
States. At that time there was a surplus of between forty and fifty 
million dollars in the Treasury. The Government owed no debt, and 
that amount was supposed to be entirely too much to have on hand. 
Therefore the act required that all of the surplus, less $5,000,000, 
should be deposited with the States, twenty-six in number at that 
time. Subsequently, in 1837, I think, a year or two afterward at any 
rate, there was an act passed providing that Congress should make a 
call upon the States before the money should be collected. From that 
time to this day there has been no action by Congress. No call has 
been made upon the States, although, as all know, we have passed 
through two or more wars, during one of which particularly money 
was very badly wanted. > 

This amount, $28,000,000 in round numbers, stands as a charge on 
the books of the Treasury Department against the different States as 
a deposit with them, and every statement made by the Treasury De- 

artment, where the amount of cash in the Treasury is involved, must 

e accompanied by a note stating whether the figures include or ex- 
clude the deposit with the States. I have here a pamphlet from the 
office of the Treasurer. I notice that on the first page this sum of 
$23,000,000 appears three times; and that is about the average all 
through the pamphlet. Whenever the Department speaks of the cash 
in the 8 this item of $28,000,000 comes up. 

There is still another consideration. It confuses the accounts to a 
very great extent from the fact that one officer, perhaps the Treas- 
urer, will report the cash in the Treasury less the $93,000,000, and the 
Register, or the Comptroller, or the Secretary will report that there 
is a certain other amount of cash in the Treasury because he con- 
siders this money as there, being treated as a deposit in a bank, for 
which the Treasurer is accountable. Thus this item has probably 
been a million times handled in the Treasury Department since the 
deposit was made, making constant work and rendering many ex- 
planations necessary. 

I presume no one believes that this money will ever be collected. I 
doubt very much whether it could be collected. Nobody, I presume, 
at this day supposes that the Government will attempt to collect 
from the States what it deposited with them or gave to them in 1836. 
It is more a question of convenience to the Treasury Department in 
order to prevent work and ga rion than anything else that 
caused me to introduce the bill. The bill, I will say, Was considered 
by the committee and unanimonsly reported. 

_ Mr. MAXEY. I will ask the Senator in charge of the bill if there 
is a written report accompanying it? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The only report, if it may be called 
a report, is a letter from the Assistant Register of the Treasury, giv- 
ing a statement of the facts connected with the deposit. 

r. MAXEY. I will ask the Senator if the States which received 
this money on deposit have ever asked to be relieved from their 
indebtedness ? 

_Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The deposit was magle a very long 
time ago, and I do not know whether any State has ever asked to be 
relieved from its indebtedness or not. I will answer the Senator from 


Texas frankly, however, by saying that, so far as I know, there has 
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been no ap 
edness to the General Government on account of this deposit. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iask, twenty-six States having received this money, 
and as there are now thirty-eight States in the Union, and the in- 
debtedness belongs to the United States, what equity there is in 
relieving the debtors from debts which they undoubtedly justly 
owe, after baring had the use of the money for all these long years 
bier te interest? I wish to know upon what equity the bill is 

ased 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Iam very well aware that the State 
of Texas was not included among those with whom the deposit was 


made. 

Mr. MAXEY. No; it was not. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia Therefore the question comes from 
the Senator with very good grace. 

Mr. MAXEY. I gop posed that every Senator knew that Texas was 
not admitted into the Union until 1845, and the deposit was made in 


1836. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. In answer to the question pro- 
3 1 will state that this money was collected from the very 

tates among whom it was distributed. There was a surplus in the 
Treasury. The Government owed no money. This surplus belonged 
to the people of the States just as much as the people belong to the 
Government, and it was for those igs to say what should be done 
with their own money at that time. No one will question that the 
twenty-six States then in the Union had a right to dispose of the sur- 
plus revenue as they thought best. They thought best to distribute 
it among the States rather than to let the Government become ex- 
travagant by having an overflowing Treasury and wasting it. 

Mr. MAX Y. Icall the attention of the Senator to the fact that 
the legislation to which he has referred shows that the States received 
this money to be returned on call, so that it was not a gift but a 


deposit. 

Mr, DAVIS, of West Virginia. That is true of the original act, but 
the Senator will observe the act of 1837 required further action upon 
the part of Con before the deposit could be called. 

Mr. THU. . Mr. President, the n in 1836 first was 
to distribute the proceeds of the public lands among the several 
States. I am speaking now simply from recollection, but I do not 
think I am mistaken. I think it was a bill introduced by Mr. Clay, 
of Kentucky, to distribute the proceeds of the public lands among the 
several States. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will say to the Senator that Mr. 
Clay supported ite The bill was introduced by Mr. Calhoun. 

Mr. THURMAN. I am not particular about that. It is not material 
which one it was. I was referring to the original proposition. To 
that objection was made that a lange portion of the public lands of 
the United States had been granted to the United States upon the 
express trust that their proceeds were to be employed to pay the debt 
of the revolutionary war. It was then, in answer to thai, alleged 
that the proceeds had been applied as far as was necessary for that 
pu ; but an examination showed that, counting the expense of 
extinguishing Indian title, of surveys and the like, no such amount 
had been A ER from these lands as was sufficient to pay the reyo- 
lutionary debt and the other objects of the trast on which the State 
of Virginia, and some other States perhaps, ceded their lands to the 
Government. 

The result of that discussion was that the bill was changed, and 
instead of being a bill to deposit the proceeds of the public lands it 
took the form of a bill to deposit all the money that should be in the 
Treasury after a certain day in January, with the exception of a re- 
serve of $5,000,000, with the several States according to their repre- 
sentation in the Congress of the United States. It was, therefore, 
entirely cut loose from the proceeds of the public lands, and was 
just simply making the States the depositaries of the United States 
in respect of all surplus moneys that might be in the Treasury on the 
Ist of January, 1837. The provision was “that the money which 
shall be in the Treasury on the 1sé day of January, 1337,” should be 
deposited with the States. It was simply making the States a de- 

itary of that money—all the surplus which should be in the 
53 on that day, less five millions, which were to be retained in 
the Treasury. And to show how completely it was a mere a pgh 
bill, certificates were to be given by the States for the return of this 
money, and it was provided : 

That when said money or any part thereof shall be wanted by the said Secretary 
to meet appropriations by law the same shall be called for, in ratable proportions, 
within one year, as nearly as conveniently may be, from the different States with 
which the same is deposited, and shall not be called for in sums exceeding $10,000 
from any one State in any one month, without previous notice of thirty days, for 
every additional sum of $20,000, which may at any time be required. 

That gave the Secretary of the Treasury a right to call on the 
States to repay this money. Afterward, in October, 1837, the trans- 
fer of the fourth,installment was postponed, and that was all the 

tion on the subject, I think. 
. KERNAN. It was also provided then that the money must be 
called for by Con before its return should be required. 

Mr THURMAN. That the deposit already made should remain 


until otherwise directed by Congress. That left it still a mere de- 


posit with the States. 
Now, Mr. President, what is it that this bill before us proposes? It 
proposes to utterly release, as I take it, all claims of the United States 


made from any State to be relieved from its indebt- | to that money. Certainly that is the object of the bill, for the amend- 


ment reported by the committee is this: 


And all laws or parts of laws authorizing a call u the States to repay said 
money be, and they are hereby, repealed. : = 3 

There can be no doubt, then, about the object of this bill; and 
serp could not be any doubt about it for another reason, because it is 
said— ` 

That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they are hereby, 
authorized to credit the . of the Treasurer of the United States with the 
amount of money standing to his debit upon the books of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, now unavailable by reason of the deposit of surplus revenue with the States, 
authorized by section 13 of the act of June 23, „ chapter 115, as hereinafter 
stated, the amounts— 


That is the amonnts that are to be thus credited— 
To be charged to an appropriation which is hereby created for the purpose. 


Well, that leaves nodoubtaboutit. Thisisa release by the United 
States of all claim to that money thus deposited with the States; 
and therefore I répeat it brings up the naked question, Can the Con- 

of the United States raise money by taxation to divide up 
among the States? I say not, and I cannot vote for the bill. In thus 
antagonizing the bill I may be supposed to be somewhat brave, as 
my own State of Ohio is involved to the amount of over two million 
dollars. I think if I was a Senator from some of the Southern States 
on whom direct taxes were levied, or sought to be levied, under a 
law that was utterly impossible of execution at the time it was 
and when the taxes were assessed, but who are now to be called on 
to pay those taxes into the Treasury, I should stop and hesitate a lit- 
tle before I gave up this claim. But I do not put it on that ground 
atall. Isay the Constitution does not authorize us to collect money 
by Federal taxation to divide up among the States, and I am com- 
pelled to vote against the bill. 

Mr. KERNAN. Iwish to make an inquiry of the committee. Lask 
them whether the bill without the amendment reported would per- 
force release the States? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It was the intention of the bill to 
relieve the States entirely; I will be frank with the Senator. On 
reflection, to make it certain we pro the amendment. 

Mr. KERNAN. I tho ht, on hastily reading the bill as introduced, 
merely authorizing the arer to be credited with this deposit 
instead of having it standing on the books as though he was charge- 
able with it, it would not have that effect, and I could not see any 
objection to allowing it to be credited on the books to the Treasurer. 
I admit the amendment releases the States. 

Mr. ALLISON. The original bill provided for an appropriation to 
cover these several amounts; and the object of the amendment was 
to make it perfectly clear and plain that it was the intention of this 
bill to release the several States from liability for these sums. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of the bill it is proposed to add: 

And all laws or of laws authorizing a call upon the States to re said 
money be, and a are DT: repealed. . 55 we 

The question being put on the amendment, there wero on a divis- 
ion—ayes 25, noes 7; no quorum voting. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. There is a quorum present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Evidently. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If the Chair takes another division, 
I think there will be a quorum. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL, I desire to ask if the morning hour has not ex- 

ired 


E The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has 3 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say to my friend from West Virginia 
that I should like to take the floor upon the resolution which I intro- 
duced on Tuesday. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. At present? 

Mr. MORRILL, Les, sir. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Certainly. It is usual and proper 
that I should give way under the circumstances. I think the Sena- 
tor gave notice yesterday that he desired to speak to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over until to-morrow. 

SENATOR FROM ALABAMA. 


Mr. MORGAN presented the credentials of Luke Pryor, appointed 
by the governor of Alabama a Senator from that State to fill, until 
the next meeting of the Legislature thereof, the vacancy caused by 
the death of George S. Houston. 

The credentials were read, and the oath 
July 11, 1868, having been administered to 
seat in the Senate. 


3 by the act of 
. Pryor, he took his 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

Mr. MAXEY. I move that the President of the Senate be author- 
ized to fill the vacancies on the standing committees occasioned by 
the death of the late Senator Houston.’ 

The motion was agreed to. 

REFUNDING THE NATIONAL DEBT, 
1 Mr. MORRILL. Lask for the reading of the resolution introduced 
y me. 


1880. 


The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
MORRILL on the 13th instant: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed to inquire as to the prac- 
ticability of refunding any part of the outstanding national debt at a less rate than 
4 per cent. interest; and also as to whether or not more effective provisions can be 
made by which bona fide 5 for sums in moderate amounts may be 
made available; and report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr, MORRILL. Mr. President, the main question abont the fur- 
ther refunding of that portion of the public debt which soon becomes 
due or redeemable is to determine the rate of interest the future 
loan shall bear. Of course the lowest rate at which the loan will 
float at par is the one that should be chosen. We cannot decently 
offer the terms of a bankrupt: the alternative of this or nothing. 
The difficulty seems to be that our present four percents have risen 
to a small percentage above par, but not so much asto make a three- 
and-a-half per cent. equivalent to par. What effect a large amount 
of bonds suddenly thrown upon the market at lower rates of interest 
would have upon their current price is somewhat doubtful, but an 
increased supply ordinarily brings some depression in the price of all 
commodities, and in this case a like result could hardly be avoided. 

To dispose of a national loan at less than par and thus add to the 
aggregate of the public debt is not to be thought of ; to offer a loan 
on terms that our own people may refuse would hardly seem more 
prudent. The value of a United States loan bearing a rate of in- 
terest less than 4 per cent. would appear to be sufficiently tested by 
that of the 3.65 per cent. loan, amounting to $13,500,000, and running 
fifty years, of the District of Columbia, where the United States 
Government has not only guaranteed the interest but has also pledged 
its faith to see that a sinking-fund is provided for the ual pay- 
ment of the principal. This has been done, which should make the 
loan practically as good as any loan of the General Government can 
be, and yetit is selling to-day at much less than par, or at 872 cents on 
the dollar, with five months of accrued interest, or 14 per cent., leaving 
it at 852 cents net. A loan at 3.50 by the main responsible party 
would naturally bring less than a loan at 3.65 per cent. interest. The 
additional obligation of the District may not add much to the value 
of United States securites, but it should not diminish it much. 

The question remains whether it would not be wiser at this time 
to refund with bonds which will bring a Emo by that much 
reducing the public debt, and thus obtain financially all the advan- 
tage possible in a lower rate of interest? The lowest rate of interest 
that can be expected to hold our public securities at par, year after 
year, it appears to me cannot be much less than 4 per cent. All the 
concessions now obtainable below that rate would be secured even 
though a higher rate were to be nominally provided. 

In offering any proposition by which the refunding of that portion 
of the public debt bearing 5 or 6 per cent. interest is contemplated, 
it is proper to inquire as to whether or not our refunding acts have 
operated advantageously, and whether they may not be susceptible 
of improvement. Under the existing laws our bonds could not be 
sold for less than par, but } of 1 p cent. has been appropriated for 
expenses and for commissions. e sales and exchanges lately ef- 
fected, as will appear by the monthly report of the loan division“ of 
the Treasury Department, have amounte to $740,845,950, and the half 
of 1 per cent. on this sum would be 83,704, 229.75; but the amount ex- 
peaosa was only $2,591,922.26; leaving unexpended $1,112,307.49. 

his, I believe, is the first instance where any considerable part of the 
1 per cent. or of the } of 1 per cent. appropriations have been unused 
and saved. 

The whole of the 4 per cent. loan issued since January 1, 1878, was 
free for everybody who chose to take it. There has been since no syn- 
dicate monopoly, but subscriptions have been received at par and 
accrued interest, sacs y to the terms announced in Treasury cir- 
culars, of any amount not less than $50, from any person or party who 
might deposit the same in depositary national banks. These banks, 
under statute provisions, were required to furnish security in United 
States bonds equal in amount to such deposits, being invited to be- 
come the financial agents of the Government, and public notice was 
given that the money received for subscriptions would remain on de- 
posit, but subject to the order of the Treasurer of the United States, 
to meet calls for the redemption of the 5-20 and 10-40 bonds. The 
commissions offered January 1, 1879, were 4 of 1 per cent. on not ex- 
ceeding $1,000,000; over that, and not above ten million, } of 1 per 
cent., and on amounts in excess of ten million an additional 10 of 1 
per cent. 

These terms were soon modified by the circular of April 16, 1879, 
inviting subscriptions at a premium of g of 1 per cent. above par and 
accrued interest, and limiting all commissions to + of 1 percent. Un- 
called 10-40 bonds were to be allowed a premium of } of 1 per cent. 
and 4 per cent. commission. Very few of this class, however, were 
received. 

It will be seen that no banks were especially selected, except by 
subscribers to the loan, to receive deposits; but when so made they 
were allowed toremain until required for the payment of called bonds. 
The Government had to makesureof funds in advance to pay for bonds 
called, and in that way unavoidably lost three months’ interest ; but 
the time allowed was fixed by law, and, while it might have been a 
little less, it was much shorter than is usually fixed te other govern- 


i *See appendix A. 
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ments. It is very questionable whether refunding could have pro- 
ceeded more rapidly without encountering serious difficulties. No 
other so large a Joan of any country has been funded or refunded in 
shorter time. 

It turned ont, from a conjunction of fortunate circumstances, that 
the subscribers to the 4 per cent. loan made well by it, but the banks 
which negotiated the largest amounts made less than zy of 1 per cent. 
profit, though the bonds are now quoted in the market at 3 to 3% per 
cent. above par, or 2} to 34 per cent. advance above what was realized 
by the Government. This rise is recent, and for a considerable time 
it was doubtful whether there would be a rise or fall. There are few 
other stocks of any description, good or bad, that have not advanced 
more. Once during the past year there was a fall of the four percents 
to 98 per cent., or 2 per cent. below par; and but for the recovery of 
the market the subscribers would have met with a loss. The Roths- 
childs, when the bonds fell, objected to taking some five millions they 
had bargained for, but were required to take them after a little delay. 
For the risk run, the actual gain would hardly be considered by busi- 
ness men as too much; and some credit may fairly be due to the sub- 
scribers for their aid both in advancing and maintaining the value 
of the loan in the market. The amount received by France for her 5 
per cent. loan in 1872 was, for each $100 only $84.50, and that now sells 
at 114, or, what was disposed of at 154 per cent. below par, now 
brings 14 per cent. above par. Frenchmen 155 not revile their govern- 
ment for this advance in the value of their securities, known to be 
due to the growing solidarity of their Republic, and Americans cannot 
greatly regret to see the credit of our Government 2 or 3 per cent, 
above par,so long as no more interest is to be paid, whatever the 
market price may be. But the higher the premium the higher of 
course will be the premium that will be insisted upon in the terms of 
the next issue. 

The methods by which Great Britain obtained loans at 3 per cent., 
now forming the bulk of her public debt, were the most improvident 
feats of statesmanship in the history of that government. Take one 
example out of many similar transactions that might be cited: A 
loan of no less than £36,000,000 ($180,000,000) was bargained for in 
1815, where it was stipulated that every subscriber of £100 ($500) 
should be entitled to £174 ($870) of 3 per cent. stock and £10 ($50) 
of 4 per cent. stock. Here was an artificial capital of £84 ($420) 
created and to be added to a perpetual debt for every £100 ($500) 
advanced. There is high British authority (McCulloe ) for stating 
that this loan, withont any doubt, might have been procured by an 
addition of 3 or 4 per cent. to the interest without any increase of 
the principal. The amount of money raised by Great Britain from 
1793 to 1816 on stock issued was $2,600,550,000, (reckoning $5 to the 
pound;) but the stock actually issued bearing 3 per cent. interest 
was 33 per cent. more, or $3,881,000,000, together with frequent long 
annuities. There was no way left open by which this great burden 
could be reduced except by payment of the principal, and that then 
was as much ont of the question as it is now. Consols are below par, 
but the 3 per cent. interest must continue to be paid on the whole 
amount issued. 

That is not the American policy, which is to issue no bonds with- 
out a full equivalent at par, and to make them redeemable at the 
option of the Government in less time than that at which they are 
made absolutely payable, so that the advantage can be gained of any 
lower rates of interest by refunding, if lower rates should be obtain- 


able. 
Assuming the interest-bearing debt of the United States of $1,756,- 
686,850 to be invested in 4 per cent. bonds, and that an annual 


prom of thirty millions shall be paid and invested as a sinking 
und, with a semi-annual reinvestment of interest at 4 per cent., 
and the whole debt would be extinguished in less than thirty-one 
years. A much smaller sum would extinguish the debt in less than 
fifty years. Mortgages which are never to be paid are millstones on 
the necks of the people. 

It must be borne in mind that a loan of 8800, 000,000, to run fifty 
years at 3} per cent. interest, would be far more expensive to the 
country than the same loan at 4 per cent. for thirty years. That is 
to say, we should be required to pay fourteen hundred millions of 
interest on the 34 per cent. loan, instead of nine hundred and sixty 
millions on the 4 per cent. loan. A long fifty-year loan is thus soon 
stripped of all attractions. 

It may be said that a measure of this sort places great power in the 
hands of the Secretary of the Gerai and it is true that executory 
power must be lodged in his hands. mebody, to that extent, must 
be trusted, and it is fairly inferable from the past that the trust will 
be discharged with fidelity and discretion. No blunders have been 
charged in the past, and that is some security for the future. Sec- 
retary Chase, more largely trusted than any other Secretary before or 
since, was never contented to execute any financial measure without 
being clothed with the very largest latitude of discretion, and he did 
not lose the confidence of the people by its exercise. 

The immense loans authorized by Con from 1861 to 1865 placed 
almost unlimited power in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
except that the mere amount of each loan was fixed. He had placed 
at his disposal coupon and registered bonds, or Treasury notes bear- 
ing simple interest or compound, but never less than 6, often 7 or 7.3 
per cent., and sometimes payable, as he chose to make it, annually 


342 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 15, 


or semi-annually, or at maturity. The term of time to run was often 
left to be fixed by him, longer or shorter, ten or twenty years, thirty 
or forty years, and the whole were to be disposed of, at the discretion 
of the Secretary, on the-terms deemed most advisable. He was not 
restricted to sales at par, and 1 per cent. was appropriated for ex- 
penses and commissions. 

The justification of this extreme latitude was existing war. Our 
later refunding laws follow the more cautious conditions of peace and 
abound with limitations. The power of the Secretary is reduced to 
the minimum; if he cannot do any good, he has little discretion left 
to do harm. 

‘The operations of refunding are all exposed to the broadest light, 
aud leave a record at every step. The recent funding operations have 
been accomplished in accordance with laws previously passed by Con- 
gress. The resumption of specie payments was also in accordance 
with the law passed in 1875. The Becretary of the Treasury is enti- 
tled to the credit of executing these laws with skill and good temper. 
I am not here to preas him, Dut Iam willing to trust him with power 
to repeat his work, 

What have we the right to expect from the discretion of the Sec- 
retary? Why, that he shall be skillful enough to get as much for a 
4 per cent. bond as it will bring in the market. He cannot lawfully 
dispose of them at less than par, nor at more than 4 per cent. interest, 
but it may be feared that he will not get 5 5 a premium as might 
be had, or less than Congress might secure. If Congress could make 
an offer with the omnipotence to enforce its acceptance, mach less 
than 3} per cent. might be offered; but the Secretary must exchange, 
or first sell and then buy bonds. If he cannot sell new bonds, he can- 
not buy old ones, and the old bonds are more difficult to be obtained 
than gold. He has, until the bonds become due, the hard task of 
exchanging bends which will bear a low rate of interest for those 
bearing a higher rate, and yet, if he were to part with bonds at par 
that would fetch a premium, he would deserve im hment. No 
Secretary of the Treasury is without ambition, and the reputation of 
any Secretary would be lost were he to d of United States secur- 
ities at less than their market value at time of the transaction. 
One hundred millions of the four-and-a-half percents were with- 


drawn when it was seen that the market would sustain the four per- 
cents. 
It may be ed, as there are about 5200, 000, 000 of the bonds re- 


deemable in 1881 now held in the as security for the national 
banks, that the banks, at least, would be compelled to exchange that 
amount on whatever terms Con leases to prescribe. National 
banks are institutions for the public benefit, but the stockholders can- 
not be expected to manage them at a positive loss. From time to 
time a considerable number have surrendered their charters or their 
circulation for the reason that the latter, being 90 per cent. upon the 
amount of bonds deposited for security, and further subject to reduc- 
tion on account of the reserve required and taxes im Was no 
longer serviceable. But a 3} per cent. bond deposited with the United 
States Treasurer as security for the note-holders of national banks 
would be a heavy reduction of the security now required. The notes 
of the national banks should be kept secure beyond any contingency, 
and if bonds of less value are substituted a greater margin must be 


required. 

The taxes, State and United States, 1 5 by national banks in the 
States of New York, Ohio, Tennessee, Illinois, Wisconsin, Kansas, and 
Nebraska, in 1878, were 3} per cent. or more—considerably more in 
New York; and in the cities of New York, Albany, Chicago, and Mil- 
waukee they were 5 per cent. or over. Subject to these restrictions 
and these heavy taxes, if based upon bonds at 3} per cent, interest, it 
is not improbable that a large surrender of banking privileges would 
be inevitable. 

There is no doubt that at last the reputation won by the United 
States as a debt-paying Government assures to us loanable funds on 
better terms than are obtainable vk any other first-class political 
powan save that which shares with us the representation of the 

glo-Saxon race. If Great Britain has a fractional advantage in 
the rate of interest paid, it arises— 

First. From the capital accumulated in by-gone centuries, now con- 
fined to the old and narrow field of the sea-girt islands ; and, 

Second. To the idea of perpetual non-payment of the principal, 
coupled with a prompt payment of the interest forever. The tradi- 
tions of the American people are strongly opposed to the bondage of 
a perpetual debt, and they mean to have what we owe paid off, as it 
has been done in times past, within a reasonable time. If we were 
to consent to issue a loan redeemable a century hence, or even a half 
century hence, possibly slightly better terms might be secured; but 
not enough better to compensate for the endurance, through such a 
8 period, of an inflexible load of taxation. The United 

tates propose to stop all interest—not by repudiation, but by an 
honest payment of the principal. 

Nearly all of the numerous governments in South America have be- 
come defaulters, 3 promising high rates of interest, these 
republics end by paying a utely nothing. The list of these dis- 
honored debts is 2 orable; and the contagion, vot yet looked after 
by any board of health, has reached, I regret to see, our own southern 

rders. The outlook is not much better in Turkey, Greece, Egypt, 
and Spain; and the discontent hovering around the great powers of 


Europe, five of which, in time of „maintain over two millions of 
men in their regular armies in addition to navies, indicate very clearly 
that their national debts must increase and ought to be diminished.* 

No loans have recently been negotiated by any government on the 
European continent on better terms than we have just obtained. To 
reach our paan standing of credit, the task has been prolonged and 
difficult. To maintain it, will require perpetual vigilance. Our debt 
in 1866 was very large, or over $2,700,000,000. More than one-fourth 
part of this, within thirteen years, has been paid off and has disap- 
peared—leaving the debt, less cash in the Treasury, January 1, 1880, 
at only $2,011,798,504—and the interest, reduced from $143,781,591.91 
in 1867, will stand at $88,877,410 in 1880; or, if some refunding meas- 
ure should pass, soon at some millions less. Through good report, and 
through evil, a revenue has been raised equal to payment of interest 
and to the large diminution of the principal. We have also, by 
steady reductions of all expenditures, save pensions, put ourselves in 
light-marching order, and support an army of less t twenty-five 
thousand men, or but six men where Germany or France, with less 
pone supports over one hundred. Asa people we have been 

lessed with much more than the ave prosperity among men, and 
our systems of taxation have proven to be no hinderance to that pros- 
perity. Finally, by a resumption of specie payments, we have far- 
nished additional evidence of our unyielding purpose to extinguish 
the public debt by fall and honest payment, and not otherwise, and 
above all not to leave it forever as an incubus upon the thrift of 
future ages. : 

To do this in the least oppressive way the payments must bo ex- 
tended over a series of years and absorb only a limited share of the 
annual surplus accumulations of the people. If our credit is good 
enough to obtain a loan at not over 4 per cent. interest, or an ex- 
change of bonds with a low rate of interest for debts bearing a higher 
rate, the earliest opportunity should be seized to oa the ob- 

ect, and thus make sure of promptly diminishing the public burdens, 
hat opportunity, it is believed, is now presented. Some millions of 
our debt will be absolutely due in less than one year, and, with what 
will be redeemable in less than eighteen months, amounts to $772,- 
761,700, upon which we pay $41,381,298.50 interest annually; but if 
funded at 4 per cent. the annual charge would be only $30,910,468, 
and the yearly saving effected would be $10,470,830.50. That portion 
of debt due within one year must be paia, The remainder, it is true, 
is at our option, and may be paid if we provide the means, or re- 
newed and exchanged, provided the holders accept of the terms of- 
fered. They may feel that they can do better, or that we may do 
worse. The parties must be in accord to insure our success. There 
is no pressing exigency upon the Govérnment that excites patriotie 
sympathy, and, while the security is ample, men will invest else- 
where if better terms are offered. We can pay our debts, but we can 
not pay them with 3} per cent. bonds, unless the party of the second 
part will accept them. 

Great differences in the fortunes of mankind often arise from doing 
or not doing the right thing at the right time. If itis practicable to 
refund that portion of our debt which now bears a high rate of in- 
terest at 4 per cent. or less it may be hazardous to postpone it. It is not 
certain that so large a sum can at once be so placed; but our recent 
experience strongly indicates that it can be. The time is short, but 
a popular example having been set is contagious. If it can be done, 
no considerable risk should be run by delay. The increased uses for 
money now springing up have rarely been more multiplied nor the 
supplies more abundant. The abounding profits of farming for 1879 
will, call ont an immense outlay for land and stock the coming season. 
Manufacturing enterprises everywhere are slowly but surely reviving. 
Mines and mining perhaps never attracted wider ventures, e 
and commerce are buoyant. More miles of railroad, it has been de- 
termined, will be this year constructed than in any previous year, 
notwithstanding railroads involving $243,000,000 of debt and capital 
were wrecked and foreclosed within the year past. With all the 
renewed activity in businesss affairs the absorption of idle capital is 

roceeding so rapidly that other investments with larger returns are 
ikely to command as much or more favor than even the most popular 
United States securities. Againstso much powerful and varied com- 
petition the Government may not be able, though it should make the 
attempt, to dictate the terms upon which it will continue to be a 
borrower. 

In youthful States the supply of capital is . to the de- 
mand, and the rate of interest is always greater than in older com- 
munities, or greater in America than in Europe. The rewards of labor 
and the profits of trade, as well as the rapidly increasing value of 
real estate, justify the extreme terms offe: in new settlements by 
borrowers, who take the risk of blanks along with numerous and 
tempting prizes. Virgin soils presi tickled with the hoe” of the 
farmer become pregnant with frui crops. Capital in the valley 
of the Hudson River, or of the Ohio, cannot be so profitably em- 
ployed as in the valley of the Columbia River, or of the Upper Mis- 


souri. Mortgages on real estate can be negotiated on cheaper terms 
„Russia, the arm of, in time of peace ig.. 768, 427 
‘Anstrin the army ofin time Of peace iu 267, 332 
Italy, the army of, in time of peace is 2 Ats — 


Germany, the army of, in time of peace is 
France the army of, in time of Peace i E·—U[ͤ———EIwZ 
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in Connecticut than in Kansas. Rates that would ruin a Connecti- 
cut farmer lead to fortune on lower-priced but more fertile soils. 
When California and Australia were pouring forth an inexhaustible 
flood of gold the rate of interest freely paid in the respective localities 


was most exorbitant. It is in Amsterdam and London that money is 
cheapest—not at Duluth or Leadville. In Cincinnati and Baltimore 
even ground rents—secure, unless the bottom of the world drops 
out—are never less than 6 per cent. interest. If we here seem to suf- 
fer the penalty of being young, we at least may claim all of its ad- 
vantages; and those who as pioneers pay dearly for money seldom 
fail to work it hard enough to more than compensate for its cost. 
In fact, a low rate of interest is not an infallible test of prosperity, 
but often indicates that no profitable employment for capital can be 
found, and that all industries are dead. Long may it be before we 
reach that era of decadence when capital finds no more profitable 
employment in Cincinnati and Chicago than at Genoa and Venice. 

But suppose that in the refunding process we put the limit of inter- 
est at 3} per cent., to be paid on bonds issued in exchange for those 
bearing 5 or 6 per cent., it may happen that only a small fraction, 
or none at all, of our outstanding securities would be offered in ex- 
change, not because the credit of the Government is not the best, but 
because our people have too little hoarded wealth to allow it to slum- 
ber on such meager returns, and because suey can find more remu- 
nerative employment for their savings in other com tively safe 
investments. The Treasury Department, with no f er legislation, 
or with unavailable legislation, may be in the awkward position of 
having no funds to meet national obligations large in amount and 
possibly overdue. If a 3} per cent. loan should be offered and mainly 
rejected, it would then be found that a rejected suitor is not a popu- 
lar 3 and even a 4 per cent. loan might drop on a reluctant 
market. 

The task before us of paying or refunding $791,121,700, even with 
the financial tide all in our favor, is one of colossal proportions, requir- 
ing great tact and diligence on the part of the Treasury Department 
by which, not only to achieve success, but to avoid any disturbance 
of foreign exchange or sogor in the supply of money in finan- 
cial centers. Any considerable delay may bring a change of circum- 
stances, a dislocation of trade or of the money market, or of danger-sig- 
nals of a war in Europe, which would interrupt the whole plan. All of 
our present surroundings urge us to act promptly. We now have the 
benefit of recent funding experience, and if we have steered clear of 
all practical difficulties in what has been done we may feel safe on 
the same track and by the same legal methods of repeating oper- 
ations so beneficial and so creditable to the Government. 

A Government loan even at 4 per cent. is most certainly lower than 
any other in our whole history since the Declaration of Independence, 
Have our people become so suddenly holders of such large masses of 
wealth that we may rely upon the absorption of whatever loans and 
at whatever | eae we may throw upon the market? So late as 1873 
nobody would have ventured to suggest that a loan could be floated 
at anything less than4 per cent. The fall in the rate of interest was 
because the industries of the world had little use for money. It has 
been a drug. Since that time it will not be seriously maintained that 
capital has made any large accretions. Almost the only savings 
which were made for five years must be credited to that strict econ- 
omy which was brought home to every family of an almost universal 
curtailment of expenditures. Workingmen during many seasons had 
not full employment. Dividends, of railroads, banks, furnaces, and 
manufactories, were not earned, and if not earned they are not here 
to be permanently absorbed in a 4 per cent. loan. The year 1879 
was a year of prosperity, but the assumption that we have made such 
prodigious strides in the accumulation of wealth as to be able to carry 
our public debt at less than two-thirds of the cost we have been pay- 
ing 1 fear is wholly unwarranted, and if it should be listened to will 
be regarded as fatal to all present relief from the old rates of inter- 
est we must continue to pay on a act. amount of the public debt. 

The production and imports of gold, the restoration of specie pay- 
ments, and the expansion of national banks has no doubt added 
more than 8200,00, 000 to th® money of the country, but only a very 
small part of this will find its way into a Government loan. Until this 
is absorbed stock-brokers will be jubilant. Brief adverse exchanges, 
however, would demolish their castles in Spain. 

Upon an examination of the national loans negotiated within the 
last twenty years by foreign e few, i any; will be found 
bearing a less rate of interest than 4 percent., many are higher, andthey 
haveoften been issued at less than par or facilitated by large and hand- 
some commissions. Many 5 per cent. securities now sell in open mar- 
ket forlessthan par. Those of Italy bring only 79 cents on the dollar, 
but they are subject to the deduction of a tax. Those ef Hungary 
sellat 80. Austrian 4 percent. gold rentes sell at 70; Brazilian five per- 
centssell at 95; Massachusetts five percents, payable 1888, bring 103; 
French 5 per cent. rentes, in 3 their most popular security, 
sell at 114, which would yield to investors, at that price, over 48 per 
cent. interest, or nearly 44 per cent.; Canadian six percents, paysnle 
1884, sell at 108; and none of the Canadian four percents bring par unless 
guaranteed by the imperial government. Russia recently offered a 5 
per cent. loan at 92 cents on the dollar, but it was not taken; and a 
previous 5 per cent. loan brings only 79 cents on the dollar, which 
would yield 6} per cent. interest to investors. 

Of course, I regard the securities of the United States as far better 


than any among this long list; but 5 woald not concede so 
much, being filled with distrust as to whether a government con- 
trolled by universal suffrage will, or will not, for any lengthy period 
steadily provide the means to pay debts; and from the fact that 
some States of the Union have failed to do this, an argument is drawn 
that the whole will in time, through the ascendency of popular dema- 
gogues, be no better than any of the parts. But for my part, I shall 
not reply to this, as I do not desire to build up a credit in order to 
run in debt abroad, 

It is, however, very plain, if European investors prefer their own 
securities, that they yield a larger nominal return than United 
States 4 per cents. 

Even if it were certain that the remainder of our debt could be re- 
funded abroad at a half per cent. less than at home,as it cannot be 
unless we take in payment something besides gold, the policy of ac- 
cepting such terms is open to serious ge Si The drain upon the 
resources of the country for large sums of money to be annually sent 
and spent out of the country is surely far greater than it would be on 
the same amount disbursed at home. It is the old question presented by 
absentee landlords, it is the grievance of Ireland, and it will scarce}, 
be denied that large expenditures of land rent abroad will impoveri 
any people. It not only deprives the land of the benefit of that fer- 
tility bestowed by some modified return of its productions, but it 
largely contributes to adverse exchanges, and constantly drains the 
country of its hard cash. Very obviously there is a considerable 
difference in favor of holding our national debt at home, and a differ- 
ence, pe not mathematically computable, quite 5 of the at- 
tention of Congress. Submit the question to our own people, and Ido 
not doubt they would almost unanimously that we should better 
consult their interests to place our debt at home 20 0 cent. rather 
than at a half per cent. or even 1 per cent. less ab 7 

These are the main points to which I wished to draw attention, 
and they are stbmitted for whatever they may be worth. 

The ef reason I have to offer for bringing this subject to the at- 
tention of the Senate at this time is, that in my judgment time is of 
greatimportance. Something can be done now, and it may be that by 
waiting less can be done. It is possible that a loan bearing interest at a 
rate between 3} and 4 per cent. interest might find favor, but it would 
involve risk and delay, and at last nothing less than absolute success 
would vindicate its merits. Others may have better reasons to give 
for different conclusions, and, if they should have, they will receive 
careful consideration, as, more than anything else, my desire is to 
promote such measures only as will surely best serve the great inter- 
ests of our country. 


APPENDIX A, 
Monthly statement for the Secretary. 


Expenses of the 4 per cent. negotiations to date: 

Commissions paid to syndicate S 
Commissions paid under the circulars. 1, 563, 214 65 
Extra force employed 139, 952 71 
Extra compensation paid e * 9, 968 55 
Engraving plates and printing bonds and certificates 308, 465 38 
‘Transportation by express, messengers, oo 163, 357 04 
Incidental expenses eee e 20, 504 

Total amount expendeee w „ 2, 591, 922 26 
Total amount of subscriptions to the 4 per cent. consols of 1907 to. TA 

date „„ 14 1 W „ „„ „„ 697, 937, 700 00 

Amount exchan for five-twenties and ten-forties ...........-... 2, 805, 500 00 
Amount refunding den Sold . eee eee eee 40, 012, 750 00 

Total „„ „ ã „42 740, 845, 950 00 
One-half of 1 per cent. a on the above amount......... 3, 704, 229 75 
Amount expended from CPC 2 591, 922 26 

Remaining unexpended .........---++-20eseeeee . 1, 112, 307 49 
Total amount of bonds called“ account of 4 per cent. loan ....... 707, 450, 450 00 
Amonnt: redeemed co so5 sca sa cnncesccocnccwacubactavnecceusanceens 694, 060, 050 00 

Amount matured and unpaid ......-...---.------+-++-e-000++ 13, 390, 400 00 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN OHIO, 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair calls the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio to the fact that the bill (H. R. No. 582) to provide for 
circuit and district courts of the United States at Columbus, Ohio, 
and transferring certain counties from the northern to the southern 
district in said State, recalled at his instance from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, has been returned. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move to reconsider the vote by which that bills 
was passed and by which the amendments were ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill to be read a third time. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move now to reconsider the vote by which the 
words “thirty-two,” in the third section of the bill, line 4, were stricken 
out and the word “thirty ” inserted. 

The motion was agreed to. : P 

Mr. THURMAN. I move now, in line 5, section 3, to strike out the 
word “Tuscarawas.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. THURMAN. I now move to insert in place of the word “ thirty- 
two” the word “twenty-nine,” which is the right number. 

The amendment was ee : 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. : 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills and joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, and refi to 
the Committee on Finance: 

A bill (H. R. No. 768) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue bonds to Albert V. Conway, substituted trustee, for certain reg- 
istered United States bonds redeemed or assigned by the Government 
upon forged assi ents; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2508) to regulate the compensation of night in- 
spectors of customs ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2524) in relation to the importation of classical 
antiquities; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3058) authorizing the remission or refunding of 
duty on an altar from Rome, Italy, for the Saint John’s cathe of 
Indianapolis, Indiana; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3518) to authorize the importation of articles for 
exhibition at the millers’ international exhibition, to be held at Cin- 
einnati in 1880, free of duty; an 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 153) authorizing the remission or re- 
funding of duty on a stained-glass window from Munich, Germany, 
for All Saints’ church, in Saint Michael’s parish, in Talbot County, 
Maryland. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 169) making an appropriation for 
filling up, draining, and placing in good sanitary condition the 
grounds south of the Capitol along the line of the old canal, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


DELAWARE BREAKWATER. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. No, 3496) di- 
recting the remoyal of obstructions from the harbor at the Delaware 
breakwater, which was reported this morning. 

Mr: DAVIS, of West Virginia. I believe the bill I had in char 
is before the Senate; but I have no objection to its being laid aside 
informally so that this bill can be taken up. I make no objection to 
the bill of the Senator from Delaware bang taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill called for by the Senator from 
Delaware is not at the desk. It will be here in a few moments, 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I hope that will not be done. 

The motion was not d to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware asked the 
Senate to consider at this time the bill (H. R. No. 3496) directing the 
removal of obstructions from the harbor at the Delaware break- 
water. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of War to cause to be removed 
from the harbor at the Delaware breakwater and the entrance thereto, 
and in the main ship-channel of the Delaware Bay and River, sev- 
eral vessels which were sunk in the year 1877, and now forming ob- 
stractions erage the safety of vessels entering the harbor, after 
reasonable notice to the owners of such vessels to remove the same; 
and appropriates $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for 
that popoa 

Mr. LISON. I desire to ask from what committee that bill 
comes ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It has passed the House, and has met the ap- 
proval of the Committee on Commerce of the Senate. I have a plat in 
my hand showing the location of the obstructions, and a list of the 
vessels that were sunk during a storm in the harbor of the Delaware 
breakwater in October, 1877. There are seven or eight of those ves- 
sels in that harbor which have been built by the Government, at an ex- 
pense of between two and three million dollars, endangering the en- 
tire commerce of the coast, and all foreign commerce seeking refuge 
in that harbor. The matter has long been neglected. I have been 
for two years trying to get it attended to. The House of Representa- 
tives has now passed the bill which came here yesterday, and when 
the Committee on Commerce took it into consideration, I believe the 
vote was unanimous for passing the bill without further gay: 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a matter that usually comes in the bill known 
as the river and harbor bill. Of course there are a great many such 
matters that require attention. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Department has had a survey made, and 
ascertained the location of these obstructions, but it bad no money at 
its command to remove them. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to the bill at all. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not think there can be any objection to it. 

Mr. FERRY. I hope, if the Senator from Delaware succeeds in 
getting his bill through the Senate and finally passed, that he will 
not lose his interest in the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. SATTLSBURY. I will vote for all proper appropriations in a 


bill of that kind, and I will oppose all that are improper. That is 
my position. 

Mr. FERRY. What does the Senator say? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will vote to improve all harbors in which the 
general commerce of the country is interested, but if you ask me to 
vote appropriations for every creek ats, es the country I say, as 
I have said before, that I shall not feel at liberty to do it. 

Mr. FERRY. That was not icularly the point. WhatIshould 
like to know from the Senator is whether this is an indication that 
9 for rivers and harbors are to take the specific form of 

ial bills instead of a general bill at this session. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not know what it indicates. I have put 
this in because it is a matter in which the general commerce of the 
country is interested. Sometimes in that harbor during the approach 
of a storm two hundred sail of vessels will take refugé in the course 
of twelve or fourteen hours. The whole commerce of the country, 
the coasting trade, and also our foreign commerce are interested in 
the preservation of that harbor by the removal of the wrecks that are 
now init. The people of my own State have but very little interest 
in the matter. e have comparatively but very little interest in 
commerce. The city of Wilmington has some, but apart from the 
city of Wilmington our State has very little interest. The commerce 
of the country, however, is deeply interested. I went to the Depart- 
ment myself a year ago and obtained a plat of the harbor with the 
location of these wrecks, and I know that the Department, if they had 
had the means at command and felt at liberty, would have done the 
work. They told me they had not the money; and they also felt some 
hesitation for fear a claim might be made by insurers. That is obvi- 
ated by this bill by requiring reasonable notice to be given to the 
owners to remove the wrecks that have been there now for over two 
years. Ido not think there can be any possible objection to this bill. 

Mr. FERRY. My suggestion was not in the nature of an objection 
to this bill; but it was only to note the. special character of it, and 
to call the attention of the Senator to the fact that there are other 
places of general interest to the country, and I was fearful that when 
the Koneen bill came up the Senator from Delaware, having secured 
this bill with ay help and that of others—I am disposed to support 
the bill—might lose sight of the general interest, and lose all interest 
in the passage of the general bill. I have accomplished all that I 
intended by calling the attention of the Senator to the subject. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I say to the Senator from Michigan that if he 
makes a proper bill for the improvement of rivers and harbors, in 
which the general commerce of the country is involved, I will aid 
him, but I shall not pledge myself to support any bill in order to pass 
this. Ishall support such bills as in my judgment are right, and I 
shall op such as in my judgment are wrong. 

Mr. FERRY. Ido not suppose the Senator from Delaware, any 
more than myself, would support a bill that was not right in his 
judgment, but passing special bills for special places is a new feature 
in legislation upon appropriations for rivers and harbors. I might 
cite cases of general interest on the inland lakes that are of nearly 
as much general importance as this case which the Senator presents 
from Delaware. I might also allude to the fact that property largely 
has been destroyed the last season at points that I might mention, 
My purpose was simply to call the attention of the Senate, and espe- 
cially of my friend from Delaware, to the passage of this bill, and 
to 8 the point, in order that when the geueral bill comes be- 
fore the Senate I may have at least the co-operation of my friend 
from Delaware to help the inland lakes upon the principle of general 
interest, as well as the sea-coast. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
LAND DISTRICT IN DAKOTA. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill No. 1307, which will o¢cupy but a moment. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 1307) to establish a 
land district in the Territory of Dakota, and locating the office at 
Grand Forks. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without. amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TELLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at two o'clock and ten minutes p- 
m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 15, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ELIZABETH PULLING. 
Mr. HUBBELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3527) granting a pension to Elizabeth Pulling, of Big Rapids, 
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Mecosta County, Michigan ; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
LIGHT-HOUSE, MANISTIQUE, MICHIGAN. 
Mr. HUBBELL also, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R 
No, 3528) to appropriate money for the construction of a light-house 


at Manistique, Michigan ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


STEPHEN W. THOMPSON. 


Mr. HUBBELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3529) granting a pension to Stephen W. Thompson, of Freeman 
Lake County, Mikisa, which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PURCHASE OF LAND, PROVIDENCE, RHODE ISLAND, 


On motion of Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island, by unanimous con- 
sent, an act (S. No. 820) to authorize the Secretary of the to 
urchase land adjacent to the custom-house in the city of Providence 

ode Island, was taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


CORRECTION. 


Mr. STEELE. I rise to correct the RECORD. The Recorp of yes- 
terday states that on the proposition of the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE] to give some undue advantages to the female suffragists 
of the country Mr. Davis, of North Carolina, objected. Now, whether 
Mr. Davis or myself has the more reason to complain of this case of 
mistaken identity I cannot indicate. If there are any glories in the 
achievement I want them all, and if there are any responsibilities I 
take them all. lran hter.] 

The SPE. 8 e gentleman [ Mr. STEELE] is the one who made 
objection. The Chair recollects that distinctly. 

r. STEELE. There is no doubt about it. p 
The SPEAKER. The correction will be made accordingly. 


LOCATION OF MINERAL CLAIMS. 


On motion of Mr. STEVENSON, by unanimous consent, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union was discharged 
from the further consideration of a bill (H. R. No. 2418) concerning 
the location of mineral claims, and the same was recommitted to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining, not to be brought back on a motion 
to reconsider. 

WORTHINGTON AND SIOUX FALLS RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. WASHBURN, wa unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3530) to authorize the Worthington and Sioux Falls Railroad Com- 
pany to extend its road from the village of Sioux Falls, in the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota, in a westerly direction, to the east bank of the 
Missouri River; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. JOHN B. HALE AND OTHERS. 

Mr. MARTIN, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 3531) for the relief of the widow of John B. Hale, 
Spencer D. Gray, Lemuel Griggs, Malachi J. Brumsy, J. Munden, 
Lewis White, and George W. Wilson; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

THOMAS d. CORBIN. 

Mr. HARMER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3532) for the relief of Thomas G. Corbin; which was read a first and 
second time, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, : 

TELEPHONE IN HOUSE LOBBY, 


Mr. ACKLEN. Lask unanimous consent to submit the following 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
ae expert laborer to take charge of the telephone which this House has 

to be placed in the lobby for the use of the members and committees, and 
that said laborer be paid out of the contingent fund until the regular appropria- 
tions are made. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
of Accounts. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Iask for the adoption of the resolution at this time 
as there can be no objection to it, The House has already directed 
the erection of the topnou in the House lobby. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I 1 object unless the resolution goes to the 
Committee of Accounts. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I thought this telephone was to be erected and 
run without expense to the House. 

0 Mr. AC I have no objection to the reference of the resolu- 
ion. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee of Accounts. 


SILAS k. HAINES. 
Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia, by unanimous consent, introduced 
bill (H. R. No. 3533) granting a 8 to Silas K. Haines, of Pres- 
yn County, West Virginia; which was read a first and second time, 
ad referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


EXPEDITION TO ARCTIC SEAS. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, reported back, as a substitute for House bill No. 
1823, a bill (H. R. No. 3534) to authorize and equip an expedition to 
the Arctic seas; which was read a first and second time, and, with 
the accompanying report, recommitted, and ordered to be printed. 

UTE OUTBREAK. 

Mr. BELFORD, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to transmit to this House 
at an early day a copy of the testimony taken by Generals Hatch and Adams, spe- 
cial agents of that Department — the late outbreak of the Ute Indiaus in 
the State of Colorado. $ 

PROTECTION OF NAVIGATION, 

Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3535) to protect and promote the navigability of the navigable 
rivers of the United States, and to prevent the deposit of sawdust 
or other material in said rivers to the injury of navigation, and to 
punish persons guilty of depositing such material therein; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MEMPHIS AND LITTLE ROCK RAILROAD. 


Mr. DUNN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3536) 
to release the Memphis and Little Rock Railroad Company from such 
of the conditions of the several acts of Congress approved Februa: 
9, 1853, and July 28, 1866, as unjustly affect such corporation; whic 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND GRANT RAILROAD. 


Mr. DUNN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3537) to authorize the 5 of the Interior to certify to the 
Memphis and Little Rock Railroad Company public lands to which 
said company is entitled under the several acts of Con approved 
February 9, 1853, and July 28, 1866; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BERLIN FISH EXHIBITION. 

Mr. DEUSTER, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 170) concerning the international fish exhibition to be 
held in Berlin, Germany; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MEYER NEWMARK. 

Mr. NICHOLLS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3538) for the relief of Meyér Newmark, and to reimburse him for 
hospital supplies furnished to the troops of General Sherman’s army 
while in the occupation of Savannah, Georgia; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

SITE FOR UNITED STATES NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 
Mr. MORSE, by unanimous consent, submitted a report, to accom- 
any House bill No. 674, relating to a new site for the United States 
Raval Observatory ; which was ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
DEPOSITORS IN FREEDMAN’S BANK. 

Mr. O'CONNOR, by unanimous consent, submitted resolutions 
adopted at a meeting of the colored people held in the city of Macon, 
in the State of Georgia, memorializing Congress to pass the bill to 
return to the freedmen of the South their savings deposited with 
the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company ; which was referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

WILLIAM M. DODGE. 

Mr. BRENTS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3539) for the relief of William H. Dodge; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

EDWARD HOWARD. 

Mr. HOUK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3540) for the relief of Edward Howard, and to correct his pension cer- 
tificate; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HEIRS OF ASBURY DICKINS. 

Mr. HAWLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3541) for the relief of the heirs of Asbury Dickins; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


BINDING BILLS, ETC., IN DOCUMENT-ROOM. 


Mr. STEPHENS. Lask unanimous consent to submit the resolu- 
tion which I send to the desk, for reference to the Committee of ,Ac- 


counts. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be, and he is hereby, instructed to arrange as 
many sets of bills and resolutions of the Senate and House of tatives as 
the files in the document-room will furnish, providing that not exceedi 
shall be arranged for any session; and when so arranged the Public 
hereby aw ed and directed to bind the same. Two sets shall be deposi 


the document-room, and the balance in the library of the House of Representa- 
tives; but no person shall be allowed to take them therefrom. After executing 
this order, the ee is authorized to 7 of, as waste paper, all surplus 
bills and resolutions prior to Jongress. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I suggest that that resolution should go to the 
Committee on Printing. 
Mr. STEPHENS. I desire to have it referred to the Committee of 
Accounts. . 
The resolution was referred to the Committee of Accounts. 
ENTRIES OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. BRENTS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3542) to confirm certain entries of the public lands; wħich was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MESSENGER TO OFFICIAL REPORTERS OF DEBATES. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, by unanimous consent, submitted a res- 
olution providing for the payment of a messenger to the official re- 
porters of debates; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts. 


PUBLIC LAND COMMISSION, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the president of the public land commission, asking an ap- 
propriation of $20,000 to complete the work of said commission ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, subinitting the draught of a 
bill to increase the efficiency of the marine hospital service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CLARKSBURGH, WEST VIRGINIA. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from Hon. Henry M. Matthew, governor, Hon. J. J. Jackson, 
judge of the United States district court, and other citizens of West 

irginia, urging an appropriation for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Clarksburgh, in said State. 

Str. WILSON. I move that that communication be referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NATIONAL-BANK RESERVES. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the morning 
hour begins at thirty-one minutes past twelve o’clock ; and the Honse 
resumes the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2715) requiring the 
reserves of the national banks to be kept in gold and silver coins of 
the United States, reported by the gentleman from Missouri, [ Mr. 
BUCKNER, ] from the Committee on Banking and Currency, and which, 
by unanimous consent, comes over from the morning hour of yes- 


terday. 

Mr. PRICE. This bill now under consideration, and to which much 
opposition appeared to manifest itself when it was last up, makes no 
50 in the law as to the amount of reserves required to be kept by 
national banks. But it does provide that one-half of the reserves now 
required to be kept shall be kept in gold or silver coins of the United 
States. That is the first section of the bill. The second section of 
the bill is the law as it stands to-day, and as it has stood since 1864. 

I suppose that if any objection could come to this bill at all it would 
come from gentlemen who are interested in the national banks, but 
if it accomplishes anything it pt ed ape nos this thing, that it dis- 
tributes the gold and silver coins of the Government of the country 
among the two thousand and odd national banks now spread all over 
this country. I am not aware, sir, that this is either approved or dis- 
approved by the national banks. I have heard nothing from them on 
the subject. I do know, however, that since 1872 the national banks 
of this country have been doing a very good thing for the currency of 
the country, in this, that they have increased the coin of the reserve 
fund more than threefold. 

In 1872, when the reserve required to be kept by law was $141,000,- 
000—I give the round numbers without giving fractions—the one-half 
of it to be kept in coin if this bill had been a law would have been 
$70,500,000. ‘They held at that time $10,200,000 only. That is eight 
years ago; if this bill had been a law then the national banks would 
have been short of coin $60,300,000. 

In October of this year the amount of reserve required by law to be 
held by the banks under the present law was $159,000,000. One-half 
of that in coin would have been seventy-nine and a half millions. 
The national banks held on the 2d day of last October$42,000,000 of coin, 
haying increased their coin reserve in cight years from $10,000,000 
to $42,000,000, and that without any law requiring or compelling 
them so to do, showing a gain in the reserve fund of coin voluntarily 
made by the national banks of $22,500,000. Ihave given these figures, 

Mr. Speaker, in round numbers, leaving the fractions off, and I am 
not giving them without having the authority before me for doing 
so. Ihave a statement from the Comptroller of the Currency, dated 
the 6th of December, which gives me the amount of reserve required by 
law to be held by the national banks, and which gives the amount of 
reserve they do hold in coin and currency; so that I speak from the 
record when I make this statement. 

Now, with this state of facts before this House and the country, 
the only question to be settled by us in the discussion of this bill and 
in the di al of it is this: will it advance the confidence of the 
people in the national-banking system and will it add to the security 
and permanency of the institution by requiring this amount to be 
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kept in coin, or will the country be just as well satisfied to let the. 
banks pursue their own course in the future as they have donein the 
past, relying upon their business capacity and integrity for the kind 

of funds they shall keep as a reserve? That is the only question to 

be settled by this bill, whether it be voted up or voted down. I pre- 

sume it is well known that I am not in favor of any change of law 

either as to the quantity or quality of paper we are using in this 

country as a circulating medium. 

Mr. Speaker, on the second day of the present session I had the 
honor to present to this House the following preamble and resolution: 

Whereas eleven months of trial has demonstrated conclusively that the resump- 
tion of specie payments, entered upon on the ist day of January, 1579, has been a 
success equal to the hopes of the most sanguine friends of that measure; and 

Whereas it has been equally well and fully established during the same period 
that, as a nation, we have the ability to keep in circulation at par with coin 
$350,000,000 of United States notes, commonly called mbacks ; aud 

Whereas, under the operation of these in connection with the coinage of the 
silver dollar, the financial and commercial interests of the country in the lastcleven 
months have attained a degree of prosperity unequaled in any similar period in the 
last twenty years; and 

Whereas any agitation of the financial question at this time would have a ten- 
dency to unsettle public confidence and produce unrest and distnust in the business 

rs of the country: Therefore, 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this Honse, sound policy demands and safe 
legislation requires that no change be made at this session of Congress in reference 
to any of the measures referred to; but that, in view of the present prosperous 
condition of the country financially, we should let well enongh alone.” 

I offered this, Mr. Speaker, because I believed then, and believe 
now, that any agitation of this question at this time could not by 
possibility result in any good to the nation, and that the chances 
were largely in favor of doing much harm, and because I believed it 
to be very important that the country should be assured at the com- 
mencement of the session that there would be no tinkering with the 
currency. Every person who has given any thought to this subject, 
or has observed the working of our financial system, or I might say 
systems, for we have had many, cannot have failed to see that fre- 
quent changes, or even threatened changes in our financial policy 
causes unrest, uncertainty, and want of confidence, which have a ten- 
dency to check investments and to cause capital to be locked up, 
thus lessening the demand for labor, consequently checking produc- 
tion and producing stagnation to a greater or less extent in all 
branches of business. About these facts there can be no honest con- 
troversy. We have passed through this experience too often for any 
one to dispute them. 

Bat we are told that the United States notes are a debt, and onght 
to be paid. I answer by admitting that they are a debt, and by as- 
serting without fear of successful contradiction that any person hold- 
ing them can and will be paid on demand. If the holder will not 
demand 8 that is no fault of the Government. If an indi- 
vidual holds my check or my due-bill, bearing no interest, and refuses 
to allow me to redeem it in coin, I am certainly not to blame. This 
is the position of the Government to-day. She says to every holder 
of one of her due-bills, come and take your pay in gold or silver, the 
constitutional money of the country and of the world, and the hold- 
ers of the due-bills say “No; we prefer to hold these due-bills because 
you (the Government) have demonstrated your ability and willing- 
ness to pay them, and as long as that condition of things exists we 
prore to hold the due-bills, because they are more convenient.” This 

eature of the question being disposed of, the objectors say, “ Well, 
let these United States notes remain then, but take away their legal- 
tender quality,” and we are assured, with every show of earnestness 
and honesty, that these notes will be just as good without that qual- 
ity as with it. Now, if these notes are to be just as good as to quan- 
tity and quality after the legal-tender feature is destroyed, can any 
one tell what has been ined? No one claims that taking away the 
legal-tender feature make them any better, but thousands of 
ple think they know that it would make them very much worse. 

f it be the intention to keep them in circulation after they are de- 
prived of their legal-tender power, every person knows that they can- 
not by possibility be any better, and the chances are largely in favor 
of their being much worse. But if it be the intention to retire them, 
then yay not have the courage to say so, and let the people know 
that Wall street and Beacon street have triumphed? If the legal- 
tender United States greenback, the child of the republican party, is 
to be buried, allow it at least a Christian funeral with all its well- 
earned honors. If it did not command our armies and carry the flag 
to victory, it fed and clothed those who did. It furnished the sinews 
of war, and held high office during the conflict for the life of the 
nation, and now, when victory perches upon our banners and white- 
winged peace spreads her pinions over the nation, prosperous finan- 
cially beyond any period of our history, let us do no act and speak 
no word calcula to degrade to the ranks one who has held such 
high and honorable position. 

Born of affliction and struggling for life and growth and develop- 
ment against a host of enemies who ought to have been its friends, 
it fought its way onward and upward until it gained its majority 
and was counted of full age at seventeen years. Entering the con- 
test in its youth it took its seat low down on the thirty-fourth step 
from the bottom of the stairway, where it took one hundred steps to 
reach the platform upon which were seated its elder brothers of gold 
and silver; it worked its way steadily upward a step at a time, un- 
til to-day it stands side by side on the platform, confessedly the equal 
of either. I am the last man, sir, to advocate the issuing or circu- 
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lating of paper that cannot be converted at the will of the holder 
into gold or silver, the constitutional money of the world, but no 
commercial nation ever did or ever can exist without a paper circu- 
lation, and now, having paper that we have demonstrated beyond 
a doubt is interchangeable with and convertible into coin, at par, 
wisdom speaks in thunder tones to us, saying “let well enough 
alone.” It has been well said by another (and I adopt the language) 
that— 
We are just emerging from a period of panics, popular alarms, and demagogic 
itation in regard to the money peace The x ard pulse is not entirely rog: 
ar yet. There is a considerable amount of smoldering poss heresy whic 
needs only to be fanned by opposition that it may again e up into a blaze. 
There is 4 time for all things, and assuredly this is pot the time for radical and 
stringent financial changes. Further than this there is no call for the change. 
The question of how much paper promises (for there is no paper 
money, and under our Constitution never can be) a nation can safely 
carry is one about which many fair-minded men honestly differ. Be- 
fore 1860 we never had over $215,000,000 of paper in circulation, and 
not one dollar of it was ever at par with coin in all parts of the United 
States. By the force of circumstances we were compelled to issue 
paper to be used in place of money, more than three times as much 
as we had ever had in circulation before; and that this pepe might 
have credit, and that those who took it in payment for labor, mate- 
rial, or property of any kind might not be the losers, the Govern- 
ment said it should be a legal tender in the payment of debts, and 
pledged the faith of the Government to make it as good as gold or 
silver. That pledge was honestly made, but many good men had 
ve fears as to the ability of the Government to redeem the pledge 
tha made. Some men of all parties said it could not be done, and 
almost all the men of one political party said it could not and would 
not be done, and the republican party was arraigned in unmeasured 
terms for involving the nation in such a gigantic financial blunder. 
But, Mr. Speaker, in all the days of all the years since the first 
United States note, commonly called greenback, was issued the repub- 
lican party has labored in season and ont of season to make good that 
romise, and when the sun rose on the morning of the Ist day of 
e 1879, it saw the pledge redeemed and the promise fulfilled. 
Doubt had given place to certainty, the theory had crystallized into 
a fact, and to-day we have $600,000,000 of paper at par with coin on 
every foot of American soil over which the flag floats, a state of affairs 
which had never occurred since the birth of this nation, in view of 
all which, prudent men say,“ Let well enough alone.” 
And now, in this connection, I wish to call the attention of the 
House and the countrv to another fact not generally understood. 
The published reports of the officers of the Government tell us that 
we have $699,598,087 of paper currency in this country, which amount 
is made up of $346,742,366 of United States notes, $15,674,303 of frac- 
tional currency, and $337,181,418 of national-bank notes. Iam not 
here to call in question the correctness of these reports as taken from 
the books. The books show that so much of the different descriptions 
of paper has been issued and so much retired, leaving the balance as 
the reports show. This is the only way that an officer can make his 
report. But while this is true, it is equally true that these reports do 
not show the facts. I am here to-day to assert most positively that 
there is no such amount of paper currency in existence in this coun- 


o Taa reports show between fifteen and sixteen millions of frac- 
tional currency outstanding as a part of the paper currency of the 
country. For about four years the Government has been engaged in 
retiring and destroying this currency. From 1875 to 1876 eight mill- 
ions were redeemed and canceled; from 1876 to 1877 fourteen mill- 
ions; from 1877 to 1878 four millions, and from 1878 to 1879 less than 
three-quarters of one million. Why this falling off from fourteen 
millions from 1876 to 1877 to less than three-quarters of a million for 
the year ending June 30, 1879? There is but one answer to this ques- 
tion, and that is, that there was almost none of it in existence to be 
redeemed. But if we allow that there is still in circulation one mill- 
ion and a half of this fractional currency, which in my judgment is 
more than the fact justifies, still we have a balance of fourteen mill- 
ions standing on the books and exhibited in the official reports as 
being part of our circulating medium, when in reality there is not one 
dollar of it in existence. hy, sir, about two millions of this frac- 
tional currency which we are counting as the money of the country 
is three and five cent notes, not one cent of which has been issued 
since 1866. Does any one pretend to say that there are $1,000 of these 
outside of the tomb of the Capulets? This same rate of loss on the 
United States notes and national-bank notes, all of which is a gain 
to the Government and a reduction of the paper currency, would 
amount to hundreds of millions; but this would not be a fair state- 
ment of the case, for notes of large denomination are more carefully 
guarded and the loss consequently less. But if the loss is one-fifth 
as much as on the fractional currency it would amount to about forty- 
three millions of dollars. 

To this must be added whatever of loss there has been on the old 
demand notes, and the one and two years notes of 1863, about $150,- 
000 of which are shown by the books to be still outstanding, and to 
all these must be added nearly $300,000 which have been deducted 
from new notes issued in place of old notes which were mutilated, 
making in all something over $57,000,000 less paper circulating as 
money in the country than the official statements show, and this 
is going on regularly and steadily every day of every week. This, 


sir, is a gradual retirement of the United States notes by natural 
causes and natural laws—so ual, so imperceptible as to cause no 
shock to business, no cause of alarm, because the increase of the pre- 
cious metals from foreign countries and from the products of our own 
mines is more than supplying the place of the paper thus deducted 
from its volume. 

Mr. Speaker, among all the foolish and senseless things said in ref- 
erence tothe retirementof the United States notes, or depriving them 
of their legal-tender quality, the most foolish and the most senseless 
is the assertion made by some that the movement is made at the in- 
stance ae 05 the miarat of 1 national banks. Why, sir, the 
national banks cou y possibility gain nothing by degrading or 
destroying the United States notes. Banking ray Mad it is not 5 it 
once was, a monopoly; anybody and everybody can be a banker under 
the national-bank act, provided they have any money to bank on. 
It has happened sometimes in the years of the past that men could 
bank under State laws without money, but as a rule somebody had to 
suffer; but under the national-bank acta bank cannot be started with- 
out money, and if a national bank breaks the notes of that bank are 
as good after as before the bank failed—a condition of affairs that 
never existed under any other system of banking in this country. 
Under this system the bill-holder is always safe. 

The national banks have to-day over $330,000,000 of circulation 
scattered all over the States of this Union, and at par everywhere 
without any reference to the location of the bank whose name it bears, 
These notes of the national banks are all redeemable in United States 
legal-tender notes, and as a consequence are seldom or never presented 
for redemption, because ordinarily the one answers the purposes of 
trade and commerce as well as the other; but if the United States 
notes are either degraded or destroyed, then national-bank notes 
must be redeemed in coin, or not redeemed at all. Prudent banke 
in this condition of affairs, will take in sail; in other words, will 
call in their circulation. This causes contraction of an unhealthy 
character ; and contraction of this kind in the past has produced stag- 
nation in business, with all its attendant results; and so long as the 
same causes produce the same effects the future will be as the past. 
Bankers would be compelled, in order to insure safety to themselves, 
to furnish less accommodation to customers, and all branches of bus- 
iness would necessarily be curtailed in the same proportion. National 
banks most certainly have 8 3 to gain by making any change in 
the present status of the United States legal-tender notes, and there- 
fore all national banks, unless it be some in New York, and possibly 
in some other of the large cities where the silver dollar has been 
tabooed, will unite in saying “let well enough alone.” 

I have said, Mr. Speaker, in the preamble which I offered, that the 
coinage of the silver dollar should be considered as a factor in esti- 
mating the present prosperous condition of the country. This silver 
dollar seems to trouble a great many of our would-be financiers. 
When the bill for its resurrection (for il had been dead and buried 
by its enemies for several years) was under consideration in this House 
many persons of all parties prophesied that if it became a law the 
premium on gold would be largely increased. The funding of the 
national debt in 4 per cent. bonds would cease, and resumption of 
specie payments would be very much embarrassed, and possibly en- 
tirely defeated. These were the arguments made and the reasons 
given why the bill should not become a law. Idid not then, and I 

o not now, call in question the motives or honest intentions of 
the men who took this ground. e who favored the passage of the 
bill contended that these things would not only not happen, but that 
the very reverse in every instance would be the result. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, we have passed the point where mere opinion, speculation, 
and theory were our guiding stars. We no longer propein darkness, 
or even the twilight of uncertainty. The silver bi me a law. 
The silver dollars, that were said to contain more enemies than the 
Trojan horse, have been admitted within the gates of commerce, and 
yet no armed enemies have made their appearance to destroy the 
commerce of the country. On the contrary, all the business interests 
of the country are in a more flourishing condition since than before 
the p of that law. The premium on gold instead of going up 
has gone down out of sight. e funding of the national debt in 
4 per cent. bonds has been carried forward more rapidly and on bet- 
ter terms for the Government than ever before, and such is the credit 
of the Government since the silver dollar became a part of the cir- 
culating medium that there is serious talk of putting a 3} per cent. 
bond on the market, and resumption that was to be so much embar- 
rassed by the coinage of the silver dollar is an assured fact to-day 
beyond cavil or controversy. In short, sir, every prediction made by 
those who op d the coinage of the silver dollar has been proven 
by the logic of events to be utterly without foundation. What they 
were pleased to call solid arguments have proven to be as “unsub- 
stantial as the baseless fabric of a vision.” 

And yet, sir, notwithstanding all this formidable array of facts 

inst them, the enemies of the silver dollar continue to carp about 
the short dollar, the light dollar, the clipped dollar, and the snide 
dollar. Some of these men now say, in order to cover their retreat 
and maintain a show of consistency, that if we will put enough silver 
in it to make what they are pleased to call an honest dollar they 
have no objection to the silver dollar. Well, sey pre we undertake 
to find out just how many grains of silver at the bullion value is equal 
to the coined gold dollar, and suppose we succeed with the price of 
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bullion to-day. To-morrow bullion goes up or down in price; then 
we must change again; and so on from week to week and month to 
month, until we s ould have as many kinds of dollars as there are 
months in the year. But we are told that unless we put more silver 
in the dollar it will be the cheaper dollar, and will drive out the gold, 
and we will be left with an exclusive silver coin, and other nations 
will have all the gold. Now, Mr. Speaker, this is mere theory, mere 
assertion, without one solitary fact to sustain it. But, on the con- 
trary, all the facts of history and all the experience of nations are 
on the other side. I assert, and challenge contradiction, that our 
dollar has more silver in it, as compared with the gold dollar, than 
the dollar of any other nation on the globe, unless we count Mexico 
and Spain. We give 16 of silver to 1 of gold, and other nations do 
not. 

France gives 15} of silver to one of gold, which, of course, makes 
their silver dollar a cheaper dollar than ours, and yet with 15} of 
silver to 1 of gold it has not driven the pola out of France, for I find 
from the last report of the Director of our Mint that France has 
$425,844,850 in silver, nearly all of which is an unlimited tender, and 
has also $733,400,000 of gold, and in the last few years the gold of 
France, as I find on examination of carefully prepared statistical 
tables, instead of being driven out by the cheap silver dollar, has 
been increasing. Now, sir, if this proves anything, it proves that 
instead of having too little we have too much silver in our dollar; 
and if these gentlemen who are clamoring for increasing the weight 
or stopping the coinage of the silver dollar will look at the volume 
of coin in our own country, they will find that we have more gold 
to-day than we had the day we commenced to coin the silver dollar. 

As an evidence that gold has been increasing every hour since we 
commenced to coin the silver dollar, and to prove also that there is 
no surplus of paper with which to carry on the business of the coun- 
try, I submit a carefully prepared statement taken from a recent pub- 
lication on this subject, which says: 

i is ranning W. 
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in the fund for retirement of notes of national banks, $12,948,084, and in the fund 
for the redemption of bank-notes, $15,757,835; total, 705,919. Those who insist 
that the volume of United States notes should be imm ly contracted ought to 
explain how it is that the balances in the Treasury and in the banks are 80 v 
low, while gold accumulates steadily in both stores, if there is no legitimate an 

rmanent demand for as large a volume of notes in preference to coin as we now 

ve in use. It seems to us, we must confess, that the people of this country have 
a right to ask that they shall be permitted to use notes, redeemable on de- 
mand, in preference to the coin on st in the Treasury, if they find those notes 
convenient and really useful in their business. 

On the day of resumption the Treasury held over $69,582,505 in United States 
notes, and it has paid out nearly $40,000,000 of them during eleven months. This 
sum has not gone into any of the banks of which we bavereturns. The following 
shows the amounts of legal-tenders and of gold held by the Treasury and the banks 
o 
reported, since January 1, by those banks : 3 n 


Legal -tenders. Gold coin and bullion. 
-f 
Jan, 1. Dee. 1. Jan. 1. Dee. 1. 
United States Treasury — 582, 505 „973, 454 8135, 382, 639 8160, 443, 437 
New York .... -| 41, 832, 600 | 16,771,700 | 20,986,200 | 52,310, 700 
hia. > 2,057; SIS |. -c so PA 
3, 851, 900 3, 347, 200 


Mitel acoso L ea 133, 415, 138 | 65, 249, 907 | 161, 278, 254 | 216, 101, 337 


Legal-tenders amounting to more than $68,165,231—for part of the amount now 
reported for Philadelphia consists of gold—have disappeared from these reserves 
since January 1. Where have they geel Not to other banks, apparently, for the 
demand for notes in the interior continues very urgent. Gold amounting to more 
than $77,000,000 has come in from abroad, and only about $54,823,083 has been added 
to the stores here named, so that it is probable that a considerable sum has gone 
into circulation. But notwithstanding this, and notwithstanding an increase of 
$16,295,804 in the national-bank circulation since January 1, and a decrease of 
$5,446,310 in the amount of bank-notes held by the Treasury, the enormous amount 
of 8 in legal-tenders has in some way absor in the circulation. 
Would it not be proper to explain these facts before meddling with the currency? 

In adopting this statement of figures I am not to be understood as 
advocating any increase of the volume of United States notes, or of any 
other kin oe popar not interchangeable with and convertible into 
coin at the will of the holder. My object is simply to prove that 
there is no danger to be apprehended from what we have, and that 
the history of the last eleven months demonstrates the fact perona 
doubt or controversy that while we have been adding $2,000,000 of 
silver dollars to our circulating medium per month, gold instead of 
poing arvon from has been driven to us, at the rate of about $7,- 
000,000 per month, and therefore I indorse the statement thatit would 
be proper to explain “these facts before meddling with the currency.” 

the political and financial life of this Government continues until 
it is terminated by a surfeit of silver dollars, it will be the oldest 
and most p rous nation recorded in the annals of time. Why, 
sir, do ope who oppose the co e of the silver dollar under 
safe and wholesome restrictions know whereof they affirm when they 
ask for legislation unfriendly to it? Have they coolly and without 
prejudics tested their statements by the figures? I imagine they have 
not, because the figures if fairly treated would show them their mis- 


From the best and most carefully collected information on the sub— 
ject, the silver production of the world is less than $100,000,000 an- 
nually. Of this amount, we are informed by the Director of our own: 
Mint, after careful investigation, that India and China have taken 
on an average for the last twenty-five years $47,000,000 annually, and 
that $28,060,000 in gold and silver are annually consumed in the man- 
ufactures and for ornamentation. If one-half of this last amount, 
$14,000,000, is of silver, we have a total of $61,000,000, or more than 
six-tenths of the whole silver product of the world that does not en- 
ter into the money circulation of the civilized countries of the world 
combined. France, as I have already shown, has 8425, 844, 850 of sil- 
ver at par with gold. This is about $12 per capita of her population. 
The same rate or proportion would give us about $600,000,000 of sil- 
ver. If therefore we continue to coin $2,000,000 per month, it would 
require about eig teen years to give us as much silver per capita as- 
France has. And, sir, who can tell what the population of,these 
United States will be in eighteen years? And who is prepared to say 
that we cannot use as much silver in the industries and commerce of 
our country as France can? We have a greater diversity of soil, cli- 
mate, and productions than she has. The energy, enterprise, and in- 
dustry of our people are certainly not inferior to theirs. Taking all’ 
these facts and figures into the account, it is certainly very safe to say 
sige aes many years to come we are in no danger from an oversupply 
of silver. 

Before passing from this branch of the subject allow me to say 
that we have not only much less silver per capita than France, but 
we have also very much less silver as compared with gold. Of the 
coin of France about 60 per cent. is gold and 40 per cent. silver. Of 
the coin of the United Statés about 74 per cent. is gold and 26 per 
cent. silver. 

During the discussion on the silver bill, and ever since, the enemies 
of the silver dollar have poner with seeming triumph to the action: 
of Germany and England in reference to silver, and have sought to 
give an importance and prominence to the action of these govern- 
ments to which they never were entitled. 

Sometimes Germany demonetizes gold and makes her money of ac- 
count out of silver, and sometimes she demonetizes silver and favors 
gold as the better money. This I presume she has a perfect right to 
do, but I fail to see why our Government should follow her vascillat- 
ing tourse on the money question. In the summer of 1878 we sent 
commissioners to Paris, to meet commissioners from the 1 
European nations, to fix upon some standard which should govern 
the value of gold and silver coin as between those nations, but that 
commission failed to accomplish anything mainly because Germany 
and England had not then learned that there was any wisdom on 
financial questions on the sundown side of the Atlantic. They had 
doubtless heard that somebody had said that“ Westward the course 
of empire takes its way” but they did not believe it, and treated it 
merely as an outburst of poetic fancy. But we have brought the 
bread and meat question to bear upon them to such an extent that 
they find their gold rind ire them and taking up its abode on this side 
of the ocean, in the land of silver and silver dollars, and now wehear 
thelate governor of the Bank of England, who wasoneof therepresent- 
atives of the English government at the conference in Paris, and 
who was at that time a violent monometallist, saying, I am gone 
over to bimetallism and am going to attack the solid ramparts of 
monometallism.” This is an indication of the changethat has taken 
place and is progressing among the financiers of England. This 
same man has since written a pamphlet in which he acknowledges 
that the views held by him at the conference at Paris have undergone 
an entire change. 

Germany, that demonetized silver only a few years since, and who 
it was said would, by throwing her hundreds of millions of silver upon 
the market, drive all the commercial nations of the world to a single 
gold standard, is beginning to see her folly and Has suspended the 
further sale of silver, and the fact is beginning to dawn on some of 
her statesmen that they committed an egregious blunder when they 
demonetized silver. The Imperial Bank of Germany held on the 15th 
of November, 1879, $81,250,000 of silver, and I find, from an article 
taken from the board of trade returns from London, that England im- 

rted in the month of October last $2,818,645 of silver. So that it 
is pretty evident that England and Germany, the two leading nations 
favoring the single gold standard, are taking the back track in good. 
earnest and at a rapid pace. 

Mr. Speaker, experience is said to be a dear school, but that a cer- 
tain class of people will learn in no other. Germany has taken some 
lessons in that school recently which, according to the testimony of 
her own officers, have cost her, since she demonetized silver and has 
been endeavoring to establish a single gold standard, about $18,000,000. 
In contrast with this our Government has made, by remonetizing 
silver and coining it, a clear profit, in the year ending June 30, 1879, 
of $2,983,682.05, which is just about the rate per annum that Ger- 
many has lost. Or, to state the matter more plainly, Germany de- 
monetizes silver and loses about $3,000,000 annually; the United 
States restores silver to the coinage and uses it as money and makes 
a clear profit of about the same amount per annum. Twenty years 
of this sort of business would make us 60,000,000 richer and Ger- 


many $60,000,000 poorer, and yet the anti-silver men are not happy. 
I am here ace i assert with a confidence that admits of no 
t in no country and in no age of the world has- 


shadow of doubt, 
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there been so great a change and snch rapid strides in the direction 
of permanent prosperity as has taken place in our own country since 
we commenced to coin the silver dollar and to resume ie payments. 

Gentlemen may, if they please, attribute this to other causes than 
those to which I have referred, but the fact that coinage resumption 
and prosperity go hand in hand, that mer are coexistent and coex- 
tensive, cannot and will not be denied. This fact being admitted, be 
the causes what they may, the streams of prosperity sing and the 
breezes of increased and increasing hope and confidence whisper in 
all the departments of business and in all the marts of commerce 
“let well enough alone.” It is only a few years, Mr. Speaker, since 
the land was covered with an army of tramps. They were as numer- 
ous and as destructive as the locusts of ancient Egypt. - Legislative 
bodies of the different States spent hours in solemn council to devise 
‘ways and means to abate the nuisance; and not long since my ven- 
pte, hi friend from the twelfth Pennsylvania district crossed the con- 
tinent with a chosen band to discover, if possible, the cause and the 
-cure for this affliction. But, sir, where are all the tramps to-day? 
You find no mention of them. They have not silently folded their 
tents and stolen away to some more favored clime ; no, sir, they are 
in the workshops or the pork-packing establishments of the country, 
-or constracting new railroads, or in the factories, or in the iron mines, 
-or in the hun of other places of industry, making good wages, 
and testifying to the good times which we now have, and they all 
say “let well enongh alone.” 

esterday our iron furnaces all over the land were idle. Their 

blackened walls spoke of bankruptcy and ruin. The men whose 
business it was to operate them saw their families suffering for food 
and clothing. To-day these same furnaces are all aglow with life 
and activity. The fires, long since extinguished, have been rekin- 
dled; the operatives are working full time at good wages, and are 
unable to supply the demand for their products. Distress and deso- 
lation have had to flee before the onward march and resistless force 
of prosperity. Ships that lay rotting at our wharves have weighed 
their anchors, and the sails of commerce have again spread their 
white wings on lake and ocean. Where a short time ago silence 
reigned supreme, and distress and desolation seemed to hold sway, is 
now heard the busy hum of industry. Cheerfulness and hope have 
taken the place of gloom and despondency, and from all these differ- 
ent avocations ani interests the cry comes up, “ Let well enough 
alone.” 

Mr. LEWIS obtained the floor. . 

Mr. BRIGHT. Before the gentleman proceeds, I desire to inquire 
of the Chair whether he takes the floor in his own right or under the 
control of the chairman of the Committee on Banking and Currency, 


(Mr. mye td) 

The SP ere tempore, (Mr. Mitts.) The Chair holds that the 
gentleman takes the floor in his own right. 

Mr. LEWIS. I desire to consume but a few minutes of the time of 
this House, to remove what I consider to be some pee 1 
sions concerning the true merits of this bill. The only change it 
proposes to make in the existing law is to require the national banks 
to make one-half of their reserves of specie, of coin. As the law now 
exists, if it should be to the interest of the national banks and against 
the interests of the people, as the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
WHITTHORNE ] yesterday, to have their reserves entirely in 
specie, the law non ponora it. All that the present law requires is 

at the banks shall have lawfal money for their reserves. Gold 
coin and the standard silver dollar are lawful money. As the law 
now is it is within the power of the national banks to have every 
dollar of their reserves in specie, if they so choose. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Right here will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. LEWIS. Not now. Youcertainly do not deny that that isthe 
law; if you do, you will have an opportunity to make your state- 
ment. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Iam afraid I will not have the opportunity. 

Mr. LEWIS. Now if that is not a correct view of the law, and if 
the term “lawful money“ does not include goid and silver coin, (and 
I do not think any man on this floor will stultify himself by so 
asserting,) then I consider it eminently wise that at least a part of the 
reserves of the banks should be made up of the money of the world. 

What is the object of a bank reserve? Why does the law provide, 
and why does every sound treatise on the law of banking say, that there 
should always be an ainple reserve sustained by the banks? It is in 
order that a fund may be provided to pay certain liabilities of the 
banks at once and upon any emergency. The fundamental principle 
of all sound banking is that such reserves should exist. 

In 1825, when there was a heavy strain upon the money market of 
London, so soon as it was discovered ihat the reserves of the Bank of 
England were reduced to less than two millions of pounds, that strain 
was precipitated into a panic and a financial crisis followed. 

In 1857, when a similar strain was made upon the market and upon 
the Bank of nay eng and it became . to the public that the 
8 that bank had become largely reduced, another panie was 
the result. 

In 1866, when there was a heavy strain upon the markets of Lon- 
don, which is the great center of exchange for the world, and that 
strain was precipitated into a panic by the failure of Overend, Gur- 
ney & Co., what saved England, what saved this country, what saved 


the world from being precipitated into a disastrous money convul- 
sion? It was alone the fact that the Bank of England had taken a 
lesson from the experience of the past, and had kept its reserve up at 
Ja and so was able to meet the demand. That dispersed 
the panic in less than three months, aud confidence was fully restored. 

So I say that a wise principle of banking demands that there 
should be a proper reserve kept in the banks. The wisdom or the 
unwisdom, if I may be allowed the expression, of the national-bank- 
ing system has nothing to do with this question. The speech of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Price] as I consider, has nothing to do 
with this question. 

There is but one question to be considered, and that is how shall 
the reserves of the banks of this country be made up? If those banks 
should exist until the expiration of their charters, then it is to the 
best interests of the people of this country that their system of bank- 
ing should be yey conducted. So far as-the immediate and the 
material interests of the people are concerned, it is as much our duty 
to see that these banks are carried on upon a wise system of finance 
as it is that we should carry on any other system of legislation which 
affects their interests, 

Gentlemen may say, What is the objection, then, for these reserves 
to be continued wltolly in legal-tender paper money? There are sev- 
eral objections toit. If another panic is precipitated upon this coun- 
try how is it to come? I suppose it is the part of statesmen to at- 
tempt to foresee an evil and to provide against it. If a panic in this 
country is to come it will be when the balance of trade is reversed 
against us, and a heavy drain of specie from this country ensues, and 
a consequent heavy strain shall come upon our money markets and 
upon our banks, When that strain shall come the only protection 
for the people against a panic will be a specie reserve, or such a re- 
serve as is acknowledged to be money throughout the world. 

Now, while the national banks are itted to have their reserve 
in legal-tender paper money alone, if a demand should come upon 
them for specie they would be induced to part with their specie 
because of the profits that the demand for foreign shipment would 
enable thém to make, and because they would still have their legal 
reserve in paper money with which to meet their own liabilities. Th 
by reason of the large issue of paper money which, since the reviv: 
of business, is being circulated among our people by the national 
banks, our people would find themselves in possession of a mass of 
paper for which they could not command specie, and there might 

entailed upon them irre ble loss. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. LEWIS. I cannot allow myself to be interrupted. If my 
thoughts are worth anything on this question, I wish to present them 
connectedly. 

Now, in order to provide against a panic and against this drain of 
specie if a panic should come again in this country, we ought to re- 
quire these banks by law to have at least one-half of their reserves 
in specie, instead of allowing them, according to the present law, to 
have the whole of their reserve in perce money, which is not the 
money of the world. In this way we shall help to create that sense 
of security which is always the antidote, and the only antidote, of 
panic. It is the publication through the world of the bank accounts 
showing a healthy reserve that always produces this sense of security. 
It can be produced in no other way. It is based on confidence among 
business men derived from the publication of the bank accounts, show- 
35 — healthy reserve, consisting of the money of the world. 

here is another contingency which we should take into consider- 
ation. The Supreme Court of the United States is not constituted 
now as it was when the legal-tender cases were decided ; and besides 
we do not know but that some of the judges who then pronounced 
opinions in that case have since seen reason to change their views 
upon this great question of the legal-tender qualities of paper money. 
Now, if the banks are allowed y law to retain this paper money 
as their only reserve and paper should be declared by the decision 
of the Supreme Court of the United States no longer a legal tender 
in payment of debts, what would be the condition of the people? 
What is a reserve worth unless it be a reserve of legal-tender money. 
A reserve of anything else is mockery and nonsense. The money 
constituting the reserve must be a legal tender. Now, if a decision 
should be precipitated upon this country declaring the greenback cur- 
rency no longer a legal tender, we should, with this vast quantity of 
paper money afloat without a sufficient coin reserve, be remanded 
again to a condition in which our currency would be inconvertible, 
irredeemable—a condition which I do not believe is desired by the 
great mass of the American people, however much it may be a pet 
theory of certain wild financial doctrindires who have written and 
spoken on this subject. 

I submit that these considerations ought to be sufficient to induce 
this House to require that at least one-half of the reserve of the 
banks should consist of silver and gold, the money of the world. 
There is, it seems to me, no force in the argument with reference to 
contraction. How can you possibly contract when you let out into 
circulation money in place of that which you require shall be held as 
a reserve? The law would not operate in that way, even if the argu- 
ment were sound, because we know that the banks, as shown by their 
reports, have more than enough specie to constitute one-half of their 
reserves. Nor is there anything in the argument that this measure 


would be dangerous to the business interests of the country by cre- 
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ating a t and unusual demand 5 85 the part of the banks for 
specie. This bill would not require them to draw in their paper in 
order to furnish themselves with specie; and the debtors of the banks 
would not be pressed in any way, because, as I have said, there is 
already specie enough in the vaults of the banks to meet the require- 
ments of this bill. 

Now, with all due deference to my friend from Tennessee, [ Mr. 
WHITTHORNE,] I say that his argument yesterday that the converti- 
bility of the paper money into specie should be carried on alone at 
the Treasury of the United. States is incomprehensible to me. I 
thought it was the interest of the pene to have easy access to points 
of redemption: That certainly was the object of the national bank- 
ing law in establishing eighteen of the larger cities of the Union as 

emption cities and requiring the banks in those cities to have a 
larger reserve than the country banks. How can it ibly play into 
the hands of “the Shylocks, the bankers and brokers,” (using the 
expression of the gentleman from Tennessee,) if we require the banks 
to pay specie at their own counters upon the demand of the bill- 
holder or depositor? It is the interest of the people that these banks 
should be required to pay specie, if desired, upon their bills or deposits 
at their own counters; and such a requirement cannot ibly play 
into the hands of “ the Shylocks, the bankers and brokers.” These 
are very convenient terms to be used in this House to excite the prej- 
udices of the people, yet we know that this class must exist so long 
as the love of gain remains the controlling passionamong men. We 
ought to restrain them, but we can never destroy them so long as 
human nature continues as we now find it, and as it has been found in 
all ages. And we must look to the protection of the people. I say,so 
far as sound banking is concerned, the enlightened self-interest of the 
banks and the great material interests of the people are mutual, if 
not identical, in the maintenance of a wholesome, sufficient reserve ; 
and so long as these banks exist we should see that they are carried 
on upon wise and sound financial principles. Nothing which I have 
said was intended to discriminate against our present greenback 
money. I am the firm friend of this currency, and the unyielding 
opponent of all who wish to abate one jot or tittle from its present 
na er and efficiency. Nor is there anything in this bill to excite 
the apprehensions of the friends of the greenbacks. 

Mr. KNOTT. Has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Very well, let this subject go over until the next 
morning hour. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 


Mr. KNOTT, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 2701, a bill (H. 
R. No. 3543) to amend sections 1, 2, 3, and 10 of an act to determine 
the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United States and to regu- 
late the removal of causes from State courts, and for other purposes, 
approved March 3, 1875; which was read a first and second time, 
3 to be printed and recommitted. 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I now demand the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to resume the considera- 
tion of the report of the Committee on Rules. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr, 
CARLISLE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the consideration of 
the revision of the rules reported from the Committee on Rules, and 
the 5 from Pennsylvania [Mr. SHALLENBERGER] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor of 
the revision of the rules proposed by the Committee on Rules, and I 
desire to echo the strongest language I have heard on this floor in 
indorsement of the labors of the committee. In clearness and con- 
ciseness of statement and arrangement I think they must commend 
themselves to the intelligent judgment of every member upon this 
floor, and I should regret extremely if any words of mine to-day 
should have a tendency in the slightest degree to prejudice the rules 
as a whole. 

I shall not discuss them in general. I shall confine myself simply 
to Rule XIas reported by the Committee on Rules, I did not expect 
we should have the S rtunity of general debate. It was my im- 
pression that we sho be confined in the discussion to a particular 
rule as it came up, and that nothing whatever could be said on Rule 
XI until we came to it in regular order. Believing, as I did, that I 
had amendments to that rule which might commend themselves to 
the judgment of the House after due consideration, and not expecting 
that I should be able to get them before the members of the House in 
regular order until the rule had been reached, I gave to the printer a 
few days before this discussion commenced, on the 7th of this month, 
an indication of my p and the scope of the proposen amend- 
ments. The resultshows that Rule XI has been, in the minds of many 
members as well as in my own, the objective point in the discussion. 

I now ask the Clerk to read Rule XI as reported by the committee, 
to include the last clause which I propose to amend, and then read 


the amendments which I propose, so that they may go into the REC- 
ORD and be fairly considered. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Rue XI. 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES. 


_ All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the preced- 
ing rule, as follows, namely: Subjects relating— 

I. To the election of members: to the Committee on Elections; 

2. To the revenue and the bonded debt of the United States: to the Committee 
on Ways and Means; 

3. To appropriation of the revenue for the support of the Government: tothe 
Committee on Appropriations; 

4. To judicial proceedings, civil and criminal law: to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary; 

5. To banking and currency: to the Committee on Banking and Currency ; 

6. To coinage, weights, and measures: to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures ; 

7. To commerce: to the Committee on Commerce, [but they shall report the bill 
ws * the river and harbor bill, for reference to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations ; 

& To 5 to the Committee on Agriculture; 

9. To the relations of the United States with foreign nations: to the Committee 
on Foreign Afairs; 

10. To the military establishment and the public defense, other than the appro- 
priations for its support: to the Committee on Military ; 

11. To the naval establishment, other than the appropriations for its support: to 
the Age cea Sa Ara 5 irs; ny i 

1 o the Post-Office and post-roads, other than appropriations for their support: 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post Roads K x ; 

13. To the lands of the United States: to the Committee on the Public Lands; 

14. To the relations of the United States with the Indians and the Indian tribes: 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs ; 

15. To territorial legislation, the revision thereof, and affecting Territories or 
the admission of States: to the Committee on the Territories ; 

16. To railways and canals other than Pacific 8: to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals ; 

17. To the manufacturing industries: to the Committee on Manufactures ; 

18. To the mining interests: to the Committee on Mines and Mining; 

19. To the public buildings and occupied or improved grounds the United 
284 85 3 than appropriations therefor: to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds ; 

20. To the railroads and telegraphic lines between the Mississippi River and the 
Tyana coast: to the Committee on Pacific Railroads; 


to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River; 

22. To education and labor: to the Committee on Education and Labor; 

23. To the militia of the several States: to the Committee on the Militia; 

24. To patents: to the Committee on Patents; 

25. To the pensions of the civil war: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

26, To the pensions of all the wars of the United States other than the civil war: 
to the Committee on Pensions; 

27. To private and domestic claims and demands whatsoever, other than war- 
claims, oe the United States: to the Committee on Claims; 

28. To claims arising from any war in which the United States has been engaged : 
to the Committee on War Claims ; 

29. To private claims to lands: to the Committee on Private Land Claims; 

30. To the District of Columbia: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I now ask the Clerk to read the amend- 
ments which I pro 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Ruts XI. 
Clause 3.—Amend clause 3 by adding the words And the several appropriation 
bills, when reported to the House by the committees in which they originate, shall 


be referred to the Committee on Appropriations to be reported back to th 
after due consideration, with such recommendations as the general expenditures 
of the Government require them to make, and the committee in which the bill 
originated shall thereupon have charge of it and upon its 2 

Clause 7. — Amend clause 7 so as to read: To commerce; to the Committee on 
Commerce; and this committee shall receive the estimates and report the annual 
a propriation bill for the improvement of rivers and harbors, for reference to the 

mmittee on Appropriations,” 

Clause 9.—Amend clause 9 by adding the words “And this committee shall re- 
port the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill, for reference to the Committee 
on Appropriations.” 

Clause 10.—Amend clause 10 by striking out the words “other than appropria- 
ations for its support,” and adding to the clause the words “and this committee 
shall report the annual approp bills for the support of the Army and the 
Military Academy at West Point, for reference to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions.” 

Clause 11.—Amend clause 11 by striking out the words other than appropria- 
tions for its support,” and adding to the d the words “and this committee 
shall report the gnnual appropriation bill for the support of the Navy, for refer- 
ence to the Committee on Appropriations.” 

Clause 12.— Amend clause 12 by striking out the words ‘‘ ether than appropria- 
tions for its support,” and adding the words“ and this committee shall re the 
annual appropriation bills for the service of the Post-Office Department, and for 
mail transportation by ocean steamers, for reference to the Committee on Appro- 


iations.” 

3 14.— Amend clause 14 by adding the words and this committee shall 
report the annual appropriations for expenses of the Indian Department, and for 
carrying out the treaties and obligations of the Government with the Indian 
tribes, for reference to the Committee on Appropriations.” 

Clause 19.—Amend clause 19 by striking out the words bother than se el 
tions therefor,” and adding the words ‘‘and this committee shall report all appro- 
priations therefor, for reference to the Committee on Appropriations.” 

Clause 25.—Amend clause 25 by adding the words “and this committee shall 
report the annual appropriation bill for the e Sed of invalid and other pensions, 
for reference to the Committee on Appropriations. A 

Clause 30.—Amend clause 30 by adding the words and this committee shall 
45 all appropriations therefor, for reference to the Committee on Appropria- 

ons. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. It will be observed by these amendments, 
Mr. Chairman, that I propose to leave with the Committee on Appro- 
priations all independent subjects relating to appropriations. 1 pro- 
pos to leave with them and under their entire control as heretofore the 

egislative, executive, and judicial bill, the sundry civil bill, the for- 
tifications bill, and all deficiency bills. 

In addition to the work that will be required of the Appropriations. 
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Committee in originating and reporting these several bills, I propose 
that they shall take the bills as reported by the several committees 
and referred to them by the Honse, not for the purpose of tearing 
them to pieces as has been suggested would be the fate of the river 
and harbor bill, by several gentlemen on this floor, notably by the 
honorable gentleman from Texas, the gentleman from Minnesota, and 
the gentleman from West Virginia. I do not ask that the Appropri- 
ations Committee shall take the bill of the Committee on Commerce, 
most carefully prepared after months of exhaustive investigation and 
labor, and wholly destroy the integrity of their work and report a 
new bill and have control of it on the floor of the House. 

It will be observed, Mr. Chairman, that my proposition sends to the 
Committee on Ango riations a perfected bill for the rivers and har- 
bors. It directs the Committee on 1 to report back that 
bill with such recommendations as the general expenditures of the 
Government in their judgment require them to make, and that there- 
upon the committee in Which that bill originated shall have charge 
of it upon its passage. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I protest against the assumption that no bill 
should be sent to any committee, any second committee of this House, 
unless that bill can receive at the hands of that second committee 
as full and as exhaustive an examination as was bestowed upon 
it by the committee originally having charge of it. Such objection 
literally enforced would deny to the Committee of the Whole super- 
vision of a bill. It is not for the pore of receiving a critical ex- 
amination and consideration as to its details, but rather as to its gen- 
eral character and scope and gate amount, together with the 

robable claims of other appropriation bills yet to be reported, that 
would have the Appropriations Committee advise the House whether 
that bill, as a whole, can safely be passed; whether the general ex- 
penditures of the Government will justify it; whether the revenues 
of the next fiscal year will permit it? 

This was the plan substantially followed in the Fortieth Congress, 
asa from the report accompanying the present revision, from 
which I quote: 


In the Fortieth Congress, as ap] from the statement of Mr. Dawes, on the 


8th of February, 1873, (third n. Forty-second Congress,) the Committee on 
Appropriations, being busily en with other matters, permitted the Commit- 
tee on Commerce to originate and report the river and harbor appropriation bill, 
and, by an arrangement made in a conference between Mr. DAWES, representing 
the Committee on Appropriations, and the Committee on Commerce, the latter 
committee was permitted to pre and report the said bill for reference to the 
Committee on Appropriations, which committee after consideration, to re- 
port it back to the House with such recommendations as they believed the general 
expenditures of the Spy and Mee bec them to make, and that course has sevi 
times been pursued since that agreement, bee ae it is true that during the pre- 
ceding two 8 Forty: fourth and Forty- t th) the Committee on Commerce 
has exclusively control and charge of the river and harbor bill. 

Now, it will be observed that the Committee on Rules do not object 
to that action. They have tacitly approved it. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, my distinguished friend from Ohio, [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD, ] one of the members of this Committee on Rules, in a speech 
made in this House on January 8, says: 

Let me state the practice which prevailed during the four years I was chairman 
of the Committee on Appropria‘ „ That committee went over the field, and 
looking at all the estimates as they came from the Departments, making all the 
examinations we could make, we said: There should be appropriated for the com- 
ing year, say, $290,000,000; we think we can cut the e: ditures of the Govern- 
ment down to that figure; but todo this the Army must have so much, the Navy 
so much, and rivers and harbors so much.” Thereupon the Committee on Appro- 
priations informed the Committee on Commerce that the Government could attord 
to pay, say, $5,000,000 for rivers and harbors; and the Committee on Commerce, 
having that 1 5 and complex subject in hand, were asked to tell how the money 
ought to be distributed. The Committee on Commerce drafted the bill distributin 
the amount. That bill was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and if it 
did not exceed the total amount which the Committee on Appropriations believed 
could bes the Committee on Appropriations Ris e it back and requested 
the Committee on Commerce to take charge of it carry it through the House. 
This is the way the work was done during the four years of my chairmanship o 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

It will thus be seen that my amendments are not in conflict with 
the former practice of this House. They are not even in antagonism 
to the report of this Committee on Rules as relating to one commit- 
tee. They propose to treat several important committees, with slight 
modification, just as the Committee on Rules advise in relation to the 
Committee on Commerce, and as the distinguished gentleman from 
Ohio fully indorsed when chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

Now I ask, if the river and harbor bill was considerately treated 
then, why can it not be considerately treated now? And why can- 
not several of the general appropriation bills be considerately treated 
in the same way? 

I do not propose, Mr. Chairman, to go quite to the extent that my 
distinguished friend from Ohio did. Ido not think it needful that 
we should instruct the Committee on Appropriations that they should 
divide up the expenditures of the Government and insist that each of 
these several committees shall restrict itself to that sum; because if 
we admit that, then we presume that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions know in advance of any investigation just what each Depart- 
ment of the Government may need for the next fiscal year. I think 
they do not. I think the growing necessities of this country may 

resent themselves so forcibly to my distinguished friend from Texas 

Mr. REAGAN] that he a: report a very discreet bill of a much 
larger amount than he did last year. And I think again my distin- 
guisked friend the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
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may eee in the legislation of last year, or in the legislation recently 
enacted, something which increases the expenses of the Army. 

Now, the Committee on Appropriations cannot ibly be expected 
to have special knowledge of those facts, hence they should not arbi- 
trarily limit the expenditures in that way. But I would bave this, 
Mr. Chairman, I would have it understood that these several com- 
mittees, charged with the same msibility before the House and 
the country that the Committee on Appropriations has been and still 
will be, to examine all the estimates of expenditures as well as prob- 
able revenues of the Government, should compare notes with the 
Committee of Ways and Means, should compare notes with the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, should ask for all the information they can 
get from the Departments of this Government, and by any and every 
means in their power as intelligent legislators ascertain about what 
share of the public expenditure they might claim. Then I appre- 
hend, Mr. Chairman, that when this bill should have been so reported 
back to the House by the Committee on Appropriations it would be 
found that there had been close consultation between the Appropria- 
tions Committee and the Committee on Commerce and the Army 
Committee and the Naval Committee and the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, on which I have the honor to serve, and other 
committees. 

Mr. Chairman, I think that the effect of these amendments which 
I propose will be, first, to expedite the appropriation bills by reason 
of simultaneous action on the part of committees. 

Secondly, I acre in the preparation of these bills we will enlist 
members of the House who are intimately acquainted with every 
law under which the appropriation is made. 

Third, the effect will be to insure a more thorongh and critical ex- 
amination of the estimates sent by the different Departments. How 
many members on this floor, Mr. Chairman, know what the estimates 
of the Departments are which were made to this House at the pres- 
ent session of Congress? How can the Committee on Appropria- 
tions assure the country that they honestly believe just such a sum, 
and no more, is needed to execute in its multiform details a law 
which the Military Committee spent months in maturing; say, for 
instance, an increase of the Army, together with a justment of 
the pay of soldiers and of officers of the Army? They must depend 
absolutely upon the representations and calculations of the bureau 
officers. These officers are doubtless both honest and intelligent; 
but then they are not held responsible to the country, as are the 
members of this House, for an intelligent and economic disbursement 
of the public money. 

Here again, Mr. Chairman, I am sustained both in logic and in illus- 
tration by a former distinguished member of this House, a member of 
the Military Committee—General Schenck—who when this Appropri- 
ations Committee was formed March 2, 1865, made some brief but 
very effective remarks precisely in the line I am now following, and 
illustrated them by reference to some legislation which the Military 
Committee had been perfecting for months, looking to the increase 
of the pay of officers and soldiers of the Army. They had spent days 
and weeks of anxious toil upon it. It passed the House and went to 
the Senate. The Senate had a bill before it of somewhat similar im- 

rt. The Senate examined the House bill and proposed not to take 
it up, but they ees grapes upon the appropriation bill in the Senate 
their own bill, and it came to the House. It went to a committee of 
conference, and passed the House, and all the labor of months, spent 
so industriously and so intelligently by this Military Committee of the 
House, I apprehend, was wasted. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we are told that the Committee on Commerce 
differs very widely from other committees of the House in this: that 
it is a law unto itself, that it makes Se Fade for appropriations not 
specially authorized by law, and that other appropriations are 
ence, what might 
be proper for the river and harbor 5 bill would be wholly 
unnecessary for other appropriation bills. Now, let us examine this. 
I admit it to be true that the river and harbor appropriation bill 
does both legislate and appropriate. In that respect that committee 
differs widely from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
which is now confined, in the discretion of the House, strictly to leg- 
islation. But I fail to see why the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds should not have the same consideration in the House, 
under the rules, as the Committee on Commerce; why it may not 
legislate and appropriate independently of other committees, and 
why it should not, by a similar method, report and pass a general 
bill. If it is proper for one committee it is proper for both. Under 
the conditions J suggest it is proper for all. 

I want first to examine the question whether it be true, as asserted 
on this floor by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] and reiter- 
ated by so many others, that other appropriation bills simply estimate 
for that which is strictly and espa defined by law. I say they do 
not. And in this connection I desire to call attention to section 169 
of the Revised Statutes, which reads as follows: 


Each head of a Departinent is authorized to cupley in his Department such num- 
ber of clerks of the several classes recognized by law, and such messen as- 
sistant messengers, copyists, watchmen, rers, and other employés, and at such 
rates = compensation, respectively, as may be appropriated for by Congress from 
year to year. 


Now, does that strictly limit the Committee on SS a ara Fa either 
as to the number of employés or their salaries? I take it it does 
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not. That committee has the unquestioned right to come to this 
House and propose any additional number of clerks which they choose, 
at any compensation they may see proper. And they have done it; 
done it discreetly, done it wisely, perhaps. 

Now, will you undertake to say, or will my distinguished friend, 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, [Mr. ATKINS,] 
undertake to say that he knows more abont the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, its increase of business, its need of additional employés, its 
need of additional money for the star-route service, or for any other 
service, than does the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, or than do the members of the Post-Office Committee, 
who are in daily contact with that Department, daily considering 
and maturing the legislation which is made absolutely necessary by 
the growing wants of the Department? 

To illustrate, I will refer to a circumstance which occurred during 
the last Congress, and my distinguished friend from Minnesota [Mr. 
DUNNELL] took a leading part in it, and will remember it. The 
Committee on 1 considered au estimate for a certain 
force of additional employés needed in the General Land Office, and 
their salaries, and reported a trifling increase. It came to the atten- 
tion of myself and of Mr. DUNNELL that this was wholly inadequate to 
bring up the business of that office, which had been hanging back 
for years and years on account of vastly increased demands upon the 
office, so that titles to land could not be given, though absolutely 
demanded by the business interests of the far West. 

That subject was presented to the Committee on Appropriations 
clearly and succinctly by the gentleman to whom I have referred, and 
by myself and others. That committee at once saw the justice of it, 
they accepted the amendment, and it was passed. 

Kar I say that what occurred then will oceur and must occur in 
every one of the Departments of this Government and in every branch 
of the public service. There is a large discretion to be vested ofig: 
inally in some one committee of this House in preparing a specific 
appropriation bill. Which committee shall have it? The committee 
that knows all about it or the committee that can know but little 
about it, comparatively, for lack of time? 

I will quote another section of the Revised Statutes, section 3664 : 

Whenever the head of a Department, ung abont to submit to Congress the 
annual estimates of expenditures required for the coming year, finds that the usual 
items of such estimates vary materially in amount from the appropriation ordina- 
rily asked for the object named, and especially from the appropriation granted for 
the same objects for the preceding year, and whenever new items not theretofore 
usual are introduced into such estimates for any year, he shallaccompany the esti- 
mates by minute and full explanations of all such variations and new items, show- 
ingt oe e and grounds upon which the amounts are required, and the different 

8 . 

I take it that the statutes presume that when these bureau officials, 
these Department officers, so careful, so correct, so conscientious, so 
intelligent as they generally are, send their estimates to Congress, it 
is expected and required of us as custodians of the public money that 
we shall critically examine those estimates, cut them down or increase 
them. Now, how can we do that if as a committee intrusted with 
the duty we know little about the inner workings of that branch of 
the service? In this same connection I desire to refer to one of the 
old rules which has been left in this revised code. I refer to clause 
3 of Rule XXI, which reads: 

No riation shall be reported in an ral aj riation bill, or be in 
order gn lata ian thereto’ for any . 3 N Soothes by 
law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and objects as 
are already in progress. 

Now, do you not see that when the limitation fixed by law for the 
cost of a public building as reported by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds has been reached, the Committee on Appro- 

riations can and do proceed indefinitely to continue appropriations ? 
Why should they not consult, at least, the committee which author- 
ized the buildingand ask it to name the amount for their consideration? 

Here again it is not true that the Committee on Appropriations 
will only appropriate for that which is definitely fixed by law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Appropriations does not as 
a matter of fact know the cause and the cure of these large deficiency 
bills which are introduced at every session of this House upon the 
report of some Departments of the Government unless they choose to 
make a special investigation. Thatinvestigation is perfectly proper, 
but consumes the time of the Appropriations Committee, y in- 
adequate, and might be avoided if each committee would give more 
attention to the preparation of the bills originally passed. They 
ought to be able to foresee whether a deficiency would be probable 
under the bill they are about to report ; and, if so, they can correct it 
so that this House shall not appropriate for deficiencies year after 


year. 

But I will not dwell on these points. I now pass to a statement of 
the reasons why I insist upon the final review of the work of all 
these committees by the Committee on Appropriations without de- 
stroying the original bill and without taking charge of it upon its 
passage. In doing so I propose no degradation of any committee of 
this House; nor do I think the Committee on Rules have purposed 
any degradation of any committee; but I do propose that each bill 
shall be’reported not to another committee but to this House, the 
bill to be in charge of the House just as the most important messages 
from the Chief Executive of this nation are in charge of the House, to 
be referred by the House for specific information and report touch- 
ing certain questions which the Committee of the Whole House should 


understand before it can intelligently vote upon these bills. The 
Committee of the Whole must know, for instance, what other bills 
which are in progress and to come before it are likely to demand and 
require, It must know what the te revenues of the Govern- 
ment will be for the next fiscal year and the estimated expenditures 
as they shall be ascertained. It must, in a word, know whether any 
excessive importance or unsafe enlargement is given to any special 
bill. Now, the Committee of the Whole must delegate this inquiry 
to somebody or some committee. 

And, Mr. Chairman, can you name a committee of the House more 
likely to be in possession of the facts, more likely to deal impartially, 
intelligently, and qutiy with all these bills, than the Committee on 
Appropriations? I think that the committee should have charge of 
precisely this duty, to give to the Committee of the Whole when it 
shall come to discuss any particular bill a general review of all the 
bills, showing the relative importance of the particular measure then 
presented and the probable effect its passage will have upon other 
great demands to which the Government may be subjected. This is 
all that I propose for the Committee on Appropriations; nothing 


more, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I might say that I am not ashamed to act as 
clerk of a committee. I do it in a certain sense when as a sub-com- 
mittee of one I report to a sub-committee, That sub-committee 
reports to the fall committee, and that full committee reports to the 
House. I do not see anything necessarily degrading in the fact that 
one committee, officially as well as severally and personally, should 
report to another committee; yet we do not ask this in the amend- 
ments I propose. We ask that a committee of this House, standing 
upon terms of equality with every other committee of the House 
shall report to the House, and the House shall simply submit its bili 
for comparison and report to a committee which may impartially 
consider all bills. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one word as to the so-called “unity” which 
the proposed revision of the rules gives to all the bills of this House, 
which was dwelt upon so eloquently by my distinguished friend 
from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD.] Look, for instance, at my own commit- 
tee, the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. We haye be- 
fore us now, and have had before us for some time, a bill providing 
for a public building in the city of Pittsburgh. We have given 
exhaustive examination to the needs of the Government in that 
city. We have taken into consideration the size of the city, its im- 
mense business, the increasing demand for accommodations for pub- 
lic business. We have made this examination not only in relation to 
the city of Pittsburgh, but we have considered the requirements of 
that city in connection with the requirements of every large city in 
this broad land, For we do not propose to be local in the distribution 
of public moneys. We propose to consider so fully, so exhaustively the 
demands of the several cities of this country (just as the Committee 
on Commerce are doing with reference to the various rivers and har- 
bors) as to be able to say to the House that we believe that this city 
ought to have a public building not to exceed in cost a specified sum 
of money. We propose when the time comes to report other bills 
equally meritorious. 

And I will add that we hope before this Congress shall adjourn to 
report with a favorable recommendation every meritorious bill prop- 
erly sustained by evidence of public need that is now before us. 
Why? Simply we rely upon what the Secretary of the 

has told us the needs of public buildings already in Prog 
ress will be. He states to us at our request how much money 
be needed to continue the public buildings already in progress. He 
states to us in addition to that, as doubtless he states to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, about what aggregate amount in his judg- 
ment can reasonably be allowed for all appropriations for buildings 
and grounds during the next fiscal year. Now, taking the difference 
between the total and that which he estimates as needful to con- 
tinue the present buildings, we have arrived at the conclusion that 
we can safely report in favor of the construction of a public build- 
ing in the city of Pittsburgh not to exceed in cost $750,000, and that 
the available funds this year will justify us in reporting an 3 
ture of $150,000 which will provide the foundations for that build - 
ing fully protected for the next winter, the ground having been pur- 
chased and donated years ago. 

Now, having done this, having carefully gone over all this ground, 
how can there be unity in the action of the several committees when 
we cease to have any control whatever of appropriations for that 
public work the moment the building is authorized by law? Next 
year the estimate comes from the Secretary of the Treasury for money 
to continue that work. We see it not; know nothing of it. It goes 
to the Committee on Appropriations and is passed. The next year 
another estimate comes and it goes to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and is passed. The next year and the next year and so op 
when the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds wake up per- 
chance they find a million and a half has been appropriated to the 
eity of Pittsburgh instead of $750,000. Law for it—where? Unity 
of purpose between the committees in comparing the claims and needs 
of the country and in discreet and judicious action? It cannot be. 
I do not undertake to say that the committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds might not or would not have done the same thing. 
However, if there is any one thing I have resolved to do in my offi- 
cial relations to this committee it is to recommend so far as I can all 
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appropriations which I think to be right and to take all responsi- 
bility before this House for the aggregate as well as the initial sum 
recommended. If the Committee on Appropriations chooses to ex- 
ceed or diminish the appropriations our committee might recommend, 
then the responsibility rests with them, and the House would decide 
the question more intelligently. 

I am giving a supposable case, of course, Mr, Chairman—a suppos- 
able case under our presens rules—nay, an actual illustration of more 
than one public building which now stands in the way of legitimate 
appropriations for greatly needed buildings elsewhere because of in- 
congruons legislation and appropriations heretofore. Ihold there can 
be noconceivable reason why the Committee on Commerce should care- 
fully consider the needs of the Ohio River at Pittsburgh and recom- 
mend appropriations therefor year after year while the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, with one of the safest and most intel- 
ligent chairmen upon this floor, shall be required to exhaustively con- 
sider the needs of the public service present and prospective for pub- 
lic buildings in the city of Pittsburgh, involving much larger expendi- 
tures of the public money perhaps, and then be refused absolutely any 
supervision or control over the appropriations therefor. It is utterly 
unfair and inconsistent ; my amendments will correct it. I blame no 
one but the rules for this condition of affairs. The architect is bound 
to employ to the best advantage whatever money the Committee on 
Appropriations desire him to have. Ido not blame the Appropriations 
Committee, because they invariably hold in check the ot pei i 
resentative from the district interested and seek by ascertaining in 
the moment of time available, but which is wholly inadequate, the 
actual necessities of the case. I blame no one, as I have said, but 
the rules. But I plead for this change which will place these several 
committees in charge of these several branches of the public service 
upon an equality. 

Icannot accept the statement that the guarded distribution of labor 
among the committees, which I suggest, will necessarily increase ex- 
penditures. Two committees endanger an appropriation of doubtful 
propriety more than one ; one committee, more than a sub-committee 
5 3 committee like that one referred to by General 

enck. 

It is worth a trial, Mr. Chairman. Now is the time and the only time 
within the past fifteen years when this wholesome practice could well 
be ina ted, advocated by General Schenck so warmly at the time 
the Appropriations Committee was formed, tested and approved for 
four years by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, I in connec- 
tion with one committee, and . with slight varia- 
tion by the present Committee on Rules, to be applied to the Com- 
merce Committee. A most commendable feature of this revised code 
of rules is that it places the committees of the House upon something 
like an equality in the presentation of business. Now let that equality 
extend to the preparation of business and then we shall have less 
trouble in forming our committees, less jealousy between our commit- 
tees, less conflict upon the floor and consequent waste of time in per- 
3 seeking to obtain, in violation of rule, that equitable distri- 

ution of responsibilities and labor which a national Honse of Rep- 
resentatives thoroughly democratic in its instincts will ever insist 
upon. 

Tiir, WRIGHT. It is not my purpose, Mr. Chairman, to find fault 
with the report of the Committee on Rules. I think they have dis- 
charged their duties well. They have made the first step in advance 
in the simplification of the mode and manner of transacting intelli- 

ntly the business of this House. I have been a member of this 

ouse for many years, commencing a great way back, and, with all 
the attention I was able to bestow on the subject of understanding 
the rules as they now are, I must confess my utter inability to be able 
to comprehend them, 

I remember a conversation I had many years ago with Mr. Calhoun 
on the subject of the rules. I made the inquiry of him whether they 
could not be simplified, and his reply to me was that the rules of the 
House were mostly shaped in the way in which they are to prevent 
bad legislation and to protect the rights of the minority. Now, that 
is a very good reason. The 7 — of the minority of the House of 
Representatives of the Uni States 2 to be fully protected 
against any improper or hasty legislation. But I submit, sir, it takes 
a man with more brains than I have, more perseverance than I have 
and more discrimination than I have to comprehend the one hundred 
and sixty-six rules which we have now and under which we are legis- 


ting. 

Mr DAVIS, of North Carolina. And more time. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Yes, and more time, as my friend from North Car- 
olina suggests to me, than one can bestow, and discharge his other 
duties. Ido not want, therefore, to find any fault with the commit- 
tee which has had this subject under consideration. They have had 
a work of immense labor. The men composing that committee are 
men of large experience on the question of parliamentary law. They 
have made report with marked ability, and, while there may be some 
amendments which ought to be incorporated in the report, I would 
be the last one who would stand in the way of defeating the report 
of that committee by amendments which might be offered to-day, 
even if, in my judgment, they may be superior to portions of it. 

I was always of the opinion, Mr. Chairman, that the Committee on 
Appropriations had more power than it ought to have. I was a 
member of this House when the Committee on Appropriations was 
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created. It was done, I think, in 1861, and it was whispered around 
how true it was, I will not 2 to say—that it was mostly in- 
augurated for the purpose of accommodating a very distinguished 
man from Pennsylvania. That was Mr. Thaddeus Stevens—a great 
man beyond all doubt. He had his prejudices, he had peculiar opin- 
ions, but he had a noble and generous heart, and there are few men 
whom I have met in the long political experience I have had who 
had my respect more fully than Mr. Thaddeus Stevens, 

It was said at the time that this was done to preserve for him a 
pena place, but I apprehend that that is a slander upon the man. 

t was deemed proper at that time when such vast sums of money were 
to be expended by the Government, that the Committee of Ways and 
Means should be relieved of a portion of its burdens. Now, in look- 
ing over the report of the committee there is nothing in it that I can 
take exception to, or that I deem exception can be taken to on the 
part of any member of this Honse, except that part which refers to 
the river and harbor bills. That is a subject that touches all parts 
of the country, and this is a matter in my judgment which should 
come under a more thorough discussion y the Committee of the 
Whole. That is the popular throne after all that is said and done, 
and where discussion should not be trammeled, the more appropriate 
place to deposit the power that disposes of seven or eight millions 
of dollars of the money of the people than the Committee on Appro- 
priations, eminent as they may be and selected of the very best 
material in the House. Therefore I with the remarks of my 
friend from Kentucky [Mr. Oscar . with regard to 
a full discussion and opportunity, where large sums of money are 
appropriated, of affording to every member of the House an opportu- 
nity to record his vote in regard to the expenditure of these vast sums. 
That is the true doctrine. 

After all that is said and done, Mr. Chairman, what are we to un- 
derstand by the rules of the House as we may rightly conceive what 
the rules ought to be, that is to 2 legislation and to deal in a 
proper manner with the rights of the minority as well as of the ma- 
1 Therefore, that system which gives opportunity for full de- 

ate ought to be had. That is the system of rules that this House 
ought to adopt. And I venture to say from my place, as an old mem- 
ber of this House, that the forty-six rules offered to us by this Com- 
mittee on Rules as a substitute for the one hundred and sixty-six 
rules under which we are and have been legislating is a wonderful 
improvement, and there ought to be no small reason intervening be- 
tween the adoption of the report of that committee as a substitute 
for the rules we now have and have been acting under. 

Now I can readily conceive why the Committee on Appropriations 
should have charge, and very properly, too, wherever the report of 
the expenditure of money comes through one of the public art- 
ments of the Government. Isay at once that that is proper, 8 
to go before the Committee of Ways and Means or the Committee on 
Appropriations—perhaps the Committee on Appropriations would be 
the best designation for it. Wherever a report for an expenditure 
comes from a Department it is right and proper that the Committee 
on Appropriations should have the control, the exclusive pear to 
that subject. But where the appropriation comes from any other 
committee of the House, where the sum required is not designated by 
any of the Departments whatever, in my judgment the Committee of 
the Whole ought to have the exclusive control of the subject, and 
that it ought not to go to the Committee on Appropriations. But what 
most engages the attention of the House is the river and harbor bills. 

There is no Department of the Government which makes an esti- 
mate for an expenditure of money to be appropriated for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors, That question goes legitimately to the 
Committee on Commerce, and in my judgment they should have ex- 
clusive control of it, and whenever it passes from the hands of that 
committee it ought not to go to the Committee on Appropriations, 
but to the Committee of the Whole House, where every member can 
have an opportunity of expressing his opinions with regard to appro- 
priations recommended by the committee. And now, with that single 
exception, or with an amendment of that kind—and, if I understand 
the temper of this House, I think it is manifest that it is the wish of 
members that the river and harbor bill should not go to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations—I say with that single exception I am willing 
to take the report of the committee, because I believe that there are 
merits in it of the very highest order and character; that it is the 
work of men of aver intelligence and long practical experience 
in this House, and that is one strong argument at least why the House 
should adopt it. 

But there is another reason that is beyond, a strong and powerful 
reason: that the Committee of the Whole have full opportunity, when 
coming to vote an appropriation of seven or eight millions of dollars, 
of having it fully and particularly discussed. There should be a full 
and fair opportunity for debate, as my friend contended yesterduy, on 
this subject. 

Now we have this report before us, do not let us be so divided as to 
defeat the object that the committee had in reporting these rules, be- 
cause it is a great improvement upon the system that we have adopted 
here and under which this House has been governed for years and 
years. They cannot be understood by the great majority of the House, 
They are too complicated. They are a mystery. 

I do not know bat what I possess about as much intelligence as 
would come up to the ordinary standard of a member of Congress. 
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[Langhter.} But I confess to you frankly that I am but a child here. 

I go to the Speaker for information. I cannot comprehend the lan- 

e he gives me, and yet it is parliamentary. [Laughter. ] Every- 

g that appears in the book of rules is parliamentary; but it is a 

arliamentary language, Mr. Chairman, that is Greek to me. It is 

Greek to every man unless he devotes weeks and months and years 
to comprehend this matter. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. And a stumbling-block to many. 

Mr. WRIGHT. And a stumbling-block to nine-tenths of the mem- 
bers of this House, and particularly so to me. 

We meet here to pass laws. Ought we not to have a system of rules 
we can comprehend so that we may know when to make a motion! 
Ought we not to have a ee line of proceeding with regard to 
matters that are upon our Calendar? en anything goes to the 
Committee of the Whole you might as well, as a general thing, con- 
sider it in its legislative grave; you cannot exhume it. When you 
desire to do something that long, bony finger is outstretched with 
the words, “I object;” and those words, “ I object,” issuing from the 
tongue that belongs to the body which owns the bony finger, can hold 
two hundred and ninety-two men at bay. Is that civilization? 
[Laughter.] Is that equality in this Chamber? The other day a 
single objection was made to a small matter I had in charge and it 
went to the Committee of the Whole because there was a small ap- 

ropriation in it. It was a question which had not been raised here 

‘or the last ten years, but there happened to be a laboring-man in the 
case and therefore the objection comes. The committee of which I 
have the honor to be chairman desired to report certain testimony, 
but objection was made and if had to go to the Committee of the 
Whole. For twenty years no such Ge seg had ever gone to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. But labor and the rights of laboring-men never 
had and I am afraid never will have much of a standing in this Cham- 
ber. We shall see. 

Now, what I want to get atis this, that no man under the rules of the 
House shall have the power tostop the wheels of legislation. I would 
like to have the majority of the Chamber govern, and I would like 
to have the opportunity of so presenting a question to the Chamber 
that the majority of the House would have an opporianity to decide 
it. It is a mere matter of accident that you get up a bill under the 
rules as they now are. Under the rnles as they are now reported to 
us the order of business is properly arranged; one class of business 
is put upon one calendar; another class is put upon another calendar, 
and there is a way and a method of reaching ig, nE IES great 
innovation upon bad customs; the dawn of better days, I hope. 

But, sir, let it remain as it is, and at best the whole system of par- 
liamentary law, as provided by the rules of this House and as car- 
ried out, is a stumbling-block to the members who compose the body. 
I have been somewhat amused at some of my colleagues, who I know 
have had much less time and experience in legislative life than I have, 
who know fifty times as much about therulesasI do. Why? Because 
they have abandoned all other things that required their attention in 
the House and gone into the study of the rules. [Laughter.] This 
book of rules is the Sanscrit of American parliamentary literature. 
(Laughter. ] 

Now, sır, the system, as I understand this report, is simplified, and 
common men like myself can understand it. Any member of the 
House, under the new rules, will be able to understand what he is 
about. Therefore, I say, do not let the opportunity slide of amend- 
ing a bad system and adopting the report of the committee. If the 
committee find a majority of the House not dis to let this question 
of rivers and harbors go to the Committee on Appropriations, but pre- 
ferring it should be submitted to the Committee of the Whole House, 
I believe if the Committee on Rules will yield that much we can have 
almost entire unanimity upon the subject. 

Having been here some eight or nine years, and having been durin 
that period of time endeavoring to know how to do things, I fin 
myself but a child three years old. [Laughter.] I can go to the 
Chair and can whisper in his ear, “ How isthisthing to bedone?” I 
can go to the Clerk, in front of the Speaker’s desk, and ask him, 
How is this thing to be done? What finesse is to be resorted to to 
accomplish it? What principle of tactics shall I pursue?” He pro- 
ceeds to explain it, and when he is through I know just as little about 
it as when I asked the question. [Laughter.] That is not the cor- 
rect thing, I submit, with regard to the system of carrying on Amer- 
ican legislation. 

I apprehend there are two main points that ought to engage our 
attention seriously. One is that our rules must be so shaped that 
upon voting upon large sums of money the yeas and nays should be 
recorded upon the Journal. That cannot accomplished unless, 
perhaps, the chairman of the Committee of the Whole gives his as- 
sent. That cannot be done, it is said, because there are only one or 
two ways in which it can be reached, and xen are too late; you did 
not apply in time, or some other excuse. Therefore it is very seldom 
in our legislation here that you have an opportunity to have the 
votes recorded upon some of the most important measures that en- 
gage our attention. Why, I have known $30,000,000 at the present 
session to be appropriated out of the Treasury without.a division 
even, or the power to call the yeas and nays. Now, even were it pos- 
sible that there might be entire unanimity with regard to such a vast 
8 still the yeas and nays should be recorded. The people 

the country are entitled to this information. 
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Does any gentleman say that there is no necessity for recording 
them? If any man desires to vote “ay” let it be seen; and if he 
has a disposition to vote “no” let his name stand out, even if alone 
like Lot’s wife upon the borders of the Dead Sea when she started 
for the plain. Even such a one should have an opportunity to put 
his name on the record. [Laughter. 

I believe I have said about as much as I ought to say. I am not 
one of those, Mr. Chairman, who when they obtain the floor do not 
know when to stop. When I have said what I want to say then I 
stop; and I do not need to have the clock run against me. It is a wise 
man who knows when to stop. Having made these few remarks 
upon this question let me in conclusion say, as the oldest member in 
point of years in this House, as I believe — 

Mr. WILLIS. The ladies will not believe it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WRIGHT. No, the ladies will not believe it; but that don’t 
change the fact. Let me say, as the oldest member in point of years 
in this House, and also as a member who has had some years of ex- 
pene here, that it is my judgment the report of this Committee on 

ules gives us an opportunity to begin a reform. I will vote for the 
adoption of this report, even if this House shall refuse to strike out 
that part of it relating to harbors and rivers, which under these 
rules will of necessity go to the Committee on Appropriations, but 
trust to an 3 hereafter to make the 5 

Here is the report of a system of rules, which is in the line of prog- 
ress and of advance. Let us adopt the report of the committee. 15 
does not meet every objection that may be raised to it, but it has so 
many good things in it that we can well close our eyes to the small 
matters contained in it to which there may be some objection. 

Now, my friend from North Carolina [Mr. ScaLes] may have ten 
minutes of my time if he promises to keep in order and behave him- 
self. [Lau oat 

Mr. SC. S. will promise to do so. With the consent of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Wricur] I will yield to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] for ten minutes, and take my ten 
minutes afterward. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HORR. Will the Chairinform me how much time I have under 
this 8 7 

The C RMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman will have 
ten minutes. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that in looking over the 
report of this Committee on Rules I have come to conclusions which 
differ so widely from those expressed in the s hes which have 
been already made that I have felt it to be my bounden duty before 
this debate shall close to present to this House some of my objections 
to the wild report of the Committee on Rules. 

I propose to speak, Mr. Chairman, as other members have done in 
behalf of the committee of which I am a member. [Laughter.] I rep- 
resent the t Committee on Manufactures. Upon acareful exam- 
nation of these new rules I find that they, like the old rules, almost 
entirely 5 foie that very important committee. y, sir, in looking 
over the history of the committees of this House I find that the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures is one that comes down to us from the fath- 
ers. It was created away back in 1819, while your Committee on 
Appropriations was not born until 1865. [Laughter.] What do you 

ink of that? 

And yet it is proposed that your Committee on Appropriations shall 
run this House and leave this great Committee on ufactures noth- 
ing to do. Why, sir, the House the other day took the only bill 
which our committee has had for 1 years and referred it to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. [Laughter.] 

Now upon examining the different committees of this House and 
their duties, I wish to say that I am satisfied that a large number of 
them should first report to the Committee on Manufactures before 
they report to the House at all. [Renewed laughter.] I have a list 
here of the different committees. There is the Committee of Elec- 
tions. Now one would naturally think that that committee should 
never report to or have anything to do with the Committee on Man- 
ufactures. Butif gentlemen will only reflect a minute upon the great 
amount of manufactured evidence which is brought before that com- 
mittee [laughter] they will see at once that it should first report to 
the Committee on Manufactures in order that we may revise their 
work. Should they not? Certainly they should. 

Next, there is the great Committee of Ways and Means, that towers 
so above all the rest and that stands “ back to back” with the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. Well, I have got a couple of committees 
that Iam going to back up together before I gh through. [Great 
laughter.] There is the question of the tariff. That question affects 
every manufacturing interest in this whole land; and, consequently, 
before the Committee of Ways and Means undertakes to strike down 
any of the manufacturing interests of this country it should have 
the benefit of the wisdom of a committee that devotes itself to the 
study of manufactures. [Laughter.] 

I see Ishall have to hurry, because my time is limited [Cries of “Go 
on!” “Goon!”] There is the Committee on oe I confess 
it staggered me at first to see in what manner the action of that com- 
mittee should be made contingent upon the action of the Committee 
on Manufactures. But upon looking back over the work of that com- 
mittee in the past, I find that 3 devoted much time to the 
making and the manufacturing of Presidents, by means of riders upon 
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their appropriation bills, &c. 5 Now, all political action 
and manufactures of that sort should first have the revision of our 
old committee, and not be permitted to be decided by this new bant- 
ling that was born only in 1865. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Again, there is the Committee on Banking and Currency; and here 
I am very clear about it. [Laughter.] I want to appeal to the cen- 
ter of this House, to the great phalanx of my greenback friends. 

Why, sir, if we should pass the bill to issue $450,000,000 of paper 
money for the benefit of the soldiers who had to take greenbacks 
during the war instead of gold, and if we should add thereto the 
$573,000,000,000 provided for by bills already introduced into this 
House, the question will cease to be a question of finance, and will 
reduce itself to a simple question of manufacturing capacity. [Laugh- 
ter.] Thus it comes clearly within the duties of the great committee 
to which I belong. Hence I think the Committee on Banking and 
Currency should be compelled to report to us for advice in regard to 
making machinery, &c., to supply the great want of this nation as to 
a proper circulating medium. 

But I must hasten on. I come next to the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroads. The road-bed and the building of the track of these rail- 
roads should certainly have the care and attention of our honorable 
chairman. Again, there is the Committee on Commerce. Now, I be- 
lieve that they should report to the Committee on isc gan acer 
but to our committee first. [Langhter.] I hope they will not be 
sensitive about it, because after they once get to reporting to the 
Committee on Manufactures they will get, as it were, used to it, and 
it will not go so hard with them after that. [Laughter.] Look at 
the great interests represented by the Committee on Commerce—the 

etties, the levees, the light-houses, the docks and piers that are 
building in this age of commerce, every one of which calls into power 
this business or manufacturing element of our committee. That is 
clear, certainly. If the Committee on Rules, with our honorable 
Speaker at its head, had thought of it, undoubtedly they would have 
provided that the Committee on Commerce should report to us. 

Then comes the Committee on the Judiciary. I have some malice 
against them, because they stole the only bill we ever had. [Laugh- 
ter.] It might appear that the effort to find some work of theirs 
which should properly be referred to us would be almost fruitless ; but 
I do find that they are in the habit of “manufacturing” replies to 
veto messages. Now, that is clearly a matter in which they should 
have the supervising care of the Committee on Manufactures. 

The Committee on Agriculture, I am satisfied, should be abolished 
and combined with our committee. I do not want to take up any 
time on that. epi barge 

Then comes the great Committee on Military Affairs. In regard to 
them I submit the same argument as in regard to the Committee on 
Commerce. It is well enough for them to report matters pertaining 
to expenditures of moneys directly to the Committee on ait Nl 
tions; but, sir, those great interests which tend to the building of 
forts, the erection of breastworks and arsenals, the manufacturing of 
shot and shell, concern deeply the manufacturing elements of this 
country, and should have the guardian care of this committee which 
has been so long ignored in this House. [Laughter.] 

Now I come to the Committee on the Militia. That is a committee 
of which Iam proud. I think they should stand pre-eminent, side by 
side with the Committee on Manufactures. You know, sir, that in 
the early part of this debate a distinguished gentleman in a very 
eloquent manner put the eee Committee “ back to back” 
with the great Committee of Ways and Means. Now, I should think 
that we should stand these two boys, the Committee on the Militia 
and the Committee on Manufactures, together in the same way. 
[Laughter] It will be seen that the business of the Committee on 
the Militia pertains to war, to destruction, to tearing down. The 
business of the Committee on Manufactures is to build up, to repair 
the waste-places. The Committee on the Militia has to do with glis- 
tening sabers, fixed bayonets, columbiads, field-guns, and all the im- 
plements of war. The Committee on Manufactures has its arms full 
of implements of peace, including the implements of icultuare, if 
we can abolish the useless Committee on Agriculture. Thus we hold 
in our hands the implements that pertain to peaceful civilization. 
These two committees naturally stand facing in opposite directions, 
one looking toward war and blood, the other turning toward peace 
and industry. Is it not clear? [Laughter.] 

I need not say that the remarks I have made in reference to the 
great Military Committee of the House apply ually to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. My distinguished friend [Mr. WHITTHORNE] 
must see this, and I have no doubt that he will yield without any 
argument on the subject. 

now come to a rather difficult committee to deal with, the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. I have sought everywhere for something 
which this committee does which should enable us to claim some 
sane for our committee. It has troubled me a good deal. Icon- 
sulted the chairman of the committee himself for aid, but he would 
not assist me. As near as 1 can make out the facts by my reading 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs for the last two years has been 
largely engaged in enabling the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Cox] 
to “manufacture” witticisms. Look, if you please, at his speech on 
m corn, which I read with so much interest, when delivered in a 
ormer Con I have a long acquaintance with that gentleman, 
through books only. 


I came here with the highest respect for him, because I had fol- 
lowed him through Rome and Naples and Malta and Venice and 
Athens and Smyrna and Constantinople and Geneva, and the awful 
majesty of the Alps, when RER his book entitled The Buckeye 


Abro: Ihad also followed him ugh Corsica, Algiers, and Spain, 
in that matchless work, Winter Sunbeams, and consequently I came 
here full of high hopes that the gentleman would give me tenter- 
tainment. When my seat was drawn I was unlucky; I got a seat 
over there under the green baize, and when the distinguished gen- 
tleman used to get up to speak I could not hear a syllable he said. 
This leads me to suggest another rule which ought to be adopted, one 
whereby members when they speak can get the ear of the House. 

Mr. Chairman, if you knew how I have suffered, if yon knew the 
14725 things in the speeches of the gentleman from New Vork which 

lost when I first came here, you would know how to sympathize 
with me. [Laughter.] Finally I managed to overcome the diffi- 
culty. I learned to know by the expression of the gentleman’s coun- 
tenance when he was going to say a good thing, so I laughed and 
cheered, and the next morning I looked up the Recorp to find out 
whether I had laughed in the right place, and came to be aston- 
ished at the accuracy with 1 had hit it. [Great laughter. 

I have one or two things more to say, and then I shall have done 
with this important question. I now come to deal directly with the 
Committee on Rules themselves. I desire to state to the Committee 
on Rules that if they had in the first place submitted their work to 
the Committee on Mannfactures we should not have been in the 
tangle we are in to-day. The Committee on Rules undoubtedly have 
capacity for originating, they are men of keen intellect, but when 
they come to build up the structure, there is where it seems to me 
they lack; we have only to look at the way their work has been 
handled for the last four or five days to see where theyfailed. Why, 
sir, it has become perfectly appalling, and I do think, but I may be 
mistaken about this, thatif they had availed themselves of the build- 
ing capacity of our Committee on Manufactures this trouble might 
have been avoided. [Laughter.] 

There is one other special committee which I must touch on and 
then I am done, and that is the one headed by my distinguished friend 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WRIGHT, ] a committee which went in search 
of general depression last summer. [Laughter.] I had an impression 
when that committee was organized that it was for the pi of 
humiliating the committee of which I am a member, Llaughter, j and 
therefore if they come to any bad end it is no more than I ex- 
8 Llaughter, ] for, sir, men when they seize upon something which 

oes not by right belong to them are rather apt to fail. 

I have studied the history of that search after general depression 
which was made by that committee. I followed them during the sum- 
mer to Chicago. Well, Chi was an unfortunate city to look for 
the “ general,” because every industry in Chicago was on the boom, 
every single enterprise in the State of Illinois was looking up. Ibe- 
lieve they did take the testimony of a few individuals and then wended 
their ways gently toSalt LakeCity. [Laughter.] They thought per- 
haps among the Mormons they should find the manufacturing element 
at its lowest ebb. [Great laughter and applause. } 

Why, Mr. Chairman, they even scaled the Sierras and brought up 
on the slopes of the beautiful Pacific, and there they irrigated the 
sand-lots. [Laughter.} One convention had the impudence to nom- 
inate our revered friend for President of the United States—not ac- 
cording to his wishes, but in spite of them. [Laughter.] There 
have been candidates before him in this country who have been 
nominated for that office when they did not desire to be. 

But the committee came back withont finding anything. If oy 
had referred at the start to the Committee on Manufactures we shoul 
have helped them ont. If they wanted to find general depression they 
should have gone into Ohio and looked among our democratic brethren 
there just after the election. [Laughter.] The depression would 
have been discovered there with well-defined symptoms. Why, sir, 
the gentleman could have found the same thing among his democratie 
brethren in Pennsylvania, And just after the election there—but I 
am not going to trace his wanderings further. 

All I have to say in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, is that this is a seri- 
ous subject, and I do hope when we get through with the investiga- 
tion of the report of this Committee on Rules justice at least may be 
done this old time-honored committee which I have the honor to rep- 


resent. [Laughter and applause. ] 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
Am from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, announced 


the passage of a bill (H. R. No. 582) to provide for circuit and district 
courts of the United States at Columbus, Ohio, and the transfer of 
certain counties from the northern to the southern district of said 
State, with an amendment, in which concurrence was uested. 

It further announced the p of a bill (H. R. No. 3496) direct- 
ing the removal of obstructions from the harbor at the Delaware 
breakwater, without amendment. ; 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


Mr. WRIGHT. How much time have I left? 
The CHAIRMAN. Twenty minutes. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I yield it all to the gentleman from North Caro- 
Ur. Chairman, I am sorry that this debate has 


lina, [Mr. SCALEs. 
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assumed the shape it has. I rere that any issue has been made with 

the Committee on Commerce. [regret that committee seems to enter- 
tain the idea that any attack was made upon it by anybody. Ido not 
understand the report of the Committee on Rules in that way, and Ido 
not believe it can be tortured to mean any such thing. I take pleas- 
ure in saying that anything I shall say is not meant, even to the 
slightest extent, in derogation of the Committee on Commerce, I 
know many of those gentlemen, and there is not a committee in the 
House which I believe deserves and has more the confidence of the 
Honse than the Committee on Commerce. That that committee has 
labored faithfully, honestly, and conscientiously to discharge their 
whole duty I have never entertained a doubt, and if I considered 
this report in any way as an attack upon that committee, I would be 
one of the first to come to its defense, and especially to the defense 
of my old friend, the chairman of that committee, whom I have so 
long and so favorably known. But I do not so consider it; and I do 
not think it can be fairly so considered or interpreted by anybody. 

If, then, sir, it is not an attack on that committee, let us next inquire 
what is the question that this House is called upon to decide so far 
as that committee is concerned. I understand it to be simply this, 
and I hope I may have for a moment the attention of the chai 
of that committee, to see if we cannot find some common ground 
upon which we can both stand; I am anxious, Mr. Chairman, when- 
ever different views are entertained on any subject and a discussion 
is had, first to find out the points, if any, of agreement between us, 
and invoke their aid in coming to a conclusion. 

I understood my friend to say the other day—and it was what I 
expected of him, and what I thought he ought to say, and what I 
am convinced he will repeat now—that, as an individual member of 
this House, any bill, from any committee, appropriating a large 
amount of money for any purpose, ought to have its consideration in 
Committee of the Whole House, where it may be discussed and 
amended. I understood that to be the position that my friend oc- 
cupied, and I was gratified with it, but not surprised. Any gentle- 
man of this House who has observed his course, and all must have 
done so, heretofore, on all subjects, and has witnessed how often and 
how long, like a great rock, he has stood up and dashed back the 
waves of extravagance which so often threaten to overthrow us, will 
not be surprised at his admission. 

Then, if I am not mistaken in this, the gentleman from Texas, the 

tleman from West Virginia, and all of the other gentlemen on 

e Committe on Commerce that it is desirable that no appro- 
priation reported to this House shall be passed without full consider- 
ation in Committee of the Whole. Now, sir, is this right or wrong? 
If that is right, and we agree, we have taken an important step in 
reaching a just conclusion. 

Now, sir, the history of these bills for the last four or five years will 
prove, and the developments of this extended debate will prove that 
under the rules as they exist no bill will ever be reported by that 
committee except upon a suspension of the rules, and it will become 
a law without debate or amendment, or even an opportunity for 
either. Will any gentleman on that committee dare now say that he 
expects to pass a bill at this session or at any future time, except by 
a suspension of the rules, which smothers all debate, all amendments, 
and all e by the House? This is a great wrong. 

Then, sir, if I am correct in this, here is the position we are in: No 
bill from the Committee on Commerce will ever pass this House un- 
less by a suspension of the rules, and yet we all that it ought 
not to be done. Now, sir, is there no remedy for this? Is it not pos- 
sible to frame a rule which will remedy it? Is it not to be expected 
that this House will consider that question maturely, and so frame 
its rules that they shall understand what they are doing, and yet do 
what the t interests of this country rogare for the rivers and 
harbors? Ithink so. All agree that something ought to be done, 
and surely it can and will be done. h ; 

I beg for a moment to read what my friend from Texas said the 
other day. He says: “I will premise what I have to say on this sub- 
ject by stating that there is no bill which comes before Con that 
requires so much labor.” I t it. “So much time.” I grant it. 
„% And so much constant application on the part of the committee pre- 
paring the bill appropriating the money for rivers and harbors.” I 
grant all of that, sir. It is a laborious committee; it is an honored 
committee; it is a committee that I am willing to trust, but I ask 
that committee if they will tell the House and the country that the 
bill which has taken them, by their own admission, three months or 
four months or six months to consider and prepare should be passed 
in this House under a suspension of the rules in less than half an 
hour? Will my friend go to his constituents, will he go to the people 
of this great country, and say that a bill so important, requiring so 
much time and so much labor from one of the most intelligent com- 
mittees of this House, should pass the House in less time than half 

an hour? A bill, too, which scatters $8,000,000 all over the country. 

What do we know about it? What opportunity have the members 
resent? Just think of 


for being informed as to thé bill which they 
thi — The fact cannot be 


let us pause that we may consider it. 


denied, and no gentleman will dare de it. If it takes them three 
months, surely we cannot understand it or act intelligently on it in 
half an hour. It is impossible. 

I think we have agreed that pees 
hands. The Committee on Rules have o 


ought to be done on all 
ered a remedy, and if there 
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is no better we will take that. I am willing myself to take this re- 
rt from the Committee on Rules, with some slight ee 
ust as it is. I commend them for it, and I say, in my judgment, thai 
it is the best thing for economy that can be done—economy of time 
and economy of money. 

And I trust that when we come to decide this question we will 
decide it outside of what our a districts may want in the 
way of commerce, that we will decide with a view of having leg- 
islation brought into this House under that old honored rule whic 
ought never to be abolished and ought never to be ignored : that 
every N shall be considered in Committee of the Whole. It 
is an old rale. I trust it will be 5 one. 

I hold in my hand a bill reported by the Committee on Commerce. 
I have not a word to sy deste the appropriations init. I know there 
was no corruption. I know it was well considered by that commit- 
tee. But I appeal toevery member who hears me—I appeal to every 
gentleman who voted for it, and I ask him to tell the country hon- 
estly and truly, did he know one thing about anything in this bill 
except the appropriation for his own particular district? Not one; 
and yet it the House by a two-thirds majority. Why, Mr. 
Chairman? I ask the House why? I ask the country why it was 
done? It was done because every State was provided for; and a two- 
thirds vote was gotten because every State was provided for, and 
that, too, when the member in most cases who voted for it knew 
nothing of the merits of the works in any other State than his own. 
That is the trath. 3 it because it is the truth, and I mean no 
reflection upon any Of course I do not allude to the members 
of the Committee on Commerce. I believe they do know. But I 
speak of those gentlemen who are not on that committee. n- 

eman says I am mistaken. Tell me how it is that a bill that has 
required the attention for three long months of the Committee on 
Commerce shall be mastered in this House by any man, I care not 
how A 5880 his intellect, in half an hour, and then you may show I am 
mistaken, and not till then. It is no mistake. 

Mr. KENNA. If the gentleman will allow me, I would like to make 
a su ion in connection with his present line of remark. 

Mr. SCALES. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. KENNA. It has been, so long as I have been here, the uniform 
practice in reference to the river and harbor bill after its prepara- 
tion has been completed by the Committee on Commerce, to have it 

rinted and recommitted and the printed bill distributed so as to put 
it at the disposal of every member of the House. The reports of the 
engineers are already printed, so that they are at the disposal of every 
member of the House. And I submit in connection with the obser- 
vation of the gentleman from North Carolina that there is no reason, 
under the system under which that bill has heretofore been passed, 
why every member of this House who desires and will take the pains 
cannot inform himself about every single item in that bill. I know 
how difficult it is for members with the various duties which press 
upon them to do that. But there is no reason why any member can- 
not do that if he desires. 8 

Mr. MILLS. May I say in addition to my friend from North Car- 
olina, he knows very well and all of us know the great body of our 
legislation is on the reports of committees. There is very little dis- 
cussion in the House on any question. We have mostly to take the 
reports of committees. My friend saw in the last Con and so did 
I, a bill from the Committee of Ways and Means fixing a debt of 
seven or eight hundred millions of dollars upon the people of the 
United States, and which wapa through the House under the gag 
law, and no man was permitted to offer an amendment. What is the 
difference between that and sapan the rules and passing the 
river and harbor bill by a two-thirds majority ? 

Mr. SCALES. My friend asks me what is the difference between 
passing the river and harbor bill under suspension of the rules and 
paming saeh a bill as that he refers to under the operation of the gag 
law. Ordinarily there is no justification for doing either, and I am 
against both. 
another. 

Mr. MILLS. That is the practice. 

Mr. SCALES. If it is the practice it is a bad practice, and the 
sooner my friend from Texas joins me in condemning it and putting 
an end to it the better it will be for his constituents and the country. 

Mr. MILLS. I have always contended for the largest debate on all 
of these HER ORR 

Mr. SC S. I am glad the gentleman is a convert; and I ask 
him to bring his distinguished abilities to support and aid the pass- 
ing of this rule, which I am sure will be of vast service to the coun- 


r. MILLS. If the gentleman will join me I will make an effort 
to repeal the rule that permits any bill to pass by a two-thirds vote 
under suspension of the rules. But I am not disposed to discrimi- 
nate especially against the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. SCALES. If I cannot re the thing entirely I will go to 
the utmost extent of my ability in endeavoring to limit it. 

Mr. MILLS, But I will not repeal that part of the system which 
benefits my constituents and leave that portion that is against their 


interests. 

Mr.SCALES. Neither should I. Any limitation is better than noth- 
ing for all our constituents. I find I have spoken longer than I in- 
tended. I will make just one further remark. 


at is my answer. One wrong is not made right by 
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My friend from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] says the reports of the 
engineers and the reports of the committee are in the possession of 
the House some time before action. Now, my friend knows very well 
that so much time is occupied in the preparation of the river and 
harbor bill that the Committee on Commerce is at work on it until 
just before, and neyer more than four or five days before, it comes be- 


fore this House. Members, therefore, have not the opportunity of 
reading carefully the bill, much less the reports of the engineers, un- 
der the pressure of other duties. But if my friend will join me in 
reporting this to the House, then when I get up and ask why this or 
that 7 e is recommended in Michigan, or any other State, 
he will answer, as I know he will be able to do, because he is always 
posted in the duties intrusted to his committee, and then I can vote 
intelligently and this House can vote intelligently. But without it 
my friend condemns me to darkness, and forces me to vote without 
an. 1 of knowing what I am voting for. 

Mr. INNA. I know how 8 sincere my friend is in his 
opposition to this measure, and partly on that account I would like, 
if it will not annoy him, to make one further suggestion. 

Mr. SCALES. Certainly. 

Mr. KENNA. Under the rules of the House as they now stand the 
Committee on Commerce may report a river and harbor appropria- 
tion bill, as the Committee on Appropriations may report any ar 
= oh toe bill, at any time for reference to the Committee of the 

ole for consideration. But under the proposed pong of the rules, 
as embodied in the report of the Committee on Rules, they cannot do 
that. They must bring their bill in here in one of two ways, either 
for reference to the Committee on Appropriations for revision by that 
committee 5 

Mr. SCALES. I cannot permit my friend to make an argument to 
sustain his side of the question ; I have yielded only for a question. 

Mr. KENNA. Iwas about to state that under the proposed change 
of the rules the Committee on Commerce could bring in the river and 
harbor pee bill in only one of two ways: either for refer- 
ence to the Committee on Appropriasona for revision by that com- 
mittee, or under a suspension of the rules. Now, that is the point to 
which I wish to call the attention of the gentleman. The Committee 
on Commerce, if this 1 amendment to the rules be adopted, 
can never get their bill into the Committee of the Whole House ex- 
cept through the Committee on Appropriations. Aud Isubmit to the 
gentleman now that it never will go there through that channel. 

Mr. SCALES. I do not understand my friend to be willing to sub- 
mit that appropriation bill for debate in Committee of the Whole. If 
he should be, I think it vey that he can have a provision of the 
rules to that effect passed by the House. If he is willing to do that, 
I think his object can be accomplished. But my friend from West 
Virginia said the other day that there was a power in this House that 
was determined to make these appropriations. I was sorry to hear 
him say that; I was sorry to hear that there was a power in this House 
always to pass such a bill without light or without information and 
without the power of objection. 

Mr. KENNA. Oh, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SCALES. And then I could not but remember how that power 
was obtained. Sir, there is nothing from which we ought to guard 
ourselves so much in this Hall as against ourselves. 

When self the wavering balance shakes, 
"Tis rarely right adjusted. 
Mr. KENNA. Iam sure the gentleman does not desire to do me 


injustice. 
Ar. SCALES. I cannot yield further. 

Mr. KENNA. Allow me to state that what I said was that there 
was a power in this country demanding these appropriations, and 
that there was a power in this House that would respond to that de- 
mand in the passage of these bills. I did not say that they would be 
passed in this way or in any other way, but upon the merits of the ques- 
tion, for the improvement of the commercial highways of the country. 

Mr. SCALES. If I have done my friend any injustice, I will with- 
draw my remarks. I understood him to say that there was a power 
in this House that could and would respond to that demand, and I 
show that that was the only way in which that power can be created 
in this House. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one ques- 
tion affecting the practical working of the rule as proposed by the 
committee ? 

Mr. SCALES. Iam not on that question now. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SCALES. Iam sorry for it. 

Mr. KENNA. If I can take the floor in my own right, I will be 
glad to do so for the purpose of yielding to the gentleman from 

orth Carolina, [Mr. SCaLEs.] I have taken up some of his time by 
interruptions, and do not want to shorten the time he may need for 
presenting his argument. 

The CHAIR The gentleman can take the floor in his own 
right, no other gentleman claiming it. 

r. KENNA. Ido so only for the purpose of yielding further time 
to the gentleman, if he desires it. 

Mr. SCALES. Iam very much obliged to my friend; I shall want 
only a few minutes. 

I wish to call the attention of this House to one other consideration. 
We were told the other day, and it has not been controverted, that 


these appropriations have been Inerossing e by year until the 
have gone up from one million to nearly ten millions of dollars. 
believe that is not controve 

Mr. REAGAN. Between seven and eight millions, I believe, is the 
highest 7 57 

. SCALES. Very well, from one million to seven or eight mill- 
ions. That has been done in a very short series of years. How has 
it been done? Has it been done by enlightened legislation? It has 
been, I admit, so far as that honorable committee is concerned. But 
has it been done by enlightened legislation of this House? Have 

ou, my friend, who have so long and efficiently served the country, 
Mr. SINGLETON, of IIlinois, ] done your duty in that regard? Yes, 
just as far as you could do it. The rules of the House denied you an 
deseo to call for the necessary information; you have not 
looked into this matter, because you were shackled by the rules of the 
House and could not shake them off. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman allow me a word in reference 
to the amount ? 

Mr. SCALES. That is not material. There has been an increase, 
and I am not particular about the amount. 

In view of this increase which has been going on, I ask the House’ 
and the country whether it is not time to reverse these rules. 

These expenditures are but a rivulet now, and the committee may 
now be trusted to look after and govern it. But another day is com- 
ing. Thiscountry is enlarging. Extravagance is growing every year. 
Extravagance is getting almost to be the virtue and economy the 
vice in the legislation of this country. The 2 will come when this 
rivulet will become a torrent, sweeping met hoc ng before it, when my 
friend from Texas and my friend from West Virginia will be on 
another field of action. The day will come when your precedent will 
be repeated here and have all the sanction of law. The day will come 
when a bill will be offered in this House that will sree two 
hundred million, yea, five hundred million, dollars, and no man will 
have the power to raise his voice against it. You are setting the ex- 
ample now, and you may repent it in sackcloth and ashes. You are 
making that precedent, and you know not to what it will come. I 
know this, that in the course of six or 1 1 yoana these bills have in- 
creased in amount from $1,000,000 to $5,000,000. I know that the same 
process which appropriates $8,000,000 can ap zonna $50,000,000 ; and 
the pame -prona which ap el aap $50,000,000 can appropriate 
$500,000,000. Icall upon gentlemen to pause. Lask the House to avail 
itself of the present opportunity. 

The Committee on Rules has done a noble and good work, and I 
ask gentlemen from all parts of the country to assist in it—in no 
hostility to river and harbor bills, in no hostility to every proper- 
national work of internal improvement, but with the single view of 
protecting this country 5 1 8 and reckless legislation. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of IIlinois. ill the gentleman from North 
Carolina, before he takes his seat, allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SCALES. Certainly. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Does the gentleman know of any 
rule by which the will of two-thirds of the members of this House 
can be or ought to be defeated? 

Mr. SCALES. Mr. Chairman, I do not know of any rule by which 
the will of two-thirds of this House ought to be defeated. But Iam 
asking this House now to so amend its rules as not to allow even two- 
thirds to act without debate and amendment. 

I am submitting that even two-thirds of the House ought not to 
pass an appropriation bill of this kind without giving the Represent- 
atives of the people the opportunity of discussing it and showing 
that it is right. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. May I ask the gentleman one other 
question? 

Mr. SCALES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. When two-thirds of the members of 
this House have combined, as is charged, for a particular purpose, such 
as the passage of a river and harbor bill, what is the use of discuss- 
ing a foregone conclusion? The gentleman speaks of a combination 
for that particular purpose. Now, does he propose to take up the 
time of the House discussing for weeks and months a proposition that 
must pass under this combination which he charges against the friends 
of river and harbor improvements ? 

Mr. SCALES, I most assuredly do. If men will sin, let them sin 
against light and knowledge. I propose that we consider the meas- 
ure in Committee of the Whole and give gentlemen every opportunity 
to know what they are doing, and if they fail they must answer to 
their constituents. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I think it probable that two-thirds 
of the House have as much light as one-third. 

Mr. SCALES. But the two-thirds have not the light, and they de- 
liberately determine that they will not have it nor permit the one- 
third who want it to have it. When a man knows his own district is 
provided for he is, I fear, little concerned about the light which 
should fall upon the balance. 


Mr. KENNA. Mr. Chairman, it was not my perpos in taking the 
floor to do anything more than yield to the gentleman from North 


Carolina, [Mr. ScaLEs,] in order to enable him to finish his remarks, 
as I had interrupted him during his own time. Having the oppor- 
tunity, however, I will say a word in reply to what the gentleman 
has said in his comments on remarks of mine on this subject. Noth- 
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ing could have been further from my intention in making the state- 
ment that there was a power iù this country demanding, and a power 
in this House which would co-operate with that demand for appro- 
priations for the improvement of our rivers and harbors than to inti- 
mate that there was any combination or understanding existing on 
the subject, or that there was any purpose either in the House or out 
of it to aid 8 other than those which are wise, expedi- 
ent, and just. If I was so understood, I was very grossly and unfor- 
tunately misunderstood. 

In reference to the effect of the proposed amendment which has 
been discussed by the gentleman from North Carolina, I have said 
to him, and I repeat, that under the rules as they now exist the Com- 
mittee on Commerce may bring the river and harbor bill into the 
House for reference to the Committee of the Whole for consideration 
at any time. They can do this, and I have no doubt that upon any 
proper occasion they will be glad to doit. But under this proposed 
amendment to the rules they cannot doit, no matter if every member 
of the committee desires such a course to be taken. 

Mr. SCALES. Would the gentleman be willing to amend the rules 
so that the Committee on Commerce, instead of sending their bill 
before the Committee on Appropriations, shall be compelled to brin 
it before the House and have it discussed in Committee of the Whole 
I 3 him in advocating such a rule. 

Mr. KENNA. That depends, Mr. Chairman, upon what the gentle- 
man means by the word “compelled.” If he means to suggest the 
adoption of any rule which would prevent the House, by a two-thirds 
majority, from doing what they pleased within the limits of the Con- 
stitution, I am opposed to it in reference to the river and harbor bill 
or any other bill. Isee no reason why a majority embracing two- 
thirds of the members of the House should not have control of any 
subject coming here at any time to dispose of it in their own manner; 
and I see no reason why, under their responsibility to the country, 
their jadgment and conviction of right should not better be con- 
sulted than the judgment and conviction of a mere minority of one- 
third of the members on this floor. 

Mr. SCALES. Ido not want to do my friend injustice, but if what 
he states now is in accordance with what he stated the other day, 
then I did him injustice. I understood him to say that it was a mat- 
ter which was desirable that all these appropriation bills should go 
before the Committee of the Whole; that that rule was a good one 
in itself. Does he think so now? 

Mr. KENNA. The gentleman did not misunderstand me. I think 
the rule which requires the consideration of appropriation bills first 
in the Committee of the Whole is a good one. I have no desire to 

change it. I have no objection to its sanding as the rule in reference 
to the river and harbor bill, as well as to the other bills; but I do 
say, at the same time, and with perfect consistency with the idea that 
the rule shall exist, that it should be in the power of two-thirds of 
this House to suspend that rale and pass the river and harbor bill or 
any other bill on any proper occasion, when such motion to suspend 
shall command the support of such a majority. 

Mr. SCALES. One other question, and I will not interrupt the gen- 
tleman any further. If the gentleman should become satisfied as I 
am that no river and harbor bill can be presented to the House in the 
future except by a suspension of the rules, would he then be in favor 
of any rule or any means by which it could be forced to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. KENNA. Ah! Mr. Chairman, that changes the phase of this 
entire discussion. If it be meant ue this N. Hoey to adopt a rule 
which shall require that bill to be dis) of in the anomalous wey 
proposed, for the pees of defeating it—and I have already call 
the attention of the House to that object—then I can well understand 
why a minority of one-third of this House, and even less, should strug- 
gle, in opposition to this bill, for a control which would lead to its su 
pression and its death. We would then have the spectacle of a bill 
commanding the support of over two-thirds of the members on this 
floor and yet failing because one-third, and a mere faction, desired 
its defeat. There are those, I am aware, who are anxious to say prac- 
tically by these rules that no river and harbor bill shall pass. But I 
do not 5 that position in reference to the improvement of the 
commercial highways of this country. 

I will say further to the gentleman that the very object which he de- 
sires to accomplish, as I understand him, the consideration of this bill 
in the Committee of the Whole, can best Saha a ere by the rule 
as it now stands. It cannot be accomplished at all as the rule is pro- 
posed to be amended. As one member of the Committee on Com- 
merce and one member of other committees on this floor, I now say 
to him and I say to this House I shall never consent to devote my 
time and whatever of energy and ability I may possess to the prepa- 
ration of any bill and then report it for revision by another com- 
mittee which I know cannot in the nature of things have the same 
opportunity to investigate and understand its merits which I myself 
enjoyed. I will not do it; and I believe on that subject I represent 
the sentiments of every member on that committee, and I believe, 
sir, I may safely say the sentiments of every member of every other 
committee. I donot believe any intelligent committee of this House, 
5 are all so, will ever allow itself willingly to be put in that 

on. 

Mr. SPARKS. If that were made the rule, would you not observe 
the rule? 
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Mr. KENNA. I would either obey the rule or invoke the power, 
namely, a two-third majority of this House, to suspend it. In this 
33 case I should move such suspension if I got the floor to 

o it, and if I could not command the floor, I should do all I could to 
induce some other member to take the floor for that pu That 
rule as you propose to amend it I should never fail to move to suspend. 

Mr. SPARKS. You say you would not now do it for reference to 
any other committee, but that you would do it if it were the rule? 

Mr. KENNA. No; I would not do it if it were the rule. 

Mr. SPARKS. Then you would be revolutionary. 

Mr. KENNA. No, sir; I would not be revolutionary. It would not 
be revolutionary to suspend that rule any more than to suspend any 
other, and I would not be anything more than in the line of propri- 
ety; because I should have the right, and could enjoy it as far as my 
vote and influence would extend, to offer a bill under a suspension of 
the rules, instead of having it smothered by reference to 2 committee 
that would never have time to give it the consideration it deserved. 

Mr. Chairman, there are some other things which have been said 
on this subject of which I think some notice should be taken. One 
is an undercurrent of insinuation running through this whole debate 
insofar as it has been indul in by gentlemen who are hostile to 
the river and harbor bill, to the effect that there is a purpose in the 
preparation of that bill and a p in offering it under a s n- 
sion of the rules to prevent any intelligent ınvestigation of it on the 

of members on this floor and to avoid the opportunity by the 
ouse in Committee of the Whole to look into every item embraced 
in it. 

If I can have the attention of the House for a few moments longer 
I think I can satisfy the House how erroneous such an impression is, 
and how great injustice it does to the members of the committee en- 

in the E of that bill. It has been fully stated here 
that the intelligent preparation of the river and harbor bill involves 
the examination of a vast amount of printed and manuscript matter 
in the reports of the engineers. It has been correctly stated that the 
preparation involves so much time and so much labor that it is im- 
possible to report the bill at an early day in the session. Now, take 
the rules as they have existed heretofore until the amendment made 
in the last session of the last Congress. Take, for illustration, the 
short session of Congress, embracing three months. The Committee 
on Commerce was unable in the last short session to prepare the bill 
for presentation to the House until about the middle of February. 
Under the rules they were unable to report it at any time even for 
reference to the Committee of the Whole for consideration. They 
were unable to 3 it except when the Committee on Commerce 
was regularly calſed for reports, and the condition of the Calendar 
was then such that there was no prospect of the committee being 
called, and as a matter of fact it was not again called during that 
session. 

Now, sir, under the rules of the House and the very necessities of 
the case, what was to be done with that bill? It had either to be 
brought here under a motion to suspend the rules and pass it or 
it had to die in the committee of its creation. It has not within 
my own experience and observation been always the choice of the 
Committee on Commerce to bring the bill into the House in that 
manner, but they have been obliged to do it from necessity. They 
have been obli to do it under the condition of the rules in order 
to have it considered; and I warn gentlemen who are opposed to that 
system that if we adopt this proposed amendment to the rule it will 
not better the situation. It will place that committee where at least 
in every short session of Congress that bill must of necessity be offered 
here and passed in that way or be allowed to die in committee. 

And I say farther, Mr. Chairman, that in the interest of investiga- 
tion by this House, and in the interest of those who desire that this 
bill shall go to the Committee of the Whole for consideration, it is far 
better to vote down this proposed amendment and leave it within the 
power of the Commerce Committee, as they now enjoy it under the 
rule, to bring that bill in at any time for consideration in Committee 
of the Whole. Under that system they may, and I doubt not on all 
propor occasions when there is time enough to do it and the House 

esires it they will, have an opportunity to consider the bill in that 
va: but under the rule proposed for our adoption that committee, 
80 as I believe or desire, never will report the bill for reference to 
another committee. The only course left open to the bill under this 
amendment will be its passage under a s. sion of the rules. 

I have desired the House to understand that the passage of the bill 
in the manner described has been oftentimes the result of necessity, 
a necessity enforced by a condition of the rules secured by members 
entertaining a hostile spirit toward that bill, thus forcing the very 
issue they A PERAS desired to avert and avoid. And I predict that 
the extreme antagonism manifested here toward the river and harbor 
bill will again fail to be productive of good results. 

May I interrupt the gentleman to ask him a ques- 


Mr. KENNA. Certainly. 

Mr. McLANE. I want to call the attention of the gentleman from 
West Virginia to the point that the Committee on Commerce, and 
the amendments proposed by the chairman of that committee for the 
consideration of this House, not only have no reference to the mode 
of passing the bill, but he disclaims all purpose of asking a n- 
sion of the rules; that he distinctly stated to this House that the 
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rules, the old and the new rules, permit this House to pass the bill 

under a suspension of the rules or not, as the House pleases, but for 

N he did not propose to pass the bill under a suspension of the 
es. 

Mr. KENNA. I understand it to be a fact that the chairman of 
the committee has indicated a desire in that direction, but on that 
subject I must say, so far as I am concerned individually, I desire to 
make no committal whatever. I prefer to adapt my action to the 
occasion that may confront me. 

Mr. MCLANE. That is all right. I wish the gentleman from West 
Virginia to speak for himself in reference to this subject of suspend- 
ing the rules. 

Mr. KENNA. If the gentleman will pardon me, I have not under- 
taken to speak for anybody else. 

I shall be as willing as any member on this floor, at any time when 
I believe the time of the House and the circumstances surrounding 
the subject will justify it, to bring that bill here as any other bill is 
brought here for consideration in the Committee of the Whole. From 
my observation in connection with the preparation of the bill, itcan 
as well stand that test as any bill which is by Con . 

But if the period of the session shall be advanced, and the time 
nec for the preparation of the bill and the condition of the Cal- 
endar shall make it necessary for the bill to be brought here and of- 
fered under a motion to suspend the rules and in that way or 
not at all, I am unwilling tosay that Ishall not support its passage, 
as it has been done heretofore. I should unhesitatingly do so if the 
bill itself commended itself to my support. I can see no reason, for 
the life of me, why it is not as proper and right that I shall vote 
for a bill that I want passed under a suspension of the rules as readily 
as in any other way. If I am for it, I am for it, and I will vote ac- 

cordin 11 How much time have I left? 


The C The gentleman has forty minutes of his hour 
remaining. 

Mr. KENNA. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Texas, 
(Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. MIL One would think, Mr. Chairman, from hearing the 


remarks of my friend from North Carolina, [Mr. ScaLxs, I and per- 
haps of other gentlemen on this floor, that it was the rule of this 
House only to pam upon measures after mature deliberation and free 
discussion. I imagine that that is a grave mistake. The legislation 
in this House is carried through under the operation of the previous 
question, saving alone appropriation bills. Every gentleman knows 
very well how foolish it is to attempt to withstand the chairman of 
a committee when he comes into the House and says he is ordered 
by his committee to call the previons question on a measure. The 
thumb-screws are put on, and every one of us has to vote with the 
best light he can, but without any discussion. 

What is the difference between that sort of legislation and permit- 
ting a gentleman, on his own responsibility, to answer to his con- 
stituents to vote for suspending the rules? My objection to sus- 
pending the rules arises from the fact that a gentleman has not the 
opportunity to inform himself how he should vote on a question, 

e see how it is on “ wash-day,” as it is called, when, on every Mon- 
day, political party questions are submitted, when party lines are to 
be defined, when party traps are to be set, one party trying to catch 
another, we are compelled to vote under the rule on measures with- 
out knowing anything about the measures we are called to vote upon. 
Ona matter of appropriation, and that alone, as it has to go gener- 
ally to the Committee of the Whole, we have the exalted privilege 
of a five-minute debate, and then we must vote. But what hap- 
pens if we offer an amendment? Let any man endeavor to antago- 
nize his party and offer an amendment; let him have the temerity 
to suppose a committee of this House is even fallible on a question it 
has reported, and soon he hears the crack of the party whip, soon he 
sees the chairman and other members of the committee going around 
and 2 the party to whip down the revolutionary spirit that has 
arisen in the ranks. If he dares to question the infallibility of the 
committee that has made the report, what is the result? He is 
voted down. His party all sustain the report of the committee. 
What, then, is the use of the discussion ? t is the use, under such 
circumstances, of mocking a man with the right to offer an amend- 
ment when it is impracticable for him to have it ingrafted on a bill, 
no matter how much it may be required by the interests of his con- 
stituents. 

We are told about the great error of passing improvident legisla- 
tion. Some gentlemen appear to arrogate to themselves the right to 
call a two-thirds majority of the House to its bar and to lecture 
them about improprieties in legislation. I beg gentlemen to remem- 
ber that so far as I am concerned I re ize but one tribunal 
in this country as having jurisdiction to me to account for any 
improprieties I may commit on this floor. I answer to my constitu- 
ents, and to them alone, and no gentleman, I care not what may be 
his influence, has a right to e me with being guilty of improvi- 
dent legislation. If he is dis to do so he arrogates to himself a 
power that does not belong to him. 

Mr. KENNA. I yield five minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN. 

Mr. REAGAN. Isympathize very much inthe view of the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. ScaLes] when he expresses the wish that 


of money involved in these ray greens has called attention to it; 
the various interests affected 


I think, as I haye already said, that at least good may come from 
the consideration of a bill like this in Committee of the Whole; good 
may come in more ways than one. In the first place, that will give 
this House an opportunity to understand the p neiples upon which 
such a bill is made up. In the second place, it will give the House 
an opportunity to correct errors in the bill itself, and to make it a 
more perfect bill. And in the next place, it will protect the Com- 
mittee on Commerce itself. When eleven men, or, asit is now, fifteen 
men, are char, with the duty of preparing such a bill as this, I 
recognize the fact that there is much human nature lodged in eve 
breast, and that iality to local interests can hardly be exclud 
from human consideration. Therefore it has seemed to me, and I say 
it so seems to me now, that this bill ought to go to the Committee of 
the Whole. 

I am perfectly willing to say now that if it be the judgment of this 
House, should we of the Committee on Commerce be charged this 
session with the duty of sore ae a bill, I would be glad to see 
it go before the Committee of the Whole for free discussion and 
amendment. Besides, the committee may by an error of judgment, 
by accident, or otherwise, be induced to make appropriations which 
may not be clearly warranted by the spirit of the Constitution. When 
we get such a bill before the Committee of the Whole members will 
have an opportunity to consider all such questions, and if we have 
fallen into the error of attempting to extend our work too far, then 
this House will correct those errors. 7 

I say this because peat gentlemen have expressed their anxiet; 
that there be a special rule requiring that to be done. Now, while 
do not desire such a special rule, because it would seem to be invidious, 
and also, it seems to me, it would be unnecessary, I supplement that 
statement with the statement that, so far as I as an individual am con- 
cerned, I desire to see the river and harbor appropriation bill go before 
the Committee of the Whole for consideration, and I desire it for many 
reasons which seem to me to be good. 

Mr. KENNA. I now yield ten minutes of my time to the gentle- 
man from Illinois, [ Mr. SPARKS, ] after which I will yield the remain- 
der of my hour to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. WARNER. ] 

Mr. SPARKS. I had not thought of troubling the House with an: 
remarks of mine upon this subject. My conviction has been that 
of these appropriation bills ought to come from one general commit- 
tee, namely, the Committee on Appropriations. But the Committee 
on Commerce, for some inscrutable reason, has ted to itself the 
making up and presenting to this Honse of what is known as the river 
and harbor appropriation bill. Why it is that that special subject 
belongs to the Committee on Commerce more than the naval appro- 
priation bill does to the Committee on Naval Affairs, or the Army ap- 
propriation bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, or why, in fact, 
there is as good reason for that appropriation bill to go to that com- 
mittee as there is that the other bills which I have named should 
go to those respective committees, I certainly am unable to see. It 
seems to me that the Committee on iculture would have as much 
right to take charge of the river and harbor bill as the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. REAGAN. If my friend will allow me, and I do not interrupt 
him too much 

Mr. SPARKS. I have only ten minutes’ time. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will state one reason which the gentleman will 
recognize, and it is a reason which I have already stated. It is that 
the consideration of this bill and the making it up would be a prac- 
tical impossibility to the Committee on bet epee charged with 


all their other duties. It is nearly impossible for that committee to do 


that work and at the same time perform the other duties assigned to it. 

Mr. SPARKS. I have had a little experience, Mr. Chairman, in the 
making up of appropriation bills. I cannot see why the Committee 
on Appropriations cannot just as well make up a bill containing ap- 
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propriations for the improvement of rivers and harbors as it can any 
other 8 bill, and in fact it was originally intended that 
all of these bills should be prepared and reported by that committee, 
including the river and harbor. Now, sir, to prepare bills making 
appropriations for the Army and for the Navy, or any of the other 
bills, requires much labor and diligent research to obtain necessary 
information touching the subject to be appropriated for, and I do not 
see any difference in the method by which information can be ob- 
tained with respect to the river and harbor bill. The heads of the 
Departments supply most of the information necessary for all of 
these different subjects. It is the business of the Committee on A 

ropriations to look over not only the estimates sent to them by the 
Be artments, but to satisfy themselves upon the subjects in hand, 
and from any and all sources to get all the attainable information 
needed to thoroughly understand the subject, and not rely upon esti- 
mates, which are known to be very imperfect. Why not, therefore, 
get this information with respect to the river and harbor bill as well 
as any other subject? 

I do not think there is anything in that argument. I do not see 
any reason for this discrimination, unless, indeed, the Committee on 
Commerce has . its composition that makes it peculiarly 
qualified to perform this business better than any other equal number 
of gentlemen. Those gentlemen seem to be sensitive about prepar- 
ing a bill which shall go to the Committee on Appropriations. Sir, 
the river and harbor bill belongs to the Committee on Appropriations 
under your rules and under the practice of this House. Why not, 
therefore, (unless it is deemed best to reform this whole subject,) let 
itremain in that committee? It is insisted that the character of the 
work necessary to get up this bill is not adapted to the 5 
tions but is peculiarly adapted to the Commerce Committee. I cannot 
understand that. Why, sir, the Committee on Appropriations will 
simply have to investigate the subject, prepare and report the bill, 
and the Committee on Commerce can dono more, Why take it away 
from the committee and give it in charge of another committee, with- 
out you do the same thing with the other bills I have mentioned? I 
can see no reason in this. 

But, sir, I do not care to discuss that matter further. I have 
thought that some general provision might possibly be advanta- 

usly made which would allow all appropriation bills to be matured 
y the committees charged with the respective subjects committed to 
them, namely: the naval appropriation bill by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs ; the Army teenager bill by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs; the Indian bill by the Indian Committee; the postal bill 
by the Post-Office and Post-Roads Committee, &c., and, if you please, 
the Committee on Commerce prepare the river and harbor appropri- 
ation bill, and then have all those bills referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, which committee, having the estimated aggregate 
expenditures and the estimated aggregate receipts before them, can 
cut their garment according to their cloth. Ihave thought that such 
a rule as this might be really beneficial in our legislation. But Icare 
little about it, for the present rule on that subject has been tried, and 
has worked reasonably well, while a change would necessarily in- 
volve an experiment. 

But this discussion has gone beyond all that; and it was of this I 
wanted to speak a moment. I have sat here and heard gentlemen 
insinuate that members who have opposed these river and harbor bills 
have been demagoging. I have seen these bills go through this 
House and become laws when, in my judgment, three-quarters of the 
money appropriated by them might just as well have been sunk in 
the bottom of the sea. That is “ my opinion,” as the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] stated the other day. Bills of this 
kind making appropriations of over $8,000,000 have been passed 
through this House, under suspension of the rules, without discns- 
sion and without the privilege of amending them. 

Now, sir, I would like by some amendment of the rules to change 
this wild, reckless manner of legislating on a subject that involves 
so much of interest to the people, and from whom such large sums 
of money are thus extravagantly taken. 

I do not charge these honorable gentlemen with combination ; but 
I want to state a fact that is patent to every member of this House, 
and that is that “ combinations” are easily formed upon a bill of this 
kind. You get [turning to Mr. SINGLETON, of Ilinois] $50,000 for 
Duck Creek in your region, and you vote for the whole bill. Another 
member gets $100,000 for Elk Creek, and he votes for the whole bill. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. If I live on Duck Creek am I not a 
better judge of the wants of that stream than men who live in a re- 
mote part of the country? 

Mr. SPARKS. But if Duck Creek properly requires an appropria- 
tion of $50,000, it does not follow that Elk Creek should have $100,000 ; 
and yet under the combination you must and do vote for the whole 
bill. Iam not charging any gentleman with wrong. I am simply 
stating a fact within the knowledge of every member of the House— 
that bills have gone through this House appropriating millions of 
dollars upon that principle. 

Here is my friend from Louisiana, [Mr. RoBERTSON.] He wants 
to improve the Mississippi River. I believe that $25,000,000 could be 
appropriated for that purpose at this hour with benefit to the whole 
country. Iam willing to vote such an appropriation, but I do not 
want to appropriate money for the Kiskiminetas, or the Wicomico, 


or Conemangh, or Acquia Creek, and every other little stream or 
moist piece of ground extending from some man’s house down to the 
river adjacent. 

Under this system a bill is pronnan here, to be voted upon under 
a suspension of the rules, embracing appropriations differing vastly 
in merit—some which ought to be made and some which clearly ought 
not; and the bill not being subject to amendment nor even discus- 
sion, members are called upon to vote for or against it as a whole. 
Now, I may be desirous to vote millions of money for improvements 
which I think ought to be made—such as improvements of the great 
arteries of commerce; but if I vote for these re n. I must 
also vote to spend millions uselessly on these little creeks. Now, sir, 
I will not do this and ought not to be called upon to doit. These 
measures ought to be presented in such shape that a member can put 
himself on record against those things which he conceives to be great 
wrongs, and atthe same time have a chance to vote for appropriations 
which he believes to be right, 

Yet when we oppose these measures after they come from the Com- 
mittee of Commerce, who arrogate to themselves the reporting of these 
bills, we are charged with demagoging. I beg members to scrutinize 
a list which will be presented of the vast sums appropriated in this 
way in these bills. So much is 3 for creek and so 
much for the other, and you will find that the larger portion of this 
money is for these minor streams. The State of West Virginia has 
received one million and a quarter of dollars in the way of appropri- 
ations for little streams. The great State of Illinois has not received 
one-tenth of that sum, yet we pay a much larger amount in the way 
of taxes than West Virginia does. 

Mr. KENNA. Allow-me to ask the gentleman what is his famil- 
iarity with West Virginia streams? 

Mr. SPARKS. I stated the amount appropriated for streams in 
West Virginia to be about $1,250,000. 

Mr, A. Iam not talking about the amount, but as to the 
gentleman’s knowledge of what he is pleased to call the “little 
streams of West Virginia.” 

Mr. SPARKS. I thought the gentleman was asking as to the 
amount; and I stated that $1,250,000 had been appropriated for 
streams in West Virginia. 

Mr. KENNA. As to the amount, I think the gentleman is correct; 
but as to the character of the streams, I believe he is incorrect. 

Mr. SPARKS, At any rate, then, I have stated the amount cor- 
rectly. Now, the gentleman thinks that we ought to appropriate 
millions of the people’s money for those streams. I am one of those 
old-fashioned deuiocrats who do not believe in that doctrine. I do 
not think we ought to improve the road to every man’s house and 
the creek that passes by his door. I think, in other words, Mr. Chair- 
man, [Mr. CARLISLE, ] as you expressed it here once, that we ought 
not to macadamize the beds of these little creeks. I do not think we 
ought to have appropriated $1,250,000 for the streamsof West Virginia. 

think it is a great injustice that we should be called upon either 
to vote for such appropriations or to vote against the improvement 
of our great inland sea, the Mississippi River. I want to vote a proper 
appropriation for this object. I know that improvements on this 
2 river ought to be made; that the people demand it. But when 
am called upon to vote for it, I find it incorporated in a bill with 
other appropriations aggregating a vast amount, three-quarters of 
which, in my opinion, ought not to be appropriated, and I cannot 
vote for it. 

And I must therefore be piacan on the record in voting against the 
improvement of what has been properly denominated the great “in- 
land sea” of the continent. Gentlemen say we must take the bitter 
with the sweet in these combinations. They are formed for that very 
purpose. One man is to get his share and another his, and so on 
through all those who are interested in the bill. I do not want my 
share. I do not think it is right to get it by that kind of bargain 
and sale. I do not think it is right to pass these bills in that way, 
but do think we should bring them in and have them fully consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole, so we might vote for such as we 
want to vote for and against those we ought to vote against. 

I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I did not expect to occupy any time 
of the committee in discussing the rules, but I rose a few moments 
ago to ask my friend from North Carolina a question affecting the 
practical 1 0 of the rule in question as reported by the Commit - 
tee on Rules. The Committee on Commerce, we will suppose, has 
had under consideration the matter of rivers and harbors and has 
decided on an 1 Sid oss of $7,000,000, to be distributed among 
two hundred different works. They have spent weeks, and perhaps 
months, in investigating these several works, in ascertaining what 
will be required to finish certain works and to on others, as 
recommended by engineers in charge. They report their bill to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and that committee says there ought 
to be only five millions appropriated. Now, how will the Appropri- 
ations Committee distribute their five millions? Will it go to work 
and spend weeks and months, perhaps, as the Commerce Committee 
has, to determine how it ought to be appropriated or how it ought to 
be distributed, or will it simply cut the appropriations down pro rata 
30 per cent. If so, then works that were intended to bé completed 
under the recommendation of the Committee on Commerce would be 
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only two-thirds or three-quarters completed under the recommenda- 
tion of the Committee on Appropriations, and would be required to 
go over another year, adding ik Si and incurring, perhaps, loss, if 
not endangering the whole wo 

While on the floor, Mr. Chairman, I will add that in the discussion 
of this question the objections raised have all seemed to turn upon 
the idea that some impediment, some obstruction other than the will 
of this House, is n in order to prevent extravagant appropri- 
ations for our rivers and harbors. Idesire to ask attention for a mo- 
ment to this point. We were informed by the gentleman from Texas 
at the outset of this debate that we have appropriated from the foun- 
dation of our Government down to this time about $75,000,000 for all 
our rivers and harbors. Now, we have some thousands of miles of 
sea-coast line, thousands of miles of lake and river boundaries, and 
tens of thousands of miles of rivers navigated by steam; and there 
have been appropriated from the discovery of tke continent until 
now $75,000,000 for the improvement of this vast extent of coast-line 
and rivers; and gentlemen call that extravagance! 

Why, Mr. Chairman, there is one building in this District which, 
when it is completed, will cost almost one-fifth of that entire sum. 
The construction of such a building is an expenditure. It may be a 
beautiful structure, an ornament and all that, and it may serve to 
shelter grandly a thousand or two clerks, but it does not in turn 
create any new wealth. On the other hand, the people of this country 
have appropriated in a single generation between four thousand and 
five thousand millions of do to construct iron highways, and 
they spend every year from one to two hundred millions to improve 
them. What has been the result of that kind of improvement—of 
that sort of expenditure? Why, it has enabled us to produce and 
distribute within the United States $7,000,000,000- of products annu- 
ally. Could we do this without the railroad system, created at so 

ata cost? Surely not. We could hardly produce and distribute 
Ee thousand millions. This expenditure, then, enables us, the peo- 
ple of this country, to increase the di gate a of the United States by 
pot less than two thonsand millions’ worth of products per annum, 
more than would be possible without this expenditure and these im- 
provements. In other words, new powers, new economic forces have 
been created which add to the national wealth not less than two 
thousand millions a year. 

Ten millions of dollars, Mr. Chairman, would make the Ohio River, 
I believe, navigable for ten months in the year, from Pittsburgh to 
Louisville. Ten millions thus expended to make that great river 
navigable ten months in the 8 would cheapen transportation prob- 
ably 25 per cent. or more. That again would be équivalent to add- 
ing two or three millions per annum, if not more than that, to our 
national wealth. The expenditure of money, then, in a way to create 
new forces, which in turn go to work to re-create wealth, is quite 
different from the appropriation and expenditure of money for pur- 

ses which are mere outlays, like the erection of costly buildings 

ox instance. 

Therefore I think we should rather reproach ourselves with having 
followed a policy penny wise and pound foolish in having spent but 
$75,000,000 in a century on our thousands of miles of water highways 
and our coast lines than complain of extravagance. To spend ten 
millions in the improvement of thousands of miles of river highways 
is not extravagant when twenty times that is required and expended 
to improve our railway system. Railways are owned, it is true, by 
private corporations. Rivers are not so owned, and, I am glad, can- 
not be, and we must look to Congress for a wise expenditure for their 
improvement. The highest interests of the country demand it, and 
it will pay. If, therefore, it is the object of those who oppos the inde- 
pendent action of the committee having this work in charge to defeat 
appropriations for such internal improvements, then I am opposed to 
the proposa change in the rules which gives supervisory power to 
the Appropriations Committee. I am in favor of such judicious ex- 
penditure in this way as will tend to increase production and cheapen 
the distribution of wealth. 

On one other point permit me to say a word. I am in favor of full 
and free discussion of all appropriation bills in this House,and Iam 
not in favor of stifling debate on any matter of importance. I am in 
favor of discussing these appropriation bills when they come to us 
from the Committee on Commerce or from N aer committee; but 
I do not see the necessity of a reference of bills matured by arduous 
labor and much time in the Committee on Commerce to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations before they can be reported to this House ; 
and because that plan is intended to obstruct legislation, and, as i 
believe, discussion too, I oppose it. 

I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. ACKLEN obtained the floor, and yielded to Mr. BLACKBURN, 
who moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the report of 
the Committee on Rules revising the rules of the House, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

JANE FISHER. 

Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
85 anting a pension to Jane Fisher, dian of the infant heirs 
of William Dakin, deceased, late private Company G, Sixth Regiment 


West Virginia Infantry; which was read a first and second time, and 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


OFFICIAL POSTAL GUIDE. 


Mr. WILSON also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by phe House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That 2,000 addi- 
tional copies of the United States é 
of the Sones ate and 1,500 for the 2 Eve F 
PUBLIC BUILDING, LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY. 


Mr. WILLIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3545) Sed eth for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Louisville, Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MONTGOMERY HOWARD. 

Mn WILLIS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3546) for the relief of Montgomery Howard, late colonel Twelfth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

MARY HOWARD. 

Mr. WILLIS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3547) granting a 1 to Mary Howard; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


MARY A. LAND, 


Mr. THOMAS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3548) granting a pension to Mary A. Land, widow of Reason M. Land, 
late private in Sixth Illinois Heavy Artillery; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


‘ ROSA VERTNER JEFFREYS. 

On motion of Mr. BRAGG, by unanimons consent, Senate bill No. 
103, for the relief of Rosa Vertner Jefireys, was taken from the Speak- 
er’s table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 


JAMES HALL. 


Mr. HENDERSON. ask unanimous consent to offer the follow- 

ing resolution for reference to the Committee on Appropriations : 
e Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be paid to James Hall out of 
House of Representatives > og sum of $474, for FC 
the Doorkeeper from November 3, 1877, to June 30, 1878. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution should go to the Committee of 
Accounts if it provides for payment for services rendered during the 
present Congress. If for services during the preceding Congress it 
should go to the Committee of Claims, but the Chair will refer it to 
whatever committee the gentlemanglesires. 

Mr. HENDERSON, I was requ to have the resolution offered 
and to ask that it go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


TITLES IN HOT SPRINGS. 

Mr. CONVERSE, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill H. R. 
No. 3549) for the establishment of titlesin Hot Springs, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT s. MURPHY. 

Mr. HILL by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3550 
for the relief of Robert S. Murphy, of Antwerp, Ohio; which was 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills 
reported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled 
a joint resolution of the following title; when the Speaker signed the 
same : 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 156) to correct an error in the act 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government, 
for the year ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes. : 

DEFICIENCY ESTIMATES. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimons consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of 
appropriations required to complete the service of the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1880, and prior years; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MULLAN WAGON-ROAD, MONTANA. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report relative to 
the reopening of the Mullan wagon-road, Montana Territory; which 
was 88 to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
prin 

OLD NAVY DEPARTMENT BUILDING. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting deficiency estimate for heating, &c., of 
the old Navy Department building; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous conseut, leave of absence was granted to Mr. BRIG- 
HAM until Monday next, on account of sickness in his family. 
Mr. REAGAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
thirty-two minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The Soong memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. NELSON W. ALDRICH: A bill snaking an appropriation 
for the improvement of the harbor of Newport, Rhode Island—to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of citizens of Kansas, against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

Also, the petition of ex-soldiers of the United States Army, of Doni- 
phan Gonnty, Kansas, for payment of the difference between gold and 

nbacks at the time of settlement of their accounts against the 
Gaverahient io the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ATHERTON: The petitions of David Stewart and other 
soldiers of Ohio, of Asher Lalover and other soldiers of Ohio, of Jacob 
A. Swingle and other soldiers of Ohio, that they be paid the differ- 
ence between the value of gold and greenbacks received by them as 
pay from the Government during the late war—to the same committee. 

y Mr. BELTZHOOVER: The petition of Wesley D. Oyler and 
other soldiers of the late war, for the equalization of hounties—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. BLOUNT : The petition of citizens of Newton County, Geor- 
gia, for the improvement of Yellow River—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BROWNE: The petition of 75 ex-Union soldiers of Indiana, 
that the pay of the volunteer soldier be made equal to coin—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALD : Papers relating to the claim of Henry K. 
Sanger for pay for services and expenses as United States depositary 
at Detroit—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. CALKINS: Papers relating to the claim of the University 
of Notre Dame du Lac, of Saint Joseph County, Indiana, to be re- 
funded an amount paid on certain imported articles—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of Charles M. Ce; 


ve, relative to delays in the 
Pension Office of pension claims—to 


e Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. CLAFLIN: The petition of the National pres Star So- 
ciety, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
trafiic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. COFFROTH: ae of Henry 
William Schell, auditor-general, and Hon. A. C. Noyes, state treas- 
urer, of Pennsylvania, for the passage of House bill No. 2272, entitled 
“A bill to provide for the recomputation of accounts between the 
United States and city of Baltimore growing out of moneys expended 
by the several States and the city of Baltimore in the war of 1812 
with Great Britain ”—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: Papers relating to the claim of George A. 
Daily and others, that he be credited in the settlement of his accounts 
with the Government with the amount of money stolen from him 
while postmaster at Honey Grove, Texas, belonging to the Govern- 
ment—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DE LA MATYR: The petition of Charles L. Nichols and 5 
others, for an amendment of the Constitution relating to the powers 
duties, and manner of electing the President and Vice-President of 
the United States—to the Committee on the J anay. 

Also, the petition of E. C. Frost and 114 others, for the repeal of the 
resumption act, paying the coin in the Treasury on the bonded debt, 
and for the substitution of national currency for the national-bank 
currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, the petition of the Mexican Veteran Association of Indiana, 
that soldiers of the Mexican war be put on an equal footing with sol- 
diers of the late civil war in the matter of pensions—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of John M. Wheeler and 12 others, of G. H. Wes- 
seler and 55 others, and of W. H. Starr and 202 others, that the pay 
of Union soldiers and sailors be made equal to specie at the time they 
were paid—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By MrSDUNNELL: Papers relating to the claim of Annie W. Os- 
born, for pay for property destroyed by fire at Fort Ripley, Minnesota— 
to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Annie W. Osborn—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.FORSYTHE: Thepetition of W. H. Wells and 53others, citi- 
zens of Sangamon and Montgomery Counties, Illinois; of D. Q. Tratler 
and 18 others, citizens of Jersey County, Illinois; and of John Hill and 
25 others, citizens of Montgomery County, Illinois, for the passage of 
the bill regulating interstate commerce—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, the petition of J. H. McGuire and 53 others, citizens of Illi- 
nois, for the passage of a law placing them upon an equality with 
Government bondholders—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, the petition of W. C. Wilson and 31 others, citizens of Jack- 
son County, Illinois; of Henry G. Conrad and 36 others, citizens 
of Shelby County, Illinois, of similar import—to the same commit- 
tee. 


Also, the petitions of R. G. Dunlap and 23 others, citizens of Mont- 
ema! County, Illinois, and of M. J. Thompson and 51 others, citi- 
zens of Sangamon and Montgomery Counties, Illinois, for the amend- 
ment of the patent laws so as to protect innocent purchasers of pat- 
ented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of A. J. Darling and others, that the 
name of Joshua R. Sharey be placed on the pension-roll—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of W. A. Tobie and others, that the name of Jo- 
seph St. Clair be placed on the pension-roll—to the same committee. 

y Mr. GUNTER: The petition of Eliza G. Wentworth, for pay for 
a steamboat taken by the Government during the war—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: The petition of the goremor Seer enura 
and State treasurer, of the State of Pennsylvania, for the passage o 
House bill No. 2272, entitled “ A bill to provide for recomputation of 
the accounts between the United States and the several States and 
the city of Baltimore, in the war of 1812 with Great Britain”—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HILL: The petition of E. P. Hooker and others, citizens of 
Ohio; of W. C. Holgate and others, citizens of Defiance County, Ohio ; 
and of Adam Wilhelm and 50 others, citizens of Defiance County, 
Ohio, for the construction of a ship-canal between the Ohio River an 
Lake Erie, through the States of Ohio and Indiana via the Wabash 
River—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of R. Kitchen and 34 others, of 
South Manitou Island, for a post-route from Glen Arbor, via Manitou, 
a a post-office—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Also, the petition of John Cleland and 10 others, soliders of the late 
rebellion, for the passage of the equalization bounty bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of M. W. Scranton and 39 others, citizens of Sault 
de Saint Marie, for a harbor of refuge at Grand Marias, Lake Supe- 
rior—to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

By Mr. HULL: The petition of citizens of Orange County, Florida, 
for a post-route from ‘ord to Pendryville, Florida—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The petition of John Myers and others, of 
Modina, Wisconsin, inst the p of Senate bill No. 496, rela- 
tive to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON : The petition of Daniel Ruggles, for the con- 
sideration by E 7 5 of his invention for producing rain—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of ex-soldiers of the late war, for 
the early passage of the bills providing for the increase of the pen- 
sions of certain pensioners—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of George J. Wardwell, for the extension of a 
patent for a stone-cutting machine—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: e petition of Hannah M. Wright, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOID: The petition of Edward Johnston, of Keokuk, 
Iowa, relating to a dry-dock at that place—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MILLER: The oa ot L. D. Jourdan and others, against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Glidden Williams and others, for 
additional legislation for the disbursement of the money now in the 
a known as the Geneva award—to the Committee on the Ju- 

iciary. 


Also, the petition of Mrs. H. C. Willard, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURCH: The petition of Atwell Winslow and 11 others, 
soldiers of the late war; and of John F. Lord and other soldiers, for 
the parent by the Government to them of the difference between 
gold and greenbacks at the time they were paid—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORCROSS: The petition of the Grand Temple of Honor 
and Temperance of Massachusetts, for a commission of inquiry con- 
cerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Trafiic. 

, the petitions of Mrs. J. G. Ford, of W. H. H. Markham, of Kate 
kham, of J. G. Ford, of John Crouther, and others, of Enfield, 
Massachusetts, for a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States prohibiting Congress or any State from abridging the 
right of citizens of the United States to vote on account of sex, or 
for any reason not equally applicable to all citizens of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OVERTON: The petition of C. A. Dean and 53 others, citi- 
zens of Susquehanna County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of a law 
to regulate commerce between the States—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, the petition of C. A. Dean and 50 others, citizens of Susque- 
hanna County, Pennsylvania, for the amendment of the patent laws— 
to the Committee on Patents. 
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Also, the petition of Wesley M. Cooper, for the amendment of the 
bounty laws—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROSS: The petition of the New Jersey State Temperance 
Alliance, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
trafflo—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 

By Mr. ROTHWELL: The petition of George W. Newcome and 38 
other Union soldiers in the war of the rebellion, to restore to them 
the difference between the value of greenbacks and gold at the time 
of their payment—to the Committee on Military irs. 

By Mr. SAMFORD: The person of W. S. Green, receiver and gen- 
eral superintendent of the Savannah and Memphis Railroad, for a 
reduction of the duty on steel rails to not ex 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHERWIN: The petition of Robert P. Boggs, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STARIN: The petition of 17 citizens and ex-soldiers of 
Fulton County, New York, for the passage of certain pension bills 
relating to loss of limbs—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of citizens of McLean County, 
Illinois, late soldiers in the Union Army, for the passage of the Weaver 
3 relating to the pay of soldiers—to the Committee on Military 

i 


airs. 

Also, the petition of soldiers of Illinois who served in the Union 
Army during the war of the rebellion, for the equalization of boun» 
ties—to the same committee. 

By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND: The petition of Louisa Southworth, 
for the removal of her political disa‘.lities—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr THOMAS TURNER: The petition of citizens of Kentucky, 
for the improvement of the Kentucky River—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Papers telasing to the claim of Nehemiah 
Osburn for balance alleged to be due for building Baltimore court- 
house—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES G. WILLIAMS: The petition of Mary E. Walker, 
M. D., that a claim of hers that has twice passed the Committee of 
Claims unanimously be put upon its passage at once—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The pennos of Mary Howard, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Montgomery Howard, late 
lieutenant-colonel Twelfth Kentucky Volunteers, for pay for expenses 
incurred in organizing the Twelfth Kentucky Volunteers prior to 
muster into the United States servyice—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: The petition of 50 soldiers of the twenty-first con- 

ional district of Pennsylvania, for the passage of the Weaver 
ill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALTER A. WOOD: The petition of John B. Perry, that 
aged soldiers and sailors be pensioned—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, the petition of O. L. Whitcomb and others, for the p e of 
the equalization of bounty bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of William McIntyre and 23 others, 
citizens of Walker's Mills, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the Wright 
amendment to the homestead act—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of John O. Exley and 104 others, citizens of Wes- 
ton, Illinois; and of Patrick Dunn and 537 others, citizens of Troy, 
New York, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. YOCUM: The petition of R. H. Duncan and 34 others, for 
protection from unjust patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of M. L. Rishel and 34 others, for protection 
against unjust discriminations in freight charges—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, January 16, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

PAY, ETC., OF ARMY OFFICERS ON RETIRED LIST. 

Mr. SPARKS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, Of acini the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and adopted : 

Resol That the Secre of War and he is hereby, directed 
this ron the number, 55 9 pay of peed officer of 8 
of the United States on the retired list of said Army, the total amount which has 
been apala to each retired officer as aforesaid, and the aggregate amount paid to 
retired officers since said retired Army list was created. 

GRAND LODGE OF ODD FELLOWS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr.KLOTZ. Iask unanimous consent to report back from the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, with a favorable recommenda- 
tion, the bill (H. R. No. 3108) amending the charter of the Grand Lodge 
of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows of the District of Colum- 
bia. I desire the present consideration of the bill, and also ask unan- 
imous consent to be permitted to make a statement, not to occupy 
more than one minute. 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which objections, if 
any, will be in order. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the Grand Lodge of the Pe e Order of Odd Fel- 
lows of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized to negotiate 
a loan or loans not to exceed the sum of $50,000, at a rate of interest not ex i 
6 pa cent. per annum, and to secure the 8 thereof by a mortgage or d 
of trust on certain pounce in the ci ashington, designated on the plat of 
said city as lot No. II, and part of lot No. 10, in square No. 457, together with the 
buil thereon, known as Odd Fellows’ Hall, the proceeds to be applied to the 

, in accordance with regulations 
heretofore prescribed by the said Grand ‘or the management thereof: Pro- 
vided, That the mo: or beneficiary er the m eè or deed of trust au- 
thorized by this act s not be held accountable for the due application or non- 
application of the proceeds of said loan. 


Mr. KLOTZ. I merely wish to say to the House that the Grand 
Lodge of Odd Fellows of the District of Columbia owe $50,000, for 
which they are now paying 8 per cent. interest. They have made an 
arrangement to fund the debt at 6 per cent., and they . ask per- 
mission to make a mortgage to secure the payment of the interest. 
There is no i a to the bill. Ithas the Committee on the 


‘dato p ; 
liquidation of an existing debt on said propert; 
un 


District of Columbia unanimously, and I ask its passage. 
„„ What lots are these which they propose to mort- 
gage 
Mr. KLOTZ. 


They are the pro of the Grand Lodge. 
Mr. ACKLEN. Why do er peti Congress for this authority ? 

Mr. KLOTZ. They are required to have the power from Congress 
to issue bonds. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I have no objection to the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be 1 and read a third time; and 
being enimad, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KLOTZ moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
peed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HORATIO D. NELSON. 

Mr. HUBBELL, by unanimous consent, introđuced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3551) graning a pension to Horatio D. Nelson, of Michigan; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

ELI M. RAGER. 


Mr. COWGILL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3552) for the relief of Eli M. Rager, late first lientenant of Company 
D, Forty-seventh Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


THOMAS FAGAN. 

Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3553) granting a pension to Thomas Fagan; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

STEPHEN GARDNER. 


Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3554) granting a pension to Stephen Gardner, of Davisville, Sanilac 
County, Michigan; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. VALENTINE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 3 
No. 3555) to confirm a certain private land claim in the Territory df 
New Mexico; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour now begins at seventeen min- 
utes past twelve o’clock. This being Friday, the first business in 
order during the morning hour is the call of committees for reports 
of a private nature. The call rests with the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. COFFROTH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the joint resolution (H. R. No. 151) to constrae the pension laws 
in certain cases, with an amendment to the title. 

Mr. CONGER. Let that joint resolution be read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, dc., That the provisions of the pension laws shall be construed to in- 
clude civil engineers in the naval service, as commissioned officers of the Navy, 
according to their relative rank, to be defined by the President, which shall be 
commensurate with the duties and responsibilities of their office and length of 
service, and named in their commissions ; and that the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 33 E. 
Stratton, widow of Civil Engineer Franklin A. Stratton, late of the United Stat 
Navy, and allow and pay her the pension provided by law for widows of staff offi- 
cers ranking with commanders, from and after July 17, 1879, the date of her said 
husband's death from disease contracted while in the naval service of the United 
States and in the line of duty. 

Mr. CONGER. That seems to be a mixture of public bill and pri- 
vate bill. s 

The SPEAKER. At the beginning of the reading it seemed to the 
Chair to be a public bill; but at the end it seems to be a private bill. 

Mr. CONGER. It is a double bill; one portion public and the 


other private. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair concurs with the gentleman. The first 


part of the bill seems to be of a public nature, but the real object of 
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the bill, as is apparent by the amendment to the title reported by the 
committee, is for the benefit of an individual. 

Mr. CONGER. I should like to have the bill go to the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. COFFROTH. Iam willing to have it go to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CONGER. It should go on the public calendar. 

Mr. COFFROTH. Itis really for the benefit of an individual. 

Mr. CONGER. The public part of the bill should be considered 
in Committee of the Whole on the Public Calendar. 

Mr. COFFROTH. Very well, let it go to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Public Calendar. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Public Calendar. 

PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. COFFROTH also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
favorable recommendations, the Tono wing MUE; which were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill (II. R. No. 1463) granting a pension to Edward H. Leib; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3017) granting a pension to William Bryant; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2548) granting a pension to Martha Neil; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3487) granting a pension to James Forsyth Har- 


rison; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3544) granting a pension to John Fisher, guardian 
of the infant heirs of William Dakin, deceased, late private Com- 
pany G, Sixth Regiment West Virginia Infantry ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1470) granting a pension to Francis H. Bird. 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the same committee, reported back, with 
favorable recommendations, the following bills; which were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 624) granting a pension to Robert S. Goodall; 

A bill (H. R. No. 660) for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Seaborn ; 

A vill (H. R. No. 2608) granting a pension to Anna M. Wehe, of New- 
port, Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. No. 591) for the relief of Eliza K. Ashley, widow of 
John P. Ashley, deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1569) granting a pension to William H. Walker; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2301) granting a pension to James Kitchen; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1938) granting a pension to John H. McBrayer. 

Mr. CALDWELL also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 3556) to place upon the pension-roll the name of P. S. Rush, 
captain Company K, Thirteenth Regiment Kentucky Infantry Volun- 
teers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

r. TAYLOR, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
557) ting a pension to Peter Julius; which was read a first and 
peal time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOSTETLER, from the same committee, reported back, with 
favorable recommendations, bills of the following titles; which were 
severally referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2120) granting a pension to Bernard Brady; 

A bill (H. R. No. 745) granting a pension to Colby Hornaday ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2637) granting a pension and arrears of pension to 
Johanna Meehan and children, heirs of Patrick Meehan; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2636) granting arrears of pension to John R. Smith, 
late first lieutenant in Company B, Twelfth Regiment Indiana Cav- 

Volunteers ; 
bill (H. R. No. 2123) granting a pension to Albert L. Jack; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 1953) for the relief of Henry C. Groomes. 
Mr. HOSTETLER also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
H. R. No. 3558) for the relief of Charlotte M. Coward, widow of 
aptain Joel M. Coward; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. BURCH, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed, without amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 
1307) to establish a land district in the Territory of Dakota, and 
locating the office at Grand Forks. 

L. H. HERSHFIELD & BROTHER. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, reported a bill (H. R. No. 3559) for the relief of L. H. Hershfield 
& Brother; which was read a tirst and second time. 

Mr. VANCE. Lask that this bill be put on its passage. 

The bill was read. It provides that the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall cause to be issued to L. H. Hershfield & Brother, bankers, of 
Helena, Montana, or their order, a duplicate check for the sum of 
$2,476.81, which check shall be paid out of the Treasury, in lieu of check 
No. 1578, issued to said L. H. Hershfield & Brother in payment of bull- 
ion bar No. 1034, by Russell B. Hamson, assayer in charge of the United 
States assay-oflice at Helena, Montana, and payable by the assistant 
treasurer of the United States at New York, which check was lost in 
transmission ; provided that Hershfield & Brother shall execute a 
good and sufficient bond in double the amount, in manner and form 


as prescribed by section 3646 of the Revised Statutes in case of checks 
not exceeding in amount $1,000. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I think this bill should take its place on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman makes the point of order, the 
bill must goto the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. VANCE. What is the point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The point, as the Chair understands, is that the 
bill takes money out of the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. VANCE. I think the point of order is not well taken. The 
bill provides merely for issuing a new draft in lieu of one issued by 
the assayer at Helena, Montana, and lost in course of transmission 
through the mails. This draft was issued in payment for a bullion 
bar; and the money for such purchases has already been set apart. 
This bill does not make any new appropriation of money from the 
Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. Nevertheless this legislation is necessary to get 
the money out of the Treasury. If that is not the object, what is 
the purpose of the bill? 

Mr. VANCE. The purpose is to pay for bullion which has already 
been received at the mintin 3 ; and these parties are lying 
out of the use of their money. The money to pay this d is 
already in the hands of the assistant treasurer in New York. 

The SPEAKER. The money is in the custody of an officer of the 
United States, but to authorize payment by him this legislation is 


necessary. 

Mr. VANCE. But if the draft had been regularly received at New 
York, the money would already have been paid. 

The SP. R. And then this legislation would not have been 


n $ 
Mr. WARNER. The payment of this money is already authorized 
by law. This bill only authorizes the issuing of a duplicate draft, 
The SPEAKER.» But this legislation does in fact take out of the 
Cisse money which could not be taken out except by a bill of this 


Mr. SAMFORD. If the bill provides merely for issuing a duplicate 
draft, I believe there is a general law covering cases of that kind. 

The SPEAKER. Rule 112 is very comprehensive. The Chair will 
cause it to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All proceedings touching appropriations of money and all bills making appro- 
priations of money or property, or requiring such appropriations to be ©, or 
authorizing payments out of . already made, shall be first discussed 
in a Committee of the Whole House. 

The SPEAKER. This bill comes within the terms of the rule. It 
contemplates the payment of money out of appropriations already 


made. 

Mr. VANCE. Of course I will not undertake to argue the point 
with the Speaker; but if the amount involved were less than $1,000 
the officerof the Government would be authorized to issue a duplicate 
draft without any legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, in ruling upon a question of this kind, 
does not recognize any distinction between one dollar and a million 
dollars. While not doubting the equity of the proposed legislation, 
he must, when called upon to decide a point of this kind, follow the 
rule. The bill will be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Mr. Speaker, from the representations which have 
been made to me by the gentleman from North Carolina, I am now 
satisfied of the propriety of the passage of the measure which I ob- 
jected to awhile ago, and therefore withdraw the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be again read, and the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The bill was again read. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. VANCE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
2 and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

NELSON LYON AND JEREMIAH 8. JAMES, 

Mr. VANCE also, from the Committee on Patents, reported back 
without amendment a bill (H. R. No. 2518) for the relief of Nelson 
Lyon and Jeremiah S. James. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and directs the Commissioner 
of Patents to correct the patent dated the 9th day of July, 1872, num- 
bered 128843, and erroneously granted to Joseph Barsaloux, Jeremiah 
8. James, and Nelson Lyon, as joint inventors, for an invention which 
was in fact made by said Barsaloux as sole inventor, and of which, 
at the time of the issue of the said patent, said James and Lyon were 
assignees of the entire and exclusive right, title, and interest. The 
correction shall be made upon the face of the patent, or a certified 
copy thereof, and by proper certificate thereof, appended thereto, and 
when corrected the patent shall show that the grant is to said Jere- 
miah S. James and Nelson Lyon, jointly, their heirs and assigns, as 
3 of said Joseph Barsaloux. The said patent when corrected, 
as herein authorized, shall be as good and valid as if it had been 


originally granted and issued in such corrected form. It shall run 


for the term of seventeen years from and after the date of the 9th 
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day of July, 1872; but no poreon shall be held liable for the infrin; 
ment thereof prior to the date of such correction, which date, with a 
reference to this act, shall be entered upon the face of the patent, or 
stated in such certificate, and shall be noted in the records of the 
Patent Office. 

Mr. VANCE. There is a report which accompanies the bill, which 
can be read if any gentleman desires it. The case, however, is a very 
clear one. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being en , it was goonies #4 read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VANCE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

DANIEL KERNAN. 

Mr. SAMFORD, from the Committee of Claims, reported back ad- 
versely the petition of Daniel Kernan for relief; which was laid on 
the table and the report ordered to be printed. 

GEORGIA REVOLUTIONARY WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. SAMFORD. Iam directed, Mr. Speaker, by the Committee of 
Claims to report a bill (H. R. No. 3560) to refund to the State of Georgia 
certain money expended by the said State for the common defense 
in 1777, and to move that it be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying docu- 
ments, ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. It is a public bill, and should be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SAMFORD. It pertains only to the State of Georgia. 

The SPEAKER. And that makes it a public bill. 

Mr. SAMFORD. It is not a bill of a general nature, but only in 
reference to the claim of one State, the State of Georgia. 

The SPEAKER. Bills where States are involved in a claim against 
the United States have been held to be public bills. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I am not familiar with the rule on that subject. 

The SPEAKER. It will go to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Public Calendar. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER, It is repo to-day by unanimous consent and. 
85 be received, no objection being made, and sent to the public cal- 
endar. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing documents, ordered to be printed. 

DIRECT TAX SALES, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I have been directed, Mr. Speaker, by the Com- 
mittee of Claims, to report back the following resolution and move 
its adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


in insurrectionary districts within the United States, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. CONGER. That is a public and not a private matter. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It was referred to the Committee of Claims, and I 
have been instructed to report it back for the action of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It is a House resolution, but relates to a public 
matter. 

Mr. CONGER. I withdraw my objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BRIGHT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM A. AND ADELICIA CHEATHAM. 

Mr. O’CONNOR, from the Committee of Claims, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 3561) for the relief of William A. and Adelicia Cheatham for 
money illegally assessed and paid the Government under protest; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

FRANK J. TAYLOR, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri, from the Committee of Claims, reported 
back adversely the petition of Frank J. Taylor, praying for compen- 
sation for services rendered as stenographer to the Committee on pi- 
demic Diseases in Memphis, Tennessee, and moved that that committee 
be discharged from the further consideration of the same. 

The motion was agreed to; and the petition was laid upon the table 
and the adverse report ordered to be printed. 

ALVA H. HICKS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri, also, from the same committee, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. No. 714) for the relief of Alvah W. 
Hicks; and the same was laid upon the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

FRANK L. DONNELLY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri, also, from the same committee, reported 

back adversely the petition of Frank L. Donnelly for relief; which 


was 5 15 upon the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Commerce to ask for the reprinting of the usual number of House 
bills Nos. 1028 and 2432, to re; te interstate commerce. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ELIAS C. BOUDINOT. 

Mr. LAPHAM, from the Committee on the J rebar HA rted back 
favorably the bill (H. R. No. 966) to permit Elias C. Boudinot, of the 
Cherokee Nation, to sue in the Court of Claims; which, with the ac- 
*‘companying reports was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL J. BENNER. 

On motion of Mr. BRAGG, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on War Claims was discha from the further consideration of a 
bill (H. R. No. 2557) for the relief of Daniel J. Benner, of Pennsyl- 
vania, and the same was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 

JOHN B. SLACK. 

On motion of Mr. BRAGG, the Committee on War Claims was dis- 
ch from the further consideration of the petition of John B. 
Slack, and the same was referred to the Committee on Naval 
not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 

HEIRS OF NEHIMIAH STOKELY. 

On motion of Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, the Committee on 
War Claims was discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of the heirs of Nehimiah Stokely, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, not to be brought back 
by a motion to reconsider. 

MYRA CLARK GAINES. 

Mr. GUNTER, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, made 
the following report: 

The Committee on Private Land Claims, to whom was referred the motion to 
withdraw the papers in the case of Myra Clark Gaines from the files of the House, 

report that the motion be granted to withdraw said papers from the 


respectfully 
files, without leaving a of the same, no adverse report made, save one 
as to part of her olan, S z 8 


There was no objection, and the motion was granted accordingly. 
CHARLES W. ABBOT AND W. W. BARRY, UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. MORSE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation, House bill No. 2828, or the relief 
of Pay Director Charles W. Abbot and Passed Assistant Paymaster 
W. W. Barry, of the United States Navy ; which, with the accompany- 
ing report, was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL ASYLUM, PHILADELPHIA. 

Mr. MORSE also, from the same committee, by unanimous consent, 
reported back, with a favorable recommendation, House bill No. 64, 
to authorize the assignment of a rear-admiral on the retired list of 
the Navy to duty as governor of the naval asylum at Philadelphia; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WAR BONDS OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. DEERING, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, House bill No. 1729, for the 
payment of certain Indian war bonds of the State of California. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DEERING. I ask that the report be read. 

Mr. BREWER. The bill is subject to the point of order, and it 
seems to me there is no necessity to take up time in reading the re- 
port. I make the point of order that the bill makes an (nt ar 

Mr. DEERING. Let the bill go to the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. W. RILEY. 

Mr. BREWER, from the Committee on Naval 3 rted back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2503) for the re- 
lief of John H. W. Riley, of California; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

PERSONS IMPRESSED INTO THE UNITED STATES NAVAL SERVICE. 

Mr. BRIGGS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2437) for the re- 
lief of several persons impressed into the United States naval service ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MIDSHIPMEN IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back a resolution of the House requesting the Secretary of the Navy 
to report the condition of the Naval Academy as regards the prob- 
able number of midshipmen who will enter the Navy during the 
present year, the entire number of midshipmen in the Navy, and 
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whether or not the number is sufficient for the service; accompanied 
by a report in writing. 
The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


In their consideration of the resolution the committee referred it to the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, whose reply is herewith submitted as a part of this report, and 
furnishes, as will be seen, a complete and fall answer to the information sought 
by the resolution of the committee, and in the opinion of the committee no f er 


action in reference thereto is required. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the letter of the Secre of the Navy be read. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. The letter is rather a engthy one. 

Mr. CONGER. ‘Then let the letter be printed with the report. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I move that the committee be dischar, 
from the further consideration of the resolution, that the same be laid. 
upon the table, and that the accompanying report, with the letter of 
3 of the Navy, be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Sparks, j who 
was temporarily absent when his committee was called, desires to 
make a report from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT ASSOCIATION OF BIRMINGHAM, CONNECTICUT. 

Mr. SPARKS, from the Committee on Military ates rted, asa 
substitute for House bills No. 2259 and No. 2171, a bill (H. R. No, 3562) 
donating condemned cannon and cannon-balls to the Soldiers’ Monu- 
ment Association of Birmingham, Connecticut; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


monument now in of erection by said association, and, if the same can be 
done without Yotriment direc 


The bill was ordered to be pest and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPARKS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MORTON MONUMENTAL ASSOCIATION, 

Mr. BROWNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back, with an amendment, the joint resolution (H. R. No. 83) grant- 
ing condenmed cannon to the Morton Monumental Association. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out the words “so many condemned and unserviceable cannon and" and 
insert four condemned and unserviceable bronze cannon and thirty-six.” 

The amendment was to. 

The joint resolution, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, 5 

Mr. BRO moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Has the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. WARD, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 3496) directing the removal of obstructions from 
the harbor at the Delaware breakwater. 

OFFICE OF AUDITOR OF RAILROAD ACCOUNTS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting copy of a letter 
from the Auditor of Railroad Accounts relative to a . in his 
office ; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

IMPROVEMENT OF MONONGAHELA RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to the improvement of the Monongahela River, 
West Virginia; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


HARBOR OF NEWBURYPORT, MASSACHUSETTS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, re reagan SpR eee for the removal of obstruc- 
tions in the harbor at Newburyport, Massachusetts; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

SAINT MARY’S RIVER, MICHIGAN, 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
of War, transmitting report of a survey for the improvement 
5 the Saint Mary's River; which was referred to the Committee on 
ommerce. 


Mr. CONGER. I move that the report be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 
WAR DEPARTMENT EMPLOYES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre 
tary of War, transmitting the petition of e bey ee and 


laborers of the War Department for restoration of their former rate 
of pay; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PREVENTION OF EPIDEMIC DISEASES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the president 
of the National Academy of Sciences, transmitting a report relating 
to the prevention of epidemic diseases; which was referred to the 
Select Committee on the Origin, Introduction, and Prevention of Epi- 
demic Diseases in the United States. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY AT VICKSBURGH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a request for an appropriation to complete 
the road from Vicksburgh, Mississippi, to the national cemetery near 
that city; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


_CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. WEAVER. The petitions of many soldiers in relation to House 
bill No, 2480, for the relief of the soldiers and sailors who served in 
the Army and Navy of the United States in the late war for the sup- 
a of the rebellion, and to restore to them equal rights with the 

olders of Government bonds, now pending before the Committee on 
Military Affairs, have been referred by mistake to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. I ask consent that they be taken from the 
files of that committee and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, where they belong. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. With the permission of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. BRIGHT, ] I desire to s t to the House that 
if they wish a session to-morrow it might be well to devote it to the 
conclusion of the 3 debate upon the report of the Committee 
on Rules now pending in Committee of the Whole. I think it very 
desirable that we come to a disposition of that question as soon 
as possible. I understand that there are several gentlemen who de- 
sire yet to be heard in the general debate. If there be no objection 
I would propose that the session of to-morrow be devoted to that pur- 


Mr. WEAVER. I think it would be very inconvenient to have a 
session to-morrow for debate on the report of the Committee on Rules, 
Would it not be well to adjourn over to-morrow? 

Mr. PAGE. I would like to inquire of the gentleman who has ch: 
of the report of the Committee on Rules how much longer he 8 
to allow the general debate to run? 

The SPEAKER. That gentleman is not now in his seat. The Chair, 

rhaps, is able to answer the question. The Committee on Rules 

esire that general debate shall close on Tuesday next. It is possible 
e same members of the Committee on Rules may wish to speak on 
t day. 
uae PAGE. That would not affect the debate under the five-minute, 
e 

The SPEAKER. It would not. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Unless the House can come to some con- 
clusion as to what time they will close general debate on the report 
of the Committee on Rules, it is likely that the debate will run for a 
week longer. In the interest of legislation, which we are now pre- 
pared to enter upon to 2 very great extent, I think it is desirable 
that the general debate shall be concluded, allowing the members of 
the Committee on Rules who may desire to do so an 8 on 
Tuesday to make such reply as they may see proper to the arguments 
which have been made upon their report. If the House will not 
2 to that proposition, I will then submit the motion that when 
the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. WEAVER. I must object to a session on to-morrow for debate 
on the report of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. ANDO WOOD. Then I move that when the House 
ne aga to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

. WRIGHT. Is that motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does that proposition contain any sort of under- 
3 in relation to the debate on the report of the Committee on 

es 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. FERNANDO WOOD ; 
and upon a division there were—ayes 129, noes 29. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. WRIGHT and others called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being but 19 in the af- 
firmative ; not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. PRICE. That is nine more than was required on another oc- 
casion a great while ago when only ten were called for. [Laughter.] 

So the motion of Mr. FERNANDO Woop was a d to. 


gree 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD moved to reconsider the vote just taken; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
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RETIREMENT OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 3563) to amend chapter 2, section 1244, of the Revised 
Statutes, for the retirement of Army officers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the business on 
the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. KENNA in the chair. 

CHARLES CLINTON. 

The CHAIRMAN. To-day being consideration day, the first bill 
upon the Calendar for consideration is House bill No. 1542, for the 
relief of Charles Clinton, of New Orleans, late assistant treasurer at 
New Orleans. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the e Lid the Treasury be, and is hereby, author- 

ized and directed to pay to Charles Clinton, late assistant United States treasurer 

at New Orleans, 8 out of any money in the Treasury not otherwies md — 

priated, the sum of $5,850; being the amount of public money stolen from his 

= the ist day of May, 1871, and refunded by him to the Government of the United 
tates. 


Mr. CARLISLE. I ask that the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee of Ways and M to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1542) for the relief of Charles Clinton, leave to : 

That a similar bill was unanimously reported from the committee at the third 
session of the Forty-fifth Congress, but was not reached for consideration in the 
House. The report then made states the facts connected with this claim so clearl 
soa 5 that we prefer to adopt it rather than prepare a new statement. It 

as follows: 

That they have given full consideration to the bill providing for the relief of 
Charles Clinton, late assistant United States treasurer at New Orleans, Louisiana, 
and of all the facts connected therewith. 

It appears from the information furnished from the beep by tamer that 
on the morning of the Ist of May, 1871, the sum of $5,850 was stolen the office 
of the assistant treasurer at New Orleans by some y unknown, and that im- 
mediately thereafter the amount was refunded by the assistant treasurer to the 
Government, 

“ It appears from the testimony submitted to the committee that a thorough ex- 
amination of all the facts and into the business of the office of the assistant treas- 
urer by the special agents of the Treasury exonerated the cashier and employés 
F the office in New and the assistant treasurer himself, from all fault or 

ame. 

It is made to appear that, in addition to the usual duties of the assistant treas- 
urer, he was required by the Secretary of the to take charge of all the 
internal-revenue stamps to be sold throughout the Southwest, and to sell the same 
from his oftice, without being allowed any increase of force, although the assistant 
treasurer frequently appli for authority to employ a clerk to take special charge 
of this bnsiness, and informed the Secretary that witbout an increase of the em- 
ployés he could not conduct the office satisfactorily. 

The Secretary replied that no appropriation had been made for this purpose, 
ins that therefore request of the assistant treasurer could not be complied 
wi 


“Ita that while the cashier was en, for a moment attending to the 
duties of his office away from the counter, on which were several packages of money 
lying, some thief fished up one of them by reaching over the barrier in front of the 
counter and immediately disappeared. 

There is no suspicion, or 3 of suspicion, against the assistant treasurer 
or his cashier, or the employés of the office. 

It appears that the assistant treasurer was a zealous and careful officer, and 
that the cashier was also diligent and faithful. Large sums of money through 
this office, and every dollar was faithfully accounted for. There was never at any 
time any complaint. 

It is also made to appear by the testimony before your committee that the assist- 
ant treasurer exercised due diligence and watchful care over the appointments and 
over the actions of his subordinates. 

“The AN absolutely excludes any presumption of frand or misconduct on the 
part of assistant treasurer or his subordinates, or any privity or knowledge on 
the part of the assistant treasurer whatever.” 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Immediately after the occurrence of this loss the 
Secretary of the Treasury directed a special agent of that Depart- 
ment to investigate the circumstances attending it. I hold in my 
hand the report of that agent, which I hope will also be read, as it 
will furnish to the committee, I believe, the information which 
can be afforded on this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE SPECIAL AGENT UNITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
New Orleans, May 8, 1871. 

Sm: I have the honor to submit the following report relative to the recent rob- 

nay at the office of the United States assistant treasurer in the city of New Or- 


leans : 
On the morning of the 2d instant I wasinformed that on the  previoas day the sum 
of $5,850 had been stolen from that office by some party unknown. wing no 
instructions, special or general, to investigate into matters connected with the 
sub-treasary, 5 to the Department that the above- stated 
sum of money was said to have been stolen from the sub-treasury, and at the came 
time asked for instruction in the premises. 

The Department, on 3d instant, instructed me by telegram in the following 
words : Investigate robbery, being careful not to derange efforts of Clinton, who 
has employed detectives.” 

I have closely questioned each one of the employés in the sub-treasury, and 
have consulted with Detective Smith, who was employed. by Mr. Clinton to dis- 
cover and arrest the guilty party. 

1 find that between the hours of two and three p. m., on Ist instant, the sum of 


* $27,000 (pacans a little over that amount) lay on the counter close by the desk 
of Mr. § ute, the cashier. This sum of money was in se 
amounts, and among which was one package 6f $5,850. 


veral packages of various 


There are two apartments or rooms in this establishment, one room being occu- 
pied by the bookkeepers and the assistant treasurer, and the other being the office 
where the funds are received sad paia out. The latter room is occupied by Mr. 


tion being common es of glass and the u 
were not darkené 


very easily, witha 
Tor a short time 


ter, who 
e counter, 


he heard a slight rustle or creaking noise outside the counter; that he did not look 
around to ascertain what caused this noise, as he supposed it was the creaking of 
the foot-board on which persons waiting outside of the cashier's window stand. 
He also states that at that time there was but one person outside the counter. 
Soon after three o'clock Mr. Shute, on verifying his cash accounts for the day, 
found his cash short #5,850 currency. He recollected n that amount 
was lying on his counter when he went to the vault, and he found this same pack - 


“Arr. Shute informs me that when he discovered the loss he examiped the outside 
of the counter, and that on the ak cowie (which I have already described) he 
found some sand which appeared to be the foot-print of some person who had stood 


upon this projection. 
This foot-print was right opposite where the money lay on the counter. 
ae Smith was ly sent for an intrusted with the investigation 
o case. 

I have consulted with Smith. He and I in the opinion that the money was 
stolen over the counter at the time the er and teller were in the vault and the 
office in the sole possession of the porter, who was busy counting currency, and 
who had his back to the counter. 

cig larder A S stirs peony lin at DA egy Bo to the fall 
view of outsiders through an unshaded 2 with the aid afforded by the outside 
projection of the counter, no person in the office except a porter, whose back was 
turned, a very favorable be pena was afforded to any expert thief to abstract 

0 


a a of money from counter. 
hus far Detective Smith bas failed to find any clew to the robbery, and he en- 
tertains no 


hopes of success. 
I have no suspicion t Aufdemorte, the porter. I inquired closely into his 
5 after the robbery was discovered, and I tind nothing to excite any sus- 
pi 


I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
T. J. ees 

Hon. GEO. S. BOUTWELL, 2 

Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to make any fac- 
tious opposition to this bill; but I want to call the attention of the 
committee to the facts of this case. While the reportssay that these 
officers were very careful, very competent, very honest, very watchful, 

et the reading of both the reports discloses the fact that nearly 
$30,000 in money was left lying where anybody could reach over and 
take it and walk off withit without being observed. Having left the 
money in that condition, the man whose sworn duty it was to guard 
that property walks off into another part of the building, goes into 
the vault with his back to the money; and although he h. a noise 
according to his own confession, he never so much as turned around 
Bony have ‘ety UNELE ot ed he passage of this bill 
ow, I have very little hope of defeating the of this bill, 
because I have seen so many similar bills pass heretofore. I have 
not lived thus long in the world, and been for so many years a mem- 
ber of Congress, without learning that men come from the East and 
the West, from the North and the South, importuning the authorities 
for Appamon to office; their indorsements being good, they are 
vouched for as capable, honest, watchful men. But when public 
property—money particularly—is placed in their possession and under 
their control, it being their special business to guard it well and dis- 
burse it properly, every now and then some one of these officers comes 
here and says, “$1,000, $5,000 (in this case $5,850) has been stolen 
from me when I was away; and we refund the money out of the 
Treasury of the United States. 

Now, I submit that no gentleman on this floor would conduct his 
private business in that manner. Any man in charge of the business 
of an individual who would so carelessly—that is the proper diction- 
ary word for it—so carelessly lose or allow to be lost the property of 
his employer would be held to a strict accountability. But so long 
as we thus vote money away, (shall I say recklessly !—if I may be 
allowed that expression I will use it,) so long as we vote money 
away recklessly, without, in my judgment, proper care, just so lon 
will public officials disregard their sworn duty, and just so long wi 
incompetent and careless men—I will not say dishonest men, for I 
have no right to say that—just so long will incompetent and careless 
men, regardless of their duty and their oaths, let the money of the 
Government go, and then come to Congress to have the money re- 
funded; and we will refund it in the future, I will presume, as we 
have in the past. 

With my ideas of duty and my ideas of business correctness and 
responsibility I cannot allow myself to vote for any such bill as this, 
I know, sir, that if you had had that money in charge, and could tell 
no other story than that which this report tells, you would feel that 
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Congress ought not to refund the money, because with proper care 
and dil genos it would never have been stolen. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Before that vote is taken, I desire to 
occupy a few moments. I have listened to the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Price] with some interest. I believe that 
heretofore I have not ha@ much to do in 3 or opposing the 
passage of this class of claims through the House. I do not know 
now that I am prepared to oppose the favorable consideration of this 
report. I simply wish to say a word about this class of claims gen- 


erally. 

I 8 that when a public officer takes an appointment under the 
Government and is charged with the duty of handling the publie 
moneys, he should become an absolute insurer of the funds intrusted 
to him. I know that this is a pretty harsh rule; yet the truth is that 
these officers of the Government are paid upon an average better com- 
pensation than is received by men similarly employed in the 0 0 
pursuits of private life. As everybody knows, all these pao bot 
great and small, are sought by a great many people. a man in his 
private business meets with a loss by burglary or otherwise he pock- 
ets the loss, and I think the same rule should obtain tonching the pub- 
lic business. I view with alarm year by year the multiplication of 
this class of claims. Of course, if we pass one we must pass another, 
and finally all similar claims. I for one would gladly assist in turn- 
ing over a new leaf and have the rule obtain that no one shall be re- 
lieved unless the loss arises from the act of God or the public enemy. 
The revenues would thereby be protected and much better care and 
diligence secured from public servants. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Without speaking directly in support of the pres- 
ent bill—and I am free to say I will vote forits p for it was very 
carefully considered by the committee which reports it to the House— 
I wish to say one word in reply to the gentleman from Illinois more 
Epoo as well as to the gentleman from Iowa. I think the rule 
which they would adopt would be altogether too severe ; indeed, it 
is severer than it isin private life. If the cashier of a bank, while 
in the exercise of his duty, commits an act of carelessness which comes 
to every mortal at some time in his life, and the bank loses a thou- 
sand dollars, while that cashier is thus careless no bank expects to 
make that cashier responsible for the loss. 

Mr. PRICE. Excuse me, sir; some banks do make the cashier put 
up the loss at once. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Some banks may, but not as a rule. 

Mr. PRICE. I think the rule is that they do. 

. DUNNELL. There is no corporation which carries the rule to 
the same extent as the gentleman from pus propo It is alto- 
gether too severe. Now, many of us have had acquaintance with 
cases which have come to this House for the last few years where it 
would be exiremely unkind and ungenerous on the part of the Gov- 
ernment to hold the men responsible for losses incurred. I remem- 
ber one case where a paymaster was carrying some money across the 
country in Texas; yay possible precaution had been taken, he sur- 
rounded the money with a well-set guard, but it seems there was a 
conspiracy of which he knew nothing against that money in his pos- 
session, and he was robbed of some of it. Now if the t Govern- 
ment which that man was serving faithfully and against which he 
never had a dishonest thought for a moment, should refuse to make 
good what he thus lost it would be altogether too severe. There is 
no humanity in such a rule, and I cannot understand how the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, eminently humane, should get hold of an idea 
such as he has announced. 

Mr. PRICE rose. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I charge that rather to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois than to the 3 from Iowa. It was the gentleman from 
Illinois who per yed, as I thought, an extra amount of inhumanity. 

Mr. PRICE. ill the gentleman allow me to say a word? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Certainly. l 

Mr. PRICE. If the case presented to the House to-day was simi- 
lar to the one just now presented by the gentleman from Minnesota, 
I should not have raised my voice in opposition toit. In that case, 
according to his own statement, the man having charge of the funds 
of the Government had used every precaution in his power, when he 
was overpowered, taking it out of the line of his individual respon- 
sibility because he was unequal to the guarding of it, guilty of no 
negligence, for he had done everything within the range of human 
possibility for him to do to guard the money. When he had done all 
this, then as a matter of course we should come up and pay him back 
again. 

But, sir, the reason I oppose the bill before the House is that this 
man did not do anything of the sort. He laid that money down 
where anybody could pick it up, and walked off and left it. He did 
not know anything about it until he came to make up his cash after 
three o’clock in the afternoon. The two cases are dissimilar. They 
are as far apart as the poles. Give mea case like the one stated by 
the gentleman from Minnesota and I will vote forit. But give mea 
pan ike the one before the House and I will vote against it every 

e. 

Mr. DUNNELL. One word further. The officers of the Govern- 

ment have recommended this compensation to this officer. It was 


most carefully examined by the special agents of the Treasury De- 
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parinn dein there is no evidence anywhere in the case that thére 
was anything like willful negligence, or that it was one of the mo- 
mentary acts of carelessness which come to all men, or that there 
was any improvident action on his Never has he been found 
wanting in any single instance, and large sums of money, millions 
and tens of millions of dollars, have passed through his hands. Yet, 


‘sir, this amount slipped out as the result, not of any momentary want 


of precaution which comes to every man—— 

Mr. KEIFER. Is the gentleman from Minnesota a member of the 
committee which considered this case? 

Mr. DUNNELL. This came from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, of which I have the honor to be a member. 

oe KEIFER. Do I understand the accounting officers recommend 
this 

Mr. DUNNELL. I understand so. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will answer the gentleman from Ohio. I think 
my colleague from Minnesota on the Committee of Ways and Means 
is in error when he 2 the accounting officers of the Treasury have 
in terms recommended the relief here proposed, but the Treasury De- 
partment has furnished to the committee the facts upon which mainly 
the report of the committee has been based. 

The testimony in this case shows that in the year 1871 the Treas- 
ury Department im upon the assistant United States treasurer 
at the city of New Orleans the duty of selling the internal-revenue 
stamps for the whole Southwest, which was a duty in addition to 
those ordinarily imposed upon that officer by the laws and regula- 
tions of the Treasury Department, and which required him to receive 
and disburse a much larger amount of money and to transact a much 
larger amount of business than ordinarily was required of him. When 
this additional duty was imposed on that officer he made, as is shown 
by the testimony in the case, Ly bee and urgent applications to the 
Secretary of the Treasury to afford him additional assistance in his 
office, in order that he might safely transact that additional business, 
but it was at all times declined on the ground that thera was no ap- 
2 for that specific purpose and no fund out of which the 

retary of the Treasury could pay such additional employés. The 
assistant treasurer himself said when he went into office that he saw 
at once the unsafe condition in which the money of the Government 
would be placed, and he caused such alterations to be made as he 
could have made for the purpose of making it a more secure place 
for the transaction of the public business. But with all the precau- 
tions which he was able to take this loss occurred. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PRICE] is somewhat mistaken in 
his facts in connection with the circumstances attending this loss. 
It was the money-porter of the office who states he heard this creak- 
ing noise outside the counter. It was not the officer himself. This 
money-porter while en in counting a package of money heard, 
or thought he heard, this noise outside the counter, but supposing it 
to be occasioned by some person who was there in the transaction of 
business, which was an ordinary matter, he paid no attention-to it. 

Now, the cashier and one of his assistants were at the time this Joss 
is supposed to have occurred inside the vault in the office, as I remem- 
ber the testimony, attending to some of this additional duty in relation 
to . imposed upon this officer by the order of the Sec- 
retary o e s 

Mr. PRICE. Ido not want to interrupt the gentleman from Ken- 
Hoy, but I will say in answer to what is said about the porter hear- 
in e noise that the porter was also an employé under that officer 

. CARLISLE. He was. ‘ 

Mr. PRICE. And therefore responsible for his acts or for his non- 
action. I su t to my friend from Kentucky due e on the 
part of this ser would have required the keeping of that money 
in the vault. He had a vault, and due diligence would have required 
the keeping of that money in that vault until needed for payment, 
instead of exposing it upon the counter to be carried off by anybody. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I suppose, if not impossible, it would be at least 
very inconvenient for a public officer who is constantly receiving and 

aying out money at his counter to undertake to keep that money in 
his vault until the moment it was needed. The testimony is that the 
money had just been received from the bank. 

Mr. PRICE. In a separate package, not yet broken, and not in- 
tended to be broken during that day. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I do not know how that gs, hg as to the inten- 
tion to break it that day; but the testimony is that this money had 
been received from the bank, bronght in perhaps by the very porter 
in the office at the time, and laid down on this counter; and it was 
lying there when this thief, or these thieves, by climbing upon a 
railing outside of the counter, and by means of a hook or a cane, or 
some other instrument of like character, took the package out. And 
the committee thought, like the Committee of Ways and Means of 
the Forty-fifth Con , that, under all the circumstances of the 
case, it would be antics for the Government to require this officer to 
sustain this loss. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If my friend will allow me to say that if this 
88 left the money on the open plain counter, where it could 

taken by anybody walking near, it would show want of diligence, 
bat it was on a counter with a wire railing high enough to prevent 
any person from n by ordinary means. Here was really a 
case of climbing, where the thief had to climb and get his foot on the 
ledge of the counter which projected, and by means of a hook reach 
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over and get the money out of the place where for all ordinary pur- 

it was safe, and where every banker in the world keeps a con- 
siderable amount of money lying for immediate payment. I think 
due diligence was shown. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Now, will the gentleman allow me before I take 
my seat to call attention to another feature of the evidence? There 
is here among the papers in the case an affidavit made by the super- 
intendent of police of the city of New Orleans who was called upon 
immediately after the loss occurred to investigate the circumstances 
and who details them, so far as he details them at all, as they are 
stated by the special agent of the Treasury Department; and he ex- 
onerates the officer from blame. Here is the statement of the officer 
himself as to what he had done to enable him to transact the busi- 
ness of the office more securely than he could have done as he found 
it when he first went there. He says in his affidavit: 

I immediately saw the dangers to which my office would be exposed with the 
large sums of money continually passing over the counter, as was required in the 
daily business of the office during this year— 

This was the year in which he was required to dispose of the rev- 
enue-stamps for the whole Southwest 

ted a Is to the Secre of the Treasury to allow me to em- 
5 clerk to perform the spl A of the stamp department. He de- 
clined to accede to my request for the reason 8 that no appropriation had 
been made, nor was there any fund from which such an employé could be paid. 


That, however, is not the part to which I desire particularly to 
draw attention. He says, some months previously he noticed the 
exposure of this counter, and had raised the protonon railing on the 
outside from the height of a man’s head on the floor to about eight 
feet from the floor, and then supposed that it was safe from any at- 
tempt from the outside to abstract papers or money from the cash- 
ier’s desk. But even after this was done, as has been stated by my 
colleague on the committee from Ohio, these thieves climbed up on 
the outside of the counter and, by means of a hook, got this money. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. Supposing the property lost had been 
the property of a private depositor in a bank, would the facts re- 
pores by the committee be any defense to an action against the 

n 

Mr. CARLISLE. I suppose, as a matter of course, if a banking in- 
stitution had received this money on deposit from one of its custom- 
ers the banking institution the moment it got the money inside its 
office and obtained actual custody of it became indebted to the de- 
positor and the money would be the bank’s, and the loss would nec- 
assarily be the bank’s loss. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. The gentleman from Iowa supposes the case of 
a special deposit. 5 

Mr. CARLISLE. If it were a special deposit, and the banking 
institution had actually received it from its customer into its own 
custody and under its own control, I suppose as a matter of strict 
law the bank could not exonerate itself from aclaim of the cus- 
tomer unless it showed a proper d of diligence. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Yes, it could if it were a special deposit. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Unless the bank could show that it was a loss 
without negligence on its part. It has been conceded here by one of 
the members of the committee that perhaps there was not that strict 
care and diligence on the part of the oflicer which he might have 
exercised, because he might have been so careful that he would 
never turn his back on the counter even for a moment. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. The law does not require that. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Of course the law does not require that. But 
whether or not there was such diligence in this case as would exon- 
erate the officer as a matter of strict law, yet as a matter of equity 
and justice the Government should not, in my opinion, call upon its 
officer, who had always been faithful in the discharge of his duty, to 
sustain this loss. 

Mr. PRICE. I desire to reply fora moment to the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, I and I ers yet have to call for the assistance 
of my friend from Michigan, [Mr. Horr,] who represents the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. [Laughter.] I allege that the money was 
insecure; that it was not sufliciently protected. It lay upon the 
counter where it could be carried off. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GARFIELD] makes this statement in answer to that proposition, that 
it was inside of a railing eight feet high. But that report discloses 
the fact that there was a ledge on the outside of the counter four 
feet up, and no climbing was necessary, but a man could put his feet 
on that ledge, when his feet would be four feet from the top railing, 
and it would be easy for him to reach over and pick up the money. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Not without a hook. 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, without a hook. There is no question but that 
the money was hooked. [Laughter.] I agree io that. I want to 
show that the position taken by the gentleman from Ohio does not 
prove there was due diligence in the protection of the money. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have never known of a man having an arm 
four feet long. 

Mr. KEIFER. It is not my pu to make an assault upou this 
bill. Iam inclined to vote for it, although, after hearing all that has 
been said by members of the committee, I think it is doubtful whether 
we are not setting a bad precedent, one that will encourage careless- 
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ness and negligence. I do not believe the case made ont by the 
committee in their report is one which, if the question arose in a 
court of law, would exonerate a bank or bank officer from liability. 
I think the usual rule in banks, and in other places where large sums 
of money are kept, is to have the money kept under the eye of some 
one person or to lock itup. It is said, in explanation of this case, 
that there were duties imposed upon this officer which required him 
to be absent from his counter, But I do not understand that it 
appears that there was only this one man there, or that this man was 
obli to go away and leave entirely ex all the funds that 
mig t be upon the counter. So much for that. 

have noticed since I have been here that a very equitable rule 
has beep applied, and one which I am inclined to follow. In the case 
of the paymaster spoken of by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
DUNNELL] I understand that there was not the slightest suspicion 
against him, not a particle of doubt that he performed all that the 
Government uirements made necessary. that case he had all 
the guards that he could get from the Government, he had a milit 
guard, yet there was a robbery perpetrated, and there was no negli- 
gence or carelessness on his part. 

We have a large class of cases coming before us for relief. I hap- 
pen to have upon my table this morning an application for relief, on 
account of robbery, on behalf of a postmaster whose office is worth 
about $40 a year—a hard-earned $40. He kept the money of the Gov- 
ernment in his charge in the best place where he could keep it in his 
own establishment. His place was broken open and this money was 
stolen, and also some postage-stamps. Now, I believe the uniform 
rule of this House has been, ever since I have known anything about 
it, to require, in a case of that kind, that the postmaster and his 
bondsmen shall make good the loss. There was no carelessness on 
the part of this man. It was impossible for him in a small village 
to keep a safe in which to lock the money and the stamps of the Gov- 
ernment, yet he must suffer the loss. 

I would be inclined myself in all proper cases to vote to make es 
this loss to this poor man. I understand, however, that the rule is 
the other way; that there has been no recent case where a poor man 
has been relieved from the loss of a sum of money, or of stamps, which 
is the same thing. If we are to have such a rule, then I give notice 
now that I would like to have it extended to another class of persons, 
if it is a safe rule to enter upon at all. 

While I am not disposed to vote against the unanimons report of a 
committee that has carefully and considerately examined the case, 
yet I feel that we ought at least to scrutinize the matter very care- 


y. . 

Mr. BARBER. I would like to make an inquiry or two of the gen- 

tleman from . [Mr. CARLISLE.] What provision was made 
for watchmen in this ARER BS 

Mr. CARLISLE. I do not know that any provision was made for 
watchmen in this building in the day-time, or even at night, so far as 
the testimony goes. 

Mr. BARBER. Is there not a general provision for watchmen in all 
the sub-treasuries ? 5 

Mr. CARLISLE. I am not prepared to answer that question. 

Mr. TUCKER. This bill has been reported from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and I think it proper that I should make a remark 
or two in reference to it. It has been very fully considered. It rests 
upon Sie ee The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. THomp- 
SON] 275 a question a few moments ago, to which I will address 
myself. 

This party was a bailee for hire of a deposit. But I understand 
there is no higher degree of care required of such a bailee than that 
it shall be reasonable care, in the language of Sir William Jones. It 
is not extraordinary care, far less insurance. 

I was amazed at the proposition of my friend on the other side, 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. CANNON,] that we ought to hold 
these officers as insurers of the moneys of the Government deposited 
with them. If you do that you would either get none but irrespon- 
sible people, who do not care whether you break them or not, to fill 
these offices, or you would get no responsible men at all. No man 
can be an insurer of public property under these circumstances. 

Therefore I apprehend that if this were the bailee of a special de- 
posit there would be no responsibility to the special depositor under 
the circumstances of the case. Far less should there be with an 
honest officer who has in good faith discharged his duties and has 
applied all reasonable care in the custody of public property. 

Mr. KNOTT. I would like to ask the 5 a question. 

Mr. TUCKER. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOTT. While I agree with the gentleman as to his legal 
proposition, there is a question of fact affecting the amount of dili- 

nce and care exercised by the bailee. Where was this money when 
it was stolen? 

Mr. TUCKER. It was on the counter, protected by a railing, the 
counter and railing being eight feet high. 

Mr. KNOTT. Was it in a vault or iu a drawer, or left loose on the 
counter! 

Mr. TUCKER. It was lying loose on the counter, and the reason 
why it was so left was that it was necessary for some portion of the 
money to be there in order to the speedy transaction of the public 
business. 

Now, let me say one thing to my friends on the other side. There 
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is nothing easier when a loss has oceurred than for somebody to find 
out how it could have been prevented in the particular direction in 
which the loss did occur. In other words, as somebody else has said, 
our hindsight is always better than our foresight. After the thing 
is over we can always see any number of remedies that would have 
been proper. But when an officer has done that which any diligent 
man would reasonably deem sufficient, I do not see that the Govern- 
ment should hold him responsible for a loss of this kind. I think the 
bill ought to pass. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I have no knowledge of the facts 
of this particular case. I rise only to make a remark upon the princi- 
ple involved. Ifthis Government is to be made responsible for thefts 
of public money in charge of public officers, what better equity has a 

ublic officer for reimbursement than a private citizen would have 

‘or losses sustained by him? I know that the tendency is to regard 
this Government as a at eleemosynary establishment that 
relieve the woes and distresses of the whole human family, at least 
that part of it within the boundaries of the United States. But, Mr. 
Chairman, if we proceed upon that principle—if we establish a pre- 
cedent which will lead us into that line of legislation, without re- 

ard to whether the Government by any default of its own has made 
itself liable for the loss, where are we to stop, and how are we to 
raise the money to pay for these losses? 

It does not appear, from anything I have heard, that the Govern- 
ment was in any manner derelict in this case. This man was in cha 
of the public funds. It was his duty to take reasonable steps for the 
security of those funds. If he neglected to do so, it is not the fault 
of the Government, nor is it the fault of the people who are to pay 
this money if this bill be passed. Therefore, it seems to me, we are 

ing a long distance in undertaking to indemnify any man, whether 
fo be a public officer or a private citizen, against losses by robbery. 

I am a little afraid, also, that when we begin to indemnify public 
officers for money lost by robbery, it will encourage an enormous 
amount of robbery in this country. I think there is great danger in 
that direction. In numerous cases public officers will lose public 
moneys and will come to Congress to be reimbursed for the loss. 

There is nothing in principle that should bind this Government to 
reimburse these officers for this money, unless the Government was 
in some way derelict on its part. There is no pretense, as I under- 
stand, that the Government has been derelict. The case before the 
House is simply a case of loss by robbery, to make the best of it. 
Why should we appropriate money to relieve a person from loss by 
robbery because he is a public officer, unless we are willing to extend 
this principle of relief to a private citizen who suffers from a rob- 
bery? Are there higher equities in favor of the one than the other? 
Has a man a stronger claim to be relieved because he holds in his 
custody the public money than he would have if he held private 
money? It seems to me there is necessity that we should pause in 
this career of universal relief to all men and inquire upon what prin- 
ciple we are to extend relief, and to what end the application of the 
principle will lead us. j - 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. In reply to a remark made by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. TUCKER, ] I wish to state, as I stated when 
speaking of this mattera few moments ago, that I am not antagoniz- 
ing this particular bill, except as it belongs to a class of bills that in 
my judgment, under a proper policy, should not pass. As I under- 
stand the policy of the Government, it always has been, and is now, 
as ə general rule, to let the officer bear the loss where a loss is made. 
Parties in exceptional cases come to Congress for the granting of 
special relief. Now, I do not believe it is a proper policy for Congress 
to adopt. 

My friend from Virginia says that if we enforce the rule I have 
laid down the Government cannot obtain public servants to perform 
its duties. Why, sir, I will go security that the gentleman’s district 
alone would furnish office-holders for this whole country; and if his 
district will not, I know that his and mine together will—oflicers, 
too, perfectly competent for the positions. Now, take the case of 

tmasters. There are forty thousand of these officers in the United 

tates, who handle the public funds. No one of these officers, ex- 

cepting those in a few of the great cities, has as much at stake at 
any one time as an ordinary shopkeeper or retail dealer. 

If the dry-goods merchant has his money-till broken open or his 
property destroyed, he bears the loss. If a postmaster, however, has 
money stolen or property destroyed for which he is responsible to the 
Government, he applies to Con for a special act of relief. Yet 
in fact as arule he is better paid for his work than is his neighbor 
in a private employment. You may adopt this rule and I will go the 
gentleman’s security there will be no difficulty about a fall supply of 
candidates for all these positions although you shonld hold them as 
insurers. The danger is, of course, that if you continue this facility 
of passing such acts for the relief of this great number of office-holders 
some portion of them, not all of them, not a majority of them, but 
here and there dishonest men, will put up jobs on the Government. I 
have no doubt in some instances it has been done and is being done 
constantly. Therefore I again say that for one I am ready to let the 
general law stand as it is, and let everybody understand that these 
special acts ought not to and cannot pass. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I have no other interest in this claim 
than to have the principle settled. There are some reasons which are 
patent to me aad which make me favor the passage of this claim. 


On the question of fact it seems there has been an investigation by 
certain officers of the Government, and they have decided there was 
nothing corrupt, no malfeasance in office, nothing against the integ- 


rity of this Government official. So far as that is concerned it is a 
in favor of the claimant and against the Government. There was no 
law to give him a remedy except by pat to the Government. 
By bond he was compelled to pay the loss. Con received his 
application and we referred it to one of the most intelligent and able 
committees of this body, composed of gentlemen of éminent legal 
ability, who were not only capable to decide questions of law and 
fact, but gentlemen who would eminently adorn any judicial tribunal 
in the country. They have made a unanimons report. That report 
comes to this body in the nature of a judgment of a court on the law 
and facts; and although it is not absolutely binding on this body, 
still it has a judicial and moral force which is operating, at least on 
my mind, in relation to it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Tennessee a 
question. i 

Mr. BRIGHT. Certainly. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman has been in the House a num- 
ber of years on the Committee of Claims. What has been the custom 
of the Honse in its action in reference to this class of claims? 

Mr. BRIGHT. I will answer the gentleman, because it lies in the 
line of my remarks in another connection, but I do not wish to be 
interrupted now in the progress of my statement of the case. 

Here, according to the report of the committee, was the sum of 
$5,850 stolen from the assistant treasurer at New Orleans while he 
was engaged in attending to the duties of his office. It was stolen 
away from his counter on which were several packages of money. 
Some thief had fished it up by reaching over the barriers in front of 
the counter, and then immediately disappeared. That is the finding 
of the committee. Now, what do they say further? 

Mr. KNOTT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Tennessee a ques- 


on. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOTT. As the gist of this claim seems to be in the amount 
of diligence used, I wish to ask the gentleman whether he considers 
ordinary diligence, reasonable diligence on the part of any custodian * 
of public money, to consist in placing a package of $5,000 on his coun- 
ter, where it could be and actually was taken by a thief, and then 
paid so little attention to the matter that he did not discover the loss 
until he came to make up his cash balance in the afternoon? 

Mr. BRIGHT. Iam obliged to the gentleman for his question, and 
I will give him the answer of the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
here it is: 

It is also made to a by the testimony before your committee that the assist- 
ant treasurer exercised due diligence and watchful care over the appointments and 
over the actions of his subordinates, 

That is the finding of this committee charged with the investigation 
of these facts. It is directed to the point which is pivotal in this case, 
and it is to the effect that there was due diligence, that there was 
watchful care over the appointments and over the action of his 
subordinates. 

I think these findings on the part of the Government in the first 
place, and the finding of the committee which investigated in the 
second place, are powerfally persuasive both of the law and the tes- 
timony. The question is presented here before this body, not as one 
fettered by any law, but in the exercise of a political discretion as 
well as a legal one this House is to settle the question whether there 
has been due diligence, watchful care in relation to the custody of 
the Government funds. Now, in support of that, as already argued, 
are the two findings of the commissioners of the Treasury — 8 the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

In the third place, to go behind these findings to the evidence, we 
perceive the testimony supports the findings. If that be so, the ques- 
tion addressed to this body is, what rule of action will it adopt in 
relation to this class of cases? 

One gentleman says that he would consider every Government offi- 
cera pror or indemnifier against any loss whatever, I main- 
tain, Mr. Chairman, as already argued by another, that that would 
bea rule of such hardship as would at oncesuspend the functions of this 
Government. Does it strike representatives that perhaps four-fifths 
of all the business of the whole country, public and private, is trans- 
acted through agencies? Of necessity the business of the Govern- 
ment must be transacted through agents, 

What is your Government but a system of agencies? Yon see only 
the manifestation of your Government. There is nothing visible or 
tangible in relation to it except it be the agents and these agents 
are intrusted with the discharge of various duties, and the question 
comes back to us, What responsibility will we hold these agents to 
in the discharge of their duties? 

I understand the rule of common law to be this: that in a case of 
gross negligence they punish the agent individually with responsibil- 
ity. In a case of reasonable or due diligence the agent is held to be 
excusable. 

There is a certain class of cases where the individual is charged 
with extraordinary or strict diligence. Now, these boundaries are 
sometimes a little difficult to define in all their applications; but at 
the same time the great boundary between gross neglect and reason- 
able diligence is always patent and can be discerned; and, as to the 
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rule of practice that I understand to have been adopted by the Gov- 
ernment in the administration of law in reference to this class of 
claims, we require nothing more than is required in any other busi- 
ness—that is, reasonable or due diligence proportioned to the business 
to be transacted. If this case comes within that classification, I can 
see no reason why the relief should not be granted. I think it falls 
within that class. 

Where was this fund? Was it in an unusual place of custody ? 
Not at all. It was at its usual daylight place of custody perhaps, and 
there for the purpose of being in the ordinary transactions of 
the Government. It was not required to be under lock and key per- 
petually. ‘The banks of the country do not keep their funds during 
their business hours always under lock and key, but keep them in a 
place where they can be easily reached and the business conducted 
with reasonable facility. 

We find that the Treasury counter was constructed by the Govern- 
ment after the fashion of a bank counter, with a barricade to secure 
the funds against the reach of any one on the outside. The officer 
of the Treasury was not responsible for this construction. 

Again, we find that these funds were placed there late in the day, 
probably to be placed with other funds in the vaults in a short time, 
and were to all intents and in the presence of the officer; 
and when he turned his back to attend to other business in the line of 
his duty, the thief scaled the barricade which the Government had 
erected and fished up the money. The proof shows that the back of 
the officer was turned only momentarily, and I do not think he can 
be charged with gross negligence. He was not asleep, nor drunk, 
nor attending to any business not in the line of his duty. Will any 
one pretend to say, because there is any theft at all the responsibility 
should attach to every agent intrusted with the care of the public 
funds? 

The rule would be so intolerable that it would lay an arrest upon 
nearly all transactions conducted by agency. It is enough to sa 
that such a rule has been reprobated in all countries where the civil 
orcommon law prevails. Civilization would frown upon the tyranny 
of such a rule. They are only Shylocks who demand the penalty of 
bonds under all circumstances. Congress has always viewed the 
class of cases before us with a liberal and equitable spirit. It has 
been the practice of Congress to give relief in such cases. I cannot 
pretend to enumerate, but I will mention one, where the Treasurer 
of the United States was relieved for a theft committed within the 
granite walls of the great Treasury building, in this city. This is a 
sample case. Other cases might be mentioned. It may be laid down 
as a general rule, that where an officer of the Government has not 
been convicted of malfeasance or gross N e but has faithfull 
and honestly attempted to discharge the duties of his office wit 
proper care and diligence, Congress has granted the relief. Believing 
the case before us fully within the rule, I feel constrained to vote for 
the relief. * 

Mr. BALLOU. It seems to mo, Mr. Chairman, this is a very sim- 
ple and that the Government should hold its officers just as re- 
sponsible as associations, as corporations, as national banks, as say- 
ings institutions hold their officers for like action. 

Now, sir, I do not believe that there is a respectable board of bank 
directors or a board of trustees of a savings institution in this coun- 
try that would hold a cashier or a treasurer responsible and have him 
make up a loss that was sustained under such circumstances; and 
the Government ought not to hold its officers any more responsible 
than private associations, bank directors, trustees of savings insti- 
tutions, should hold theirs. I think in such a case as this, where the 
money was stolen and where as much attention was paid to the mat- 
ter of protecting it as is given in the case of the customer of a bank, 
the Government should refund the money which was lost. It is not 
an easy matter for a man to raise himself four feet and reach over a 
railing four feet high and get the money; and of course every man who 
is a treasurer or a cashier in a bank or other institution must keep 
the funds on hand for use. They must be on the counter, and if they 
are stolen under such circumstances as have been stated here, I be- 
lieve the Government ought to refund the money. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. I do not desire to occupy the time of 
the committee, and I do not know that I would have said a word if 
I had not understood the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] to 
refer to me as the gentleman from Pennsylvania as having propounded 
a question to the gentleman from Eana (Mr. CARLISLE] during 
the course of this discussion. Now, while I would be proud to rep- 
resent any district in Pennsylvania, I have not that honor; but I feel 
just as much pride in representing a district in Iowa. 

While I am not here to make any captious 8 to the bill under 
discussion, I must still very modestly but firmly protest against a 

recedent of this kind being established here at this session. I cannot 

‘or a single moment agree with the gentleman from Virginia, who has 
asserted that the legal principle applicable to cases of this kind is that 
applicable to all bailees, and that only. I do think it would be a dan- 
gerous thing to establish any such precedent at this time and indorse 
it by legislation on the part of Congress. 

I appeal to the history of the pact. I appeal to every decision given 
on questions of this kind. And I will ask any experienced attorney 
what law is to be found under which you can hold the assistant treas- 
urer of the United States responsible for the loss of funds in his pos- 
session simply as a bailee. He is an officer of the Government, and 


I take it as an officer of the Government he has executed bonds for 
the faithful discharge of his duty, and he is required when called 
5 585 to account for all funds coming into his hands by virtue of his 
office. He is in no sense a bailee. 

Let us suppose, for instance, there was a suit pending in the court 
to-day for the purpose of recovering: this money alleged to be lost; 
I care not whether by negligence on the part of the officer or by an 
inevitable accident. The only question in the court would be, was 
there a loss, and did the officer fail to account? In that case the 
court could not relieve him from his responsibility. 

I say it would be wrong for us by our votes to-day to establish a 
precedent going to the extent. that there is no legal liability on the 
part of the officer. I take it there is no provision in his bond which 
relieves him from such responsibility. The supreme court of every 
State in the Union has decided that an officer acting in a fiduciary 
capacity and receiving funds must account for those funds when called 
upon, Unless there be a reservation in his bond which excuses him 
from liability under certain circumstances his responsibility is fixed 
for all time to come and under all circumstances. 

And when gentlemen tell me the evidence before the committee 
shows there was due diligence on the part of the officer, I beg leave 
to differ from them. When the report itself, read in the hearing of 
the House, shows there was a barrier erected for the purpose of pro- 
tecting this property, but the alleged thief reached over that barrier 
and possessed himself of the money, to an unregenerated mind like 
mine that appears to have been no barrier at all, It was not so to 
the thief who got the money. The proof of due diligence is not here. 

As I have said, the Jaw has fixed the legal liability of these officers. 
Let us not decide this case as if the law itself protected the ofticer 
in any case of carelessness. Public officers should always be leld to 
strict responsibility, and there should be no exception to the rule. 
But if, on the ground of an appeal to the sympathies and the gener- 
osity of the people of this nation at large, he should be relieved, let 
it be done on that ground, and not on the ground that there is no 
legal responsibility, 

r. BOWMAN. I only wish to say a few words in regard to this 
case, which it seems to me will be to a certain extent a precedent for 
many cases that will follow, some of which are before our Committee 
of Claims. It is therefore important that the principle, if there is 
any principle in this case, should be settled for the guidance of the 
House. I think gentlemen are mistaken in saying this is a new case. 
It is not a new case. It has been the practice of this House in cases 
where due diligence was proved to reimbarse the officer of the Gov- 
ernment. We stand on this foundation principle: there is no legal 
obligation whatever on the Government to make Foes this loss. The 
ony question is, is there an equitable obligation 

ow, in cases of this kind an officer of the Government, bear he the 
name of treasurer, revenue collector, postmaster, or any other title, 
provided such officer shows that he has been faithful, provided he 
shows that he has used due and ordinary, not extraordinary, dili- 
gence, is reimbursed for the losses sustained by him. The Govern- 
ment asks of him only ordinary diligence ; not that he shall keep his 
money in a vault; not that he shall build a barrier from the floor up 
to the ceiling of the room, so that no thief can reach over it; not that 
he shall take any extraordinary precautions; but only that ho shall 
take that care of the money of the Government which an ordinary 
pan in the exercise of reasonable business diligence would of his own. 

unds. 

Now, it seems to me that there is here an equitable obligation on the 
part of the Government. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
gave you an example of a storekeeper losing his goods, and asks if he 
must not suffer the loss. That is not a parallel case. This officer did 
not own the funds. The funds did not belong to this sub-treasurer; 
they were the property of the United States in the hands of a bailee. 

The gentleman would have made an exact parallel to this case if 
he had asked this question: in the case of a clerkin a store, provided 
the goods or funds are embezzled without the actual negligence of 
such clerk, shall he be held responsible to his employer for the loss ? 
It could not be held that if a thief should go into a store and while 
the clerk was exercising due and ordinary and reasonable care should 
steal goods from the counter, that clerk must make good to the em- 
ployer the value of those goods. Nota man on this floor would argue 
that question for a single moment. No one would say that a clerk 
should make good to his gr a any goods stolen from the coun- 
ters while that clerk was in the exercise of reasonable diligence. 

So, taking the pee or example of that business transaction, and 
you would find that this claimant would not be called upon to endure 
the loss. And that is the exact parallel in this case. This officer was 
a clerk of the Government, asub-treasurer, its bailee, its agent, hav- 
ing upon his counter not his own goods but the bills of the Govern- 
ment; just asin the case of a postmaster he has stamps belonging to 
the Government. Now, by any doctrine of law or any doctrine of 
equity, if those goods are stolen while the officer is reasonably careful, 
there cannot re agree be any claim whatever against him for the loss. 

Mr. REAGAN, I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would ask the gentleman if he does not think that 
there is a difference between a clerk liable to a merchant in the trans- 
action of business in his store and a bonded public officer who is under 
obligations to keep secure and safe the publie funds in his custody ? 
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Mr. BOWMAN. Iseeno distinction whatever in principle. The clerk 
isunder the same moral obligation to lock up and keep securely the 
goods of his employer that the sub-treasurer of the United States is 
under to lock up the money, the bank bills, the stamps of his employer, 
the United States, and to keep them securely. 

I do not see how by any doctrine of law or any doctrine of equity 
or any doctrine of morals you can say that there is any such obliga- 
tion on the part of the bailee, unless always you can ahos that he is 
guilty of negligence, to make a loss under these cireum- 
stances. No one here has pretended that this officer was guilty of 
gow carelessness. He may have made a mistake; perhaps he did. 

erhaps in the exercise of a sound discretion he should have built that 
railing up to the ceiling, so that no man could reach over it. But it 
was a mistake oniy ; it was not dishonesty ; it was not gross careless- 
ness ; it was simply an error of judgment to which any man is liable. 

Now, if a man be guilty of an error of judgment only, that is a 
good excuse for him and does not make him liable unless you can also 
show that he was guilty of carelessness, or at least of actual, 
positive carelessness. In other words, this bailee may be 2 errors 
of jadgment. A stronger man or a wiser man might havo done dif- 
ferently from what he did. Butif you cannot go beyond that and 
show that he was culpably or wickedly or ly careless, then I claim 
that he as an innocent man is entitled to be reimbursed. Iclaim that 
that is both good equitable and legal doctrine. 

Mr. REAGAN. question, if the gentleman pleases. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. Would not the gentleman consider it gross neglect 
for a man to lay down money on a counter, in the day-time, so that 
another could reach over,the railing and steal that money? Is not 
that gross negligence ? 

Mr. BOW That is the issue in this case. At the same time 
that this issue of fact may decide this case, the principle underlying 
it ought to be ascertained, because there are other cases coming here 
for decision. Many members have in their charge cases of the rob- 
bery of a postmaster involving the same principles. All these cases 
should besettled upon a general principle; and I state that there is this 
foundation principle governing all such cases, namely: the question 
of due diligence. The question, then, comes 7 5 back to the matter 
of fact suggested by the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN, ] 
whether there was due diligence in this case. And, Mr. Chairman, 
the fact that there was an eight-foot railing for the protection of this 
money ; that the sub-treasurer used, so far as we know and have rea- 
son to believe, his best judgment in providing that railing; that no 
one could reach over that railing without taking extraordinary 
trouble; that it was necessary to climb up and reach over with a 
hook made of wire or something else, thus taking extraordinary, not 
ordinary means to commit the robbery—I say that these facts leave 
no taint of negligence upon this bailee. 

I do not believe that the Government of the United States ought to 
split hairs with the most exact nicety in matters of this kind. I be- 
lieve that we are to decide these cases according to principles of right 
and justice and honorable dealing. Neither on appropriation bills nor 
upon other measures is it the duty of the Government of the United 
States to squeeze men down to the very lowest sums which they can be 
induced to take or to forego the payment of or which the strict letter 
of the law would entitle them to. I believe that the Government of 
the United States is bound, as we are bound in our dealings between 
man and man, to act honestly, justly fairly, equitably, without tak- 
ing advantage of any nice legal quib jes or technicalities. The United 
States cannot afford to be mean or, so to speak, legally dishonest. It 
is the duty of the United States to act liberally—to do what any man 
in private transactions would say is the right, honest, just thing, with- 
out any splitting of legal hairs. It seems to me, therefore, as a matter 
of law, of equity, of right, of justice, of fair and honorable dealing, 
that this man ought to be reimbursed, because no one has shown that 
he was guilty of any intentional wrong-doing and because he was in 
the exercise of reasonable care when this loss occurred. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Mr. Chairman, if I needed anything to convince 
me that the bill before the House is a bad bill—not in itself, but in 
the results to which it may lead as a precedent—I would want nothing 
more convincing than the argument of the gentleman who has just 
preceded me, [Mr. BOWMAN, J for he gives official information, as a 
member of the Claims Committee, that almost every member of this 
House has introduced a similar bill, ready to be put upon its passage 
if we set the example upon this occasion. I say that the principle 
involved is bad. I do not care to dispute the merit of this particular 
bill, although I might be pardoned for questioning it, when the com- 
mittee which has examined the matter is able to report to us only a 
surmise that some adroit thief committed this robbery. 

Though some of my distinguished friends on this side of the House 
have affirmed it, I do not admit it to be true, as a principle of law, 
that a public officer is not an insurer of the moneys in his custody, 
Why, sir, if you go into the Treasury Department, where the poor 

irls are employed whose business it is to count the money of the 

nited States, you will see how quickly the amount is deducted from 
their poor pay when they allow a counterfeit bill to pass their scru- 
tiny unobserved, and you will realize that even an employé receiving 
but $700 or $900 a year is treated as an insurer. Yet in the case un- 


der discussion we find a public officer who voluntarily assumes the 
duties of an office and gives a written obligation that he will faith- 


fully perform his duties and pay over all the money that may come 
into his hands. No exception is made in his contract, of casualties 
by fire, flood, theft, or anything of that sort. His obligation is un- 
conditional, and we make his salary $4,500, or thereabout, because 
he assumes this responsibility. When some clerk in his office steals 
the public money, can the principal officer come to Congress and say, 
“T did not steal, but my clerk did?” 

Now, what is the difference whether it was stolen by the clerk or 
by some outsider? The policy of the law requires that we should 
hold him to a strict accountability. It is impossible to tell when the 
loss is absolutely honest and free from connivance or contrivance. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is one consideration I would like to suggest 
to the gentleman. If this assistant treasurer had the appointment 
of all the men employed under him, his duty and obligation might 
be as the gentleman states. But I think there is an equitable con- 
sideration in his behalf in view of the fact that he is not allowed to 
appoint all his subordinates. They are sent down from Washington— 
some of them, perhaps, upon the recommendation of the gentleman 
from Ohio himself. Therefore I think we should be a little charitable. 

Mr. McMAHON. The gentleman assumes asa fact that which may 
or may not occur. It is not claimed in this case that it was stolen by 
any such clerk. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam speaking of the general rule. 

Mr. McMAHON. But no gentleman can dispute my proposition 
that we 25 5 this officer a large salary because his responsibility is 
large. He assumes the office voluntarily and must meet all its risks. 
Suppose an insurance company, when a loss has been incurred, should 
say to the party insured, You ought not exact from us the payment 
of this loss,” would not the party insured properly say, “ I have paid 
you for assuming this risk, and I want my money.” So when a man 
accepts an office under the Government, and assumes the duty of 
handling the public money, the same principle should apply. We 
know that these positions are eagerly sought for, although itis known 
that the Government of the United States treats an official as an in- 
surer of-every dollar of public money coming into his hands. It is 
eminently proper that we should do so. 

I ask gentlemen to consider the various devices resorted to by offi- 
cers, when their accounts are short, to throw the blame from their own 
shoulders. I do not now allude to this case. Iam speaking of the 
facts of current history. In Ohio, for example, we have had cases 
where a county treasurer has allowed himself to be bound hand and 
foot, so that when discovered it might be supposed that he had been 
set upon by an army of gyda grea who had almost destroyed his 
life in order to force from him the combination of his safe; yet after- 
ward some sharp detective has developed that there was a deficit in 
his accounts, and he submitted to all this in order to hide the fact 
that he was a defaulter. 

So with many postmasters who beg us for relief. Some of them 
are understood to have bumed up their establishments. They have 
a fair insurance on the store. They get the money for that. Maybe 
they make double by their supposed misfortunes. Maybe they get 
the money from the insurance companies and from the Government 
as well. But, sir, we cannot get along in this broad country of ours, 
extending from California to Maine, with comparatively few trusty 
Federal officers to supervise, unless we hold these subordinate officials 
to the letter of their bond. And, gentlemen of the House, whenever 
you depart from that rale you will be converted into a mere court of 
equity, without. any fixed rules for your guidance, to refund to in- 
competent or dishonest men money which they or their subordinates 
have stolen, or carelessly permitted to be stolen, from the people. I 
will repeat, in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, that I have nothing against 
this bill, although I have doubts as to the proof of the theft, but I do 
hope, for the reason I have stated, that this bill will not pass, even 
if the theory of fact upon which the committee has acted shonld be 
accepted to be true. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, as this belongs to a class of claims 
the payment of which I have resisted, I wish to saya word. I think 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McMaHon] comes too late in refer- 
ence to the establishment of the policy of paying this class of claims. 
In the Forty-fourth Congress a claim was presented by a clerk in the 
sub-treasury office at Chicago who in the disch. of his duties had 
received a five-hundred-dollar counterfeit bill. He asked to be re- 
imbursed. Iclaimed that he was a public officer and in the discharge 
of his official duties took that risk, and therefore ought to bear the 
loss. I was told by the committee of which I was a member, and at 
that time chairman, that we could not make insurance agents of these 
officers and that we must reimburse him, because the bill was well 
executed and might well deceive; he had been honest. The claim 
was reported favorably to the House, and as it came from the State 
of Illinois I did not make very strenuous resistance to its payment. 
Everybody in the House voted to pay it. Later there came a claim 
from iota made by the collector of internal revenue, General 
Buckner, involving some $60,000. He had employed his own agent 
and clerk, who had given him a bond in sufficient security for the 
faithful performance of his duties. That clerk defaulted in the 
sum of $60,000 and afterward cut his own throat. The officer had 
acted honestly. He came here and asked to be reimbursed. He 
was an honest man, an honest officer. He was a republican, and 
brought some republican influence to bear, and notwithstanding I 
resisted the payment of the claim, he swept that side of the House, 
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and coming from the blue-grass region, as he did, of course he swept 
this side. Everybody voted for his claim, it was p: and again 
this policy was confirmed. When that was done by this House I 
quit resisting this class of claims; and I have only to say that this 
one is at least as as either of the others, and, therefore, I con- 
sented to its being favorably reported without formal or other oppo- 
sition. But I believed from the first that to begin relieving public 
officers by allowing claims of this class we were entering upon a 
policy which might come home to plague us. 

Mr, CASWELL. This man was not the custodian of specific prop- 
erty. He kept an account with the Government; he kept a debtor 
and creditor account. His undertaking was to faithfully account 
for the moneys that passed into his hands. He might have been ex- 
cused, perhaps, if the money had been lost by an armed force, or by 
riot, or possibly by fire; but this case cannot be distinguished from 
ordinary larceny or burglary, which is committed on the post-oflices 
throughout the United States. 

I concede in the case referred to by the gentleman from Illinois 
that if this money could be traced to an employé of the Government, 
then this man ought to be released. He would have a strong equit- 
able claim. But, as I understand this, the presumption is that some 
outside parties took these funds from the counter, and it cannot be 
traced to the negligence or bad appointment of the Government. It 
does not require gross negligence to fix the liability of this man. 
Any carelessness whatever is sufficient to establish that liability. 
No one will deny—in fact it is conceded—that he would be liable 
upon his bond; hence there is no legal defense. There is no legal 
reason why he should be relieved. There is nothing left but an 
equitable one. It has not the features about it of the case of the 
clerk of internal revenue referred to by the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. Morrison, ] because it is shown there that an employé of the 
Government took the funds. Then, if there be only an equitable 
claim and he was guilty of slight negligence, all the equity falls ont, 
and he is left as the law would fix it. 

I think it would be a very bad precedent; it would only lay the 
foundation for every Government official, who sustains a loss by theft 
or burglary, to present his case to the House and seek relief. 

` Mr: BUTTERWORTH. I wish to ask the 5 a question 
e takes his seat, and itis this: whether this case is not changed 
somewhat in the facts stated by the gentleman from Kentucky ; and 
they are these: after this agent entered on the discharge of his duties 
his responsibilities were greatly increased, other duties were added 
not contemplated at the time he accepted the office and gave his 
bond? As appears from the statement of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, it was in the discharge of these supplemental and additional 
duties which had been imposed upon him after his appointment that 
involved what seems here to be negligence. 

The Governmentincreased his responsibilities, doubled his labor, and 
as the result of that, as stated by the gentleman from Kentucky, this 
loss resulted. It seems to me that that fact of this increase in his 
duties would take this case out of the rule as stated by my colleagne 
from Ohio [Mr. McManon] and by several other gentlemen. It ap- 
pears, however, from the report of the committee that he was guilty 
of negligence, but if he was the Government was derelict in not fur- 
nishing him with the necessary safeguards which the Government 
ought to have furnished to protect the public property. I think every 
consideration of justice requires the passage of this bill. 

Mr.CASWELL. Will my friend permit me to ask him a question ? 
Does he not know that this agent was not required to continue in the 
discharge of the duties of the office if those duties were too onerous 
and too hazardous? If they were doubled up be could have surren- 
dered his commission and ceased to act as such, but while he con- 
tinued to act in that capacity all the responsibilities surrounding him 
must apply as a matter of course. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Chairman, I only wish to say a word. I stated 
that this was not a precedent, but that this bill would be in accord- 
ance with the proceedings of Congress in similar cases since Congress 
was organized. Here are some of the precedents which I will state. 

In the first session of the Forty-third Congress the Hillhouse relief 
act was passed, which reimbursed Mr. Hillhouse in the sum of $185,000. 
Then the Spinner relief act passed in 1873, which reimbursed Mr. 
Spinner in the sum of $61,000 and a fraction. 

The case of Richard B. Boling, surveyor of customs at Louisville, 
Kentucky, was passed in 1872, which reimbursed him in the sum of 
$23,838 which had been lost from his office by embezzlement. The 
ease of John L. Thomas, collector of customs at the port of Balti- 
more, whereby a defalcation by the deputy collector of $27,549.25 was 
refunded to him. The Forty-fifth Congress passed similar bills for 
the relief of George Eyster, John W. Douglass, J.C. McBurney, James 
Johnston, and others, involving the same principle which is exhibited 
in this case, and many other cases of the same kind might be cited. 

Mr. BROWNE. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts inform us 
what the 17 777 is in exacting from an assistant treasurer a bond ? 

Mr. BOWMAN. The object, Mr. Chairman, is to secure that the 
officers of the Government shall be honest, diligent, and faithful, and 
not to give bond against accidents by fire, earthquake, theft, or other 
accidents which are beyond their power. 

Mr. BROWNE. Mr. Chairman, I doubt whether there has ever been 
a loss from the Bitte Treasury by any of its officers or agents that 
has not been relieved by the legislation of Congress. I had a short 
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experience as a representative of the United States some years ago, 
and had occasion to institute a number of suits upon bonds that 
had been executed for the purpose of indemnifying the Government 
against loss. I do not recollect one—I believe I do not recollect a 
single instance—in which relief was not granted, either by the action 
of some one of the Departments or by act of Con 

I remember one case. Under the revenue law, a manufacturer of 
tobacco shipping it out of the district is required to execute a bond 
that the tobacco shall be delivered safely to the collector of the dis- 
trict into which it is to be transported, so that the tax may there be 
collected. In this instance certain tobacco caddies were exhibited 
bearing the mark of the United States inspector, purporting to con- 
tain so much of a particular brand of tobacco. When these boxes 
reached the thirty-second collection district of New York, it turned out 
that instead of containing tobacco they contained bricks, ashes, and 
rubbish. Though it was palpable that the tobacco the boxes should 
have contained had been fraudulently put on the market in the dis- 
trict of Indiana, and the United States cheated of its revenue, yet 
Con believed that notwithstanding this the sureties npon that 
bou oe to be relieved, and it was done. 

Some distiller cheats the Government. It is a clear case that he has 
put his illicit distillation upon the market, perhaps by hundreds of 
barrels, but it turns out that some of his friends—not one implicated 
in the fraud—is his surety. Although the Government has lost the 
revenue the bond was taken to secure, it would be very hard it issaid 
to exact payment from a man in no wise implicated in the frand, and 
hence he is relieved by an act of Con š 

Somebody who is the custodian of the public funds, and I presume, 
as is assumed by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. MOMARON, | the in- 
surer of the safe-keeping of the public funds, by the rascality of a 
clerk or the ingenuity of a thief, loses the money; and because the 
custodian is not to blame, notwithstanding his legal liability, not- 
withstanding he took the office with the burden, assumed the respon- 
sibility, entered into the contract, gave the bond to reimburse the 
Government in the event this loss was incurred, Congress in its gen- 
erosity relieves the principal and relieves his sureties. And so it is 
in all these cases. 

Now, as I understand the law it is this, at least it has been so ad- 
judged by the supreme court of my own State: that the treasurer of 
a county or the treasurer of the State when he receives the fund is 
chargeable with it, and can only be relieved by accounting to the 
county or the State for it dollar for dollar. Neither in case of burg- 
lary nor of accident by fire or flood, nor by the act of the public 
enemy, is he relieved. He can only be relieved by accounting for the 
money, paying over the money, paying it out on the warrant of the 
auditor, or paying it to his successor in office, and I believe that 
ought to be the rule as to all the officers of the Government. We 
pay these men who assume these responsibilities liberal compensation 

or the duties they undertake to perform. 

Mr. SAPP. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. BROWNE. Certainly. 

Mr. SAPP. Something has been said about the liability of bailees. 
Is it not true as a legal principle that bailees for hire are responsible 
for everything? Are they not absolutely insurers except as against 
the acts of God and the public enemy !? 

Mr. BROWNE. The gentleman is correct in his statement as to 
bailees for hire. But I was putting the question on the ground of 
public policy. I say it is publie policy, and it is due to the Govern- 
ment and due to the people that when we have compensated men for 
the responsibilities they assume, when they have contracted to ac- 
count for the moneys in their hands, they should be held absolutely 
liable, excepting, I will say, in extreme and extraordinary cases, 
when the Government may exercise generosity. 

Mr BOWMAN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. BROWNE. With pleasure. P 

Mr. BOWMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana then mean that 
if the funds are destroyed by fire, by the blowing up of the safe by 
night with gunpowder, or by other inevitable and unforeseen acci- 
dents, the man should still be held responsible? 

Mr. BROWNE. I mean precisely what I attempted to say. The 
rule onght to be that the custodian of the public fands should be 
held an insurer of the people’s money that goes into his hands. 

Mr.CARLISLE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima question? 

Mr. BROWNE. I ask the gentleman to allow me to finish the 
point I am now making, and I will then hear his question. I say 
that ought to be the rule. I say, at the same time, that extraordinary 
cases may arise that address themselves so strongly to the sympathy 
of the people’s representatives that relief might be given. But they 
ought to be extraordinary cases, and they ought at least to come 
within the class of cases referred to by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. BowMan.] They ought to result from inevitable acci- 
dent, and there ought to be no shadow of negligence about them. I 
will now hear the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Suppose a case like this, where the officer who 
is sougbt to be held responsible for the safe custody of the money 
has not the appointment of his subordinates. Now, if there were any 
negligence at all in this case it was not the personal negligence of the 
assistant treasurer but the negligence of his subordinates over whose 
appointment or selection he had no control whatever. 
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Mr. BROWNE. That Gnas Be to some extent the question, but 
only so far as the case may address itself to the liberality of the legis- 
lative power. Let me give the gentleman from Kentucky a case, 
which occurred within my own State, and in which there was a de- 
cision of the supreme court of Indiana. A county treasurer received 
money in his official capacity. It was placed in a safe provided by 
the board of county commissioners. He was ordered by the board 
to keep the money thus deposited; and in putting the money there he 
was acting in strict obedience to the requirements of the board, do- 
ing county business. Subsequently his office was entered by burglars. 
The safe was bored into in the night-time and was blown to pieces 
by 3 There was not the slightest evidence of negligence 
on the part of the county treasurer. The money was 6 
subsequently, in the suit brought apon his bond against him and his 
sureties, they were held to be liable by the court, and that decision 
was affirmed by the supreme court. And it is the rule of law to-day 
in the State of Indiana that the treasurer of 2 county is absolutely 
responsible for the funds committed to his keeping, notwithstanding 
they may be lost by theft or by flood or fire, er other inevitable acci- 
dent. And notwithstanding the compensation of these officers is by 
no means large, we have found no trouble in Indiana in getting very 
respectable gentlemen to accept that office, with all the responsibili- 
ties imposed upon it by the law and by the decision of the supreme 
court of the State. 

I did not intend, Mr. Chairman, to discuss this question so long. I 
simply desired to assert a principle. This Government ought to lay 
it down—it is the only rule of safety—that custodians of its funds 
and custodians of its property shall be absolutely responsible for the 
return of the money and the property intrusted to them. It is the 
only rule of safety. Reference has been made to a number of cases 
where relief has been given by past Congresses; and it would be ex- 
ceedingly difficult, in my judgment, to refer to cases in which relief 
of that kind has been refused by pairs. she 

Of the thousands of dollars, I might say of the millions, of the 

ublic funds that have been lost in this way v little has ever 
n accounted for. And if we go on as we have begun it will be 
understood by every officer of the Government who accepts the trusts 
that may be imposed upon him that he is simply to be reasonably 
diligent, and if any clerk steals the money in his keeping, or if any 
thief steals it, or if he loses it in some mysterious way which he is 
unable to comprehend—perhaps finally it may go so far that if he 
happens to invest it in some important speculation, to take a corner 
in the Chicago wheat market, or in any other way loses the money 
of the Government, and is, unfortunately, unable to pay it himself, 
and the loss must fall upon his sureties, innocent men, then the Gov- 
ernment will relieve him and them from the loss, and neither he nor 
they will be held to any responsibility whatever. 

Now; if yor leave these gentlemen to understand that the Govern- 
ment will hold them to a strict 1 there will be fewer 
losses in the future than there have been in the past. If you will 
make these Government officers understand that Congress will refuse 
relief, or, if it gives any at all, it must be in a strong case, where 
there is neither taint of fraud, shadow of dishonesty, nor suspicion of 
negligence—if you have that understood, then men will not permit 
their thousands and thousands of dollars to lie loosely on their tables 
or counters in the reach of thieves when there is a safe within five 
feet of them, you maY take my word for it. 

If we have established the precedents which have been referred to 
it is time that we should reverse them and establish a new order of 
things. We have gone far enough in that direction. Ido not say it 
in any spirit of unkindness, but it is unfortunately the fact that there 
is scarcely any iniquitous thing that can come before a legislative 
body anywhere by which money is to be taken from the treasury in 
favor of which some precedent may not be quoted. 

Mr. LAPHAM. It is undoubtedly true, Mr. Chairman, that a pub- 
lic officer is liable for the loss of funds intrusted to his care, whether 
that loss be by fire, or by theft, or from any other cause. Why is this 
so? It is because the officer executes to the Government a bond, con- 
ditioned that he will account for and pay over all such moneys in- 
trasted to his care. It is because his official bond is without excep- 
tion of loss by fire or by theft. In other words, it is because “it is 
nominated in the bond. 

And yet the object of an official bond is not to guard against the 
destruction of trust funds by fire; not to prevent thieves from“ bresk- 
ing through” and stealing them. The object of an official bond is to 
secure personal fidelity on the part of the official, a faithful discharge 
of official duty on his part, and an honest administration of his affairs 
as an officer. When he has done that he has done all that in fact was 
intended to be secured by requiring of him a bond with sureties, ex- 
cept such sureties are req in order to indemnify the Government 
against loss in case of the failure and bankruptcy of the principal. 

When you come to the question of a loss of trust funds in the hands 
of an official by an act in which he was in no sense a participant, 
and for which he is in no sense responsible, his case should be treated, 
and always has been treated, precisely as the case of a personal or 
private agent who has given no official bond. 

Now, suppose a person intrusts to his agent moneys for the purpose 
of being disb , and those moneys, without the fault or neglect 


of the agent, are taken from him by larceny or destroyed by the 
casualty of fire. There is no rule of law which will justify the prin- 
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cipal in such case in ce. tad agent responsible for fands thus lost 
or thus feloniously taken from him, On the contrary, the rule of 
the common law and the rule of common sense is, that if the agent 
has fully performed his duty, has taken reasonable care and precau- 
tion in protecting the property of his principal and in the discharge 
of his duty, he is not liable to his principal. It is for his neglect and 
want of proper care only that he can be made liable by the principles 
of the common law. What constitutes want of proper care in such cases 
depends very much upon the circumstances of each case. More care 
and diligence should be required in relation to a package of money 
than would be demanded in relation to a bale of goods. 

It is true, I repeat again, that an officer must be held liable, if he 
has given a bond, no matter how faithfully he has performed his duty, 
unless he is in some way relieved. That is the precise foundation of 
all the acts of Congress which have provided relief to public officers 
in this class of cases. 

The true question in every such case is, do the facts show that the 

ublic officer who asks to be relieved was free from any fault or neg- 
ect on his part? If that be the fact in this case, if the committee 
who have examined the case have arrived at the conclusion as a mat- 
ter of fact that there was no nogligengo on the part of the officer, and 
the evidence in the case justifies that conclusion of the committee, 
then there ought to be relief granted in this case, as there has been 
in every other case of like character. 

This whole case turns upon the simple point whether this officer was 
free from any fault on his part. I cannot subscribe to the doctrine ad- 
yanced by some gentlemen that unless he was guilty of gross negli- 
gence he is entitled to compensation. If the officer has been guilty 
of any want of proper care and reasonable caution that neglect affords 
just ground for denying his claim to relief. 

I put this class of ¢ and the relief which should be granted on 
them upon the analogous theory of the common law, that where a 
person asks anaga at the hands of another by reason of the alleged 
negligence with which the other is charged, he must in all cases come 
into court with clean hands and show that he was free from any neg- 
ligence on his part contributing to the injury of which he complains. 
So a public officer who is primarily liable, who has given his bond to 
account for the moneys which he receives, must be compelled to ac- 
count for them unless he establishes that without any fault on his 
part, with entire fidelity on his part to his official obligati®ns and 
trust, the funds which have been placed in his hands have been in 
some way taken from him or destroyed by casualty beyond his con- 
trol. If the facts in this case meet the rule as I have endeavored 
briefly to state it, then I am in favor of voting for this claim. Un- 
less they come up to such standard the bill should not in my judgment 
receive the sanction of the House. The committee, as I remember 
the reading of the report, acquit the claimant of all blame for the 
loss of the money in question, and acting upon that theory I shall 
support the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation ? 

The question being taken, it was decided in the negative—ayes 62, 
noes 72. 

GEORGE EYSTER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2796) for the relief of George Eyster. 

The Clerk was proceeding to read the bill, when 

Mr. O’NEILL moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope the committee will not rise. We might sit 
awhile longer, as we have a holiday to-morrow. 

The motion of Mr. O'NEILL was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinoi 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. KENNA repo: 
that the Committee of the Whole, having had under consideration 
the Private Calendar, had directed him to report, with a recommenda- 
tion that it be not passed, the bill (H. R. No. 1542) for the relief of 
Charles Clinton, of New Orleans, late assistant treasurer at New Or- 
leans, Louisiana. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move that the House adjourn. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. TAL- 

BOTT, for two days, on account of important business. 
MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair, 
on behalf of the Speaker, asks unanimous consent for the correction 
of an erroneous reference. Yesterday a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treas relative to the marine hospital service was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. It should have gone to 
the Committee on Commerce; and that reference will now be made, 
if there be no objection. j 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. DUNNELL that the 
House adjourn, it was to; aud accordingly (at three o’clock 
and forty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday next. 


PETITIONS; ETC. 
The following memorials, petitions, and other pa rs were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 
By the SPEAKER: The petition of Lucretia Mott, Maria Mott 
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Davis, M. Louise Thomas, Edward M. Davis, J. F. Beecher, R. W. B. 
Cornelius, M. D., and others, citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 
for a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States, 
prohibiting Congress or any State from abridging the right of citi- 
zens of the United States to vote on account of sex, or for any reason 
not equally applicable to all citizens of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Also, the petitions of Rachael Foster, of Julia T. Foster, of Mary 
R. Galloway, and of Catharine E. Salsbury, for the removal of their 
political disabilities—to the same committee. ~ 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of soldiers and citizens of Wash- 
ington County, Kansas, forequalization of bounties—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BEALE: The petition of H. O. Claughton & Co., accom- 
panied by draught of bill, for the incorporation of the Capitol Hill 
and Potomac Railway Company of the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of Orin Hatch and others, citizens of 
Wisconsin, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee 
on Patents. « 2 : 

Also, the petition of William P. Atwell, for the correction of his 
official record as an officer of volunteers in the late war—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. a y : 

Also, the petition of James Orvis and other citizens of Wisconsin, 
for the passage of a law regulating interstate commerce to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of W. A, Meredith, J. W. Saun- 
ders, and 45 other soldiers of the civil war, Kentucky volunteers, 
against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOSEPH G.CANNON: The petition of O. Newton and others, 
of Hammond, Illinois, for additional pay to soldiers of the late war— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

Also, the petition of Simon Leroy, for an increase of pension to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: Papers in relation to the pension claim of Eliza- 
beth McKay—to the same committee. ? 

Also, a paper in relation to the pension claim of Elizabeth Hull— 
to the same committee, 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of citizens of Osceola County, 
Iowa, that Sioux City be made a place for holding the district and 
circuit courts for the district of-lowa—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of the mayor and city council of New 
Bedford, Massachusetts, and 230 citizens, for some prompt legislation 
which will give to the rightful claimants a distribution of the Geneva 
award—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of George O. Crocker and 78 others, of Massa- 
chusetts, who suffered damage by the acts of the so-called confed- 
erate cruisers, for the passage of a law which shall provide for the 
futher distribution of the Geneva award which was received by the 
United States in 1873, and a large portion of which is yet withheld— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Memorial of the Manatee SIDES Association, 
of Florida, calling attention to the deplorable condition of the In- 
dians in that State, and asking for legislation that will afford needed 
relief—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: The petition of Charles Crocker, presi- 
dent of the Southern Pacific Railroad Kompany, for a reduction of 
the duty on steel rails to $10 per ton—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DE LA MATYR: The petition of J, H. Cannon and 41 others, 
that the pay of Union soldiers and sailors be made equal to specie at 
the time they were paid—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of E. K. Pickett and 40 others, 
citizens of Minnesota, for the passage of the interstate-commerce 
bili—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of E. K. Pickett and 40 others, of Minnesota, for 
the amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FROST: The petition of Malin Fowler & Co., to have 
special taxes refunded which have been twice paid—to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of veterans of the Mexican war, of 
East Tennessee, that pensions be granted to soldiers of said war—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUTCHINS: The petition of Samuel Ross, United States 
Army, retired, for back pay, &c.—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fai 


airs. 
By Mr. JOHNSTON: The petition of Peyton Johnston, for pay for 
roperty taken and used by the United States Army at Richmond, 
Virginia, in the year 1865—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of J. W. Collins and 6 others, that a 
military . to which they belonged during the late war be 
recognized by the War Department to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. KEIFER: The petition of A. C. Rockatield and 160 others, 
Union soldiers of the late wär, for the equalization of bounties—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. MCMILLIN: The petition of T. J. 
rington, for the establishment of a post-route 


and Elmore Car- 
m Bloomington to 


Granville, Tennessee—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Roads. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of Captain P. D. Bricker and 75 
others, late Union soldiers, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, 
in relation to the settlement of pension claims—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ý P 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of Jacob H. Reed and 18 other sol- 
diers, of Hudson, Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORSE: Papers roa to the claim of Joseph B. Eaton 
for pay for horses furnished the United States Army in California in 
1846—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORTON: The petition of the Central and South Ameri- 
can Cable Company, for aid in the form of a contract for Govern- 
ment messages—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: The panaon of John J. Farrar and 23 others, 
against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PAGE: The petition of William D, Haley, for pay for serv- 
ices rendered the United States as an officer of the Second North 
Carolina Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of soldiers of Iowa, for additional 
pay—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of 226 citizens of Muscatine City, for appropria- 
tions to continue work at that place on the river-front—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. REAGAN: The petition of the National Board of Steara 
Navigation, for compulsory physical examination of seamen—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. THOMAS RYAN: Papers relating to the claim of Orren D. 
Lemert, late captain First Regiment Mississippi Volunteer Infantry, 
African descent, for pay as a captain of infantry from July 25, 1863, 
to December 28, 1863—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of H. Fones for pay as a second 
lieutenant United States Army from June 7, 1863, until the date of 
his discharge—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JAMES W. SINGLETON: The petition of the officers and 
jurors of the United States district and circuit courts for the sonth- 
ern district of Illinois, that the per diem of jurors be increased to 
$3—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. URNER: The petition of Lieutenant Charles W. Embrey 
and 201 other ex-soldiers, for the passage of the Weaver bill relating 
to the pay of soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of Orrin Doty, Nathaniel Hancox, and 
others, citizens of aR is Connecticut, for the improvement of 
the harbor at Block Island—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WARD: The petition of Herman Miller, for the extension 
of patents for the improvement in sheet-metal cans and for soldering 
sheet-metal cans—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WEAVER: The petition of Jesse Keith, of Rosewood, Ken- 
tucky, and 147 others, asking Con to abolish national banks and 
replace their circulation with full legal-tender greenbacks, and for 
the unrestricted coinage of standard silver dollars—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of H. D. Platt and 26 others, citi- 
zens of Washtenaw County, Michigan, for legislation to protect inno- 
cent purchasers, makers, and users of patented articles—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of H. D. Platt and 26 others, citizens of Washte- 
naw County, Michigan, for legislation against transportation mo- 
nopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

y Mr. WILLIS: The petitions of citizens of Louisville, Kentucky, 
for the passage of Senate bill No. 843 and House bill No. 3524, relat- 
ing to pensioners—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of N. A. Shuttleworth, James Mon- 
roe, and others, for the payment of fees to grand jurors, petit jurors, 
witnesses, and others, for their mil and per diem in attending the 
United States district court of Virginia, now West Virginia, during 
the spring term of said court in 1661—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of George W. Silcott and others, for an appro- 
pranon to improve the Little Kanawha River, in West Virginia, by 

ocks and dams—to the Committee on Commerce. 


IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 19, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved, 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers concerning the pay- 
ment of the first installment of the annual compensation of James B. 
Eads for the maintenance of the channel at the South Pass, Missis- 
sippi River, for the quarter ending October 30, 1879; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Commissary-General of Sub- 
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sistence, suggesting the propriety of having the building for the libra- 
ries of the several bureaus of his department exempted from the 
operation of the act of Feb 26, 1879; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report of Major Godfrey Weitzel, Corps of 
Engineers, on the superintendence, management, and repair of the 
Louisville and Portland Canal for the year ending December 31, 1879; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

eè also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the Auditor of Railroad 
Accounts, relative to a deficiency of $750 for tavoline ma incidental 
expenses of his office for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
2 He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War calling attention to a letter of his predecessor, of the 22d of 
May, 1878, recommending an appropriation of $10,529.49 to complete 
the purchase of Ringgold Barracks, Texas, under the decree of the dis- 
trict court of Starr County. in that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
in bills ; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

4 bill (H. R. No. 3108) amending the charter of the Grand Lodge 
of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows of the District of Columbia ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3559) for the relief of L. H. Hershfield & Brother; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2518) for the relief of Nelson Lyon and Jeremiah 
S. James; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3562) donating condemned cannon and cannon- 
balls to the Soldiers’ Monument Association of Birmingham, Con- 
necticut. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The aoe also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution ; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. K. No. 3496) directing the removal of obstructions from 
the harbor at the Delaware breakwater; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 156) to correct an error in the “Act 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the year ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes.” 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the l4th instant, approved and signed the following act and joint 
resolution : 

An act (S. No. 819) to authorize the laying of a telegraphic cable 
from the mainland in Rhode Island to Block Island; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 58) touching the Hot Springs reserva- 
tion, in the State of Arkansas. 

The message also announced that the President had, on the 16th 
instant, approved and signed the act (S. No. 62) for the delivery to 
Samuel Lord, jr., receiver, of certain bonds now in the Treasury of 
the United States. 

THE GENEVA AWARD FUND. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to ask the attention of the hon- 
orable Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN, ] the chairman of the Ju- 
diciary Committee, to a petition which I am about to present. 

I present the petition of Rufus A. Willis and 22 others, citizens of 
Massachusetts, praying for immediate action in regard to the Geneva 
award. These 5 av some of them, ship-owners, others mer- 

e 


chants, others the assignees of estates which are in bankruptcy ; some 
of them persons very extensively known in the business world in their 
part of the country. The claims which they represent against the sum 


of money in the Treasury of the United States received from Great 
Britain under the Geneva award are claims sufficient in amount, in 
many instances, to be large and competent fortunes for the support of 
an entire family. They claim that the money which is their due has 
been in the possession of the United States for about seven years, and 
that they have so far failed to obtain from Congress any decision of 
the justice of their claims. 

All the members of the Judiciary Committee, without exception, 
have had occasion in the past to investigate the question as to the 
principles upon which the remains of the Geneva award ought to be 
distributed. Most of them, if not nll, have expressed publicly in 
debate their opinion. A large majority of the present members of the 
Senate have considered and have discussed, at one time or another, 
this question. Bills have been introduced in past Congresses, which 
have passed one branch or the other, to dispose of this question. They 
have failed by reason of the lateness of time, so that when the House 
of Representatives passed a bill, the Senate did not dispose of it, or 
when the Senate passed a bill, the House of Representatives did not 
dispose of it. It is, therefore, manifestly necessary if this question 
is ever to be disposed of, that itshall be isposed of by some measure, 
reported from the committee which has charge of it, early in the first 
regular session of a Congress. 


I desire to say that many other petitions to the same effect will be 


resented from claimants in husetts within a few days; and 

‘or the satisfaction of the petitioners I inquire of the honorable chair- 
man of the Judiciary Committee whether it will not be in the power 
of his committee to report at an early day, and before the general 
business of the country presses upon the attention of the Senate, a 
measure dis ing of this question ? 

Mr. THU: . Mr. President, I quite concur in the opinion that 
the Government ought to distribute this money to the persons who 
are entitled to it; but in order to do so, we have to upon some 
proposition for its distribution. So far Congress has never been able 
to agree, aud no committee has ever been able to arrive at a unani- 
mous report. The first bill which became a law, providing for the 
court of commissioners of Alabama claims, which was passed upon 
the report of a majority of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, 
and concurred in by the House, excluded from the list of claimants 
the very persons—artificial persons, it is trae—who, in the judgment 
of the minority of the committee, had as plain a right to that money 
as any Senator on this floor has to the house which he owns and in 
which he lives. That bill passed. There was no question but that 
the persons provided for in that bill were entitled to their pay ; every- 
body agreed to that, and 8 have been paid, with the exception of 
a few cases here and there where some sailor or other person was not 
in time in presenting his claim ; but those cases are very few indeed ; 
in fact but one such case has come to my knowledge. 

Then there is a surplus remaining, after paying the claims provided 
by the law and adjudicated by the court of commissioners of Alabama 
claims. What is to be done with that? Why, sir, no committee of 
this body or of the other House has ever been able to come to a unani- 
mous conclusion upon that subject. The two Houses have never been 
able to come together upon that subject. The matter is now before 
the Judiciary Committees of both Houses. We have before the Sen- 
ate Judiciary Committee a number of bills that have been referred to 
us by the Senate, a great multitude of petitions, and some resolutions, 
I believe, upon the subject. There has been no fault upon the 
of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate in considering this subject. 
They have considered it at every session. They considered it and re- 
ported a bill at last winter’s regular session. Since then the member- 
ship of that committee has undergone some change. Three new 
members have been placed upon the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the honorable chairman if 
it is not true that each of those gentlemen whom he designates as new 
members has made a very elaborate speech upon the subject, in his 
place as a Senator, in favor of one sae TY of distributing this award? 
One of them, the honorable Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. CARPENTER, ] 
I am quite sure has, and I think the others have done so. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator does not refer to the same members 
that Ido. The Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. LAMAR, ] who has been 
added to the committee, has never, so far as I know, made any speech 
upon the question. He may have done so, but I am not aware of it. 

Mr. HOAR. He was a member of the House when the matter was 
reported upon there. - 

r. THURMAN. The Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. GARLAND] I am 
sure has never made any remarks upon the subject. The Senator 
from Mississippi has not been able to take his seat at this session, and 
the Senator from New York, [Mr. CONKLING, I whose constituents are 
so deeply interested in this question, owing to ill-health has been able 
to do scarcely any business at all in the committee at this session. 
Under these circumstances we have not been able to determine upon 
a bill. I can only say that we shall take the subject up as soon as 
we ibly can and work upon it until we arrive at some conclusion, 
until we agree or agree to disagree, which is quite as likely as any- 
thing else according to our former experience. There is no intention 
on the part of the committee to delay the consideration of the ques- 
tion, for there is not a member of the committee who does not feel, 
as everybody else feels, that this money ought to be distributed to 
those who are entitled to it, and that Congress ought to have learn- 
sos, Pigg h and sense enough to find out who they are. 

. HOAR. I did not mean in what I said to impute any laches 
to that learned and able committee, but it is true that the report 
from that committee, to which the Senator from Ohio alludes, made 
to the last Congress, was made at so late a day that it was impossi- 
ble for the Senate to take up and dispose of the question before the 
final adjournment on the 4th of March. It is also true that nearly 
or quite every member of the committee, and a majority of the mem- 
bers of the Senate, have considered carefully this question hereto- 
fore. It is not therefore a matter like a question before the Commit- 
tee on Claims, which involves the examination of private rights or the 
investigation of facts anew, it is not like a question of framing a new 
legal mechanism to accomplish some object, which requires a new 
and careful consideration by the committee. The Senate will deal 
with the question, perhaps, as intelligently in the absence of a re- 
port as in the presence of a report from the committee; and I give notice, 
without imputing any laches to the committee, that if the failure to make 
an early report shall hereafter appear to be caused by the failure of 
the members of that honorable commi to agree among themselves, 
I shall submit a motion to discharge them from the attempt to agree, 
and to bring the bill directly before the Senate for its consideration, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


1880. 


Mr. CONKLING subsequently said: I learn that a moment f 
when I was not in the Chamber, an inquiry was made touching the 
Geneva award bill, so called, and the action of the Committee on the 
Judiciary thereon. The honorable Senatorfrom Ohio, the chairman of 
that committee, was kind enough, I understand, to say that a willing- 
ness had existed on his part to defer action upon that bill for some 
convenience of mine. I am greatly obliged to that honorable Sena- 
tor for the willingness thus expressed, but I wish to say, allusion hay- 
ing been made to the subject, that my position in the committee 
touching the Geneva award bill has been so often, and I hope so 
plainly, expressed, as it has been in the Senate both by vote and other- 
wise, I should not feel that I ought to ask a moment’s delay in ac- 
tion upon that subject, even though I were not able at the time to be 
present. I am always ready to vote upon the question, it being one 
which has been discussed and considered much, and I am sure the 
honorable Senator from Ohio knows of me, as I know of him very well 
the position which is held by us both. 

Mr. THURMAN. What I said could not have conveyed the idea 
that the consideration of this subject had been postponed in commit- 
tee at the request of the Senator from New York, for no such request 
was made; but the Senator from Mississippi being absent and the 
Senator from New York being in ill-health, and the committee hav- 
ing a t deal of other business to attend to, have not seen fit to 
take at matter up so far, but no doubt will do so at a very early day. 

Mr.CONKLING. The honorable Senator will pardon me for having 
fallen into any little inaccuracy. I happened not to be present at the 
moment and received only in general from him the remark which he 
made. I thought the Senate might get the impression, or possibly 
those beyond ‘hs Senate interested, that delay had occurred at least 
in consequence of my absence from a meeting of the committee, and 
I only wish to say that I hope there will be no delay in respect of me, 
as I am ready always to vote upon the question. je 

Mr. HAMLIN. Ipresentthe petitions of A. J. Bird and other claim- 
ants, who allege that they have suffered losses in consequence of the 
so-called confederate cruisers, and praying for immediate action by 
Congress in relation to the Geneva award fund, and that such legis- 
lation may pass as will bring relief to them and to a large class of 
persons similarly situated. I move its reference to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I tere the petitions of G. W. Brown and others, 
citizens of Rockland, Maine, referring to the same subject, who pray 
for immediate legislation, that opportunity may be given to the par- 
ties interested to bring their claims before some properly constituted 
tribunal. I move its reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. JONES, of Florida, presented the petition of Fernando J. 
Moreno, late United States marshal for the southern district of Florida, 
raying compensation for providing for fourteen hundred and thirty 
cans captured from Cuban slavers on the high seas by United 
States steamers and delivered into his custody in the year 1860 ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of A. J. Murat and others, citizens of 
Apalachicola, Florida, praying for an appropriation by Congress for 
the improvement of the Apalachicola River and Bay ; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the memorial of Nathaniel Spooner, Eben 
Howes, and R. T. G. Candage, a committee of the trustees of the Ma- 
rine Society of Boston, urging upon Con the necessity, in the 
interests of commerce and of humanity, of an appropriation by Con- 

ess, in accordance with the recommendation of the Chief of the 
bos Department, for the ing and deepening of the Scituate 
Harbor in that State, so as to make it available for a harbor of refuge. 
I move the reference of the memorial to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. DAWES presented the memorial of Henry A. Weeks and oth- 
ers, soldiers of the late war and citizens of Massachusetts, and the 
petition of P. A. Sweet and others, soldiers of the late war, remon- 
strating against the e of the bill (S. No. 496) for the examina- 
tion and adjudication of pension claims; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARPENTER 3 the petition of Mrs. Emma A. Hatch 
and others, citizens of Fond du Lac, Fond du Lac County, Wiscon- 
sin; the petition of Mary J. Plumer and others, citizens of Warsaw 
and Weston, Marathon County, Wisconsin; the petition of C. E. 
Fleming and others, citizens of Amherst, gia, County, Wiscon- 
sin, and the petition of H. A. Ancutt, M. D., and others, citizens of 
Jenny, Marathon County, Wisconsin, praying for an amendment to 
the Constitution providing that the right of suffrage shall be based 
on citizenship, and that citizens, native or naturalized, shall enjoy 
the right equally without any distinction founded on sex; which 
were referred to the Committee on the 3 

Mr. FERRY. In connection therewith I may be permitted to offer 
a joint resolution covering such an amendment. As itis short and 
of universal interest, I ask that it be read at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘Choe joint resolution will be laid on the 
table, and announced under that order of business. 

Mr. FERRY presented the memorial of Christopher F. Lanbirch 
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and others, soldiers of the late war, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the bill (S. No. 496) for the examination and adjudication of 
pension claims; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD presented the petition of Augusta Clark and 
others, heirs of John Clark, deceased, of Johnson County, Iowa, 
praying for the passage of a law authorizing the payment to them 
of certain moneys improperly withheld from the deceased as register 
of the land office at lowa City, lowa; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of Thomas 
G. Corbin, captain on the retired list, praying to be restored to the- 
active list of the Navy, with the rank of commodore; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the memorial of A. Bradley and others, 
owners and agents of steam and sail vessels on the northern lakes, 
Superior, Michigan, Huron, Saint Clair, Erie, and Ontario, represent- 
ing the owners of five hundred and eighty-three vessels at different 
ports, at an average season capacity of ten trips and 6,355,740 tons, 
remonstrating against the construction of aswinging bridge over the- 
Detroit River at the city of Detroit; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Hannah Roche, of the city 
of Washington, praying for the passage of a special act granting her 
a pension on account of services rendered by her daughter during the 
late war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SLATER presented the petition of the Board of Trade of Port- 
land, Oregon, praying Congress for an appropriation of $150,000 for 
the improvement of the Lower Columbia River; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of A. 8. Lockwood and others, actual 
settlers on The Dalles, Oregon, military reservation, praying for the 
passage of an act authorizing the sale of that reservat.on to those 
settlers at a fixed price per acre; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

He also presented the petition of H, Villard, president of the Ore- 
gon Railway and Navigation Company, praying oe to enact a 
law that the duty hereafter imposed on steel rails be specific 
at a rate not exceeding $10 per ton; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petiticn of John Merryman, president 
of the American Agricultural Society, praying for the passage of a law 
8 to that associgtion a charter; which was referred to the 

committee on Agriculture, 

Mr. CALL presented the penton of B. M. Williams and others, citi- 
zens of Columbia and Alachua Counties, Florida, praying for an ap- 
8 of $20,000 for the opening of the Santa Fé River in that 

tate; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I present the memorial of Albert Sichel, of the 
city of New York, calling attention to certain loose and faulty methods 
connected with the infernal revenue, particularly in applying foil 
wrappers to tobacco. As it is a very important matter, and as grave 
charges are preferred in the memorial, I ask that it be read. z 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be reported, the Chair 
hearing no objection. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the memorial. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think it necessary to read that long paper, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey has asked 
that the memorial be reported at length. Does the Senator from 
Iowa object! 

Mr. ALLISON. If we have all the petitions that are presented 
here by individuals upon different topics read at length we shall have 
very little else in the RECORD. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask that the memorial be printed in the 
RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Finance, and I invite 
their attention to the subject. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate of the United States of America: 


The undersigned, Albert Sichel, a citizen of the United States and a resident 
of the city of New York, begs leave to submit to your honorable body for its con- 
sideration his objections to the existing mode of printing and supplying foil wrap- 
pers for tobacco with United States revenne-stamps printed thereon. 

Section 3369 of the Revised Statutes of the United States provides for the manu- 
facture of tobacco-stamps ; directs that they shall be forwarded to the collectors of 
internal revenue; regulates what amount of stamps each collector shall keep on 
hand, and im upon the Commissioner of Internal Revenue the duty to prescribe 
proper and effective modes of cancellation. As to revenue-stamps printed on foil 
wrappers for tobacco these provisions are utterly disregarded, and the manner in 
which these stamps are now made, supplied, and canceled makes fraud upon the 
revenue an easy matter, and renders detection almost impossible. 

These stamps are made by John J. Crooke, of New York, under the terms of two 
contracts entered into by himself and the Government. One, dated March 2, 
1875, is for the printing of stamps for one-ounce packages of tobacco; the other, 
made in 1879, is for stamps for larger packages. 

To form a correct idea of the abases to which the present system is subject, it is 
necessary to consider how these stamps are made, how they reach the manufact- 
urers of tobacco, and how they are canceled. 

1, How are these stamps made? They are printed in the city of New York 
under the supervision of one nt of the Treasury. The same agent has been 
employed in the same capacity, in the same building, for about nine years. Henot 
only acts aa the agent for the Government, but mana; the pfinting business 
for the contractor. He employs, pays, and discharges workmen, buys supplies, and 
does other work for the contractor which is entirely incompatible with the duties 
of a Government agent c with the protection of the revenue against every 


one, particularly against the contractor. 
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It is se aad | impossible for this agent, even if there should exist on his part any 
desire so to do, to properly fulfill his duty; since one man cannot, in the nature of 
things, control a business so complicated as that carried on in connection with the 
rinting of these stamps. Upon the same premises the stamps are made, the foil 
or them is manufactured, and a printing business is done, employing the 
same presses alternately for private work and Government stamps. 

While the Government maintains in the Treasury building at Washington an 
extensive and costly establishment for the manufacture of stamps, and for the 
supervision of the work by an intricate system of checks and counter-checks, it 
permits the same kind of work to be done in New York under the sole control of 
one officer, 

2, How are these stamps 1 to manufacturers of tobacco! 

Section 3369 of the Revised Statutes directs that “such stamps shall be furnished 
to the collectors requiring them, and each collector shall keep at all times a supply 

ual in amount to three months’ sale thereof.” 

Stamped foil wrappers are not shipped to collectors of internal revenue, but are 
sent from the place where they are printed direct to the manufacturers of tobacco 
upon an order of a collector, and no collector keeps any supply on hand as the 
law makes it mandatory upon him to do. 

It is therefore clear, since the collectors are excluded from any control over the 
stamps, that by collasion between a manufacturer of tobaceo and this one Govern- 
ment official at the stamp-printing office in New York fraud upon the revenue can 
be practiced without any probability of detection. 

3. How are these stamps canceled! 

The object of canceling a stamp is to indicate by peony: or defacing it that it 
has been used, thereby preventing its subsequent use. m the foil wrapper in 
question there is printed a small circular sign or ring, purporting to be the can- 
cellation, bearing the name of the manufacturer for whom the ee is intended 
and a fictitious date of cancellation. The stamp and this so-called cancellation 
are printed by one and the same impression, so that The Manip has never existed 
uncanceled. A stamped wrapper can without difficulty be taken from a package 
and used again, without showing any trace of its previous use. x 

Attached hereto is one of these stamped wrappers, and the best proof of the in- 
efficiency of the cancellation will be found in the fact that it is impossible to see 
whether this wrapper has been used or not. 

There*is no excuse for the present system. It isin clear violation of the law. 
It exposes the revenue to fraud, both in the manufacture and distribution of the 
stamp, and in the liability of its repeated use; and has not even the palliation of 
being the best the Department bas at its service, as the stamps printed at the 
Government offices in Washington are in every respect preferable. They are bet- 
ter made, and therefore not so easily counterfeited; they are supplied according 
to law, and under the regulations of the Department they must so affixed that 
in opening a package of tobacco the stamp is perforce destroyed. The same loose- 
mess which pervades the entire system of making, supplying, and canceling 
stamped wrappers is also noticeable in the form of the contracts. 

The contract of March 2, 1875, does not even designate in what city or State this 
stamp-printing establishment should be located; nor does it exact from the con- 
tractor any bond for his compliance with its terms. 

For manufacturers of tobacco there can beno legitimate advantage o 
nitude derived from the system. It is true they save the labor of xing and can- 
celing the stamps; but the ig va of printing upon foil is ter than that of 
printing upon paper, and this difference must, if not entirely balance, necessarily 
reduce that advantage to an insignificance. The defects and the illegality of the 
system have been repeatedly pointed out to the Department, but it has not seen fit 
to abolish it. 

And your pranane prays that your honorable body take such action in this 
matter as in its wisdom it may deem just and proper. 

And your petitioner will ever pray. 


of any mag- 


> ALBERT SICKEL. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the petition of Daniel Houlihan, of Rhode 
Island, praying to be allowed arrears of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BALDWIN presented the memorial of A. Woodward and 22 oth- 
ers, soldiers of the late war and citizens of Michigan, remonstrating 
against the passage of the bill (S. No, 496) for the examination and ad- 

_judication of pension claims; which was referred to the Committee on 
ensious. 

He also presented the petition of H. J. Matthews aud 98 others, 
citizens of Wayne County, 8 praying for the passage of a law 
authorizing the payment to soldiers of the difference between the 
value of greenbacks and gold at the time they performed their serv- 
ices; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Thomas Vose, president of the 
Boston, Concord, and Montreal Railroad Company, praying for a re- 
duction of the duty on steel rails from 828 to $10 per ton; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present the ee of Anna B. Underwood, Har- 
riett B. Sargent, Mary Cary Hulett, J. M. Underwood, A. F. Wilson, 
C. F. Young, and others, citizens of Wabasha County, Minnesota, 
praying for the following amendment to the national Constitution: 

ARTICLE XVI. 

The right of suffrage in the United States shall be based on citizenship and shall 
‘be regulated by Congress, and all citizens of the United States, native or natural- 
ized, shall enjoy this right equally, without any distinction of sex. 

I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. ? 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM. Ialso present the petition of William F. Bacon, 
sergeant-major of the Thirteenth Illinois Cavalry, and 246 others, 
stating briefly that they were soldiers in the late war of the rebell- 
ion and enlisted in the Army of the United States for the preserva- 
tion of the Government, and served honorably and faithfully in the 
‘same, and were promised certain bounties on condition that they 
volunteered for the suppression of the rebellion. “ Having done so, 
we were unfortunately taken sick, losing our health, which a great 
number of us never fully recovered, and were discharged from the 
United States Army upon a surgeon’s certificate of disability, thereby 
causing part of us to lose all our bounty, and a part nearly all, which, 
because of such discharge, was not our fault, and wholly beyond our 
control. We,therefore, ask your honorable body to pass a law grant- 
ing fall bounty to all soldiers discharged for diseases contracted in 
the line of duty on a surgeon’s certificate of disability, the same as 


if discharged for wounds received in action or after having served 
the full term of enlistment. The petitioners desire to say that the 
consider this but an act of justice due to this class of soldiers, an 
they respectfully urge upon Congress the passage of the law referred 

. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. ; 

The motion was agreed to. i 

Mr. GARLAND presented the memorial of T. C. Pepkins and others, 
citizens of Hot Springs, Arkansas, remonstrating against alleged bur- 
densome assessments which the Hot Springs commission made on their 
lots; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. GROOME presented the petition of the heirs at law of Captain 
Lambert Wickes, deceased, of the United States Navy, who: served 
during the war of the Revolution, praying for the passage of a law 
authorizing the payment to them of certain moneys due to the de- 
8 on account of prizes; which was referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

He also presented the petition of John N. Pennell, late private in 
Company A, Fifth Regiment Maryland Volunteers, praying for the 
passage of a law for the equalization of bounties; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Peter Yarnell, late private Com- 
pany D, Twelfth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, pray- 
ing to be allowed arrears of pension; which was referred to the om- 

ttee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORDON presented resolutions adopted at a mass meeting of 
colored citizens in South Carolina, depositors in the Freedman’s Sav- 
ings-Bank, in favor of the passage of a law to provide for the repay- 
ment by the United States Government of all the unsatisfied claims 
of depositors against that bank; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition praying Congress to pass 
an act requesting the President of the United States to invite all the 
governments of the world having maritime commerce to appoint 
agents to represent such governments in a convention of all such na- 
tions, to be held in Philadelphia on the 4th day of July, 1880, for the 
purpose of maturing and presenting a plan for the construction of a 
free ship-canal across the Isthmus of Darien, of such dimensions as 
will admit the passage through it of all ships, small or great, of all 
the nations of the earth; the construction of such canal to be paid 
for in proportion to the tonnage of each nation uniting in its construc- 
tion, and to be kept in repair thereafter by each nation paying there- 
for in proportion to the tonnage of each nation passing througb such 
canal. This petition is numerously signed by leading representative 
men of Saint Louis, among them Colonel D. P. Rowland, president 
of the Cotton Exchange, Hon. I. H. Sturgeon, Nathan Cole, E. O. Stan- 
ard, Craig Alexander, Webb M. Samuels, and many others. I ask that 
the petition may lie on the table until action shall have been taken 
upon the resolution offered by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GROOME] to raise a special committee to consider the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The petition will lie on the table for the 
resent. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of John W. Kellum and others, 
citizens of the sixth congressional district of Iowa, praying for the 
speedy passage of a bill introduced in the House of Representatives 
authorizing the payment of the difference between gold and silver 
at the time of payment of soldiers in the late war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of H. A. Vaughan & Co, 
and others interested in the shipping business, praying the passage 
of the bill (S. No. 939) to amend the law relative to the seizure and 
forfeiture of vessels for breach of the revenue laws; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of the Friends’ Temperance Union of 
the Society of Friends, of New York, authentica by the officers, 
praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of the Bullion Club of New York, in 
favor of restricting from circulation the emission of paper money be- 
low the denomination of $20, and praying that coin may by force of 
law be used in lieu of the smaller denominations of notes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. P 

He also presented the petition of F. M. Bell and others, citizens of 
New York, soldiers in the late war, praying for the passage of a bill 
for the equalization of bounties; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present a similar petition, much more numer- 
ously signed by citizens of New York who were soldiers and marines 
in the volunteer forces of the United States, making the same prayer. 
I move that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present also a memorial of 168 honorably dis- 
onarga soldiers of the United States Army engaged in the war for 
the Union, citizens of the State of New York, remonstrating against 
the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) for the examination and adjudi- 
cation of pension claims, assigning their reasons therefor. I move 
that this memorial be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of James E. L. Taylor, 
William Taylor, William Vanatta, James M. Phillips, Nathan Fisher, 
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and others, of Knobnoster, Missouri, praying for the passage of a law 
for the equalization of bounties; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented additional papers in the case of Millie E. Hays, 
to accompany the bill (S. No. 930) for the relief of Millie E. Hays, 
widow of John Hays deceased ; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 


Mr. PLUMB presented resolutions of the city council of Wyandotte, |. 


Kansas, in favor of an appropriation by Congress for the improve- 
ment of the Missouri River above Kansas City; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of William H. Alferd and others, cit- 
izerfs of Kansas and soldiers in the late war, praying for the passage 
of a law granting them the difference between the value of green- 
backs and gold at the time of payment for services rendered the Gov- 
ernment; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of D. Bishop and others, foremen of 
the military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, praying for the pay- 
ment of arrearages of pay due them for services performed; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of William Barlow and 55 others, 
citizens of Bates County, Missouri, praying for the passage of a law 
for the equalization of bounties; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of John A. Scudder and others, 
citizens of Missouri, Iowa, and Minnesota, praying for the passage of 
a law granting compensation to the widow and heirs at law of Cap- 
tain H. M. Shreve for tho use of his patent for a snag-boat; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAYARD presented the petition of. Victor du Pont and 135 
other citizens of Wilmington, Delaware; the petition of Henry Eckel 
and 27 other citizens of Wilmington, Delaware; and the petition of 
I. Wilkins Cooch and 35 other citizens of New Castle, Delaware, 
praying for the passage of a law for the withdrawal of the compul- 
sory legal-tender power of United States notes; which were referred 
to the Donates on Finance. 

Mr. HEREFORD presented the petition of S. A. Childers, late 
second lieutenant Third Regiment West Virginia Cavalry Volunteers, 
praying fora pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the petition of Wallis Pattee praying for a pension, submit- 
ted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and 
the committee were discharged from the further consideration of the 

tition. 

Pie also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
S. No. 620) granting a pension to Jacob Nix, of New Ulm, Brown 
ounty, Pennsylvania, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 

was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 617) granting an increase of pension to William H. Hale, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 582) granting a pension to John N. Snider, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 64) extending the 
provisions of the first section of an act entitled “An act fixing the 
rate of interest upon arrearages of general taxes and assessments for 
‘special gl sieve cn now due to the District of Columbia, and fora 
revision of assessments for special improvements, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved June 27, 1879, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 169) making an appropriation for filling up, drain- 
ing, and placing in good sanitary condition the grounds south of the 
Capitol, along the line of the old canal, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. WITHERS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 920) supplementary to an act 
entitled“ An act to incorporate the Grand Lodge of the Independent 
Order of Odd Fellows of the District of Columbia,” approved June 
12, 1860, reported it without amendment. 
He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of James King, late private in Company B, Second Regi- 
ment Massachusetts Volunteers, praying to be allowed a pension, sub- 
mitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1044) granting 
a pension to James King. 

he bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Susan Jeffords praying for a pension, submitted a report 
thereon, acedmpanied by a bill (S. No. 1045) granting a pension to 
Susan Jeffords. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 991) granting a pension to D. H. Myers, submitted an adverse 


report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed indetinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of John Flynn, of Bangor, Maine, praying for an increase of pen- 
sion, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the committee were discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Mrs. Virginia Grove, of Pensacola, Florida, praying that a 
pension be allowed to Missouri Hiner, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the committee were 
er gr from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. THURMAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3034) to provide for circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United States at Macon, Georgia, and to transfer 
certain counties from the northern to the southern district in said 
State, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 39) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Reeve, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing petitions, reported adversely thereon, and the committee were 
discharged from their farther consideration, namely: 

The petition of Elizabeth Cassidy, praying the passage of a law 
granting her arrears of pension ; 

The petition of e a Wedemeyer and 32 others, praying for a 
pension for soldiers Who have served twenty years, irrespective of 

isability; 

The petition of James Reynolds, of the Soldiers’ Home at Dayton, 
Ohio, praying a pension; and 

The petition of John M. Seppey and other citizens of gga a 
Indiana, praying for an inerease in the rate of pension now allow 
for certain permanent specific disabilities. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 507) to increase pensions in certain cases, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary to report back the bill (H. R. No. 1492) to amend section 688 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to writs of pro- 
hibition and mandamus, without amendment and with a recommen- 
dation that it pass. It has but a single section and I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understood that is just reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Reported this morning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think owing to its importance the bili had bet- 
ter go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over under the rule. 
Mr. CARPENTER subsequently said: Mr. President, as there is 
some misunderstanding about the report made on House bill No. 
1492, I ask leave to withdraw the report. 
ee VICE-PRESIDENT. It is so ordered; the report is with- 
wn. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. SLATER. I move that the reference of the bill (S. No. 932) 
for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the Government trans- 
port bark Torrent be changed from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SAUNDERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1046) granting an increase of pension to 
the widow of Major Thomas T. Thornburgh, late of the United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1047) for the relief of the Louisville 
and Jefferson County Southwestern Association, of Louisville, Ken- 
tucky; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1048) for the relief of Thomas Doak; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West ED Sa asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1049) to amend section 2447 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to the issue 
of pasias for private land claims confirmed by act of Congress; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1050) for the relief of Thomas 
G. Corbin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1051) granting an increase of 3 te Stephen 
D. Smith ; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Fk. ADDOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1052) to extend the land laws of the United 
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States over the Territory of Alaska; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1053) to amend an act entitled “An act to grant 
additional rights to homestead settlers on public lands within rail- 
road limits,” approved March 3, 1879; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1054) making appropriation for a military wagon- 
road from the Niobrara River, in Nebraska, via Rosebud agency, to 
Fort Meade, Dakota Territory; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BUTLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1055) for the relief of Charles C. Duncanson 
and Washington B. Williams, auctioneers, of Washington City, Dis- 
trict of Columbia ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1056) donating six condemned iron cannon to 
John D. Musser Post, No. 66, Grand Army of the Republic, of Muncy, 
Pennsylvania, to build fence around soldiers’ monument in the Muncy 
cemetery; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1057) granting a pension to John B. Butler; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to theg’ommittee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1058) for the relief of Walker A. Newton; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. EATON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 1059) for the relief of George D. C. Hibbs; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VEST asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1060) to incorporate “ The Interoceanic Transit 
Company,” and for other popa which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1061) for the relief of Helen M. Fiedler; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. MCDONALD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1062) amending section 3022 of the Revised 
Statutes ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1063) for the relief of William J. Gamble; 
Sere was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1064) for the relief of Henry M. Rector; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. EDM S. Mr. President, I should like to have the Senator 
who introduced that Rector bill state what it is. I think last year 
it was a bill for a private land matter that was before the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. I understood just now that it was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. If it is like the same matter that 
was before the Committee on Private Land Claims last year, I sup- 
2 it had better be considered by that committee again. I do not 

ow, however, that it is the same case. a 

Mr. GARLAND. The bill I have just introduced has never been 
introduced before, and I will state that while it is in the nature of a 
private land claim, it refers to a general subject which is now before 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am entirely satisfied. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1065) for the relief of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of Robert J. Baugness, deceased, late private of Company 
I, Thirty-seventh Illinois Volunteers; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1066) to grant certain public lands in Alabama 
in aid of the Warrior and Tennessee Rivers Railroad; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands. $ 

Mr. KERNAN (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1067) for the relief of John 
H. Walker, captain United States Army; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1068) for the relief of William Henry 
Ward; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. GORDON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1069) for the relief of Samuel Noble ; which 
3 read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

iciary. > 

Mr. FERRY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 


introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 65) proposing an amendment 
to ir aires seen of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. FERRY. I ask that it be read in full. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, dc., That the following article be to the Legislatures of the 
several States as an profes mids the Constitu on of the United States, which, 
when ratified by three-fourths of the said Legislatures, shall be valid as part of the 
said Constitution, namely: 

Articte XVI. 

Section 1. The right of suffi in the United States shall be based on citizen- 
——ç and the right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or 
abridged by the United States, or by any State, on account of sex, or for any geason 
not equally applicable to all citizens of the United States. 

Sec. 2. Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate legislation. 

The Poe resolution was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask leave to introduce a joint resolution relating 
to an interoceanic canal, and as it is a subject which attracts pub- 
lic attention and excites public interest, and the resolution is short, 
I desire to have it read at length for information. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a joint reso- 
lution (S. R. No. 66) relating to an interoceanic canal; which was read 
twice, as follows: 

Whereas an improved and 3 4 N maritime communication between the At- 
lantic and Pacific sea-boards of the United States by means of a ship-canal through 
some L of the Central American isthmus has become important to the com- 


public interests 

private and speculative ends: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House 

Fe peices if he shall deem it ex ent, to communicate to the governments of 
p 


largely the general interests of all the maritime nations, and also 
to such governments the desire of the Government to come to a mutual under- 
standing with reference to the neutrality of such an interoceanie transit when it 
shall have been opened by the enterprise and capital of their respective citizens. 


The joint resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received from the House of Representatives 
or severally read twice by their titles, and referred as indicated 

ow: 

The bill (H. R. No. 3108) amending the charter of the Grand Lodge 
of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows of the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 3559) for the relief of L. H. Hershfield & Brother 
to the Committee on Finance ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 2518) for the relief of Nelson Lyon and Jere- 
miah S. James—to the Committee on Patents; and 

The bill (H. R. No. 3562) donating condemned cannon and cannon- 
balls to the Soldiers’ Monument Association of Birmingham, Connect- 
icut—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition for a t of lands to aid in the construction of the 
Tennessee and Warrior Rivers Railroad be taken from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion of Mr. McMILLAN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of the heirs of Asbury Dickins, de- 
ceased, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Frances A. Robinson, administratrix 
of John Robinson, deceased, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to state in this connection that there 
are a large number of bills pending before the Committee on Claims 
where there are no papers, where the papers are still on file in the 
Secretary’s office, and no orders have been taken to have them re- 
ferred to that committee. 

On motion of Mr. GORDON, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial and other papers relating to the claim of Samuel 
Noble be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

On motion of Mr. INGALLS, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from the Senate files of all 
papers pertaining to the claims of Irwin & Phillips and Joseph C. Irwin. 


SPANISH-AMERICAN CLAIMS COMMISSION. 


Mr. WALLACE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to communicate to the Senate 
the number and names of the claimants before the § h-American commission 
for compensation for wrongs to American citizens and their property in Cuba, with 
the amount of each claim and the total thereof, and also the number of claims ad- 
judicated and settled by said commission, with the names of the claimants and 
amount of each claim so adjudicated and settled; and if the sarge have been paid, 
when and to whom paid, and also in what cases there has been a disagreement be- 


tween the arbitrators, and whether these ents have been submitted to 


vided by the convention establishing the commission; and if 
the reasons therefor; and also when said commission began its 
session, how many days in each year it has been in session, and the total amount 
of money expended by the United States for salaries and expenses of the said 
Spanish-American commission to the end of the last fiscal year. 
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EDUCATION OF NAVAL OFFICERS, 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to communicate to the Sen- 
ate the report of Professor James R. Saley on the foreign systems of education of 
naval officers. 

TRAINING OF SEAMEN. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to communicate to the Sen- 
ate the report of Lieutenant-Commander F. E. Chadwick on the foreign systems 
of training seamen for the Navy. 


ADDITIONAL MESSENGER. ' 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate : x 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and is hereby, authorized 
to employ an additional messenger, whose duty it shall be to transact all such bus- 
iness with the different Departments of the Government as may be desired by the 
Senators, and shall receive the same compensation as other messengers. 


REFUNDING THE NATIONAL DEBT. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask that the funding resolution submitted by 
me on the 13th instant, and on which I submitted some remarks on 
Thursday last, and intended then to have had referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, be taken from the Calendar and referred to that 
committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be taken from the 
Calendar and referred to the Committee on Finance unless there be 
objection. The Chair hears none, and the resolution is so referred. 


SUFFERERS BY EXPLOSION AT BRIDESBURGH ARSENAL. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent of the 
Senate to take up the bill (S. No. 125) for the relief of Edward Shields 
and others. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the bill, which requires the Secretary of the 

asury to pay $8,000, in such proportions as he may deem just and 

equitable, to the following-named sufferers by the explosion at the 
United States arsenal at Bridesburgh, Pennsylvania, on the 7th of 
August, 1875: Edward Shields, Mary Willis, Michael Farrell, Ellen 
Butler, Henry Steger, Hugh McLaughlin, William MeMillan, Hen 
F. Deardon, Alfred Altemus, Alexander Ross, Nicholas Zillier, Rudolp 
Deal, Samuel Vanzant, and John M. Klotz. 

Mr. THURMAN. Whatis the amount gh ma by that bill? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Eight thousand dollars, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. CHEEKS. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I also ask unanimous consent 
to take into present consideration Senate bill No. 468. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 468) for the relief of John W. 
Bheeks. It is a direction to the Secretary of War to remove the 
charge of desertion from the name of John W. Cheeks 88 a 
coporal in Company D, Thirty-third Regiment of United States In- 
fantry. 

Mr COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following F by Mr. Cam- 
ERON, of Pennsylvania, December 9, 1879: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 468) 
for the relief of John W. Cheeks, have had the same under consideration, and beg 
to submit the following report: 

It appears, from the papers filed with this case, that John W. Cheeks enlisted on 
the 14th day of April, 1864, in Company D, Thirty-third Regiment United States In- 
fantry, for three years, and was discharged on the 20th day of June, 1867, on ac- 
count of expiration of service, his discharge 3 that his character was 
good. During this teria of enlistment, and while holding the rank of a ee his 
company was stationed at Mobile, Alabama. In August, 1866, he applied to the 
commanding officer for a furlough, which was refused. After this refusal he 
handed over his arms to the first sergeant of his ce ee and absented himself, 
remaining away from his company one month and six days. 

He re-enlisted on the Ist day of July, 1867, and served in Company D, Eighth 
Regiment United States Infantry, for three years, during which time he was ap- 

inted to the position of sergeant, and was disch on the Ist day of July, 

870, his certificate of discharge bearing the inscription, “character, excellent.” 

He again re-enlisted on the Ist day of July, 1870, in the same company and - 
ment, for the term of five years, and was discharged in consequence of p. 
7, standing order No. 78, dated War Department, Adjutant-General's Office, Wash- 
ington, April 2, 1872, his discharge certifying that his character was good. 

Gn the 24th da: October, 1876, he applied, beat his attorney, to the Secre- 
tary of War to have the charge of desertion, which appeared on his record, re- 
moved, , giving as a reason for the removal of this charge that he (Cheeks) had not 
deserted, but that he was sim ly absent without leave, and stating that he had 
been summoned home by his father to see his sister, who was at the point of death 
and who died before hereached there; that very soon after bis arrival at home he 
was taken with 1 which prevented him from returning to his company as 
soon as he had intended, and that after he got well he voluntarily returned and 
reported to his commander. He further states that he never been tried upon 
the charge of desertion, but was very soon afterward promoted to the rank of 
sergeant, and at the end of his term honorabiy discharged with a character. 


e Secretary of War, in answer to a subsequent letter of the attorney of Mr. 
Cheeks, wrote as follows: 


“War DEPARTMENT, WASHINGTON City, January 3, 1877. 


“Sim: Your letter of the 27th ultimo, relative to a previous 8 for re- 
movalof the charge of desertion against John W. Checks, Company D, 


33d Infantry, 


or change the reco’ 


has been carefully considered, and I have respectfully to state that while no 
und seems to exist for a reversal of the decision of the Adjutant-General by this 
ent, it is thought the mitigating circumstances and attending facts of his 
restoration to duty without trial, to serve out the time lost, and finally his honor- 
able discha: ere for the accounting officer to consider in connection with any 
claim the er may bring for bounty, &c., and that the decision of the Supreme 
Court, referred to by Berg is for the accounting officer's attention, but cannot affect 

ere. 

“ Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
"J. D. CAMERON, 
“ Secretary of War. 
“J. H. WALL, Esq., 1411 G Street, City.” 


The fact, as stated, that he handed his arms to his sergeant before leaving and 
voluntarily returned to hiscompany, and that he was not tried for desertion, is not, 
in the judgment of the committee, sufficient proof that he was not a deserter, nor 
is it sufficient to warrant the Department in removing the charge. The fact that 
he was not tried was simply an act of negligence on the part of his commanding 
officer, and does notin the least excuse him for absenting himself from his company 
in the manner he did. That he served faithfully during the balance of this enlist- 
ment and re-enlisted twice afterward, each time receiving an honorable discharge 
with an excellent character, is, in the opinion of your committee, sufficient to war- 
rant Congress in authorizing the proper officer to obliterate the charge of desertion 
from the record, but this could not, in the jadgment of your committee, be done 
without an act of Congress. 

We, therefore, taking all the attending circumstances into consideration, recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 

The Committee on Military Affairs reported the bill with an amend- 
ment to add: 

That no bounty or allowance of any kind shall be paid to this soldier on account 
of removal of desertion, in addition to what he bas already. received. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To fill the vacancies occasioned by the 
death of the late Senator Houston, of Alabama, in the Committees on 
Privileges and Elections, on Claims, and on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, the Chair appoints his successor, Mr. Pryor. z 


DEPUTY COLLECTOR AT SEAFORD. 


Mr. BAYARD. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
House bill No. 2790. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 2790) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to appoint a deputy collector at Seaford, Sussex 
County, Delaware, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a written report? 

Mr. BAYARD. There is not. I will say that the bill does not add 
an officer to the list nor does it cost the Government afarthing. The 
same officer who is to be designated deputy collector hereafter is now 
there as an inspector. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


J. B. CAMPBELL, 


Mr. BAYARD. Lask the Senate to consider Senate bill No. 317, 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs. 
here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 317) for the relief of Captain J. 
. Campbell. It is a direction to the Secretary of the Treasury to 
ay a certain judgment in which Hugh Waters is plaintiff and J. B. 
sppe is defendant, obtained in the United States circuit court 
for the district of Oregon, amounting, at the time it was rendered, to 
$2,100.50, and the further sum of $191.35 for court and witnesses’ fees 
in defending the suit, the judgment having been obtained against 
Campbell and costs incurred by him while acting in the line of his 
duty as captain in the United States Army. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TRANSPORTATION OF ANIMALS, 


Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I now call for the special order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey calls for 
the consideration of the special order. The special order of the day is 
the bill (S. No. 206) relative to the transportation of animals, which 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. President, the transportation of live 
stock to the sea-board is such an important interest in this country 
that any measure, no matter what may be the object of the persons 
offering it, which imposes conditions upon that transportation should 
be scrutinized by the Senate before it becomes a law. It would seem, 
at the first view, that the interests of the parties concerned would in- 
sure good conduct in this transportation. The shipper is interested in 
having the cattle reach New York in good health and spirits, and with 
as little loss of weight as possible, while the carrier is interested to 
the same end because he well knows that unless proper facilities are 
furnished to secure it another line of communication will be sought 
by the shipper. Notwithstanding this, it isa lamentable fact that 
live stock were fearfully abused, and that they reached New York very 
often in a condition unfit for food. The health of the community was 
involved in this matter; humane people were shocked at it, and the 
asked the intervention of Congress. toon their representations a bi 
was passed in 1872. Now, the inquiry is whether that law is better 
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or worse than the present bill, and I will throw out a few suggestions 
upon this point. x 

The amendment to section 4386 of the Revised Statutes is in two 
particulars. As the law stands, where cattle are carried in a common 
car they must be unloaded, after they have been upon the car, every 
twenty-eight hours for water, rest, and food, for a period of at least 
five hours. It is proposed to strike out the word “five” and insert 
“seven,” so that seven hours shall be the period for which cattle 
shall be on the ground to rest. The existing law allows this to be omit- 
ted where the company is prevented from so unloading by storm or 
other accidental cause; this bill confines it to cases of “‘ unavoidable 
cause.” I do not think the “unavoidable causes” provision is any 
improvement on the phraseology in the present law ; but about that 
I am not captions at all, and I think seven hours for rest are required, 
so that I have no objection to that amendment. 

Section 4387 is only amended in one particular. 

Animals so unloaded shall be P into pens, and shall be provided with an 
abundance of good sound food, and properly watered. 

The words “ put into pens” are the new words here. I think the 
words “properly fed and watered” good phraseology for a court to 
construe; but, probably, the words “put into pens” might not be 
construed by the courts as requiring parties to do what is in view. 

But, sir, the main objection to this measure is in the amendment 
to section 4388. As the law now stands, all cattle transported from 
the western country to the sea-board must be unloaded every twenty- 
eight hours, unless they are carried in cars, boats, or other vessels in 
SA they can and do have proper food, water, space, and opportu- 
nity to rest. The law as it now stands requires cattle to be unloaded 
every twenty-eight hours, unless moy are carried in cars or vessels 
where there is an opportunity to feed them and to water them, and 
where they have space and ed geld to rest. This amendment to 
section 4388 does away with this entirely, for it provides : 

m or persons operating any railroad, or owner or custodian of or per- 
5 3 over 9 whose duty it may be to perform any of the 
duties mentioned in either of the two 3 sections or two following sections, 
who shall knowingly and willfully fail to comply with any of the provisions 
thereof, or who shall knowingly violate any such provisions, shall be liable for 
and forfeit and pay a penalty of not less than one hundred nor more than five 


hundred dollars: Provided, however, In all cases when animals in transit from one 


place to another be transported in cars, boats, and other vessels in which said 


animals do have daily proper food and water, the provisions in regard to their bein 
unloaded shall not pe y. i = g 

Space and opportunity for rest” are left out here. This must have 
been for a purpose which the honorable Senator in charge of the bill 
will be able to explain. 

Then there is a further provision that “in no case shall animals be 
confined in cars for a longer period than sixty consecutive hours ;” 
but there is no provision that they shall be kept off the cars any par- 
ticular length of time at all. In the case of common cars they must, 
according to the existing law, remain off the cars for a period of seven 
hours, but under this bill they can be unloaded from the cars and put 
upon the cars again. I intend to offer an amendment on that point. 
If a steer can be fed and watered only at intervals of twenty-eight 
hours, and if you keep that steer on the cars for sixty hours, why 
should not that steer have rest for seven hours? 

Then, again, cattle require to rest, certainly as often as once in 
twenty-eight hours to lie down, to go to sleep. There is no provision 
for that in this bill. As I understand it, these improved cars are not 
constructed so that steers can lie down to rest, as is often the case on 
boats. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In some cars they can; in others they cannot. 

Mr. DAVIS, of IIlindis. Then I should say that the law as it now 
stands is better than this bill makes it. The law as it now stands 
says that they shall be unloaded every twenty-eight hours unless 
they are carried in conveyances of some kind by which there is an 
opportunity to feed and water them and also for them to have rest. 

hen, again, why should these cattle be kept for sixty hours upon 
a car if they cannot lie down? Is not thatcruelty? It may be said, 
and was said here before, that it required sixty hours to transport 
them from Saint Louis to the sea-board. I do not care how many 
hours it takes to transport them from Saint Louis; we are discuss- 
ing this subject in a humanitarian point of view; and I hold that no 
steer should stand on his legs for over forty-eight hours, and that 
that is too long altogether, and that the law as it now stands, which 
says they shall be unloaded for rest every twenty-eight hours unless 
provision is made for their lying down, is better than the present bill. 

This legislation is leveled at transportation by the common cars, 
and I take it for 88 that there are certain patents which are used 
now in ears for the transportation of cattle which the railroad com- 
panies will be compelled to use hereafter if you pass this bill as it is 
now. These cars, as I understand, are cars that have stalls in them. 
I doubt whether cattle can be transported as well where they are 
stalled in that way as they cau be upon cars where the cattle stand 
together and rest upon each other. {do not believe they would be 
jolted as much. If there are sixteen cattle in a common car where 
there are no stalls, I do not think those cattle would be nearly as 
much jolted as if they were in the stall cars. 

Mr. ident, this whole bill is leveled at the transportation by 
common cars; the penalties are in the first two sections and the two 
last; they are not aimed at transportation by the patent cars. It 
seems to me that if humanity requires cattle to be unloaded every 


twenty-eight hours, not only for water and food, hut for rest, then 
humanity is shocked if they are carried in cars for sixty hours with- 
out an opportunity to rest, and here there is no provision that they 
shall be unloaded for rest for any length of time whatever. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to have the Senator offer an 

amendment making provision for that. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I shall do that. On boats they have an 
opportunity for rest; on cars by the present law they must be un- 
loaded, as I said before, every twenty-eight hours unless the mode of 
aires pores furnishes an opportunity for rest. : 

As I said before, these penalties are mainly in at the two first sec- 
tions which prescribe the mode of ¢ ing by common cars; and it 
would seem to me, although I know that my friend has no such ob- 
ject in view, that this was for the purpose of getting certain patent 
cars in common use. 

Then, again, the mode of collecting the penalties is entirely changed, 
and I think it is not changed advantageously atall. The penalty, as 
the law now is, must be sued for in the name of the United States and 
recovered in the district where the cause of action arose or where the 
defendant may be found doing business. By this bill it is to be re- 
covered by an informer who is to get for what he does not only full 
costs of suit, but that which will include all cost and necessary 
charges. That will swell up the costs. The informer will employ 
ane and run about the country, and this will swell the amount 
of the “necessary charges“ toan unconscionable sum, it seems to me. 
Iam opposed to the whole system of informers, and in my opinion there 
is no necessity for that provision in this bill. It may be said that the 
officers of the humane societies will go around and attend to the pros- 
ecutions. Then they should not be allowed to recover “full costs” and 
“necessary charges,” which means everything that they pay counsel, 
all their traveling expenses and hotel bills. Certainly the Senate of 
Sat States cannot possibly be in accord with such a provision 
as e 

Then, again, this section allows a suit to be brought in the circuit 
where the cause of action originated. For instance, if the cause of 
action originated in Minnesota, as Colorado is in the same circuit with 
Minnesota, you could compel the defaulting party to answer in Colo- 
rado. That certainly was not intended by the committee, orif it was 
it surely cannot receive the sanction of the Senate. Certainly the suit 
should be brought where the cause of action originated or where the 
carrier is transacting business or has his domicile. Colorado, Arkan- 
sas, Missouri are in the eighth judicial circuit. The cause of action 
may accrue in Minnesota, and the party may be sued under this bill 
in Arkansas or Colorado. 

It seems to me that these objections to the bill are well taken, and 
I now leave it to some of my other friends to add to them if they can. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I have not risen, Mr. President, for the purpose 
of making any speech against this bill, but simply to give very briefly 
a few of the reasons why I cannot support it. I am op to this 
bill in toto; Lam oppone to the original law which it seeks to amend. 
Section 4387 of the Revised Statutes as amended in this bill will read: 

Animals so unloaded shall be put into pens, and shall be provided with an abun- 
dance of good sound food, and properly watered during such rest by the owner or 
person haying the custody thereof, or, in case of his default in so doing, then by 
the railroad company, or persons operating any railroad, or owners or masters of 
the vehicles, or boats, or vessels 5 the same, at the expense of the owner 
or person in custody thereof; and su Somes. or persons operating the said rail- 
road, owners, or masters, 1, in such case, have a lien upon such animals for food, 
care, and custody furnished, and shall not be liable for any detention of such ani- 
mals for such purpose. 

Now, Mr. President, I ask where have we the constitutional power 
to enact such a law as that? What power has Con to give to 
a railroad company or to a spy or an informer the authority to de- 
termine what is “ an abundance of good sound food?” I take it that 
the owner of the cattle, who is shipping them to market for the pur- 
pose of profit, for the purpose of getting them to market in the very 
best possible condition, is more interested in that subject than any 
railroad company, than any paid spy or informer; and, laying out of 
this case the question of humanity altogether, self-interest would in- 
duce the owner of cattle to see that they had a sufficient abundance 
of good sound food and that they were properly watered. Suppose 
the owner of these cattle should say, “ They have had so much food 
and so much water; I think that is sufficient ;” and suppose the spy 
or informer should disagree with him and should file an information, 
the cattle are to be detained, and in that way the owner is prevented 
from getting them to market for twelve, twenty-four, or thirty-six 
hours, and meanwhile the cattle have fallen in price. 

Again, this same bill says that the party furnishing this food, and 
furnishing this water, ae furnishing these pens shall have a lien 
upon the cattle “for food, care, and custody furnished, and shall not be 
liable for any detention.” Suppose that the case is tried before a court 
and jury and it should be decided against this paid spy or informer, 
no da es can be recovered from him for thus improperly detain- 
ing these cattle, for the law expressly provides that he s not be 
liable for the detention. 

Again, section 4338, as proposed to be amended, will read : 

operatin, railroad, or o ustodian of 
person having Costcal over euch eakeaia DEAS duty is tany bo to ay 
of the duties mentioned in either of the two 8 sections or two following 
sections, who shall knowingly and willfully fail to comply with any of the provis- 
ions thereof, or who shall knowingly violate any such provisions, shall be liable 


for and forfeit and pay a penalty of not less than one hundred nor more than five 
han dollars. 


perform any 
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Information is to be given by a man, as said by the Senator from 
Illinois, who recovers his share of the $100 or $500, as the case may 
be. As was well said by the Senator from Illinois, I am and always 
have been opposed to this whole system of spies and informers in this 
form of goyernment of ours. It is contrary to the spirit and genius 
of it. 

Again, section 4389, as proposed to be amended, will read: 

The penalty imposed by, section 4388 shali be recovered by any person who 
will sue for the same, by action of debt or information, in any court baving juris- 
diction, with full costs of suit, which shall include all costs and necessary c. 

7 8 cat shall or may have expended or incurred in and «bout or for the purpose 
of the suit. 


Not only the necessary fees of witnesses, clerks, and marshals, but 
the bill adds thereto “and n charges” of the informer are to 
be recovered. What are those “ necessary charges?” He has gone 
over the country to gather up witnesses and he has employed attor- 
neys. These are “ necessary charges,” of course, and they are to be 
added to the costs of the suit. I am opposed to that also. 

Then, again, I am opposed to the provision running all through 
this bill amendatory of the law as it now stands, causing these suits 
to be prosecuted in the United States courts. It is fundamentally 
wrong. The United States courts now have greater and more exten- 
sive 3 than they should have, I think, for the good of the 
people. The United States courts are all the time encroaching upon 
the jurisdiction and power of the State courts, and I think it is time 
we should come to a halt, and that a man transporting his cattle for 
twenty-eight or thirty hours who incurs these penalties should not 
have suit instituted against him in the United States courts and be 
dragged one hundred, two hundred, or three hundred miles, as the 
case may be, from his home and from where the cases are, to be heard. 
All this I am opposed to; it is vexatious, costly, tyrannical, an inya- 
sion of the rights of the people in the manner of thus transporting 
their cattle from one point to another. 

In section 4389, as proposed to be amended, it is made “ the duty of 
all United States marshals, their deputies and subordinates, to take 
cognizance of any and all violations of the three preceding sections 
and of the next section which may be brought to their notice or 
knowledge upon oath or affirmation of any person or persons, and 
shall immediately report the same to the United States district at- 
torney having jurisdiction, who shall immediately proceed to prose- 
cute the same as herein provided.” 

I say, Mr. President, that I am opposed to forcing the people of the 
United States to go too often into the United States courts. They 
prefer to be tried before a judge that has been elected by themselyes 
and that is near to their homes, not to be dragged off hundreds of 
miles from their homes to the place of trial in the United States courts. 
In some of the States these courts are held hundreds of miles from 
where the partise reside; it is so in my State, it is so in many other 
States; and the witnesses are to have mileage for going one, two, 
three, or four hundred miles, and the informer must have his ex- 
ponen of traveling, for that certainly will bea part of the “necessary 
charges. 

Again, going back a little in this bill, it says these cattle must be 
“put in pens.” Who is to construct the pens? If this bill shall be- 
come a law we shall have all along the line of our railroads 8 
constructed, either by outsiders or by the railroad companies, and the 
cattle must be put into these pens, and the owners must pay for hav- 
ing them thus put into these pens. Why put them in these pens at 

? If the owner of the stock is tue best judge of the matter; if 
he thinks they can be equally as well watered, and equally as well 
fed without being placed in pens, why compel him to pay the expense 
of putting them in pens, thus built and constructed by the rai 
companies or by these same spies and informers? These pens are not 
to be built free. e e has to build them, and there are going 
to be charges for putting the cattle in them, and the owners will be 
charged for taking them off the cars, and charged for putting them 
back on the cars, as well as for the use of the pens. 

I fully with one er that seems to run through this bill, 
and that is that cattle should not be confined too long on the rail- 
road cars, and I think that in the course of time the owners of the 
stock and the railroad companies will regulate that matter properly 
for themselves, as their interest clearly requires them to do. 

Mr. President, we are legislating too much. They that are gov- 
erned least, in my judgment, are governed best. That government 
which bears most lightly by its laws on the people is the best gov- 
ernment, and the people who bear the least infliction in the shape of 
statutory law will be the most attached to their state and to their 
national government. 

I say again, in conclusion, Mr. President, that I am op to 
nearly every single provision in this bill and in the original law, and 
I would leave it to the owners of the stock and to the railroad com- 
panies to regulate the matter among themselves. I would not leave 
the cattle in the hands of the railroad companies alone or in the power 
of paid spies and informers. I am opposed also to putting the rail- 
road companies in the power of these spies and informers. Both in 
the interest of the men who are the owners of the cattle and of the 
men who are the owners of the railroads, I object to the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I desire to give notice of an amend- 
ment. I pro to strike out from the word “ provided” in line 52 


down to and inciuding the word “apply ” in line 56, 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I ask leave to offer an amendment. On 
page 3, line 47, I propone to strike out “either of the two preceding 
sections or twofollowing sections” and insert “ any of the sections of 
this act.” Then in line 55,at the end of the word “water,” I pro to 
add “space and opportunity to rest ;” then in line 58 to strike out the 
word “sixty ” and insert “ forty-eight ;” then after the word “ rest” 
in line 59 to add the words “for a period of at least seven consec- 
utive hours.” Then on page 4, I wish to strike out lines 66, 67, 68, 69, 
70, 71, and 72 to the end of the word “suit,” and then on lines 78 and 
79 to strike out the words “ circuit or.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Senator from 
Illinois will be reported separately. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 3, line 47, it is proposed to strike out 
the words“ either of the two p ng sections or two following 
sections” and insert “any of the sections of this act.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I accept the amendment. 

The amendment was a to. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The next amendment is, in line 55, after the 
word “water,” to insert “space and opportunity to rest.” 

Mr. McPHERSON. Iask to have that amendment passed over. 
Perhaps we shall not disagree on many others. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to passing 
over the amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The next amendment is, in line 58, to strike 
out “sixty” and insert “forty-eight;” so as to read: “forty-eight con- 
secutive hours.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to have that passed over also. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 59, after the word “ rest,” it is proposed 
to insert “for 1 8 of at least seven consecutive hours.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That I accept. 

The amendment was ed to. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The next amendment is, on page 4, to strike 
out all from the word “penalty,” in line 66, down to and including the 
word “suit,” in line 72, as follows: 

The alty im by section 4388 shall 
sue tie ths po ee i aaant of debt or 3 had da lng juriedi N 
with full costs of suit, which shall include all costs and necessary which 
bo en or may have expended or incurred in and about or for thè purpose of the 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I have no objection. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Iwill prepare something to come in there 
afterward. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. In lines 78 and 79 the words “ circuit or” 
should be stricken out. I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to offer an amendment, to come in 
at the end of the bill, after line 143: 

And any person interested in the humane treatment of animals may ride, at his 


own risk of injury, u the trains of cars transporting animals u: an 
railroad wi in the United States on the payment of the re rate of tare da. 


manded upon in order to see that the provisions of 

V7 aad he refusal ok ny rao conten or 
0} an n eon suc: * 

purpose Eain 8 ed shall be Fable to the penalty mentioned in section 4338, 

Mr. THURMAN. How are railroad companies to verify that a per- 
son is “interested in the humane treatment of animals?” Every 
tramp who wants to ride, or every person, whether he is a tramp or 
not, may say he is interested in the humane treatment of animals. I 
do not know who is not. If you put such a qualification as that, and 
require a railroad company, under a penalty, to find out whether a 
man who wants to ride on a freight car is interested in the humane 
treatment of animals, and, if it decides wrong, to be subject to a pen- 
alty, I fancy that there will be a great deal of trouble in the courts. 
Perhaps the companies would not take any risks. Is not a butcher 
a man interested in the humane treatment of animals? Some people 
might say, “in the old time England would not let a butcher sit on 
a jury on a homicide case, where the punishment was capital; ergo, 
a butcher shall not ride on this car.” I think the butchers, of all 
people in the world, would be the most interested in the humane 
treatment of animals, because they want good meat for their cus- 
tomers to eat, but some railroad men might think otherwise. It 
seems to me that will not do, Strike out all that about interested in 
the humane treatment of animals, or else do not offer the amend- 
ment at all. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. In the amendment to section 4389 the 
words were stricken ont from the words “the penalty,” in line 66, 
down to the word suit,“ in line 72. I ask that these words be now 
inserted at that place: 

The — created by this act shall be recovered by civil action in the name 
of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the amendment. 
of the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. MCPHERSON.] 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to say with respect to that amendment 
that while I am not very particular in re to the adoption of the 
amendment, there appears to be a necessity that some amendment of 
the kind should be incorporated in the bill. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Ohio how it is ible to convict any railroad com- 
pany that would load a train of cars with live stock, say in the city 


384 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 19, 


of Chicago, and trans them from there to the city of New York 
of a violation of the law unless some person can be present all the 
time while that live stock is in transit. A train of cars loaded in the 
city of Chicago starts easterly. The agents of the railroad corpora- 
tion or the stock-shippers are not required to give testimony to 
criminate themselves, and there is no evidence to convict them upon 
unless some person interested in the humane treatment of animals 
has the right to ride upon their train, as the amendment specifies, on 
the payment of the regular rate of fare demanded in ordinary passen- 

r trains for the purpose of knowing whether the provisions of the 

aw have been complied with. 

If there is any legal objection to it, if it is plsding the railroad 
companies in any position that is unjust or arbi , for one shall 
not ask that it be adopted. Lask that this bill shall be amended and 
perfected in the interests of humanity and in the interests of good, 
sound, healthful meat food for the people, and I am willing to adopt 
any reform, any amendment, that may seem to be a betterment of 
the bill. If the Senator from Ohio is of the opinion that it would 
be onerous on the railroad companies, I do not wish to press it, be- 
cause I do not desire to impose on the railroad companies or on the 
ree or on anybody engaged in this transportation any 
onerous duty or responsibility. But the demand of humanity is in 
this case that the cruelty now practiced upon live stock in transpor- 
tation shall be either mitigated or removed. And if there is any way 
the Senator from Ohio can suggest by which a railroad company can 
be convicted of an offense for a violation of this law without allow- 
ing the privilege of riding on the trains to a person for the pu 
of observation, then I will willingly adopt any substitute which he 
may offer for the amendment I have already proposed. If a better 
one can be offered, then I will withdraw this amendment with the 
consent of the Senate, and will proceed to answer the objections 
urged by the honorable Senator from Minois. $ 

‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the amend- 
ment to be withdrawn! 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I withdraw it. It was offered with no disposi- 
tion on my part to afflict railroad companies or anybody. I do not 
suppose very many people would elect to ride on a freight train, pay 
the regular rates of fare, and occupy what is called a caboose car for 
transit between one point and another, in preference to a passenger 
car. I think the opposition the Senator from Ohio makes to it is not 
exactly sufficient to reach the case. I think the honorable Senator 
from Ohio would scarcely apply to a railroad company at any of the 
depots along the line, for the privilege of riding between two given 
points, suffer all the inconveniences that he would be required to 
suffer upon a stock train, and put up with the imperfect accommoda- 
tions the car offered him, when he could ride on a passenger train at 
the same price. If he would do it, then, perhaps, there is objection to 
the amendment and I had better withdraw it. I think he is the only 
man in the United States who would do it. Have I permission to 
withdraw the amendment, Mr. President ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has the right to withdraw it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Now, as to the objections urged by the Senator 
from Illinois. He raised an objection, I believe, to section 4387, as 
amended in the first line of the bill, for which he offered no amend- 
ment. 


Animals so unloaded shall be put into pens. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. No, I said “ put into pens” were the only 
real words there added to the present law; to the other words I had 
no objection. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In order that that objection may be removed, 
I move to strike out those words, so that if the owners wish to turn 
them into the streets they shall have entire privilege to do so. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I think the bill is better for having those 
words in. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator seems to be satisfied and I shall 
not propose the amendment. 

Now, after the amendments I have already to which have 
been offered by the Senator from Illinois, we come down to the pro- 
wiso beginning in line 52. The Senator asked the question, why is 
there any modification in the pro bill to the existing law in that 
particular? The Senator avers in the same breath that to keep cat- 
tle on their feet sixty consecutive hours is an absolute cruelty. Will 
the honorable Senator look at the statutes and see that in the exist- 
ing law there is no requirement to unload them at all? You may run 
them from Kansas City to the city of New York without unloading 
them at all. Under the view taken by the Senator this must be an 
improvement on the present law, for this bill restricts the time of 
confinement in cars to sixty hours. It must therefore be more humane 
than the law we seek to amend. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I the Senator’s pardon. This section 
-4386 says they shall be unloaded every twenty-eight hours, except 
whey the animals are carried in cars, boats, or other vessels in which 
they can and do have proper food, water, space, and opportunity to 
rest—— 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very true. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. If they have space and opportunity to 
rest. That is what I ask. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will say in answer to the Senator’s objection 
that practically it is one of the greatest absurdities in the world to 


think that a drove of cattle can be put into cars, given space and op- 
portunity to rest, and profitably transported from the West to the 

ast under such rules as the railway companies make for the stock- 
shipper. To illustrate: they say to the stock-shipper, “ You may load 
twenty thousand pounds of horned cattle in a car, and we will charge 
you so much per-car-load. If you put in that car only sixteen thou- 
sand pounds of horned cattle you will be compelled to pay the full 
price of a car.“ The Senator will readily see that it is almost impos- 
sible in active competition that less than twenty thousand pounds 
shall be loaded in a car. When you put twenty thousand pounds of 
cattle in a car and say they shall have space and opportunity to rest, 
it is simply a positive absurdity. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Then the law of 1872 enacts that they shall 
rest every twenty-eight hours, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It provides they shall be unloaded for feed, 
water, and rest, unless you feed and water in the car, exactly and 
precisely as this bill does. This bill provides that animals shall be 
unloaded from cars for rest each sixty hours, while the present law 
makes no limit whatever as to time. 

Let me read the section to which I refer, 

Provided further, In no case shall animals be confined in cars for a longer period 
than sixty consecutive hours without unloading the same for rest. 

Now let me state to the Senator the reason why that clause pro- 
viding for oy consecutive hours ran under certain contingencies 
was adopted. It is known to almost every Senator on this floor, par- 
ticularly those who represent the large stock-producing States of the 
West, that we have great points of distribution, to wit, Cincinnati 
Saint Louis, and Chicago; they are extreme western points east of 
the Mississippi River. Eastward of them we have other points of 
distribution, to wit, Pittsburgh and Buffalo. If you load a train of 
cattle in the city of Chicago and start to Pittsbargh or Buffalo you 
can reach Pittsburgh or Buffalo within forty-eight hours, as proposed 
by the Senators amendment; but if you start them from Saint Lonis 
you cannot reach Pittsburgh or Buffalo within the forty-eight hours. 
To confine this restriction to forty-eight hours would be an invidious 
distinction as between those two pi wey aa as against the city 
of Saint Louis; in other words, it would be legislation in the interest 
of Chicago against the interest of the city of Saint Lonis, and that, too, 
without excuse, as experience has proved that if you properly feed and 
waterin the cars sixty hours is not toolong arun. Now let me state 
again what I have already stated, that the great lines of railread 
which have heretofore opposed any legislation upon this question are 
to-day ready to carry out the provisions of this bill, provided there is 
no invidious distinction as between railroad lines in the transporta- 
tion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West N Would it be agreeable to the Senator 
to let me say a word now 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator has said in his argu- 
ment now, as well as in one the other day, that the trunk lines, as we 
understand the term, agreed to this bill if any billis to pass. I be- 
lieve I quote the Senator correctly. I thought it proper to ask what 
trunk lines have agreed to it; for I have heard the president of one 
of the trunk lines within a very few days say he was not in favor of 
it. I therefore wished to interrupt the Senator to ask his attention 
to that point. Two of the great trunk lines, to wit, the Pennsylvania 
Central and the New York Central, start and end in the same State; 
but all the others, which are their competitors, go through different 
States. Consequently this bill reaches two of them, and the other 
two it does not touch. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. How can that be? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. My friend can hardly ask that. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to have an explanation on that 
point, certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. In the ninth line the bill specially 
says “from one State to another.” Two of these t trunk lines 
begin and end in the same State while two of them change States two 
or three times. Again, in the eleventh and twelfth lines the same 
words are used, “from one State to another.” That certainly gives 
two of the trunk lines a decided advantage over the other two; and 
in that particular I can readily see why the two which are solely in 
one State would say “Let us have this bill,“ and I can also see very 
readily why the other two lines would say no. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the objection of the honorable Senator is 
distinguished for anything it is for its absurdity. If this bill means 
anything it means that the poor, defenseless, dumb brate through 
that long line of suffering from the West to the East shall be pro- 
tected by its provisions, be it in one State or covering the territory of 
all of them over which the cattle are carried. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Lask if the provision in the nineteenth line 
does not apply to cattle being transported from one State to another, 
instead of to railroads running from one State to another. Suppose 
a railroad is engaged in carrying passengers from Chicago to New 
York, is not that commerce between the States! , 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. But the Senator from New Jersey 
who has charge of the bill has answered that question. In this argu- 
ment he has stated that at Pittsburgh and at Buffalo there are great 
depots for changing cattle, and the cattle changed owners there. 

. McPHERSON. Whether they change owners or not, they are 
the same cattle. 
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Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. How does any man know they are 
the same cattle? They have changed owners. The cattle that be- 
long to the Senator to-day belong to me to-morrow, and I start them 
from that point; they are not billed, they are not manifested, they 
are not known except from that particular point. It is a well-known 
fact that at Pittsburgh, for instance, there are e pens which re- 
ceive cattle for sale, There are markets there two or three times a 
week. Two persons from different States bring their cattle there, 
they are driven into the pens, and to-morrow or next day or next 
week C D buys A B’s cattle and he puts them on the road toNew York 
or Philadelphia, as the case may be, and he is in one State the entire 
time. If he puts them on one or the other two lines which are com- 
petitors, mer go through two or three different States. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I certainly am at a loss to understand the point 
of the Senator’s argument. I do not see how he has changed the cat- 
tle, even although they have changed owners. I do not see but that 
it is the same property in transportation, and being carried over lines 
of railroad that are interstate railroads, it makes no difference if they 
change owners every fifteen minutes from the time they leave the 
West until they arrive in the East. 

The point he tries to make with respect to two great lines of rail- 
road having their point of shipment and their point of destination 
both within the territorial limits of the same State, I do not see that 
that is going to affect the result. The bill applies to cattle in transit 
from the West to the East. Take the State of Pennsylvania, for in- 
stance, over whose territory runs the great trunk line of the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad Company. It transports more than three-fourths 
of the cattle it carries across the territory of New Jersey to New 
York. The road begins in Pennsylvania and ends in New Jersey. 
What right has the State of Pennsylvania, or what right has the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company, to impose cruelty in Pennsylvania 
o avrg transported over that line and belonging to a citizen of New 

erse 

Ms DAVIS, of West Virginia. The owners will look out for that. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the owners are so immaculate as you are 
inclined to make them, they are the most maligned people in the world. 

The Senator speaks also of the New York entenl ilroad. Iam 
not the defender of the New York Central Railroad or the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad. I have no interest in railroads or in anything that 
et ober to the matters involved in this bill; but I do object toa 
railroad being criticised without any cause whatever. The New York 
Central Railroad transports to-day perhaps three-fourths of all the 
supply of live stock that 1 to the New England States. They 
cross the territory of New York State from Buffalo to Albany, and are 
there placed upon cars and sent all through New England. I say to 
my friend that three-fourths of all the live-stock business done on 
that line of railroad comes entirely within my idea and construction 
of this bill. 

Now, as to the point that it is not within the province of this bill 
to punish parties owning roads operating within a single State, this 
is very true if the point of shipment and point of destination are both 
within the jurisdiction of the State. I suppose it is very consoling to 
the Senator that there is one condition of circumstances under which 
inhumanity to the brute creation cannot be punished. But let me 
remind the Senator State laws can reach such a case, and many of the 
States have laws much more restrictive than this one. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Then I would leave it to the States 
themselves. While the Senator was speaking, I thought of this case: 
for instance, a man drives his cattle into the pens at Pittsburgh or 
Allegheny City, from Pennsylvania, probably, or from Ohio, just 
across the river, if you choose. There are two competing roads from 
that point where the cattle start for the East. One of the roads is 
obliged to unload them in twenty-eight hours or use a certain kind of 
car, while the other road, running as it docs solely in one State, not 

ing out of it except for a few miles where my friend lives in New 

ersey ; they are so near the end of the journey when they reach his 
city that they could hardly stop the train before it got there. But 
take either Buffalo or Pittsburgh, and take the cattle driven in there, 
never having been on a railroad car before; the Senator readily sees 
the advantage one trunk line has over the others, because in one case 
they are bound to unload and in the other case they go through with- 
out being unloaded. 

My idea of this whole 1 is that the present law is equal to 
if not better than this bi 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I desire to answer the honorable Senator from 
West Virginia by simply saying to him that if the interests of hu- 
manity and of good, healthful meat food for the people is to be based 
upon a consideration of the profits or losses of 8 companies, it is 
a sad commentary upon our common humanity. Here we have a bill 
that proposes to be general in its provisions and universal so far as this 
country is concerned, and there is no idea, so far as I am concerned, 
that the bill gives-one railroad an advantage over another, but it 
places all exactly on an equality. The fact that they were not on an 
equality was the reason why we sought to amend the present law. 
To illustrate, there was no provision in the existing law that required 
railroads doing business and forming connections with the Canada 
roads to obey the law. What was the result? If we had undertaken 
to enforce the existing law in our own country, it would have forced 
the cattle transportation through the Province of Canada, to the en- 
tire detriment and injury of our own lines of road. 
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t to the section that the Senator 
He says he wants to put in the 
words “space and opportunity torest.” Now, let me tell the honorable 
Senator this one fact, that cattle cannot rest in cars; they may lie 
down and they may get up, it is true; they can get a certain amount 
of rest, but still not in the full meaning of the ferm“ space and op- 
portunity to rest.” We propose that under a new and improved mode 
of transportation of live stock there need be fewer delays in its trans- 
portation than under the old system and in the old cars by the use of 
improved cars. But the ghost of a patented palace car is hovering 
around him. 

Suppose you start from your home in Illinois with a car-load of cat- 
tle. You are supplied with a bucket; at every station you stop at, 
or once every twenty-four hours, you take your bucket and water your 
cattle and feed them. I want to know if in y ur opinion ou have 
not observed all the requirements of this bill. This bill te you 
shall give them food and water once in twenty-four hours. If you 
give it to them in a bucket, or if you 1 55 it to them in a pail, or 

2 you give it to them, you have performed all the requirements 
of the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. But there is no opportunity. The humane 
society first agitated this question on the ground that cattle were 
treated badly. I say that no steer can, on its feet, stay sixty hours 
without being injured. Allow me to suggest that if it pre that 
a stock-train can run from Chicago to Pittsburgh in forty-eight 
hours, and could not run from Saint Louis there in less than sixty 
hours, are we to legislate for Saint Louis when common humanity 
requires that the steer should not remain cooped up so long? Now, 
the common cars must be unloaded every twenty-eight hours. When 
you have extended it to forty-eight hours you have stretched the 
matter. I do believe that every steer ought to have the opportunity 
wae a down to sleep once in twenty-four hours. 

. MCPHERSON. I confess I wish they might, but I must deal 
with practical realities, not theories. 

I ask if there is no necessity for unloading cattle in less than sixty 
hours in case you feed and water them every twenty-eight hours, 
why compel it to be done? The practice and the experience of the 
22 shows that there is no necessity for doing it if you water and 

eed them once every twenty-four hours, as the bill requires. I hope 
it will not be that there are such things as palace cars when I 
say to you that of my own knowledge there is not a single patented 
and patentable device n for any railroad pt! upon the 
earth to use in the transportation of animals under each provision of 
this bill. All it requires is simply a trough placed in the car for the 
reception of the food, and any man who will undertake to say that 
there is any invention in simply placing a trough in a car is asserting 
what seems to me arrant nonsense. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Will the Senator from New Jersey allow 
me 15 ask him if there have not been patents taken out on these 
cars 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes; I will answer that question. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Then the question of infringement, tomy 
certain knowledge takes a wide range. 

Mr. McPHE N. In 1858 a patent was issued to a man named 
Robinson for a car in which he put pipes of a certain device to carry 
water. The patent was granted to him. It has expired. To-day it 
is the property of the public, and is the key to nah ae else, so far 
as I know. And yet there was no invention in his device, and I 
think the courts would have soheld. It consisted in a simple trough 
pisco in the car with pipe attachments to distribute water. What 

been done before a thousand times for other, yet like purposes, 
certainly cannot be called an invention. 

There may be little combinations of patents here and there with 
respect to certain things about it that it is not necessary a railroad 
company should use at all. To show more fully the exact condition 
of attains I will state to the Senator this fact: Two years ago the 
British Humane Society and a board appointed by Parliament took 
into consideration the inhuman treatment of animals in transporta- 
tionin England. They offered a premium of £400 for the best device 
for feeding and watering animals while in transit. That premium 
was given to the device which I have described to the Senate. This 
patent was issued to Mr. Robinson, and it expired more than four 
years ago. All the person did who won the £400 was to apply the 
device to the particular kind of car in use in England, but it was not 

atented there and could not be, and is now in use on all the railroad 
fines of England. Out of fifty-six competitors with as many differ- 
ing devices seeking this prize, it was decided in favor of an American 
invention, and now the property of the public. Therefore if the 
pustio can get the best without cost, why talk about those of no 
value. : t 

Our International Humane Society which met at Chicago a few 
months ago, after they had investigated the whole subject, came to 
the conclusion that improyed cars were the only way in which re- 
forms could be made in transportation. They offered a premium of 
$5,000 for the best device for carrying live stock and feeding and 
watering them in the cars. I understand, from a reliable source, that 
there is scarcely a patent that had ever been issued by the Patent 
Office but has 3 applied for this premium of $5,000. The inten- 
tion of that society is to pay for it themselves by a private contribu- 
tion among people who have some Christianity and humanity in their 


And now, Mr. President, with 


from Illinois asks to have amended. 
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composition, and then offer it as a gift to any railroad company who 
will use it. Thus it will be seen what the poor defenseless railroad 
companies can and will not do in aid of this humane movement pri- 
vate capital pro to do. 

When you undertake to say that there is ong in the shape of 
a patent car that we intend to impose upon the people, it is the sim- 
plest nonsense in the world, because the bill does not state any such 
thing. It states, first, that it is inhuman to deprive an animal of 
food and water on a hot, dusty July day for more than twenty-eight 
hours, and therefore you must remove them from the cars and water 
and feed them. But it says another thing: that if inventive genius 
can or has devised a car where that very same thing can be done 
without the delay incident to and attendant upon unloading them, 
then you may run them for sixty consecutive hours. \The great 
cruelty ĉonsists mainly in the fact that the animals are deprived of 
water. I have known cattle put upon the cars in Chicago and run 
through to the city of New York, and confined for four days in the 
month of a fet without one particle of food or water. I want to 
know if the Senator from Illinois, or any other Senator, believes that 
remedial legislation in this matter can be much longer postponed 
without absolute criminality on the part of the law-making power? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Here is the law, which provides that they 
shall be unloaded every twenty-eight hours. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I say it is a nullity. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Anullity! Any law will be a nullity unless 
you enforce the nalty. 

Mr. McPHERSON. We do not try to enforce it. 

hag DAVIS, of Illinois. Why will this bill be enforced if it becomes 
alaw? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Simply for this reason: Here is a provision 
in the bill that there shall be no invidious distinction in favor of a 
railroad in the neighboring province of Canada and against the rail- 
roads in our own country. It will be enforced because there are pro- 
visions in the bill under which it can be enforced. The old law was 
so loose and faulty in its construction that it could not be enforced. 

The Senator from Illinois states another matter. He says it is 
cruel to keep cattle without rest for sixty hours. I want to state 
the fact that in the transportation of live animals across the ocean 
and you know that has become a very important article of export—I 
have known, if the testimony of men is worth anything at all, of 
cattle being placed upon ship to stand for five days and nights 
without offering to lie down. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West A pep I ask the Senator whether it is 
proposed under this bill to ship cattle to foreign countries ? 

. MCPHERSON. Iclaim that under the provisions of this bill 
cattle would E to the sea-board as quickly as possible, and that all 
cruelty would be at least vastly mitigated if not removed; that they 
would go through cheaper, and that the cost of transportation would 
be very much lessened; and I claim that when they get to the sea- 
board they would be in a much more healthful condition to ship to 
foreign countries than they could be under the present system. Let 
the Senator not forget to remember that our export trade starts from 
the great West instead of the sea-board. 

With regard to another point I wish to ask the honorable Senator 
from Illinois, or any other Senator upon this floor, if he is willing to 
strike from this bill the provision which is to enable a western pro- 
ducer to send his cattle to the New York market at from $15 to $20 
per car less than can be done under the present system ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I am not contending about the cost of 
transportation. The Senator may know all about that; Ido not know 
anything aboutit. Isay that the ordinary mode of transportation 
requires the cars to be unloaded every twenty-eight. hours, and that 
any improved mode that extends the time to sixty hours without the 
cattle being unloaded is wrong. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The improved mode does not require it. As I 
have stated to the Senate the reason why it does not require it is be- 
cause practically what cattle need is water. They need some food it 
is true. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. They need rest. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. They need rest it is trae; but we propose to 
amend by this bill the e law which provides that they need 
not be unloaded by providing that they shall be unloaded every sixty 
hours for the rest demanded by the honorable Senator. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, Does not the existing law provide that 
they shall be unloaded every twenty-eight hours unless there is op- 
portunity in the conveyance to feed and water them, and to give 
them rest? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That will be left to the Senators own judg- 
ment. As I have already asked, is it not a positive absurdity to talk 
about rest in a car-full of cattle? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Ilinois. They must be taken off the car for that 


si Mr, icPHERSON. I want to state a point to the Senator from Mi- 
nois that I undertook to state to the 

inventive genius had created a way of doing this work better than it 
had been done before, and if the Con of the United States should 
say that in their judgment anything that inventive genius might do to 
assist it might be used, as can be done under the provisions of this bill, 
first, as to a limit of cruelty, what is the objection to simply saying if 
you can do it yon may do it? It does not impose any particular kind 
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of car upon the railroad companies, or upon the people, or upon the 
snippers; but if a car can be provided, be it paisa or hovel car, that 

ill carry food from the farm of the honorable Senator from Iowa or 
of his constituent, whose corn may cost him to raise ten cents per 
bushel upon the productive soil of that State, he starts to market with 
a 3 of corn that represents a cost of ten cents per bushel, and 
he goes clear to the New Vork market, feeding his stock as he goes 
ree | whenever they need it; whereas if he were forced to unload at 
the different stock-yards upon the line he would pay $1.50 a bushel 
for the same corn. I want to know, then, if there is any reason why 


this reform should not be introduced and carried out. Is there any 


reason why legislation should not be made to say that inventive 
nius may be employed; that reforms may be introduced if the pub- 
c like them, if the railroads like them and will apply them—and no 
compulsion whatever? Then, if there is no necessity for unloadin 
the stock, as I claim there is not under sixty hours, if you feed an 
water them, 0 then, impose any restriction upon doing that ? 

Mr. CARPENTER. I wish to ask the Senator in to the pro- 
viso commencing in line 52: 
be 5 — 88 8 i cous rensei tn wits AMA tents ae have Anti 

and other W. o have 
proper food and — the provisions in regard to their being unloaded hail ad 
apply. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The words in the old law, “ space and op- 
portunity to rest” are left out here. 

Mr. C ENTER. The words “space and opportunity to rest,” 
which are in the old law, and which are as necessary as the provision 
which the Senator has inserted, are left out here. But the precise 
question that I want to be enlightened about is, who is to determine 
whether a particular car has the proper convenience for daily food ? 
A train of cars starts, for instance, from Kansas City to New York. 
It goes through Missouri, in the first place, in which State there are 
one or two judicial districts ; it goes through Illinois; it goes through 
Indiana; it goes raga Ohio, and so on. Now, whois to determine 
whether the car in which those cattle are put has the proper conven- 
ience called for by this section or not? It is of course a question of 
fact, one to be determined by a jury in each case. The result might 
be that in Missouri it would be hel to be a proper car, that in Illi- 
nois it would be held to be an improper car, and so on. The verdict 
might be different in regard to cattle upon the same train and the 
same car in every district through which the train passed. You will 
have a question of fact forever open, which to the foundation of 
your whole ae and you will have that as a question of fact 
which may be settled various ways in the different districts Pronat 
which your train passes. Now I ask, how is that to be controlled? 

Mr, McPHE N. I am very much surprised that the Senator 
raised that objection. I eee I had sufficiently answered that in 
my reply to the Senator from Illinois. I claim that the word “ con- 
venient” is not used in the bill at all, or anything like it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. “Proper” is the word. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If that word implies more than it ought to 
imply strike out the word “proper ;” say “ food and water.” 

Mr. CARPENTER. That would be the most inhuman thing ever 
heard of. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Simply say “food and water.” 

Mr. CARPENTER. To say “food and water” would not be half 
as good as the old law. 

. MCPHERSON. I said to the Senator from Illinois, if he takes 
a pail, or a tub, or a bucket, and gives every animal water in that 
car, and every animal food in that car, every twenty-four hours, every 
requirement of the bill is complied with. Then you talk about con- 
veniences in cars. I do not know anything about cars, or conven- 
iences in cars. If we can get a car in which animals can be trans- 
ported, as I know we have them, because they are in use every da 
upon the railroads with perfect success, then, I say, I do not think 
we ought to have these monopolies of pens. 

Mr. CARPENTER. It is a misfortune of mine that I am called on 
to vote upon a subject that I know nothing about. I thought the 
Senator from New Jersey was thoroughly informed and could inform 
me, and it was for that reason that I put him the question. He pro- 
duces a bill here and says it is proper; and if ple do not like this 
or do not like that, strike it out. Ido not like the bill, and would 
strike it all out if the Senator would give me permission. But the 

recise point upon which I wanted the Senator’s information, and I 
Rave good reason to know that he is a pretty sound lawyer, having 
felt his strength recently 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I must leave to say to the Senator now that 
I do not know what I have done that I should be liable to any such 
suspicion. I certainly am not a lawyer, but confess I would be willing 
to-day to bear the reproach for the advan it would confer. 

Mr. CARPENTER. To be perfectly candid, I do not think so either. 
I acquit the gentleman of any such suspicion. [Laughter.] But I 
want to know how the question is to be settled whether a particular 
car is within or without this provision. Here a train starts with cer- 
tain cars. If they are proper cars—that is to say, if the cattle can be 
properly fed in those cars—they are not within this section at all; if 
they cannot be properly fed, then they are within the section. Now, 
who is to determine it? Your whole proceeding is to rest there 


a matter of opinion, about which no two men whom you could find 
might agree. 7 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. CARPENTER. Certainly: 

Mr. McPHERSON. I put to the Senator from Wisconsin a ques- 
tion that I asked the Senator from Illinois. If I should water a train 
of cattle at any point upon the road with a pail or bucket, if I should 
give each one proper food and water, a sufficiency of good sound food 


and an amount of water to satisfy their thirst, then will I have com- 
plied with the provisions of that section. I await his answer. 

Mr. CARPENTER, My trouble with this whole subject is that I 
do not know anything about it. 

Mr. McPHE IN. Then the Senator ought not to debate a ques- 
tion about which he claims not to know anything, and that, too, on 
the black side. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Iam not debatin 
sitting at the feet of the Senator from New Jersey with the docility 
of a child; I ask him for light and can get none. That certainly is 
not my fault. The Senator may be as effalgent as he peanon; I am 
inquiring for information. I said in advance that I did not know 
anything about it, but I had to vote upon it, and wanted to get some 
information. I applied where I was certain it could be found, to the 
Senator from New Jersey, who has charge of this bill. Now, I want 
to be informed, for I am not trying to inform anybody or debate 
anything. 

x (CPHERSON. Ican give the Senator from Wisconsin no in- 
formation further than I have Bio certainly upon that point. I 
will read the provision of the bill to which he refers, and then if there 
is a man, woman, or child in the United States, other than himself, 
who will put that construction upon it I shall be somewhat surprised: 

Provided, however, In all cases when animals in transit from one to another 
be transported in boats, and other vessels in which said do have daily 
ats ng food and water, the provisions in regard to their being unleaded shall not 
apply. 


it, I am inquiring. I am 


I certainly cannot understand what there is to answer in the mat- 
ter. I do not know that I have anything further to say apon the bill. 
I did not expect to be met by any objections. This bill was com- 
pleted as is well known, at least it was perfected, as I supposed, by 
the Senate during the extra session in May last. The bill wasamended, 
and I thought thoroogtily, and satisfactorily amended. I am willing, 
as I said at the outset of my remarks, to accept anything in the wa 
of amendment that will not destroy the object we have in view, whic 
is to provide good, healthful food and to do away with the inhuman- 
ity of the case; but I certainly must object to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Illinois on line 52; and I object, for the reason 
I have stated, to the amendment offered in line 58, inserting “ forty- 
eight hours,” because there is no necessity for it. 

COCKRELL. I presume that it will be impossible to conclude 
the consideration of this bill this evening. A large number of amend- 
ments have already been adopted. It would certainly be very desira- 
ble that those amendments as adopted and the bill as it now stands 
should be printed and placed before the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. There are amendments offered, not yet voted on, 
that ought to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was going to move that the bill, with the 
amendments already adopted, be printed, and then that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let all the amendments offered be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator from New Jersey 
dropped a remark to which I should like to have an answer made 
before he takes his seat. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Missouri withhold his 
motion for a moment? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, I wish to ask the Senator who has 
charge of the bill a question. He said a moment ago in his remarks 
that this bill would bring cattle to market in a better condition and 
for $15 a car less than under the present law. Will the Senator be 
kind enough to explain how that is? I did not know that this bill 
had anything to do with the price of t rtation. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will answer the question of the honorable 
Senator. I say that under the operation of the bill, if the improved 
mode of transportion was adopted s 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Now, what is that improved mode? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The improved mode of transportation is the 
improved cars which under the proviso in line 52 may be employed 
in transportation. I say that if the improved cars which are y 
in use upon some of the railroads in this country are employed gen- 
erally in transportation, all the profits now tore fe by the stock-yard 
monopolies see line of every railroad would be saved; and they 
are monopolies, because they have the exclusive privilege of feeding 
live stock at an extortionate rate. I say that in the mode that we 
propose to adopt if -we can, if we can convince the railroads of the 
country, as I believe we can, that they should adopt it, the producer 
in any western State would be able to take the corn he raises at ten 
cents a bushel, put it in the car and start to market without bei 
subjected to the imposition of stock-yards along the line of the - 


road, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Then the whole of it is in the new 
car. The whole of the Senators answer is that if the new ear which 
= 8 to be introduced is provided this good result will be pro- 

uced. 


Mr. McPHERSON. If it is not employed the provision would not 
be operative, most certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Then the idea is that the railroads 
are to have a new car, and in that way they are to save somethi 
by carrying along the food. In that way $15 a car, I understand, 
would be saved. That is entirely new. All the rai are now 
supplied with cars, and I suppose they would dislike very much to 
have to do away with them at once. That would be the case at least 
with very many of the roads. I should like to ask a further ques- 
tion, in re to the monopoly of the pens. If I understand the 
Senator’s bill correctly, it not only creates but establishes additional 
pens. The existing law says nothing about pens. You may keep 
your cattle anywhere you think proper. The present bill specially 
provides for pens. In that particular there certainly would be more 
pens and more monopolies under the proposed law than there are 
under the Bone statute. 

Mr. TH . Mr. President, there are two objects sought to be 
accomplished by this bill, and they are both very important and I 
will say very noble objects. One is to prevent cruelty to animals; 
the other is to prevent the sale of diseased food, sack hihi as far as 
possible that the food of the people, where that food has been trans- 
ported over railways, shall be healthy food. No one can deny the 
importance of both these objects, and no one will say that they do 
not commend themselves to his most favorable consideration. I think 
we are indebted to the Senator from New Jersey for the labor he has 
taken to accomplish these objects. But while we sympathize with 
him in the efforts he has made, do not let us lose sight of the means by 
which he attempts to accomplish his pu e must not be car- 
ried away by our sympathies so far as not to investigate the means 
that are to be employed to accomplish these worthy objects. This 
bill has been amended so much, and withoat, as I verily believe, one- 
fourth of the Senate knowing what the amendments are, for without 
their ever being put to a vote it was announced that they were agreed 
to, nobody objecting, that I for one do not know how the bill now 
stands. Therefore 1 was glad to hear the suggestion of the Senator 
from Missouri that the bill should go over until to-morrow and that 
it should be printed as now amended. I think it ought to be so 
printed in order that we may consider it intelligently. 

Before that is done, however, I wish to call the attention of m 
friend from New Jersey to one or two things connected with this b 
and which it seems to me will require the bill to be considerably 
amended. First, however, I wish to say that this bill stretches the 
commercial power beyond anything that has ever been passed by 


‘Congress, unless it is the law to which this is an amendment. What 


is the first provision of this bill? 

No railroad company within the United States, whose road forms any part of a 
line of road over which cattle * * * are conveyed from one State to another, or 
the owners or masters of steam, sailing, or other vessels carrying or transportin 
cattle, * * * shall confine the same in vehicles, railroad cars, boats, or v 
of any description for a longer period than twenty-eight consecutive hours without 
unloading the same for rest. 

„No railroad company within the United States whose road forms 
any part of a line of road over which cattle are conveyed from one 
State toanother.” Obviously that means to include a road, however 
short it may be, entirely within a single State, if over that road, it 
being connected with other roads, cattle are transported from one 
State to another. Take for instance, the Columbus and Xenia road, 
in the very heart of the State of Ohio. It is a road fifty miles long, 
nnne Son the e Fer of the State to the city of Xenia. It is con- 
nected both east and west with other railroads, so that you can travel 
over it in going from New York to San Francisco, because its connec- 
tions are such that it is one part of a great line of railroad or of lines 
of railroad which connected together traverse the entire continent. 
There is an Ohio corporation whose road is fifty miles long, and that 
Ohio corporation, entirely operating within the State of Ohio, is within 
the purview of this bill, or the bill is worth nothing at all; for if this 
bill is to be confined to roads which lie partly in one State and partl 
in another State the bill is of no use or very little use at all, suc 
roads being sofew. Therefore, in order to be effective, it must include 
every road, however short it may be. Nay, more, it will include any 
means of transportation, however aori although it should simply be 
a street railroad, if that railroad should carry over it stock from one 
depot to another. It would include, for instance, the transport of 
cattle from the Ohio and Mississippi depot, at the west end of Cin- 
cinnati, to the Little Miami dépot at the east end, a transit of about 
a mile, or a mile and a half. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I interrupt the Senator to ask him a 
question! 

. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Is the Senator aware of the fact that the State 
of Ohio has upon her statute-book to-day a law more restrictive in 
its e eee a great deal than the law we propose to pass relating 
to this same matter? v 

Mr. THURMAN. What the State of Ohio has on her statute-book 
has nothing in the world to do with the power of Congress to D erat 
this bill; and if she has a law more restrictive than this, more effect- 
ive than this, it would be ee EY against passing this bill, I 
think, so far as Ohio is con 

But let me show to what extent this bill carries our power to legis- 
late under the provision of the Constitution, “ to te commerce 
with foreign nations, and among the several States.” The principle 
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of this bill will include every drayman who draws a load from one 


depot to another. Every drayman who draws a load from the Ohio 
1 depot in Cincinnati to the Little Miami depot, or 
from the Cincinnati, Hamilton and Dayton cepoy to any other de- 
pot is brought within the principle upon which this bill rests. If 
you can regulate these railroads as this bill regulates them, and, as 
it is claimed by some, that you can regulate their fares and freight 
c and the like, then you may do it in regard to the draymen 
who haul freight from one depot to another, although it may be but 
a quarter of a mile, 

ow, I am not going to argue that constitutional question. I only 
throw out these suggestions that those who have studied, that those 
who are interested in, that those who want to interpret the Consti- 
tution correctly on this subject may give the subject their best re- 
flections before a vote is taken on this bill. Having done that, Mr. 
President, I now have something to say upon the particular provis- 
ions of this bill. In the first place, it is provided in the first section 
of the bill that no railroad company, and so on, shall transport cat- 
tle, &., “for a longer period than twenty-eight consecutive hours 
without unloading the same for rest, water, and feeding for a period 
of at least seven consecutive hours, unless prevented from so unload- 
ing by unavoidable causes. In estimating such confinement the 
time during which the animals have been confined without such rest 
on connecting roads or lines of transportation from which they are 
received shall be included; it being the intent of this section to 2 
hibit their continuous confinement beyond the period of twenty-eight 
hours, except upon contingencies hereinbefore stated.” 

The first thing that strikes one is, how is a company receiving a 
cargo of cattle to know whether those cattle have been trans 
twenty-eight hours already without rest? Take a cargo coming on 
the Union Pacific Railroad to Omaha. The cattle are then trans- 
ferred to the road from Omaha to the Mississippi River, whatever 
may be the name of the road. How are the people on that road to 
know whether those cattle have been transported more than twenty- 
eight hours on the Union Pacific? When they cross the Iowa line, 
how is the company in Illinois to know in the case of cattle going to 
Chicago? It does seem to me that something more definite on this 
subject is necessary, or otherwise you visit the companies with pen- 
alties when they could not by the use of any reasonable diligence 
acquire the information which was necessary to enable them to avoid 
the penalties. 

Then let us go to the next section. I believe the words * which 
shall include all costs and necessary cha ” have been stricken out 
on the motion of the Senator from Illinois, and so I shall say noth- 
ing about them. 

r. MCPHERSON. I think that was settled in a way satisfactory 
to the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then it is said: 

e duty of all United States district attorneys to prosecute at once 
sii reri — — this cen and the three preceding — * 

I do not know, looking at this bill, whether this is restrictive or 
not. I do not know whether it is the intention of the framers of 
this bill that all prosecutions shall be by the district attorneys, or 
whether it is intended to allow anybody to prosecute, and also to make 
it the duty of the district attorneys to g when they have the 
information. That is an obscurity in the bill that I think ought to 
‘be removed. 

Then in the next section we come to another provision, that where 
the company, or an owner or custodian of the property, or the like, 
has caused these cattle to be furnished with food and water and rest, 
he shall have a lien on the cattle for re mt of the expenses thus 
incurred, which lien shall be enforceable by petition in the district 
court of the United States. But what I ask my friend is, what is to 
become of the cattle while this lien is being enforced? There is no 
provision here. What is to become of them? I do not know how 


they are to be provided for. 

Mr EDM . I sup the Senator thinks the cattle would 
get lean before he got his lien attended to. [Laughter.] 

Mr. THURMAN. I think it very likely. A lien on a ishable 
article—and I suppose cattle must be considered perishable, as a 
will starve if they are not fed—a lien upon live stock to be asse 
must be accompanied by the clearest provisions so as to give it effect, 
so as to protect not only the cattle from suffering, but so as to pro- 
tect the owner from loss by shrinkage of the cattle or by keeping his 
cattle away from the market. $ 5 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator a question right there? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. ; é 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Are there any railroad companies to-day in the 

United States that feel under obligation to disc a area of 
freight, deliver it up to the shipper or freight owner, without pay- 
ment of the charges and freight, payment of whatever may have 
acérued and the freight that may be due on the merchandise? Is 
there any harm, therefore, in povan in this bill that a railroad 
company shall have a lien on the ani for food, care, and comfort 
furnished when the owner and shipper of the animals himself refuses 
do it? 
ae THURMAN. Let us see what this section is. Here is the sec- 
tion that gives the lien. 

Sec. 4287. Animals so unloaded— 


It applies to unloaded animals— 


properly watered durin ch rest by th perso: 1 
g such resi © owner or m 
x then by the railroad com- 


, or persons operatin; railroad, or owners or masters of the vehicles, or 
0 0 eat sis eansporting the same, — in 


custody thereof ; and such com: or i © said „owners, 
pangs diy shall in such cans here's en upon such animals for food, care, and 
3 furni , and shall not be liable for any detention of such animals for 
such purpose 


The first thing that strikes one here is a mere oversight. It gives 
the owner of the cattle himself a lien on his cattle for the food that 
he furnishes, and says that the owner of the cattle himself shall not 
be liable for their detention. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. You can provide for that, I suppose. 

Mr. THURMAN. Of course, that is a mistake. It was not intended 
to say that the owner himself should have a lien on his own cattle, 
but there is a provision that the company or person operating a rail- 
road or the master or owner of a vessel, where the cattle have been 
unloaded, and are supplied with sufficient food and water, shall have 
a lien on the cattle for repayment of the expenses thus incurred. I 
do not care for that; that is right enough, but when you propose to 
answer how he shall recover that, as you do in the su uent sec- 
tion, that it shall be by a petition filed in the district court holden 
within the district where the food, care, and custody have been fur- 
nished; when you have said that the railroad company is not to put 
this on the e for freight and transportation at its terminus, and 

uire the consignee to pay it before he has the cattle, but that it 
shall be enforced in West Virginia, or in Ohio, or in Pennsylvania, or 
in Indiana, or in Nebraska, and not enforced at the end of the transit 
by simply adding it to the charges of the consignee, then you intro- 
duce a new siog totally unknown to the law, and a thing fraught 
with infinite culty. You 82 cattle right there; you do not 
allow the railroad company to take them on to the terminus, and say 
to the consignee “ Pay these costs and charges 
cattle,” but you stop the cattle in West Virginia, or in Nebraska, or 
in Iowa, and say “ in the district court we will recover the $50 
or the $100 for which we have a lien on these cattle.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would the Senator from Ohio give way for a 
motion for an executive session ? 

Mr. THURMAN. I will with great pleasure, for there are but few 
Senators listening to what Isay. I hope the bill will be printed as 
amended, and that it may come up to-morrow. 

I want my friend from New Jersey to be impressed with the fact 
that I sympathize fully with him in the thing sought to be done and 
that I do not make the criticism of this bill in any spirit of hostili 
to his object, but I want his means to be constitutional means and 
want them to be adapted to the end in view. 

Mr.McPHERSON. Will theSenator from Vermont yield to me one 
moment to make an observation? Let me say to the Senator from 
Ohio, or any other Senator who professes to be friendly to the objects 
of this bill, as he professes to be, that, if there are any info ties 
or anything wrong with respect to the collection of penalties or the 
machinery by which the bill is to be worked, if they will prepare 
their amendments and have them ready to-morrow 5 I should 
like to have them presented. If there is objection to the bill on the 
ground of unconstitutionality, which has been 510 by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, I have nothing to say. If the bill be an unconstitu- 
tional one no Senator so minded will vote for it; but with respect to 
the machinery by which the provisions of the bill are to be carried 
out and enforced, I should like to have the Senator from Ohio pro- 
pose such amendments as will perfect the bill, if not now perfect, and 
if I can consistently accept them I will. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I now ask general consent that this bill with the 
amendments which have been adopted and proposed (it being shown 
in the print that they are amendments adopted or pro; ) be re- 
printed for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, ar INGALLS in the chair.) Is there 
objection to that order? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President 

Mr.KIRKWOOD. Will the Senator allow me to occupy a moment :? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will yield two minutes to my friend from Iowa. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I move to take from the Calendar Senate bill 
No. 315, 18 57 pension to Henry Stanley Wetmore. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the report read in that case. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. There is a report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a favorable report, and I suppose no one will 
insist on the reading of it in a pension case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I cannot tell until I hear the report read whether 
this is a case where a pension ought to be gran I do not think 
the law has ever reco the right of one case on the docket to be 
pensioned, and I should like to have the report read so as to know 
whether this is that case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Senator is right in his point. Every 
Senator ought to understand what he voteson. That being the case, 
I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 


business. 
The motion was to; and the Senate 


before you get your 


proceeded 
sideration of executive business. After forty-six minutes spen 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and 
six minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


1880. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MONDAY, January 19, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of Friday last was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at eighteen minutes 
ast twelve o’clock; and this being Monday, the first business in order 
is the call of States and Territories, beginning with the State of Maine, 
for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for reference to their 
appropriate committees, not to be brought back on motiops to recon- 
sider. Under this call resolutions for information from Departments 
and memorials and resolutions of State and territorial Legislatures 
may be presented for reference and printing. 
HARRIET FLAGG. 


Mr. HALL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3564) granting a pension to 
Harriet Flagg; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHARLES MORRISON, 


Mr. FARR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3565) ting a pension to 
Charles Morrison, late a private of Company A, Tenth Hepiment New 
Hampshire Volunteers; which was read a and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

IMPROVEMENT OF CONNECTICUT RIVER. 


Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3566) providing for the 
removal of asunk and abandoned wreck from the entrance to the 
mouth of the Connecticut River, in the State of Connecticut, and 
making an appropriation therefor; which was read a first and second 
time, refe to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WALTER JORDAN. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3567) 
granting a pension to Walter Jordan, of Ticonderoga, Essex County, 
New York; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ANDREW J. MORRISON. 

Mr. BAILEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3568) granting arrearages 
of pension to Andrew J. Morrison; which con Aa first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 


Mr. BAILEY also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 171) re- 
lating to the interoceanic canal; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Select Committee on Interoceanic Ship-Canal, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TIMOTHY QUINN. 

Mr. WALTER A. WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3569) for the 
relief of Timothy Quinn, late major First New York Cavalry; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 

SALLY C. MULLIGAN. 


Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3570) ting a pension 
to Sally C. Mulligan; which was read a first ot second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

HAMILTON BOUGHTON. 

Mr. LOUNSBERY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3571) granting a 
pension to Hamilton Boughton, South Cairo, New York; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

C. S. PEUGH. 

Mr. KETCHAM (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3572) for 
the relief of C. S. Peugh, of Washington, District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia. 

SENECA INDIANS. 

Mr. VAN AERNAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3573) to authorize 
the Seneca Nation of Indians of the State of New York to grant title 
to lands for cemetery purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, and, with the accompanying resolution of the council of the Sen- 
eca Indians, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

R. W. ROSS. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3574) for the re- 
lief of R. W. Ross, late assistant surgeon of the Seventh Regiment of 
the Pennsylvania Volunteer Reserve Corps; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMELIA ANN WILSON. 

Mr. KLOTZ introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3575) granting a pension 
to Amelia Ann Wilson and her minor children; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

GEORGE KNOPSNYDER. 

Mr. COFFROTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3576) granting a pen- 
sion to George Knopsnyder; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensiens. 


SOLOMON J. BAER. 
Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3577) granting a 
pension to Solomon J. Baer; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. COFFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent to 
present the petition of James B. Tredwell, C. C. Orton, H. G. Cun- 
ningham, W. H. Sauner, and several hundred other soldiers of the late 
ve, praying for the equalization of bounties, which I desire to have 
read. 

The SPEAKER. That cannot be done during this call. The gen- 
tleman had better present it under the rules and let it be referred. 
Mr. COFFROTH. Very well; let it go to the Committee on Mili- 


tary 
SAMUEL H. JOHNSON. 

Mr. OVERTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3578) ting an - 
crease of pension to Samuel H. Johnson, late a private of First Regiment 
United States Colored Troops; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JAMES PENFIELD. 

Mr. YOCUM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3579) authorizing and di- 
recting the Secretary of the Interior to increase the pension of James 
P d; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

WASHINGTON EYE AND EAR INFIRMARY. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3580) to ap- 
propriate $500 to the Washington Eye and Ear Infirmary, duly incor- 

rated under the general law providing for incorporations in the 

istrict of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 
POTOMAC INSURANCE COMPANY. 

Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3581) for the relief of the 
Potomac Insurance Company, of Georgetown, District of Columbia ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia. 

AUGUST CONRAD. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3582) granting a pen- 
sion to August Conrad, of Sabillasville, Frederick County, Maryland; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

WILLIAM H. ROGERS. . 

Mr. McLANE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3583) to refund to Will- 
iam H. Rogers money illegally covered into the United States Treas- 
ury; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

MONUMENT TO GENERAL MORGAN. 


Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3584) to erect a monu- 
ment at Winchester, Virginia, over the grave of General Daniel Mor- 
gan, of revolutionary memory; which was read a first and second 


time. 

The SPEAKER. To what committee does the gentleman wish the 
bill referred ? 

Mr. TUCKER. To the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

The SPEAKER. Such bills have generally gone to the Committee 
on the Library. There is no Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. TUCKER. I prefer to have it go, then, to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

The bill was accordingly so referred, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS JOHNSON & CO. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3585) rage), the 
Secretary of the to pay to Lewis Johnson & Co. $210, the 
amount of certain coupons of bonds of the District of Columbia, due 
the 1st of January, 1878, the same having been lost or destroyed; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. : 

DENTISTRY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HUNTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3586) to re; the 
practice of dentistry in the District of Columbia, and for the protec- 
tion of the people of the District; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL WOODEN. i 

Mr. HUNTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3587) for the relief 
of Daniel Wooden; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

H. N. T. ARNOLD, UNITED STATES NAVY. 


Mr. HUNTON also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3588) 
for the relief of Commander H. N. T. Arnold, of the United States 
Navy; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the. 
Committee on Naval Affairs. : 


ROLLIN J. REEVES AND HENRY R. LEMLY. 
Mr. ARMFTELD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3589) for the relief of 
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Rollin J. Reeves and Henry R. Lemly; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
REPEAL OF DUTY ON SALT. 
Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3590) to repeal the duty on 
salt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3591) to amend sec- 
tion 1225 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to 
the number of Army officers detailed for instruction in military 
schools; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT CHISOLM. 


Mr. O'CONNOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3592) for the relief of 
bert Chisolm, of Charleston, South Carolina; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 
HEIRS OF L. R. WORTHAN. 

Mr. O’CONNOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3593) for the relief 
of the heirs of L. R. Worthan, deceased, late of Freestone County, 
Texas ; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. : 

W. B. MARCHE. 

Mr. PERSONS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3594) for the relief of 
W. B. Marche, of Washington, District of Columbia; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

WILLIAM F. MARTIN. 

Mr. HERNDON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3595) to pay William 
F. Martin, of Mobile, Alabama, the value of one hundred half boxes 
of tobacco illegally seized and sold by the collector of internal rev- 
enue at New Orleans; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

PUBLIC LANDS IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. HERNDON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3596) to confer 
upon the State of Alabama a title to all lands previously selected as 
swamp and overflowed; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF A SECTION OF THE REVISED STATUTES, 

Mr. HERNDON also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3597) 
to re section 3412 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

F JOHN B. READ, 


Mr. LEWIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3598) for the relief of John 
B. Read; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 3 

„ AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3599) to amend section 17 
of the act of March 3, 1879, entitled “An act to provide for takin 
the tenth census;” which was read a first and second time, ref 
to the Joint Committee on the Census, and ordered to be printed. 

REGISTRATION OF THE SCHOONER MERCEDES. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3600) to authorize the 
owners of the schooner Mercedes to register her as an American ves- 
sel; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

G. B. VERRET. 

Mr. ACKLEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3601) for the relief of G. 
B. Verret, of Bayou Goula, Louisiana; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

ELIZA A. MURRAY. 

Mr. MONROE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3602) granting a pension 
to Eliza A. Murray; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MARY JOYCE. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3603) for 
the relief of Mary Joyce; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

RETIREMENT OF UNITED STATES ARMY OFFICERS. 
Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3604) to provide 
for the retirement of officers of the United States Army of a certain 
e; which was read a first and second time, 3 to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
ARMY OFFICER’S RECORD. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3605) to cor- 
rect an Army officer's record; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

MARY JOYCE. 
Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3606) grant- 
a pension to Joyce; which was read a first and second 


time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
CHARLES S. MEDARY. 
Mr. CONVERSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3607) for the relief of 


Charles S. Medary; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
CHARLES KORTZENBORN. 

Mr. ATHERTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3608) for the relief of 
Charles Kortzenborn; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

WILLIAM REHBERG, 
Mr. HURD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3609) to provide for the 
resentation to William Rehberg of a medal, in ition of his 
ere in rescuing the crew of the steamer Pierrepont, wrecked on 
an island in Lake Erie; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
WILLIAM T. DUVALL. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3610) referring the 
claim of William T, Duvall against the United States to the Court of 
Claims; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

CHARLES R. ALLEN. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3611) for the 
relief of Charles R. Allen, of Lawrenceburgh, Kentucky ; which was 
road a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War 

LAFAYETTE ARDERY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3612) for the 
relief of Lafayette Ardery, of Paris, Bourbon County, Kentucky; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

J. W. SOUTH. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3613) for the 
relief of J. W. South, of Frankfort, Kentucky ; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


NEAL LACY. 
Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3614) for the 


relief of Neal Lacy, of Paris, Kentucky; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 
JOHN H. CHILDS. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3615) for the 
relief of John H. Childs, of Lexington, Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

WILLIAM C. YOUNG, SR. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3616) for the 
relief of William C. Young, sr., of Lexington, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, and refe to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

JOHN M. HIGGINS. 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3617) for the relief of John M. Higgins, of Caldwell County, Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. $ E 

JOSHUA S. DYE. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3618) 
granting a pension to Joshua S. Dye, of King’s Mountain Station, Lin- 
coln County, Kentucky; which was read a and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CAPTAIN JOHN H. DONOVAN, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3619) for the relief of Captain John H. Donovan, United States Army; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

SECTION 3244 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3620) to amend 
the sixth subdivision of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ENOCH C. SEXTON. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3621) 
granting a pension to Enoch C. Sexton, of Morgan County, Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

H. H. BEACH. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3622) for the relief of H. 
H. Beach, of Jeffersonville, Indiana ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

: KUNIGUNDA MILLER. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3623) for the relief of 
the heirs of Kunigunda Miller, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

WILLIAM HARRIS. 

Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3624) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Harris, of Harrison County, Kentucky, 
a soldier of the war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 
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WILLIAM P. THORNE. 
Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3625) for the relief 
of William P. Thorne, of Henry County, Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
ASA FAULKNER. 


š ; 
Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3626) to refund to Asa 
Faulkner, of Warren County, Tennessee, certain taxes wrongfully 


collected from him; which was read a first and second time, and re- 


ferred to the Committee of Claims. 
ə JOHN R. 'SHULTZ. 

Mr. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3627) granting a pension 
to John R. Shultz; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ALABAMA CLAIMS COMMISSION. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3628) for reviving and con- 
tinuing the court of commissioners of Alabama claims, and for the 
distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the Geneva award; 
which was read a first and second time, re to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES C. GIBSON. 

Mr. HOSTETLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3629) ting a pen- 
sion to James C. Gibson; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

SAMUEL U. TRACY. 

Mr. BICKNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3630) pas a oe 
sion to Samuel U. Tracy, of Ramelton, Brown County, Indiana; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

MARTIN F. CONWAY. 

Mr. DE LA MATYR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3631) for the relief 
of Martin F. Conway; which was read a first and second e, and 
referred to the Committee of Elections, 

JOSIAH STANLEY. 

Mr. COWGILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3632) for the relief of 
Josiah Stanley, late second lieutenant Company D, Thirty-ninth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

: MOSES LEWIS. S 

Mr. COWGILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3633) for the relief 
of Moses Lewis, late a private in Company L, First Indiana Heavy 
Artillery ; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


HARVEY F. WOOD. 


Mr. COWG also introduced a bill r R. No. 3634) for the relief 
of Harvey F. zd; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Conjmittee on Military Affairs. : 


ARMY OFFICERS ON LEAVE, ETC. 


Mr, SPARKS submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and, under the rule, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested, to furnish 
this House with the names and lineal rank of all offices ‘of the Army not on 
duty with their regiments or — but doing duty elsewhere, and the nature of 
that duty; the length of time has been absent from his regiment or corps ; 
the length of time each so absent has been performing the duty he is now engaged 
upon; the total amount of extra pay and cash value of emoluments, if any, each 
has received over and above that due to his lineal rank by reason of — 9 duty 
away from his regiment or corps; the amount of extra compensation each is now 


drawing yearly, and the reasons why, if any, such extra compensation should now 
be allowed. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 172) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States in relation to the election of President and Vice-President, 
providing for their election by a majority of the votes of the people 
and the abolition of the electoral college; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on the state of the laws respect- 
ing ascertainment and declaration of result of election of President 
and Vice-President, and ordered to be printed. . 

SARAH ROCK. 

Mr. HAWK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3635) ting a pension 
to Sarah Rock; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JACOB ROOS. 

Mr. BARBER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3636) for the relief of 
Jacob Roos, of Chicago, Illinois; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

DUTIES UPON PAINTINGS AND STATUARY. 

Mr. SHERWIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3637) fixing the duties 
upon paintings and statuary imported by individuals for themselves 
and not for sale; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT P. BOGGS. 
Mr. SHERWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3638) granting a 


pension to Robert P. Boggs; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ORANGE E. BOWERS. 

Mr. SHERWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3639) granting a 
pension to Orange E. Bowers; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JOHN W. LYONS. 

Mr. BOYD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3640) eee msion to 
John W. 8 a private in Company L, Second Ohio Volunteer 
Cavalry ; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ORRIN L. SHIPPEE. 


Mr. BOYD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3641) granting a pen- 
sion to Orrin L. Shippee, of Illinois; which was read a first and sec- 


ond time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
WILLIAM P. CARTWRIGHT. 

Mr. HENDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3642) granting an 
increase of pension to William P. Cartwright ; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

STANTON BURDICK., 

Mr. HAYES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3643) ting a pension 
to Stanton Burdick; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

HENRY MAPES. 

Mr. HAYES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3644) for the relief of 
Henry Mapes, late of Company C, Eighty-eighth Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

L. WHITNEY. 

Mr. HAYES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3645) for the relief of 
L. Whitney; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. b 

4 W. k. HAZEL, 

Mr. HAYES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3646) granting a pen- 
sion to W. E. Hazel; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. HAYES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 15550 to equalize the 
bounties of soldiers and others who served in the late war for the 
Union ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSIAH NEEDHAM. 


Mr. HAYES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3648) instructing the 
8 of the Treasury to issue bonds to Josiah Needham, of 
Grundy County, Illinois, to replace certain bonds which were burned ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

UNION RAILROAD OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. SPRINGER (by 1 a bill (H. R. No. 3649) ap- 
pog the building of the Union Railroad of the District of Co- 

umbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN A. BARNES. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3650) grant- 
ing a pension to John A. Barnes; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

WILLIAM H. WYMON. 

Mr. CANNON, of Ilinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3651) 
granting a pension to William H. Wymon; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘ CHARLES E. HARDEN. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3652 
granting a pension to Charles E. Harden; which was read a first an 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

DUTY ON STEEL RAILWAY-BARS. 

Mr. FORT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3653) establishing the quir 
on steel railway-bars; which was read a first and second time, refe: 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SALT FREE OF DUTY. 

Mr. HATCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3654) to provide for the 
importation of salt free of duty; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MRS. SARAH E. B. SMITH. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3655) for the relief of 
Mrs. Sarah E. B. Smith; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

JOHN HOHSTADT. 
Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3656) for the relief of 


John Hohstadt; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 
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UNRESTRICTED SALE OF TOBACCO, 


Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3657) to repeal all laws re- 
siricting the sale of tobacco by the producers thereof; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REDUCTION OF DUTY ON RAILWAY-BARS. 


Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3658) to reduce the du- 
ties on railway-bars made in whole or in part of steel; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LUCINDA WILLIAMS. 


Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3659) granting a 
8 to Lucinda Williams, dependent mother, of Truxton, Lincoln 


ounty, Missouri; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


JOHN SEAMANS, JR. 


Mr. ROTHWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2660) granting a pen- 
sion to John Seamans, jr., of Chillicothe, Livingston County, Missouri ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


AMENDMENT TO REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. WELLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3661) to amend section 
3328, Title XXXV, Internal revenue, chapter 4 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

* INTEROCEANIC TRANSIT COMPANY. 


Mr. WELLS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3662) to incorporate 
“The Interoceanic Transit Company,” and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on 
Interoceanic Ship-Canal, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DEERING. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent that the 
call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills be extended 
until it has been completed. 

Mr. WEAVER. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. Does the 5 object to proceeding with the 
call of States and Territories 

Mr. WEAVER. I do. 


INDEXING THE RECORD. 


Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. S er, I ask by unanimous consent to pre- 
sent a report at this time from the Committee on Rules in relation to 
indexing the RECORD, and simply to ask that it be printed in the 
RECORD to-morrow morning, so that everybody can see it, and recom- 
mitted. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The report is as follows: 


© provisions heretofore made for indexing the publications of Con 
P 8 pi gress 


activity of genius, but may be successfully perfi 
X É bearing burdens with dull patience, and beating the track of the alpha- 


third session, Forty-fifth Con, and Report H. R. 23, second session, Forty-sixth 
Congress) has had the effect ening 

and importance of index-making, awakened some interest in the subject of index- 
ing the publications of Congress, and developed on appreciation of the fact that 
Le . of u proper system of indexing has detracted very greatly from their 
value and use. 

In this view the committee have given careful consideration to the resolution 
referred to them, and in reply to the first inquiry, “whether the system rp ps 
by them for the General Index of the Journals of Con can be applied to index- 
ing the current publications,” most unhesitatingly re) not only that it can be 
applied but that in their opinion its application would result in the saving of a 
large amount of money annually and very tly enhance the value of the publi- 
cations. The system was adopted after a long and careful review of the various 
systems of cataloging and indexing, and the critical approvals it has received (see 
Report H. R. 23, second session, Forty-sixth Con ) have confirmed the judg- 
ment of the committee. It is also worthy of consideration that the application o; 
auniform system of indexing, based on well-established principles, would enable 
the compilation of general indexes at stated periods hereafter a matter of very lit- 
tle trouble and expense. 

The valus of an g, it has been observed, is best known by the want of it. 
Agreeably to this idea, the value of a proper index to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
will; probably be very thoroughly appreciated. 

The Journals are not published until after the close of each session of Congress, 
and contain simply a statement of 1 The RECORD is published dail, 
during the session and also collated and issued after the close of each session; it 
contains the debates and all the proceedings of both Houses in detail, together 
with the debates and prootoni in Committees of the Whole, Consequently 
the RECORD is Tna KoD cation most generally used and referred to for informa- 
tion, and the committee have therefore given special attention to it in considering 
the resolution referred to them. 

The preparation and publication of the RECORD costs aboat $350,000 for each 
Con and it does not require argument to impress the fact that all possible 
provisions should be made to insure benefits from it commensurate with the 
expenditure of such a sum of money. Itis obvious that to fulfill the pur- 


poses of the RECORD its index should be made on a system so thorough that no g 
could escape it, and so simple that no person could 


to readily find any informa- 
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tion desired from it. To what extent the present method of indexing falls short of 
these requirements is within the experience of every member. In fact, the indexes 
of the RD, as now made, are simpl. Boxe masses of undigested material, 
showing great industry in their 8 ut in which the want of a proper 
8 arrangement bears evidence of a want of appreciation of the purposes 
an absence of study of any of the systems of indexing.” 

Our investigations have satisfied us that the defects of the index of the RECORD 
mainly arise the absence of any provisions of law fr having it prepared. It 
ap’ that in the absence of such provisions the work of preparing the index is 
8 by the number of thousand ems of printed index produced, and that, 
‘erence to the peculiar qualifications uired for the work, it is com- 
rson as offers to prepare it at the least price per thousand ems. 
It would be difficult to conceive a more vicious system. It is obvious that this 
system simply offers a premium to making as an index as possible, and that 
method, system, phraseology of entries, form of arrangement, and everything 
necessary to be considered to make a good index would naturally be sacrificed to 
ey, as many thousand ems of printed matter as possible. This is the ke; 

all the defects of the index of the RD that are now so generall 3 
of the absurdity of the system is reached in the following index 
which we quote: 

“Phat the rules of the last House of Representatives shall be the rules of this 
House until otherwise ordered, with the following amendments thereto, namely: 
Rule 76 shall be amended so as to read as follows: 76. It shall be the duty of the 
following committees to take into consideration all executive communications and 
such other propositions as may be presented and referred to them by the House, 
namely: The Committee on Appro Freeing e . relating to the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses, and for sundry civil expenses of the Governmen 
except matters relating to the Department of Agriculture, which shall be refer 
to the Committee on culture; the Committee on Foreign Affairs, matters re- 
lating to consular and diplomatic expenses; the Committee on Military Affairs, 
matters relating to the expenses of the Army and of the Military Academy, and for 
fortifications; the Committee on Naval irs, matters relating to the expenses 
of the Nery ena the Naval Academy ; the Committee on Indian Affairs, matters 
relating to the expenses of the Indian Department; the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, matters relating to the expenses of the Post-Office Department and 
for mail transportation by ocean steamers. In preparing bills of Sef hearer 
for other objects, said committees shall not include appropriations carr. 
into effect treaties made Rove United States ; and where appropriation bills 
be referred to any of the foregoing committees for their consideration which con- 
tain appropriations for carrying a treaty into effect, and for other objects, they shall 
propose such amendments as shall prevent de got cisco for carrying a treaty 

nto effect being included in the same bill ig ape on for other objects. 
Rule 77 shall amended so as to as follows: It shall be the duty of the 
several committees mentioned in Rule 76 within thirty days after their appoint- 
ment at every session of Congress commencing on the first Monday of December, 
to report the 5 appropriation bills, e The Committee on aie cha bad 
tions, bills for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses, for all deficiencies, 
and for sundry civil e the ittee on Foreign Affairs, the bill for the 
consular and diplomatic expenses; the Committee on Military Affairs, the bills 
for the e: ses of the Army and of the Military Academy and for fortifications ; 
the Commitee on Naval rs, the bill for the expenses of the Navy and the Na- 
val Academy; the Committee on Indian Affairs, the bill for the expenses of the 
Indian Department; the Committee on Invalid Pensions, the bill for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions; the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post- Roads, 
the bills for the expenses of the Post-Office paetae and for mail transportation 
by ocean steamers; the Committee on Agriculture, the bill for the expenses of the 
Department of Agriculture. In case any of said committees shall fail to make such 
report within said time they shall report the reasons of such failure. And said 
committees shall have leave to report said bills (for reference only) at any time. 
In all cases where appropriations cannot be mow eat in amount the maximum 
to be expended s stated, and each appropriation bill when reported from the 
committees shall in the concluding clause state the sum total of all the items con- 
tained in said bill. The following additional rules shall be Bo 2 tHe the rules of 
this House, namely? 167. All private bills hereafter introdu ich have been 
printed by order of either House of the preceding Congress shall not be again 
printed at the expense of the Government until after a reference to a committee 
and report thereon with a favorable recommendation. 168. All private bills t- 
ing pensions shall hereafter be presented with an accompan petition of the 
t, and both petition and bill shall be deposited in the petition-box and 
referred to the appropriate committee without printing, which committee shall 
consider all such petitions and bills, and shall report from time to time a general 
bill which shall include therein the names of all s whom said committee shall 
find to be entitled to ons, n each 
case included therein, briefly stating the facts thereof; which general bill and ac- 
ao ying report shall, when reported rinted and referred to 
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of, The 


and accompany each bill with a report u 


to the House, be p 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar.“ 

Measured by the standard of Sir Henry Thring, that “an index is perfect in 
proportion as it is concise in expression,” we doubt if a more extreme example of 
what an index entry should not be can be found in the history of index-making 
since the art of printing has been practiced. 

We have been curious to investigate the other results of this system, and 
find the significant facts exhibited w, which show a regular increase in 
size of the index as compared with the matter indexed. 

SHORT SESSIONS. 
1 session, Forty- third Congress: Record, 2,478 pages; index, 219 pages, or 
8. cent, 
— ee Forty. fourth Congress: Record, 2,821 pages; index, 341 pages, or 
r cen 
Forty- fifth Congress: Record, 2,694 pages; index, 426 pages, or 15.8 

r cen! 

P irst session, Forty-sixth Congress: Record, 2,632 pages ; index, 439 pages, or 16.6 
per cent. 


we 
the 


: LONG SESSIONS. f 
First session, Forty: third Congress: Record, 5,954 pages; index, 366 pages, or 6.1 


cent. 

First session, Forty-fourth Congress: Record, 6,393 pages; index, 697 pages, or 
10.9 per cent. 

i Second session, Forty- fifth Congress: Record, 5,400 pages; index, 759 pages, or 
4 per cent. 

There has been no change in the form or system of the index during this time to 
account for or justify this increase in size, but simply an increased experience and 
ingenuity in making the entries as prolix as possible, and repeating them in as 
many places and under as many different forms as po If the system is 
— — much longer the index will become an abridgement. 

It is evident from what we have stated that at least six hundred superfluous 
pages have been added to the index of a single Congress, which have not only 
made the indexes 8 bad, but also entailed a very ous of 
money. From one of the reports of the Public Printer (Senate Miscellaneous 
Document 23, Third session, Forty-fifth Congress, page 17) we learn that the cost 
of printing and publishing 7,279 pages of the RECORD was as follows: Composing- 
room, $60,787.32; press-room, $53,924.18 ; folding-room, $15,057.23 ; 5 
$2,969.24; bindery, $25,278.53; miscellaneous items, $3,351.13. Omitting the cost 
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binding and miscellaneous items as expenses that would not be materially affected 
by the number of we find that the direct cost of the superfluous pages has 
e Makin, that would not be re- 


been 318.23 a a full allowance for expenses 
duced by reducing the number of pages, it would appear to be a moderate estimate 
to say that the cost of printing and publishing the superfluous pages of the index 


is not less than $5,000 a year. 

Having thus considered the faults of the KAROE indexes of the RECORD, and dis- 
covered their cause, the committee submit the following observations on the means 
to improve both the method and system of indexing : 

To determine how it should be indexed it is first necessary to consider for what 
purposes the RECORD is published. These purposes are so obviously two distinct 
pu that we will consider them separately. 

First. The RECORD is published to permanently preserve for reference acomplete 
report of the speeches, debates, and p: of Con in detail, not only 
when acting in its 1 sagacity, but also when sitting in Committees of the 
Whole. To fulfill mrpose it is obvious that its permanent index should be an 
index of the debates an ee detail and not, as it now 1 n su- 
periluously enlarged repetition of indexes of the Journals. Bi Ge Sean d 
contain provisions on a variety of subjects, not indicated in their titles, on whic 
important debates occur; dimly remembered thereafter only as a subject that 
had en the attention of Con, and with no knowledge of the title of the 
bill on which such debate occurred, it is impossible for the inquirer to obtain the 
information he desires. Debates are also frequently illustrated by tables of statis- 
tics and valuable information, no referenee to which is now made in the indexes, 
and members year after year are forced to plod throngh the same toilsome work to 
one a a ly collated and which should be available to them without 

088 0! ie. 

Second. The Recorp is published daily during the session, in order that it may 
be available in conducting the business of Congress, afford members information 
necessary for their guidance, and furnish the public with an official statement of 
the daily proceedin, It is obvious that so far as these purposes are concerned 
the large amount of money expended in the daily publication of the RECORD is 
almost absolutely wasted. After Congress has been in session a few weeks the 
accumulated numbers of the RECORD are nearly valueless, as they present such a 
bulk of matter, and the task is so hopeless, that no member attempts to use them 
to learn the condition of any business 8 It is evident that the daily issue 
of the Recorp can only be made valuable by publishing indexes periodically dur- 
ing the session, perhaps even as often as twice in each month. 

n view of the facts which we have recited, the committee have arrived at the 
followin crayons S 

First. That the permanent index of the RECORD should be made on the s; 
adopted for the General Index of the Journals of Congress, and should be an index 
of the contents of the RECORD, and not simply of its general subjects. 

Second. That an index of the Recorp should be published at frequent and 
stated intervals during the sessions of Con, 

The committee have further considered 
tions can be best carried into effect. 

We are satisfied that the defects and abuses which we have shown have been 
partially due to the fact that the work of indexing has not been done by any officer 
of Con or person who could be held officially responsible for its proper execu- 
tion. We therefore believe that one of the first requisites of reform is to place 
the work in the hands of a responsible officer. 

Indexing is the work of a jalist, and to properly index the eee 8 of 
Congress there must be added to the ordinary qualifications of an expert a thor- 
ough knowledge of the rules and methods of proceedings in Congress and a famil- 
iarity with the wants of members in the index. The labor of making the 
index will of course uire the services of a number of persons, who need not 
necessarily be expert indexers, but the directing mind of the work must be 
8 . for it. 

To fulfill both the requisites we have named, that the work should be done by a 
sworn officer and one who is a specialist, we are „ a view to econ- 
omy, to recommend that for the present the preparation of the indexes of the REC- 
ORD be p under the direction of the in: . 
Index of the Journals of Congress. We regard the General ex as a work so 
much needed that nothing should be allowed to retard its pr ; buton investi- 
gation we find that the work, instead of being retarded by the arrangement we 
suggest, will be tly e ted, as the indexer can, during the recess, use on 
the work of the eral Index the 3 employed during session on the in- 
dexes of the Rxconb, and thus both works be accomplished at the least possible 
cost. We are also of the opinion that under such an arrangement not only would 
the index be greatly improved, but that it would be so mach reduced in aise that, 
on the basis of cost reported by the Public Printer, we estimate that not less than 
25,000 a year would be saved in the cost of printing and publishing it. 

Although the direct saving of $5,000a year is an object deserving thoughtful con- 
sideration, the committee nevertheless are so strongly impressed with the benefits 
that would be derived from the publication of 


e means by which these recommenda- 


ms employed in preparin 
18,154.37, 
e are satisfied that under 


U 

original proportions. It is therefore evident that if this superfluous increase is 
out off by indexing on a proper system what it now costs to print and publish the 
su; : i pages would exactly cover the cost of printing and publishing period- 
ical indexes. 

We therefore 1 the following resolution, and recommend that it be adopted: 

Resolved, That th the opinion of the House, after the present session of Con; 
indexes of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD should be prepared and published every 
two weeks during the sessions of Congress; that the said indexes should be pre- 
pared under the direction of the indexer papio yoa to pre) the General Index of 
the Journals of Congress, and that he should allowed an additional com 
tion of $——— a year for the said work, and that the Joint Committee on tin; 
should be authorized to employ such clerical assistance as may be required on sai 
work at a cost not exceeding a year. 


RECEPTION OF CHARLES STEWART PARNELL, ESQ. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following : 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January 13, 1880. 
Mr. SPEAKER: The undersigned, on behalf of the Clan na Gael Association, pre- 
sent their compliments, and have the honor, eg Fe you, to earnestly and respect- 
fully solicit the illustrious body over whose deliberations you preside to confer 
upon the undersigned and the Irish patriotic organization they represent the dis- 
tinguished honor of 3 this invitation to be present at the delivery of an 
on the present suffering in Ireland by Charles Stewart Parnell, esq., mem- 
ber of the Perliament of Great Britain and Ireland, on the 2d of February next, 
and in such place in Washington as will best suit the convenience of the honora- 
ble the House of Representatives. 
The lively sympathy with the suffering people of Ireland so recently and cor- 
dially manifested by the House of Representatives, and the deep-seated love of jus- 


tice which inspires their deliberations, encourage the undersigned to entertain the 
hope that the occasion referred to will be honored by the renusce of tha Hoke: 
e have the honor to remain, most Ss pone your obedient 


Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, submitted the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House E gne , That the invitation extended to this bod: 
to hear the Madres of Hon. Mr. Parnell, a member of Parliament, to be kesa 
in this cay on the evening of February 2, on the distressed condition of Ireland, 
be accepted. 

USE OF THE HALL, 

Mr. COX. I propose the following resolution, to follow that of the 
gentleman from Ohio: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In respo: the invi n accepi © House 
pri aiae tr tala: pass tee an oem ce ee DESIA O cron at tie 
Charles Stewart Parnell, a representative of the Irish people, for the delivery of an 
address on Irish affairs, and uso of the great interest which the people of the 
United States take in the condition of Ireland with which this country is so closely 
allied by many historic and kindred ties : Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Hall of this House be granted for the above purposes on 
the 2d day of February next, and that the House meet on that day and time to 
take part in said ceremonies. 

Fin ARAN, Mr. Speaker, has the call of the States been con- 
clude 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to introduce several bills for reference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman when- 
ever he can. There are a great many members in the same situation 
with himself. 

Mr. COX. I demand the previous question on the resolution which 
I have introduced. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the House indulge me for a moment? I could 
not hear the resolution when it was on account of the disturb- 
ance in this part of the Hall. 

The SPE R. It will be read again, but the difficulty in hearing 
on the part of members lies at the doors of members themselves. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was trying to hear, but could not. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I desire to suggest to my colleague that 
he fix the hour in the evening, so that we may not be deprived of the 
opportunity to legislate on the second day of Somas I am in 
favor of the resolution, but would like the occasion to be at a time 
when it would not interfere with the business of the House. 

Mr. COX. Iwill say to my colleague that the hour will be here- 
wr. FERN AS 

Mr. ANDO WOOD. I think it had better be settled in the 
resolution itself. 

Mr. COX. There will be no difficulty about ge hour. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I suggest that we fix the hour at eight 
in the evening or half past seven. 

Mr. STEP S. Say half past seven. 

Mr. COX. I will adopt the suggestion of my colleague and say half 
past seven in the evening. 

Mr. SCALES. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. I do not 
know whether I understand the resolution or not; but are we to 
understand from it that this House as a legislative body is to receive 
Mr. Parnell? 

Mr. COX. This House meets under Rule 155 for certain purposes 
when any ceremonies take place; that is all. It is simply to attend 
the ceremony, no legislative business whatever to be attended to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

155. The Hall of the House shall not be used for any other purpose than the legit- 
imate business of the House, nor shall the Speaker entertain any proposition to use 
it for any other purpose, or for the suspension of this rule: Provided, That this 
shall not interfere with the ‘ormance of divine service therein, under the direc- 
tion of the Speaker, os we: ex aaco the or for ane moras 5 the emg map 
or upon occasions where 0 may, reso: e 
pia acca to be observed therein. 4 ssh pareo MaF 

Mr. COX. I insist on the demand for the oe question. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution comes within the terms of the rule, 
and therefore the Chair has recognized the gentleman from New York 
for its introduction. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to ask the gentleman from New 
York whether Mr. Parnell, for whom I have a high respect, is here 
in any official capacity? 

Mr. COX. He is here in many senses as a representative of the 
Irish people, to present the terrible condition of that people to those 
of this country who are interested in them. Of course the gentleman 
must know as well as I do he has no official position; he is a mem- 
ber of Parliament, but he does not come to this coantry on a mission, 
except as he comes from his people as a citizen of Ireland and a rep- 
resentative of her interest, and in many ways of her terrible suffer- 
ings. I hope the House will not fail to pass this resolution with 
unanimity. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. The House has already with entire una- 
nimity adopted the resolution that the members will be present on 
the occasion of the delivery of this address by Mr. Parnell. As I 
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understand the pijons of my colleague, itis that the address may be 
delivered in this , not to interfere with the legislation of the ay 
I hope there will be no objection to the use of the Hall, but that it 
will be 5 with the same unanimity we have already shown in 
e e invitation to listen to the address of Mr. Parnell. 

Mr. C The resolution is written to conform to Rule 155, and I 
insist on the demand for the previous gueesion. 

7 S. Is discussion in order 
The SPEAKER. It is not. 
es la oman How is this allowed to interfere with the morn- 
our 
he SPEAKER. This proposed proceeding is fixed for the eve: i 

and therefore does not interfere with a morning hour, unless suc 
morning hour should be in the evening. [ Laughter. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I wish to inquire why this resolution is allowed 
to interfere with the call of States for the introduction of bills? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair presented the communication which 
came to him officially. 

Mr. KELLEY. I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin that 
the morning hour was dispensed wi 

The SPE . No, it was not dispensed with, but the mornin 
hour expired, and the regular order was demanded so that several o 
— States were cut off, and among the others the gentleman’s own 

tate. 
Mr. STEELE. I wish to be heard. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Will the gentleman from New York allow me to 


ask him a question? I call attention to that feature of the resolution 
which re the House to meet here as a body 
Mr. S Mr. 8 , have I the floor or not? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
North Carolina in one moment. 

Mr. COX. I will say to the gentleman from Connecticut that the 
resolution, I believe, is drawn in the only way in which it can be 
made to conform to the rule. 

Mr. STEELE. I hope my young friend from New York [Mr. Cox] 
will listen to me as well as he did to my colleague, [Mr. SCALEs. 

Mr. COX. Iam sorry my back was turned on the gentleman from 
on Carolina, [Mr. STEELE.] I could not help it from the position 
of my seat. 

Mr. STEELE. I hope you will never turn your back on me. 

Mr. COX. Never, never. [Laughter. 

Mr. STEELE. You must never do t agen p hter.] I 
only wish to say, by the courtesy of my young friend from New York, 
that although have very great 3 with the Irish race, and 
with every race on the face of the earth, I think that to adopt this 
resolution would be to establish a bad precedent. 

Mr. HAYES. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The r order is called for. The gentleman 
from New York demands the previous question. 

Mr. COX. I certainly do. And in reply 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has no 2 to reply. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Hayes] demands the regular order, which 
is a vote on the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. COVERT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COVERT. Willit be in order to move the reference of this 
resolution to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds ? 

The SPEAKER. It will be if the previous question is voted down. 

The question being put, there were—ayes 96, noes 43. 

So the previous question was seconded and the main question or- 


Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. S —— 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. The main question has 
been ordered, and the question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was adop 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
po sc and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


NEGOTIATION OF COMMERCIAL TREATIES. 


Mr. KELLEY. I move that the rules be —— and that the 
House pass the resolution which I send to the desk; and upon that 
I call for the yeas and nays. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this House that the negotiation by the execu- 
tive department of the Government of a com: treaty whereby the rates of 
duty to be imposed on foreign commodities en the United States for con- 
sumption should be fixed would, in view of the of section 7 of article 1 of 
the tution of the United States, be an on of the Constitution and an 
invasion of one of the highest prerogatives of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That resolution ought to be unanimously adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania demands the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 58 members voting therefor. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to make a parliamen inquiry. Isitcom- 


petent to move to lay that resolution on the table? 
The SPEAKER. It is not. 
WILSON. It is an invasion of the are of the treaty-making 
it. This subject is now 


power of this Government, if I understan: 


being considered by the Committee on Foreign Affairs; this resolu- 
tion should go there and be A Spr after careful examination 
and study. The courts have defined the limit of the treaty-makin, 

wer, and I am opposed to rushing through this House grave ar 

portant questions without examination, When the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs shall 10 45 it will be time enough to act. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I ask that the resolution be again read. 

The resolution was in read. 

aoe I desire, with the consent—— Cries of “ Regular 

order! 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Nobody ever pro such a thing. 

Mr. KELLEY. I call for the eee one he gentleman from 
New Vork is out of order in attempting to debate. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. - 

ee I desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a 
question. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. The Clerk will call the 


roll. 
The first call of the rol] was made, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—141. 
Acklen, Felton, Lowe, Slemons, 
Aiken, Ferdon, Martin, Benj. F. Smith, A. Herr 
Atherton, Ford, Martin, Joseph J. Smith, William E. 
Baker, Forney, Sparks, 
Frye, Mitchell, Stevenson, 
Bo Garfield, onroe, Stone, 
Bowman, pee Morrison, 
Beles, Morse, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Goode, Morton, To 
Gunter, Muldrow, Turner, Oscar 
Caldwell Ham . Tyler, 
Caldwell, Hammond, John New 5 gye. 
Pawisan Se Haskell, icholls, 19 À 2 
3 w] oroross, homas 
S ie te E 
s , en 
5 or Hooker, O'Reilly, — — Aernam, 
y orr, Orth, one 
Conger,’ omen 3 Pacheco, Wana, 
Converse, Hubbell, Page, Ward, 
— Hutchins, Phelps, arner, 
Cowgi Johnston, Phister, Washburn, 
Crapo, 5 ones, Price, DP. Wells, 
a Kaltes Richardson, Whiteaker, 
Baris Horace rs Kean ö — . — Williams C. G 
De La Matyr, Ketcham, Ross, 5 8 
Peering. Kimmel, Rothwell. Wood, Fernando 
Kitchin, Russell, W. A. 
Elam, ` Ladd, —.— a ‘ses es 
Evins, Lindsey, Shallenberger, 
Farr, Loring, Sherwin, 
NAYS—30. 
Armfield, 8 McMahon, Fo gud 
brell, Mills, or, 
Blackburn, Field, Money, Wallborn, 
Camp, Geddes, Poehler, Willis, 
Chalmers, Edward L. Willits, 
—.— Nee ont e 7 
e, 
Davis, Loundes H. McLane, Shelley, 
A NOT VOTING—1%. 
Aldrich, N. W. Cox, Houk, Prescott, 
ch, Crowley, Hull, Reed, 
derson, Cul Humphrey, Rice, 
Atkins, Davi Hunton, Richardson, J. S 
Bachman, Davis, Joseph J. Hurd, Ro 
Bailey, Dick, James, Ru L. 
jou, Dickey, J een, Ryan, Thomas 
Beale, 8 Bag x Filinger Ryon, John W. 
Ellis, King, ` Sinzleton, J.W. 
Beltzhoover, Knott, gleton, O. R. 
> Ewing, Lapham, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Bin, Finley, Le Fevre, Speer, 
Blake, Fisher, 228 D, 
Bland, Forsythe, Lounsbery, Stephens, 
—— teas d, N. 3 e 2 P. B. 
on „ 
Brewer, Harmer, MeCook, qs a ew 
„ Harris, cGowan, ‘ownshend, 
Harris, Jobn T, MoMillin, Tucker, 
Buckner, Hatch, es, Urner, 
Butterworth, Hawley, Muller, Van Voorhis, 
Cabell, yes, Murch, Wait, 
Calkins, Henderson, Myers, * ‘Weaver, 
Cannon, enkle, New, Whi 
Caswell, enry, O'Brien, Wilber, 
Chittenden, Herbert, Overton, Wi 
Clark, Alvah A Herndon, Persons, Wood, Walter A 
Clark, John B. i, Pierce, Young, Casey 
Cook, Hiscock, Pound, Young, Thomas L. 


Before the names of those members were called who, being within 
the bar before the last name on the roll was called, now desired to 


vote. 
Mr. HUNTON said: Mr. Speaker, the hour of two o’clock has ar- 
Tiv: 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
1 as soon as the roll-call is completed. 


r. HUNTON. The hour has arrived at which, under the rule, the 
Committee for the District of Columbia is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does that interfere with the announcement of 
the result of the vote on the resolution of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. eee i 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The roll-call is not yet completed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has Es peace held that the right of 
the Committee for the District of Columbia to take the floor at two 
o’clock on the third Monday of the month, under the rule, will inter- 
rupt any business, even the call of the roll. The Chair would appeal 
to the gentleman from 3 LMr. Hunton] to allow the roll-call 
to be completed; it will take 55 a few minutes. 

Man: MBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. KELLEY. What will be the condition of my resolution, should 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] now insist upon taking 
the foot for his committee ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has always held that the Committee 
for the District of Columbia had the right at two o’clock on the third 
Monday of each month to interrupt any pending business, even a roll- 
call. 

Mr. KELLEY. The Chair will pardon me. My question, with all 
due respect, was this: What will be the position of this matter, should 
the gentleman from Virginia insist upon the floor for his committee ? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution would go over until Monday next. 

Mr. KELLEY. Suspending the roll-call now? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly, unless the chairman of the Committee 
for the District of Columbia [Mr. HUNTON] is willing that the roll- 
call be now completed. 

Mr. HUNTON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HUNTON. When will this roll-call be completed, if I insist 
upon my right to claim the floor at this time for the Committee for 
the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can claim his right, and allow the 
roll-call to be completed. 

Mr. HUNTON. en? 

The SPEAKER. Immediately. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I would inguire of the Chair if it is in the 
power of the Committee for the District of Columbia to waive its 
right to the floor at two o’clock to-day for any special business, and 
then to re itself of the floor whenever it may please ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the rule to be read, which 
will answer the question of the gentleman. 

Mr. KELLEY. I understand that the gentleman from Virginia, 
Mr. HUNTON,] on behalf of the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia, is willing to waive his right 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the rule to be read in reply 
to the question of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BLACKBURN. ] 

The Clerk read as follows : 

The third Monday of each month, from the hour of two o'clock p. m. until the 
9 of that day, shall, when claimed by the Committee for The District of 


Columbia, be devoted exclusively to business reported from said eee and 


said committee shall henceforth be omitted by the Speaker in the regular of 
committees. 


- è 

Mr. BLACKBURN. My inquiry of the Chair is this: should the 
chairman of the Committee for the District of Columbia waive his 
right under the rule to claim the floor now, will it be in his power, if 
objected to by any member of this House, to repossess himself of the 
floor Sgain to-day on behalf of the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia 

The SPEAKER. It would be; the Chair has often recognized the 
committee for that N eje after two o’clock. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. it not in the power of any member of this 
House to call for the regular order? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will notice the language of the 
rule: „When claimed by the Committee for the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. REAGAN. That means the original claim of the committee, 
which is now made. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I submit whether it will not be my right, as 
it will be the right of any member of this House, to object to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia yielding the floor now and 
resuming a of it again after this or any intervening business 
has been disposed of? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Virginia does not claim 
the floor exactly at two o’clock—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Which he now has done. 

The SPEAKER. As provided for in this rule, and thereby permits 
this roll-call to be completed, the Chair would recognize the gentle- 
man in his right as chairman of the Committee for the District of 
. he rose for that purpose after the roll-call was 
completed. . 

Mr. HUNTON. Allow me to ask the Chair another question. If I 
shall claim the floor now for the District of Columbia Committee, as 
I have done, when will the roll-call be completed on the resolution of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY ? 

The SPE The gentleman is as well able to answer that 

uestion as the Chair. e Chair supposes that it would take, per- 
ps, ten minutes to complete this roll-call. 


ew BLACKBURN. Would not the roll-call go over until Monday 
next 

The SPEAKER. If the floor is now claimed absolutely by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia the pending business will go over until Monday 
next, or when business of like character shall again be in order. 

Mr. COX. There never has been an order of this House or a rul- 
ing by the Speaker which did nat give the Committee for the District 
of Columbia the absolute right at once to take the floor at two o’clock 
on the third Monday of the month for the transaction of this business. 

The SPEAKER. The words “when claimed by the Committee for 
the District of Columbia” are in the rule. 

Mr. COX. Allow me to su t to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. KELLEY] that this whole subject of treaties affecting the tariff 
legislation of Con has been referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, which committee is now investigating it. I think it 

ight as well go over for some intelligent legislation. 

ə SPE The question of intelligent legislation is one for 
the House, not for the Chair to determine. 

Mr. KELLEY. parliamentary question. 

gentleman will state it. 
Mr. KELLEY. At what point will the roll-call be resumed, when 
this question shall Sga one up? : 

The SPEAKER. re it is now left off; members who have not 
voted will be called. 

Mr. KELLEY. And they will have to vote upon their honor that 


bic Bao resent ? 

5 N. As the gentleman from P Ivania [Mr. KEL- 
LEY] will be deprived of the vote on his resolution for but a week, I 
must insist upon my right to claim the floor now for the business of 
the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a parliamentary iog iry. 

7 5 5 Does the gentleman from 5 yield the floor 
or claim i 

Mr. HUNTON. I claim the floor. è 

Mr. O'NEILL. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. HOOKER. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. Has it not been ruled both by the present occu- 

ant of the chair and by his predecessor that when the roll-call has 
bain it cannot be 3 by other business, whether it be a 
special order fixed be — ouse or an order under the rules ? 

The SPEAKER. e business of the District Committee is the 
only exception. The Chair has uniformly held that under the lan- 
guage of the rule this committee has the right, on the day assigned 
to it, to claim the floor absolutely at two o’clock, because the rule 
says that this day after the hour of two o’clock shall be “devoted 
exclusively” to that business. The Chair has therefore ruled and 
now rules that if the floor is claimed by the District Committee at 
twoo’clock it does interrupt a pending roll-call, and the roll-call will 
be concluded Thee the character of business to which it relates shall 

in in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to put a parliamentary question. If dur- 
ing the progress of this legislative day the District Committee should 
cease to occupy the floor 

The SPE R. Then the pending business—the conclusion of 
this roll-call—will come up immediately. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then this roll-call may be concluded to-day? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask that the vote as far as taken be reported in 
the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. That will be done, of course. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. PAGE. I would like to introduce a bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain anything except a 
motion to adjourn, which, as he understands the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. O’NEILL,] does not press. The chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Virginia to call up the business of the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. The unfinished business coming over 
from the last District day, the third Monday in December last, is the 
bill (H. R. No. 2328) to provide for the settlement of all outstanding 
claims . the District of Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction 
on the Court of Claims to hear the same, and for other pu: es. On 
the passage of this bill the yeas and nays were pa pase he ques- 
tion will now be taken. 

Mr. WAIT. I ask that the bill be read, so that we may understand 
distinctly what we are voting upon. 

The bill, which was read in part, is as follows: 


relai dication of claims against the 
United States. When the trial of any claim against the District of Columbia, 
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ted under the provisions of this act, involves the taking and stating of a 

Ping account, or the making of measurements or computations involving the serv- 
ices of , said court shall have power to award a reference to a competent 
referee to take and state such account, or to the engineer commissioner of the Dis- 
trict to make and report such measurements and computations; and said referee 
or engineer s report to the court the evidence taken b for the informa- 
tion of said court, and any such referee shall be allowed such compensation for his 
ces as the court may determine, not exceeding $10 per day for time actually 


employed, to be paid on the order of the couft, in money. 
EC. 2. All such claims against the District of Columbia shall, in the first in- 
stance, be prosecuted before the Court of Claims, in the same manner and subject 


to the same rules as claims st the United States are prosecuted therein, or to 
such other rules as the court shall prescribe. In any case in which the amount in 
controversy exceeds $5,000, if before trial either Booed requests in writing a find- 
ing of facts by the there shall be the same right of appeal, either by the Dis- 
ct of Columbia or by the claimant, and subject to the same rules and regulations, 
as are bed by law for appeals on bebalf of the United States or claimants 
= the United States from the judgments of the Court of Claims: Provided, 
t the ation of all such claims shall be commenced in the Court of Claims 
by the of the petition of the claimant, as required by the rules and practice 
of said co within six months from the passage of this act; and all such claims 
st the District of Columbia now existing, and not so filed within said time, 
be forever ba’ exceptin cases of owned and held by persons under 
legal disabilities, in which case such claims shall be in like manner unless 
commenced as aforesaid within six months after the expiration of such disability: 
Provided, Thatall certificates, measurements, or other evidence of indebtedness, 
the custody of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, shall be deposited 
with the Court of Claims, upon the application of any claimant. When the valid- 
ity of a number of claims depends substantially upon a like state of facts, mey 
may be brought before the court in one petition in which all parties are joined, ani 
may be tried together under such rules as the court may prescribe, and such judg- 
ments may be entered therein as the court may determine; and cases of like kin 
may be consolidated and tried together whenever the court so orders. 

EC. 3. The Attorney-General of the United States shall have authority, and it 
shall be his duty, to defend the District of Columbia t all such claims 
against said District of Columbia prosecuted in said Court of Claims, and on a 
peal, in like manner as he is now by law required to defend the United States 
said court, with the same power to in counter-claims and offsets against 
paaa and with like power of appeal as in cases against the United States tried 


Sec. 4. All laws now in force Sg | to 
United States in the Court of Claims shall app 
ecution, ee Beania and determination of claims the Di 
Columbia autho: to 
Are the rendition OEA dgment: And provided further, 
r the rendition of any judgment: 
shali be Fir 


afti: 

provided, by the 
made except upon the tary of the Treasury of a copy of 
said judgment certified by the clerk of the Court of Claims, and signed by the 
chief-justice, or, in his absence, by the presiding judge of said court. 

Sec. 6. The Secretary of the 0 is hereby authorized to demand of the 
sinking-fund commissioner of the District of Columbia so many of the 3,65 bonds 
authorized by act of Congress approved June 20, 1874, and acts amen thereof, 
as may be necessary for the payment of the judgments; and said fund 
col ssioner is hereby directed to issue and deliver to the Secre' of the 
ury the amount of 3.65 bonds required to satisfy the judgments; which bonds shall 
be received by said claimants at par in payment of such judgments, and shall bear 
date January 1, 1875, and mature at the same time as other bonds of this issue; 
and for the amount found by the court to be due upon any such claim, interest 
shall be allowed from the maturity of the same, at the rate of 3.65 per cent. per 
annum; and the gross amount of such bonds heretofore and hereafter issued shall 
not exceed in the aggregate $15,000,000: Provided, That the bonds issued by au- 
thority of this act s. of no more kapy a es oe as to their payment on the 
Government of the United States than the 3.65 bonds issued under authority of the 
act of June 20, 1874. 

Sec. 7. In all cases prosecuted under the provisions of this act it shall be the du 
of the claimant, after the commencement of said acti to 8 them in sai: 
court diligently; and after any issue of law or of fact l be joined in any case, 
the Attorney-General shall have power to place the same on the trial calendar of 
said court for trial; and in all cases when any case been reached in its order on 
the calendar, and the trial thereof has been unreasonably delayed by the claimant, 
the said court may, on motion of the Attorney-General, on notice to the claimant, 
or his counsel, attorney, or solicitor, dismiss said claim; and such dismissal or final 
judgment on co claim shall be a conclusive bar against any further prosecution 
of such claim before any court or tribunal whatsoever. 

Sec. 8. No claim s be 3 to or considered by the Court of Claims under 
the provisions of this act which was rejected by the board of audit. 


Mr. WAIT (before the reading of the bill was concluded) said: I 
understand from members of the District Committee that the remain- 
DE part of the bill provides merely the machinery by which suits can 
be brought against the District of Columbia. As I called for the read- 
ing of the bill, I now, in view of the explanation which has been made 
to me, withdraw that call. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HUNTON. I a to the gentleman for an explanation. 

The SPEAKER. ow long? 

Mr. HUNTON. For five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. It will be understood that the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. NEAL] proceeds by unanimous consent for five minutes. 

5 . When this bill was under consideration on the third 
Monday of December last, I made a statement that these claims, as 
Iunderstood, were in part owned by the First National Bank of New 
York. I have since ascertained that my information on that point 
was incorrect ; that the First National k holds some of the 3.65 
bonds, but has no interest in these claims. The claims, as I now 
learn, are held principally by the persons who did the work, some of 
whom have mantener. their property to pay their employés. They 
now simply ask that they may be permitted by this bill to go into 
the Court of Claims, and, if the court decides that they have a valid 
claim against the District, that they shall receive in payment 3.65 


bonds, such as have been issued to other creditors of the District. It 
seems to me that the bill is eminently just and ought to meet the 
approbation of the House. 

e question was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays 45, not 


voting 99; as follows: 
YEAS—147. 

Acklen, Deering, Ketcham, ý 
Aiken Deuster, N Sele, 
Aldrich, Nelson W. Dunn, Ki Shallenberger, 
Aldrich, William D Klotz, Shelley, 
And Einstein, Lapham, Shi 
Armfield, Elam, wis, Slem 

i Errett, Lindsey, Smith, A. Herr 
Bailey, Evins, Mannin, Speer, 
Ballou, Farr, Martin, Steele, 
Barber, Ferdon, Martin, Ed L. Stone, 
Bayne, Ford, Martin, Joseph J. Taylor, 

— Frye, Mason, Thomas, 
Beltzhoover, Garfield, MoCoid, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Bic! Gillette, McKinley, Townsend, Amos 
Blake, Goode, McLane, 7 ai 
Bland, Gunter, Miller, pdegraff, J. T. 
Bliss, Hall, Mitchell, oem 
Boyd, Harris, Benj. W. Money, rner, 

Briggs, Hawk, onroe, Valentine, 
Buc J Hawley, Morton, Van Aernam, 
Burrows, Muldrow, Voorhis, 
Butterworth. Henkle, Murch, Van Voorhis, 
Caldwell, Herndon, eal, Wai 
Calkins, Hiscock, New, Wai 

Camp, Hooker, Newberry, Washburn, 
Carpenter, Horr, Norcross, Weaver, 
Clymer, k, O'Connor, Wells, 

Cobb, Hubbell, O'Neill, Whiteaker, 
Conger, ull, O'Reilly, Whitthorne, 
Co Hunton, Osmer, Wilber, 
V 

wens, o ps, ts, 

eo 5 
rgo orgensen, ice, t, 
Davis, Horace Joyce, Richardson, J. S. ocum, 
Davis, Joseph J. Kelley, Ro Young, Thomas L. 
De La Matyr, Russell, A. 
NAYS—45. 
Atherton, Dwight, Mills, Stevenson, 
Blackburn, Felton, Se, Thompson, P. B, 
ck, Forney, Nicholls, i 
II. Fo: Persons, Turner, Oscar 
Clark, John B. les, A T, 
Colerick, h, Richmond, Vance, 
Converse, Hostetler, Rothw. addit, 
A zaa aA wee 
r. . 
ie Loundes H. McKenzie, Smith, ‘William E 
es 0 . 
Dibre! Sparks, 
NOT VOTING—99. 
Atkins, Dick, Keifer, 3 D. P. 
Baker, Dickey, Killinger, beson, 
Barlow, Ellis, Robinson, 
Ewing, Ladd, Ross, 
7 Field, Le Fevre, Daniel L. 
Finley, Lorin Ryan, Thomas 
irene Forsyth ee Stogioion, J. W. 

WMAaD, e, leton, 
Bı 4 Frost, McCook, s eton, O. 
Brewer, Gibson, McGowan, ith, H. B. 

g 55 halk, * McMahon, ger, 
Bright, Hammond, John Miles, : 
Browne, Hammon: Morrison, ee 
Cannon, Harmer, Morse, tt, < 
Carlisle, Harris, John T Muller, Townshend, R. W. 
Caswell, Haskell, O'Brien, cker, 
Chalmers, Hayes, h, N Thomas 
Chittenden, Pacheco, ellborn, 
C: 8 Henderson, Page, te, 

y, enry, Pierce, Wiliams, C. G. 
Clark, Alvah A Herbert, Poehler, Wiliams, Thomas 
hb, Pound, Wood, Fernando 
House, Prescott, Wood, Walter A. 

Crowle Humphrey, Reed, Young, 
D: James, Rice, 

So the bill was passed 


OND, of Geo: I am paired with Mr. REED, of Maine. 

Mr. HERNDON. My colleague, Mr. WILLIAMS, is paired with Mr. 
RYAN, of Kansas. 

Mr. MANNING. Iam paired with Mr. Kerrer, of Ohio; but un- 
derstanding that he would vote “ ay,” I ask to have my vote recorded 
in the affirmative. : 

Mr. MONROE. Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, is paired with Mr. 


; PIERCE, of New York. 


z Mr. BAKER. I am paired with the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. 
LOUNT. 

Mr. BREWER. I am paired with Mr. LORING, of M~ssachusetts. 

Mr. ELLIS. Iam paired with Mr. Harmer, If he were present I 
should vote in the ative. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I am paired with Mr. HERBERT, of Alabama. 

ey Seton: of Illinois. I am paired with Mr. Mixes, of Con- 
necticut. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HUNTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
— ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


1880. 
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GEORGETOWN BRIDGE. 


Mr, HUNTON. Mr. Speaker, during the extra session of this Con- 

there was a bill reported from the District Committee to estab- 

ish a free bridge across the Potomac near Georgetown. That bill 

was debated, but the House adjourned without completing its con- 
sideration. 1 beg leave now to call it up as unfinished business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Cox in the chair.) That bill is 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and it re- 
quires a vote of the House to go into committee. 

Mr. HUNTON. No, sir; if the Speaker will excuse me, the House 
on that occasion decided to consider the bill in the House as in the 
Committee of the Whole. That order would prevail, of course, until 
it is comple 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will consult the Journal. 

Mr. SAMFORD. The RECORD shows that Mr. HUNTON made a 
motion to consider that in the House as in Committee of the Whole, 
and it was An to. 

The SP. R pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the state- 
ment y the gentleman is correct, and the Clerk will read the title of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


A bill AI R. No. 1381) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Po- 
tomac River at or near Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 


poses. 

The bill was then read in extenso. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill as it stands before the House 
now is accompanied by two amendments, recommended by the com- 
mittee, to strike out the second and third sections. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the gentleman from Virginia to admit an 
amendment at the close of the last section, so as to insert “Detroit, 
Michigan,” amope. those places where advertisement is to be made for 


pro s for building this 9 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is open to general debate, and 
amendment will be in order as each section is reached. 

Mr. CONGER. Iask by unanimous consent that “Detroit, Mich- 
igan,” be one of the places where advertisement shall be made for the 
building of this bridge. The bridge company of Detroit is perhaps 
the most celebrated in the United States. 

Mr. HUNTON. I have no objection. 

Now, Mr. § er, I wish to explain what the committee desire on 
the subject. e first section of this bill provides for the erection of 
a free bridge across the Potomac River, near Georgetown. It con- 
tains all the features of the bill passed by the Forty- fifth Congress, 
or this House of the Forty-fifth Congress, and contains all the amend- 
ments which were ingrafted upon that bill by the Forty-fifth Con- 

so the bill in its first section is as e ded uarded as this 
onse, in the Forty-fifth Congress, could possibly make it. 

The Committee for the District of Colum ia, I believe with unanim- 
ity, have instructed me to amend this bill by striking out the second 
and third sections. Those two sections provide for the discretion in 
the Secretary of War, instead of building a free bridge to lease the 
present Aqueduct Bridge in lieu of any bridge to be built. If 
these amendments recommended by the committee prevail, then the 
bill will stand just as it passed the House in the Forty-fifth Congress 
without a division, and provide sg? Pa the erection of a free bridge 
across the river Potomac at or near Georgetown. 

And I beg leave to say here just one word for the information of 
the House, that this bridge, if erected by the Government, will offer 
free in and egress to the people of the District of Columbia at 
the only point of the river where there is a toll-bridge at the present 
time. Other bridges leading into and from the District of Columbia 
have heretofore been toll-bridges, but they have all been bought by 
the Government and made free except this one. 

The object of this bill is to put that bridge upon the same footing 
with the other bridges leading into the District of Columbia. It was 


very fully disc in the extra session of Con and I propose 
now, unless some gentleman desires to discuss fhe bill further, that 
we proceed to it by sections for amendment. 


. SAMFORD. Mr. Speaker, this bill was 7 855 considered 
during the extra session of Congress, and I believe I was the only 
member of the District Committee who urged an objection to its 
passage. I very freely gaye my reasons for the objection at that time, 
and I do not pro now to do more than call the attention of the 
House to those objections, which I think are well taken. 
I do not now, Mr. Speaker, intend to discuss the eps grea or the 
24 pay A on the part of the General Government of building this 
bri , but to attention to the fact that we have a general law 
for the permanent government of the District of Columbia, and this 
bill unwisely annuls salutary provisions of that general law. In 
that law it is provided that the expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia, as well as for the improvements in the Dis- 
trict, shall be paid one-half by the General Government and one-half 
by the citizens of the District themselves. It is required in that law, 
which was passed in June, 1878, not two years ago, that all such mat- 
ters as this for the construction or repairs of any bridges over the 
Potomac River, or of any other stream in this District, shall first re- 
ceive the consideration of the commissioners of the District of Colum- 


bia, who are directed to make an estimate and report the same to the 
Secretary of the 2 who shall scrutinize it and then transmit 
of appropriations to Congress for final action. 


itin general estimates 


It was contended in the extra session that such a course as that would 
necessitate the putting over of this bill, and it was desired that it 
be speedily passed. It was postponed by the action of this House, 
and these commissioners having had ample opportunity have not 
only not made any estimate for this purpose but they have studiously 
avoided mentioning it, even as a public work to be desired. 

From their estimates, which are before me, I see they propose to 

nd during the fiscal year commencing June 30, 1880, the sum of 

434,312.55, (nearly $200,000 more than during the preceding year;) 
and of this amount, of course, the General Government is to pay one- 
half, the other half to be raised by taxation in the District of Colum- 
bia. This seems to me to be quite enough for one year for the General 
Government to pay toward expenses and improvements in this Dis- 
trict. You will observe the whole of this $3,434,000 is to be expended 
in the ordinary expenses of the District and in making other im- 

rovements than this bridge. Therefore, to obtain the $140,000 called 

or by this bill, the Government and the District must each furnish 
an additional $70,000 over and above the commissioners’ estimates. 
While the General Government might not miss that sum, it will be 
severe to impose the extra burden on the tax-payers here. They pay 
one-half that tax by this bill, for, indeed, it is provided that one- 
of the cost of the construction of this bridge shall be paid out of the 
fund to be raised by taxation from the citizens of the District and 
the other half by the General Government. But this is not an esti- 
mate provided 1 the commissioners, and therefore it is in addition 
to the estimate the commissioners have already made. 

Now, it does not seem to me there is any 57750 grist or necessity for 
expending by the Federal Government $70,000 for this bridge now, 
or indeed $140,000, because in my ju ent none of it will ever come 
back, especially when the citizens of this District are clamoring against 
high taxes already imposed, and when they say the taxes are now 
more than they can pay. There is no necessity or propriety in thi 
especially when taken together with the fact that the commissio 
estimates are nearly ,000 more than for the preceding year. It 
seems to me, therefore, not to be proper policy, if indeed it is just, to 
go outside of the estimates of the commissioners and pass a bill of 
this sort without any reference whatever to the estimates made by 
the commissioners or the Secretary of the Treasury and ignoring the 
law of the land. These were the reasons I gave briefly in the extra 
session, and they are also the reasons which influence me now in vot- 
ing as I shall against the pending proposition. I am free to confess, 
Mr. Speaker, that I have no hope of defeating this measure. It is 
only to do my duty to the House and the country that, as a member 
of the committee, I call attention to this vicious and extravagant 
we 48 1 The responsibility rests with this House. 

. HUNTON. Mr. Speaker, I will say but a single word in reply 
to the objection made by the gentleman from Alabama. This same 
objection was raised to the bill, or a similar bill, in the Forty-fifth 
Congress by my friend from Missouri, [Mr. BUCKNER, ] but upon an 
explanation to him, and a recital of the o ic ac t objection 
was waived because he found that there was nothin the objection, 
as I think, with all due t to the gentleman from Alabama, he 
will also find there is nothing in his objection. Now, that act pro- 
poses that the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall sub- 
mit annually, through the Secretary of the Treasury, to Con 
estimates for the expenses of the government for the ensuing fiscal 
year, and to include in that estimate the cost of the repair and con- 
struction of all the bridges authorized by law. 

Now, there is no law nee! the construction of this bridge ; 
the very object of this bill is to authorize its construction by law, an 
therefore there being no authority in the law to construct a bridge, 
the commissioners could not have estimated the cost of construction. 
Therefore it will be seen that under the circumstances no estimate 
could have been received from the commissioners. We have here the 
r of the law and the granting of the e pea in the same 

ill for the reason stated that the commissioners had no authority to 
send any estimate to this House for the construction of a bridge when 
there was no law authorizing such construction, and for that reason 
the commissioners have not taken it into their estimates at all. 

As I stated, an objection was raised once before to this bill. I trust 
there will be no objection to the age of it. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Mr. Speaker, I will say only a word in reply to the 
remarks of the gentleman from Virginia. A technical construction 
of the act to which he has referred may sustain the position of my 
friend that this bridge is not authorized by law, and therefore it could 
not come literally within the language of the statute requiring this 
estimate. Though that might be literally so, yet it seems to me a 
reasonable constraction of that law will necessarily lead us to that 
conclusion which I announced. The wording of the law is this: 


said District. 

Now, sir, it is further provided in that very law, in another provis- 
ion, that these estimates shall be made out, stating in detail the works 
proposed to be done, and submitted to the Secretary of the Treasury 
after they have been made out by the District commissioners, and by 
him approved and sent to Congress, For what purpose? That the 
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District commissioners might say to Congress what works of perma- 
nent improvement the taxes of the District would warrant; otherwise 
we are perfectly at sea. How do we know whether or not the taxes 
of the District will warrant Congress placing upon the District a tax 
of $70,000 not asked for in the estimates for appropriations of the 
commissioners? Especially is this question pertinent when we are 
advised by them that all the taxes they can raise at the rate allowed 
will be necessary for other expenses and improvements. Where are 
they to get the $70,000, the District’s half, required by this bill? From 
taxation? No, that is absorbed for other purposes. But there is no 
other resource for them to get it. Therefore you will see the force 
of my remark in the Let onan, of this discussion, that the Federal 
Treasury will advance the whole amount, the District will not be able 
to respond to its half, and there is the end of it. 

The gentleman’s technical construction is this bridge is not author- 
ized by law, therefore the commissioners could not haveestimated forit. 
But the act requires them to estimate for the construction of bridges, 
clearly implying that bridges must first be authorized, and the 
amounts necessary for their construction be estimated by the com- 
missioners before we are called on to act. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it either comes within the provision of that law 
or the alternative is presented that Congress is acting outside of that 
law for the purpose of authorizing an expenditure on the part of the 
Federal Governmentin favor of the District not provided for within the 
one-half of the expenses that the Federal Government is required to pay. 
Therefore, my opinion at this time and which goes to the very gist 
of the whole matter is that we should first authorize the bridge by u 
law for that purpose only—considering the propriety of its construc- 
tion afterward—or we should allow the commissioners themselves to 
report to this House what permanent constructions of bridges as well 
as other permanent improvements should be made, and not, as we are 
doing here, authorize its construction and appropriate therefor in the 
same bill, without having any estimates of its proper cost. 

Mr. WARNER. I would like to ask my friend from Virginia a 

uestion. 
8 Mr. HUNTON. I will hear it with great pleasure. 

Mr. WARNER. I desire to ask how itis propona to raise the money 
for the construction of this bridge? From the District, or from the 
general revenue of the United States? 

Mr. HUNTON. One-half of it from the District and one-half from 
the General Government. 

Mr. WARNER. Like every other District expenditure ? 

Mr, HUNTON. Yes, sir; that is expressly provided in the bill. 

Mr. WARNER. I think it is an improvement that ought to be made. 

Mr. MoMILLIN, Does not the Government, however, have to pay 
all of it in the first instance ? 

Mr. HUNTON. Yes, sir; but it is credited for it in the settlement 
between it and the District. Itis not to be considered in the light of 
an advance. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Will the gentleman from Virginia allow me to ask 
him another question ? 

Mr. HUNTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAMFORD. How is the Government ever to get the other half 
which is to come from the taxes of the District, when the estimates 
of the commissioners already show there is necessary to meet the ex- 
penses of the District $200,000 more than in the year preceding, and 
when they have not provided and show in their very estimates that 
the taxes of the District will not provide for this extra $70,000? 

Mr. HUNTON. There is no pretense anywhere that 1 have heard 
of that the passage of this bill will increase the taxation in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. After this Congress shall have adjourned and 
made its appropriations for the District of Columbia, then the Dis- 
trict commissioners, under the organic act, lay the taxes so as not 
to exceed a certain limit at which they are now fixed. 

Mr. SIMONTON. If I understand the matter correctly, this brid, 
is not to be merely a District bridge. It is one which connects the 
District with the State of Virginia. It seems to me, if I understand 
it, as much for the benefit of the State of Virginia as for the benefit 
of the District of Columbia. It would therefore seem equitable and 
right that the State of Virginia should pay its proportionate part. I 
sak the gentleman who is the chairman of the District Committee if 
the Government and the District of Columbia alone should pay all the 
expenses of this bridge? 

` Mr. HUNT I have not the slighest hesitation in answering the 
uest ion in the affirmative; and I will give the gentleman the reason. 
ere is not a free bridge that comes either from Maryland or from 
Virginia that has not been built and paid for by the Government of 
the United States alone. This bill provides that the people of the 
District of Columbia shall pay half of the cost of this bridge. 

Mr. SIMONTON. Let me ask the gentleman another question. 

Mr. HUNTON. Let me answer the gentleman’s first question, then 
Be ioe 88 The ease of vV ia in, f th 

ow in to the of Vi a; a portion of the cost 
of the bridge; we have heard that spd mopar oat a when this sub- 
ject has been up both in the last and the present Congress. But I 
will say to the 1 who makes the sd dee that every drop of 
water in the Potomac River to be spanned by this contemplated 
bridge belongs to and is under the exclusive jurisdiction of the United 
States Government. It does not bridge a single drop of water that 
belongs to the State of Virginia. By the convention between the 


States of land and Virginia it was decided that the District line 
and the Maryland line went to the other side of the Potomac River ; 
and the State of Virginia could not proceed one single foot toward a 
bridge across the Potomac River without the consent of the Federal 
Government. 

Mr. SIMONTON. We will give that consent. 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand why it is sought 
by Hog gentlemen to impose a burden opon a State at this moment 
which never was imposed upon a State before in the erection of a 
bridge across the Potomac River. 

Now there are bridges leading from this District. into Maryland 
that have been built by the United States, even bought out by the 
United States—and if the gentleman desires I can give him a list of 
them—at an expense of hundreds of thousands of dollars, so as to 
make ingress and egress from the eae of your eony free to all 
the citizens of the United States. That has been the cy pursued 
by this Government almost from its foundation, until there is now 
not a toll-bridge left over any of the streams about this District, ex- 
cept the one at this point. And the object of this bill is to removea 
discrimination against the poopie using that bridge which is not im- 
posed upon the people using all the other free bridges leading into 
this District. é 

Mr. SIMONTON. The custom which has prevailed heretofore in 
regard to the building of these bridges is not the question with me. . 
The only question I desire to have decided is whether itis correct 
and right and proper that bridges connecting the District of Colum- 
bia with the surrounding States shall be built by the General Gov- 
ernment when all the other States of this Union must pay for the 
building of their own bridges. This principle is not a correct one to 
apply here for the benefit of the States surrounding this District, 
and not to be applied elsewhere throughout the Union; I think it is 
unjust. If the States surrounding this District are benefited by the 
construction of any bri leading into this District, I think such 
States should bear a portion of the expense. 

Mr. FORT. I desire to say 
Wats 5 Will not the gentleman allow the first section to 

Mr. FORT. I understand that this bill is one that was defeated in 
this House once before. 

Mr. HUNTON. Was what? 

Mr. FORT. Was defeated in this House once before; if it is not 
the same bill it is a similar bill. 

Mr. HUNTON. Never. 

Mr. FORT. Well, according to my recollection, there was a bill 
before this House for the purpose of constructing a bridge across the 
Potomac at or near Georgetown. 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him? 

Mr. FORT. That bill somehow or other did not pass, or else it- 
would not be necessary to act upon this bill now. 

Mr. HUNTON. Willthegentleman allow me to correct him? There 
was a bill almost identical with this which passed the House of the 
Forty-fifth Congress without a division. That bill was sent over to 
the Senate, but too late to be acted upon there. It never has been 
defeated in this House or in the other, 

Mr. FORT. The gentleman no doubt desires that this bill should 

Perhaps it a to pass. For my part, I feel like appropriat- 
ing from the national Treasury all the money that this District ought 
to have; I would not be small in that re I have always voted 
liberally for the District of Columbia. e have here a city that is 
very expensive, however; and we in the interior pay large sums of 
money 1 keep up this District, and the more we pay the 
more we are asked to pay. Nobody seems to think of economy when 
the District calls for appropriations. 

It would seem from the debate that it is propeen by this bill to 
erect a bridge which the commissioners of this District themselves 
do not ask to have erected. Now, it is very strange to me that gen- 
tlemen who represent this District as its commissioners, who consult 
the people of the District, one of whom, I believe, resides and has 
resided for many years in Georgetown, do not recommend that this 
bridge shall be built. It is exceedingly strange that for the first time 
we now hear a demand made from the other side of the Potomac that 
this bridge should be built. I do not wonder at it. I give my friend 
[Mr. Hunton] full credit for what he is doing. I think he is repre- 
senting his constituents in Virginia when he asks that this bridge 


shall be built. 
i . Iwillask my friend for his authority for that remark. 
Mr. FORT. The remark I made—— 
Mr. HUNTON. The remark that the demand for this bridge comes 
from the other side of the river. 
Mr. FORT. The bill comes from the committee. : 
Mr. HUNTON. The committee are not from the other side of the 


ver. 
Mr. FORT. And it comes from the gentleman who represents the 
other side of the river, 1 J for the committee and at the same 
time for Virginia. And I will say to him that if I represented the 


Tİ 


district he does I should certainly be one of the loudest in my demand 
for the bnilding of this bridge. 

Mr. HUNTON. As chairman of the Committee for the District of 
Columbia I represent the District. 

Mr. FORT. Yes, sir; but the gentleman should represent the 
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United States, all the States, and all the districts in all the States 
when he comes in here and asks that the money of the United States 
should be appropriated. 


But my point is that the commissioners of this District and the 
ple of this District have never asked that this bridge should be 
uilt. I hope my friend will take no offense at what Iam going to 
say, because I have already said that he is doing just what I would 
do if I were in his place, representing a Virginia district. I believe 
there is a bridge across the Potomac just below the point where he 
roposes to build this one, a free bridge, one built by the United 
States, the bridge where the railroads cross. Is not that a free bridge? 
The gentleman shakes his head, I see. If it is free I hope the gentle- 

man will not shake his head at me when I say it is a free bridge. 
Mr. HUNTON. I did not shake my head at the remark that it was 

a free bridge, but at the remark that the Government built it. 

Mr. FORT. It is but a short distance below this proposed site for 


a bridge. g 

Mr. HUNTON. The railroad company built that bridge, and is re- 
quired to keep a pathway alongside the track. 

Mr. FORT. The history of this District, as I understand it, shows 
that the bridge was built before the railroad was built; built by the 
United States, and afterward the United States granted the railroad 
company the right of way over that bridge. But be that as it may, itis 
sufficient for me to know that there is now a free bridge from the city 
of Washi m Aoroa Drio AASENS IE es Somat e © gentleman’s 
own district, but a very short distance below where it is proposed to 
build this bridge. One free bridge across the Potomac is enough, so 
the commissioners of this District seem to think, and the poor people 
of this District do not want to be taxed to build another just now, 


as their taxes are already greater than they can bear. eir taxes 
amount almost to a confiscation of their 3 
It is to be remembered also that just above where it is proposed to 


build this bridge there is now a free bridge, built by the United 
States, over which the citizens of Virginia can come into the District 
and the citizens of the District pass into Virginia. This free lees ia 
ust above Georgetown, is a safe new iron bridge, open to everybody. 
he gentleman from Virginia can tell the House just how far above 
itis; but certainly it cannot be very far, because it is within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, which is only ten miles square. This new iron free 
bridge is only a few miles and on the main road. Now, the Govern- 
ment having already built two bridges, both free, one just above and 
one just below the pro site of this new bridge, it does seem to 
me that we can get along a little while longer with the present 
bridges; and the United States haying built two free bridges, Vir- 
ginia—the gentleman’s constituents—ought to do something. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. Is the gentleman aware of the 
distance between the contemplated bridge and the 3 Bridge, aud 
between the contemplated bridge and the Chain Bridge? He 
of a bridge “ just above ” and another “just below.” What doesthe 

entleman call “just above” and “just below?” Is he aware of the 
istance f 

Mr. FORT. Ihave asked the gentleman from Virginia who repre- 
sents the Virginia side of the river to state the distance; he ought 
to answer that question better than I can do. I said that the one 
bridge cannot be very far below, nor the other very far above, as 
they are both within the District of Columbia, which is only ten 


miles square. j 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. The two bridges are eight miles 

apart. 

Pir. FORT. It may be that they are eight miles apart; it may be 
that there is no better place to construct a bridge; but that has not 
appeared here to-day. The fact is known to us all that there is 
ead a bridge at the point chosen asa site for this new bridge. It 
is a toll-bridge, I know. But there are gentlemen on this floor repre- 
senting flourishing cities into which or oat of which you cannot go 
without paying toll. I am not in favor of toll bridges or roads or 
turnpikes. Itis an annoyance. Travel ought to be free as possible. 
But I believe that you cannot get into the city of Louisville, a city 
that does more business in one day than the city of Washington does 
in a whole year, without paying toll. The constituents of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, when they desire to come to market to sell their 
products, can either go a little below or alittle above in order to cross 
the river free, or probably they can pay toll a little while longer and 
use the bridge y erected rather than saddle new burdens on 
this tax-ridden people. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if this bridge is absolutely necessary, it occurs 
to me that when the bridge already there passes away it will be time 
enongh for the United States to agree to pay a portion of the cost of 
erecting a new bridge. But I agree with the gentleman who pre- 
ceded me, [Mr. SIMONTON,] that it becomes the t State of Vir- 
ginia to contribute a portion of the fg Bes of building this bridge. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] says that the State of 
Virginia does not own one drop of the water that passes down the Po- 
tomac River. Well, what if she does not? The soil may be sacred 
and the water not. The desire of his people is to come into the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and it does not matter to them whether they own 
the water over which the bridge passes or not. The ownership of 
the water cats no figure. Virginia owns the soil on that side and her 
citizens want to come over to Washington free, and want us to pay 
the expense. 
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peaker, Virginia is a proud State, as every other State ought 
to be. She is able to contribute to the construction of bridges where 
she is almost the only party interested. The gentleman’s constituents 
are able to do so too, There being a free bridge just below the pro- 
posed site and another just above, the people of Virginia have to go 

uta little distance to come to the one bridge or the other. The fact 
of so small a proportion of the people of Virginia being interested in 
this bridge is probably the reason why we have not any proffer of 
assistance from theState of 8 in constructing the bridge. This 
fact, taken in connection with the fact that the people of this District 
do not ask for this bridge, that the District commissioner resident 
in Georgetown has never asked if 9 5 in any estimate for it, seems 
tome a sufficient reason why we should wait till the people of this Dis- 
trict or their organized government may be ready to say that they 
wish the United States to construct this bridge. I do not think it is 
becoming for us to force this bridge upon them against their wishes. 

The general law provides that no marries pier shall be begun 
until an estimate has first been consi by the District govern- 
ment, and not until the commissioners have ascertained its cost and 
recommended that the work or improvement should be made. 

Now, sir, this has not been done, and I put this point squarely to the 
3 that the law has not been complied with in any respect. 

call for the showing. Sir, this matter is i and unlawfal, and 
is not according to the wish of the people of this District, and not 
recommended or even recognized by the District government. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. S. er, I take it to be a correct principle 
in legislation that when the money of the United States is appropri- 
ated to any popoe the people of the United States ought to be in- 
terested in that appropriation. We have here upon this floor a 
number of Representatives—representatives of ies in the 
Government, and I ask each member before he votes for this bill to 
search his memory and see whether there has ever been a demand on 
3 of his constituents, or any other man's constituents outside 
of this District, for the support of this measure. Who has asked its 
passage? Whence comes the demand? Not even the commissioners 
who have supervision of the affairs of this District have ever come 
here with an estimate and said“ We need this measure.” Yet even 
during the extra session, amid the din and noise of that speaking 
son, Te heard the clamor coming from this committee for another 

ridge. 

That oa the one faint echo rising above the clamor of that ses- 
sion. I repeat, who has asked for this bridge? The District of Co- 
lumbia, it may be said. But are your constituency interested in it ? 
Are the constituency of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
now occupying the chair interested in it? No, not one of them. It 
has not been developed that any of them want a free bridge here. It 
has been shown that there are two bridges leading out of the District 
across the Potomac River. How many more are needed? How many 
will suit this District? I say there should be an end of this thing. 

A hundred and forty thousand dollars to lay the foundation stones! 
Who has made an estimate? Who will say that amount will raise the 

iers of this bridge above the waters of the Potomac? Noone. Who 
said this new bridge is needed? No one but the District Com- 
mittee. They say it is a sine q non of existence here. What is to 
be the benefit flowing from it? I admit it would offer better facili- 
ties for the exit of members from this District. In that way if their 
constituents were interested in their leaving the capital at all they 
would be benefited, but in no other way. ere should be an esti- 
mate as to what it will cost. We should take no step in the dark. 
After that the question of e; iency would come up, and even if 
the question of cost were settled it is not expedient to build it. 

It has been said by the chairman that the Government of the United 
States owns the waters of the Potomac. Does the Government pro- 
pose to bridge allits waters? If it does, then farewell to all econ- 
omy, farewell to retrenchment and reform, for the money of the people 
will be poured out from its Treasury until it isdepleted. Let us pause 
before we make any such appropriation. 

It may be said that this is a small thing; that it does not take a 
great deal of capital per capita to fill the demand; but that is no 
excuse for it. 

My friend from Illinois asked whether this bill had not been killed 
once. I answer it seemed to be virtually so during the extra session, 
but now, like the proverbial cat, it seems to have nine lives, and we 
have to go to work on it again. [Laughter.] 

It is strange that a Congress which can legislate for a great coun- 
try, for fifty millions of people, cannot manage the affairs of a city of 
a hundred and fifty or a hundred and sixty thousand inhabitants. 
Yet, it seems to me, we cannot. We have already this morning done 
what I believe amounts to saddling millions more of the indebtedness 
of Washington upon a tax-ridden Government for the benefit of this 
District, and for the purpose of carrying out this form of extrava- 
gance. That is the Surna Bidar One might reasonably suppose 
that when that could get through, anything else could; and I have 
some fears myself it may be so. I feel the ground beginning to give 
way under me when I look back to that; but still I have a hope that 
at some point we will come where we will be satisfied and pause be- 
fore we make appropriations which are never to benefit our constitu- 
ents, directly or indirectly. I think the bill ought to be defeated. 

an HUNTON. I now ask for the reading of the first section of the 
bill. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in e assembled, That the Secretary of War and he is hereby, 
irected to cause to be constructed across the Potomac River at or 
town, in the District of Columbia, at such point as he va | select, a 
substantial-iron and masonry bridge, with apoena and the sum of $140,000 be, 

for th Ë — 3 h 1 sony 
wise appropriated, for the construction o and approaches, the same 
be maintain $ Provided, t 


d 

Tha 

upon su 
herein appropriated, and which cost include the construction of a substantial 
bridge over the canal, and any and all approaches to the said iron bridge ; and no 
of this appropriation be paid out of the Treasury until contracts shall 
aad been entered into with responsible parties, and with good and sufficient sure- 
ties to be approved by the Secretary of War, for the construction and completion 


of said bri including the pcg? ee and approaches, at a cost not to 
exceed $140,000: And ided also, ta draw of sufficient width to permit the 
navigating that part of the Potomac River shall be con- 


free passage of 

structed in said bri unless bridge shall be constructed by the side of, or 

up the river from, present Aqueduct, and at the same or greater elevation 
ve the water: And provided also, That the sum which may be expended under 

this act shall be treated and regarded as a of the general expenses of the Dis- 

l be credited with the amount which 


entitled “An act providing a ent form of government for the Dutriet of 
ae Ly 1 Ta That 


Provided 


serted in one or more . e ashington, District of Colum- 
ev 


bia, New York, Detroit, Michigan, anı eland, Ohio, for the space of one week. 

Mr. WARD. I have an amendment to propose to the first section 
of the bill, and that is, to insert the words “ Philadelphia, Pennsyl- 
vania,” after “ Michigan.” 

Mr. HUNTON. That is in regard to the advertising? 

Mr. WARD. Itis. ‘ 

Mr. HUNTON. I do not object. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois. I move to insert Chicago, Ilinois.” 

The amendment was a; to. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. After “ linos I move to insert Roches- 
ter, New York.” We have the best bridge-building company in the 
world at Rochester, New York. 

Mr. HUNTON. Lhope the gentlemen will not load down this bill 
with such amendments. It is not right to put in it every one of the 
cities of the United States. It does not look like a fair treatment to 
this bill. I do not mean to say such is the design, but it looks like 
an undue way of loading down the bill. 

Mr. FORT. Well, Mr. Speaker, the question comes up right here, 
ought not this bridge to be built by the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, and not by the of War at all? They, the 
commissioners, are liable to very severe penalties for di ing the 
law, and they are the proper officers to spend theirown money. The 
Secretary of War is under no restrictions whatever. I do not know 
what restriction is put upon the Secretary of War in this matter. He 
will do as he pleases about it. Although I will say that we never had 
a better Secre of War— | 

Mr. BLACKB Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. FORT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is it not a fact that not only in this District but 
outside of the District such works as this have generally been con- 
ducted under the direction and supervision of the Secretary of War? 
Is not the second longest arch in stone that is to be found perhaps in 
the world a Government work across the Potomac some eight, ten, or 
twelve miles above here, a work that was supervised by the Secretary 
of War nearly a quarter of a century ago? 

Mr. FORT. Yes; there is no doubt about that, but in bills making 
appropriations of public money, say for instance the river and har- 
bor bill, it is not customary to p restrictions upon the Secretary of 
War tosay what newspapers he shall advertise in, or what material he 
shall use, or that he shall get his stone from the Red Stone quarries, or 
shall buy it from the granite quarries of Maine. For this reason the 

tleman’s own question suggests why we should require this bridge 
© be built by the commissioners. My reason is this: The com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia do not want the bridge built 
at all. They never sent in an estimate of what the bridge would 
cost or that they wanted to build it, and if they do not want it they 
need not build it. 

It is the first time I believe in the history of the legislation of this 
country that we have ever found Congress forcing upon the War 
De ent appropriations for any purpose until that Department 

sent in its estimate of what the proposed work would cost. When 
you propose to clean out the channel of a river or to remove its ob- 
structions, the very first thing you do is to get the Engineer Depart- 
ment to make a survey and send in an estimate, and until that estimate 
is sent in not a dollar of the public money is ever appropriated by 
Congress for the purpose of i g the improvement. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we have met this question here. We propose to 
force upon the Secretary of War the construction of a bridge which 
the 5 do not want, which the commissioners do not want, and 
which the commissioner who resides in Georgetown, and who is one 
of the rulers of this city himself, does not want, and then to require 
the Secretary of War to construct a work without estimates and 
advertise all over the country for bids for labor and for material. 


I understand the piers on which the present toll-bridge rests were 
built by the Government at the cost of several hundred thousand 
dollars and that they really belong to the United States. I call upon 
the chairman of the committee to state how this is. 

Now, it is high time that we should know how much this bridge is 
going to cost, and whether we do not already own the piers now 
there; what the engineers say about it, what their estimate is ; for if 
we require the Secretary of War to build it we should have an esti- 
mate. But if we authorize the District commissioners to build a 
bridge, then we are 8 correctly to make an appropriation 
first. We are not called upon to make an appropriation at all until 
they come and ask for it. Ithink that all the places named in this 
bill should be stricken out except Chicago. That city constructs 
most of the bridges of the country. There is hardly anywhere a 
bridge put up not constructed in Chicago. Even the iron city of 
Pittsburgh comes to Chicago to get bridge-builders to build a bridge 
across one of their rivers right in the corporation of the city of 
Pittsburgh. There is no use in e e ee any other city except 
in Chicago. Adopt my colleague’s [Mr. RICH] amendment and 
it is all-sufficient as to advertisement. 

Mr. KELLEY. That must be some particular bridge the patent 
for which is owned by a Chicago company. 

Mr. FORT. Ah, the gentleman from Pennsylvania cannot even 


for Let a bridge built across the Allegheny or Monongahela or any other 


river in his State without coming to Chicago to get it done. It is 
not worth while to advertise in any other than the Chicago papers. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct some errors 
into which the gentleman from Illinois appears to have fallen. Ido 
not know what warrant or authority he has for stating that the com- 
missioners for the District of Columbia do not desire this bridge to 
be built. Iam equally at a loss as to the source of his information 
for the statement that the icular commissioner who resides in 
Georgetown does not want this bridge built. I have the authority 
of the Committee for the District of Columbia for stating that the 
commissioners of this district have been before that committee, ap- 
prove the estimate, and urge the passage of this bill and the construc- 
tion of this bridge. 

Mr. FORT. One moment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, If the gentleman will wait I will not detain 
the House a moment. 

Mr. FORT. The gentleman was asked for an estimate, and he said 
he had none—the District commissioners had done nothing. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am coming to that, if the gentlemen will be 
patient. I donot know what authority the gentleman has for speak- 
ing of this as an effort to impose upon the Secretary of War the dis- 
charge of an irksome or offensive duty. I have the authority of one 
of the gentleman’s colleagues here on the floor for stating that upon 
this very day, perhaps, the Secretary of War has expressed his ap- 
88 15 the very work that is contemplated by and provided for in 
thi s 

Mr. FORT. It is very remarkable that the Secretary of War should 
express such an opinion, when that officer never does such a thing. 
It is always left to the Engineer Department. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam not passing judgment on the propriety of 
the Secretary of War expressing that opinion, 

Mr. FORT. The present Secre of War is as yet hardly warm 
in his seat, and has made no survey. He is a judicious man, and knows 
his duty and will do it. And it is strange that he has rushed down 
to Georgetown and assumed the duties of the Engineer Corps. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I hope the gentleman is not going to make a 
third speech in my time. I will answer any question he wishes to 
present. 

As to the estimates: I hold in my hand the estimates that have 
been, I take it, before the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
made by two reputable engineers, showing what the cost of that 
bridge is to be. The commissioners, as the chairman of the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia very properly explained, could 
not have made, they were not required nor would it have been proper 
for them in the absence of such requirement to make, an estimate for 
this work. There is no law in existence authorizing the construc- 
tion of this bridge. The very bill which is under consideration now, 
if is to be the law which authorizes the bridge. Unless that 
or a law carrying such authority is passed, it is neither the duty nor 
within the power of the commissioners of the District of Columbia to 
make this estimate. 

Here is the simple fact; the case may be stated in a moment: 
There is a bridge that is not owned by this Government that con- 
nects Washington with that of the State of Virginia lying im- 
mediately across the river. Charges are made, statements are heard 
everywhere, which go unchallenged and uncontradicted as to the 
exorbitant rates to which passengers are subjected on that bridge. 
That there is a necessity for a bridge there I take it nobody will con- 
trovert. Then when you come to the proposition here for its con- 
struction it differs but in one particular from the theory upon which 
every other bridge has been built here, unless it be a bridge owned 
by a private corporation or railroad company. There has not been a 
bri built by the Government, there has not been a patge bought 
by the Government, for which the people of the District have bven 


taxed at all; but the cost of the construction in the one case or the 
purchase-money in the other has all come out of the Federal Treas- 
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ury. In that respect, and in that respect alone, this proposition differs 
from all others; for it is provided In this bill that one-half of the 
cost of the construction of this improvement shall be defrayed and 
met by the Federal Treasury and the other half by the taxable prop- 
erty of the people of this District. 

There, sir, is the shortest statement that can be given of the proposi- 
tion of this bill. It is one-half more liberal to the Federal ry 
than any similar work that ever has been constructed or purchased 
on the confines of this District. I do not see where the bill is amena- 
ble to the criticisms or objections that have been urged on any side 
in this debate. 

Mr. FORT. Justone word. The gentleman from Kentucky states 
that the owners of the present bridge are charging exorbitant tolls. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman must not misstate what I said. 
I did not say so. Isaid it was ch , and during my service as chair- 
man of the Committee for the District of Columbia that was charged 
before the committee and never denied. 

Mr.FORT. Then the Committee for the Districtof Columbia should 
have looked into that question; and if they found that there was an 
exorbitant toll or charge im: on the citizens of Virginia or on the 
citizens of this District, the Committee for the District of Columbia 
should have brought in a bill at once; and I must presume they would 
bring in a bill at once regulating that thing, because unquestionably 
they have jurisdiction and control over the matter, and I presume 
the committee want to do their duty. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman tell me how Congress has 
that jurisdiction ? 

Mr. FORT. If the Committee for the District of Columbia found 
that exorbitant tolls were charged, they certainly have been remiss 
in their duty. They would have been better en; in providing a 
remedy for that than in soa acne a bill for the building of a bridge 
which the Re of the ict do not want. 4 

Mr. BLACK URN. Iask the gentleman under what provision of 
the Federal Constitution, under what section or provision of any law 
known to this House, has Con the power to regulate the tolls 
upon & biays owned by a private corporation ? 

Mr. FORT. Oh! I hope the gentleman in this day will not ques- 
tion the right. Sir, I answer that it is under that clause in section 
8 of article 1 of the Constitution, which says that “Congress shall 
exercise exclusive os rpg in all cases whatever over such District 
not exceeding ten es square as may be, by cession of particular 
States and W of Con „ become the seat of Govern- 
ment of the United States,” and I hope the gentleman will not deny 
the right to 5 51 all these things. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I would inform the gentleman that this is not 
a railroad bridge. 

Mr. FORT. Another point is that it is owned in the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And owned by 8 gentlemen. 

Mr. FORT. There can be no question but what Congress has the 
right to regulate such charges and say what shall be a reasonable toll 
or chargo on bridge within its jurisdiction. 

Mr. COBB. This bill makes provision for the construction of a 
bridge across the Potomac River, and at the same time a propra 

money. Now, it is said that it is a necessity that this bridge shonld 
be constructed. Let us look for a moment into some of the facts that 
surround the District of Columbia and the people of the District, and 
we will find that there are other necessities which are much greater 
than the necessity of building a bridge across the Potomac River. I 
call the attention of gentlemen to the fact that to-day the District 
of Columbia and the people of the United States are paying $35,000 
a year rent for public school buildings, and at the same time the super- 
intendent of public instruction tells me that these school buil 

are, many of them, all but totally unfit for children of the District to 
be taught in. 

Now, if we have to pay $35,000 a year rent for buildings for school 
purposes in this District, I ask how much money ought to be appro- 

riated for the building of school-houses here? Would it not be well 

or this House to consider whether we ought not to build school-houses, 
and whether the necessity for building school-houses for the educa- 
tion of the children of this District is not tenfold greater than the 
_ necessity for the construction of a bridge across the Potomac River, 
when there are already facilities for crossing that river? 

It is further insisted that large sums of money should be 3 
ated for the purpose of improving the streets of this District. The 
commissioners of the District ask that more than $700,000 be appro- 
priated, one-half of which is to be paid by the people of the District 
and the other half by the Government of the United States, to im- 
prove the streets of this Distric;, That is a necessity which they 
say must be provided for. I take it that it is a greater necessity to 
have the streets in the District of Columbia or in the city of Wash- 
ington put in proper condition than it is to build another bridge 
across the Potomac River. 

As has been well said, in order to accomplish what is needed in 
this District it is necessary for the people to pay large sums of money. 
The property-holders are now so oppressed that they feel the burden 
notwithstanding we have assumed to pay fifty cents on the dollar o 
the expenses of this District. And there is to-day an interest-bearing 
debt hanging over the people of this District which requires the pay- 
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ment of more than $1,100,000 a year, one-half of which is to be paid 
by the people of the District. ö 

There was a bill a few moments ago 8 for the ad- 
justment of claims said to be due to individuals for 1 the 
streets and for other public works in the District ; and it is estimated 
that a large sum of money will have to be 8 by the people of 
the District and by the Government of the United States to carry out 
the provisions of that bill. 

Now, had we not better move carefully, and not expend the money 
of the people of the United States, and especially of the people of 
the District of Columbia, who are already greatly oppressed, until we 
see whether there is or is not a necessity for the bridge to be built, 
which this bill provides for? There may be a necessity forit. But 
there are other necessities that are ten times more pressing than the 
necessity for building this bridge, especially when we take into con- 
sideration the fact that the people of Virginia, from the gentleman’s 
own district, can cross over the bridges now erected. It is better 
that for a few years they should pay pretty high tolls than that the 
children of this District should go uneducated. 

I say to you that with the estimates of the taxable 8 in this 
District, and the amount of revenue to be raised from the le 
during the present year, they will not be enabled to have the u- 
cational interests cared for as they should be, without borrowing 
money, or without the Government of the United States coming for- 
ward and through the Representatives of the people here appropriat- 
ing the money of the people of the United States for the purpose of 
keeping up the public schools of the District. 

I say this bill should be defeated. There is no special demand for 
it. Itis wrong in principle and wrong in fact to impose upon the 
people of this District a burden where it is unnecessary, when neces- 

burdens are already being heaped upon them. I trust, therefore, 


sary 
the bill will be defeated. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have always felt it to be my duty to vote liberal 
appropriations for this District, and I never have heard the voice of 
complaint from any constituent of mine for so voting. They regard 
the city of Washington as the capital of their country, and desire to 
see it made what it ought to be, a healthful and a beautiful city. 

I am ready to vote any amount of money that may be required for 
improving the river-front of this District, and for filling up the 
marshes, and thus adding to the beauty of the city and its healthful- 
ness. I am ready to vote any -pooper amount for the construction of 
bridges to connect this District with the State of Virginia. 

But I cannot fail to remember that the ee proponen by this bill 
is an interterritorial bridge, and that the eof the conntry or the 
people of the District, either of them or jointly, should not be made to 
pay the whole cost of a bridge, the great benefit of which is to be for 
the State of Virginia. I would not saddle upon the State of Virginia 
an undue proportion of the cost of constructing this bridge. But I do 
think that it ought to come in as a third party to bear the expense. 
And I am quite sure that if that condition be im the voice of 
Virginia will ask for another location for a bridge than right beside 
an existing bridge. When the people of Virginia shall come to pa; 
for it they will say, “Put this bridge where it will be useful; put it 
at some distance from any existing bridge so that it will help open 
up our country and give more of our people easy access to the Dis- 

rict. 

Therefore, with an earnest desire to promote intercourse between 
the District and the farms of Virginia, between the people of Vir- 
ginia and the people of this District, and having no fear of the frowns 
of my constituents for having voted generously for the improvement 
of the District, I shall wait and hear what Virginia wants on this 
subject, and have her back up her opinion by a tender of one-third 
of the cost of this pringe: 

Mr. SAMFORD. There was a statement by the distinguished 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] of which I, as a mem- 
ber of the Committee for the District of Columbia, am not informed, 
and therefore I cannot properly say that I propose to correct it. 
But if there has been any estimate made, as he says there has been 
made by the District commissioners, and sent to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, I hear of it for the first time to-day. 

Mr. HUNTON. The gentleman did not ory Aane the commissioners 
had made estimates, but that estimates had been made by engineers, 
which estimates I now hold in my hand. 

Mr. SAMFORD, I understood the gentleman to say—and I cer- 
tainly am not mistaken in this—that the commissioners for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia have been before the District Committee urging the 
passage of this bill. Now, I do not remember that the District com- 
missioners ever have been before that committee to make such an ap- 
plication. If they ever have been there for that purpose I never knew 
it; and certainly they have not been there in the manner provided 
by law. They should have been there in a formal manner with the 
estimates which the law for the permanent government of the Dis- 
trict requires. As regards the estimates of engineers, to which the 
gentleman from Virginia has just called my attention, I have this to 
say, that the law requires the District commissioners to make their 
estimates upon examinations made by the legally authorized engi- 
neers of the department, and not by engineers who may act in any 
informal and unauthorized manner. 

Now, the objection which I urged at the commencement of this 
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discussion hasnot been answered. That objection is: that these esti- 
mates should be made in the manner provided by law, so that we 
might not, as has been eloquently said by the gentleman from In- 
diana, saddle upon the citizens of this District taxation for a work 
which they have not asked, and for which, perhaps, they are not 
prepared or able to pay. 

But when the objection is urged that it has not been asked for, it 
is said that the wording of the law requires that the commissioners 
shall furnish estimates only for those brid authorized by law. 
When we point out that this bridge has not been authorized by law, 
it is said that by this bill it is proposed to authorize it, and at the 
same time to provide for its construction. Now, it seems to me that 
such a thing was not in the contemplation of the Congress of the 
United States in passing the laws for the permanent government of 
the District of Columbia, for I have no doubt that it was thought by 
the framers of that law that the United States Government would 
not be called on for any more than one-half. 

I do not subscribe to the doctrine, which is so frequently advanced 
on this floor, that because this is the capital of the nation (to use the 
language of others, for I never call it a“ nation“) we should build 
it up in a style of imperial grandeur, regardless of cost, and at the 

nse of tax-payers over the land. 1 grant that it is necessary to 
build up a capital which shall comport with the dignity of a free 
and independent republic; but as to spending the money wrung by 
taxation from an oppressed people for the purpose of building up this 
city in a style of royal magnificence, I am opposed to it, and shall 
always be Spee: toit. Notwithstanding I am frequently reminded 
by the remarks of gentlemen on this floor that the true distinguish- 
ment of a statesman, these days, is to spend with a prodigal hand 
the money of the Federal Treasury. 

Many gentlemen, in this House, advocate this bill, of more experi- 
ence than I, and of equal sincerity and patriotism, and I have confi- 
dence in their opinion, but I cannot see it as they do, and I am acting 
for what I believe to be the interest of those who sent me here. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to say only a word or two in conclusion of 
this debate before calling the previous question ; for I presume the 
debate has proceeded long enough. 

Gentlemen have said here on several occasions that it is the duty 
of Virginia to participate in building this bridge. I desire to say that 
the Chain Bridge leading to the State of Virginia was once a toll- 
bridge, and the Federal Government bought out that bridge and made 
it a free bridge without the payment of one dollar by the State of 
Virginia. This I believe was prior to 1861. If the Federal Govern- 
ment did not require Virginiain the days of her wealth and power to 
contribute to the building of bridges across a stream which belongs 
exclusively to the Federal Government, why should gentlemen desire 
now that the State of Virginia in her poras should be saddled with 
a perean of the expense of building this bridge? Do not gentlemen 
who make this 9 know that sparsely-settled neighborhoods 
interested in a bridge cannot contribute to the building of such a 
nee but that the cities to which n is effected by bridges 
build those bridges? That is me invariable practice throughout the 
country. / 

There is another reason as the Federal Government and the District 
yr should build this bridge exclusively and why they should 

aild it jointly. The property in this District, as we know, (for it 
has been stated time and again,) belongs to the people of the District 
and to the Federal Government in nearly equal proportions according 
to value; and if this city is to be improved and the price of property 
enhanced, then the Federal Government is benefited as well as the 
citizens holding private property. 

There is another reason; and I do not mean to detain the House by 
elaborately arguing this question. The Federal Government is inter- 
ested because this bridge, if built, leads directly to the largest Fed- 
eral cemetery within my knowledge. I refer to the cemetery at 
Arlington. On every Decoration Day particularly, as well as on every 
other day of the year, there are persons visiting that cemetery who 
are taxed a high prios in passing over the Aqueduct Bridge. 

Mr. BARBE he gentleman will allow me to ask him where this 
bridge is to be located 

Mr. HUNTON. Ator near the present Aqueduct Bridge, leaving 
it discretionary with the Secretary of War to fix the exact location. 

Mr. KELLEY. I believe the proprietors of the Aqueduct Bridge 
are 8 to sell at what this House regarded as a reasonable price. 

Mr. HUNTON. At what they regard as a reasonable price. That 
is another question—a question which was very elaborately consid- 
ered 2 51 5 committee. 

Mr..KELLEY. I understand that this House acquiesced in the 
price. The Senate differed by some slight W 

Mr. HUNTON. The question has never been before the House in 


ae RET 
. KELLEY. Then the action I refer to was had by the House 
committee. 

Mr. HUNTON. No, sir, 

Mr. KELLEY. I believe the 2 of the Aqueduct Bridge 
ask $100,000 for the property and franchises. 

Mr. HUNTON. There has been no such proposition agreed to by 
the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

I beg leave to say another thing. Across the river, and to be ap- 
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prosci by this bridge if the bill becomes a law, there is a fort now 
eld and occupied by the Government where supplies and soldiers aro 
sent. For the transportation of these the Government now paysan- 
nually several hundred dollars in toll to this Aqueduct Bridge Com- 
pany. Thus the bridge is necessary to the Government as well as to 
the citizens of the United States visiting Arlington. I hope, there- 
fore, oa taere will be no difficulty on the part of the House in pass- 
ing the bill. j 

1 move N question. 

The SPE R pro tempore. The Chair will state that the House 
is now acting as in Committee of the Whole. The first question is 
on the amendment proposed by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
VAN VOORHIS, J to insert after the words “Chicago, Ilinois,” the words 
“ Rochester, New York.” 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTON. Did I understand the Chair to rule that the pre- 
57 5 5 did not apply in the House as in Committee of the 

ole 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question does apply in 

the House. 


JANUARY 19, 


Then I demand the yeas and nays on the bill and 
The aren eer was seconded and the main question ordered. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. Thatif the Alexandria Canal Railroad and Bridge Company will lease 
to the United States their bridge over the Potomac River at Geo: wn for so 
long as said bridge shall be maintained upon the terms, conditions, and price as 
hereinafter specified, the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to 
enter into such lease in behalf of the United States, and refrain from erecting a 
bridge as in the first section of this act provided. Said lease must contain the fol- 
lowing provisions and conditions: the rent, as specified at —— thousand dollars per 
annum, Payable quarterly by the United States, less any deductions for not com- 
plying with the terms of said lease as therein provided ; that said lease shall con- 

nue as long as said bridge shall be kept up for use, but the lessee may at its op- 
tion declare said lease forfeited in case the lessor fails for a period of thirt: da, 
after notice to keep said bridge in a safe and proper condition for public travel; 
that if said bridge at any time becomes unsafe for public travel, on notice from the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia, the rent under said lease shall cease, 
and not recommence until said bridge shall be made safe for public travel, and no- 
tice thereof given to said commissioners, and the amount from any suspension of 
rent to be deducted from the rent thereafter to become duc; that said bridge com- 
pany shall not, during the continuance of said lease, use upon said bridge struct- 
ure any locomotive or G rE i pare power; that during the continuance of said 
lease the use of said bridge s the Government. 

Sec. 3. That to enable t 


The amendment was to. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be en d and read a 
third time, and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill; and there were— 
ayes 76, noes 43. 

Mr. BRAGG and Mr. MCMILLIN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 114, nays 70, not voting 107; as follows: 


YEAS—114. 
Aik 5 5 — Hassell W. A. 
en, son, orgensen, $ 
Aldrich, N. W. Davis, gorma Kenna, Scales, 
Armfield, Davis, Joseph J. Ketcham, Shallenberger, 
Bachman, Deering, Kimmel, Shelley, 
Bailey, Dickey, King, Singleton, J. W. 
Ballou, Dunn, Kitchin, Slemons, 
Barber, Einstein, Klotz, Steele, 
Bayne, Elam, Martin, Edward L. Townsend, Amos 
le, Errett, Mason, ‘Townshend, R. W. 

Beltzhoover, Evins, Miller, Tucker, 
Bicknell, Ferdon, Mi Ns Turner, Thomas 
Blackburn, Field, Monroe, U) 

lake, Forney, Muldrow, Upson, 
Bouck, Frye, eal, Valentine, 
Browne, Goode, New, Van Aernam, 
Sabel Hatch Newberry, on Voorhis, 

t Norcross, 

C: Heilman, O'Connor, W. 
Camp, Henkle, O'Neill, Whiteaker, 
© ter, Herndon, O'Reilly, Whitthorne, 

lardy, i Osmer, Wilber, 
Clark, John B. Hooker, Overton, Williams, C. G. 

offroth, Horr, Poehler, Willis, 
Conger, House Price, Willits, 
Converse, Humphrey, Rice, Wilson, 
Cook, Hunton, Richardson, D. Wright. 
Cowgill, Hurd, Richardson, J. S. 
Cravens, Johnston, Richmond, 

NAYS—70. 

Aldrich, William Briggs, Cobb, Davis, Loundes H. 
Atherton, Burrows, Covert, De La Matyr, 
Bragg, ` Cox, Deuster, 
Brewer, Clymer, Davis, Horace Dibrell, 
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Houk, Stevenson, 
Daig ht, Hutchins, Persons, Stone, 
Farr, Kelley, Phelps, Taylor, 
Felton, Ladd, Phister, Thompson, P. B. 
weeds Teao Reagan, Thompson, W. G. 
Gedi Lowe, Rothwell, Turner, Oscar 
Godshalk, Marsh, Samford, Updegraff, J.T. 
fia McKinley, a. Basen Waddill 
Hammond, John McMahon, Simonto Warner, 
Harris, Benj. W. MeMillin, Smith, W; E. Welborn. 
Hawk, Myers, Sparks, 
Hostetler, Nicholls, Sp a 
NOT VOTING—107. 
Anderson, Ellis, Lindsey, Russell, Daniel L. 
Atkins, Ewing, Loring, Ryan, 
Baker, Finley, Louns! A Ryon, John W. 
Barlow, Fisher, 
Belfo Forsythe, oseph J. Singleton, O. R. 
Frost, Col A. Herr 
Bing! McCook, Smith, Hezekiah B 
Gibson, McGowan, Speer, 
Bliss, Gillette, McK Starin, 
Blount, Hammond, N. J. McLane, 
Bowman, er, Miles, ＋. tt, 
Boyd, Harris, John T., Mills, 
i Brigham, wley, Money, ler, 
ht, Morrison, Tner, 
Caldwell, Henderson, Morton, Washburn, 
e, enry, Maller, Weaver, 
Caswell, Herbert, March, Wells, 
Chalmers, O’Brien, White, 
Chittenden, Bun — Williams, Thomas 
Clark, Alvah A James, Pierce, 
Noe Joyce, Pound, Wood, Walter A. 
pn Killing Reed, 8 Toang. Casey 
T Knott Robeson, Young, Thomas L. 
Di Lapham, Robinson, 
So the bill was passed. 
During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 
Mr. S ORD. My colleague, Mr. WILLIAMS, is paired with Mr. 
Ryan. 


Mr. ELLIS. I am paired with Mr. HARMER. { 

Mr. HULL. I am paired with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 
` Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. WEAVER is paired with Mr. CLAFLIN, of 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. HASKELL. Mr. RYAN is paired with Mr. COLERICK, of Indi- 
ana. 

Mr. YOCUM. I am paired with Mr. GILLETTE. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, is paired with Mr. BLOUNT, 
of nee es If present, Mr. BAKER would vote “ no.” 

Mr. RICH, of Illinois. My colleague, Mr. BoyD, is paired with 
Mr. UrRNER, of Maryland. If present, Mr. Boyp would vote “no” and 
Mr. URNER would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. BRIGHAM is absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. MONROE. Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, is paired with Mr. 
PIERCE, of New York. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I am paired with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. HILL. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. My colleague, Mr. Rrox, has been called 
away by the death of his son, and is attending his funeral. 


Mr. ING. Iam paired with Mr. KEIFER. 
Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia: I am paired with Mr. REED, of 
Maine. 


On motion of Mr, BLACKBURN, by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the names was dispensed with. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HUNTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. BURCH, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested : 

An act (S. No. 128) for the relief of Edward Shields and others ; 

An act (8. No. 317) for the relief of Capsala J. B. Campbell; and 

An act (S. No. 468) for the relief of John W. Cheeks. 

The message also announced that the Senate had without 
amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 2790) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to appoint a deputy collector at Seaford, Sussex County, 
Delaware, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. WILBER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the House of 
the following title ; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1307) to establish a land district in the Territory 
of Dakota, and locating the office at Grand Forks. 

DISTRICT BUSINESS, 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. Speaker, there are only two other matters in 
the District business, which will not require the consumption of any 
time, and I hope they will be completed before the adjournment, 


UNION DEPOT, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, from the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 3047) to authorize the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to designate a proper site for 
a union railroad depot in the city of Washington, and for other pur- 
poses, with amendments. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to designate a suitable site for a union railroad 
depot for all the railroad companies whose tracks enter or terminate 
in said city, at some central point, having just reference to the con- 
venience of access by said companies and the people, sojourners, and 
visitors of said city, and to all the public interests involved, and 
report their doings in the premises to the next Con on the first 
day of the first session thereof, with a bill containing such further 
provisions as they may deem best calculated to ae effect to the pur- 

of requiring all said railroads to use said depot in common, and 
vacate all other depots, and remove all tracks not necessary for such 


use. 
The amendments are as follows: 


within thirty days after passejo act.” 

* line 15, Bored Dana 3 5 
hat such Kent yr beg eee by such railroads free of ex- 
pense to the Government of the United States or the 

Mr. KLOTZ. I want to ask the gentleman from Delaware whether 
this is to provide for the commissioners naming a site and directing 
the matter hereafter to be submitted to Congress ? 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. Goahead; thatisright. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KLOTZ. Is that correct? 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. Yes. 

Inow demand the 12 3 question. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I trust the gentleman will not call the previous 
question 3 has SER e House the peons 18 this greet 
ure; because, Mr. Speaker, it is very easy to see this bill is one 
only precedes another which cannot be avoided without very great 

mse to the Government. 

MARTIN, of Delaware. All this bill contemplates is this: there 
has been a demand on the part of the people of this District for a 
en in the railroad accommodations here. It is claimed by man 
people hat the railroad termini in this District are nuisances, an 
in the United 


that there should be h as in almost every other ci 
550 nee established 


States, the same plan adopted by which there should 
what is known as a union depot. 

The District commissioners have asked Congress to authorize them 
to designate some point which would be convenient for the establish- 
ment of such a union depot, and the Committee for the District of 
Columbia in considering this subject have thought it proper that the 
Government of the United States, as well as the government of the 
District of Columbia, should be protected against the incurring of any 
expenses in designating that site. That is all this bill is for, to au- 
thorize the District commissioners to select some suitable site for such 
a union depot, and to report the facts to Con, 

Mr. DUNNELL. It does not occur to me the District of Columbia 
is particularly suffering from the location of the two depots in this 
city. I can see no reason for this legislation. The commissioners of 
this District are urged up to this matter undoubtedly by aset of real- 
estate speculators. These men are very anxious to have somewhat 
to do in the selection of such a site. Look the matter, Mr. Speaker, 
squarely in the face. What demand exists in this city to-day for a 
union depot? After we have legislated is it in our power to force these 
roads into a union depot? Is it in our power to compel them to enter 
into a union depot? Can we compel these railroads to build a union 
depot and use it? I do not understand that we can. 

his legislation is in keeping with a good deal of the legislation 
that we are asked to pass here in this House. I have voted almost 
continuously for nine years in the interest of the District of Colum- 
bia. I have hardly till this day voted against a proposition comin 
from the Committee for the District of Columbia. But we vo 
$140,000 to-day. We are constantly being asked to vote tens of thou- 
sands and hundreds of thousands to this District. If we are a reform 
Congress let us reform in good faith. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. We do not ask Congress to vote one 
cent in this bill. 

Mr, DUNNELL. I say we cannot take this step without taking 
another, and that other step will cost money. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. This does not bind Congress to take 
any further steps. t 

. DUNNELL. It does not bind Congre bak the gentleman 
knows the pover of precedents. He ought to know how much one 
bill has to do with another that is in the rear and forthcoming. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. Oh, “sufficient unto the day is the 
evil thereof.” CLenghter.} 


Mr. STEELE. the gentleman from Delaware allow me to ask 
him a question? 
Mr. IN, of Delaware. Certainly. 


Mr. STEELE. I desire to know of the gentleman from Delaware 
if these railway companies, the Baltimore and Potomac and the Bal- 
timore and Ohio, have not already in this District certain vested 
rights, if the effect of this bill is not to destroy those vested rights, 


404 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 19, 


andif you will not have to make compensation under the Constitution 
of the United States whether you will or no? 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. This bill, Mr. Speaker, has nothing to 
do with those vested rights. As I said to the tleman from Min- 
nesota, I will make the same reply to the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, that when future legislation looking directly to the establishment 
of this depot is brought into the House then it will be for each mem- 
ber of the House to determine that question for himself, as I shall 
endeavor to do for myself. I call for the paeron question, 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to ask the gentleman one question. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WAIT. I move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WARNER. Before that question is put I ask the unanimous 
consent [Cries of “ Regular order! “] 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I appeal to the gentleman from Con- 
necticut to withdraw his motion. [Cries of lar order !”] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Cox in the chair.] Pending the 
motion to adjourn the Chair desires to submit certain requests. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. HILL, for three days, on account of important business ; 

To Mr. FINLEY, for two weeks, on account of important business ; 

To Mr. FORSYTHE, for six days; 

To Mr. Kerrer, for three days, on account of important business; 

To Mr. Ryon, of Pennsylvania, until the 27th instant, on account 
of a death in his family; 

To Mr. COFFROTH, indefinitely, on account of important business; 


d 

To Mr. GARFIELD, for one day. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair also submits the following 

uests : 

f Mr. JOHNSTON, for leave to withdraw from the files of the 
House, the papers in the case of W. P. Burwell, there being no ad- 
verse report thereon. r 

Of Mr. URNER, in the case of John H. McChesney, there being no 
adverse report thereon. 

Of Mr. BLACKBURN, in the case of Bidow & Wilson, there being 
no adverse report thereon. 

Mr. CONGER. I suggest to the Chair that these three requests 
must be referred, under the rules, to the committees having charge of 
the several cases, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair that 
there is no adverse report on these cases. 

Mr. CONGER. I know that, but the rule requires the reference of 
the applications to the committees, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule does not require the reference 
when no adverse report has been made. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. 

There being no objection, leave was granted to withdraw from the 
files of the House the papers in the three cases above stated. 


PENSIONS FOR MEXICAN AND OTHER WARS. 


Mr. COFFROTH. Under authority of the House, formerly granted, 
I submit from the Committee on Invalid Pensions a report to accom- 
pany the bill of the House (H. R. No. 3257) granting pensions to cer- 
tain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican and other wars therein named, 

The report was ordered to be Poe and was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion that the House adjourn was then to; and accord- 
ingly (at four o’clock and forty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other pa rs were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: _ 

By Mr. ACKLEN: The petition of a committee of the National 
Cotton Exchange, for an amendment to the census law to enable the 
Superintendent of the Census to publish in advance the statistics of 
acreage and production of cotton in each county and State—to the 
Committee on the Census. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of G. B. Verret for pay for prop- 
erty taken by the United States Army during the late war—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of D. Bishop, N. Mayer, J. Val- 
entine, C. Schmidt, and J. T. Carroll, foremen United States military 
prison, Leavenworth, Kansas, for additional pay—to the Committee 
of Claims. 

By Mr. BAILEY: Papers relating to the pension claim of Andrew 
J. Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BALLOU: Papers relating to the pension claim of Mary 
Austin—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BARBER: The petition of Charles W. 8 and other 
ex- soldiers of the late war, for additional pay—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


Also, the petition of L. C. Huck and others, for a specific duty on 


imported malt—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. BENNETT: The petition of William Jones and 21 others, 
citizens of Dakota Territory, for an increase of the pension of Will- 
iam Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BLACKBURN: A paper relating to the claim of Major A. 
S. Bloom for ee sills an officer in the United States Army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BLAND: The petition of soldiers and citizens of Missouri, 
for op of the Weaver bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of citizens of Outagamie County. 
Wisconsin, for such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed 
upon them by transportation monopolies—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Ou ie County, Wisconsin, for 
the amendment of the patent laws, limiting the liabilities for in- 
fringement of patents to manufacturers and vendors—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, 

Also, the petition of the Stockbridge and Munsee Indians of Wis- 
consin, for relief—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, the petition of veteran soldiers of Wisconsin, for the p: 0 
of a law placing soldiers on an equality with the bondholders—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURROWS: The petition of 31 citizens of Saint Joseph 
County, Michigan, for such laws as will prevent fluctuations in 
freights and ust discriminations in transportation charges—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 5 

Also, the petition of 32 citizens of Saint Joseph County, Michigan, 
for the amendment of the patent laws, limiting the liabilities for in- 
fringement of patents to manufacturers and vendors—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 


Also, the petition of soldiers of Saint Joseph County, Michigan, for 
the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military rs. 
By Mr. CABELL: The petition of citizens of Carroll County, Vir- 


ginia, for the establishment of a post-route from Lambsburgh, Vir- 
gini via McCrow’s Store and Gwyn’s Factory, to Mount Airy, North 
arolina—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of W. E. Allsop and other soldiers 
of the late war for the Union, for the passage of the bill of Mr. CAL- 
KINS to equalize bounties, &c.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, the petition of Charles A. Edwards, for increase of pension in 
certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEORGE Q. CANNON: The petition of William S. Seeley, 
mayor of Mount Pleasant, Sanpete County, Utah, and others, for a 
pension for Roswell Scovil, a soldier of the war of 1812—to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of the board of supervisors of 
Osceola County, Iowa, that Sioux re Iowa, be made a place for hold- 
ing the district and circuit courts for he district of Iowa-to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CASWELL: The petition of Helen F. Manville, for the ex- 
tension of patent No. 36161, issued to Robert H. Mathies and another— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. JOHN B. CLARK, Jr. : Petitions from citizens of Missouri, 
Iowa, Indiana, Wisconsin, Louisiana, and Minnesota, that Congress 
reimburse the heirs of Captain H. M. Shreve for the use of his patent 
steam snag-boat, which is still in use on the western rivers—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. CLYMER: The petition of over 60 citizens of Berks County, 
Pennsylvania, for the passage of Senate bill No. 843 of Forty-fifth 
Congress, and Honse bill No. 3524 of Forty-fifth Congress, relating 
to pensions to crippled soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. COBB: The pornon of members of Monroe Grange, Pike 
e ill—to 


County, Indiana, for the passage of the interstate-commerce 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of William T. Spicely and other officers and sol- 
diers of the Union Army, for the EUA tion of bounties—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COFFROTH: The petition of James B. Tredwell, C. C. 
Orton, H. G. Cunningham, William H. Lauer, H. Sanner, and several 
hundred other soldiers of the late war, for the equalization of boun- 
ties—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COLERICK: The petition of John Vanhonton and 15 others, 
of Coesse, Indiana, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relat- 
ing $6 sion claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. COX: The petition of Dr. P. J. Reuss, for a pension—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of James Condon and Se t Edward D. Hughes, 
drum-instructors at David’s Island, New York, for the same rank, 
pay, and allowances as are allowed to chief musicians of regiments— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

the petition of William Glossing, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of J. Silberstein and 47 others, for a pension for 
Morris Silberstein—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of S. A. Cooke and 10 others of the Women’s Anti- 
Polygamy Society of Utah, for the expulsion of Hon. GEORGE Q. CAN- 
NON from the House of Representatives as Delegate from Utah—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: The petition of William Barry and others, of 
Pope County, Arkansas, against the passage of Senate bill No, 496— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: A paper relating to the claim of Mrs. Bettie F. 
Gibson for one year’s pay equal to the salary of her late husband, 
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John Gibson, who died with yellow fever while in the employ of the 
Government—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of E. D. Cornish and 37 others, 
citizens of Minnesota, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of A. H. Stephens and 40 others, citizens of Min- 
nesota, for the passage of the interstate-commerce bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the Mount Savage Iron Company, for pay for 
proponi destroyed by the United States Army during the late war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELAM: Resolutions of the board of health of the State of 
Louisiana, asking for the construction of suitable wharves and docks 
at the Mississippi quarantine station, with the necessary machines 
and appliances for the speedy and safe discharge and disinfection of 
infected vessels—to the Committee on the Ori Introduction, and 
Prevention of Epidemic Diseases in the United States. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of B. Ruff, for authority to receive 
money due a colored soldier—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FERDON: The P septa of citizens of Orange and Sullivan 
Counties, New York, for the privilege to remove earth on grounds 
belonging to the United States at West Point, New York—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. è 

By Mr. FORT: The petition of Joseph M. Will and others, ex-sol- 
diers, OES the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FROST: The petition of citizens of Missouri, for the pee 

of the Weaver bill, relating to the pay of soldiers—to the Com- 
ttee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FRYE : The 2 of G. W. Brown and others, and of A. 
J. Bird and others, of kland, Maine, for an equitable distribution 
of the Geneva award to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petitions of C. Van Valkenburgh and 7 
other soldiers of Painesville, Ohio, and of citizens and soldiers of 
Pennsylvania and Ohio, agnos the passage of Senate bill No. 496— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of 350 soldiers of Trambull County, Ohio, who 
served in the late war for the Union, for the passage of a law to pay 
the soldiers the difference between the currency and the coin value 
of their pay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of C. J. Richardson and 11 others, citizens of Lake 
County, Ohio, for legislation to protect innocent infringers of pat- 
ents—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GODSHALK: The petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, for 
the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Milita irs. 

By Mr. JOHN HAMMOND: The petition of Robert W, Livingston, 
for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. HAWK: Papers relating to the pension claim of Sarah 


B 
8 the same committee. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: The petition of A. W. Johnson and 103 sol- 
diers of the late war, and of N. A. Reed and 111 others, citizens of Lee 
County, Illinois, for a ane of $8.33} per month for the entire term 
served by soldiers during the late war, deducting so much as each 
soldier received—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of A. R. Sage or and 50 others, citizens of Hazle- 
ton, Pennsylvania, and of Hon. James A. Hawley and 48 others, citi- 
zens of Dixon, Illinois, and vicinity, for an increase of the pension of 
William P. Cortright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of F. M. Martin and 72 other 
honorably discharged soldiers of the late war of the rebellion, against 
the passage yt Senate bill No. 496—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of Caroline R. Dulany, for an in- 
crease of pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JAMES: The petition of Silas Howe, for arrears of pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JORGENSEN: The petition of Seth Raynor and others, fish- 
ermen of the District of Columbia, that no law be passed restricting 
the use of nets in the waters of the Potomac within the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KNOTT: The petition of citizens of Hart County, Ken- 
tucky, for an ape sions for the improvement of Green River, in 
said State—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. LAPHAM: A paper relating to the pension claim of Sally 
C. Mulligan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSH: The petition of soldiers of Illinois, for the pas- 

> of the equalization bounty bill—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

By Mr. MCGOWAN : The petition of George W. Dart and 9 others, 
of Nashville, Michigan, soldiers of the late war, against the passage 
of Senate bill No. 4 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: The petition of citizens, late soldiers, of Ohio 
County, Kentucky, for the passage of the equalization bounty bill— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of citizens, late soldiers, of Ohio County, Ken- 
tucky, against the passage of the sixty-surgeon pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of Oliver Guthrie, James Guthrie, 
Elmore G. Rose, and 17 others, soldiers of various Ohio regiments, for 
the of the Weaver bill, for the equalization of the pay of sol- 
diers during the late war—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, the petition of William J. McPherson, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. z 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petitions of A. J. Smith and 14 others, 
late Union soldiers, and of C. A. Larrabee and 16 others, late Union 
soldiers, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to the 
settlement of pension claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MONEY : A bill to improve the navigation of the Yazoo, 
Sunflower, Yallabusha, and Noxubee Rivers—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

a ese MONROE: Papers eget. to the application of W. M. 
Beebe to be restored to his former in the Army—to the Commit- 
tee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRISON: The petition of Alsey S. Smart and other citi- 
zens of Madison County, Illinois, for such legislation as will prevent 
fluctuations in freights and unjust discriminations in transportation 
charges—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MURCH: The petition of citizens of Eden, Maine, for the 
establishment of a post-route from West Eden, to Tremont, Maine— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- . 

By Mr. MYERS: The petition of Byron A. Kidder, administrator of 
F. D. Stewart, deceased, for pay due said decedent by the United 
States for services rendered in connection with the publication of the 
8 expedition of Admiral Charles Wilkes to the Committee 
0 ms. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of Peola Eno and 20 others, citizens of 
Gallin County, Ohio, for the increase of pensions—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: Memorial of the city council and Federal offi- 
cials of Branswick, Georgia, for the erection of a custom-house and 

— in Brunswick to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
roun 

Also, memorial of Hon. W. W. Paine, Colonel W. Russell, and others, 
citizens of Savannah, Georgia, for the relief of the sureties on the 
bond of K. Osgood, late postmaster at Savannah, Georgia—to 
the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. OVERTON: The petition of Daniel Compton and 30 other 
Union soldiers, of Bradford County, Pennsylvania, against the pas- 
sago of the sixty-surgeon pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. REAGAN: The petition of citizens of Orange County, Texas, 
for an appropriation to improve the navigation of the Sabine River— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. RUSSELL: The petitions of Edward Dona- 
hoe and 27 others, of Marlborough; of W. J. Stetson and 34 others, of 
Berlin; of J. W. Sullivan and 29 others, of Marlborough; of A. P. 
Eaton snd 31 others, of Reading; of J. F. Dolan and 74 others, of 
Hudson, Massachusetts, for additional pay for soldiers—to the Com- 
mittes on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Charles Watson, of Lowell, Massachusetts, for 
compensation for services to Union soldiers in the contagious hos- 
pital at Richmond, Virginia, in the years 1863 and 1864—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. WILLIAM E. SMITH: The petition of citizens of Decatur 
and Mitchell Counties, Georgia, for a post-route from Bainbridge, via 
Belcher’s House, Union School House, and Branchville, to Camilla, 
Georgia—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of citizens of Illinois, for addi- 
ye pay for soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 


By Mr. TAYLOR: rs, fein relating to the claim of Thomas Fain 
to be reimbursed money lost in registered letters by an accidental fire 
on the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad in January, 1865—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, JR.: The petition of Benjamin Miles, for 
bounty and back pay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Samuel Boone, for a pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Andrew C. Meadows, for the correction of his 
8 the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Memorials of a number of railroad companies, 
for a reduction of the duty on steel rails—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. JONATHAN T. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of Robert 
Sutor, of Steubenville, Ohio, and other soldiers, against the passage 
of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN AERNAM: The petition of F. M. Schuyler and 10 
other Union soldiers of the late war, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

Also, a paper relating to the pension claim of Elizabeth H. Rogers— 


‘to the same committee. 


By Mr. VANCE: A bill to continue the improvement of the French 
Broad River in North Carolina—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WELLBORN : Memorial of the Choctaw Nation of Indians, 
communicated through the governor of said nation, asking for the 
pamago of the bill to extend the jurisdiction of the Federal courts 
or the northern district of Texas over the Choctaw Nation, and for 
a provision requiring a term of the court at Denison, Texas—to the 
Committee on the Judi $ 

By Mr. WELLS : The petition of the National Cotton Exchange, 
for the amendment of the census laws, so that the Superintendent of 
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the Census may be authorized to publish in advance the and 
gy ere of cotton in each county and State—to the Committee on 

o Census. 

By Mr. WHITEAKER: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Port- 
land, Oregon, asking an appropriation of $100,000 for the improve- 
of the Lower Columbia River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of R. G. Combe for pay for labor 

rformed in the construction of the United States revenue vessel 
Tooms Corwin, at Astoria, Oregon—to the Committee on Naval 

‘airs. 7 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the city of Astoria, Oregon, for 
pay for Improving certain streets and the United States custom-house 
m porvo ce in said city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

By Mr. WILBER: The petition of Julia Casey, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Guilford, New York, for circulating 
the Niles ey of Congress in newspapers, furnished free, to every 
family in the United States—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CHARLES G. WILLIAMS: The petition of S. C. Carr and 
30 others, of Rock County, Wisconsin, for the passage of laws reliev- 
ing them from the oppression of railroad monopolies—to the Commit- 
tee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, the petition of S. C. Carr and 31 others, citizens of Rock 
Santy; Wisconsin, that manufacturers and vendors of patents be 
alone held responsible for infringements of patents—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of the heirs of K. Miller, mother of 
Leonard Albert, d for arrears of pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Joseph F. 1 additional pax as an 
ooer in the United States Army—to the Committee on Military 

T8. 

By Mr. WALTER A. WOOD: The petition of Timothy Quinn, lato 
major of the First New York Cavalry, for pay for a horse lost while 
in the service of the United States—to the same committee. 

By Mr. THOMAS L. YOUNG : The petitions of ear and 
of Eliza Whitmore, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 20, 1880. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J, BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Adjutant- 
General and accompanying plans and estimates for permanent build- 
ings, &c., to complete the principal depot of the general recruiting 
service at David’s Island, New York Harbor, and plans and estimates 
for certain additional buildings at the sub-depot at Columbus Bar- 
racks, Ohio; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FERRY presented the petition of D. E. Millard and others, citi- 
zens of Michigan, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the 
alcoholic liquor o; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of the Right Worthy Grand 
Lodge of the Good Templars of the United States, signed by the offi- 
cers, representing sixty-six grand lodges and about forty thousand 
members, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the alco- 
holic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of the Grand Lodge of Good 
Templars of the State of Connecticut, signed by the officers, repre- 
senting over four thousand members, praying for a commission of 
inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD presented the petition of the Women’s Christian 
Temperance Union of the State of Iowa, officially signed, represent- 
ing between three thousand and four thousand members, praying for 
a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of the Women’s National Chris- 
tian Union, signed by Frances E. Willard, president, and Mary A. 
Woodbridge, secretary, representing four hundred and seven State 
and local unions and twenty-nine thousand five hundred and ninety- 
nine members, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning thealeo- 
holic liquor traffic ; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR. Ialso present the petition of George O. Crocker and 
78 others, ship-masters, ship-owners, and other citizens of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the pongo of a law which shall provide for the 
further distribution of the Geneva award received by the United 
States in 1873, and a large portion of which is yet withheld. Imove 
that this petition be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HOAR. I also present the petition of William T. Soule, mayor 
of New Bedford, many members-of the city council of that city, and 
230 other citizens, praying—and I beg the attention of the Senator 
from Vermont, a member of the Judiciary Committee—for BF top 


legislation and a speedy decision on the question of the dist: 
of the Geneva award. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 8 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I train under a much better author- 
ity than that of the Senator from Massachusetts or the Senator from 
Vermont, as to the proceedings of the Committee on the Judiciary. I 
do not see my honorable friend from Ohio, [Mr. TauRMAN,] who 
manages our affairs, present. I beg to state to my friend from Massa- 
chusetts and to everybody else that the Judiciary Committee has 
hitherto endeavored and will continue to endeavor (I think I am 
safe in speaking for the chairman,) to do its whole duty about every- 
thing that is sent toit. But it cannot do everything at once, and 
a matter of such great importance as this, where everybody seems to 
have a different opinion from everybody else, it cannot be expected 
that we should have the divine gift of coming to an instantaneous 
conclusion. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there any prospect that the committee ever will 
come to such an instantaneous conclusion? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Senators will ascertain that when we come to make 
our report. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented the petition of R. Thomas and 26 
others, soldiers in the late war, and citizens of Guernsey County, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 2480) for the relief 
of the soldiers and sailors who served in the Army and Navy of the 
United States in the late war for the suppression of the rebellion. 
and to restore to them equal rights with the holders of Governmen 
bonds; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. RANDOLPH presented the petition of the Grand Temple of 
Honor and Temperance of the State of New Jersey, officially signed, 
representing a membership of two hundred, praying for a commission 
of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic ; which was referred 
to the Committe’ on Finance. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of John Kelly and others, 
citizens of New York, praying for the passage of the joint resolution 
(S. R. No. 49) in relation to United States Treasury notes ; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KERNAN. I also present a like petition from Alexander Ham- 
ilton and others, citizens of New York, and alike petition from John 
C. Cook and others, citizens of New York. I move that these peti- 
tions lie upon the table, the joint resolution having been reported to 
the Senate. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of Mrs. Smith E. G. Rawson, 
of Saratoga Springs, New York, widow of the late Smith E. G. Raw- 
son, praying the extension of a patent fora surgical appliance; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patertts. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented the petition of the Grand Division of 
Sons of Temperance of the State of Virginia, officially signed, repre- 
senting, with the State Temperance Society, fourteen hundred mem- 
bers, praying for a commission of ingay concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

. WITHERS presented the petition of the Grand Lodge of Good 
Templars of the State of Virginia, officially signed, representing five 
thousand members, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning 
bod alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee on 

nance. 

Mr. BAYARD Lab is the petition of James H. Ray and 36 others, 
citizensof Newark, Delaware, praying for the withdrawal of the legal- 
tender power from United States Treasury notes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, presented the petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of the State of Illinois, signed by Fran- 
ces E. Willard, president, and Helen M. Stocking, secretary, praying 
for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor trafic; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of John B. Eaman, of Chicago, Nli- 
nois, late of Company L, Second Illinois Light Artillery, praying to 
be allowed tho difference between the value of mbacks and gold 
at the time he received his pay, with 6 per cent. interest compounded 
semi-annually ; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EATON presented the petition of the Grand Temple of Honor 
and Temperance of the State of Connecticut, officially signed, repre- 
senting twelve hundred members, praying for a commission of in- 

uy concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to 
the ommittee on Finance. 

Mr. MORGAN. I pronn the memorial of John Dampman and 369 
others, citizens of Philadelphia, remonstrating against any legisla- 
tion by Congress having for its object either the curtailing of the 
quantity or the lessening of the legal-tender quality or the displace- 
ment, by bank-notes or any kind of promises, of legal-tender United 
States Treasury notes or greenbacks now in circulation or issned. I 
will remark that this memorial has been sent to me by persons whom 
I do not know, and with whom I have had no correspondence at all. 

It is a very extensive memorial and seems to be signed by the work- 
ingmen and business men, manufacturers and laborers of Philadel- 


bution 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


407 


phia. I move that it lie on the table, and that the body of the me- 


morial be printed in the RECORD, withont the names. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The memorial is as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
Flo — ed, citizens 7 5 my the — 8 State of 
nnsyivan o most earnes remo} jegislati 
Pierre DY Congress having for te object either the phani mp ‘he 8 
lessening of the legal-tender quality, or the displacement by bank- notes or any 
kind of promises, of the e United States Treasury notes or greenbacks 
now in circulation or issued. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of the Grand Lodge of Good 
Templars of the State of Maine, officially signed, representing seven- 
teen thousand members, praying for a commission of inquiry concern- 
ing the alcoholic liquor traffic ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I also Ronee the petition of William Signer and 
others, and the petition of F. H. Jorden and a large number of others, 
citizens of Maine, who are directly interested in the distribution of 
the Geneva award fund. These petitions are similar to those which 
have been heretofore presented. I move their reference to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the petition of the Grand Division of the 
Sons of Temperance of the State of Connecticut, signed by the offi- 
cers, representing fourteen hundred members, praying for a commis- 
sion of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor oe; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present the petition of John C. Hunter and 
about 500 other citizens of the River Valley, Minnesota, repre- 
senting that the Red River of the North is part of a great water system 
of the Northwest, embracing over two thousand miles of navigable 
water through a country capable of producing one hundred million 
bushels of wheat annually; that a great and rapidly increasing com- 
merce is springing up on that river between the United States and 
British North America; that the successful navigation of the river is 

reatly impeded by Goose Rapids; that Covernment surveys have 

emonstrated that those EG jasy can be practically overcome and the 
navigation of the river rendered permanent at a comparatively small 
expense, y the construction of a lock and dam; and that the improve- 
ment of the river is a panis necessity of vast importance to the 
farming and commercial interests of the Northwest, and they pray for 
an appropriation for that 2 I desire to say that I am person- 
ally acquainted with the facts in reference to the improvement asked 
for, and that I believe it to be of the utmost importance. I t- 
fully ask the attention of the Committee on Commerce to this petition, 
to whom I move that it be referred. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BALDWIN presented the petition of the Women’s Christian 
Temperance Union of the State of Michigan, officially signed, repre- 
senting a membership of seventy-six hundred and seventy-eight, 
praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LOGAN. I present a petition signed by many soldiers of 
Whiteside County, Illinois, praying for the p e of the bill in- 
troduced in the other House by General WEAVER to pay to the sol- 
diers the difference between gold and greenbacks at the time of their 
payment for services during the late war. In presenting this peti- 
tion I desire simply to say that, of all the pinna of demogogy that 
have ever been presented to Congress, that bill I think ex: any- 
thing else. I say this for the benefit of the soldiers who are being 
deceived into signing Pay yt of this character. I move that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was a; to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of the Grand Lodge of Good 
Templars of Illinois, officially signed, praying for a commission of 
inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also e, the petition of S. A. Cook, president, and other 
officers and members of the Woman's Anti-Polygamy Society of Utah 
Territory, Praying for the expulsion of GEORGE Q. CANNON, Delegate 
from that Territory, from his seat in Congress; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of L. D. White and others, citizens 
of Illinois, praying for the p of a law for the reduction of the 

yecific duty on sheet-zine; which was referred to the Committee on 

inance. 

He also presented the petition of George W. Parrott and others, 
soldiers of the late war and citizens of Kentucky; the petition of 
William Moore and others, citizens of Illinois; the petition of George 
W. Rice and others, citizens of Ohio, and the petition of Samuel 
Hayes and several hundred others, citizens of Illinois and soldiers in 
the late war, praying for the nee of a law for the equalization of 
bounties ; which were refe to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also 8 the petition of John A. Porter and others, soldiers 
who served in the Black Hawk War, praying for the passage of alaw 

nting a pension to soldiers of that war; which was referred to the 
ommittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURNSIDE presented the petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of the State of Maine, signed by the officers, rep- 
resenting eight hundred and fifty members, praying for a com ion 


‘the State of 


of inquiry Sek ona knk alcoholic liquor trafflo; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented additional papers relative to the case of Major 
William M. Maynadier; which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to accompany the bill (S. No. 1029) for the relief of 
Major William M. Maynadier, paymaster United States Army. 

Mr. BLAIR 5 the petition of the Cadets of Temperance of 

irginia, officially signed, representing four thousand 
members, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the alco- 
holic liquor traffic ; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GROOME presented a memorial of L. Marshall Haines and 28 
other honorably discharged soldiers in the Union Army during the 
late war, remonstrating against the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) 
providing for the examination and adjudication of pension claims; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ROLLINS presented additional papers in the case of Joseph 
L. Stevens, postmaster at Manchester, New Hampshire, praying for 
the passage of a law relieving him from liability for the value of cer- 
tain postage-stamps —— 605 to have been stolen from his office in 
1 were refe to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAXEY. Iaminstructed by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the petition of William B. Guthrey, praying 
for relief from disabilities incurred by reason of being reported ab- 
sent from his company without leave, to report it back without - 
udice. In connection with this report I beg to call the attention of 
the Senator from Alabama to the fact that in a letter addressed to 
me, I haying charge of the case, from the Adjutant-General, dated 
the 9th instant, he says: 

It is not ht that his petition is one requiring the action of Co: If he 
will present le testimony to this office substantiating the averments of the 
petition, and this testimony can in any manner be corroborated by the record, the 
charge of absence without leave may be removed. 

As the petitioners remedy may be complete by appes ion to the 
War Department, the committee ask to be discharged without preju- 
dice to the petition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee will be discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. GROOME, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. No. 680) granting an increase of pension to H. Bin- 
namon, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to 
be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 870) ting a pension to Louis Christopher Tiedemann, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 377) for the relief of Robert Ewing, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PL . Some days since, by direction of the Committee on 
Public Lands, I reported with certain amendments the bill (S. No. 19) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain and certify the 
amount of land located with military warrants in the States described 
therein, and for other purposes, and in behalf of the committee asked 
leave to present a report at some future day. I now present a written 
report, and ask that it may be printed, to accompany the bill. 

e VICE-PRESID j t order will be made. ; 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of M. McCollum, of the State of New York, praying an 
amendment of the pension laws authorizing a soldier who has received 
a pension for the loss of a limb to receive a further pension for other 
wounds, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to 
be printed, and the committee were discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the me- 
morial of George A. R. Raum, late first lieutenant commanding Com- 
pany B, Second Lonisiana Volunteers, praying to be granted an in- 
crease of pension, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of the memorial. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 335) granting a pension to Simeon Crain, reported it with 
EEATT iy and submitted a report thereon ; which was ordered to 

rinted. 

Mr. BOOTH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 645) to authorize Martin V. Nichols to estab- 
lish and maintain a ferry across the Missouri River at Brulé City, 
Dakota Territory, asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on Territories; which 
was agreed to. 

MILLERS’ INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iam instructed by the Committee on Finance to 
report back without amendment the bill (H. R. No. 3518) to authorize 
the importation of articles for exhibition at the millers’ international 
exhibition, to be held at Cincinnati in 1880, free of duty. I ask the 
Senate to consider and pass the bill now. It is the same bill in words 
which was passed by the Senate a week ago. That bill went to the 
House and, as I am told, lies there upon the Speaker’s table. It is 
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important that a bill for this purpose should be passed at once, if 
Janel at all, because this international exhibition of milling ma- 
chinery is to be held in the month of June, and the bill should be 

ane’ S in order that the machinery may be admitted 

of duty. 

By . consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LOGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1070) granting a pension to Jacob H. Eppler; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1071 granting A peonon to George Wylie; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to thé Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1072) ting a pension to Arthur W, Irving; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pa- 

referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1073) for the relief of the as- 
signees of John Link, S. J. Harper, Aaron Link, David Evens, and 
Thomas Loveless; which wasread twice by its title, and, with the pa- 
pers on file relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce abill (S. No. 1074) to authorize the appointment of a captain and 
assistant quartermaster, United States Army; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1075) to authorize Dr. Dan- 
iel M. Appel, of the United States Army, to receive pay for discharg- 
ing the duties of physician to the Mescalero Apache Indian agency, 
New Mexico; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and py unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1076) for the relief of William 8. Grant; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. FERRY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1077) granting a pension to William J. Elgie; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1078) to grant increase of pensions in certain cases; 
which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. FERRY. I ask that the bill be read at length. 

The bill was read the second time at length, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, as follows: 

i éc., That from and after June 4, 1878, all entitled by law 
„ than_hereinafter itied, who, while A the mili or uaval 
service of the United States, and in line of duty, since March 4, 1861, shall have 
lost an arm at or above the elbow, or a leg at or above the knee, shall be entitled 
to a pension of $36 aer month ; and all persons who, under like circumstances, shall 
have lost a leg below the knee, or an arm below the elbow, shall be entitled toa 

psion of per month; and all persons who, under like circumstances, 

ve lost one hand and one foot, be entitled to a pension of $45 per month. 

Mr. HAMLIN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1079) ting the times and places for hold- 
ing the district courts of the United States for the district of Maine; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1080) for the relief of Bayse N. West- 
cott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1081) for the relief of James 
McGraw; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. KERNAN (by request) asked, ana DT unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1082) for the relief of Smith 
E. G. Rawson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1083) to provide for the erection of a 

ublic building inthe city of Denver, Colorado; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. < 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1084) granting arrears of pension to 
the heirs of Captain J. H. Dent, United States Navy, and his wife ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PADDOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1085) to equalize homesteads; which was 
Tread sue bd title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 


duce a bill (S. No. 1086) for the relief of settlers upon school-lands in 
Washington Territory ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLATT asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1087) for the relief of John F. Clancey ; which 
ra read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

irs. 
z PENSACOLA NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida,submitted the followin 
was considered by unanimous consent, and 


Resolved, That the of the Navy communicate to the Senate whether or 
not the interests of the country and the naval service require that the Pensacola 
BAYI yard shalt bo put in a 3 oe eee and, if so, what 7 5 8 
n or „and w. rovements are n to e 
Kane bo raens mi ; * 


yard to its former condition. 
MASONIC BANK OF PITTSBURGH. 

Mr, CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to take up House bill No. 2053, which was reported from 
the Finance Committee, f 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. At the expiration of the mornin 
hour on Thursday last there was a bill under consideration, which 
supposed would come up naturally as unfinished business in the 
moring Bour, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has not yet expired. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That is true; but the bill to which 
I refer was considered in the morning hour and was left as unfinished 
business, because when the morning hour expired it was laid aside 
to enable the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MORRILL] to address the 
Senate on a resolution submitted by him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business only attaches 
after the morning hour. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I beg pardon. I understood the 
Senator from Pennsylvania to call up a bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. SolIdid; but I asked unanimous 


consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent in the morning hour to consider the bill which he 
has indicated. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. It will only take a few minutes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill is favorably reported from the 
Committee on Finance, without amendment. Is there objection to 
its consideration ? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 2053) to authorize the assist- 
ant treasurer of the United States at New York to waive enforcement 
of section 3477 of the Revised Statutes so far as the same affects cer- 
tain drafts upon him now held by the Masonic Bank of Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I did not object to the considera- 
tion of the bill, but I should like to ask what amount is involved. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. In answer to the question of the 
Senator from West Virginia, I will state that the entire amount in- 
volved is $176.56. The chairman of the Finance Committee [Mr. 
BAYARD] reported the bill, and can explain it more fully than I can. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I should like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance whether there is any possibility of future liability 
on the part of the Government. That ought to be guarded against. 
Suppose the person to whom the check was made payable should 
come in afterward and claim that something was wrong about it. 

Mr. BAYARD. The amount involved is very trivial. There were 
three small checks. The question was, under the existing law, 
whether a letter of attorney authorizing the indorsement of those 
checks was dated at the proper time or no. The Secretary of the 
Treasury says there had been informality in that respect. The com- 
mittee examined the case, heard the reasons—— 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. The point of my inquiry is whether there is any 
possibility about there being a future claim made upon the Govern- 
ment by the ns to whom the check was made payable ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Not at all. The bill simply permits action, what 
would be called in court action nunc pro tunc, to be taken upon the 
acknowledgment of a letter of attorney. There is no question of 
the validity of the transfer or the amount that is due. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
k SOLDIERS MONUMENT AT MUNCY, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I ask the consent of the Senate 
to take up Senate bill No. 631. 

The Chief Clerk read tho bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is favorably reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs without amendment. Is there objec- 
tion to its present consideration ? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 631) donating six condemne 
cannon and cannon-balls to Post No. 66, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Muncy, Pennsylvania, for monumental purposes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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UNITED STATES NOTES AS A LEGAL TENDER. 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire to give notice that to-morrow, after the 
morning business shall have been concluded, I shall call up the joint 
resolution (S. R. No. 49) in relation to United States notes, in order 
to give opportunity for debate. I understand that the Senator from 
Kentucky (Mr. BECK] desires to submit some remarks upon it. 

Mr. BECK. As the Senator from Iowa has said, I desire to-mor- 
row, at the close of the morning hour, when the joint resolution is 
called up, being one of the majority of the committee who reported 
adverse: 7 to its passage, to state the reasons why I think the resolu- 
tion ought not to pass. Ishall ask the Senate to hear me at the close 
of the morning hour to-morrow. 


HARLOW L. STREET. 


Mr. LOGAN. I ask permission of the Senate to.call up Senate bill 
No. 747, for the relief of Harlow L. Street. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 11, after the word “ pay,” to insert the words 
“or allowances;” so as to make the bill 1 


The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

Mr. THURMAN. I will thank the Senator who has this bill in 
charge to tell us in ten words how this gentleman came to be out of 
the service, and whether it is propona to put him back with the same 
number that he had when he left the service. 

Mr. LOGAN. Not at all, sir. I will state for the information of the 
Senate that there is a long printed report which shows the whole case. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not ask for the reading of that. 

Mr. LOGAN, I will state briefly the case. Under a law of 1866 
putting certain officers upon the supernumerary list, it was provided 
that the commanding officer of the post or department should recom- 
mend ceryan paraaan to be placed upon that list. This gentleman was 
recommended by mistake, or at! as SPPON he was recommended 
Dran officer who signed as commander of the post, when, in fact, this 
officer himself was the commander of the post. On an examination 
of the case it was apparent that his muster-out was certainly not in 
accordance with the law. The bill provides that he may be reinstated, 
that is to say, that he may be reappointed by the President and the 
Senate to the same grade that he held at the time he was placed upon 
the list of supernumeraries, to fill any vacancy that may occur in the 
cavalry arm of the service of that grade, but not to give him pay or 
allowances, or to advance him. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have no objection to the bill, 

Mr. LOGAN. That is the case, precisely. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

DISTRICT GRAND LODGE OF ODD FELLOWS. 

Mr. WITHERS. I ask to take Sewer bill No. 920, reported yes- 
terday from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 920) e Linger pried to an act 
entitled“ An act to incorporate the Grand ge of the Independent 
TYT N Odd Fellows of the District of Columbia,” approved June 

Mr. WITHERS. I now move that the bill be indefinitely post- 
poned, in order that House bill No. 3108, which is identical in char- 
acter, may be substituted. 


The motion was to. 

Mr. WITHERS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 3108) e N the charter of the Grand 
Lodge of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows of the District of 
Columbia, discharging the committee from its consideration for that 
purpose. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which proposes to authorize the 
Grand Lodge of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to negotiate a loan or loans, not to exceed $50,000, 
at a rate of interest not exceeding 6 per cent. per annum, and to se- 
cure the payment thereof by a mo age or deed of trust on certain 
grounds in the city of Washington, designated as lot No. 11, and part 
of lot No. 10, in square No. 457, together with the buildings thereon, 
known as Odd Fellows’ Hall, the proceeds to be applied to the liqui- 
dation of an existing debt on the property, in accordance with regu- 
attona heretofore prescribed by the grand lodge for the management 

ereof. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY STANLEY WETMORE. 
Mr. KIRKWOOD. Just before we went into executive session yes- 


terday Senate bill No. 315 was called up. I ask that it be taken up 
and disposed of now. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
88 to consider the bill (S. No. 315) granting a pension to Henry 

tanley Wetmore. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word “Navy,” to strike out the fol- 
lowing words: 

And that the said Wetmore be allowed a at neg TAIS C SER pee mamak, 
commencing from the date of his honorable from the United na’ 

So as to make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the on-roll the name of Henry Stanley Wetmore, late volunteer 
lieutenant United States Navy, on account of injuries received by him while in the 
service and line of duty during the late war of rebellion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. KIRK- 
woop January 12: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 315) granting 
a pension to Henry Stanley Wetmore, have examined the same and the evidence 
therewith connected, and report: 

The claimant, October 1, 1 was appointed mate for duty in the Mississi 
squadron, was promoted to acting — 1 December 5, 1862, was appointed ac 

December 2, 1863, was promoted to acting volunteer licutenant for 
and meritorious services, lo to recommendation of Rear-Admiral Porter, 
July 9, 1864, and continued in the service until December 29, 1865, when he was 
honorably discha s s, 

July 28, 1864, g then on duty at Cincinnati, Ohio, he was ordered by Rear- 
Admiral Porter to report to him for duty at Perth Amboy, New Jersey; August 
4, 1864, he procured a ticket at the railroad office in Cincinnati to proceed to Perth 
Amboy in obedience to said order. While in the baggage-room of the railroad com- 
pany endeavoring to procure a check for his he had a quarrel with the 
officer of the ar Aat company, whose dut; check the which 
resulted in the e- master strikin 


it was 
baggag e claimant a blow on the with a 
hatchet. The blow resulted in the di 


ility for which claimant asks a ae ge 

A board of examining surgeons, under date of January 27, 1879, report claim- 
ant is totally disabled from obtaining his subsistence by manual labor by reason 
of said injury to his head, and that said injury a ee He made applica- 
tion to the Pension Bureau for a pension. m was rejected on the 8 
3 the injury for which pension is claimed was not contracted in the line of 

uty.” 

e only — in the ease is whether the cause assigned by the Commissioner 
of Pensions for rejecting the claim is correct, or, in other words, whether the injury 
resulting in claimant's disability was received while in the line of duty. 

The testimony touching the quarrel about checking claimant's ba; is to 
some extent conflicting ; the claimant and a friend who was in his company at the 
time, and saw the transaction, throwing the blame entirely on the check-master, 
while the check-master and two or three other employés of the railroad oompany 
give evidence tending to show that claimant was partly in fault. But, taking 

© testimony together, it is clear there was nothing in the conduct of the claimant 
to justify an assault upon him with a deadly weapon such as the check-master 
used, or the manner in which he used it, and the legal pi that grew out 
of the occurrence y strengthen view of the case. The check-master was 
3 for assault and battery on claimant and pleaded guilty to the charge. 

he claimant prosecuted a civil suit st the railroad company for on 
account of the injury received, and upon trial the jury a him a verdict of 
Kae The judgment on the verdict was set aside by the supreme court of the 

tate for error in the ruling of the court below as to the liability of the railroad 
company for the conduct of its employés ; but the findings of the jury show clear] 
their estimate of the merits of the quarrel between the claimant and the check- 


master. 

Your committee are of the * that the injury resulting in claimant's disa- 
bility was received by him in the line of duty. They recommend that the bill be 
amended by striking out all after the word! Navy,” in line 6, up to and including 
the word service,“ in line 9, and that the bill so amended be passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the bill is to lead to discussion the 
Chair must announce the close of the morning hour. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa to the fact that in the Forty-third Congress a bill 
was reported to place this person on the naval list. Was favorable 
action on that measure ? 

. KIRKWOOD. Yes; the bill passed the Senate and went to 
the House, but failed there for want of time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But no favorable action was had by Congress? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. No. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This person never was placed on the list? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. No, he never was placed on the list. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The only question in the whole case is, simply. 
whether at the time he received the injuries he was in the service and 
in the line of duty. I had examined the report before the case was 
called up, and I still have some doubts in re to the 9 
whether he was really in the line of duty at the time the injuries 
were received. I understand that the Committee on Pensions have 
adopted the rule, which has been adopted by the Commissioner of 
Pensions, that the person must have been in the service and in the 
line of duty when the disability occurred, which are the words of 
the statute. I presume that the committee have given this case full 


attention, and if they are still of the impression that this person was, 
at the time the injuries were received, in the line of duty I have 
rtunities for examin- 


nothing further to say, as they have more op] 
ing that question than I have, although I t it very doubtful, in 
jun Sa mind, whether the precedent ought to be established. 
he bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. È 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had the following 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1381) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Potomac River at or near Georgetown, in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2328) to provide for the settlement of all outstand- 
ing claims sgan the District of Columbia, and conferring jurisdic- 
tion on the Court of Claims to hear the same, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. No. 1307) to establish a land district 
in the Territory of Dakota, and locating the office at Grand Forks; 
and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

WATER SHOPS POND AT SPRINGFIELD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I call for the unfinished business. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator would permit me a moment, I should 
like to have the Senate act upon House bill No. 55, If there is any 
debate I shall not press it now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts asks the 
Senate to consider at this time the bill (H. R. No. 55) granting aright 
of way across Water Shops Pond, in Springfield, husetts, to 
the Springfield and New London Rai ompany. 


pany. 
ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, | 


proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was re to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
NEBRASKA BOUNDARY-LINE. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I have the consent of the Senator who has the 
special order of the day in charge to call up the bill (S. No. 550) to 
extend the northern boundary of the State of Nebraska. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask for the regular order. I do 
not like to antagonize any gentleman. 

Mr. SAUNDE This probably will not take three minutes; cer- 
tainly not five. If it takes more than that time, I shall withdraw it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Well, I give notice that I shall call 
= von po order after the bill of the Senator from Nebraska is 

p! of, 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 

to permit this bill to lie over until I have an opportunity of looking 
t it 


at it. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. If the Senator is not satisfied, I will state that 
the bill was unanimously recommended by the Committee on Terri- 
tories, with the amendment now proposed. There is no objection to 
1 one. It was a unanimous report. The bill merely changes 

e. 


Mr. McMILLAN, I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. It merely extends the line between the Territory 
of Dakota and the State of Nebraska, a thing which would probably 
have been done when the State was admitted, only they did not know 
at the time where the rivers ran. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Territories was read, 
being to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill, and in 
lieu thereof to insert: 

That the northern boun 
extended so as to include all 
of the forty-third lof ni 
west of the main d 
lands thus described shall be extin, 
and 3 is, ceded to the State of No! 

d forty-third 


eee hereby 8 to parall 
effectually as if said lands been included in the boundaries of sai 
time of its admission to the Union; 8 the United States the original 
of the same: Provided, That this act, 
K been extinguished ; 
Dor ehall it take effect until the State of Nebraska shall have assented to the pro- 

visions of this act. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ishall be compelled to ask the Senator from Ne- 
braska to permit this bill to lie over that I may have an opportunity 
to examine it. It is a matter of too much importance to be actedon 


tily. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then I call for the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will take this occasion to lay 
before the Senate some House bills for reference. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and Ae sta to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1381) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Potomac River at or near Georgetown, in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. No.2328) to provide for thesettlement of all outstanding 
claims against the District of Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction 
on the Court of Claims to hear the same, and for other purposes. 

TRANSPORTATION OF ANIMALS. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the considera- 

tion of the bill (S. No. 206) relative to the transportation of animals. 


of the State of Nebraska shall be, and hereby is, 
rtion of the Territory of Dakota | south 
latitude, and east of ang ba ver and 


title to the 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. President, section 4389 was amended 
at my instance yesterday, and assented to by the Senator from New 

ersey, so as to read in these words: 

The ty created by this act shall $ 
Nee W y act be recovered by civil action in the name of 

Inasmuch as in the Revised Statutes this bill, if passed, goes in by 
sections the wording ought to be “the penalty created by section 
4388.” I move to strike out “this act” and insert “section 4388.” 

The amendment was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending N ear is on the amend- 
ment, commencing in the fifty-sixth line, after the word “ water,” to 
insert “space and opportunity to rest,” moved by the Senator from 
Tilinois. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Lask that that amendment be laid aside for 
the moment until’ the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] presents 
amendments to other portions of the bill, as I should like to answer 
the A ioe all at one time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That may be done by consent. The Chair 


hears no objection. 

Mr. THURMAN. T believe I am entitled to the floor, as I gavè way 
yesterday for the Senate to go into executive session; but I do not 
propo to continue the remarks which I was making then at any 
en 


I now move to strike out of the amended section 4390, on 5, 
beginning on line 98 with the word “ Any,” all the paragraph, onding 
with the word “sections,” in line 107, both words inclusive. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the matter pro- 
posed to be stricken out. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 5 it is pro to strike out all from 
the word “Any,” in line 98, down to and including the word “ sec- 
tions,” in line 107, as follows: 

Any person or tion entitled to a lien under section 4387 pom A enforce the 
same by a petition filed in the district court holden within the district where the 
food, care, and custody have been furnished or the owner or custodian of the prop- 
aty resides; and the court shall peed gine to issue all suitable process for the 

nt of such lien, by sale or erwise, and to compel the payment of all 


costs, penalties, charges, and expenses of proceedings under the provisions of this 
sna ths four 8 sections, 2 p 


Mr. THURMAN. I wish to say that section 4387 gives a lien for 
food, care, and custody furnished animals in transit, which it is the 
object of the part I move to strike out to enforce by a p: ve es 
the district court. I think I showed satisfactorily yesterday that that 
would be ruinous, that it would enable the cattle to be stopped 
wherever food was furnished—it might be in Nebraska, or Iowa, or 
Illinois, or Ohio, or West Virginia, or anywhere—and prevent the 
company from carrying the cattle to their terminus. 

The effect of striking out the provision for proceedings in the dis- 
trict court will not be to destroy the lien at all; itis right enough 
to give the lien, but it will be to do with this as the law does with 
all other cases of tra rtation—to allow the company to transport 
the cattle and cha; or this food, water, and care, and to require 
of the consignee of the cattle to pay such charges, as well as the 
freight, before he can receive his cattle at the terminus of the transit. 
That would be perfectly right, and it is all that is ee: If the 
company were to furnish food and the like without the cattle having 
been unloaded, (for this refers to cattle unloaded, and which are fur- 
nished with food, care, and custody while they are unloaded ;) if the 
company should furnish food and the like to the cattle which was 
not embraced within the freight rate for transporting them, the com- 
pany would have a lien for the food thus furnished; it certainly 
would if the preceding section of the bill passes, and that being the 
case, what would be the law? That when the cattle arrived at the 
terminus the company would not deliver them to the consignee until 
the charges of the company, including the repayment of the expense 
of food and the like, were paid to the company. 

That is all right; that is the common law on the subject, and the 
ony, effect of keeping in the bill the provision which I now move to 
strike out is absolutely to have a lawsuit wherever food is furnished 
in this way, however remote from the destination of the cattle, and 
without any provision as to what is to be done with the cattle while 
the litigation is pending. It prevents the company from fulfilling 
its contract for ortation ; it stops the cattle right where they 
are, makes no provision whatever for their keep and maintenance, or 
for what is to be done with them pending the litigatian. In other 
words, it is a great oversight to put such a provision as this in the 
bill, and it is wholly unn „for when it is stricken out you 
have made it the duty of the company to furnish sufficient food. That 
is already done in the bill, and when the company does that, then it 
has a right to charge for that, and you have given it by a preceding 
section a lien for such a charge, and then it collects that money just 
as it collects its freight money when it comes to the terminus. It 
does not deliver the cattle to the consignee unless these charges are 
paid. I hope there will be no objection to youre | out this provision. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have no objection to it if the Senator from 

Ohio will say, as a lawyer, that he believes the lien can be enforced. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have said so as a Senator. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well; I have no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Ohio. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. THURMAN. That makes it necessary to amend in line 108 by 
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striking out the words “such sections,” as these are the sections which 
were named in the matter stricken out, and in lieu of them to insert 
“this act.” That is merely verbal. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Laopo that amendment will not be agreed to. 
The Senator from Ohio will see that these sections go into the Re- 
vised Statutes as individual separate sections, and are to be referred 
to as such, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I altered an amendment I made yester- 
day to change “this act” to “section,” specifying the number. 

Nr. THURMAN. I will find out what sections are referred to. In 
the mean time my amendment may be agreed to. 

The amendment was to. 

The VICE-PRESID. . The question now is on the amendment 
roposed by the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Davis,] on lines 56 and 
7, to insert the words “ space and sya to rest.” l; 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Do I understand from the printing of the bill 
that the words in lines 48 and 49, in the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Illinois yesterday, “ any of the sections of the act” were 
inserted! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment was adopted yesterday. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The word “the” should be“ this.“ 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Yes, it ought to be “this act.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e word “the” will be changed to 
“ this.” 

Mr. McPHERSON. I then understand that the amendment offered 
in lines 56 and 57 is pending. S 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment there offered is pending, 
and that is the question now before the Senate. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iunderstand, also, that the amendment offered 
in line 60 is pending, changing the word “sixty” to “ forty-eight.” 
In line 61, the amendment offered by the Senator from Illinois has 
been agreed to, to insert “for a period of at least seven consecutive 
hours.’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment in line 60, to insert 
“forty-eight,” has not been agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. So I understand. There are but two amend- 
ments offered which have not yet been a to. 

Mr. THURMAN. In the amendment I offered I suggest to strike 
out “such sections” and say “in section 4386.” That is all that is 


necessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be considered to asa 
modification of the previous amendment adopted on motion of the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. THURMAN. Now, I want to call the attention of my friend 
from New Jersey to another provision in this bill which strikes me 
as of extremely doubtful propriety. It is on page 7, beginning with 
line 137. In order to understand it I shall have to go back to line 
129, on page 6, and read that: 

com or ns ting an or the owners or 
5 yrf ine 5 a, or vessels sargecs to the. 3 of the United 
States, whose line of transportation forms a part of, or is connected with, any line 
of transportation in the Dominion of Canada, in making any contract for the trans- 
tion of animals af whether such ation be wholly or partly in 

© United States, shall be subject to the provisions of said sections. 

The first thing I wish to say to my friend is that I am totally at a 
loss to know what is meant by this provision that “in making any 
contract for the transportation of animals aforesaid” the =. or 
persons“ shall be as to the provisions of said sections.” I do 
not know what is meant by that. What has the making of a con- 
tract to do with the provisions of this act? I ask whether that pro- 
vision has any effect whatever? I admit that, while I am not dis- 

to be hypercritical, I am totally unable to conceive what 
interpretation any court would give to that provision. Is it intended 
that every railroad contract for freight shall contain a provision that 
the cattle shall be unloaded every twenty-eight hours; in other words, 
that it shall contain the provisions of this bill on the subject? That 
cannot be the object. This bill is intended to act per se, propria vigore, 
whether there is any contract or not. Why, therefore, this provision 
that in making a contract they “shall be subject to the provisions of 
said sections” of this act? It is a thing I really cannot understand. 
It must be because I have not as full a knowledge of the subject as 
those who reported the bill. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Will the Senator allow me to put a question just 
here? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. My impression is that under the provision he is 
speaking of this practical trouble would arise: The Michigan Central 
Railroad I believe runs from Chicago to Detroit, connects there with 
a railroad through Canada that connects again at Niagara Falls with 
another road to the city of New York. Now, the Michigan Central Rail- 
road Company will contract for the transportation of cattle through 


to New York; but if this provision becomes the law, unless the rail- | otherwise, 


road in Canada complies with the provisions of this act, though the 
railroad company at Chicago which contracts for the delivery of cat- 
tie in New York obeys the law in the United States, the railroad com- 
pany which made the contract at Chicago is liable for the non-per- 

rmance of the requirements of this act by the Canada railroad 
com 3 

Mr. THURMAN. That would be a very far-fetched inference from 
these words. I do not think any court would go so far as to give 
judgment against the Michigan Central on that provision. 


Mr. KIRKWOOD. That is the p of the section, I apprehend. 
Mr. THURMAN. Then it must be better expressed than it is before 

a ae would administer such penalties. 
. KIRKWOOD. The Senator from New Jersey can inform us 


. McPI . The exact is that stated by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. The line of Sa ty the Dominion or Canada, 


forming connecting and through lines between Chicago and other 
western points and the city of m on the sea-board, tinds this dif- 
ficulty: If there is no law existing in the Dominion of Canada regu- 
lating the transportation of animals, as a matter of course the rail- 
road companies may run them as far as they please and as cruelly as 
they please. This provision was intended to require the railroad 
company making the contract for transportation to so make it to pro- 
tect us in this regard. For instance, the Vermont Central Railway, 
which forms the terminal link of that through line of transportation 


to which I have referred, is to see to the observance of law by 
its connecting link in Canada. 
I do not think myself and never have thought that any such pro- 


vision of law should appear in the bill, but it was deemed necessary 
by those who have had charge of thie’ ee and I can see no ob- 
jection to it. Neither can I see any particular utility in it. I think 
the former part of that section, as found from lines 116 to 118, inclu- 
sive, covers all that is necessary. I do not think that portion of the 
section which the Senator from Ohio has read is of sufficient im 
tance to retain it in the bill if there is strenuous objection to itz but 
at the same time if there is not I should prefer to retain it, as I can 
see cases where it may be necessary to apply it. 

Mr. THURMAN. Iam still at a loss to understand how this is to 
have the effect that is contemplated. My friend from Iowa illus- 
trates the meaning of this by a case he sup: . He supposes the 
Michigan Central Railroad to take a cargo of cattle, and by contract 
to agree to deliver them in the city of New York, if I understand his 
case. It is the purpose of that road to pass them over the Grand 
Trunk Railroad, or any other road that passes through the Dominion 
of Canada; and the object of this provision is to compel the Michi- 

n Central to see that those cattle are unloaded every twenty-eight 

ours by the sor psay whose duty it would be to unload them if we 
had control of that company in Canada, and which would be the 
company that would have that duty to perform if this law could 
operate in Canada. If that is the case, I think that this is not suf- 
ficient for the pu 8 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I do not wish the Senator to understand me 
that I am in favor of that. I am only pointing out the purpose of 


this bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. I did not misunderstand the Senator. To say 
nothing about its raining the Michi road to do what it could not 
do except by contract with the Canada road—that is perfectly clear, 
for we-cannot compel the Canada road to obey this law—is it exactly 
right that the soem 5 road should be liable for what may be done 
in Canada when the Michigan road can have no ible means what- 
ever of enforcing such duty upon the road in Canada? I doubt it, 
but I do not believe myself that this would receive an interpretation 
that would roy ber of the Michigan company or any other company 
in the United States so onerous and almost impossible a duty. 

I think under the circumstances I shall move to strike that clause 
out of the bill. I move to strike out all beginnin g with the word “and,” 
on > 129, page 6, and ending with the word “sections,” in line 137, 


A n Should not the Senator carry his motion down 
o line 

Mr. THURMAN, I may move tostrike that out too, but the clauses 
present separate questions. its motion is now to strike out, begin- 
ning with the word “and,” in line 129, on page 6, and ending with 
the word “sections,” in line 137, on page 7. 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The words proposed to be stricken out 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And any railroad com , or s ting any railroad, o or 

of the vehicles, bone; 3 8 10 the. urisdiction z ‘the United 

connected with, any line 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. THURMAN. Now I want to call the attention of my friend 
who has this bill in charge to the next provision. I have no motion 
to submit in reference to it, but I want to ask him if he is perfectly 
satisfied that it is a wise provision. It reads in these words: 


And if any such com , owner, master, or shall knowing] into, 
assist, arrange, or provide: ‘or bringing into the United States, for — or 
any of the animals afi which have been in said Do- 


minion without having been there unloaded for rest, watering, and feeding, except 
as herein provided, shall be liable to the penalties provided fa 4358, 
Now, let me take the very case supposed by the Senator from Iowa. 
The Michigan Central road at Chicago makes a contract to deliver a 
cargo of cattlein thecity of New York, and sends them by way of Detroit 
andthe Canada road. The Canada road, over which we have no control 
in the world, does not unload those cattle at the end of twenty-eight 
hours; in other words, it pays no attention to this law, and we cannot 
enforce it. When those cattle get to Niagara Falls, where they would 
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be transferred to the United States and where the Michigan road is 
ready to take them and provide for all their wants, relieve their dis- 
tresses, relieve them from any suffering, this provision is that if the 
company does that, or if the owner of the cattle does it, he shall be 
subject to the provisions of this act. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If done“ knowingly.” 

Mr.THURMAN, “Knowingly?” Beene wha Knowing that 
they have not been provided for in Canada—that is it—knowing that 
they have not been unshipped at the end of twenty-eight hours; that 
they have not had seven hours’ rest; that they have not been fed. 
If the owner knows that when his cattle get to the American line, if 
he takes them over into the American line and provides for all their 
wants and does the very things that humanity requires should be 
done, or if the Michigan Central Railroad Company does it in order 
to its contract to take those cattle on to New York, then they 
are liable to the penalty provided in this bill. In other words, you 
pee an N on the cattle; they shall not be taken out of the 

minion of Canada without violating this law. If that is the case, 
what is to become of the cattle? The owner must sell them for what 
he can get for them in Canada, That is just exactly what it is. It 
would be a very nice piece of business for a Canada buyer to say, 
“ Here are these cattle em vou cannot take them to New 
York; you cannot take them into the States at all; now sell them to 
me for what Iam willing to give.” It seems to me that is an unwise 
provision. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, I do not understand that provision as 
my friend from Ohio does. Let me read it: 

if any such com , owner, master, or shall knowingly bring into, 
9 or e bringin into the United States, for — — 
otherwise, any of the animals afo E 

I apprehend that the argument of my friend 

Mr, THURMAN. You have not read it all. 

Mr. EATON. I understand it without reading any more, and my 
friend from Ohio shall understand. But I will read further: 

Which have been transported in said Dominion without having been there un- 
loaded for rest. 

Now, what does it mean? My friend from Ohio says it means that 
if they have not been properly provided for the very moment that 
they reach the United States they cannot there he taken and be pro- 
vided for. Such is not my understanding of the law, and such is not 

my understanding of the section; but I understand it to be this: That 
if I as a railroad owner in the United States or as a ore in the 
United States arrange with the owner or shipper in Canada that the 
provisions of this law shall be violated, then I become responsible ; 
and I think I ought to be, too. 

Let me illustrate: I will suppose that my friend from Wisconsin is 
a shipper in Canada. Once in twenty-eight hours, in Canada, he has 

failed to care for his cattle in a proper manner. When they arrive 
in the United States, I am a N Jam not aware of the course of 
action which has been pursued by my friend, the shipper in Canada, 
and therefore I am not responsible for his conduct. I take the ani- 
mals here, I provide for them within the limits of the United States, 
and I am not subject, and I cannot be made ig ae to this provision 
of law unless I do it 5 and if I do it owingly, ought to 
be subject to this provision. I am to know that the Canadian ship- 
per has not once in twenty-eight hours porny taken care of the 
cattle; but if I take the cattle without knowing it, I say I am not 
subject to the provision of the law, and the Senator from Ohio is en- 
tirely wrong in the construction which he has given toit, in my judg- 
ment. 

Mr. THURMAN. With greatdeference to my friend from Connect- 
icut, I do not think I am wrong. I agree with him that the word 
“knowingly” here refers to the fact that the cattle have not been 
eared for in Canada as this bill provides they should be cared for if 

they were transported in the United States. We agree upon that. I 
with him further that if the man or the company at the Niag- 
ara River takes them without knowing the fact that they have not 
been provided for in Canada, he or it is liable to no penalty under 
this act; but the point is, ought he to be prohibited from receiving 
them into the United States if he does know the fact? That is the 
uestion. 
2 The Senator from Connecticut seems to think that this is a pro- 
vision launched against making a contract by which this law of the 
United States shall not be regarded in Canada. He thinks it is to 
revent any company in the United States from making a contract, 
for instance, that in the transit of the cattle across the Dominion of 
Canada there shall be no unloading at the end of twenty-eight hours 
for rest—the making of an absolute contract to that effect. Why, 
Mr. President, the section will not bear that interpretation, That 
is not it at all. My friend would never dream of providing against 
such a thing as that by the language that is here; on the contrary, 
the language of the section is directly opposed to any snch inter- 
pretation, for what is it? 

Aud if any such com , Owner, master, or m shall knowingly bring in 
assist, arrange, or rovide for — into the United States, for ces bao 
otherwise, any of the animals aforesaid, which have been transported. 

This is a thing that takes place after the transportation; the pro- 
ceeding is in the United States. This bringing in or arranging to 
bring them into the United States, this assisting to bring them into 
the Gnitea States, is all ex post facto; it is all after the act of their 


having passed through the Dominion of Canada without complying 
with these provisions, and therefore I say again it does seem to me 
that you cannot very well put into this bill a provision that would 
be more cruel to these animals or more unjust to their owners or 
more unjust to the freighter than such a provision as this. In order 
to test the sense of the Senate, I move to strike out that agraph 
beginning with the word “and” in line 137, and ending with the word 
“eight” in line 144, 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I understand, Mr. President, that the clause 
proposed to be stricken out, if allowed to stand, will cover precisely 
this case: An owner of cattle in Chicago ships them over the Michi- 
gan Central and Canada road to New York; at some point in Can- 
ada twenty-eight hours have expired, at which they should be 
unloaded for food, water, and rest, but the Canada Railroad Com- 
pany, not bound by our Jaws, does not see fit to stop its trains and 
allow them to be unloaded for water, food, and rest, but carries them 
through to the United States line; the owner, being with them on 
the train, desires, it may be, to have them unload , but it is not 
done. When he gets to the line, if he takes those cattle from that 
road into the United States, and there feeds and waters them, so as 
to be ready to ship them on to New York, he is liable under this sec- 
tion. Read it, leaving out unnecessary words: 

Andifany * * * person— 

Leaving out “company, owner, master“ 

Ifany * * * person shall knowingly bring into, assist, arrange, or provide 
for bringing into the United States, for consumption or otherwise, any of the ani- 
mals aforesaid, which have been rted in said Dominion without having been 
there unloaded for rest, watering, and feeding,* * * shall be liable, &c. 

The owner may be on the train with the cattle; he may have de- 
sired to have them left off in Canada for the purpose of water, food, 
and rest, but been refused that privilege; and yet when he gets to 
our own border with them he is prohibited by this clause of this sec- 
tion from bringing them into our own country, and there watering 
and feeding them and sending them on to New York. 

I do not know but that I might as well just now say a few words 
that I desire to say on the goner subject of the bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask the Senator to dispense with his remarks 
until we 1 2 ti of this particular question. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr.McPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio a 
question. If I should make a contract with a line of railway having 
its pons of shipment, say,in the city of Chicago to transport for me & 
train of cattle to the New York market, without electing or without 
having the power to elect which particular line of road it should go 
over—that is, what pereeo line or lines forming connecting links of 
railways between Chicago and New York the railway company should 
carry my cattle—and the company should elect to carry them over the 
Canada line, and my cattle are injured in transportation in Canada 
by reason of a non-performance of a duty imposed in this bill, bein 
confined not only for twenty-eight hours but for seventy hours, i 
may be, without food or water,so that my stock has been injured in 
Seen I ask the Senator from Ohio where I would have any 

ress 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator please repeat the question? I 
was engaged and did not hear him. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iwill suppose a case, that I am transporting 
cattle from Chicago to New York, say on the Michigan Central Rail- 
way, which I believe joins a connecting line of road through the 
Dominion of Canada to New York. The Michigan Central Railway 
Company elects to send my cattle over the Canada line. Ihave no 
choice in the matter, and can make no choice. While under trans- 
| bea pe in Canada they are very greatly injured, my property is 

eteriorated, weakened in value by reason of cruelties practiced in 
transportation in the Dominion of Canada. Iam not a citizen of that 
Dominion, and have no rights or privileges there conferred upon me 
by law. There is, for instance, no law existing there for the punish- 
ment of offenses of this character, and I appeal to the Michigan Cen- 


tral Company for redress. They say,“ We have performed all the 


requirements of law in every State and Territory in the United States 
through which these cattle have passed, and if any injury has been 
inflicted upon your property it has been done by a company doin; 
business in a foreign country, one over which we have no control. 
Now, will the honorable Senator please inform me where I can ob- 
tain my redress ? 

Mr. THURMAN. I would say to my friend that he ought not to 
have shipped his cattle over that road, and he would not the next 
time. 

Mr. McPHERSON. That is no answer.” 

Mr. THURMAN. Let me see if it is not an answer. He can ship 
by other routes. He can 5 the Michigan Southern, and then 
pey not go through the Dominion of Canada at all. 

. MCPHERSON. But suppose, for instance, that the roads in the 
Dominion of Canada, by reason of some combination or by reason of 
some influence with the Michigan Central Railroad, shall, as the rail- 
roads in this country have complained that they will, take freight 
at acertain rate which is vastly below the rates charged by the Ameri- 
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can lines. You say I have the alternative to ship by other lines of 
railroad; but these lines by a combination of their own charge me a 
larger price, and in the absence of any law protecting my property I 
am practically compelled to adopt the alternative. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I will say to my friend that if he is seduced 
into sending his cattle over a route where they cannot be protected 
and properly furnished by the fact that that route is cheaper, that is 
his own lookout. Itis a question whether he loses more money by 
his cattle being injured or whether he saves more by the lower rate 
of freight. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Sup I want to test the experiment, and 
lose by it $5,000 or $10,000, i wish to know if I am not entitled to re- 
dress in the first experiment. If I then persist in doing a thing as 
absurd, I do it at my peni 

Mr. THURMAN. My way would be to require the Michi Cen- 
tral to make a contract by which it should bind itself that the cattle 
should be unloaded every ponty eigh hours, no matter where they 
were, whether in Canada or in the United States. That is the way I 
should 1 8 myself, if that was necessary for the safety and well- 
being of the cattle. 

Mr. McPHERSON. That is what we propose. 

Mr. THURMAN. But the bill does not do that. The bill cannot 
do that. The bill cannot require them to make any such contract as 
that, and that difficulty arises from a fact that is inherent, and that 
you cannot get rid of, namely, that when you get outside of the 
United States yonr law cannot have an: opaan, When that is 
the case, and the cattle have arrived at the Niagara River, and have 
not been provided for in Canada, because you have no means of com- 

lling attention to their wants there, s. the owner be prohibited 
om taking his cattle over to the American side and providing for 
their wants? Shall they be emb. in Canada? Isay not. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, he is not prohibited at all, as I under- 
stand this bill. I should like to see a law passed h and I think 
this will have the effect to force the great carrier, the Michigan Cen- 
tral Railroad, to make a proper contract with the Canada lines, and 
make them responsible. They become the party then; they make 
the contract with me to ship my cattle from a certain point in the 
United States to another certain point in the United States; I have 
nothing to do with their contract with the Canada part of the line; 
the Michigan Central does that, and therefore I will force the Michi- 
gan Central to make a proper contract with the Canada lines with 
which they connect, and this bill will do it. It does not prohibit the 
owner from taking care of his cattle after they have arrived in the 
United States, in 55 judgment. I cannot see it in that light. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If I understand this section aright it is a man- 
datory law, requiring the railroad company to make such a contract 
that when the offense is committed and loss sustained the injured 
party can go to that railroad company and obtain redress for the griev- 
ance. 

When I consented at the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio to 
striking out the first part of this section I did not understand or com- 
prehend its full meaning, and I believe it would be absolutely sui- 
cidal to the objects and pu of the bill that the first part of the 
section, which I understand is already stricken ont, should remain 
stricken out. I wish to make a motion to restore it and I also pro 
to retain that portion of the section which the Senator from Ohio last 
proposed to strike out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator, having voted for that 
amendment, moves now to reconsider the vote by which the first 

art of this paragraph was stricken out. The question is on the mo- 
ion to reconsider. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Before the vote is taken I wish to make a 
statement, and I should like to have the close attention of the Sen- 
ate while I make it. It will not take me more than a moment. 

One of the principal reasons why no effort has been made on the 
pare of the humane societies to enforce the existing law has been the 

t that the railway companies haye shown them and shown the 
public generally that if you undertake to enforce the law against 
them in this country without any provision which would compel lines 
operating and connecting with roads running through Canada to 
ober the same law, the tendency would be to draw all the freight 
over the Canada line to the vast detriment of our own roads. The 
p of this section of the bill was to compel the Canada lines 
to obey all the rules and regulations laid down for roads running 
through this country; and if that provision fails to do it, we must 
resort to something else. 

I hold that we are legislating here for the American people and not 
for ay who have no interest in common with us, to wit, the people 
of the Dominion of Canada; and, therefore, I wish the law to be so 
modified and amended in this particular and in every particular that 
the utmost justice shall be done, and I am very sorry that the Senator 
from Ohio has deemed it necessary to interfere with this section, as 
it appears to me to be a part and portion of the general system of 
legislation affecting the transportation of cattle. 

. JOHNSTON. Mr. President, the object of the Senator from 
New Jersey, as I understand, is to prevent collusion between rail- 
roads in the United States and railroads in Canada, by which the 
law is evaded. I take that to be the object of the section which the 
Senator from Ohio proposes to strike out. If the Senator from New 
Jersey will permit that to be stricken out and a substitute inserted 


that any railroad touching Canada which shall ship cattle through 
Canada shall makesuch contract with the railroad in Canadaon which 
they ship as will require this law to be observed, that would effect 
all he desires. I suggest that as it now reads the section does not do 
that. I think the law is certainly doubtful as it now stands, and I 
respectfally su: t to the Senator from New Jersey to change the 
phraseology of the section, and simply insert a clause which shall 
provide that a company that receives cattle for shipment partly over 
roads in the Uni States and partly over roads in Canada shall 
make such contracts with the Canada roads as will secure the observ- 
ance of the requirements of this law, and on failure subject them to 
the penalties of the law. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let me say to the Senator from Virginia that 
I think on inquiry he will pubes change his opinion. The individ- 
ual shipper has nothing whatever to say in the matter. If he makes 
a contract for delivery in New York at a certain rate per pound, he 
makes a contract with a contracting party in the West, say a rail- 
road rde that railroad company transports the cattle over any 
connecting line that it pleases. This bill reqnires that that line of 
railroad in making a contract with the individual shall be subject to 
all the provisions of the law, whether the cattle go over a road in 
Canada or the United States. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. That I understand to be the purpose, but I do 
not think the 88 here effects that. 

Mr. McPHERSON. en, I will consent to any phraseology that 
is better adapted to the purpose, 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I will write an amendment and ask the Senator 
to accept it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, beginning with line 133, page 
7, it is provided : 

And if any such com „owner, master, or shall knowingly bring into, 
assist, Panin or 3 bringing into the United States, for . — on or 
otherwise, any of the animals aforesaid, which have transported in said Do- 
minion without having been there unloaded for rest, watering, and feeding, except 
as herein provided, shall be liable to the penalties provided in section 4388, 

That word “knowingly” in the mind of any lawyer refers to what 
I think is not intended, to wit, “brin g tis cattle into the United 
States,” ee bringing the cattle into the United States, shall 
be punished so and so. In order to express the idea which the author 
of the bill evidently had in view, that clause should read: “If any 
such company, owner, master, or person shall bring into, assist, ar- 
range, or provide for bringing into the United States, for consump- 
tion or otherwise, any of the animals aforesaid, knowing that they 
have been transpo: in said Dominion of Canada without having 
been there unloaded for rest,” &c. The word “knowingly” in the 
section refers to a thing which is not intended. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I think myself that would be better, and I have 
no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I cannot offer the amendment now, as the ques- 
tion is on 1 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
nor eon New Jersey to reconsider the amendment striking out lines 

to 137. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is not now in order. The question 
is on reconsidering the vote agreeing to the amendment striking out 
these lines. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to offer an amendment in line 142; after the 
word “feeding,” to insert: 

On account of willful neglect or refusal of said com: , owner, master, or per- 
son to comply with the 3 of this act. py — — 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to have the section read as it 
would be if amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The section will be read as proposed to 
be amended by the Senator from Missouri. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And if any such com „owner, master, or m shall knowingly bi ini 
assist, 0 movie: tor bringing into the United States, for Se ee 
otherwise, any of the animals aforesaid, which have been transported in said Do- 
minion without having been there unloaded for rest, watering, and feeding, on ac- 
count of the willful neglect or refusal of said company, owner, master, or person 
to comply with the provisions of this act, except as herein provided, shall be liable 
to the penalties provided in section 4388. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Would the Senator have any objection to his 
amendment coming in after the word “ provided,” in line 143? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Touggest, then, that it be inserted after the word 
“provided,” in line 143. I think it would read better. 

r. THURMAN. How would it read then? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. There is a proviso in this act which excepts 
from unloading in certain cases, and hence I want this amendment 
inserted after “ provided.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be modified so as 
to be inserted after the word “ provided,” in line 143. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The 3 3 except as herein provided” should 
be in brackets. 

Mr. THURMAN. I want to call the attention of my friend from 
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Missouri to what this law will be if his amendment should be adopted. 
It would make the liability exist where the failure to unload the cat- 
tle took place on account of the willful neglect of the company to 
unload them in Canada. Well, the only company that would have 
them in Canada would be the Canada company, and that company 
could not be guilty of any willful neglect of the provision of this act, 
for this act would have no effect upon them. It seems to me you can- 
not impose duties by this act upon the Canadian company ; and, there- 
fore, to say you will apply your penalty where this neglect has re- 
sulted from the willful disregard or neglect of the Canadian company 
to obey an act passed by the Congress of the United States, is to say 
what seems to me would make a burlesque of the whole thing. 

Mr. VEST. The whole section is objectionable. I do not pretend 
to say that I am for the section, but I do think the section should be 
amended in this way: Sup , for instance, a railroad compy in 
the Dominion of Canada refuses to comply with this law. The shi 
per cannot prevent it. He is innocent of any default, and he should 
not be subject to penalty for the company’s acts. This section as it 
reads now applies to a foreign corporation because it says, ‘‘ any com- 

any, corporation, or person which shall bring cattle into the United 

tates.” Who brings cattle into the United States? Mosteunques- 
tionably the company in Canada. The section as it now stands 
inflicts that penalty on even a shipper who brings cattle across the 
Dominion of Canada, and wants to comply with the law, but is pre- 
vented from doing so. There aro enough defects in the section with- 
out refusing to amend it as I propose. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I wish to offer an amendment in lieu of the pro- 
vision from line 129 to line 145. 

Mr. THURMAN. From line 129 has been stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. An amendment is not in order to mat- 


ter stricken out. 

Mr. THURMAN. I moved to strike ont all of that, but pending 
my motion to strike out the Senator from Missouri, as he a right 
to do, moved to amend the text. À 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I propose to amend the text instead of striking 
it ont. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia pro „as 
the Chair now understands, to move to amend that portion of the bill 
which has been stricken out. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. No, only to amend the part which remains. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does he propose further to amend the 
amendment pr by the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is in order. Finally the question 
will recur on the motion of the Senator from Ohio to strike the whole 


out. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. JOHNSTON, 
which was to strike out, in line 137, all after the word “ sections” down 
to and including the word “ eighty-eight,” in line 144, and to insert 
in lieu thereof: 

railroad com or person operating any railroad in the United States, 
1 of 8 — 5 aat tothe jurisdiction of the United 
States, which shall receive such animals for transportation shall, if the animals 
are to be transported through the Dominion of Canada, provide by contract that 
the provisions of this law shall be observed in the Dominion of Canada, and shall 
be liable to the penalties of this law for the failure of any connecting road or hne 
of transportation in Canada to comply with it. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from New Jersey and a motion to the Senate. 

This bill is one of a great deal of importance not only to the section 
of country where I live but to the people who get our cattle to eat 
and to ship abroad. The bill has been amended in such a way that 
it is difficult for me to understand it. I think it would be better to 
have it go back to the committee from which it came, so that the 
may take the amendments which have been made and the amend- 
ments which are proposed, and whatever information, if any, they 
have received by the discussion here, and report a new bill. I think 
it would be better for the object in view; and therefore I move, Mr. 
President, that the bill and the pending amendments be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa to recommit the bill, with the pending amendments, 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST. Before that motion is put I desire to offer an amend- 
ment which may go with the bill if it is recommi 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to receiv- 
ing the amendment. 

. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Before the vote is taken I think the 
committee probably ought to know more of the objections to the bill, 
so that they may take them into consideration. There are a dozen 
objections to it that have been covered by the amendments. It is 
suggested by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Davis] that I can go be- 
fore the committee and state the objections; but I would prefer that 
the committee should know them now, and that the Senate should 
know a few of them. I promise you I will only take a few moments. 

Mr. President, in my opinion we had better let the law as it now 
stands remain. I see no necessity for a new one. I believe that the 
law now in force is far better than any of the provisions of this bill. 
I see no improvement in them, and I do see a good many clauses in 
the present law that this bill does not cover, and it will repeal some 
of the very best clauses. But I particularly desire the committee to 


take into consideration whether or not we had not better let the pres- 
ent law stand in existence instead of having a new law. 

Mr. President, let me suppose a practical case that occurs every 
day, and if I am wrong in it I shall be glad to have the Senator from 
New Jersey correct me. A horse or an animal of any kind goes from 
San Francisco to New York. The horse is put in a single car with- 
out a stall, without a patent car or in a patent car it may be. Aman 
goes with the horse in the car and goes through; bedding, water, 
and food are put in the car for the horse and man; and yet at the 
end of sixty hours that horse is to be taken out under this bill and 
seven hours are to be lost, and the train has gone on. As my col- 
league suggests there must be a pen there to put the horse in accord- 
ing to the bill. That occurs every day; it is occurring now. Ex- 
press companies take animals, put them into send an entire car 
with one or two animals sometimes with a man to attend to them; 
but yet that animal every sixty honrs has got to be stopped along 
the road and fed and watered and cared for, when he is better cared 
for in his car than he could be in any pen. I believe that is a cor- 
rect conclusion from the bill. If the bill passes that will be the case 
all along our roads, as I understand. 

I am also informed that neither the cattle men nor the railroads 
want any new provision. Cattle men have told me so, and I haye 
heard railroad men so express themselves. The t law, they 
think, covers the whole ground. I believe that the present way of 

rting cattle, putting a number right into a car and letting 
them protect one another, standing against one another for protec- 
tion, is far better than the new patent car, which has s and 
every time the car moves back or forth, or turns a curve, the cattle 
are pressed against the sides of the stall. I understand that the 
patent car has stalls, but the others have not. I believe that experi- 
ence has taught that cattle are transported better and more safely 
when they are put together in cars and allowed to stand regularly, 
so that the motion of the car and the motion of the cattle go together. 

It is a fact beyond question that Allegheny City and Buckel are 
great cattle depositories. Cattle come from different sections of the 
country especially to Allegheny City, and are there unloaded and put 
into pens. The dealers from all sections of the country go there and 
buy them, and no one can tell when they are unloaded and put on 
another train whether they are the same cattle or not. Besides, very 
often cattle are driven into those pens from the neighborhood, from 
sections around. Then, when they start from there eastward, if they 
go on one line they remain in one State from their starting point to 
their destination. If they go on another line of railroad they go into 
two or three States. Therefore they are subject to this regulation on 
one line and not on the other. Two great trunk lines ont of the five 
are entirely in one State; and the provisions of this bill, as I under- 
stand, do not touch two of those roads, while the other three lines, 
including the Chesapeake and Ohio, which runs through West Vir- 
ginia and Virginia, are affected. Hence, there is a discrimination. 

So I might go on and name at least twenty such objections; but I 
do not want to detain the Senate, and I shall therefore content my- 
self with voting for the recommitment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, it does seem to me as though 
the Senator from West Virginia was determined to oppose the bill 
whether he had any io reason for opposition or not. If the only 
reasons he has to offer in this matter are the reasons which he has 
given, then I must confess that I fail to see their points. 

The Senator from West Virginia declared yesterday, in a speech 
that he made to the Senate, that he wanted to have stricken from 
the bill a certain proviso, which is the only thing which gives the 
public any liberty at all; in other words, he declared that he was in 
favor of the existing law. I must acknowledge that there are a great 
number of railroad companies in the United States that are in favor 
of the existing law, and there is no stock-yard monopoly in this coun- 
try that does not favor it, for the reason it does not permit interfer- 
ence with their interests. 

I wish to say another thing with respect to an amendment offered 
by the Senator from Illinois. He came in a good deal more lawyer- 
like way, but the effect was the same. I do not believe thatthe Sen- 
ator from Illinois knew what the full purport of his amendment was, 
or he would not have offered it. The present law declares that there 
shall be space and opportunity for rest given in the cars used in the 
transportation of cattle. I do not believe the Senator knew that 
under a strict construction of the law it would be necessary to unload 
them every twenty-eight hours for want of space and opportunity to 
rest. The natural result of the amendment he offered would simply 
be to aid the additional stock-yards along the lines of transit which 
would be created to prevent inhumanity. I do not think either of 
the Senators would consent to such injustice if they fally compre- 
hended the force of their proposed amendments. j 

There are millions of live stock that must cross this country durin, 
the next ees to come to market, all subjected to the same kinds o 
cruelty, all subjected to the same impositions with respect to extor- 
tion practiced slong he lines. If it is the judgment of the Senate 
that nothing shall be done by way of amendment to the present law, 
that nothing shall be done by way of mitigation or abolishment of 
these cruelties, then let this bill go back to the committee. I shall 
I have done my duty; I have called the attention of the 


be content ; 
Senate to the pry 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. One word in reply to the Senator 
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from New Jersey. I attempted to point out objections to this bill. 
The Senator answers them by saying that I did not know what I was 
talking about, or words to that effect. Now, Mr. President, let me 
say to the Senator from New Jersey that I thought I knew what I 
was talking about. The Senator has not stated yet what is at the 
bottom of this whole movement, in my judgment, and that is the 
requirement of a new car, a patent car. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I wish to disclaim any inten- 
tion to offer any indignity at all to the Senator from West Virginia. 
Perhaps I used rather strong terms, but I hope the Senator will not 
take offense at anything I have said. If I used stronger words than 
I should have done, I am sorry for it. But the idea I wished to con- 
vey was this: In referring to the Senator from Illinois I said that I 
did not believe that if he fully comprehended the extent of an amend- 
ment offered by him eee he would consent to it himself. The 
Senator from West Virginia, who favored the amendment, says he is 
satisfied with the existing law. I think the Senator will not con- 
sider that I have done him an injustice. Let me read the section to 
which I refer, and let me ask the Senator if he fully comprehends 
what the effect would be if we strike out the whole section, as he 
proposes, or amend as proposed by the Senator from Illinois? 


Provided, however, In all cases when animals in transit from one place to another 
be trans in cars, boats, and other vessels in which said ani do have mid 


food and water, d opportunity to rest, the provisions in 
Tele being unloaded shall not apply, 3 
The Senator from West Virginia says, I am satisfied with the pres- 


ent law;” the Senator from IIlinois says, “I want to incorporate the 
words ‘space and opportunity to rest’ in the proposed law.” What 
is the effect? I answer, the result is the same. I ask the Senator 
from West Virginia and the Senator from Illinois whether it is their 
opinion that according to the present practice there is space enough 
in a car to give cattle opportunity to rest. I think both those gen- 
tlemen will say, most certainly not. 

I do not, and I think both Senators do not, desire to impose addi- 
tional restrictions on the public; but the effect of inserting the words 
proposed by the Senator from Illinois, or of striking out the proviso 
as suggested by the Senator from West Virginia, is that every cattle 
train must unload each twenty-eight hours, and the inevitable result 
is to create new stock-yards along the lines of railroad which can 

ractice their extortions on the public. I think the Senator from West 

irginia did notmeanthat; I donot believe he would vote for it know- 
ing and comprehending its full meaning. If I was so inapt in my 
expression that I could not make him understand what I meant, per- 
5 the fault is more mine than his. 

1 have thought this explanation due to the Senator from West Vir- 


ginia. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to recommit. 
The motion was agreed to. 


RECUSANT WITNESSES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms desires to make 
further return to the writ of attachment issued by the Senate on the 
18th of December last against certain witnesses in the State of Kan- 
sas. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared atthe bar of the Senate, having in 
his custody Jacob V. 8 arrested by order of the Senate for con- 
tempt of a process of the body. 

The Chief Clerk read the return, as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January 20, 1880. 


In obedience to the within warrant I have arrested and taken into custody 83 
3 and Jacob V. Admire, and now produce said Admire at the bar of the 


e 
TMS, 
Hon. WM. A. WHEELER, 

President of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The writ of attachment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the writ of attachment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What answer have you to render, Mr. 
Admire, why you should not be 18 in contempt of the author- 
ity of the Senate of the United States 

The Witness, (J. V. Admire.) Mr. President, my reason for not 

. before the committee that sat in Topeka was on account 
of dangerous sickness of a member of my family, After I arrived at 
Topeka, and before I had time or opportunity to go before the com- 
mittee, I received a dispatch from my wife, saying to me that my 
little girl, who had been very sick before I came away, was worse, 
and asking me to return immediately. I did so; and inasmuch as I 
received no farther notice from the committee and it adjourned a few 
days afterward, I did not return to Topeka. 

r. SAULSBURY. I move that the witness, Mr. Admire, be dis- 


charged. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware moves that, 
for the reason given by the witness, Mr. Admire, he be discharged from 


3 3 à 
Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire now to say in reference to the other 
witness mentioned in that return 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before this case is disposed of, as the Senator is 
proceeding to another, I wish to make an inquiry of him whether the 
committee is satisfied that the excuse made by the person now at the 
bar of the Senate is acorrectandtrueone. It is astatement not made 


under oath; and ordinarily, of course unless the committee is satis- 


fied, we should require to be certain that the excuse made rests upon 
a solid foundation. Undoubtedly the committee has made inquiry 
about it and will be able to inform us. 

Mr, SAULSBURY. I had been informed, before Mr. Admire came 
here, of the high character of Mr. Admire, and that there was sick- 
ness in his family, and that that was the reason he did not appear 
before our committee. I was so informed by a member of the House 
of Representatives from that State, and I took the statement to be 
true. So far as I have been able to consult the members of the com- 
mittee, the statement of the witness is perfectly satisfactory. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask whether that excuse was communi- 
cated to the committee at the time, by telegraph or otherwise? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. No, sir; it was not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the committee think this respondent ought to 
be discharged, it is no affair of mine to interfere; but I should say that 
ordinarily if any respect at all is due to the process of the Senate and 
its committees, if a witness finds for any reason that it is impossible 
for him to obey it, it would be well for him to inform somebody at the 
time why it is that he disregards the process of the committee. But 
I make no objection to the order proposed. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The same excuse was made by another witness 
the other day and the Senate deemed it satisfactory and discharged 
the witness. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the respondent, for the reason as- 
signed by him, be discharged? 

he motion was d to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire now, in behalf of the other witness 
named in the return of the Sergeant-at-Arms, George T. Anthony, to 
state that he came here from New Mexico in obedience to the process 
of the Senate. On Friday last he came before the committee and 
stated that he was managing director of a large corporation that was 
building a railroad through that Territory, the interests of which 
would greatly suffer if he remained here until the meeting of the 
Senate on Monday. He desired to appear before the committee and 
testify, and asked the committee then to make representations of the 
facts to the Senate. He said, however, that if the Senate still desired 
that he should appear under the attachment, he would do so on a 
telegraphic notice. The committee deemed it proper to take his tes- 
timony, and by the consent of the committee we to ask that 
he be discharged without appearing before the Senate in answer to 
the attachment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The order will be entered to discharge Mr. Anthony. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill for holding the Federal courts at Ma- 
con, in Georgia. It is a local bill, which will not take long. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not yet been returned from the 
printer, the Secretary informs the Chair. 

Mr. THURMAN, Then I will not make the motion now. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. As it was understood, I believe, 
that we should have an executive session to-day, I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

The motion was d to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After eleven minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at two o’clock and 
forty-five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, January 20, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

WITHDRAWAL OF REPORT. 

Mr. ACKLEN. On January the 13th instant, during the absence of 
my colleague, Mr. KINd, I asked unanimous consent of the House to 
have printed a manuscript designated “ Report No. 86, House of Rep- 
resentatives, Forty-sixth Con second session,” which I had my- 
self pre’ jared and placed in his hands, and which he had subsequently 
returned to me at my request. I ask that it be withdrawn, as it was 
submitted by me without authority from Mr. KING or from the Com- 
mittee on . it having taken no action on the matter. 
This was done through a mistake of mine. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the request will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. REAGAN. Lask unanimous consent that the call of States and 
Territories for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for refer- 
ence, which was interrupted yesterday by the close of the morning 
hour, be concluded this morning. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

HOT SPRINGS, ARKANSAS. ‘ 

Mr: CRAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3663) for the settlement 

of titles in the town of Hot Springs, Arkansas; which was read a first 
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and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 
MICHAEL MAYER. 

Mr. CRAVENS aiso introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3664) for the relief 
of Michael Mayer, late of Fort Smith, Arkansas; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

PURLIC BUILDING AT LITTLE ROCK, ARKANSAS, 

Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3665) making ap- 
propriation for continuing the construction of the court-house and 
post-office building at Little Rock, Arkansas; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

SALARIES OF STEAMBOAT INSPECTORS. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3666) to increase the sala- 
ries of the local — of steam-vessels in the district of Michi- 
gan; which was a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. DANIEL M. APPEL. 

Mr. WILLITS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3667) to authorize Dr. 
Daniel M. Appel, United States Army, to receive pay and have passed 
his vouchers for pay for duties as physician to the Mescalero Apache 
Indian agency, in New Mexico; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PROTECTION OF CHILDREN IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3668) to prevent 
and punish wrongs to children in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SUFFRAGE IN THE TERRITORIES, 
Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3669) to further 
te suffrage in the Territories of the United States, to fix cer- 
tain qualifications for office, and to provide for the registration of 
voters in the Territory of Utah; which was read a first and second 
sie ga to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
rinted. 
. STEAM-YACHT GAZELLE. 

Mr. HULL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3670) to change the name 
of the steam-yacht Gazelle to Sea Foam; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

R. B. TALFOR AND H. C. RIPLEY, 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3671) for the relief of R. 
B. Talfor and H. C. Ripley, of Galveston, Texas; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

JOHN N. REED. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3672) for the relief 
of John N. Reed; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

DISCONTINUANCE OF NATIONAL BANKING. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 173) pro- 
viding for the discontinuance of the system of national banking; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

C. M. TERRILL. 

Mr. UPSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3673) for the relief of C. M. 
Terrill, paymasterin the United States Army; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

SWAMP-LAND INDEMNITY TO IOWA. 

Mr. DEERING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3674) to provide for 
indemnity to the State of Iowa, due under various acts relating to 
swamp and overflowed lands; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES 0. OAKES, 

Mr. DEERING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3675) granting a 
pension to Charles O. Oakes, of Ackley, Hardin County, Iowa; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

JAMES K. MORRIS. 

Mr. DEERING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. R granting a 
pension to James K. Morris, of Ackley, Hardin County, Iowa; whioh 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

BIRNEY W. SNOW, 

Mr. DEERING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3677) granting a 
pension to Birney W. Snow, of Ackley, Hardin County, Iowa; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE INDIANS. 

Mr. BOUCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3678) for the relief of the 
Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians in the State of Wisconsin; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN S. M’CANN. $ 
Mr. HUMPHREY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3679) granting a pen- 


sion to Stephen S. McCann, of Eau Claire County, Wisconsin ; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LA CROSSE, WISCONSIN. 


Mr. HUMPHREY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3680) to provide 
for the erection of a public building in the city of La Crosse, in the 
State of Wisconsin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. ; 
AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. DEUSTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3681) to amend section 
3354 of chapter 5 of title 35 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3682) to amend section 3244 
of chapter 3 of title 35 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

HELENA FECHTELS, 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a Dill (H. R. No. 3683) granting a 
pension to Helena Fechtels; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ARTHUR CONETY. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3684) granting a 
pension to Arthur Conety, of Milwaukee, Milwaukee County, Wiscon- 
sin; which was read à first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

SETH BONNEY. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3685) 
to amend the record of the military service of Seth Bonney; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 

ANDREW E. HODGES. 

Mr. CASWELL (by ig tare introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3686) for 
the relief of Andrew E. Hodges; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

MARY JANE VEAZIE. * 

Mr. CASWELL also (by ge bo introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3687) 
for the relief of Mary Jane Veazie; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

AMOS DAKINS. 

Mr. POUND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3688) | poop a pension 
to Amos Dakins ; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

SARAH J. BREMMER. 

Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3689) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah J. Bremmer, widow of William Bremmer; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

JOSEPH PIGEON. 

Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3690) granting a - 
sion to Joseph spem late private Company B, Third iment of New 
York Artillery Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JESSE CONRAD. 

Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. — — a pen- 
sion to Jesse Conrad, late private Fourth Battery Wisconsin Light 
Arae Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, and 
refe to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ALANSON EATON. 

Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3692) granting a pen- 
sion to Alanson Eaton, late sergeant Company G, Twelfth Wisconsiu 
Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

LAND SURVEY. 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3693) relating to the 
survey and di of unsurveyed lands, keys, and islands belongin 
to the United States ; which was read a first and second time, retarted 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES SPRAGUE. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3694) granting a 
pension to Charles Sprague; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

DAMAGES AGAINST SIOUX INDIANS. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3695) to restore to 
certain scouts and soldiers of the United States Army, of the Sioux 
Nation of Indians, the money and annuities belonging to them, con- 
fiscated and forfeited to the United States under an act for the relief 
of persons for damages sustained by reason of depredations and inju- 
ries by certain bands of Sioux Indians, approved February 16, 1863; 
which was read a first and second time, ordered to be printed, and, 
2 ai accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
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* 
AMENDMENT TO THE LAWS OF 1875. 


Mr. POEHLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3696) to amend chap- 
ter 275 of the laws of 1875; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SWAMP-LAND SETTLERS IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. POEHLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3697) for the relief 
of certain settlers on swamp lands in Minnesota; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

R. G. COMBS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. WHITEAKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3698) for the relief 
of R. G. Combs and others for labor performed by them in the con- 
struction of the United States revenue vessel Thomas Corwin, at 
Albina, in the State of Oregon; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


WILLIAM L. WHITE. 
Mr. WHITEAKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3699) for the 
relief of William L. White, of Oregon; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


CITY OF ASTORIA, OREGON. 

Mr. WHITEAKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3700) to reim- 
burse the city of Astoria, Oregon, for certain expenses incurred in 
improving the streets and building sidewalks around the United States 
custom-house and post-office in said city; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

REVENUE MARINE SERVICE, ALASKA. 

Mr. WHITEAKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3701) appropri- 
ating $175,000 for the construction of a revenue-marine steamer for 
service in Alaskan waters; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARIA L. LEE. 

Mr. WHITEAKER also (by 0 introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3702) ting a pension to Maria L. Lee; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JAMES M'DONALD. 

Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3703) granting a pen- 
sion to James McDonald; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3704) amending 
the act entitled “An act donating public lands to the several States 
and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit of agri- 
culture and the mechanic arts,” approved July 2, 1862, and for other 
Parnes which was read a first and secon time, referred to the 

ommittee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

POST-OFFICE LAWS. 

Mr. HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3705) to amend section 
13 of the act of Congress See July 12, 1876; which was read a 
first and second time, refe to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

SWAN CREEK AND BLACK RIVER AND OTHER INDIANS. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3706) for the relief 
of the united bands of Swan Creek and Black River Chippewa and 
Munsee or Christian Indians; which was read a first and second time, 
referred, with the accompanying papers, to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDNANCE FOR KANSAS. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 174) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to supply the State of Kansas with 
certain ordnance; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CLARKSBURGH, WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3707) to provide for the 
construction of a court-house and 3 at Clarksburgh, West Vir- 
ginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS, NEVADA. 

Mr. DAGGETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3708) to grant to the 
State of Nevada lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sec- 
tions in said State; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PAWNEE RESERVATION, NEBRASKA. 

Mr. VALENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3709) to extend the 
time of payment for lands purchased and now occupied by bona 
residents upon the Pawnee reservation in the State of Nebraska; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3710) to amend chapter 
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6, Revised Statutes of the United States, in to mineral lands; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining, and ordered to be printed. 

GUSTAVE ELSBERG, 

Mr. OTERO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3711) for the relief of Gus- 
tave Elsberg, of Santa Fé, New Mexico; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT, NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. OTERO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3712) to establish an 
additional land district in the Territory of New Mexico; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT H. THOMAS. 

Mr. CANNON, of Utah, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3713) granting 
relief to Robert H. Thomas; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


HENRY MEHRING. 


Mr. BENNETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3714) for the relief of 
Henry Mehring; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

WILLIAM JONES. 


Mr. BENNETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3715) for the relief 
of William Jones, of Charles Mix County, Dakota; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, TUCSON, ARIZONA. 

Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3716) making appro- 
priation for the erection of a building in the city of Tucson, Terri- 
tory of Arizona, for custom-house, post-office, and other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

CONVICTS, TERRITORIAL PRISON, IDAHO. 

Mr. AINSLIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3717) relating to convicts 
in the territorial prison of Idaho Territory; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE B. HARTMAN. 

Mr. MAGINNIS introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3718) to increase the 
pension of George B. Hartman; which was read a first and second 
time, are with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

CAPTAIN AND ASSISTANT QUARTERMASTER, UNITED STATES ARMY. 


Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3719) to authorize 
the appointment of a captain and assistant quartermaster; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
itary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD s. FARROW. 


Mr. DOWNEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3720) for the relief of 
Edward S. Farrow; which was a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 


HARBOR AT ROCK ISLAND, ILLINOIS. 


Mr. HENDERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and re- 
quested to furnish, for the use of the House of tati such information 
as-to an obstruction of the harbor on the Mississippi River at the city of Rock 
Island, in the State of Illinois, and the expense of removing the same, as he may 
have on the files of his Department. 


THOMAS J. FITZSIMMONS. 


Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3721) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Fitzsimmons ; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

JOHN H. M’CHESNEY. 

Mr. URNER also Me be era introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3722) for 
the relief of John H. McChesney; which was a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


JOHN H. M’CHESNEY, EXECUTOR. 

Mr. URNER also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3723) for 
the relief of John H. McChesney, executor of the estate of R. McChes- 
ney; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

COLLECTION OF ASSESSMENTS. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, submitted the following resolution ; 

which was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to furnish the House 
of Representatives with the amount assessed upon the States, under the act of 1861 
and its supplement, and the amount collected from each, and what action has been 
had, or what legislation, if any, is suggested to collect the assessments from the 
delinquent States. 


ERECTION OF CUSTOM-HOUSE AT CINCINNATI. 
Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3724) to appro- 


riate money to continue the erection of a custom-house at Cincinnati, 
hio; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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SHIPMENT AND DISCHARGE OF SEAMEN, 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3725) 
to repeal and amend certain acts pertaining to the shipment and dis- 
charge of seamen; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

‘ DAVID STRUNK. 

Mr. BREWER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3726) prenting a pen- 
sion to David Strunk, of the Eighteenth Indiana Battery; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

WILLIAM M. THOMSON. 

Mr. FARR introduced a bill (H. R. No. at] 1 a pension to 
William M. Thomson, late private Company F, Ninth iment New 
Hampshire Volunteers ; which was a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. LORING introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 175) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CALIFORNIA MISSION INDIANS, 

Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3728) to provide a reserva- 
tion for the Mission Indians of Southern California; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

: FENIMORE BENNETT. 

Mr. WILBER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3729) for the relief of 
Fenimore Bennett, Eighteenth Regiment New York Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

A. G. COLLINS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3730) for the re- 
lief of A. G. Collins, of Hamilton County, Ohio; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

DUTY ON LOW-GRADE SUGARS. 

Mr. CONGER presented a jointresolution of the Legislature of Mich- 
igan, against the increase of duties on low es of sugar; which 
was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

FIRST LIEUTENANT HENRY METCALFE, 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 176) author- 
izing First Lieutenant Henry Metcalfe, of the Ordnance Department, 
United States Army, toaccept a decoration from the Sultan of Turkey; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

FOG-SIGNAL AT SAN LUIS OBISPO. 

Mr. PACHECO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3731) appropriating 
money for the establishment of a fog-signal at San Luis Obispo Har- 
bor, California; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH M. BIRDSALL. 

Mr. BAILEY introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3732) ting a pension 
to Sarah M. Birdsall; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 

DR. DANIEL WASSERBACH. 
Mr. BAILEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3733) for the relief of 
Dr. Daniel Wasserbach; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 
SONA AND FLEMING MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 

Mr, KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3734) for the relief of the 
Sona and Fleming Manufacturing Company, limited, of the city of 
New York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ENOS P. JEFFERIS. 

Mr. KELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3735) for the relief 
of Enos P. Jefferis, late a member of Company E, Seventeenth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Cavalry; which was read a tirst and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

SAMUEL KAY. 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3736) granting a pension 
to Samuel Kay; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ANNA W. JENKINS. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3737) granting a pen- 
sion to Anna W. Jenkins; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HERMAN MILLER. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3738) to authorize the 
Commissioner of Patents to hear application of Herman Miller; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

BENEDICT DARLINGTON. 
Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3739) authorizing and 


Treasury to refund to Benedict Dar- 


directing the Secretary of the 
lington certain moneys illegally collected for customs duties; which 


was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 


SARAH K. TAGGART. 


Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3740) to change the 
name of the side- wheel steamboat K. Taggart to that of Brid 
ort ; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
ommittee on Commerce. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT GREENVILLE, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. EVINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3741) making appropriation 
for the erection of a building to be used as a e and United 
States court: room at Greenville, South Carolina; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

VINCENNES, INDIANA. 


Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3742) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to sell certain real estate belonging to the 
United States, and vesting the title to certain other lands in the cit 
of Vincennes, in the State of Indiana, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVY-YARD EMPLOYES. 


Mr. HENKLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3743) to provide for the 
relief of navy-yard employés who shall become disabled while em- 
ployed in the line of their duty; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN s. MAURY. 

Mr. HENKLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3744) to remove the 

litical disabilities of John S. Maury, late a lieutenant in the United 

tates Navy; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


MONUMENT TO BARON DE KALB. 


Mr. HENKLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3745) to provide for 
the erection of a monument to the memory of Major-General the 
Baron De Kalb; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 


THOMAS E. THUMBER. 


Mr. McLANE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3746) for the relief of 
Thomas E. Thumber, administrator of John Yewell, late of Baltimore 
City, deceased ; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


JACOB DUNDORE. 

Mr. CLYMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3747) for the relief of 
Jacob Dundore, for the loss of the barge T. C. Zulick, while in the 
service of the United States under charter-party ; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


ENSIGNS IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3748) for the relief of cer- 
tain officers who were promoa from midshipmen to ensigns in the 
United States Navy in the year 1869; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WALLACE W. SCREWS. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3749) for the relief of 
Wallace W. Screws, of Montgomery, Alabama; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

RELIEF FOR SUFFERING IRELAND. 

Mr. ELLIS introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 177) making an 
appropriation for the relief of the starving people of Ireland; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS IN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3750) granting to 
the State of Loaisiana certain swamp and overflowed lands; Which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF STATUTES. 

Mr. POEHLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3751) to amend chap- 
ter 198, volume 16, Statutes at Large; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMELIA A. HOYT. 

Mr. O’CONNOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3752) granting a pen- 
sion to Amelia A. Hoyt; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


MRS. C. CAMPSEN. 

Mr. O’CONNOR also introduced a bill a R. No. 3753) granting a 
pension to Mrs. C. Campsen, widow of John Campsen; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

BONDS MATURING IN 1880 AND 1881. 


Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3754) to provide for pay- 
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ing the bonds of the United States maturing in 1880 and 1881; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. . 


PRESIDENT JAMES MONROE. 


Mr. GOODE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3755) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of the late James Monroe, lieutenant-colonel 
Virginia State Line, war of the Revolution, and President of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


ANDERSON B. GOSE. 


Mr. THOMAS TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3756) for the 
relief of Anderson B. Gose, of Morgan County, Kentucky, late a pri- 
vate in Company B, Twenty-fourth Kentucky Regiment Infantry 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

BRANCH MINT, LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3757) to provide for the 
establishment of a branch mint of the United States at Louisville, 
Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be 
printed. . 

JOHN B. DAVIS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3758) for the relief 
of John B. Davis, late mail contractor on route No. 7506 in Arkansas; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


HEIRS OF LUCY A. BARKER. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3759) for the benefit 
of the heirs of Lucy A. Barker; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


JOHN C. COLLINS, 


Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3760) for the relief of John 
C. Collins; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


HENRY HERMAN, 


Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3761) for the relief of 
Henry Herman; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims, 5 


AMENDMENT OF THE REVISED STATUTES, 


Mr. ROSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3762) amending section 4237 
of the Revised Statutes ðf the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

B. RAFF. 

Mr. ERRETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3763) for the relief of B. 
Raff; which was read a first and second time; and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


CUSTOMS AND INTERNAL-REVENUE COLLECTIONS IN MATNE. 


Mr. ATHERTON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Depart- 
ment: 

Beit resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Secretary of the Treas 

be, and he is hereby, requested to communicate to this House the number and Tne. 
tion of the several custom-houses in the State of Maine, the number and pay of all 
officers, clerks, and special agents of the United States employed therein, and the 
total cost per year of collecting the custom duties in said State, and the amount of 
such duties collected during the last 5 therein; also the number of ofi- 
cers, clerks, and s; agents of the Uni í 
enue service in said State, their salaries, and the total cost of said service, and the 
total receipts of internal revenue collected therein for the last fiscal year. 


SUFFRAGE IN THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. MULDROW. The bill introdaced a while ago by the gentle- 
man from Michigan, [Mr. WILLITs,] to further regulate ate in the 
Territories of the United States, and to fix certain qualifications for 
office, and to provide for the registration of voters in the Territory of 
Utah, was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. It should 
have been referred to the Committee on the Territories. I move to 
change the reference so as to refer the bill to the latter committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the change of reference? 

Mr. WILLITS. I object. 

Mr. MULDROW. I ask that the rule applicable to this subject be 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


91. It shall be the duty of the Committee on the Territories to examine into the 
eee 
Haute and privileges of residents and non-residents. if 5 

Mr. MULDROW. I now raise the question of reference. The bill 
ought to go to the Committee on the Territories, not to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILLITS. I do not think the jurisdiction of the Committee 
on the Territories necessarily reaches the subject-matter of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is for the House to determine, not 
the Chair, although most bills of this character have gone to the 
Committee on the Territories. The question is on changing the refer- 


States employed in the internal-rev-., 


ence so as to send the bill to the Committee on the Territories instead 
of the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The question was decided in the negative; there being—ayes 41, 
noes 77. 
COMMITTEES ON MILITIA AND DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce that by an ar- 


rangement between the gentlemen concerned, Mr. JAMES, of New 
York, takes the place of his colleague, Mr. MILLER, upon the Com- 
mittee on the Militia, and Mr. MILLER takes the place of Mr. JAMES 
on the Committee for the District of Columbia. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 2790) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to appoint a deputy collector at Seaford, Sussex County, Delaware, 
and for other purposes. 

DORSEY AND SHEPARD. 


Mr. BUCKNER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope the gentleman will permit me, before he does 
that, to ask unanimous consent of the House to take up and refer a 
Senate bill to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. FORNEY. And I wish also to take from the Speaker’s table 
the Military Academy appropriation bill for reference to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I will yield for that purpose. 

On motion of Mr. PAGE, by unanimous consent, an act (S. No. 212) 
for the relief of John N. Dorsey and William F. Shepard, was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

GEORGE WILLIAMS. 


oe CONGER. Will the gentleman allow me to introduce a resolu- 
tion 

Mr. BUCKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent to submit the following 
resolution for action at this time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the 3 of War ro and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to furnish to this House certified copies of any and all correspondence and reports 
filed in his office since July 2, 1879, touching the payment of a claim under the pro- 

of an act approved January 13, 1879, for the relief of George Williams. 

Mr. WILSON. I will not object but will treat the gentleman with 
more courtesy than he treated me. 

Mr. CONGER. I expected nothing less from my friend. 

Mr. FRYE. I think the usual words should be added, “ not incon- 
sistent with the public service.” 

Mr. CONGER. A resolution has been adopted calling for informa- 
tion prior to that time, and the design of my resolution is that all 
should go in together. 

a COX. Why should we discuss it, then, when there is no objec- 
tion 

The resolution was adopted. 

MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


On motion of Mr. FORNEY, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 
No. 3015) making appropriations for the support of the Military Acad- 
emy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1831, and for other pu 
returned from the Senate with amendments, was taken up, re: 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and the bill and amendments 
ordered to be printed. 

BANK RESERVES. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Before the gentleman from New York [Mr. CHIT- 
TENDEN | begins his remarks I desire to say, Mr. S er, that after 
he and his colleague, Mr. LOUNSBERY, have finished what they have 
to say, I give notice that I shall demand the previous question on the 
passage of the pending bill in the morning hour. My object is to give 
that notice to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Without reference to hour? 

Mr. BUCKNER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will govern himself accordingly. 

The morning hour begins at twenty-one minutes past one o’clock 

„m.; and the House now resumes the consideration of the bill (H. 

. No. 2715) requiring the reserves of national banks to be kept in 
gold and silver coins of the United States, reported from the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency by the gentleman from Missouri, [ Mr. 
BucknER.] The gentleman from New York [Mr. CHITTENDEN] is- 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Mr. Speaker, I feel well assured of my right 
under the rules and practice of the House to speak on this occasion, 
as I poe to speak, of our currency system in general and in detail, 
truthfully and fearlessly, See T consciously stand on the very edge 
of the greenback lion’s den. L 2 7 I am at liberty, however, 
to iay afew words for the bill before the House. This bill, as I under- 
stand it, has nothing in it new to the statute-book save the require- 
ment that in future the bank reserve shall be one-half in coin. It is 
not necessarily to be in gold coin. Let me tell my friends of the silver- 
dollar persuasion that the short-weight silver dollar will answer the 
same purpose as gold in this case. e banks by the bill are simply 
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nired to keep one-half of their reserves in coin of the United States. 
It is asimple requirement—anybody can understand it, and it seems 
to me wholly unobjectionable to whomsoever wants any coin at all 
mixed up with our currency system. Moreover, the requirement is 
after the fact. The aggregate of specie noW held by the banks is well- 
nigh sufficient to cover their whole reserve if distributed among them 
a 


Mr. § er, I respectfully but earnestly ask the attention of the 
House for fifteen or twenty minutes, while I try to show that our 
legal-tender currency in times of peace is a popular snare, a political 
device, in a bad sense, of vast scope, tending to corrupt and destroy 
individual honesty and public integrity, which are the mainspring of 
good government, 

In pursuance of my aim I will first direct the attention of the 
House and the people, so far as my feeble voice may reach, to cer- 
tai S ora irrefutable facts, most commonly shunned and re- 
P The United States owe three hundred and forty-six millions of legal- 
tender war debt, payable on demand. We boast of paying it in good 
faith since January, 1879; but in truth we have not paid one dollar 
of it yet. We owe just as many dollars on that account to-day as we 
did May, 1878. Here is a shade to the glories of resumption, of which 
I will say more hereafter. Let us first seek to find the origin and 
intrinsic quality of legal-tender currency. 

The first act which authorized the issue of greenbacks was approved 
by President Lincoln on the 25th of February, 1862. The measure 
was tolerated at the time, in and out of Congress, simply because the 
Government had no money and no other resource for the support of 
itsarmies, Greenbacks were reluctantly accepted ag a war necessity. 
It was provided in the act of February that the legal-tender notes 
should at alltimes be convertible into bonds bearing interest payable in 
coin. This explicit right to fund was the ae made by Government 
for its forced loan, and the promise coupled with the original demand 
for it. Without this provision the bill had no friends; with it, there 
were no Senators or 8 in Congress, eighteen years ago, 
bold enough to pretend that the act was constitutional. It was uni- 
versally recognized in both Houses as a fiat, irrespective of the Con- 
stitution, to save the national life, and only on that ground justified. 
Such was the origin of legal-tender. The facts I have condensed are 
of record and incontrovertible. 

Now, then, let us inquire what our legal-tender money is made of ? 
Is there a fiber of honest money in this greenback I hold in my hand ? 
Does it represent, in any sense or d , labor or capital ? it not 
the representative of debt, and of repudiated debt? For explicit an- 
swers to these questions I refer to the latest report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, dated December 31, 1879. It reads as follows: “Debt 
bearing. no interest, old demand and legal-tender notes, 8346,72, 366.“ 
In what sense, I ask in the name of common honesty, is this debt 
money? May not the power to make it legal tender with equal facil- 
ity make every kernel of corn in the State of Illinois a legal-tender 
dollar? If debt be the coin of the Constitution; if legal-tender be 
the money of Jefferson, Hamilton, and er Sherman, why not give 
Mr. Weaver his five hundred million? It will, for the present, buy 
meat, meal, and fabrics. The world is full of hun and naked 
people. Inthe name of humanity, why not feed and clothe them all? 
But you cry, “ Let well enough alone!” You say we have enough 
legal-tender for the present, and insist that this debt, though repu- 
diated for seventeen years, is now good money because it is for the 
moment exchangeable for coin, 

Just here, in my judgment, is the crime against the Constitution 
and common sense. How much honest and useful coin have you? 
How long will it last in critical times, when two thousand banks 
‘become watchful of theirreserves? How did the Government get it ? 
It gets coin by taxes, by selling interest-bearing bonds “for resump- 
tion purposes,” all at the cost of the people. en legal-tender notes 
are presented and redeemed, what then? You say it is honest pay- 
ment of the war debt. Ideny it! Youdo not speak the truth! e 
boast of resumption for a fall P hang) but, as Isaid just now, we have not 
paid a dollar oF the legal-tender debt in all that time; not one! The 
moment my ancient ten-dollar note which I exhibited at the Speaker’s 
desk two or three years ago was redeemed, Secretary Sherman straight- 
way forced a new loan of like amount of some other person, and put 
the disgraced rag afloat again! Such is the law; the Secretary must 

obey it. It isnot modest for me to anticipate the justices and declare 
‘that this law plainly violates the Constitution; but I know a boy 
‘twelve years old who has some genuine ae of Roger Sherman’s 
Wlood in his veins who improvidently spent all his loose cash last sam- 
mer, and ran up a big foating debt for the recovery of a runaway 
dog! This boy now says triumphantly “If I could only turn my float- 
ing debt into legal-tender and keep it afloat all the time, as my 
cousin, the great Secretary, does, I know the girl Pd marry and have 
a good time with independent of all my relations for the remainder 
: my life.” 
onthe talk abont “resumption,” if by that word is meant the honest 
payment of the floating war debt, is a broad farce in the eyes of the 
commercial world. 1 mAh 

The individual, firm, bank, or railroad, paying its debts as the 
United States Government now pays its debt, would be without credit, 
exposed to derision. 

Ve cannot stay, Mr. Speaker, where we now stand. 


Again, it is when Spied aps as the redemptive agent of national- 
bank notes, which are amply secured by interest-bearing bonds, that 
our legal-tender notes cut the most ridiculous and provokin 

in our bastard financial system. The notes redeemed by this fiat 
stuff rest on a solid basis, and are in fact the safest and best paper 
money for a great and prosperous country like ours the world has ever 
known, while the redemptive agent rests on nothing, absolutely, but 
the whims of Sores: has never been payable anyhow but for one 
brief year of its long life, and only that favor of Divine Provi- 
dence in visiting Europe with a temporary famine in aid of our “ re- 
sumption purposes.“ 

Moreover, in 9775 of the issues of the war, but for the stupendous 
resources of the United States, North, South, East, and West, which 
everywhere exceed the most enlarged computation, our greenbacks 
would long ago have been discredited and disgraced by the dalliance 
and adverse legislation of beh “shea 

Do we now realize, Mr. S er, that the Forty-fourth and Forty- 
fifth Congresses had no faith in and no desire for resumption in 1879 ? 
Do we remember that they did all in their power and all they thought 
ences i to prevent it? And what does the Forty-sixth Con 
Atopowe “Let well enough alone!“ That is the loudest peal. hat 

oes it really mean? I do not deny that my friend from Tilinois (Mr. 
Fort] and my friend from Iowa [Mr. PRICE] are as true to their con- 
victions as I am to mine, but I implore them to consider. The ery, let 
well enough alone, is no better, in my judgment, than a bill requiring 
Government to suspend ie 1 n the first exigeney. It is 
no better than a resolution eulogizing greenbacks and promising a 
fresh issue of legal-tender at a time not remote. 

It is no better than a proposition to inflate and currupt the cur- 
rency to the prejudice of the sunk 4 e cattle-growers, and corn- 
producers of the South and West. The A paca of my friends at banks 
and bondholders do not touch me! neither own national-bank 
stock or Government bonds. I have no business now but farming. 
I speak as a producer of wheat and corn in Illinois and Iowa, and 
speak earnestly, because I know that unless the laws of gravitation . 
are to be abolished, that presently, or whenever the currents of foreign 
exchange are reversed, I in common with all farmers will have no 
coin but the short-weight silver dollars which have already become 
a great inconvenience to Congressmen. The gentleman from Illinois 
and the Wee from Iowa may, with the other gentleman from 
Iowa and his cohorts, compel me and all western farmers to receive 
the short-weight dollar for our products, but they eannot compel 
the New York merchants who buy and ship our produets to take 
their pay in anything but a full-weight gold dollar. I believe the 
farmer entitled to the same good money that the New York mer- 
chant gets. I tell farmers everywhere that the oy “let well enough 
alone ” means exactly the opposite. It means gold for New Yorkand 
silver or irredeemable paper for the South and West. The mistake 
made by the western gentlemen is this, they forget that Congress 
cannot control the standard of currency which governs onr magniti- 
cent foreign commerce. The shipper is forced to take his pay in the 
gold standard. All the goods we Gir 5 75 are paa for in gold. It is 
tolerably certain that producers will by and by open their eyes to 
this interesting fact. 29 

It has for more than two 3 been apparent to the intelligent 
merchants of New York that America will absolutely control the gold 
markets of the world whenever Congress permits. 3 of this 
belief I will read a short paragraph from the London Times of De- 
cember 25, 1879: 

THE AMERICAN DEMAND FOR GOLD. 

We see more cause than ever for pointing to the state of the American money 
market as a reason for ebony he pressure npon the stocks of gold in other 
gold-nsing countries, coupled with high rates in the discount market, during the 
next two or three years. America is a country which haa e demands for cur- 
rency, as past experience has shown, and the present demand is only unprece- 
dented because for nearly twenty years before the American currency has been 


inconvertible paper, and we have no practical illustration of what the 


demands of the country would be. The population all the while has been increas- 


ing with great rapidity in numbers and wealth. Now we learn suddenly what the 
consuming power of the United States really is, and we must attend to the lesson. 
Unless there is legislation to facilitate the of the bank-note issues, 
which we can hardly anticipate, these American demands for currency must con- 
tinae to have a great and predominant infinence on the London money market. 


Such, Mr. Speaker, is America’s opportunity as viewed from Lon- 
don. The question arises, and comes home to each member of this 
House, s we by paper and silver devices shut ont future supplies 
and drive away the gold we now haye? 

The unlooked-for influx of nearly eighty millions of gold in six 
months, added to the product of our own mines, has temporarily ex- 

17 87785 our splendid prosperity, and made men, and women too, 
wild with hopes of fortunes to be made in aday. The Treasury, with 
its vicious barricade of clipped silver dollars, looks defiant to those 
only who are near-sighted or refuse to see the trath. It is, in fact, 
on principle, as weak as Governor Garcelon of Maine was on New 
Year’s i Es I wish, Mr. 3 it were as easy for Congress and 
courts to as prompt and fearless when speaking for honest money 
as we can all be in defending the ballot-box. 

Let me say once more, because it is impossible to remind the debt- 
paying pepe ‘of our country of the ominous fact too often, the 

re of the Treasury has not really paid one dollar of the float- 
ing war debt since May, 1878. Nor has anything yet taken place (but 
famine) to make our boasted resumption stable and secure. 
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May I say it, Mr. Speaker, without offense? I fear the majority of 
this Con are not concerned to make che net Kon secure. 

I also fear that the poison of legal-tender so eaten into the 
vitals of the country that Congress will never blot the curse from the 
statute-book! Unless there be a power whose decrees are binding on 
Con to adjudicate this question, in the presence of the Consti- 
tution, as understood for eighty years, we are at least in great danger 
of being plunged again into a frightful vortex of inflation and repu- 
diation. 

No one can patiently study the history and trace the subtle influence 
of the greenback currency in and out of Con without being con- 
vinced that Government has blundered in dealing with it and blun- 
dered at immense cost to the people. Thelegal-tender feature was the 
primary and colossal mistake. It would be easy to show the monstrous 
evils it has wrought in the pest but we are only concerned now to 
show how naturally and boldly it threatens to subdue and dominate 
the Government. Beholditsaudacity! Our backs have already 
won three great battles to the injury and discredit of the people 
namely, the repeal of the original Tunang. bbe the re 0 
the act of 1866 requiring the Secretary of the Treasury to pay them 
off at the rate of four millions per month, and the suppression of 
cancellation under the resumption act of 1875. And now they con- 
front us more daring than ever before, The President and chief offi- 
cers of the Treasury have made it clear that by a special providence 
the time has come when active steps for the honest payment of this 
long-repudiated portion of the war debt may be taken without a 
ripple of harm to any one. The loudest response is a selfish and cow- 
any ery, wait! The President is right, say some, but our people are 
not ready. Of such I ingne, shall one who has been traveling the 
broad road to ruin for eighteen years refuse to turn when he reaches 
the open, narrow gate? 

Is it truly well with us, my countrymen? Are we right? Is debt 
money? Is a false dollar to be the redemptive agent of a real dollar 
forever? Or are we traveling, foolhardy, upon the rim and treacher- 
ous crust of a legal-tender volcano, whose remorseless flames may at 
any moment burst their bounds, turn our p rity to ashes, and set 
back our grand destiny for a generation hat of the demand of 
the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. WEAVER] and his confident supporters? 
They ask for five hundred millions of legal-tender in one solid chunk, 
and their demand is strictly characteristic of fiat money and its ad- 
vocates in all history. Where are the Jeffersons and Hamiltons, the 
Calhouns and Websters, of other days to sound the alarm? Why do 

mblic men so hesitate to exhibit the courage of their convictions? 
at means the sharp contrast between the sentiments of Con 
in respect to the money of the Constitution in 1862and 1880? Go find 
the living men who as members of this House in 1862 stood here to 
hurl thunderbolts against irredeemable paper money, and compel those 
very men to answer these questions if you can! 

But I am reminded that one performs only half his duty in denounc- 
ing a great evil. Our legal-tender maiady has run eighteen years, 
invading every house. me people seem to enjoy it; nevertheless, 
a cure is as desirable for them as for those who understand its true 
nature and dislike it accordingly. Let me get hold of my hearers, if 
I can, by reminding us all how safe it is to do right. 

“Tell me what is right,“ said a distinguished New York judge, 
lately deceased, “and I will find a law for it.” Try our case by this 
rule, Debt, whether of individuals or States, must be paid where 
the means of paying exists. Debt past due cannot be paid too 
quickly for the honor and highest interests of the debtor. 

I hold these two propositions as fandamental in all right thinking 
and all i action on the question of our legal-tender debt; nor 
can I see how just men can rise here or elsewhere to dispnte their 
truth and force. 

What, then, remains for us to do for our honor and prosperity but 
to provide for the prompt payment of our floating war debt? How? 

en? If Congress only courage to deal wisely with the cur- 
rency now, without reference to the next Con or the next Presi- 
dent, the world would, in my judgment, soon be amazed by our swift 
deliverence from the legal-tender portion of our national debt and 
the substitution of gold for every dollar of it. I believe it can be 
paid dollar for dollar out of our mines and lus revenue in less 
than five years, not only without a sensation of , but with the 
most encouraging inspiration and support to every honest man and 
industry in the land. d 

I would not, however, advise a policy which for success requires 
the entire liquidation of the greenback debt in five years. We have 
no need of haste, save to enter the right way when the gate is wide 
open. When we limit our inquiries to our own country a material 
millennium, so to speak, seems fairly within ourreach. When we look 
beyond, we find the Old World loaded down with war debts and want 
and it becomes us, even in our conscious strength, to do nothing rash. 
But no consideration whatever is due to the selfish and greedy cor- 
morants who now in Wall street and now in Chicago manipulate 
railroad stocks and the produce of the country on a pence scale for 
their own exclusive ends, to the great injury of all industrial interests. 

What is it but an excess of currency under their control which has 
enabled Sint syndicates to blockade the internal commerce of the 
West and Northwest at the present moment? How is it that those 
who cry “Let well enough alone” fail to see that money is less free 
to farmers of the West in such sums as they need for honest purposes 


. 1 would deprive 


than it would be if our currency were placed on a solid basis beyond 
the control of giant speculators ? 

Now, then, Mr. Speaker, if I the power, though it were 
coupled with the severest penalty for its misuse or hurtful exercise, 
backs of their legal-tender quality to take effect 
prior to next July. I would also stop minting silver dollars to-day, 
and as soon as practicable convert all the silver bullion now on hand, 
owned by the Government, with twenty-five million of the useless sil- 
ver dollars, into gold, and with the gold thus acquired I would, in 

course of business, pay and extinguish an equal amount of 
greenbacks. I would further pay off greenbacks with surplus rev- 
enue instead of buying bonds not yet due, cautiously but steadily, 
and perhaps as rapidly as the national-bank currency expands under 
the operation of natural and safe laws. 

We are mining at least six millions, gold value, of gold and silver 
per month, and if we utilize it, as we may, we can easily control all 
the gold we want for currency purposes, and force the other great 
nations interested to join us in the establishment of a bimetallic 
standard whenever it appear for our interest to do it. Is it not 
high time, Mr, Speaker, for the United States of America to cease dal- 
lyin; with tty but extremely vicious legal-tender floating debt? 

[Mr. LOUNSBERY addressed the House, but the morning hour 
having expired before concluding his remarks, he resumed and con- 
cluded his speech on the following day. See page 446.) 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
further considering the report of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HUNTON. ill the gentleman give way for me to make a 
motion that all eral debate on the report of the Committee on 
Rules shall terminate with to-morrow’s session of the House ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will yield for that motion. 


MAIL SERVICE—STAR ROUTES. 


Mr. MONEY. There is a special order for to-day, being a bill re- 
pona from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads (H. R. 

o. 3013) to provide for regulating the manner of increasing service 
and expediting schedules on mail-routes. That bill was made the 
special order in the House as in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union for Tuesday, January 20, 1880, after the morning hour. 
I ask that it be made a continuing order from day to day, so that it 
may not lose its pine in consequence of the pending business in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


The question recurred upon the motion of Mr. BLACKBURN, that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the further con- 
sideration of the report of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HUNTON. Imove that all general debate on that report shall 
terminate with to-morrow’s session of the House. 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. I desire to make a remark to the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. HUNTON, j and also to the gentleman havi 
charge of the report of the Committee on Rules, . BLACKBURN. 
That report contains no provision defining the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on the Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River. 
That committee claims the right to have one hour to assert its juris- 
diction and to have the House pass upon that question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Oscar 
TURNER] is mistaken in one respect. The Committee on Mississippi 
Levees have communicated with the Committee on Rules and indi- 
cated a desire for two hours instead of one. Further than that, the 
gentleman from Kentucky is not altogether accurate. The Commit- 
tee on Rules have not left open odes | concerning that or any other 
committee, except as it stands open ay in the rules of the House. 
The report of the Committee on Rules leaves the Committee on the 
Mississippi Levees precisely where the present existing rules leave 
that committee, without any definition of their duties at all. It is 
altogether Pope that that committee should be heard. 

Mr. OSC URNER. I understand that the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. HunTon,] if adopted, will cut off the 
Committee on the Mississippi Levees after to-morrow. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. If the motion of the gentleman from Virginia 
shall prevail, will our Committee on Mississippi Levees be cut off 
from Traa this question ? 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. I will say that I do not desire to discuss the 
question at all. I was speaking merely in behalf of the gentleman 
from Missisippi, General CHALMERS, who has been selected by the 
Committee on Mississippi Levees to present their views to the House 
in regard to what ought to be the jurisdiction of that committee. 
He is absent from the Hall at this time, having no idea that any 
proposition would be made to cut off the general debate. 

. BLACKBURN. In answer to the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. ROBERTSON] I will reply that I cannot say whether the adop- 
tion of the motion of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. HUNTON, ] to 
close all general debate on the report of the Committee on Rules 
after to-morrow’s session, would or would not afford an opportuni 
for the Committee on Mississippi Levees to be heard at such vie § 
as it has indicated a desire to be heard. The House will remember 


that the Committee on Rules have not been heard in all the days of 
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general debate that has taken place. I take it that it will be the 
pleasure of the House to hear that committee on the subject of their 
own work. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I believe that when the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] presented to the House the report of the 
Committee on Rules, he stated that it was not the desire of that com- 
mittee to curtail the debate upon their report, or upon any question 
that might arise in connection with it; that he wanted the freest 
and fullest expression of opinion from all the members of this House 
and that every member who desired to speak on the question should 
have an 5 to do so. 

Mr. B KBURN. Every word of which I reiterate now. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I would state that the committee over which 
I have the honor to preside, the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River, have instructed a member of that 
committee, the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. CHALMERS, ] to re- 
port for consideration two very important amendments of the system 
of rules which has been presented to this House in the report of the 
Committee on Rules. One of those amendments includes an exten- 
sion of the jurisdiction of the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ments of the Mississippi River, so as to enable that committee to take 
into consideration not only questions in regard to the improvement 
of the navigation of the Mississippi River, but also the improvement 
of the tributaries of that river. That amendment is now in charge 
of the gentleman from Mississippi, and we have informed the chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole that we shall desire two hours 
for the discussion of the question. 

The Committee on Commerce, I believe, has been fully heard upon 
the question of the conflict of jurisdiction between that committee 
and the Committee on Appropriations. The Committee on Railroads 
and Canals have been heard. The Committee on A proprinsians will 
doubtless be heard. The Committee on Levees and Improvement of 
the Mississippi River desires to be heard on the question of Se Jase: 
diction of that committee. We desire to present to this House, 
through the gentleman from Mississippi, and others who may wish 
to speak, the reasons why we ask the extension of the jurisdiction of 
that committee. 

As the question now stands, as truly stated by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr.Oscar TURNER, | the duties of that committee have not 
been defined at all. The gentleman from Kentucky in charge of the 
report [Mr. BLACKBURN] states as a reason that no rule of the House 
now exists defining the jurisdiction of that committee. That is the 
situation of four other committees of this House. Under the pres- 
ent rule there are five committees whose duties are not defined. The 
Committee on Rules undertake to define the duties of four of those 
committees, the duties of which had not before been defined by any 
rule of the House. But in the case of the Committee on Mississippi 
Levees, the Committee on Rules have left the matter just as it now 
stands. 

The Committee on Rules have gone further. By a resolution 
unanimously adopted by this House, the number of the members of 
the Committee on Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River 
was increased to thirteen. The Committee on Rules in their report 
pro to reduce the number of the members of that committee from 
thirteen to eleven. We desire, therefore, to be heard fully on this 
question, particularly upon the extent of the jurisdiction of our com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Cox.) The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Virginia, that all general debate upon 
the report of the Committee on Rules be closed after to-morrow’s 


session, 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I hope that motion will not prevail. I think 
it nothing but right that our committee should be heard, particularly 
as it seems there has been an invidious distinction made against the 
committee. The Committee on Rules has defined the powers and 
duties of four other committees whose duties have not been hereto- 
fore defined, while they have failed to detine the duties of this com- 
mittee. We desire, therefore, to be heard on the question; and if 
this debate be closed to-morrow we shall have no opportunity what- 
ever to be heard. 

Mr. BAYNE. The Committee on the Mississippi Levees and the 
improvement of that river has not, I believe, advocated or opposed 
the adoption of these rules in any respect as yet; that committee has 
not been heard from at all. Time has been given to various members 
of the House to express their individual views re ing the new 
rules; and this committee simply claims the privilege of putting for- 
ward one of its members as its representative to express its views re- 
specting these new rules. The importance of the functions of this 
committee cannot well be overrated. Large amounts'of money are 
expended upon its reports; it suggests various measures affecting the 
commerce of the whole country. Its importance in the administra- 
tion of the affairs of this House, in the management of the commer- 
cial and navigable rivers of the country, can be questioned by no 
one. Hence when it asks the simple privilege that one of its mem- 
bers shall speak for it on this floor, it seems to me but fair and right 
that a committee of such importance should be granted a hearing. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is agreed to. 

Mr. BAYNE. But assurance is not given, if I understand the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, that the hour proposed to be assigned to this 
committee will be certain. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir; I guarantee that the committee shall 


have the hour, and have it to-day. 

Mr. KING. But we are not prepared to-day. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CHALMERS] 
who was to represent the committee is not present to-day. He has 
prepared himself for the purpose of advocating the views of our com- 
mittee ; and no other member, so far as I know, has made such prep- 
aration. 

Mr. HUNTON. I move the previous question on my motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon the motion that after the ses- 
sion of to-morrow all general debate on the report of the Committee 
on ee be closed the gentleman from Virginia calls the previous 
question. 

Mr. BAYNE. H hope the motion of the gentleman from Virginia 
will be voted down, if assurance cannot be given that our commit- 
tee will be heard. 

Mr. CONGER. In order to test this question by a direct vote, I 
move to lay the motion on the table. 4 
; 1 HUNTON. Isubmit that the motion to lay on the table is not 
in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Michigan 
move to lay on the table the motion to close debate ? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER . tempore. That is in order. 

Mr. HUNTON. I demanded the previous question on my motion 
when there was no one on the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is always in order to make a motion 
to lay on the table. 

Mr. HUNTON. The motion to lay on the table was not made until 
after my demand for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read Rule 42. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

When a question is under debate, no motion shall be received but to adjourn, to 
lie on the table, for the previous question, to postpone to a day certain, to commit 
or amend, to 8 indefinitely; which several motions have precedence in 
the order in which they are arranged. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia must 
see from the reading of this rule that the motion to lay on the table 
takes precedence of the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. HUNTON. The gentleman from Virginia does not see it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Nevertheless it is the fact. 

Mr. HUNTON. I submit, of course, to the ruling of the Chair. 

The question being taken on the motion to lay on the table, it was 

to, there being—ayes 83, noes 42. 

The question then mone ngan the motion of Mr. BLACKBURN, that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union to resume the consideration of the report of the Commit- 
tee on Rules, it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. CARLISLE in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
report of the Committee on Rules. 

r. ACKLEN. Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand the report of the 
Committee on Rules. It gives unmistakable evidence of great care 
and attention. The gentlemen who compose that committee stand 
high in the esteem and confidence of this House, and if they have 
made some errors, committed some mistakes, as I think their report 
will disclose and this House will conclude, yet.such conclusion will 
cast no unfavorable reflection on the result of their labors. They 
are human, like the rest of and we are all liable to err. 

When I reflect on the individual ability and intellect of the gen- 
tlemen composing that committee, and their long terms of service in 
this House, it is with extreme diffidence that I venture to criticise 
the result of their labors. If this House shall conclude to adopt the 
report of the committee as a whole, I shall humbly and cheerfully 
bow to such a decision. However much I might regret, as a member 
of the Committee on Commerce, to submit my work to the revision 
of another committee of this House, yet I shall cheerfully agree to 
whatever decision the majority of this House may arrive at. For 
that the majority shall rule is the great underlying principle of the 
republican institutions of our country, and I shall not at this late 
date attempt to gainsay its correctness. 4 

Before calling the attention of the House to that part of Rule XI 
which N the Committee on Commerce to report the river and 
harbor bill to the Committee on Appropriations, I desire first to call 
the attention of the members of this House, even at the risk of being 
tedious, to some of the other rules which have been re In my 
humble judgment Rule I should have been placed in the order of 
Rule II; in other words, it should have followed, and not preceded 
that rule. It appears to me that the election of officers is a matter 
which more appropriately precedes the definition of their duties; but 
it is not to that mere matter of form I desire to call the attention of 
members. They will observe that clause 6 of Rule I, referring to the 
duties of the Speaker, reads as follows: 

6. He shall not be required to vote in o) legislative proceedings, except in 
case of a tie, or where vote, if given with the minority, would make a tie, or 
will make or prevent a two-thirds vote where such vote is required, or where the 
Boum tea} m eat in voting by ballot; and in all cases of a tie vote the question 
8 

Now, particularly I desire to call the attention of members to these 
words; He shall not be required to vote in ordinary legislative pro- 


ceedings.” Why “ordinary?” Are there any extraordinary proceed- 
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ings in this House which would render it unnecessary for the Speaker 
to comply with the following two provisions of the rule, namely: to 
vote in case of a tie, or in case of vote by ballot, or where his vote 
given to the minority would make a tie? Then clearly such word is 
unnecessary and would simply tend to confusion in the construction 
of the rule. 

And why legislative proceedings? If there are no proceedings in 
this Honse which are not legislative proceedings, then clearly the 
word is superfluous, but if there are, then there is double reason for 
striking it out. : 

But in order that no misconstruction can be possibly placed on this 
sixth clause of the first rule as reported by the committee, I have 
drafted a substitute which, I think, will not be open to the rather 
forced construction which some members might in the fature be in- 
clined to put on it; and I ask that the Clerk will read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Substitute for clause 6 of Rule I: 


“The Speaker has the right but shall not be required to vote in proceedings be- 
fore the House except in the case of a tie or where the House is engaged in voting 


by ballot. 
Should the Speaker vote with the minority and thereby make a tie, the ques- 
o or to prevent a two- 


tion shall be deemed lost. Should the Speaker vote to ma 
thirds vote, where such vote is required, the question shall be deemed carried or 
lost, as the case may be.” 

Mr. ACKLEN. Now, Mr. Chairman, it will be observed that the 
substitute which I have drafted and offered does not change the true 
intent of the rule, and, in my judgment, prevents any forced con- 
struction unfavorable to its true intention. 


Rute IV. . 
In Rule IV, clause 3, which reads as follows: 


3. He shall give bond to the Tah igor mg sureties to be approved by the 
Speaker, in the sum of $50,000, for the fait disbursement of all moneys in- 
trusted to him by virtue of his office and the proper discharge of the duties thereof, 
and no member of Congress shall be approved as such surety— 


I would su t, in the last line, “and no Senator or member of the 
House shall be approved as surety.” 
This refers to the bond to be given by the Sergeant-at-Arms; and 


I think it better that we should have none of our officers under any 
obligation to gentlemen at the other end of the Capitol. 

I will pass over that portion of Rule XI referring to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and requiring them to report the river and harbor 
bill ie the Committee on Appropriations, until the close of my re- 
marks. 

Rute XV. 

I now come to Rule XV of the House and I propose in this connec- 
tion the addition of a third clause, which I will send to the Clerk’s 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That when members who are present fail or refuse to vote on any proposition 
before the House, when their names are called, thereby breaking a quorum, it 
shall be the duty of the Clerk to count those present not voting as having voted 
in the yore and to declare the result to the House; and the proposition shall 
be deemed carried or lost, as the case may be. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I shall offer that in no partisan spirit whatever; 
but, after our experience in the extra session of this present Congress, 
I think it will strike any fair-minded, candid man in this House that 
we should adopt some rule that will prevent, when a measure is 
violently advocated and strongly opposed, a minority of the House 
through parliamentary legerdemain in obstructing necessary legisla- 
tion. It is im ible if we carry out, or if any body of men attempt 
to carry out, the practices which were adop in the first session of 
this present Con, for the country not to suffer. Needed legisla- 
tion is certain to be obstructed by such tactics. I think it will be far 
better when a minority of this House shall have decided to their own 
satisfaction that the measure supported and advocated by a majority 
-of the House is wrong and unconstitutional to place their opposition 
on record, and not impede and obstruct legislation, but remit the 
whole question to the people, who in the present day of a free press 
have a most favorable opportunity to judge of the propriety of meas- 
ures pending before Congress. 

Rue XVI. 

In Rule XVI, clause 4, we find provided a number of motions which 
are defined “shall have precedence in the foregoing order.” Clause 4 
reads aş follows: £ 


4. Whea a question is under debate, no motion shall be received but to fix the 
8 ch the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, to take a recess, to lie on the 
table, for the previous question, (which motions shall be decided without sounen 
to postpone to a day to refer or amend, or to postpone indefinitely, whi 
several motions shall have precedence in the ing order; and no motion to 
oe to a day certain, to refer, or to postpone indefinitely, being decided, shall 

again allowed on the same day at the same stage of the question. 

Mr. ROBESON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion upon the subject-matter he has just read ? 

Mr. ACKLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBESON. I find in the fifth section of the Constitution of 
the United States this provision : 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns and qualifications of its 
-own members, and a majority of each shall constitute a quorum to do business, 

Now, do I understand the gentleman to say that there can be un- 
der the Constitution of the United States a quorum unless there is a 
Majority present doing business ? 
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Mr. ACKLEN. I certainly did not make that statement—— 
Mr. ROBESON. If the gentleman will permit me, my proposition 
is that it is necessary under the Constitution that a majority shall be 
present doing business before there is a quorum of any kind, and no 
rule can make it otherwise. 

Mr. ACKLEN. In reply to the gentleman from New Jersey I do 
say, Mr. Chairman, that it is undoubtedly correct as the gentleman 
has read it, the Constitution provides that each House shall be the 
judge of the elections, qualifications, and returns of its own members; 
and just here I would remark that I am very sorry the constitutional 
proge and right which is therein provided was not exercised a few 

ys ago in the State of Maine. [Laughter on the republican side.] 
But it rests with each House before the p of such rules as it 
may choose to adopt to govern the presence and the action of its mem- 
bers, and it is clearly within the constitutional power of this House 
to adopt a rule requiring not ny that members may be brought here 
and under what conditions and restrictions they shall be brought 
here, but that if they refuse to vote when they are present and in their 
seats merely for the purpose of obstructing the legislation of the coun- 
try it isright, proper, and constitutional that the House should direct 
the Clerk by such rule as they may choose to adopt to take notice of 
their presence and report them mein |g 

Mr. ROBESON. If the gentleman wil penni me, I think it may 
be within the province of this House to take such order as they ma 
deem wise an proper to compel her members to do business, but 
deny that any clerk orany speakerof any house can make a quorum, 
unless by some means or other they have a majority present doing 
business. 

Mr. ACKLEN. But the rule looks to that very fact. When a quo- 
rum is present it should provide that a minority, under these circum- 
stances, cannot willfully obstruct and tapene the legislation of the 
country by refusing to do what the law of justice an ngas requires 
them to do—cast their votes when their names are called. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him ifit has ever 
struck him that a child may lead a horse to water, but a regiment of 
men cannot make him drink? 

Mr. ACKLEN. Yes; but I would say, Mr. Chairman, that old saw 
and maxim has been familiar to my ears for a long time, but it would 
take a very strong child to carry any horse to water if he determined 
not to go in the first instance. [Laughter.] 

I will now proceed, Mr, Chairman, to call the attention of the mem- 
bers of the committee to clause 4 of Rule XVI. We find in that clause 
that one of the motions provided for is to “postpone indefinitely.” Now, 
to what purpose was this motion adopted by the Committee on Rules? 
It is entirely obsolete, we rarely ever hear of it, and I doubt whether 
within the experience of any member of this present body the motion 
has ever been put upon this floor to postpone indefinitely. 

If you wish to take a case as an illustration, I would ask the atten- 
tion of the House to the case of Charles Clinton, which was discussed 
in the Committee of the Whole, and I cite this as an illustration of 
the unmeaning action of the committee in continuing this rule in its 
present form. The Committee of the Whole can do bnt two things 
in the consideration of a question: report favorably or report un- 
favorably to the House; and a motion that the committee rise takes 
| Sica ig of any other motion in the Committee of the Whole. 

erefore the motion to postpone indefinitely can have no effect in 
the Committee of the Whole. Then why should we retain it in the 
House? When the bill comes back to the House for consideration the 
friends of the bill, if it has been reported adversely from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, would generally desire to take a vote by yeas 
and nays, or to doas they did the other day, move that the House ad- 
journ. If the bill has been reported adversely, a motion to postpone 
is not the motion that takes precedence, but a motion to lay on the 
table. That has the effect of killing the bill. And, therefore, to 
retain in the fourth section of the sixteenth rule the motion to post- 
pone indefinitely is simply to retain a clause in the rule which is 
obsolete in practice. 

Rute XXI. 

Now, in Rule XXI, we have: 

1. Bills and joint resolutions introduced for reference and those reported by com- 
mittees without such introduction, shall be read a first time by their titles and 
printed, the second time in full. 

I think it quite unnecessary to consume the valuable time of this 
House in the needless reading of bills in full. The old rule provides 
that bills shall be read twice 4 8 titles unless a reading in full is 
demanded by any member. This guarantees to the House an oppor- 
tunity to thoroughly familiarize itself with every provision in the 
bill; and to require that the bill shall be read a second time in full 
before it is printed is simply an unnecessary consumption of valuable 
time. I shail, therefore, move to amend clause 1 of Rule XXI by strik- 
ing out that provision. 

Fena also ask what is the reason that the Committee on Rules 
have required that no private bills shall be printed until they are re- 
ported, provided they have been printed previously. If we are to 
print any private bills, let us print all private bills. So far as my 
own opinion is concerned, I am clearly of the belief that no private 
bills hoala be printed until they are reported to the House for con- 
sideration. 

I now pass, Mr. Chairman, to one of the most important rules which 
we have under consideration, that is, clause 3 of Rule XXI. I should 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 20, 


not have thought it necessary to occupy the time of the committee 
to any extent in reference to this rule had it not been for the very 
violent attack made upon it by the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
DUNNELL] who unfortunately is not in his seat at the present time. 
But entertaining as I do a high respect for that gentleman’s abili 
and intellect and knowing the weight that his utterances carry wi 


this House I desire to show into what a slo 
man fell. I will therefore ask that the Cler! 
that clause of Rule XXI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


h of error the gentle- 
read his remarks on 


of the com- 
es to the minority of the House, it denies to the majority of the House 


A law Says that an examining surgeon shall have one dollar and a 
inga pensioner. The Committee on Appropriations comes in with a pers 
Iya majority of that committee, and says that that surgeon shall receive one dol- 


this as an illustration, because in th 


receive $50,000 annually as his salary. It is in the majority of the 
88 Appropriations to say he shall be pata $25,000 ; ptr pr be im- 
possible for ons ss y in the House to change the result which the Committee on 
Appropriations has arrived at, unless it be to make it still less. 

e are here at the mercy of a single committee, putting its strong hand 
and closing our mouths. No man, either on the right or on the left of the 85 
can make a motion to increase the amount the committee, not simply to 
what it ought to be in fact, but up to the point at which the law fixes it. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Now, is that true as a matter of fact? Iam sur- 
prised that the gentleman from Minnesota, who has now come into 
the Hall and resumed his accustomed seat, could have fallen into such 
an error in the consideration of clause 3, Rule XXI, as to have made in 
this House a statement such as the Clerk has just read. The rule pro 
vides: 

No ropriation shall be reported in au 
8 — amendment — fox any 

W. 

But taking the case of the salary of the President of the United 
States as an example which the 8 cited, why, if the Appro- 
priations Committee shall cut that salary down to $35,000, it is the 
right and within the power of any member of the Committee of the 

ole to move an amendment that it be restored to what the law 
authorizes. The bill reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
does not itself change the law until it shall have passed. And tostate 
to the House that it is within the power of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, irrespective of the rights of the members of this House, to 
cut down the salary of the President from $50,000 to $25,000, was to 
fall into an error which I am surprised a gentleman occupying so high 
a position in this House as the gentleman from Minnesota could have 
made. 

Now, I would like to call the attention of members to the history 
of this rule, which is one, perhaps, of the most important of all the 
rules reported by the committee for the revision of the rules. In 
the Forty-fourth Congress the honorable gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] reported an amendment to the rules, as follows: 

That Rule 120 be so amended that after the word “progress” all be stricken out, 


and there shall be added the following: 
Nor shall any provision in any such or amendment thereto ee — 
law be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of the 

shall retrench e itures. . 

The original rule to which this was an amendment, reported from 
the Committee on Rules, read as follows: 

No ropriation shall be in such general appropriation bills, or be in 
— — —— Mae hoes any expenditure not previously authorized by 
law unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and objects as 
are already in and for the contingencies for carrying on the several De- 
partments of the ent. 

That rule is just the reverse of the rule which we have under con- 
sideration at this time. Its construction has been given in the Man- 
ual, or rather in the Digest, and is as follows: 

It has been decided that under this rule it is not in order to propose an amend- 
ment to a general appropriation bill which changes an existing law. But it was 
also decided that the latter branch of the rule not only itted amendments 
increasing salaries, but was framed for that very purpose. 

That was the old rule to which from the remarks of the gentleman 
I imagine he wishes to return. I will now call attention to what was 
said on that sabject by the honorable Speaker of this House, who 
was then a member of the House. Task the Clerk to read what I have 
marked in the RECORD. i 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] presents the difficulty 
that this amendment gives too much power to the Committee on 33 
I submit that it only relates to 8 that entirely pertain to the duties 
of that committee. Iwould syi dition that this proposition in no manner cuts 
off amendment or debate as allowed in Committee of the Whole; so that the ob- 
3 presented by the gentleman from Iowa cannot exist. Any amendment that 

ropes in Committee of the Whole must have full and deliberate consideration 
n. 


eneral a; riation bill, or be in 
ture not srevioasly authorized by 


* * * — 


* * 
VTV)... or RALAT, ane ners Rangers Am oe that 


npon it of a majority of the House. Gree yin bed the House are alone 


for the expenditures of money; but if we of the m . 
a reduction, it uires a vote of more than two- the House, and unless 
the other side authorize it it is never in our power to retrench. 


Mr. ACKLEN. If there now remains any doubt whatever as to 
the erroneous ition assumed by the tleman from Minnesota 
(Mr. DUNNELL] iu reference to t rule, I will ask the Clerk to 
read from the RD a 9 on that point made by Mr. 
Potter, of New York, who at time, in the Forty-fourth Co: y 
occupied the position of chairman of the Committee of the Whole, 
while it was engaged in considering the Indian appropriation bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Tes Repent OF dhe er Tess tortie ot Fort er: ka Teen 8 
For su) of the wa al 'exas, 52.000. 
Mr. THROCKMORTON. I offer as a substitute for the paragraph just read the 
amendment which I send to the desk. * 
The Clerk read as follows: 
That the sum of $2,500 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for the benefit 
of the Tonkawa Indians, now at the mili at Fort G: that th: 


; e 
money herein 8 shall be expen for the benefit of such Indians b. 
the commanding officer at Fort Griffin, under such directions as may be 8 
by the er of Indian Affairs: . iho part of sach fund shall 
be applied to the removal of said Indians from the vicinity of such military 


to any Indian reservation: And provided further, That such appropriation shall be 
applied rata to such Li Indians as may have heretofore been incorporated 
into the Tonkawa tribe, and which still reside with such tribe.” 


Mr. Sparks, I make the point of order on that amendment. 

The x. What is the gentleman's point of order? 

Mr. SPARKS. — 7 pene order is that there is an increase of $500 for which 
there is no law, and it is not in the interest of economy. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Before the gentleman makes the point of order, I ask that 
he will at least hear me while I state the reasons why I offer the am ent. 

Mr. Sparks. Iam to hear the tleman, of course. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Ch: fie point of order. The bill makes a dis- 
tinct . apt absence for oo {uy wl Uae apt ‘This Mp ogra 3 
Riis order: Tor the committee to now — it. * ay 

Mr. ACKLEN. I should not have felt it necessary to have occupied 
to so an extent the time of this committee had it not been for 
the statements which the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] 
saw fit to make in re; to this portion of Rule XXI. The ruling 
which the Clerk has just read settles the question beyond all dispute. 

I wish now to say, since I have been forced to disagree with the 
gentleman, that on two other points in connection with the consid- 
eration of private bills in this House I most heartily concur with 
him. I think that a rule which permits a majority of this House to 
do away with the consideration of private business on a day which 
should be consecrated, I might almost say, to private business—that 
is, Friday—is entirely wrong. I think the rule should be so framed 
as to require a vote of two-thirds of this House to proceed to the 
consideration of public business on a day which should be devoted 
solely to the consideration of private business. If we are not to es- 
tablish a court for the consideration of the claims of the citizens of 
the United States, then in the name of justice let us at least give 
them a fair hearing in this House. 


Rote XXII. 

‘Clause 2 of this rule, which reads as follows: 

2. Any petition or memorial excluded under this rule shall be returned to the 
ETETA way, We direction ot EDADES EIES BATIA DONEC oF tho claws: EE REO. 
erly ref in dhe manner originally 8 * 
I think is wrong. It provides that a petition which has been misdi- 
rected by a member of this House shall be permitted to go to some 
other committee solely by the direction of the committee that chances 
to have possession of it. Iam of the opinion that the petition should 
be returned to the House, and that it should be for the House alone 
to decide to what committee that petition should be referred. 


Rute XXIII. 


In regard to clause 3 of Rule XXIII, I desire to call the attention of 
members for a few moments to an amendment proposed by the hon- 
orable gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Oscar TURNER.] I ask the 
Clerk to read the proposed amendment, with the remarks of Mr. 
TURNER upon it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 8 

Mr. Chairman, there is one other amendment which I desire to offer about which 
there may be some 3 of opinion. In regard to the other I think there 
be Pail — pice invol tax or charge th le; all 

Ke ™ or ions involving a orc u e e; TO- 
ceedings „6 or bills making eee of 
money or property, or requiring such 5 to be e, or authorizing 
pormat out of approp: ms already le, or ere | any liability to the 

nited States for money or property, shall be first considered in a Committee of the 
Whole, and a paint of order under this rule shall be good at any time befére the 
consideration of a bill has commenced.” tre 
3101 ; — capes cee Rec alf'such 

motions, or e yeas and nays shall en 6 House upon 
final 9 Ye voted 2 a majority of all the 8 
elected, and the vote entered on the Journal.” 

Mr. ACKLEN. I hardly think the gentleman from Kentucky, at 
the time he made that n to this House, took into considera- 
tion the fact that we have here hundreds of bills making appropria- 
tions of different amounts, all of which would come under the sweep- 
ing provisions of his amendment. From an examination which I have 
made I ascertain that upward of one thousand bills in the Forty-fifth 
Con would come under the provisions of his amendment. It 
takes about half an hour to call the yeas and nays; so that to take 
the yeas and nays on these one thousand bills would occupy five 
hun hours. Now we all know that we have daily abont three 


hours and a half for the business of legislation, excluding the morn- 
ing hour; so that this calling of the yeas and nays would occupy 


1880. 
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one hundred and forty-three legislative ane ; in other words, over six 


months would be actually consumed in calling the yeas and nays. It 
is unnecessary for me to say that this would not be in the interest of 
economy; and it would tend very greatly to obstruct the legislation 
of this House. I therefore dismiss the suggestion without further 
remark. 

In clause 4 of the same rule, which reads as follows: 

4. In Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union the bills on the 
Calendar shall be taken up in their order, but when on is made to the con- 
sideration of a bill, a majority of the House shall decide without debate whether 
it shall be disposed of or laid aside for the present— 
there is clearly an omission on the part of the committee to insert 
after the word “ bill,” in the third line, some provision for deciding 
whether a measure shall be considered by the Committee of the Whole 
when objection is raised. The language reads: 

But when objection is made to the consideration of a bill 

Where? In the Committee of the Whole— 

a bays an of the House shall decide whether it shall be disposed of or laid aside 
for the present. 

Clearly here is what might be termed an hiatus. What shall be 
done when an objection is made to the consideration of a bill in the 
Committee of the Whole? Some provision must be made that the 
chairman or a member shall be permitted to ask that the committee 
rise and that the bill be reported back to the House for a decision 
whether the Committee of the Whole shall take it into consideration 
or not. 

Now, at the close of clause 5 of the same rule, which reads as fol- 
lows: 

5. When general debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall be 
allowed five minutes to explain any amendment he may offer, which the mem- 
ber who shall first obtain the floor shall be allowed to speak five minutes in oppo- 
sition 1 05 there shall be no further debate thereon ; but the same privilege of 
debate 8 be allowed in favor of and seine any amendment that may be o: 
to an amendment; and neither an amendment nor an amendment to an amendment 
shall be withdrawn by the mover thereof unless by the ous consent of the 
committee— 
we find a provision that— 

Neither an amendment nor an amendment to an amendment shall be withdrawn 
by the mover thereof unless by the unanimous consent of the committee. 

Referring back to Rule XIX we.see that an amendment may be 
offered to an amendment, then a substitute may be offered, and finally 
one amendment will be entertained to the substitute. Under the pro- 
visions of clause 5 of Rule XXIII, five minutes’ debate is permitted to 
the member advocating an amendmentand five minutes to the mem- 
ber opposing it. It has been the practice and rule of the House to 
permit formal amendments to be withdrawn; but under the rule as 
reported by the committee it would be in the power of any member of 
the Committee of the Whole to object to a formal amendment being 
withdrawn. Under such circumstances the effect would be clearly to 
cut off debate at that point. Such was not the intention of the rule. 
It should be so amended that no amendment shall be withdrawn by 
the mover thereof if opposed by the majority of the committee, 

RuLe XXXII. 

I now desire the attention of members for a few moments to Rule 

XXXII. This rule provides for the drawing of seats. I send to 
. the Clerk’s desk to be read a substitute which at the proper time I 
shall offer for that rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SUBSTITUTE ror Rute XXXII. 

The Clerk shall at the commencement of each pre a list of the 
members thereof, arranging same in_an order to be governed by the number of 
terms said members may have served. The member who has served the greatest 
number of terms in Congress shall be placed first on said list, and the others 
according to their terms of service. Where two or more members have served an 
equal number of terms, the Clerk shall arrange their names, as also the names of 
members elected to their first term, in alphabetical order. The Clerk shall then 
read the names from said list in order, commencing with the first, and 
when a member’s name is called he 8 be entitled to select his seat. 

Mr. ACKLEN. It will be ne that*clause 2 of the same rule 
should be amended in keeping with what the Clerk has just read. It 
is as follows: 

2. Before said selection shall commence, each seat shall be vacated and so remain 
until selected C ha selected shall be deemed 


Congress. 


I think it would be in the interest of legislation to permit the older 
members of Congress to haye seats where they can conduct legisla- 
tion more satisfactorily to the country than they 3 can under 
the rule as it now exists. I have seen old members of this House 
forced, under the lottery system, to occupy seats at the very rear of 
the Hall; so that they would be obliged to swap round with the new 
members in order to get an eligible place for taking part in the bus- 
iness of the House. 

I had very much more to say in connection with several other rules; 
but as my time is limited I desire only to call the attention of the 
committee to that portion of the report of Rule XI around which most 
of the debate has rotated, so to speak. 

Rur XI. 
There have been three distinct propositions made in connection with 


us rule; one from the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN, I who 
said: 

ic to Rulo XI, siriking ois tha 
Miaa prs 


s: 

But they shall report the bill known as the river and harbor bill for reference to 
the Committee on Appropriations.” i 

And I shall move turther to amend by inserting after the word commerce,” in 
the seventh clause of the rule, the follo 3 

“And the Committee on erce ve the same privilege to report all 
bills making fis Present for the 1 of rivers and harbors as is ac- 
2 ed to the Committee on Appropriations in reporting the general appropriation 

"3g 

That is simply the rule of the House as it now stands by the ation of this House. 

Another by the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. HookEeR,] who 
submitted the following: 

ys Hooker. I offer as a substitute for the pending proposition what I send to 


0 s 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘* Resolved, That the committee to revise and reform the rules of this House be, 
and they are hereby, instructed to report at an early day an amendment of the rules 
of the House so as to provide— 

First. That the Committee on — Affairs shall receive the estimates and 
oi eae the bills for the annual support of the Army of the United States, and re- 

ve el 3 and report the bill for the annual support of the Military Acad - 
emy at West Poi 

“Second. That the Committee on Naval Affairs shall receive the estimates and 
report the appropriation bills for the annual support of the Navy of the United 


“Third. That the Committee on Foreign Affairs shall receive the estimates and 
report the appropriation bill for the maintenance and support of the diplomatic 
and consular s of the United States. 


“ Fifth. That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads shall receive the 
estimates and make the appropriation for support of the Post-Office Department 
of the Government. 

“Sixth. That the Committee on Commerce shall receive the estimates of the En- 
gineer Department and introduce the annual appropriation bill for improvement 
of rivers and harbors. 


ve, executive, and judicial dej ts 


to 
report all appropriation bills for such public buildings as the needs of the Govern- 


ment may req g 
And lastly, the amendment by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. SHALLENBERGER, ] which is as follows: 


„All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rule, as follows, namely: Subjects — 

1. To the election of members: to the Commi on Elections ; 

“2. To the revenue and the bonded debt of the United States: to the Committee 
on Ways and Means; 

“3. To appropriation of the revenue for the support of the Government: to the 
Committee on Appropriations ; 7 

“4. To judicial proceedings, civil and criminal law: to the Committee on the 


Ju 
“5. To banking and currency: to the Committee on Banking and Currency; 
“6. To coinage, weights, measures: to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 


and Measures; 
7. To commerce: to TTT the bill 
— as the river and harbor bill, for reference to Committee on Appropri- 
ons 
“g, i 0 culture: to the Committee on 


“9, To the relations of the United States with foreign nations: to the Committee 


on ace Affairs ; 

“10. To the military establishment and the public defense, other than the appro- 
priations for its sup : to the Committee on Military Affairs ; 

“11. To the naval establishment, other than the appropriations for its support: 
to the Committee on Navel Affairs; 

12. To the Post-Office and post-roads other than tions for their sup- 
port: to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- ; 

13. To the lands of the United States: to the Committee on the Public Lands; 

“14. To the relations of the United States with the Indians and Indian tribes : 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs ; 

“15. To territorial legislation, the revision thereof, and affecting Territories or 
the admission of States: to the Committee on the Territories ; 

16. To railways and canals other than Pacific railroads: to the Committee on 
myn, = and Canals ; 

17. To the manufacturing industries: to the Committee on Manufactures ; 

18. To the mining interests: to the Committee on Mines and Mining; 

“19. To the public buildings and occupied or improved grounds of the United 
22 — than appropriations therefor: to the Committee on Public Buildings 
ani rounds; 

0. To the railroads and telegraphic lines between the Mississippi River and 
eanas coast: to the Committee on Pacific Railroads; 
to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River; 

“92. To education and labor: to the Committee on Education and Labor; 

D. To the militia of the several States: to the Committee on the Militia; 

“24. To patents: to the Committee on Patents; 

“25. To the pensions of the civil war: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

26. To the pensions of all the wars of the United States other than the civil war: 
to the Committee on Pensions ; 

N. To private and domestic claims and demands whatsoever, other than war 
claims, t the United States: to the Committee of Claims ; 

W. To claims arising from any war in which the United States has been en- 

: to the Committee on War ; 
29. To private claims to lands: to the Committee on Priyate Land Claims ; 

“30. To the District of Columbia: tothe Committee on the District of Columbia.“ 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I now ask the Clerk to read the amendments which I pro- 


The Clerk read as follows: 
“RUL XI. 
i ane whee 5 oeu 3 by aading the words 7 5 = loroa Tap Pe ge 
when reported e House committees in whic! shall 
A ions to be back to the House 


/ 


of the Government require them to make, and the committee in which the bill 
ted shall thereupon have charge of it and upon its passage.’ 

Clause 7.—Amend clause 7 so as to : ‘To commerce: to the Committee on 
Commerce ; and this committee shall reecive the estimates and report the annual 

propriation bill for the improvement of rivers and harbors for reference to the 
Committeo on Appropriations.’ 

Clause 9.—A mend clause 9 by adding the words ‘and this committee shall report 
the some’ and diplomatic appropriation bill for reference to the Committee on 
Appropriations.” 

8 10.—Amend clause 10 by striking out the words other than appropria- 
tions for its support, and adding to the clause the words ‘and this committee shall 
report the annual appropriation bills for the support of the Army and the Military 
Academy at West Point, for reference to the Committee on 5 

„Clause 11. —Amend clause 11 by striking out the words other 1 
tions for its support, and adding to the clause the words ‘and this committee shall 
report the annual appropriation bill for the support of the Navy, for reference to 
the Committee on 5 

Clause 12.— Amend clause 12 8 out the words other than appropria- 
tions for its support,’ and addin; words ‘and this committee shall report the 
annual appropriation bills for the service of the Post-Office ent, and for 
=e transportation by ocean steamers, for reference to the Committee on Appro- 

tions.’ 
> “ Clause 14.—Amend clause 14 by adding the words ‘and this committee shall 
report the annual appropriations for expenses of the Indian Department, and for 
carrying out the treaties and obligations of the Government with the Indian tribes, 


for reference to the Committee on App) tions.’ 
Clause 19.—Amend clause 19 by st g out the words ‘other than os! head 
tions therefor,’ and adding the words ‘and this committee shall report all appro 


priations therefor, for reference to the Committee on Appropriations.’ 

Clause 25.—Amend clause 25 by adding the words ‘and this committee shall 
report the annual ay srry bill for the — 25 of invalid and other pensions, 
for reference to the Committee on 5 ions.” 

“Clause 30.—Amend clause 30 by adding the words ‘and this committee shall 
aes all appropriations therefor, for reference to the Committee on Appropria- 

ens. 


I do not . to discuss at length the merits and demerits of 
these several amendments, but I submit the following propositions: 
First, whether the river and harbor bill is properly an exception 
to the rule relative to other appropriation bills; secondly, whether 
any practical good is to be gained by reporting it first to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; and lastly, why the Committee on Appro- 
patos 7 5 properly report the other bills, and not the river and 
rbor bi 

Clause 3 of Rule XXI, which I have already discussed, says: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or beoffered 
as an amendment thereto, for any expenditures not previously authorized by law. 

Now, the fact is well known to members of the House that the river 
and harbor bill does appropriate money for improvements which have 
not been previously authorized by law. Hence, by the very rule 
which I have read, it is taken out of the strict construction of a gen- 
eral appropriation bill, and stands as an anomaly—a law unto itself— 
when considered with other appropriation bills. The river and har- 
bor bill may contain provisions appropriating money for objects and 
public works already in progress. To that extent, and to that ex- 
tent only, does it come under the provisions of the rule which I have 
read. I therefore maintain that it is an exception to the general 
appropriation bills, and there is no force in the position of some 
members that the river and harbor bill, being an appropriation bill, 
shall receive from the Committee on E the same consid- 
eration given to other appropriation b 

Now 88 to consider whether any practical good is to be gained 
by reporting this bill first to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The Committee on Commerce in the preparation of the river and 
harbor bill have from eighteen hundred totwo thousand closely printed 

rig of reports of the meanest Department to read. I have in my 
4 the last report which has been made, and gentlemen can see for 
themselves what a volume it makes. It is necessary for members of 
that committee to read, and carefully read, every report which has 
been made before they can proceed to the careful and proper prepara- 
tion of the river and harbor bill. Let the Committee on Commerce 
report an eight-million-dollar bill to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and that committee may consider it 2 to cut it down 
$2,000,000 ; in other words, to scale it 25 per cent. They have not the 
time, however good their intention may be, to examine in detail each 
appropriation and see where the money can be properly reduced in 
amount. On the contrary they will be forced by the very nature of 
the case to scale all appropriations 25 per cent. That would work 
very great hardship, and it would be very much against the interests 
of the country. 

Some appropriations are, for instance, on the eve of being completed. 
There may be a light-house requiring $100,000 which the Committee 
on Commerce have decided to complete, and they appropriate the 
money necessary for that purpose. e Committee on Appropriations 
by scaling all the appropriations 25 per cent. would reduce it to 
$75,000 and the work would not be completed. In the course of sev- 
eral years the winds and waves, which bide no man’s coming or going, 
will destroy from $25,000 to $50,000 of the work already done. ere- 
fore it must clearly appear to any man who will give this subject his 
careful consideration that it would be against the interests of the 
country and the interests of the Government to permit the Commit- 


tee on Appropriations to scale a river and harbor bill without knowl- 
edge of its details, and to acquire a thorough knowledge of its details 
would require the same time as it does of the Committee on Com- 
merce to prepare the bill. 

There is one other question in this case, and that is why the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations can properly report the other appropriation 
bills and cannot report the river and harbor appropriation bill. Every 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 20, 


appropriation bill adi er to this House, with the exception of this 
anomalous bill I have just mentioned, is authorized by law. The 
Committee on Military Affairs if they choose to increase the Army 
make a report to the House ; the Committee on Appropriations receive 
the estimates from the Department and they appropriate accordingly ; 
the Committee on Naval Affairs may do the same thing, and in all 
these cases the Committee on Appropriations have to deal solely and 
only with figures and estimates—it costs so much to feed the Army, 
it costs so much to clothe it. Those are questions of detail which 
are as well known to the Department as they can ibly be known 
to any member of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Therefore the preparation of the other bills which are presented by 
the Committee on Appropriations to this House has nothing more in 
them than simple addition and subtraction. They have to add up so 
much, and they have to deduct from that so much, and they appro- 
priate the money accordingly, and report the bill to the House. This 
is not the case with the river and harbor bill. It cannot be the case 
with a river and harbor bill from the very nature of the bill itself. 
Therefore I say it would not be in the interest of the country, it 
would not be in the interest of the Government, it would not be even 
in the interest of that much-talked-of economy which is constantly 
dinned in our ears, I regret to say, by so many members of my own 
party who seem to think it the acme of statesmanship to sit down on 
the lid of the Treasury and not let a dollar get out of it. On the con- 
trary, Iam an advocate for liberal expenditure always, providing 
the money is appropriated for laudable purposes. 

Mr. HOUK. Chairman, looking at this question of the rules 
for the government of the representatives of the people, it seems to 
me that we, as a legislative body, should seek to adopt that code for 
our 3 in the transaction of the people's business that shall 
conduce to the most practical, expeditious, and judicious disposition 
of it. And it seems to me, as a new member, looking at what would 
be and should be the mode of procedure, that the most feasible pol- 
icy that will enable us to transact the business for which we come 
here as the representatives of the people would be, so far as may be 
practicable, to equalize the labors of all the Representatives upon this 
floor by distributing the work to be performed to the various com- 
mittees in an equal and proper proportion for their consideration. 
When we look at the code of rules we now have, that by which the 
House of Representatives has long been governed, it most clearly 
sopran that the original pupae in framing these rules was to dis- 
tribute the labors of the House among the several committees, that 
the work which we were sent here to perform may be done in some 
reasonable time. Under the practice, however, it seems that a small 
number of committees, not exceeding three, have by some means or 
other seized upon and appropriated to themselves the powers not only 
of the various committees but the powers of the House of Representa- 
tives itself. 

This, however, Mr. Chairman, does not grow out of the letter or the 
spirit or the purpose of the rules as originally established, and I cannot 
help but think that if a stranger who had never looked into the rules of 
the House of Representatives nor informed himself as to the number of 
committees constituted upon this floor—I say if a stranger had been 
here without information first acquired, and listened to the debates 
as they have proceeded on this subject, he would naturally have come 
to the conclusion that there were but two committees belonging to 
the House of Representatives, the Committee on Commerce and the 
Committee on Appropriations. Because, I submit whether nine-tenths 
of what has been said between these two committees striking and 
sparring at each other is as to how far the one or the other should 
be permitted to control the legislation of this body. 

A MEMBER. The gentleman forgets the Committee on Mannufact- 


ures, 

Mr. HOUK. I ask pardon of the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. 
Horr.] I did forget his committee. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me in debating these revised rules 
we should be careful not to incorporate and adopt the idea that has 
been foreshadowed through the entire debate, that all the work of 
the House, so far as committees are concerned, is to be confined to 
these two—the one on Appropriations and the other on Commerce. 
As I understood the representatives of these two committees, they 
come here and tell us they are overworked. The representatives of 
the Committee on Appropriations and of the Committee on Com- 
merce both tell us each of these committees is overworked, and their 
members have more than they are able to do. If that be so, Mr. 
Chai , as a practical legislator I want to submit the question to 
this House whether it is wise to kegp these committees overworked, 
leaving the vast body of the majority of the committees of the House 
without mag tra todo. As was said by the distinguished gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Horr] the other day, his Committee on 
Manufactures had but one bill in eighteen years, and then another 
committee had stolen that. [Laughter.] 

I ask the Clerk to read Rule 79. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RULE 79. It shall be the duty of the Committee on Commerce to take into consid- 
eration all such petitions and matters and things touching the commerce of the 
United States as shall be presented or shall or may come in question and be referred 
to them by éhe House, and to report from time to time their opinion thereon. 

Mr. HOUK. In the way of criticism I desire to call the attention 
of the House. Mr, Chairman, under that rule the Committee on Com- 
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merce has jurisdiction of the harbors. It has jurisdiction of all sea- 

rts and coastwise commerce. The Committee on Commerce, under 

at rule, could only seize hold of inland rivers, railroads, and other 
means of transportation, under the term “ commerce,” by a very vio- 
lent misconstruction of the lan, Yet, sir, as I understand, and 
notwithstanding there is still another rule giving to another com- 
mittee entire jurisdiction over the question of railways and canals 
and navigable rivers, this Committee on Commerce, not under the 
letter of the law, and not under its spirit, not by any legitimate in- 
tendment, but by forced construction, has taken jurisdiction and 
assumed to itself to control the entire question of navigable rivers. 
For the purpose of showing what was the original intention and ob- 
ject of the rule itself I ask the Clerk to read Rule 94. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RULE 94. It shall be the duty of the Committee on Railways and Canals to take 
into consideration all such petitions and matters or things g to roads and 
canals, and the improvement of the navigation of rivers, as or may 
come in question, and be referred to them by the House; and to report thereupon, 
together with such propositions relative thereto as to them shall seem e: 

Mr. HOUK. I desire to call attention, Mr. Chairman, to the fact 
that the jurisdiction of the Committee on Railways and Canals is as 
clearly defined over the navigable rivers of the country as its jurisdic- 
tion over the question of railways and canals. Yet by some forced 
construction the Committee on Commerce reaches forth and takes 
hold of that question of navigable rivers, but has not assumed to 
take jurisdiction over railways and canals for the reason, I presume, 
they wish only to take a part at one time and afterward expect to 
reach out and take hold of and control what is left. 

Isubmit to the House whether under this rule, which has stood 
here for years, every bill looking to the improvement of the naviga- 
ble rivers of the country, taken under the control of the Committee 
on Commerce, has not been done in violation of this rule and outside 
of the letter and spirit of the law, and whether it is not really on the 

art of that committee a usurpation of power. I submit to the mem- 
rs of this House whether that practice hereafter shall continue. 
For if they, the Committee on Commerce, can take jurisdiction of the 
navigable rivers under Rule 79, why not of railways and canals? 
Railways and canals are much more heroic and enlarged methods for 
facilitating commerce than navigable rivers, and if the word “com- 
merce” is to be so expanded and so 5 . as to embrace navigable 
rivers, I appeal to the House whether it should not also include rail- 
ways and canals. 

This Committee on Rules has had this question under considera- 
tion, and in reference to the report of that committee I am willing 
to echo every encomium based upon that. That committee takes the 
same view of this question that I do. They take the same view of 
the original rule and of the authority of each committee as was 
taken the other day by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. CABELL, ] 
and which I take to-day. 

When they come to prepare Rule XI and decide what powers the 
committee shall have, this wise and good and able committee which 
has done a t service to this House and the country in preparing 
the report and the rules they have submitted—this Committee on 
Rules recognize the law as it now stands, and as it has existed, that 
the Committee on Railways and Canals has jurisdiction of this ques- 
tion of navigable rivers, and seek to do by the enactment of this Rule 
XI, clause 16, what the Committee on Commerce has been doing by 
usurpation for lo these many years. In defining the powers and du- 
ties of the Committee on Railways and Canals, in defining what they 
shall have jurisdiction of, what shall be referred to them, they omit 
this Rule 94, which I have had read at the Clerk’s desk, and substi- 
tute therefor this clause: 

To railways and canals other than Pacific railroads: to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 

All se relating to railways and canals other than Pacific rail- 
roads shall be referred to that committee. Now, what I propose, and 
what I think would be maintaining the original jurisdiction of this 
committee, keeping the letter of the law as it now is and maintain- 
ing its jurisdiction as it formerly was, would be to insert: 

To the improvement of the navigation of rivers, and to railways and canals other 
than Pacific railroads. 


Thus leaving with the Committee on Railways and Canals the orig- 
inal jurisdiction that it now holds by virtue of the rule as it stands 
in the existing rules of the House, and as it has stood for many years. 

In this connection I will not N the time of the committee in 
reading Rule 76, or having it read; but I desire to call the attention 
of the House and of the members of the committee to that Rule 76, 
defining what shall be the jurisdiction of the Committee on Appro- 
priations as it now exists. There is not a sentence, not a line, not a 
word, not a letter, that can be tortured into giving the Committee on 
Appropriations that jurisdiction of the question to which it now seeks 
to commit this House by the adoption of these new rules as reported ; 
thus taking an entirely new departure, laying down new grounds, 
reaching out after and taking an entirely new and original jurisdic- 
tion on these subjects, and especially the jurisdiction over the river 
and harbor bill. What seems to me would be more practicable would 
betoleave the Committee on Commerce its original jurisdiction, which 
was to look after the harbors and the foreign commerce of the country, 
that outside commerce that has swollen so largely and is now build- 
ing up and making this country so great a commercial nation in its 


trade with the outside world; and to leave to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals its original jurisdiction, to look after railways and 
canals inland, and to look after the navigable rivers inland. We 
would thus more equally divide and distribute the labor, and then 
the distinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] will not be 
coming into this House complaining of being overburdened and over- 
worked with so great a stress of labor. From a tender regard for the 

ntleman I propose in connection with the other committees of the 
Pais to take part of the burden off his shoulders and help him to do 
part of the work. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the gentleman will permit me I will say that 1. 
have never complained of the amount of work I have done before the 
House or anywhere else. 

Mr. HOUK. Then I misunderstood the gentleman. I know this, 
that he has said a t deal about the amount of work devolving on 
the Committee on Commerce, about the time they devoted to it, and 
about there being so many thousand they had to wade through. 
But now I want to lighten that burden and to do that gentleman a 
favor by distributing the labor among the various committees of the 
House so that every man can come forward and do his portion of the 
labor, and thus the committees may better transact the business of 
the people and prepare the legislation that comes before the House. 
For the 1 is, Mr. Chairman, that we all come here as 
equals. The presumption is that we are all qualified to discharge the 
duties for which we were sent here. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. That is a violent presumption. 

Mr. HOUK. That may be a violent presumption for Wisconsin, 
but it is not so for all parts of the country. But the presumption is 
that the representatives of the people are capable of discharging the 
duties for which the people sent them here. And if that be so, I ask 
by what system of legislation, by what right should two or three 
committees seize upon and control the business of this House of Rep- 
resentatives to the exclusion of the voice of the people’s representa- 
tives, as is done to-day? Every gentleman on this floor knows I utter 
but a truth when I say that the power is concentrated in these few- 
committees, and that a handful of men can control the legislation of 
the country and prevent the people’s representatives from taking 

art in it. S 
p Why, Mr. Chairman, in listening to this debate every man is bound 
to be impressed with this thought: That the idea conceived by the 
Committee on Rules has been that it would not do to trust any other 
committee except, singly and alone, the Committee on Appropriations. 
While that is no doubt an able and a conscientious committee I do not 
concede that it embodies all the wisdom or virtue of this House. But 
it seems that the people’s representatives are not to be trusted; that 
the other committees are not to be trusted; that there is some sort of 
design peering up and presenting itself; that the Committee on Appro- 
eee is set up as a kind of guardian angel here in the House of 
presentatives to look after the other committees and the people’s 
representatives and see that they do no wrong. 
ell, now, Mr. Chairman, whatever may be the fate of these rules, 
whatever may be the fate of this discussion, I am in favor first of 
each committee having its rightful powers and jurisdiction restored 
toit. But under no circumstances, if the various committees cannot 
have the jurisdiction that rightful belongs to them—for instance, 
if the Committee on Railways and Canals cannot retain its jurisdic- 
tion over the improvement of navigable rivers, as I insist it should 
under no circumstances will I vote to require the Committee on Com- 
merce, if it retains the control of this question, to report to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, because it strikes my mind as a self-evident 
fact that the committee that makes up this bill knows more about the 
necessities of the country and the demand for improvements than any 
3 committee to which the bill may be referred, and in 
the very nature of things only casually and imperfectly considered. 

There is another ment made here to which I wish to advert. 
It is this: it seems to be the desire of some who ad#ocate the propo- 
sition that the report of the Committee on Commerce shall be made 
to the Committee on Appropriations, to place the power in the hands 
of the Committee on Appropriations, because, forsooth, they are not 
so friendly to the river and harbor appropriation bills as may be some 
other committees, the Committee on Commerce for instance. It has 
struck my mind all through this whole discussion that if this is de- 
signed for the p of placing the power in the hands of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to stop all improvement of rivers and har- 
bors, it is designed to strike at the real prosperity of the country; be- 
cause it seems to me that there can be nothing that will contribute 
to the upbuilding and the advancement and the glory of this coun- 
try to a greater degree than by extending the means of transportation 
to meet the increased wants of the growing commerce of the country. 

Now, if I had no other reason I should have desired to have spoken 
upon this subject in order to say, once for all, in this connection that 
while I do not desire to vote away the ple’s money for improper 
purposes, or to squander the money of the people, and while I desire 
to see it properly applied for honest purposes, yet on every occasion 
and under all circumstances when the opportunity is presented to 
build up the commerce of the country by improving the navigation 
of its rivers and opening up its harbors, so as to increase the means 
of communication, I will vote for it and hold myself responsible to 
my constituents for that vote. I am in favor of 8 river 
in the country where it will improve our commerce, and thus increase 
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the prosperity of the people. Money thus expended is a valuable in- 
vestment, and will return tenfold interest. Let our navigable rivers 
be improved and open opa way for increased industries. . 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Thereis where you agree with Wisconsin again. 
Mr. HOUK. I knew that I agreed with Wisconsin in a great many 

things. 

Aunts. just in this connection, it seems to me that the latter clause 
of section 3 of Rule XXI, as reported by the Committee on Rules, 
ought by all means to be stricken out and not adopted by this House, 
That clause reads: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing exist- 

in inw.be in exter, ex t as, © to the subject-matter of the 
ing x cep being german 

Now, to my mind the injustice of that clause consists in 
this: these appropriation bills are made up in committee, and the 
representatives of the people have no voice in their preparation. It 
may be that nine-tenths of all the members of this House are in favor 
of placing upon such a bill some clause that would be for the benefit 
of fheir constituents, in the nature of an appropriation or otherwise. 
Yet here is a provision that makes it the imperative duty of the pre- 
siding officer to rule any such clause out of order. I say it is unjust, 
anti-republican, and opposed to all the principles of representative 
government, and smacks more of tyranny than of justice. 

I am constrained also to op the rule proposed by the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. ACKLEN ] for two or 9 reasons. As I under- 
stand the proposed rule, sent to the Clerk’s desk and read as a part 
of this code of laws for the government of this House, that gentleman 

roposes to give the first choice in the drawing of seats to those who 
eee to have been elected the oftenest. Now, I have t re- 
5 for any gentleman whose constituents continue to send him to 

ongress. it is a strong evidence that he has a lodgment in the minds 
of the people who vote. 

But I was taught, and that was one of the principal reasons why I 
have had an ambition, for lo these many years, to come to Congress, 
that when I should get here I would find that the representatives of 
the people were still Americans, imbued with American ideas and 
en in American practices; in other words, that we all stood 
upon an exact level of perfect equality so far as nature would allow. 
But here is a proposition coming from the pores apes gentleman 
from Louisiana, . ACKLEN,] that would establish an aristocracy 
in the House of Representatives. Why, sir, we have heard of the 
empire; we have heard of the third term; we have heard of the dan- 

er of losing republican liberty; yet the first proposition looking to 

e establi t of an aristocracy in this House comes, not from a 
third-termer at all, but from the otherside of the House. The prop- 
osition is, that because forsooth some gentlemen are returned to Con- 
gress oftener than others they shall have a kind of aristocratic right 
to be seated wherever they may choose. Now, I am op not so 
particularly to the third term as I am to this principle of erecting an 
aristocracy in the House of Representatives and placing one member 
above another, simply because he has been elected oftener, 

Mc. ACKLEN,. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question f 

Mr. HOUK. With pleasure. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Is it not, as a matter of fact, the rule and the cus- 
tom for the Speaker of the House to appoint apon the most impor- 
tant committees of the House those members who have served long 
terms of service in this House? 

Mr. HOUK. That may be true, but it is not the rule; it is simply 
a matter of discretion with the Speaker. Not only as a Representa- 
tive from his district and a member of this House, but a representa- 
tive of the American people, he exercises his discretion to select the 
best material for the best work. I apprehend that there might be 
some men elected and returned here until they were as old as Methu- 
selah, and they never would be selected for places on the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Iwill ask the gentleman also if the practice has not 
obtained of giving to the old members of the House- do not refer 
to their age but to their length of service—the best seats or rather 
the choice of seats? Was notthatthe original custom of this House 
of Representatives? 

Mr. HOUK. That may be true. 

Mr. ACKLEN. And have we not changed to the lottery system, 
deparing from the rule established at the foundation of this Govern- 
ment 

Mr. HOUK. There were a great many things established at the 
foundation of this Government which time and experience and ob- 
seryation and the wisdom of mature years have developed to be wrong. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Yes, the electoral commission for one. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOUK. I was not in favor of the electoral commission my- 
self. I thought the Vice-President ought to count him in and declare 
him President. [Laughter.] I mean, provided he had the votes. 

I will refer to only one other feature of this rule, and then I will 
yield the floor to my friend from Wisconsin, [Mr. WILLIams.] The 
proposition is that after seniority of service has been taken into con- 
sideration, the names shall be arranged alphabetically, commencing 
with the letter A. Under that arrangement, of course, the gentleman 
from Louisiana would always have a seat. But I am opposed 
to the proposition, because while he would always have a good seat, 
what would become of poor WILLIAMS and VALENTINE? [ Laughter. ] 
They would be thrown on the outskirts. - 


Mr. ACKLEN. The tleman from Wisconsin, who has served 
one term longer than myself, would rank me by probably twenty or 

rty seats. > 

Mr. HOUK. Still the men whose names happen to begin with V 
or W would fare badly. But, to recast the whole matter for a mo- 
ment, it does seem to me that as practical men we should try to dis- 
tribute the labors of this House in such a way among the several 
committees that all can join in them and in the preparation neces- 

for the legislation of the country. To equalize these labors is 
to hasten the business of the people. 

I yield the remainder of my time to my friend from Wisconsin, 
(Mr. WILLIAMS. j : 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I am obliged to my 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. Houx] for his courtesy. I can heartily 
concur with most of the gentlemen who have spoken in this debate 
that the Committee on Rules are entitled to great credit for the com- 
pilation which they have given us. The arrangement issimple; and 
the language plain and concise. As Iunderstand the scope of a general 
debate of this nature it is or should be for the purpose of exchanging 
views and making general suggestions. My own idea is that hour 
speeches are altogether too long for such a debate, and that five 
minutes would be too short. If the entire time oceupied by this de- 
bate had been confined to ten-minute or fifteen-minute speeches, we 
should have had a far better analysis and understanding of this code 
of rules than we have, though of course able and interesting speeches 
have been delivered. 

I propose oniy to make a few general suggestions, in which I do not 
feel entire confidence myself. Iam rather glad that my time comes 
so near the hour for adjournment; and I shall feel it no discour 
if any gentleman prefers to go to dinner rather than to listen to what I 
may su; t. My only object is to get certain suggestions and amend- 
ments into the RECORD that gentlemen may give them such atten- 
tion as they may be dis to. 

The other day I chanced to hear two distinguished and able gentle- 
men of this House discussing whether it would not be a 5 lau to 
plant guns on the top of this building to be discharged for the pur- 

of informing absent members when the House lacked a quorum! 

. Chairman, whether the walls of the building would withstand 
the recoil of the guns or not, we must concede that it would save 
mil on the part of the Sergeant-at-Arms. Iam not sure that my 
friends were serious about it; but since I have been a member here 
one thing has frequently forced itself upon my mind. It is this: If 
“order” be “heaven’s first law,” it is equally true that if we are to get 
the best work from the combined ability and judgment of this hoy 
such order should be preserved during the business sessions of the 
House as will enable each member to hear what is being said and done. 
But both tradition and custom seem to have ordained that no such 
order should be preserved here, except, at least, in case of the death 
or funeral of a member! Now, what has often occurred to me is 
this: whether it would not be a good plan to plant a swivel 
charged with grape and canister on the desk in front of the Speaker 
and give him liberal discretion to fire ! e But of course I 
do not suppose that suggestion can beadopted. In fact Iam not just . 
sure that I would vote for it myself. [Renewed 5 Now, sir, 

speak in no spirit of fulsome flattery when I say that in my opinion 
no Speaker or occupant of that chair has on the whole succeeded in 
preserving better order during the sessions of this House than our 
present Speaker; but it has occurred to me, as I doubt not it has to 
others, that if he, with the decision and power of will which charac- 
terize him, should, when noise and confusion are reigning supreme 
here, sit firmly back in his seat and declare to this House and the 
country that the public business should not proceed until order was 
restored and maintained, and then adhere to it unflinchingly, though 
he satthrough an entire day’s session, I believe a blessing would 
conferred upon Congress and the country such as it seldom falls to 
one man to bestow. Of course he could not do it without the co-op- 
eration of members; but ifit were understood that this new departure 
was to be tried I believe he would have the hearty co-operation of a 
majority, or of all the members of this House. I do not mean that 
the Speaker would be expected to preside over us like a schoolmaster, 
but that such reasonable order might be maintained that the business 
before the House could be fairly understood. Of course I throw this 
out only as asuggestion, and with a feeling of deference to the House 
and distrust in my own judgment. I know the potency of the eon 
when any innovation upon these customs is attempted. It is, Oh 
it has always been so!” 

Why, sir, four years ago I attempted by introducing a resolution to 
0 pia with reading the given names of members upon the roll- 
call. Iwas assured and I believe in the utmost good faith by friends 
all around me here that it would never do; that the practice had 
always been the other way; and should the change be made the rights 
of the minority would be wrecked! That we wanted time to get 
members in, &c. I confess that the shock was so sudden and start- 
ling to me that in absolute fright I consented that the resolution 
might be referred, instead of pressing a suspension of the rules as I 

expected todo. Mr. Chairman, after regaining my composure, I 


introduced that resolution at three successive sessions, and finall 

the Committee on Rules took hold of it, reported it favorably, an 

And I am happy to know that, meng it 
the walls of the Capitol have 


advocated its p 
has been in force a half a year or more, 
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not fallen in, the minority are still on deck, and the change saves from 
fifteen to twenty minutes on each roll-call. : 1 

I am glad to say that the committee have gone even further in this 
proposed revision, and struck off the prefix “ Mr.,“ thus saving still 
more the voice and lungs of our ing clerks, so sorely taxed at 
times. Yes, Mr. Chairman, custom is strong here, as it is everywhere. 
Why, I have often wanted to make a suggestion, but I really dare 
not, that a duplicate clock be placed over the Speaker’s chair, in 
order that when a member is addressing the chair his eye would 
unconsciously measure the time allowed him But I knew if I sug- 
gested it I should be told that “it had always been the other way; 
that ‘ grandfather’s clock’ had always stood in the upper gallery at 
our back;” and that it was one of the indispensable requirements 
of this House that if a member sar ges to address it he must pause 
in his remarks, wring his neck around, take a look at the clock, 
and then inquire: “ How much time have I left, Mr. S ker şr 

Passing from this, I am glad to say that had this Committee on 
Rules done nothing else, in my judgment they are entitled to a vote 
of thanks for bringing into prominence this one passage from Jeffer- 
son, to be found on page 14 of the report: 

order of busin however, necessary for the government of the 
eine ae Sa to 3 individual members from Sling up favorite 
measures or matters under their special patronage out of their just turn. It is use- 
. of others having pricity of right te Wools 
pa sa in the general 1 business. i 

Need anybody be told that if a deliberative body is to become fa- 
miliar with its own rules papery can so conduce to this as regularity 
and routine in the transaction of business? The committee have taken 
a long step in the right direction when they require that there shall 
be a written report in each case, which s be printed, and if objec- 
tion be made oyory Dl reported in the morning hour shall go to its 
appropriate calendar. I know of no other way, if, indeed, the House 
is to know what is contained in these reports in time to act intelli- 
gently upon the reported bill. 

We shall probably meet with one embarrassment, and that is, how 
to reach certain measures of greater importance than others on the 
House Calendar, but that I doubt not will in some way be put under 
the control of the House. If I may be allowed the suggestion, with 
all deference to the Committee on Rules, I would dispense with the 
necessity of that one objection, and the morning hour should be em- 
ployed absolutely in the report of bills and their reference to the proper 
calendar; then, instead of two or three morning hours being unex- 
pectedly blocked up with some matter not expected to take ten min- 
utes, committees would report regularly and in order, and could get 
their work before the House in print, at least; then let the rule be 
amended so as to require that a copy of each report be mailed to mem- 
bers at their rooms, let them arrange such reports in pigeon-holes or 
alphabetically, and they will always have ready at hand a complete 
chart of the business of the House without having to look in some 
cave in this building to find it. 

I have another s ion to make, but with considerable diffidence 
in my own judgment, for it is rather radical and might get us into 
more trouble than it would get us out of. It is this: It seems to me, 
from such observation as I have been able to make while a member 
here, that, paradoxical as it may seem, one of the most arbitrary, 
the most dangerous, and pernicious practices is the custom of trans- 
acting business by unanimous consent. On the one hand, it throws 
all the responsibility of objecting upon a single member. A member, 
having an important interest in sage does not like to incur the dis- 

leasure of other gentlemen, who will be sure to object when such 
1 comes up; but if he does venture to object, believing it to 
be his duty, he is at once pounced upon by a dozen friends of the meas- 
ure, and it is not in human nature that he should be expected to hold 
out, and he generally gives way. And yet it may be of the very high- 
est importance that the objection should be in s 

On theother hand, it throws into the hands of a single member the 
power to block the wheels of legislation and throw the public busi- 
ness out of joint, when it is the sincere desire of all others that it 
on. Is in no offensive sense, but members sometimes ma; 
inclined in objecting to take counsel of their obstinacy rather 
their higher wisdom. 

As unanimous consent throws the House out of joint, so a single 
objection often does the same 7 If you are to have legis 
tion by so many separate juntas of the House in the form of com- 
mittees, it might do, But the present practice destroys both com- 
mittee work and any intelligent deliberation and action in the House. 

We all see that a committee charged with the special investigation 
of an important subject, perhaps empowered to send for persons and 

apers—that their original function is to furnish information to the 

ouse. Now, however painstaking and laborious their work may 
be upon measures before them for weeks, and perhaps months, when 
they come in here to report in the morning hour what is the usual 
condition of things? As a rule members are engaged in opening 
their morning’s mail, writing letters, or en in general conversa- 
tion, and the member in charge of the bill may be a gentleman of 
consummate ability, but unfortunately has a voice that cannot be 
heard ten feet from his seat. He states something in good faith, the 
majority of members donot know what. We e Hees the motion for 
the previous question. Members look up from their writing or pause 
in their conversation to inquire, “ What is this?” Their neighbors 


do not know. They donotknow. Nota parole of information has 
come from the committee to them. So each says to the other, with a 
sad and | troubled look, “ Well, it is safe to follow the committee or 
vote no. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, would you, would any member of this House, 
decide on his individual . sitting as a justice of the 
peace, a lawsuit involving $100 in a way like that? And yet we de- 
cide cases as a deliberative body involving; it may be, thousands, if 
not millions, in precisely that way. Take the othercase. Supposing 
some member chooses to stampede the House and shout “ Fraud!” or 
“A job!” Ignorance here, as everywhere, is the parent of panic, and 
the painstaking and intelligent labor of a committee for months is 
wrecked in a minute! 

Again, matters are proceeding under some order permitting a single 
member to object. The impulse comes over some one, perhaps myself 
or any one else, that if his name is ever to be seen in the Associated 
Press dispatches or the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD he must do some- 
thing—and he does it! 

He “ objects,” and for the life of him he might not be able to tell 
why, if required to do so, but his single objection is all-suffleient! 
His pride is aroused, and he is bound to stand up like a little man! 
The business of the House is knocked out of joint, and the intelligent 
labor of the committee ruined or postpon The attention of the 
House was beginning to be drawn to the measure ; each member was 
resolving that he would look it up and take an inte init. But it 
has gone over! It may not be reached again in a th, or during 
the entire session. And with this fragmen treatment of various 
bills, the time for final adjournment comes. The session goes out, and 
the same bills are piled in upon us in at the next session by the 
bushel. Reprinted by the cord! But I must hasten, and will ask the 
Clerk to read an amendment which I send to his desk, that it may be 
3 in the RECORD and receive such attention as members may 

inclined to give it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to clause 3, Rule XXIV, the following: 

Nor shall it be in order for the Speaker to ask that business be transacted by 
unanimous consent, except to dispense with the reading of papers, grant leave of 
absence, and present execative communications or other papers or make such com- 
munications as are proper for the Speaker to do; but where unanimous consent 
would otherwise be required to transact business the question, upon motion, shall 
be decided by the House without debate, which motion shall be subject to a call for 
the regular order of business by ten or more members, and shall not prevail unless 
sustained by a two-thirds vote of the members present and voting. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. The purpose I seek to accomplish 
by that—and I will say to the House I am not sure I have done it— 
is this: that wherever unanimous consent is now required to take the 
power out of the hands of one man to object and place it in the hands 
of ten, so that when the motion is made, if the majority of a com- 
mittee are desirous of proceeding with the regular business, or any 
other ten members desire the same thing, they have the power to de 
so as against this old praetice of granting unanimous consent. On the 
other hand, if ten members do not object the vote of two-thirds of the 
members shall take the place of old unanimous consent, with this dif- 
ference, that members in their action would be supported by the real 
wish and public sentiment of their fellows. The motion, it seems 
to me, would ordinarily be decided by a viva voce vote, or certainly in 
most cases by a division. 

To illustrate briefly: the question might be asked, Would you pro- 
hibit the introduction of bills and resolutions by unanimous consent ? 
Why not? Formerly bills could only be introduced upon the recom- 
mendation of a committee. Then Monday was set aside for their in- 
troduction on leave; and they are coming in by the thousand, if not 
ten thousand. But the Speaker is b: red on all hands to consent ` 
to recognize members for the introduction of bills and other matters 
upon unanimous consent. He consents to do it; babel breaks out in 
front of the Clerk’s desk; the order is at the mercy of any member 
to object; a few of the more daring and persistent ones got in their 
bills out of order, the others are cut off, and a general feeling of dis- 
satisfaction ensues. By the way, I would like to inquire, if I had suf- 
ficiently considered my own question, whether the Journal might not 
be printed instead of read? And the first thing in the morning after 
prayer let the Speaker call for corrections of the Journal, which or- 

inarily would take five minutes, perhaps, instead of fifteen to twenty- 
five, as now. But, Mr. Chairman, I am almost frightened at my own 
question. 

I speak of another matter with no 
bers of this House; it is a right and a privilege which all should enjoy; 
but I wish to make a — which I doubt not all callers woud 
willingly and readily conform to when once understood. I em 
my suggestion in the form of an amendment which I will send to the 
Clerk to read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend Rule VIII so that the same will read as follows: 

1. 3 member shall be present within the Hall of the House during its sit- 
tings, unless excused or necessarily prevented ; and after the hour of half- one 
00 p. m. members shall not be called from the Chamber by card or otherwise 


except when upon s; applicatiomto the Doorkeeper he may deem it important 
that they be notifi Every member shall vote on each 1 on 
or 


t to callers on the mem- 


motion made before division or the commencement of the roll- 
without debate, be shall be excused, or unless he has a direct 
ary interest in the event of such question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I believe all reasonable persons will 
agree that so long as callers on business have almost complete control 
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of our time from the first jingle of the door-bell in the morning until 
the last sound of the curfew at night, we should have at least a few 
minutes if not hours during the session of the House when we can 
attend to the 4 business without interruption. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, you may go out to any one of the three doors 
lending into this Chamber while the House is in session, and you will 
see more business being transacted there than on the floor. You 
fairly have to work yo lf through the crowd to get access to this 
Chamber. Gentlemen say “ Refuse to go out, then.” But members 
do not like to do that, shough: some very distinguished members have 
adopted that practice, I understand. 

But see how the custom works now. A member has charge of an 
important bill; he is explaining it to the House; you become greatly 
interested and want to understand it. Just then a card is brought to 
yous it may be from one of your constituents from home, and it may be 

m a dead- beat who has bored you almost to death; it may be from an 
entire stranger to whom you do not wish to be discourteous. At all 
events there is nothing left but to go. When you return the business 
has passed to another stage; you lose all interest, and lapse into the 
normal condition of the average member. If you are industrious you 
fall to writing letters; if you are genial and social you fall in with 
the telling of anecdotes which goes on with renewed vigor; but in 
either case the business of that day’s session is an utter loss to you. 
I have heard it suggested that no cards should be sent in during a 
session of tha House. But it is more convenient to see members here, 
and an hour Md a half for that purpose ought to be sufficient. The 
amendment will prevent no one from leaving the Chamber, and in 
case of urgent necessity the Doorkeeper will be sure to inform mem- 
bers, while the great rush will be stopped. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to allude to but one thing further; it is this: 
We come here and remain the six or eight months. Our legislation 
is finally boiled down and sent to the conference committees, per- 
haps at midnight on the last night of the session. They report that 
the Senate has concurred in No. 16, that the House has receded from 
No. 20, and that the Senate has agreed to number 25, and so on. The 
vote is taken and of course the conference report is adopted. We 
know by experience that many of us have voted for measures in that 
way of which we knew absolutely nothing, and could never find out 
till we received the printed statutes at onr homes. I simply propose 
that in these conference reports the amendments shall be so written 
out that they may be intelligible when the reports come back to the 
House. I therefore offer the following amendment as a suggestion: 

Add to Rule XXIX the . 

And such reports, instead of referring by number to the amendments or propo- 
sitions agreed to in conference, shall be so written out as to inform the 
from the reading of the report, what effect such amendments or 1 
have upon the measures to which they relate. 

Mr. Chairman, I repeat that I have submitted these remarks to the 
committee as suggestions rather than as mature matters in detail. I 
believe if some such reforms could be brought about the new mem- 
bers of this House would be encouraged, and many a member who is 
known to possess a well-drilled mind, who is valuable on committees, 
whose judgment would carry bakes anywhere, would come to the 
front and the House would have the benefit of his experience, learn- 
ing, and ability who now shrinks away, first, because he does not hap- 

to possess lungs of brass or a voice of thunder ; and second, because 

e has no taste for that push, self-assertion, and persistency which 

make men prominent in a street broil. Ido not say that men who are 

entitled to lead us do not as a rule do it now, or that any mere rales 

ean make men prominent who are not naturally so; but I do say 

that these reforms would go far toward securing the joint deliberate 
judgment of this House as a part of the American Congress. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the report of 
the Committee on Rules on the revision of the rules, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr, BURCH, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested : 

An act (S. No. 315) granting a pension to Henry Stanley Wetmore ; 

An act (8. No. 8 six condemned cannon and cannon- 
balls to Post No. 66, Grand Army of the Republic, of Muncy, Pennsyl- 
vania, for monumental purposes; and 

An act (S. No. 747) for the relief of Harlow L. Street. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, without 
amendment, bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 55) granting a right of way across Water Shops 
Pond in Springfield, Massachusetts, to the Springfield and New Lon- 
don Railroad Company ; 4 

An act (H. R. No. 2053) authorizing the assistant treasurer of the 


United States at New York to waive the enforcement of section 3477 
of the Revised Statutes so far as the same affects certain drafts upon 
him now held by the Masonic Bank of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania ; and 

An act (H. R. No. 3518) authorizing the importation of articles for 
exhibition at the millers’ international exhibition, to be held at Cin- 
cinnati in 1880, free of duty. 


MARINE HOSPITAL AT GEORGETOWN, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, by unanimous consent, reported back, from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, a petition for the re-establishment of 
a marine hospital at Georgetown, South Carolina, and moved that 
the committee be discharged from the.further consideration of the 
same, and that it be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Money, for four days, on account of important business; and 
To Mr. Hund, until Monday next. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. HENKLE, by unanimous consent, leave was given 
to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of John 
Maley, there being no adverse report thereon; also, papers in the 
case of J. H. Maddox, there being no adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia, by unanimous consent, 
leave was given to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the 
case of James D. Cummings, there being no adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. GUNTER, by unanimous consent, leave was given 
to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of 
Warthman, there being no adverse report thereon. 

Mr. ACKLEN, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; andaccordingly (at four o’clock and forty 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. AIKEN: The petition of the Grand Division of Sons of Tem- 
perance of the State of South Carolina, representing twelve hundred 
and fifty members, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alco- 
holic liquor traffle— to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: The petition of soldiers of the late war, for ad- 
ditional pay—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

BEN BOYD: Papers rsa to the claim of Charles E. Fahne- 
stock, postmaster at Glassford, Illinois, to be credited in the settle- 
ment of his accounts with an amount of money of the Government 
of which he was robbed—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Orrin L. Shipper—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Captain M. L. Courtney, Twenty-fifth United 
States Infantry, to be reimbursed losses sustained by fire at Fort 
Stockton, Texas—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of the Women’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Michigan, with a membership of seventy-six hundred 
and seventy-eight, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alco- 
holic liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BROWNE: The petition of John C. King, of Muncie, Indi- 
ana, for an amendment of the pension laws—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLYMER: The petition of Jacob Dundore, to be paid for 
loss of b; T. C. Zulick while in the service of the United States 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COX: A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, commu- 
nicating a statement of the amount of money paid into the Treasury 
under the provisions of the shipping commissioners act—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the Bullion Club of New York City, for specie 
currency—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Memorial of citizens of Hot Springs, Arkansas, 
for a reduction of the burdensome valuations places upon their lots 
by 115 Hot Springs commission, &. —to the Committee on Public 

ands. 

By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: The petition of Lewis Handrow, for pa 
for property lost on board of the American ship Hillman, Gaptared 
during the late war by the confederate cruiser Shenandoah—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of citizens of Chickasaw County, 
Iowa, for legislation to prevent monopolies in transportation—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of 19 honorably disch soldiers of Plymouth, 
Towa, inst the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of soldiers of the late war, of Iowa, for additional 
pay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of F. Hess, of Iowa, that Congress grant to him 
a section of land for each station he establishes in the Rocky Mount- 
ain region for taking meteorological observations, the whole number 
pr utaniona not to exceed twenty-five—to the Committee on Publie 

8. 

By Mr. DICK: The petition of A. E. Rose and 35 other soldiers of 
Crawford County, Pennsylvania, against the passage of Senate bill 
No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of the Winona Temple of Honor 
and Temperance, of Minnesota, for a commission of inquiry concern- 
ing the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 
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By Mr. FIELD: The petition of Captain William J. Lyster, Nine- 
teenth Infantry, United States Army, to be reimbursed for the loss of 
personal property destroyed by fire at Camp Supply, Indian Terri- 
tory, in 1¢77—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of Edwin Woodson, for arrears of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHN HAMMOND: The petition of soldiers of Warren 
County, New York, to be paid the difference between greenbacks and 
gold at the time they were paid for their services—to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. HATCH: The petition of citizens of Macon County, Mis- 
souri, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENKLE: Memorial of the officers of the Washington 
navy-yard and others, for the relief of employés in said yard who 
become disabled while in the discharge of their duty—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HERNDON: Memorial of the National Cotton Exchange, 
praying for an amendment of the census laws that will authorize the 
Superintendent of the Census to publish in advance of the official 

nblication the acreage and production of cotton in each county and 
tate—to the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. HOSTETLER : Papers relating to the pension elaim of 
Henry C. Grooms—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK : The petition of John M. Harris, for the correction 
of his muster as first lieutenant and adjutant First Tennessee Cav- 
alry Volunteers—to the Committee on 1 0 Affairs. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of T. K. McIntyre and others, for 
a change in the law licensing cook-shops, peanut vendors, &c., in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Also, the petition of H. Fellows and others, for the repeal of the 
twenty-second clause of the twenty-first section of the license law of 
the Legislative Assembly of the District of Columbia, which imposes 
a license tax of $25 on produce dealers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JONES: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph E. Wilson 
for pay for the loss of his steamboat Alpha, because of a collision 
therewith by a steam tugboat in the service of the United States— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. KILLINGER: The petition of citizens, late soldiers in the 
service of the United States, of Harrisburgh, Pennsylvania, for the 
passage of the Weaver bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: Papers relating to the claim of L. M. Black 
for pay for damages sustained by reason of the stoppage of a train of 
wagons belonging to him by order of United States authorities—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. McCOID: The petition of Donahue & McCosh and others, 
for a reduction of the duty on sheet-zinc—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Also, the petition of Amos Cumings, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, four petitions of ex soldiers and sailors of the late war, of 
Iowa, for the g e of the Weaver bill, relating to the pay of sol- 
diers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCGOWAN: The petition of George W. Helme, Robert M. 
Shields, Buchanan & Lyall, Peter Lorillard & Co., Goodwin & Co., 
Guthrie & Co., and 247 others, manufacturers of tobacco and cigars 
and dealers in leaf-tobacco, of the cities of New York, Baltimore 
Albany, and Syracuse, protesting against the passage of the bili 
known as the *‘free-leaf tobacco bill” as a measure which would 
close up many of the tobacco and cigar factories and virtually abolish 
the revenue derived therefrom, with a statement of the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue that the signers do not exaggerate the dangers 
to the revenue which the pending “leaf-tobacco bill,” if passed, 
threatens—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McMAHON: The petition of James Roden, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of W. P. I. Painter and others, 
citizens of Lycoming County, Pennsylvania, for increase of pensions 
for widows of soldiers and sailors of the late war to $15 per month— 
to the same committee. 


By Mr. MONROE: The petition of the Women’s Christian Tem- | Affairs, 


perance Union of Ohio, having a membership of four thousand, for a 
commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of William Vincent Smith, for recog- 
nition of service as second lieutenant Eighteenth Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Infantry Volunteers from August 27, 1861—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORTON: Memorial of the directors of the Illinois Central 
Railroad, that the duty imposed upon imported steel rails shall be 
specific, at a rate not exceeding $10 the ton—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MURCH: Papers relating to the claim of laborers and 
others, who have worked ten hours per day, for additional pay—to 
the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Tem- 
plars of Pennsylvania, representing twelve thousand members, for a 
commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of David McClelland for pay for 
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a map of the District of Columbia and for plates, &c., seized in 1861 
by order of the War Department—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, peapea relating to the claim of Mrs. M. V. Brown for pay for 
use and damage to the Washington and Alexandria turnpike by 
United States authorities during the late war—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. ORTH: The petitions of George J. Myers, of Samuel Talley, 
5 of Nelson F. Wood, for pensions to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, the petition of George W. Lewis, for the removal of the charge 
of Jeaan ts the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHN 8. RICHARDSON: The petition of colored and white 
citizens of South Carolina, that Wilberforce University, Ohio, be al- 
lowed a proportionate share of the fund derived from unclaimed vol- 
unteer soldiers’ bounty, and designed for distribution among certain 
collegiate institutions—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of John W. Polk, to be refunded 
moneys advanced to employés of his department on their salaries 
while Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives in the Forty-fifth 
Congress—to the Committee of Claims, 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: The petition of David B. Cook and 
other soldiers and citizens, for the passage of the Weaver bill relat- 
ing to the pay of soldiers--to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


y Mr. SIMONTON: The petition of the members of the bar and 
the county officers of Hardeman County, Tenn and others, 
ainst the repeal of the act requiring terms of a Unfted States court 


ag 
to be held at Jackson, Tennessee, and that Hardeman County be 
transferred to the jurisdiction of said court—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JONATHAN T. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of the Right 
Worthy Grand Lodge of the Good Templars of the United States, 
representing sixty-six grand lodges and about forty thousand mem- 
bers, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traf- 
fic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffle. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: The petition of Stewart Sanderson, to au- 
thorize the construction of his patent steam-ram and to make an ap- 
propriation therefor—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WARNER: The petition of Sherman Hanly and 5 others, 
of Graysville, Ohio, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WILBER: The petition of William Arnold, a soldier of the 
Mexican war, for a pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers relating to the claim of the heirs of Lucy 
Barker for pay for property taken and used by the United States 
Army during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of John W. Mitchell, fora pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FERNANDO WOOD: The petition of Ann Vigo, for.a pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 21, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. GARLAND 
members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the Senate, to attend 
the next annual examination of the cadets at the United States Mili- 
tary Academy, at West Point, New York. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with a 
resolution of the Senate of the i9th instant, a report of Lieutenant- 
Commander F. E. Chadwick on the foreign system of training sea- 
men for the Navy; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
irs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the 19th instant, a report of Professor James R. Soley, on the 
foreign systems of education of naval officers ; which was referred to 
the 8 on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting additional papers concerning the payment of 
the first installment of the annual compensation to James B. Eeds 
for maintenance of the channel at the South Pass, Mississippi River, 
for the quarter ending October 30, 1879; which, on motion of Mr. 
BECK, was referred to the Committee on Transportation Routes to 
the Seaboard, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers and a let- 
ter from Major William P. Craighill, Corps of Engineers, with its in- 
closure, being a draught of a proposed act to provide for the opera- 
tion, maintenance, and repair of the locks and dams of the improve- 
ment of the Great Kanawha River; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed, 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. WITHERS presented the petition of Thomas Horne late 

private Company G, First Regiment Vermont Volunteer Cavalry, 
raying to be allowed arrears of pension; which was referred to the 
ommittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MAXEY presented the petition of Philip T. Allin and others, 
citizens of Johnson and Tarrant Counties, Texas, praying for the 
establishment of a post-route from Cleburne to Fort Worth, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Mr. KERNAN — the petition of Elbridge T. Gerry, presi- 
dent of the New York Society “or the Prevention of Cruelty to Chil- 
dren, and others, praying for such legislative action by egy: as 
will tend to the pardon of the four children of Yakoob Beg, the chil- 
dren being arraigned for “hereditary” high treason to the Emperor 
of China; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


tions. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the memorial of David Harper and 
others, soldiers of the late war and citizens of indiana, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) for the examination 
a adjudication of pension claims; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of E. Brett and others, citizens of 
Pennsylvania, and the petition of George A. Sage and others, citi- 
zens of Michigan, praying for the passage of a law granting to them 
the difference between the value of nbacks and gold at the time 
of payment for their services as soldiers during the late war; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. RANDOLPH presented the idee of O. S. Belden, late assist- 
ant surgeon Fifth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers, praying for the 

of a law granting him arrears of pay due him for services 
performed as such officer from November 28, 1862, to January 27, 1864; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented the petition of David Lewis and 
others, citizens of Warren, Trumbull County, Ohio, and soldiers of 
the late war, praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 2480) for 
the relief of the soldiers and sailors in the Army and Navy of the 
United States in the late war for the suppression of the rebellion, 
and to restore to them equal rights with the holders of Government 
bonds; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, presented the petition of John D. Defrees, 
the Public Printer, praying for the p of a law by Co au- 
thorizing the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to credit him 
with the sum of $9,813, the amount stolen from the safe in the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office in January, 1879; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of John A. Lynch, of the city of 
Washington, praying for the passage of a law looking to the encour- 
agement of closer commercial relations between the United States 
and the Republics of South America; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. * 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented the petition of John B. Handley and 
others, and the petition of S. S. Nicholas and others, citizens of Louis- 
ville, Kentucky ; the petition of J. J. Brown and others, and the pe- 
tition of Samuel Montgomery and others, citizens of New Albany, 
Indiana; the petition of W. H. Fogg and others, citizens of Jeffer- 
sonville, Indiana; the petition of M. D. n and others, and the 
pene of John H. Kennard and others, citizens of New Orleans, 

uisiana, praying for the passage of a law remunerating the heirs 
of Captain Henry M. Shreve for the use of his patent snag-boat; 
which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of S. H. Gould and others, 
citizens of Kennebunk Port, Maine, and M. C. Maling and others, cit- 
izens of Kennebunk, e Rey they are interested in the 
Genevaaward fund, and praying that some bill may be passed during 
the present session of Congress disposing of that fund; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the memorial of John Shoff and others, 
and the petition of L. J. Gandy and others, citizens of Nebraska, re- 
eee e the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) for the exam- 
ination an Judication of pension claims; which were referred to 


the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr.EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred a resolution of the Legislature of Nebraska in 
favor of changing the law as to the removal of suits by corporations 
from State courts into courts of the United States, to report that we 
have considered the subject and have thought it fit to amend the law 
in the direction desired by the memorial. I am instructed to report 
a bill accordingly, and I wish to call the special attention of Sen- 
ators to it, for, in one respect, it makes an important and somewhat 
radical change in the existing law about the jurisdiction of courts of 
the United States. 

The first section of the bill that we report simply provides for put- 
ting corporations who wish to remove causes from State courts into 
United States courts upon exactly the same footing as natural per- 
sons. We give them no special privileges, which they now by law 
possess. The next important matter is that we repeal those provis- 
ions of the Revised Statutes of the United States that authorize suits 


by and 
the courts of the United States, 
like other citizens of the States in which they are located, to sue and 


against national banks to be brought, in the first instance, in 
and leave the national banks exactly 


be sued, in the first instance, in the courts of the State, and then, if, 
like any other citizen, pog kers got a Federal question, they can try 
it out just like anybody else. 

I call the attention of Senators to the bill because in that respect 
it makes, of course, a very decided change in the present law. 

The bill (S. No. 1089) to amend section 640 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to the removal of suits by corporations, 
and to make further provision relating to suits by and against cor- 
portions, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 426) for the relief of 
Patrick Sullivan, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 


report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 
r. HEREFORD, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 707) for the relief of William W. Ross, reported 


it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 187) for the relief of Samuel Castleman, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was 8 indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 219) relating to certain brevet appointments, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 695) for the relief of Michael Granary, Nicholas Wax, and 
Moliere Lange, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr, TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of Walbridge, Holland & Brown, of Seint Louis, Mis- 
souri, praying compensation for services rendered the United States 
as stenographers, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 47) for the relief of James Hunt, submitted an adverse re- 
port thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. RANDOLPH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the petition of Beverly Kennon, praying Congress to 
appropriate $15,000, to be expended under the direction of the Secre- 
taries of War and Navy, to test his invention of a counterpoise bat- 
tery, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the committee were discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition. - 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 773) making appropriations for a military wagon-road from 
Niobrara, in Knox County, Nebraska, via the military post recently 
located near the mouth of the Minnecadusa, to Fort Robinson, in 
said State, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered 
to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 917) providing for the ascertainment and . for 
patented inventions used in the Springfield breech-] g system by 
the United States, asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was 


reed to. 
le also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 754) to authorize the relocation and improvement of the military 
wagon-road from Sidney, Nebraska, via Forts Robinson and Sheridan, 
to the Sioux reservation, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PADDOCK subsequently said: I move to reconsider the vote 
by which Senate bill No. 754 was indefinitely postponed. There are 
reasons 5 should go on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The bill will be placed on the Calendar, with the adverse re- 
port of the committee. 

Mr. UMB, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. No. 194) to provide for the HR REE of the 
Fort Harker military reservation, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 193) to provide for the disposition of the Fort Larned military 
reservation, 1 ged it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 2) for the relief of Mark Walker, reported it with an amend- 
meny aa submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be 

rinted. 
5 He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 556) to authorize the President to appoint Sergeant John Do- 
lan, of the Fifth Cavalry, United States Army, a second lieutenant, 
and place him upon the retired list, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
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(S. No. 80) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to ascertain and 
report to Congress the amount of money expended and indebtedness 
assumed by the State of Kansas in repelling invasions and'suppress- 
ing Indian hostilities, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 50) for the relief of James A. Barr, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 180) for the relief of George V. 
Hebb, reported it without amendment, and submitted areport thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 687) for the relief of C. Bohn, submitted an adverse report 
thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the claim 
of Claude H. Masten, surviving partner of the firm of Le Vert & 
Masten, of Mobile, Alabama, for himself and in behalf of the chil- 
dren of Octavia Le Vert, widow of his deceased partner, for rent of 
the Le Vert Hospital, occupied by the United States authorities, sub- 
mitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1088) for the 
relief of Claude H. Masten, surviving partner of the firm of Le Vert 
& Masten, of Mobile, Alabama, and the children of Octavia Le Vert, 
deceased. ; 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 402) to authorize the President to restore Ed- 
win R. Parks to his former rank in the Army, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 223) to authorize the restoration of Calvin T. Speer to the 
rank of second lieutenant, United States Army, and to pay him ar- 
rears of pay his due, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was 

ned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Solomon Morris, late sergeant Company A, Thirty-eighth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteers, praying the passage of a law authorizing 
him to be mustered and paid as second lieutenant for the time he was 
held as a prisoner during the late war, submitted a report thereon, ac- 
companied by a bill (S. No. 1100) for the relief of Solomon Morris. 

The er was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 389) for the relief of Peter Phillips, reported it without amend- 
8 and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be 

rinted. 

= He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 390) to authorize the President to restore Dunbar R. Ransom 
to his former rank in the Army, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 536) placing the name of Walter F. Halleck upon the retired 
list of the United States Army, submitted an adverse report thereon ; 
Tea was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 131) for the relief of John W. Chickering, reported it with an 
amendment, the committee adopting a favorable report made by the 
Committee on Military Affairs in a former Congress. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 388) for the relief of Jacob B. King, reported it without amend- 
mens, ana submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be 

rin 
> He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 214) for the relief of Robert W. Dunbar, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of H. A. Denton, of Company C, Twelfth Regiment Kentucky 
Cavalry, United States Volunteers, raying to be allowed the pay of 
a first lieutenant from September 7, 1862, to November 16, 1862, re- 
ported adversely thereon, and the committee were discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam also directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred a letter from the Secretary of War trans- 
mitting the petition of Lieutenant F. C. Nichols praying that the 
law be so amended as to allow officers now in the Army who served 
as officers of volunteers in the Mexican war credit for the time they 
so served in computing the length of their services, &c., to ask to be 
discharged from its further consideration. The committee examined 
the case and find the law now provides for the allowance of the com- 
putation which the perg desires. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee will be discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam also directed by the same committee, to whom 
were referred letters, &c., in relation to the claim of Cephas L. Rock- 
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wood, a descendant of Josiah Shields, who asks Congress to refund 
to him $300 loaned to Eos Shields, a reerniting officer, and $75 
expended by said Rockw in the recruiting service, an old claim, 
reported on in 1827, to report adversely, and the committee adopt the 
report of that date and ask to be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee will be discharged from 
the further consideration of the papers. 

“Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 888) to authorize the compilation and print- 
ing of the naval history of the war, reported it with an amendment. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 13) to authorize the assignment of a rear-admiral on the 
retired list of the Navy to duty as governor of the naval asylum at 
Philadelphia, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 593) to repeal the provision authorizing the advancement of 
an officer of the Navy thirty numbers in rank for extraordinary hero- 
ism, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 286) for the relief of John S. Cunningham, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. WHYTE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 114) to prevent officers of the Navy from be- 
ing kept upon the retired list r the disability for which they were 
placed there has ceased, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 454) to provide for the erection of a monument at the naval cem- 
etery at Annapolis, Maryland, in commemoration of the officers and 
others who perished by the wreck of the United States steamer Hu- 
5 adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mn BAYARD. Senate bill No. 1075, to authorize Dr. Daniel M. 
Appel, of the United States Army, to receive pay for discharging the 
duties of physician to the Mescalero Apache Indian agency, New Mex- 
ico, wasinadvertently referred to the Committee on Finance. I desire 
to have it withdrawn from that committee and to have it referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That change of reference will be made. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Select Committee on the Tenth Census, to which 
was referred the bill (S. No. 787) toamend the act entitled “An act to 
provide for taking the tenth and subsequent censuses,” approved March 
3, 1879, and the bill (S. No. 864) to amend the act of March 3, 1879, in 
relation to the census of 1880, direct me to report a substitute for the 
two bills as an amendment to be offered to the bill (S. No. 885) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to provide for taking the tenth and 
subsequent censuses,” approved March 3, 1879, now upon the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1090) for the relief of John D. Defrees; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. KERNAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1091) granting an increase of pension to Cap- 
tain Joseph H. Tall, Eighty-sixth New York Volunteers; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WHYTE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1092) for the relief of W. H. Newman and L. 
A. Van Hoffman ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1093) for the relief of Thomas Poultney; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. MORRILL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1094) to incorporate the National Education 
Association; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, (b ag ewe Hey and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1095) for the encourage- 
ment of closer commercial relationship between the United States and 
the Republic of Mexico, Central America, the Empire of Brazil, and 
the several republics of South America; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HEREFORD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1096) for the relief of V. B. Horton, jr.; 
aren was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ms. 

Mr. SAULSBURY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1097) for the relief of Susan Fox; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying petition, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1098) to provide suitable accommodations 
for the Library of Congress; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Library. i 

Mr. TELLER. Iask leave to introduce a bill by request. The bill 


434 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 21, 


is accompanied by a petition, and at the earnest request of the peti- 
tioner I ask that it be read; it is short. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


J A 
nited States of America in Congress assembled : 

Your petitioner, on behalf of himself and thousands of sufferers from the pres- 
ent loose and ust methods of the Government, and on behalf of the whole peo- 
ple of the United States, whose highest interests are best subserved by public and 
private justice, and who have a right to be legally equal to their own creatures, 
the Government, instituted for their benefit, and not for the governors, I ask the 
passage of the accompanying bill, for the enforcement of public and private justice 
and the relief of Congress the consideration of private bills, for reasons fol- 


lowing: 
— the obligations of nations to pay their debts are the same as those of private 
individuals. 


2. Executive responsibility is the best guarantee for the economical and rigid 
enforcement of law. $ 

z ae present laws are wholly inadequate for protection against official mistakes 
and abuses. 

4. The present methods are unjust, oppressive, and often cruel. 

5. Congress is overburdened with private business, to the detriment of public 
legislation. 

6. If the Government collects interest, it should pay interest; if it defaults, it 
should be governed by the common laws of business among business men. 

7. Under the present irresponsible methods, private claims will multiply with 
the increase of population. 5 

8. There is no valid reason why the citizen should not have equality in the 
courts with the Government. 

9. It is a measure of justice. 

10. It will compel official 8 

11. It will relieve Congress and the Departments. 

12. It is the only proper way of settling such controversies, 

13. It will place our citizens on an equality with their Government as are the 
citizens (subjects) of despotic governments. (“By petition of right” the Queen 
of England may be sued by a citizen or alien; an American sues the British gov- 
ernment and cannot sue own.) 

14. There should be no State secrets in a republican government. The people 
have a right to know the innermost working of their own institutions. 

15. The Government should not avail itself of its own laches, or of any accident 
5 

our er ever pray. 
wate JOHN B. WOLFF, 
Washington, B. 0 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1099) for the enforcement of public and privaje Papas and the relief 
of Congress from the consideration of private bills; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. TELLER. I move the reference of the petition and bill to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT TO-A BILL. 


Mr. GARLAND submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. No. 192) to correct the date of commission of 
certain officers of the Quartermasters Department; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. KERNAN, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of Alice E. De Groat, executrix, 
be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Joseph Kinney, administrator of the es- 
tate of David Ballentine, be taken from the files of the b fi office and referred 
to the Committee on Claims to accompany Senate bill No. 308. 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of Thomas McGeehan for an in- 
crease of — be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Ordered, That wal amps of Ann M, Paulding, widow of Hiram Paulding, de- 
ceased, late rear-admiral United States Navy, praying to be allowed a pension, be 
taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on P. k 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of William S. Mitchell be taken from the files of the 
Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. HEREFORD, it was 


Ordered, That leave be 88 to Samuel C. Ludington, or his attorney, to with · 
draw the on file in his case. š 
That leave be ganta to James D. Cumming, or his attorney, to with- 
draw the papers on file in his case. 


DONATIONS OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 


sidered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed to report to the Senate the 
number and weight and the value per pound of condemned cannon which have 
since January, 1 been donated for any purposes by acts of Congress, and whether 
there are in fact any such cannon now on hand. 


JOHN N. REED. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 52) for the relief of John N. Reed. It will only 
take a moment. The case has passed both the Senate and House 


heretofore. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be read for information. 
The Chief Clerk read the bill. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill is favorably reported from the 
Committee on Claims. Is there objection to its present considera- 
tion? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Claims propose an 
amendment, which will be reported. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before we go to the amendment I wish the Sec- 
retary would read the report. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. COCK- 
RELL January 14: 


‘The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 179 67 No. 52) for the relief 
of John N. Reed, have duly considered the same, and submit the following report: 
In the Forty-third Con; „first session, in the House of Representatives, a bill 
5 R. No. 707) for the relief of claimant, Reed, was presented, and referred to the 
mmittee of Claims, and Mr. Nunn, to whom the bill was referred as a sub- com- 
ury Department for intormangion, The ecretary of Wor ender dave at Minot 8 

w ent for information. e Secre 0 ar, under date of March 1 
1874, furnished the following letter, to wit: X . 

„Wan DEPARTMENT, 

“ Washington City, March 2, 1874. 

“Str: In compliance with your request of the 27th ultimo I inclose a copy of the 
contract between Lieutenant W. H. Stevens and Reed, Pitt & McPherson, in 1861, 
which was approved by this Department, 

There is no record of what amount has been paid on this contract, but if pay- 
ment has been made therein it may be ascertained from the accounts of Lieuten- 
ant Stevens on file in the office of the Third Auditor of the Treasury. 

“Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“WM. W. BELKNAP, 
“ Secretary of War. 
Hon. D. A. NUNN, 
503 D street, Washington, D. C.“ 


A duly-certified copy of said contract accompanied said letter. This contract is 
dated July 14, 1960, and was made on the part of the United States by Lieutenant 
W. H. Stevens, United States Engineers, with J. N. Reed, Alexander Pitt, and W. 
McPherson, of Galveston, Texas, and was duly approved by the War Department. 
By its terms the contractors “to furnish at the wharf at the north end of 
Pelican Spit, Galveston Bay, 100,000 cubic feet of fine shells, 100,000 cubic feet of 
clean clam or cockle shells, and 10,000 cubic feet of sharp sand, like the sam- 
ple shown at Lieutenant Stevens's office; the sand and shells to be of good quality, 
and subject to the inspection of Lieutenant W. H. Stevens, or of such agent or 

ts as he may designate, or of such agent or agents as may hereafter succeed 
him, the whole amount of deliveries not to be less than 40,000 cubic feet of each 
kind of shell and 10,000 cubic feet of sand month. The price for fine shells to 
be 2} cents per cubic foot, 6} cents per cubic foot for clam or cockle shells, and St 


cents per cubic foot for which prices the United States agreed to pay on al 
deliveries as required by the contractors, retaining on such partial payments 15 
per cent. until the contract was completed. The United States a; to receive 


the shells and sand at the rail of the vessel alongside the wharf on the north end 
of Pelican Spit, Galveston Bay.” Such were the terms of the contract. The con- 
tractors gave bond for the faithful performance of the contract, with good and suf- 
ficient sureties, which was approved by the United States attorney for the east- 
ern district of Texas on July 14, 1860. In reply to the application of Mr. Nunn, 
the Department furnished the following letter, to wit: 


tt TREASURY DEPARTMENT, THIRD AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., March 5, 1874. 
“Sm: In reply to your letter of the 4th instant, herewith returned, I have to in- 
form you tbat Lieutenant W. H. Stevens, United States nce eae pea Reed, 
Pitt & McPherson, on contract dated July 14, 1860, for furnishing shells and sand, 
the sum of #3,040 in the fourth quarter of 1860. 
z “ALLAN RUTHERFORD, 
“Auditor. 
“Hon. D. A. Nuns, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.“ 


Mr. Nunn, of the House, reported favorably, on May 8, 1874, (Report No. 564,) a 
substitute (II. R. No. 3268) for said bill, and made the following summary of the 
materials delivered, prices and amounts, &c., to wit: 
52, 214 feet, at 24 cents per foot oe 
14, 684 feet cockle-shell, at 6} cents 
15, 926 feet mixed, (half fine and h 


These deliveries are 3 by the receipts of the officers. If we de- 
duct the payments by the Secretary of the Treas 


There remains a balance due for actual deliver 2,191 235 


But the same officers prove that the Government was not prepared to receive 
the shell at a wharf at the north end of Pelican Spit, Galveston Bay, as stipu- 
lated by the contract, and consequently the agents d not receive the articles 
at the rail of the vessel; but, on the contrary, these agents employed the hands 
of the contractors for a time, equal to one hundred and thirty-eight days of labor, 
at $1.50 per day, to wheel off the shell and sand from the vessels to the fort, thus 
making a just charge of $237. The same officers also certify that the steamer San 
Antonio and the two schooners Dinslow and Jane were detained seventeen days 
because the United States were not ready to receive the articles at the rail of the 
vessel, as stipulated in the contract; and for this demurrage the petitioner charges 
$2,550, which, under the circumstances, seems to be a just charge. 


Add, therefore, the balance for material eee ooye „55 $2,191 25 
Labor of the petitioner's hands while employed by the United States... 237 

Demurrage or detention of the vessel 2, 550 00 
Makea a WAlSnO0 cas e NETE Sacagunvesuan 4,978 25 


“ Your committee believe that this whole sum should be allowed to John N. Reed, 
to whom the whole contract has been assigned.” 

This bill, so amended, passed the House Jan 22, 1875, and was sent to the 
Senate, where, on February 13, 1875, it was reverted with amendment by Mr. Mer- 
rimon, when no final action was had. 

In the Forty-fourth Con a bill for the relief of claimant was introduced in 
the House of resentatives and referred to the Committee of Claims, and on 


December 22, 1876, Mr. Pratt, from said committee, re ed favorably a substitate 
(H. R. No. 4274) for said bill, which report was iden y the same as the report 
of Mr. Nunn in the former Congress, This bill, after being reported, was placed 


upon the Private Calendar, but was not reached. In the Forty-fifth Congress, in 
the House of Representatives, a bill (H. R. No. 690) for the relief of claimant was 
introduced, and referred to the Committee of Claims, and on April 24, 1878, Mr. 
Lockwood, from said committee, reported favorably a substitute, PH. R. No. 4558,) 
which was passed by the House of Representatives, and sent to the Senate and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and on February 25, 1879, Mr. Haruis, from 


said committee, reported the said bill (H. R. No. 4558) favorably to the Senate, 
adopting the report of Mr. Lockwood. 

The reports of Mr. Lockwood and Mr. Harris make the following sammary of 
the materials delivered, and prices and amounts, &c., to wit: 


52, 214 feet, at 24 cents per foot 42 81, 305 35 

14, 684 7 2 cockle-shell, at 6} cents per foot, which at contract price is ‘etn 
equal to > 

15, 926 feet mixed, (balf fine and half cockle,) at 4} cents 


14, 507 feet sharp sand, at 83 cents per foot 


‘These deliveries are all proved bf the receipts of the officers. Deduct- 
ing the payments made by the Secretary of the Treasury ......-----. 


There remains a balance due for actual deliver 


The same officers prove that the Governme: s was not prepared to receive the 
shell and sand at a wharf at the north end of Pelican Spit, veston Bay, accord- 
ing to the terms of the contract. The agents of the Government could not, there- 
fore, receive the shells and sand at the rail of the vessel, but, on the contrary, these 

nts employed the hands of the contractors for a time equal to one hundred and 
thirty-cight days of labor to wheel off the shell and sand from the vessels to the fort. 
The claimant shows that such labor was worth $1.50 per day, thus making a just 
charge of $237. The same officers also certify that the steamer San Antonio and the 
two schooners Dinslow and Jane, the vessels owned and used by the contractors in 
transporting the shells and sand, were detained seventeen days use the United 
States were not ready to receive the shells and sand at the rail of the vessel, as pro- 
vided in the contract. For this dem e the petitioner claims $2,550, or at the 
rate of $150 per day. Your committee think that the sum of $1,700, or $100 per 
day, would be a just and proper sum to allow for demurrage, 


2, 040 00 


—— 2,191 25 


The balance for material actually deliver ec $2, 191 25 
Labor of the petitioner's hands while employed by the United States... 237 00 
Demurrage or detention of the vessels „„ 1. 700 00 


F OF So rsa ce r AAA A A E 4. 128 25 


“Your committee believe that this whole sum should be allowed to John N. Reed, 
to whom the whole contract has been assigned.“ 

Your committee have carefully re-examined all the facts in this case, and they 
find that A. J. Moore was a duly authorized agent or overseer of Lieutenant Ste- 
vens to receive and receipt for shells, sand, and materials, and that said contractors 
did duly deliver to the United States, which was duly received for them by said 
Moore, materials as follows, to wit: 


53,264 cubic feet of fine shells, at 2} cents per foot $1, 331 60 
14,684 cubic feet of cockle-shells, at 6} cents paos PERET 954 46 
15,926 cubic feet mixed shells, (half tine and cockle,) at i cents per aon 
OOt. occ kt «t ũũũ „%%% 
14,567 cubic feet clean, sharp sand, at 83 cents per foi 1, 274 68 
Aggregate amount 4, 257 50 
Deduct payment made by Lieutenant Stevens . 2,040 00 


Which leaves a balance due for materials actually delivered............ 2,217 50 


Your committee further find that the United States could not receive the said 
materials“ at the rail of the vessel alongside the wharf on the north end of Peli- 
can Spit, Galveston Bay,” as — contract, and that, therefore, the agents of the 
Government employed the laborers of the contractors to 1 and they did 

rform, one hundred and thirty-eight days’ labor, worth $1.50 per day, amounting 
1 $207, in wheeling off and transporting the said materials from the vessels to the 
fort, and that they are justly entitled to said last- named sum. 

Your committee further find that by the terms of the contract it is provided : 
“This contract to receive the approval of the Secretary of War before going into 
effect, and the time allotted for deliveries to be reckoned from the eleventh day 
after the party of the second part (the contractors) has received notice of the ap- 
proval.” Your committee have not been able to ascertain the exact date of the ap- 
proval of said contract by the Secretary of War, or the exact date when notice of 
the approval was received by the contractors. The evidence shows that the steamer 
San Antonio was detained for twenty-three days, from September 7 to November 
14, 1860. The claimant claims demurrage for such detention in his memorial and 
account for only seventeen days, which is, probably, the correct number of days of 
detention after the notice of approval was received. The claimant asks $150 per 
day for demurrage. The contract makes no eee for demurrage or detention 
of vessels except as stated in the portion thereof hereinbefore copied—that is, 
“that the time allotted for deliveries shall be from the eleventh day after notice 
of approval to the contrac but does not stipulate any price or amount of com- 
pensation. Your committee think that the amount of 8 eer day for the seven- 
teen days, as heretofore recommended and agreed to in the House and Senate, is a 
full compensation for such demurrage. Your committee further tind that the con- 
tractors of cluimant, Alexander Pitt and W. McPherson, on January 7, 1861, duly 
assigned and transferred their of the said contract to claimant, and that 
the contract was not complied with in cor uence of the secession of the State of 
Texas and the civil war which followed; and while it is quite true that the claim- 
ant logt his vessels, which were seized by the confederate authorities, and he was 
8 the further benefit of his contract, the Government cannot be held 
responsible, 

he committee may add that it was in proof that the claimant, John N. Reed, 
remained loyal to the United States, and immediately after the close of the war he 
Was a Soa one of the deputy collectors of internal revenue in the district of 
his residence in Texas. 

The claimant in his memorial makes the following summary of his claim : 
Therefore he claims an actual balance of.. ae 
And damages for loss of contract 


Making senldkk . 


But in his account, certified by him December 4, 1865, and verified by his affida- 
vit on the same day, he makes the following claim: 

52,214 feet fine shell, at 2} cents — 
14,684 feet cockle-shell, at 6} cents 


15,926 feet mixed, (half fine and half cockle,) at 4g cents 696 76 
14,567 feet s! Sand, at 83 cents - 1,274 68 
138 days’ work of hands furnished to wheel off shell and sand, at $1.50. 207 00 
17 days’ demurrage of steamer San Antonio and barges, at$150 per day. 2,550 00 

t 6, 988 25 

Credit by cash of H. W. Stevens ... 2,020 00 


4,968 25 
The olaimant in estimating the amount of fine shells seems to have omitted one 
delivery of 1,050 cubic feet, wn by the evidence to have been delivered. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Your committee, after the most patient investigation, submit the following state- 
ment of their conclusions upon each item charged for, to wit: 


53,264 cubic feet fine shells, at 24 cents foot $1,331 60 
14,634 cubic feet cockle-shells, at 6} cents per foot 954 46 
15,926 cubic feet mixed shells (half fine and half cockle) at i cents per foot. 696 76 
«4,567 cubic feet clean, sand, at 8} cents per foot 1.274 68 


All aggregating 
From which deduct the payment mad. 


Leaving a balance due the claimant l 4,124 50 


Your committee recommend the payment of the above sum, and the amendment 
of the bill to correspond therewith ; and, as so amended, report the bill back to the 
Senate with the recommendation that it do pass, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, in line 3, to strike out “eight” after “twenty” and in- 
sert “‘four;” and, in line 4, to strike out “twenty-five” and insert 
“fifty” before “cents ;” so as to make the bill read: 

That the sum of $4,124.50 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay John N. Reed for ma- 
terial delivered, labor, time, and 3 upon the contract of Reed, Pitt & 
McPherson, approved by the Secretary of War on the 3d day of September, 1860, 
and assi, to said Reed, and shall be in full discharge of all claim against the 
United States in any manner arising upon or by reason of the said contract, or for 
any non- ent thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee what evidence the committee had of the assignment of this claim 
by the other owners to the particular one named in the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The written assignment, filed with the papers 
in the case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If there were any possible question abont it, I 
merely suggest that it would be better to have the bill provide for 

ay ing the money to that firm, or their legal representatives, and then 
rela it for the Department to ascertain exactly how it was. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think there is no doubt about that question 


at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If it is perfectly safe, very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The assignment is filed with the papers and 
duly attested. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

VAN. B. BOWERS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the present consideration of Senate 
bill No. 298. It is a very short bill with a very short report. It is a 
bill for the relief of Van. B. Bowers. 

There being no oe the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 298) for the relief of Van. B. 

wers. It provides for paying Van. B. Bowers, late postmaster at 
Bucklin, Linn County, Missouri, $113, being the amount of postage- 
stamps stolen from the safe of the post-office by burglars on the night 
of the 12th of November, 1874, without fault or negligence on the 
part of Bowers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report in that case. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
COCKRELL from the Committee on Claims, on the 14th instant, but 
was year eens 

Mr. EDM S. Ihave run through that report, and I am satis- 
fied. I do not ask that it be read any further for me. . 

Mr. FERRY. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator from 
Missouri one question in re; to this case, whether the aster 

3 reported to the Post-Office Department the fact of the burg- 
les at the time? 

Mr. COCKRELL. He reported the burg at once and one man 
was arrested and sent to the penitentiary. e only man connected 
with the transaction who did not get into the penitentiaey was a man 
from Wisconsin or Michigan, There is one up there who escaped, so 
far as the last information was concerned. 

Mr. FERRY. Iam happy to find he was not a resident of Michi- 
gan. I hope the Senator from Missouri does not by that diversion 
escape the point I wish to make. I wish to follow that up with the 
fact, if it is a fact, that the Post-Office Department sent a special 
agent Ste notification of the burglary to the locality. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They sent a special agent, and the special agent 
went and made an examination, and his report is printed in fall in 
this report of the committee. 

Mr. FERRY. I did not hear that part of it read. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Thad the reading stopped before that was reached. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He examined the case and found the offense was 
committed by a band of burglars who burglarized four or five offices 
in Missouri about the same time. They were all sentenced to the 
penitentiary except one man, who lived in Milwaukee, Wisconsin, and 
the agent reports that “his pal, George Wolf, was tried in Spring- 
field, Illinois, and sentenced to one year’s confinement. Reuben De 
Barre was also convicted at Milwaukee, but the Jew has money, and 
may get clear yet.” That is the report of the special agent. 

Mr. FERRY. I understand, then, that all the Missourians impli- 
cated in this affair were sent to the penitentiary. That is well. 


436 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
UNITED STATES NOTES AS A LEGAL TENDER. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired, and the 
Senator from Kentucky, pursuant to notice given yesterday, calls for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution Gk R. No. 49) in rela- 
tion to United States Treasury notes, which is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, it has been my good fortune to agree so 
often with the views of the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. BAYARD] that 
I cannot help regretting that I am compelled to differ with him on the 
important question the Senate has to consider. I desire to assure him 
in advance that whatever I may say in opposition to the resolution, 
aramey the passage of which I felt it to be my duty to report, and 
whatever may be my opinions as to the objects and purposes of those 
who are clamoring so loudly for its passage, Iam sure that he is actu- 
ated solely by an earnest desire to promote the public welfare and 
to return at the earliest ible moment to the safe constitutional 
methods of the fathers of the Republic. I feel, however, that the 
resolution is unnecessary, unwise, ill-timed, and calculated to disturb 
the prosperity which, I hope, is dawning upon the country. His prop- 
osition is not a new one. It was voted down with unusual unanimity 
by poih Houses of Congress less than twenty months ago. In May, 
1878, the House of Representatives, by a vote of 173 to 35, and the 
Senate, by a vote of 41 to 18, the following bill, which was 
approved by the President May 29, 1878. (See United States Statutes, 
volume 20, page 87:) 

An act to forbid the further retirement of United States legal-tender notes, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States d 
‘ess assembled, That from and after the rod of this act it sh 


America in Congr 
not be lawful for the Secre of the Treasury, or other officer under him, to can- 


cel or retire any more of the United States legal-tender notes. And when any of 
said notes ma; redeemed or be received into the Treasury under any law, from 
any source whatever, and shall belong to the United States, they shall not be re- 
tired, canceled, or destroyed, but they shall be reissued and paid out again and 
kept in circulation: Provided, That nothing herein shall prohibit the cancellation 
and destruction of mutilated notes and the issue of others of like denominations 
in their s as now provided by law. All acts and parts of acts in conflict here- 
with are here repealed. 

Approved May 31, 1878, 

That law is a very distinct expression of the will of Congress, and 
a very clear assertion of its power, in time of peace, to reissueand keep 
in circulation all the then outstanding legal-tender notes. The Pres- 
ident and his advisers had no doubt as to the right and power of 
Congress to do so. The approval of the act was prompt, and there 
was no pronounced clamor against our constitutional authority to 

ass it from any quarter. When that bill was before the Senate the 
ator from Delaware moved the following amendment to it: 

Provided, That the said notes when so reissued shall be receivable for all dues to 
the United States excepting duties on imports, and not to be atherwise a legal 
tender, and any reprint of the said notes shall bear this superscription. 

He sustained it in one of the ablest and best considered speeches 
he ever made; yet only eighteen Senators supported it,and forty- 
one voted against it. Among the latter were six out of the nine 
members of the present Committee on Finance, I being one of them. 
That amendment, it will be observed, is in substance and almost in 
words the resolution the Senate is now asked to pass. Let me read it: 

Resolved, dc., That from and after the passage of this resolution all United States 
notes shall be receivable for all dues to the United States excepting duties on im- 
ports, and shall not be otherwise a legal tender; and any of said notes hereafter 
reissued shall bear this superscription. 

Neither the President, nor the Secretary of the Treasury, nor the 
distinguished list of petitioners whose A and morocco-bound 
petition is paraded before us with such a flourish of trumpets, nor 
the bankers, brokers, and bondholders who are so much alarmed lest 
the country be dishonored and the Constitution shattered by the re- 
issue of legal-tender notes in time of peace, exhibited any of the 
anxiety they now profess to feel, although these notes were then at 
a discount, were not redeemable in coin, and were subject therefore 
to denunciation as irredeemable currency, a forced loan, dishonest 
money, rag-babies, and the various other epithets which the adher- 
ents of the money power in their pretended zeal for the dear people 
delight to indulge in. It seems to me then was the time, when a 
new assurance was being given to the people that their money should 
be maintained at its then volume and that the denomination of the 
notes should not be changed, for the distinguished petitioners to 
have given to Congress the advice they now so freely volunteer, and 
to have pointed out the dangers to constitutional liberty and law 
and to the best interests of the people for which they at this time so 
feelingly plead. ; , 

Now gold and silver coin of the standard value prescribed prior to 
July 14, 1870, and nominated as the measure of payment at the dicta- 
tion of the money power in all the bonds since issued, can be demanded 
and obtained from the Government for the face value of every one 
of the notes of the United States. The Secretary of the Treasury tells 
us in his last report that he has over $225,000,000 of gold and silver 
coin and bullion in the Treasury, nearly $160,000,000 of which is 
available for all purposes. Other official reports show that the enor- 
mous taxation we have endured since the war has produced reyenues 
that have enabled us to reduce the public debt from $2,773,236,173, as 
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it stood July 1, 1866, to $2,011,798,504, as it stood January 1, 1880, 
being a reduction of $761,437,669. The Secretary in his report Decem- 
ber 3, 1877, showed that the maximum amount which it was possible 
to claim July 1, 1877, as necessary to comply with all the obligations 
of the sinking-fund law was $475,318,888, and we have been applyi 
all our surplus revenues to that fund ever since, so that it is nade th 
say that we have exceeded up to this time all the obligations of the 
sinking fund by at least $250,000,000. These debt statements exclude 
all the great floating war debt on which hundreds of millions have 
been paid out of the proceeds of the sales of our ships, horses, mules, 
wagons, and all the other vast materials purchased out of the appro- 
riations so lavishly furnished during the years of strife. The War, 

Navy, and Treasury Departments claimed all these things as their 
property, on the ground that they were charged with them, when 
the original appropriations were made, and therefore they had the 
right to use the proceeds as they pleased to pay the debts these De- 
partments owed, and they paid lavishly to their pets and friends in 
ways that Congress knew nothing of. 

Mr. President, if one-half of the vast sums which reached the Treas- 
ury in gold (forgetting all that was stolen and squandered) from the 
taxes taken from the pockets of the people had been retained, instead 
of being used to pay the principal of the public debt, with the pre- 
miums, double interests, and costs of that operation, and the green- 
backs had not been repudiated at the custom-houses, resumption 
would have come of itself years before it was forced on the country. 
Nobody was demanding payment of the principal of our debt; its bur- 
den was diminishing by being let alone in proportion as our wealth 
and population increased. 

The tary shows that be has a large and increasing surplus fund 
from excess of receipts over expenditures, so that all danger of the non- 
payment or depreciation of the United States notes is at an end. The 
coin in the Treasury held as reserve cost the people in commissions, 
expenses, and double interest at least 6 per cent., or $13,500,000. It is 
worth 4 per cent. per annum, so that it is held at an annual eost of over 
$8,000,000 in order to remove all possible doubt, uncertainty, or ap- 
prehension as to the absolute equality in valne and convertibility of 
these notes into coin. In addition to all this, the Secretary elaims that 
under the inser) Sete act of 1875 he has the power now to sell as 
many 5 per cent. bonds of the United States from time to time, and at 
any time he pleases, as will enable him to obtain and retain eoin in the 
Treasury to pay y outstanding note on demand. If $500,000,000 
is in his opinion (and he is the sole judge) necessary be can sell them; 
indeed, there is no limit to the security except the tax-paying capacity 
of the people of the United States. With these vast sums and enor- 
mous powers held and given to protect these notes it is absolute folly 
for any set of men to pretend that there is any sort of doubt that 
they are and sere will be as good as eoin. The Secretary, after 
telling Congress that he can easily maintain resumption with the 
present volume of notes outstanding, gives the highest evidence of 
the confidence of the people in them when he says: 

The great body of coin indebtedness has been paid in United States notes at 
the request of the holder. * * * But little coin been demanded on the coin 
liabilities of the Government during the saae ari {from January 1 to Novem 
ber 1, 1879,) though the amount accruing ex $600,000,000. 

Yet the New York petitioners, in their gilded memorial to Congress 
urging that these notes be degraded by having their legal-tender 
quality destroyed, and that they be forever repudiated by the Gov- . 
ernment refusing to receive them for taxes at its custom-houses, say 

We believe that this measure, if enacted into law, will encourage every legiti- 
mate business enterprise; will revive confidence in permanent investments; will 
give extended employment to labor in all industrial pursuits; will secure to hon- 
est toilits just rewards; will be a sheet-anchor to stability in every department of 
business, and discourage that spirit of uncertainty which breeds disastrous fluctu- 
ations in prices. 

The petition is signed by a highly respectable body of men. Gov- 
ernor Robinson, Mr. Belmont, Messrs. Drexel, Morgan, & Co., Mr. 
Oppenheimer—Jew and Gentile—all the money-kings are there. “ Alt 
honorable men.” 

It presents a sharp contrast to the simple 8 from the working- 
men of Philadelphia, presented yesterday by the Senator from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. MorGan, j which bears the mark of the anvil and the work- 
shops, but is all the more entitled to consideration as an honest pro- 
test made against the passage of the resolution, because made by the 
sons of toil, about whose we the money-kings appear so anxious. 

I am glad it is here, so the representatives of the people can consider 
their case as well as that presented by the distinguished gentleman 
from New York. I deny all the assumptions of the New York peti- 
tioners. I deny that the passage of the resolution will have any one 
of the effects claimed. Surely confidence in permanent investments 
needs no revival when our 4 per cent. bonds were at a premium of 3 
per cent. the day after the interest was paid, and are over 4 per cent. 
to-day. Honest toil asks no other reward than a chance to earn the 
notes as theyare; the complaints against and abuse of them have never 
come from men engaged in honest toil. If any dissatisfaction has 
been expressed anywhere since the law of May, 1878, was passed; if 
any petitions to Congress have been presented seeking to destroy any 
quality now d by the legal-tender notes prior to the change 
of front by the President and his Secretary when this session of Con- 

opened, or prior to the introduction of this resolution, I failed to 
observe the fact. 
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It is always ù safe and generally a wise policy to let well enough 
alone. It seems to me to be both safe and wise not to disturb the 
currency used by the people when their business, after years of dis- 
aster, is improving, and not to alarm men who are just beginning to 
rally from stunning blows. Nothing proves that to be onr present 
condition more satisfactorily and conclusively than the contrast be- 
tween the business failures now and for the last few years. I take 
the following statement from the last annual circular issued by the 
mercantile agency of Dun, Barlow & Co., of New York: 


Number of | Amount of 
Year. “failures, | liabilities. 

5, 830 $155 239, 000 
7,740 | 201, 060, 353 
092 | 191, 117, 786 

8.872 1590, 669, 
10, 478 234, 383, 132 
42,012 972, 470, 207 


During these terrible years when forced resumption was being con- 
summated over forty thousand business men, or firms composed of many 
men, were swept away, their liabilities amounting to almost half the 
amount of the public debt of the United States, and forty millions of 
people deprived of one-third or one-half of the value of their prop- 
erty, suffered to an extent that no mercantile agency can estimate, 
in order to make a few bankers and bondholders rich out of their 
wretchedness. The same authority makes the following exhibit for 
the first nine months of 1879, and contrasts it with that of the first 
nine months of 1878, as follows: 


Amount of 
liabilities. 


8197, 211, 199 
81,654, 940 


„ 


Number of | Amount of 
Year. failures. | liabilities. 
r T AE a ra LA A A 2,853 | $66, 378, 363 
..... A E AR 1, 262 15, 275, 550 
The publishers add: 
The foregoing fi; indicate that for the third quarter of 1879, the failures in 


the United States have been less than one-half than for the third quarter of 1878, 
the precise decrease being 1,591. The liabilities show even a much larger propor- 
tionate reduction, being less than one-quarter of what they were in the a 
of last year—the figures showing the liabilities for 1879 to be fifteen million as 
against sixty-six million for the third quarter of 1878. It will, of course, be re- 
membered that for the first two months of the third quarter of 1878 tho failures 
were unusually numerous, owing to the prospective repeal of the bankrupt law in 
September of that year; but, even taking that circumstance into consideration, 
the decrease in the last quarter is almost phenom in view of the fact that the 
average pumber of failures for the third PAE of the preceding four years was 
2,223, or nearly double the number of the last quarter's failures, while the average 
liabilities for the third quarter of the four years was fifty-two millions, exceeding 
by three times the amount of liabilities of the third quarter of 1879. The figures 
for the quarter just ended, therefore, add another to the many indications of the 
wonderfully improved condition of trade throughout the country. For the nine 
months of the two > the comparison is almost as favorable as for the quarter 
just closed—the failures for the first three quarters in 1879 being 5,320 in number, 
as against 8,678 for the nine months of 1878. The liabilities are eighty-one million 
for the first nine months of 1879, as st one hundred and ninety-seven million 
for the same period of 1878—a reduction in liabilities of more than one-half. 

After the people have been compelled by Congress to suffer and en- 
dure all these things, and after they have supplied and placed in the 
Treasury such enormous sums of gold and silver coin to assure all 
men everywhere that the notes of the United States shall be and for- 
ever remain equal to and be convertible into coin, it would seem to 
me that the crushing of the contraction wheel might cease, and they 
might at least be allowed a little while without further congressional 
interference to ascertain whether the prosperity they have so long 
hoped and prayed for is to continue, or whether with the carrying 
trade of the country in the hands of foreigners, with protective tar- 
iffs cutting off nearly all exports of manufactures and doubling home 
prices, with enormous debts, Federal, State, municipal, corporate, and 
individual, upon us, we cau rely on agricultural exports alone and 
continue to prosper. I think the chances are all against us unless we 
change many of our laws. Much apprehension is expressed by the 
combinations of the money power, lest the people may rush into wild 
speculations and again bring about the ruin from which they are just 
escaping, if they are allowed to use their present resources in the 
way they think most conducive to their own interests; the wise men 
of the East seek to constitute themselves the special guardians of the 
ignorant masses and protect them from all such danger by taking 
control of the finances of the Government and arranging them so as 
to guard against overtrading, unwise speculation, and the dangers of 
a redundant currency. 


Mr. President, we have had too much meddling; that is at the bot- 
tom of all our troubles. If this is to continue to be a Government of 
the people, for the people, by the people, they must be allowed freedom 
from the dictation of any class of men, to manage their own affairs 
in their own way and have a chance toobtain the money which they 
think is necessary to transact their business. It is the merest pre- 
tense that we have a redundancy of currency for the wants of the 
people, and it is the most arrogant presumption to assert that the 
regulation of the amount required is safer in the hands of national 
bankers or Treasury officials than in the hands of the Representatives 
of the States and people in Congress assembled. Let us look at the 
first proposition. The monthly-debt statement for January 1, 1880, 
shows that we cannot have, even if every dollar ever issued was in 
existence and available for business pu more than $750,000,000 
in legal-tenders, national-bank notes, and silver of all denominations, 
The gold is a mere Treasury reserve to secure and make good the 
other circulation. But call that $150,000,000 more, which is not true 
in any proper sense. With our present population of fifty million 
that is 218 to each individual; without the gold it is 815. How does 
this compare with the money in use among the leading commercial 
nations of the world? Turn to Executive Document No. 5, first ses- 
sion of the pees Congress, and examine a report to Congress on 
the state of labor in Europe, made by the present Secretary of State, 
dated May 17, 1879, and Senators will find that France has eight thou- 
sand millions of francs, or $1,600,000,000, in circulation now in gold 
and silver coin, of which it is not possible that less than $600,000,000 
is in silver, and she has over $450,000,000 in notes of the Bank of 
France, all of which are a full legal tender for all debts, public and 
private, and each is at par with the other, making a total of $2,050,- 
000,000 of circulation—$40,000,000 more than our whole national 
debt; and this in a country much smaller than the State of Texas, 
with thirty-six millions of population, at least fourteen million less 
than ours, with a limited sea-coast and only 12,720 miles of railroad, 
while we have nearly ninety thousand miles and an almost boundless 
continent, containing more territory than all Europe, including Great 
Britain and Ireland, exclusive of Russia, by 1,240,088 square miles. 
The people of France have nearly $60 per capita, almost four times the 
amount we have. She is admitted to be prosperous, although she 
paid within the last ten years $1,000,000,000 in gold to Germany, and 
was conquered and overrun by hostile armies. 

Secretary Evarts shows in that report that fhe bank-note circula- 
tion of 8 is 661 franes, or over $132, to each inhabitant of that 
kingdom. ese notes are a full legal tender for all debts, public and 
private. The people of Belgium are among the most enterprising 
and intelligent in Europe. Their products are found in every quar- 
ter of the globe. A few days ago the English papers, corroboratin, 
the Secretary, announced that ificent iron depots and brid 
made in Belgium were being erected over the Clyde and in the city 
of Glasgow. They havea circulation per capita of nearly $8 to our 81 
and are prosperous. 

Mr. Evarts shows further that Germany with her forty-two millions 
of population has a circulation in coin and notes of $714,000,000, or 
$17 per capita, even after she had in an evil hour demonetized her 
silver, which, prior to the payment of the French indemnity, was her 
only coin circulation. Her notes are a full legal tender for all debts 
public and private. She has few sea-ports, only 18,229 miles of rail- 
road, yet her recent distress has been such from the contraction of 
her currency that Hon. WILLIAM D. KELLEY, of Pennsylvania, in his 
recently published letters, tells us that the leading bankers in Ger- 
many and Prince Bismarck assured him that the country had lost 
one hundred millions of marks, or $25,000,000, by the process of de- 
monetizing her silver, while the general injury to the people and their 
business has been beyond calculation. He was assured that the sales 
of silver had been stopped and its use would soon be restored. 

I have his letters before me, carefully revised. On page 30 of his 
letter from Germany he says that he told Prince Bismarck in sub- 
stance that in his opinion the demonetization of silver in Germany 
had worked badly, and the reply was: 

Yes, in that matter we have gone too fast and too far. We have not been wise. 
* * © Itis clear we did not need to abolish silver money—we should have sup- 
plemented it with gold coinage. The sale of silver has reduced the price of that 
metal, bas cost the empire an immense sam, and cannot be continued without 
ruinous loss, as Von Dechend, president of the Reichs Bank, has shown, and I have 
therefore prohibited further sales. 

After a somewhat detailed conversation as to the probability of a 
convention of the nations, and as the course the United States would 
otherwise take on her own responsibility, Bismarck said : 

In this matter you must not aet alone. Others must co-operate with you. I have 
told you that no more silver will be sold, and you may also know that the people 
want the Re ped igi business, and that they will go into circulation again. It is 

ly ordered, A 

It seems, therefore, that Germany is likely to seek relief from her 
contraction of the currency, which, though now greater than ours, 
has by a process similar to that we have pursued brought her people 
to the verge of bankruptcy. The Secretary shows that the people of 
Great Britain, numbering thirty-two million in a country less than 
half the size of the single State of Texas, with only 17,263 miles of 
railroad, have a circulation of 8905, 688,000, or about $30 per capita, 
nearly double the amount even now allowed to the people of the 
United States, yet in the face of all these and many other like facts 
the moneyed organizations of the East and such newspapers as they 
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control denounce all of us who are unwilling to still further curtail 
and cripple the small amount of currency we have as inflationists, 
secret repudiators, and everything that is vile. But, Mr. President, 
we have not anything like the amount of circulation we are charged 
with having on the ks of the . For example, turn to 
the last monthly statement of the public debt made by the Secretary 
of the Treasury on the first day of this month and year and you will 
find in making up the sum of $393,711,679 of United States notes, 
certificates, &c., that we are charged with having $15,674,303.78 of 
fractional currency in circulation, when in fact there is not exceed- 
ing $1,000,000 of that amount in existence. Senators will recollect 
the debate in May last, when provision had to be made for the pay- 
ment of the arrears of pension. The Secretary of the Treasury then 
insisted on having authority given him to increase the interest-bear- 
ing debt by authorizing the sale of $18,000,000 of 4 per cent. bonds. 
The leading members of the Committee on Finance of the Senate 
sustained him; I and others op . We convinced a majority of 
the Senate that the fund, then about $8,500,000, held for the redemp- 
tion of outstanding fractional currency might as well be used to pay 
arrears of pensions as not, and we so applied it. The now known facts 
have justified our action. The fractional currency presented during 
the last year has been less than the interest at 4 per cent. on the sum 
held for its redemption, and it is apparent now that about $14,000,000, 

haps more, of fractional currency charged as outstanding, being 
one-third of the whole issue, is gone and never can be presented for 
redemption. 

What is now known to be true as to the fractional currency is 
equally well known to be the fact in regard to the legal-tender notes, 
though not to the same extent in proportion to the amount issued. 
The issue of the legal-tenders reached the highest point in 1864 and 
1865, when there were $433,160,569 of them in circulation. At that 
time there was only $22,894,877 of fractional currency issued. That 
currency did not reach its maximum of issue till July, 1874, when it 
was $45,881,295. As it is now known that from 30 to 33 per cent. of 
the fractional currency has perished, it is fair to assume that at least 
10 per cent. of the legal-tender notes are gone. Years of war, during 
which they were paid to soldiers and sailors in dangerous service, 
followed their issue. Fire and flood have destroyed millions of them. 
Since the war they have gone through reconstruction and strife in 
the hands of men unused to the care of money. It is clear to my 
mind that there is not $300,000,000 of them in existence now. I do 
not know what proportion of that $300,000,000 is in the hands of the 
people. In May last I wrote to the Comptroller of the Currency for 
official information on that subject, and received the following letter, 
which I then read for the information of the Senate: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY, 
Washington, May 6, 1879. 

Sin: In response to your request, I send you herewith statement of the Treas- 
urer showing the amount of legal-tender notes outstanding by denominations on 
April 30, 1878. I also inclose statement of the Treasurer of y 1, 1879, and an 
abstract of the reports of the national banks for Jan 1, 1879, th 5 
last compilation of their reports. Erom the statement of the Treasurer it will be 
seen that he re the amount of United States notes in the on May 1, 
$70,444,823, The amount of legal-tender notes held by the banks on January 1, 
exclusive of Uni States certificates of deposit, was $70,561,233. Tables are 
given in my report for 3 103, 104, and 106—which show that the amount 
of Treasury notes and bank n held by the State banks, trust companies, and 
savings-banks was, at the dates $48,398,738; the amount held b; private 
bankers is estimated at $28,000,000; which makes an a te of $76, If 
one-balf of this amount was in legal-tender notes, then the whole amount of such 
notes held by banks and bankers other than national banks was, say, $38,000,000; 
which would give the aggregate amount of legal-tender notes held in the Treasury 
and by all the banks and bankers of the country, $179,006,000; leaving an aggre- 


gate of $167,675,000 held by other ies. 
Very respectfully, er JNO. JAY KNOX, Comptroller, 


ven, 


Of course these amounts vary from time to time. Ithink it likely 
the sums held now are smaller than those held at that time. It will 
be seen from the above, however, that there were at that date, some 
eight months ago, upon the assumption that there were then outstand- 
ing legal-tender notes to the amount of $346,681,000, only $167,675,000 
in actual circulation among the people. IfIam right in assuming that 
the actual amount in existence does not ex $300,000,000, then 
there was only $120,994,000, being very many millions less than there 
is gold and silver coin lying idle and unproductive in the Treasury, 
held there under the pretense of possible necessity to redeem them. 
The statement referred to by the Comptroller as to the denominations 
of the legal-tender notes outstanding was also read by me, and will 
be found in the RECORD of the proceedings of May 6, 1879, page 1276. 
It shows that there were then $100,855,980 of these notes in denomi- 
nations of $100 and upward, which made them in no sense currency 
for common use in the ordinary transactions of life among plain peo- 

le. Of these the Comptroller says $31,940,980 were one-hundred-dol- 
las bills; $31,279,500 were five-hundred-dollar bills ; $33,620,500 were 
one-thonsand-dollar bills; $2,005,000 were five-thousand-dollar bills; 
$2,010,000 were ten-thousand-dollar bills; total, $100,855, of 
which might as well be bonds of the United States locked up in 
bank or Treasury vaults as pretended circulation; and these denom- 
inations cannot be changed. I have no means of knowing what de- 
nominations constituted the $179,000,000 held by the Treasury and 
the banks. If they were of the smaller denominations they about 
exhausted them; if of the larger, it still left the miserable remnant I 


have shown to meet the wants of fifty million of the most enterpris- 
ing, energetic, aud restless people on earth; yet we are called infla- 
tionists if we dare to protest against the further destruction of their 


usefulness and paying capacity. 

In protesting, as I do, inst striking out the legal-tender quality 
of the greenbacks, their further de tion, and the destruction of 
their usefulness by a new declaration that they shall not be receiv- 
able by the Government for custom-house taxes, their receipt for these 
dues now being, as I think, the wisest and best of the acts, legal or 
illegal, of the present Secretary of the Treasury, I must not be un- 
derstood as indorsing or as asserting the constitutionality of the orig- 
inal acts under which they were issued. I have never believed that 
Congress, either in time of war or peace, had any power to do more 
than coin gold and silver and regulate the value thereof; and I have 
always thought it ought to provide for the coinage of either metal 
upon equal terms and in such quantities as the people may present 
bullion at the mints forcoinage. That opinion I have often exp: 
in the Senate and elsewhere as forcibly as I could; but the Supreme 
Court of the United States—I care not how or for what p its 
change of front was effected—decided against my views, aaa I sub- 
mit to the decision and make the most of it. I have, since my career 
in Congress began, seen many laws passed which seemed to me to be 
in palpable violation of the Constitution of the United States. Re- 
construction acts, constitutional amendments, and all sorts of legis- 
lation have become sede of our 2 against my protest; but I 
sustain them as faithfully now as if I had originally approved them. 
Ihave always believed and now maintain that the act of March, 1869, 
requiring the principal of all our bonds to be paid in coin and repu- 
diating our legal-tender notes was not only declaratory legislation 
beyond the scope of legislative authority, but a fraud of the dee 
dye upon all the tax-payers of the country; yet when the act of July 
14, 1870, was passed, authorizing the refunding of $1,500,000,000 of 
our bonds at low rates of interest, making principal and interest pay- 
able in coin of the then standard value, and when they have been so 
refunded, I admit that the credit of the Government can only be 
maintained by a strict compliance with the obligations entered into. 
Disclaiming all intention to be offensive, I may say that I have never 
believed that the present President of the United States was legally 
elected to the high position he holds, but no Senator would deprecate 
more thgn I would any suggestions looking to the raising of even a doubt 
now as fo the legality of his title. So with the legal-tender notes. They 
were issued at a time when Con assumed that the exigencies of 
the pubie service required the issue of such notes, and whatever else 
the Supreme Court has done or left undone, it has never been silly 
enough to declare either that 8 had certain powers over the 
currency of the country in time of war which it does not possess in 
time of peace, or that the court sits as a revisory body over Congress, 
to determine when exigencies do or do not exist on which Congress 
may or shall not act. It admits that wherever and whenever Con- 
can act when an exigency arises, Con is the sole judge of 
the exigency requiring its action, whether it be in time of peace or 
war. It must not be forgotten that in all the acts authorizing the 
issue of legal-tender notes the following was part of the provisions 
concerning them: 

And any of said notes when returned to the Treasury may be reissued from time 
to time, as the exigencies of the public service may require. 

Congress must be the judge of the existence of any exigency re- 
quiring legislation. It may have information even now which the 

upreme Court has no right to know anything about as to the objec- 
tions foreign nations may have to our Loge, peri action in regard to an 
interoceanic canal, or as to the peculiar relations of the western prov- 
inces of Mexico to our t railroad and mining interests. Can the 
court say we must tell them and publish to the world all our reasons 
for regarding an exigency as existing, or likely to arise, before we 
can pass upon 3 of currency which in certain contingencies 
the court would say it was our unquestioned right to do? I deny 
that the court ever claimed or ever will claim any such power. In 
regard to the legal-tender notes Con, has, since the war, exercised 
its discretionary power over them in every variety of form; it has 
contracted their volume, and stopped contraction; it has increased the 
amount in circulation, and prohibited its Treasury officials from 
changing the denominations existing; the act of May, 1878, was per- 
haps a less notable exercise of the recognized power of Congress than 
the action taken in 1874. Under the auspices of Secretary McCulloch 
Irar tender notes had been by action of Congress retired and canceled 
till Congress intervened in February, 1868, and stopped further con- 
traction, leaving $356,000,000 of them then outstanding. In October, 
1872, the Anuna Secretary of the Treasury issued $5,000,000 in excess 
of the$356,000,000. The legality of the act was at once controverted, 
and Secretary Sherman, as chairman of the Committee on Finance of 
the Senate, made areport, January 14, 1873, proving, to my mind con- 
clusively, that the action of the Secretary was wholly without war- 
rant of law. Some very good lawyers, however, differed with him, 
the distinguished Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] being one, 
holding that the act of the Secre was not illegal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will allow me to say that while I 
did differ with the report on that point of law, I did think the thing 
itself never ought to have been done. 

Mr. BECK. That is true. I merely mentioned it because I saw 


that in the debate the Senator took part. 
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Mr, PERUSTE; The Senator is quite right in regard to the posi- 
tion I took. f . 
Mr. BAYARD. The committee reported against the legality of the 


Secretary’s act. 

Mr. BECK. That is just what I want toshow. The committee, as 
the Senator from Delaware says, reported against the legality of the 
reissue of the five million. That was in 1873, on the 14th of January. 
But in September, 1873, when the failure of Jay Cooke & Co. alarmed 
the country and shook public confidence in all bankers, the President 
and his Secretary of the Treasury, in defiance of the Sherman report, 
and, as I think, in plain violation and defiance of law, issued $26,000,- 
000 of legal-tender notes in excess of the $356,000,000, on the urgent 
demand and perhaps irresistible pressure upon them by the money 
power of the city of New York, doubtless of many of the men who 
are now so abusive of those of us who do not obey their orders and 
vote to destroy the notes they caused the then Secretary to reissue to 
suit their private interests. To avoid such 5 the commit- 
tees of both Houses of ies took up the subject when we met in 
December, 1873. Nearly all agreed that the power claimed by the 
executive officers to inflate or contract the currency to the extent of 
$44,000,000 to suit either personal or political interests could not be 
tolerated. Wea that this was a Government of laws, and not of 
men; that stability in the volume of the currency was indispensable 
to the business interests of the people. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means [Mr. Dawes] proposed $356,000,000 as the 
limit to be fixed; Mr. Ellis H. Roberts, of New York, another member 
of the committee, p $382,000,000, the then outstanding volume, 
and I, then a member of that committee, proposen. $400,000,000 as 
recognizing the limit fixed ed previous laws, and by the claim of right 
asserted by the President and his Secretary. My proposition prevailed 
in the House of Representatives by a 1 majority, as the record 
will show. Nobody doubted the constitutionality of the bill or the 
right of Congress to remove the uncertainty which executive action 
had attached to the volume of currency; expediency alone controlled 
the votes of members. For example, Mr. DAWEs and all who agreed 
with him voted for the $382,000,000, as proposed by Mr. Roberts. It 
was clearly as unconstitutional in time on praon to increase the legal- 
tender notes $26,000,000 as it was $44,000,000, The Finance Com- 
mittee of the Senate through its chairman (Senator now Secretary 
Sherman) reported a bill, March 23, 1874, fixing the legal-tender notes 
at $382,000,000. Although that committee had by its report in Jan- 
uary, 1873, demonstrated that $356,000,000 was then the legal limita- 
tion, after long debate the Senate increased the commi s proposi- 
tion up to $400,000,000 and instructed the committee to report a bill to 
that effect. Mr. Sherman on the 3d day of April, 1874, reported it back 
at $400,000,000, and it passed both Houses of Con at $400,000,000, 
It was, however, coupled with provisions as to banking which the 
President thought might inflate the currency largely, and he vetoed 
it, no objection or suggestion being made by him as to the constitu- 
tional power of Congress to increase the currency from $356,000,000 


$400,000,000. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator allow me to ask him to complete 
the history of that act and state that the position which I hold to- 
day is the one that I insisted on then; the same arguments that are 
preferred on that side of the question were urged by me in commit- 
tee and out of committee, in the Senate and everywhere. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say, as I said in the beginning, that I have 
no doubt the Senator from Delaware in all his acts is influenced by 
the highest motives of patriotism. 

Mr. BAYARD. I did not speak of the motive. I spoke of the fact. 

Mr. BECK. I say now that the Senator from Delaware, in my 
judgment, has been consistent from the beginning to the end in the 
position he now maintains. In all the votes that he has given, so far 
as I know, he has maintained the position he is now maintaining; 
but the Senator from Delaware is not the American Senate, nor the 
House of Representatives, nor the sole representative of this people, 
although he is a highly respectable and very able Senator from Dela- 
ware. He was overruled. I am speaking of what Congress did. 

Mr. BAYARD. All I asked was that the record be stated fully. 

Mr. BECK. That is right, and I will not in the course of my speech 
allude to anything that will indicate that the Senator from Delaware 
has been inconsistent in any act of his. Soon after the occurrences 
to which I have just alluded a bill was passed and approved by the 
President, which was voted for by the present capone? See the Treas- 
ury, fixing the legal-tender circulation at $382,000,000, at which it 
remained till modified by the free-banking Jaw—that is, free to all 
bondholders and a close corporation against all others—further con- 
traction under which was stopped by the act of May, 1878. During 
all these changes the men of the East raised no clanior, saw no dau- 
ger to the Constitution; indeed, they caused the President and the 

ecretary to do the only illegal act done. But I need not amplify 
tbese well-known facts, nor further expose how hollow the present 
clamor is. 

All the vast revenues collected since the war closed, except customs 
dues, have been payable, and were generally paid, in legal-tenders, 
which have been paid out over and over again for all the debts con- 
tracted by the Government, (except to the bondholders,) and to all 
its agents, employés, and pensioners. In this way in the last fifteen 
years they have, in time of peace, been reissued many times over. 

Will any Senator assert that the exigencies requiring the currency 


Congress authorized during the war, and which the Supreme Court 
sustained, are ended, or have passed away? Is not the roll of pen- 
sioners as largo as ever? Did we ever pay in any year as large asum 
by $15,000,000 for that purpose as in the year just closed? Have the 
internal taxes, which were unknown before the war, and imposed to 
payinterest on the debt contracted to carry it on, been removed? The 
$116,000,000 collected annually, and the swarm of officials maintained 
to coerce their collection, furnish an emphatic answer in the nega- 
tive. Has our once prosperous commerce and carrying trade on the 
high seas, which before the war brought our people large revenues and 
profits from other nations, been restored? Our deserted ship-yards 
and the $100,000,000 we now pay annually to foreigners, our commer- 
cial and political rivals, to enrich them and impoverish us, show 
that that exigency is increasing instead of passing away. Have the 
monstrous exactions which were imposed upon the people in the form 
of protective tariff taxation, on the pretense that they were only 
temporary war measures, soon to be removed when the exigency of 
impending war had away, been removed, or even lightened? 
We all know they have not; but are supported, clung to, and advo- 
cated by the retainers of the favored few who are licensed thus to 
rob the masses of the people with greater pertinacity than ever. 

Is the national debt which the exigencies of war fastened on the 
country paid? Has the interest ceased? The monthly statements of 
the public debt furnished by the Secretary of the Treasury show that 
itis not only not paid, but the principal of the interest-bearing debt has 
increased largely in the last four years. Ihave beforeme thestatements 
made December 1, 1875, and December 1, 1879. The principal of the 
interest-bearing debt, December 1, 1875, is $1,708,251,300, the interest 
on which, if I have calculated it correctly, was $95,471,230 a year. On 
the Ist of December, 1879, the principal of the interest-bearing debt is 
stated by the Secretary of the Treasury at $1,786,917,650, an increase 
of $78,666,350 in the last four years, notwithstanding all the purchases 
for the sinking fund, the bonds bought therefor being destroyed as 
soon as 9 17 The Secretary tells us, in his report to * on 
the Ist day of December last, that he has paid as interest on the pub- 
lic debt for the last fiscal year $105,327,949, or nearly $5,000,000 more 
than wasrequired four years ago. He further informs Congress that 
he needs $93,477,410 to pay the interest for the current fiscal year. In 
the face of all these facts I would like to know from any person, 
whether he be judge of the Supreme Court, a member of Congress, the 
President of the United States, or even a New York banker, What exi- 
gono ever existed which made it constitutional for Congress to issue 
egal-tender notes which does not now exist to authorize Congress to 
continue them in circulation, with all their debt-paying capacity un- 


impaired, 

ut, Mr. President, important and immense as all these things are, 
they are not all nor even the greater part of the exigencies now ex- 
isting which require Congress to maintain, in all their usefulness and 
debt-paying capacity, the legal-tender notes of the United States, 
Gold forms no of our ordinary circulation, There is hardly sil- 
ver coin enough of full legal-tender quality allowed to be coined at 
the mints, no matter how much bullion there may be in the country 
to furnish $1 per capita to each of our people ; the issues of the State 
banks have been taxed ont of existence by ederal legislation; the na- 
tional-bank notes are not a legal tender in any private transaction; 
the debts of the States, of the municipalities, of the railroads, of the 
other at corporations, and of individuals, exeeed the debt of the 
Uni States at least threefold. Poors Railroad Manual for last 
year stated the railroad debts alone at over $2,200,000,000. I assume 
they are greater now, as we have built nearly four thousand miles of 
railway u the last twelve months. Even if the national banks were 
required to redeem their notes at their own counters in coin, which 
beat ae not by this resolution, it would prove to be a delusion. The 
banks, by their now perfect combination, could and would so assort 
their notes as to Keep them in circulation at points far removed from 
home. The issues of the Kentucky banks would circulate in Minne- 
sota and Iowa, while those of the banks of these States would be the 
currency of Kentucky and Tennessee. Private contracts could not be 
enforced. There is not a single State in the Union, except New York, 
in which there is a legally established United States depository where 
coin can be demanded on paper money. 

Suppose my coll e, General WILLIAMS, contracts with me to buy 
my farm, my crop of wheat, hogs, or cattle, and agrees to pay me on 
the Ist day of March at my house, 810,000, and on payment, on that 
day, take possession of the property. He comes, according to contract, 
with the money in logal tendet notes. I refuse to receive them. He 
cannot find national-bank notes enough to draw coin from the banks 
in his section of country; he cannot get coin from New York in less 
than four days. The property has advanced in value, and I sell it 
next day for $12,000, and deliver it to another. When he makes the 
tender in coin after he gets it, I tell him that he failed to comply 
with his a; ment on the day specified, and he has noremedy. That 
is the condition in which all the people of the country will be placed 
by the passage of a law such as this resolution proposes. It is even 
worse than that; the national banks will not be required to redeem 
their own notes at their own counters in coin if this resolution becomes 
the law; these notes are still to remain lawful money, just as bank- 
notes are now lawful money; oncea debt is paid in them the plea of pay- 
ment would be good on proof of payment in and 3 of green- 
backs. All the acts requiring the redemption of bank-notes provide, 
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not for redemption in legal-tender notes, butin lawful money. Neither 
the Government norany individual could demand coin from them after 
this resolution passes into the form of law; ent in the greenback, 
with its legal-tender quality destroyed, would be a compliance by the 
banks with all their obligations. The first section of the act of Feb- 
ruary 25, 1862, volume 12, Statutes at Large, page 345, makes the 
United States notes “ lawful money and a legal tender in payment of 
all debts, public and private, within the United States, except duties 
on imports and interest on the public debt.” Were these notes de- 
graded below the rank of lawful money when, in March, 1869, not- 
withstanding the indorsement on their back, they were 3 by 
Congress as unfit to pay the bondholders the principal of their bonds? 
That will not be asserted, and it is equally sure that the national 
banks will, if this resolution passes, continue to redeem their notes 
in them under their contracts or charters, because they remain “ law- 
ful money.” Secretary Sherman, in an interview evidently prepared 
carefully by himself and published in the New York Herald of De- 
cember 12, 1879, said, when insisting on the repeal of the legal-tender 
clause of the greenback notes: 

The banks as heretofore under existing laws would redeem their circulating notes in 
United States notes. 

When he says that can and shall be done, the speculations of Senators 
as to the construction of the resolution may as well cease ; that will be 
the result, that is what the bankers understand; the Secretary’s assur- 
ance andconstructionisallthey ask or care for. With that construction 
given no man living outside of a few large cities could ever enforce 
compliance with any contract when payment at a given time is a con- 
dition-precedent to its enforcement. The zeal of the great moneyed cor- 
a ase ys for the degradation of the greenbacksis obvious and natural. 

ey intend to control the currency circulation of the United States. 
Greenbacks with the legal-tender quality stricken out would continue 
to bea safe and convenient currency for them to redeem their own notes 
in; a run on them for coin would be im ble in that condition of 
things. They profess to be much afraid of inflation, and theiradvocates 
are extremely apprehensive because of the ignorance of Senators and 
Representatives in regard tothe true interests of their constituents and 
the danger of reckless inflation by a foolish Congress which may over- 
throw and destroy all values, all industries, and all stability in busi- 
ness. My apprehension is from the power sought to be given to the 
national bankers. They can inflate the currency up to 90 percent. of 
the outstanding bonds of the United States, or to $1,600,000,000, and 
contract it as they like when it is their interest to do so. Apprehen- 
sion of the repeal of their charters while we have other currency to 
rely on has prevented any serious attempts in that direction so far. 
The $346,000,000 of legal-tender notes now nominally outstanding is 
the best, perhaps, with the hostility of the bankers and the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury to the issue and use of silver coin, the only, check on 
national bankers and their issues; that amount cannot be curtailed or 
altered except after full and lengthened discussion, first in the House 
and next in the Senate, and after passing both Houses the bill chang- 
ing the present status of the legal-tenders would have to run the 

untlet of a presidential veto, and we have all felt the power of that. 

e country would have full notice of the change, and would at least 
have ample time to prepare for it. 

Strike this money down, leave us at the mercy of the national bank- 
ers, and what follows? They have an organization as compact and 
close as the whisky ring, the tariff ring, the railroad ring, or any other 
ring. They meet in convention periodically and determine, not what 
is best for the country, but what will most certainly put most money 
into their own coffers. Let them have full control of the currency of 
the country, and when by inflated issues of their paper promises kept in 
circulation in States far remote from their banking houses, most prob- 
ably redeemable in United States notes not lena iondan, they have ex- 
cited the country to the highest point of wild speculation, they can 
by telegrams to each other, secretly, in a single night, when crops must 
be moyed, when conditions exist demanding the age ible 
amount of circulation, combine and contract, call in debts, dis- 
counts, bankrupt the country, buy property at their own prices, and, 
when they get it by ruining its legitimate owners, in inflate and 
sell to suit themselves. they too patriotic and virtuous to be 

ilty of such acts and to take such advantages? The newspapers 

y pay so well may say they are, and will doubtless denounce me and 
other plain men who claim to be as patriotic and more dependent for 
future success on faithful devotion to the best interests of the people 
as any national banker, whether he be descended from Judas Iscariot 
or the unrepentent thief on the cross. I will not so vote as to place 
such power in the hands of any body of men who represent nobody 
but themselves and their stockholders, who would laugh in your face 
if you insisted that they ought to look beyond them and consider the 
rights of the people. As power and trust must be lodged somewhere, 
I prefer to keep and hold it in the hands of Senators and Represent- 
atives who have no other interests, can hope for no promotion except 
as they promote the best interests of the ple they represent. 

Every act of the combinations of wealth has been to impose bur- 
dens on the people in order to enrich themselves. When in time of 
war the legal-tenders were issued, the Government was forced to re- 
3 them to the extent of refusing to receive them for customs 

ues and interest on the public debt, so as to increase tariff taxation 
for the protection of favored classes up to the gold standard and 
make it the interest of all protected monopolists to depreciate the 


paper money as much below gold as possible. The bondholders alone 
demanded gold for their interest when all other creditors of the Gov- 
ernment, including the soldiers and sailors, were content to take its 

per promises at par. It was thus made the interest of the money- 


a 

Kings to raise the premium on the gold they alone could obtain as 
high as possible to enable them to sell their gold interest for the 
highest possible price; still they boast of their patriotism and the 
great aid they rendered the Government by lending it money on these 
terms. Notsatisfied with that, they demanded that they alone should 
be allowed to control the currency of the country. For their benefit 
all the State banks were taxed out of existence, and they were fur- 
nished with currency as national banks up to 90 per cent. of the face 
value of the gold interest-bearing bonds they held, paying a tax of 
only 1 per cent. for it, with authority to lend it to the people at what- 
ever rate of interest the States in which they lived allowed interest 
to be ch Not content with even these enormous exclusive priv- 
ileges, in March, 1869, they obtained from Congress a declaratory act 
further repudiating the legal-tender notes, each one of which had 
written on it by law that it should be a legal tender at its par value 
for all debts public and private, except interest and customs, which 
law declared that the 8 of the bonds should be paid in coin; 
and in 1870 they had them exempted from all taxation, State, Fed- 
eral, and municipal. 

In 1873 they had silver demonetized by methods so secret and dis- 
reputable that no man has yet been found to avow that he knew 
when they were perpetrated. In short, every step taken has been to 
advance the price of gold and depreciate the value of paper money, 
and now these men are a unitin clamoring to destroy its legal-tender 
quality altogether, and denounce as repudiationists, fools, and dis- 
honest men, all who will not obey their orders. I hope before this 
Congress adjourns it will require them to keep all their reserves in 
their own ba or in the Treasury of the United States, and require 
them all to be held in gold and silver coin, and, as they seem so ear- 
nestly to desire it, require them to redeem all their own notes at their 
own counters in coin, on demand, and we surely ought to pass a law 
forbidding the issuing of any new bank charter that does not con- 
tain these provisions, providing further that there shall be no re- 
newal or extension of existing charters to any bank until it had re- 
deemed, in accordance with its contract, all its currency now out- 
standing. Many of these charters expire soon. The agreement was 
that they should pay back to the United States, at or before the ex- 
piration of the grants, in lawful money of the United States, as many 
dollars as there was circulation issued to them; not alone what 
might be presented for redemption. That was the only provision 
which was for the benefit of the people. Eight, perhaps ten, per cent. 
of the circulation issued has been, or in one way or another will be, 
destroyed in the course of the twenty years of the banks’ existence 
under these charters. We are entitled to be paid the fall amount of 
all the notes we issued, and have a right to the benefit of all notes 
destroyed. It will amount to somewhere near $30,000,000, and will 
go that far toward the reduction of the national debt. 

The bankers and the papers they control will doubtless denounce 
that proposition also; but I hope Congress will not be deterred from 
asserting the rights of their constituents by any apprehension on 
that subject. Abuse is sometimes more wholesome than flattery, and 
rarely hurts when men are right. The banks have no just ground of 
complaint if we require them to pay every dollar issued to them, in 
accordance with their contracts; the loss by the destruction of these 
notes did not fallonthem. They loaned out all the currency they 
received. If I borrowed $10,000 from one of them, and it was burned. 
up in my house the night after I got it I had to pay the bank every 
dollar of it with interest. Why should the bank withhold it from 
the Government? Jt was my loss, not theirs, and I am more interested 
that the public debt should be reduced than that the bank should be 

id twice, as it will be if it is not required to account for the money 

paid it, and seeks to avoid payment because the Government fails 
to produce the destroyed notes the bank borrowed from it, which 
were loaned to and lost by me. Suppose five Chicago bondholders 
had each deposited $12,000 of their bonds, and, as national bankers, 
received $50,000 of national-bank currency which they had loaned 
out, taking good security, a day or two before the great fire in that 
city, and it had all been burned up. Is there any more reason why 
these bankers should not account for every dollar of it to the Gov- 
ernment before they are permitted to withdraw their bonds depos- 
ited to secure the repayment of the loan of currency to them than 
there would be if every dollar of it was in existence? I suppose no- 
body will venture to say that there is. Why not pass a law at once 
requiring all those settlements to be made as originally agreed on 
even if a new contract is entered into and a new charter granted 
afterward. 

Tam not now discussing the policy of the national-bank system, nor 
seeking to interfere with the privileges grantedtothem. I seek only 
to secure to the people their rights under the system, and make it 
work as much as possible for their interest and convenience, and I 
am opposing the destruction or degradation of the legal-tender notes 
of the United States which all citizens, State banks, and private 
bankers can use as currency without being dependent on national 
bankers for it. The absolute control of the currency of a people in 
the hands of a privileged few is a vast and may be a dangerous power. 
I fear it. Let me state a case to illustrate why. There may be others 
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like it or even stronger for aught I know. I had seen in the public 
newspapers apparently rated statements of the profits made by 
the First National Bank of New York; knowing that returns of the 
condition of the banks had to be made from time to time by them to 
the Comptroller of the Currency, I sent to that officer for the returns 
made to him by that bank for the year 1879, which he furnished me. 
I hold them in my hand, and they show among other things the fol- 
lowing exhibits in the statements made on January 1, April 4, June 
14, October 2, and December 12, 1879: 

8899 80 That the capital stock paid in during all that period was 

500,000. 

Second. That the surplus fund was $1,000,000, except on December 
14, when it was $1,500,000. 

Third. The undivided profits January 1, were $142,670.42; April 4, 
$339,095.60; June 14, $579,018.88; October 2, $804,511.26; December 
12, $267,700.841—total undivided profits, $2,132,997. 

Whether these undivided profits at the dates given were carried 
on the books as not called for from one date to another, I do not 
know; but if the $804,511.26 on hand October 2 represents all from 
January 1, 1879, it certainly shows a clear prose of $661,840.84 in 
nine months on a paid-in capital of $500, a profit sufficient to 
satisfy any Shylock. 

Fourth. The bank had United States deposits, January 1, $24,759,- 
948.50; April 4, $69,927,704.43; June 14, $123,109,071.04; October 2, 

60. 550. 

The interest on the money belonging to the United States lying in 
that bank on the 4th day of June at 6 per cent. was worth to the 
bank over $21,000 a day. They show further in these statements 
among their liabilities to the syndicate, profit and loss—all profit, of 
course—independent of their other profits, syndicate, $2,153,959.42. 
All of this, recollect, was made out of acapital of only $500,000 paid in. 

Mr. CONKLING. What was the profit the Senator states? 

Mr. BECK. Icannot state the entire profits during the entire year 
with absolute certainty ; but if these undivided profits are different 
sums, they amount to over $2,000,000, The syndicate profit and loss 
is $2,151,000. Whether or not they carried the statements of unpaid 
profits up to the next statement I am not able to say. I hope to as- 
certain the facts more fully hereafter. I will say, however, to the 
Senator from New York that before any more refunding is done, and 
we are now being pressed on that subject, I shall try to see how much 
what has been already done has cost the people of these United States 
in commissions and in double interest and how much it has been pos: 
sible for bankers to make out of the money that has been left in their 
hands. 

I came to the conclusion, looking over these statements, that the 
best banking capital a man can have is the good-will and patronage 
of the eng dcr’ the Treasury. Suppose the Senator from New 
York were the best banker and I were to go to him and say, “I want 
to go into partnership with yo ; and the Senator should say to me. 
es What capital have you got?” “None.” “What business experience 
have you got?” “None.” What do you propose todo?” “I pro- 
pose to bring you the gopa wal and the deposits of the Secretary.” I 
think the Senator would take me into partnership and he would make 
more money by doing it than he ever made in his life, and we could 
contribute largely to any campaign fund desired by the Secretary. 

I do not say that any of these things have been done; but I say a 
system under which 2 are poanio is a vicious system and danger- 
ons to liberty, and one that Ishall try to suppress if I can. In any 
other loans that are made I shall endeavor to make it impossible for 
the Treasury of the United States to be used to aid one set of bankers 
against another set of bankers, or to allow the money of the people 
to be used in the business of anybody, any more than I would allow 
them to aid one manufacturer against another or one ship-bnilder 
against another, or any other class of men anywhere, with the money 
Donne to this people. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to inter- 
rupt him for the pu of making some correction of his statement? 

r. BECK, If I have made any wrong statement, of course. 

Mr.MORRILL. The Senatorrepresents the First National Bank to 
be a bank of a capital in the first place of only $500,000. 

Mr. BECK. I have their own statement in my hand which says so. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator will find that the capital of the bank 
originally was $500,000; that they have an accession to it of undi- 
vided surplus of $1,277,000 in addition; that 82 80 paid in taxes last 
3 $237,479.63 ; and that another fact is, that the Secretary of the 

asury never deposited a single dollar in the bank. All that was 
deposited there was deposited by subscribers to the loan. 

Mr. BECK. I did not say 

Mr. MORRILL. And they have 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I decline to be further interrupted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Eaton in the chair.) The Sen- 
ator from Kentucky declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. MORRILL, It is a matter that ought to be understood. 

Mr. BECK. Ihave made no charge against the Secretary. I say 
these prona were made out of this capital of $500,000; that they had 
a surplus of $1,000,000 at the beginning of the year, and $1,500,000 at 
ah 7 8 it, besides all these profits, and a syndicate profit of over 


Mr. MORRILL. But they negotiated $268,000,000, and did not make 
more than x of 1 per cent. on what business they did in that respect. 


Mr. BECK. Any system that enables one set of men to do that 
thing is a vicious system, and they are not the kind of men into 
whose hands we ought to place all the money and the currency of 
the United States, with power to control it as they please. 

I will not aid in strengthening or in building up a system under 
which such favoritism, such subsidies, such discriminations, call them 
what you will, is not only posible, but is certain to arise and grow 
in magnitude as power is ine 

I think the passage of the resolution under consideration strongly 
tends to the perpetuation and extension of this condition of things, 
and shall therefore vote against it. 

I will try in the future to give the people a chance to obtain bonds 
directly from the Government authorities by paying for them at any 
depository, instead of enriching a few men at tke public expense, 

1 3 Se 8 power: x = : 

ut, Mr. President, I would oppose the passage of the resolution at 
this time, independent of all hes difficulties and dangers, on the 
ground that we have not yet regained permanent prosperity, and are 
not likely to do so until many of our laws are changed. 

So long as our present barbarous navigation laws are maintained 
and micah pople are the only people upon earth who are not permitted 
to buy ships where they can buy them cheapest—indeed, are not per- 
mitted to buy them anywhere abroad—we must continue to be a poor, 
dependent, subsidiary nation on the great highways of commerce and 
pay to foreign nations, as we do now, over $100,000,000 a year to do 
our carrying trade. We might as well abandon all hope of greatness 
while these laws exist. The miserable falsehood that we are pro- 
tecting home industry against pauper labor, which sounds so well, is 
best answered by the fact that we are building no foreign ocean-going 
steamérs, and that not a single ship in any of the t lines from the 
great port of New York which cross the Atlantic is an American shi 
or carries the American flag. The few we have anywhere were built 
by taxation in the shape of subsidies, while the protected monopoly 
of the coastwise trade excludes all competition there, so that the 
home ship-owners can charge what they please. In short, we have 
surrendered our great foreign trade to foreign monopoly to secure the 
coastwise trade to home monopoly, the mass of this people, producers. 
and consumers alike, being taxed to bear the burdens of both, while 
5 labor is destroyed by (so-called) protection in our foreign 

e. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his last report to Congress, page 
28, stated that our small to engaged in the foreign trade de- 
creased last year 137,514 tons below what it was the year before. 
Only 23 per cent. of our combined imports and exports are carried in 
American ships; over 75 per cent. in foreign. Twenty years ago over 
75 per cent. was carried in American ships. The Secretary adds: 

It is neither to the advantage nor the honor of the country that so immense a 

portion of its foreign carrying trade has to other nations. * * * It 
s A grave question of public policy whether the period has not arrived when the 
unlimited right of purchase, as under the En statutes, should be extended to- 
vessels as well as to other commodities. 

Tam glad the Secretary has called the attention of Congress to this 
subject, as I believe its time could be spent much more profitably in 
the passage of the bill I have before the Senate, to allow us to have 
free ships, than in passing resolutions to cripple our means of paying 
for them. Our high protective tariff is a confession that we do not 
intend to try to manufacture goods to sell outside of the limits of the 
United States. Our manufacturers are content with the tribute Con- 
gress authorizes them to levy from our own people. We boast of our 
wonderful ingenuity, and are justly proud of our magnificent ma- 
chinery; we protect by patent monopolies all inventions. What does 
it allamount to? Only this: each improved machine is the slaveof 
its owner, requiring no clothing and cheap food, if any; it performs 
the work of many human beings and drives them out of employment. 
Yet the price to consumers is kept up by combination among machine- 
owners and by tariff taxation on all outside who dare to compete. 
All the people in the world wear clothes which cost them 50 per cent. 
less than the people of the United States and sleep under blankets 
50 per cent. cheaper than ours. None of these facts appear in the 
false reports we are periodically flooded with, which tell us how much 
cheaper men can buy corn, flour, bacon, petroleum, butter, eggs, and 
food generally here than elsewhere, and call eatables the cost of liv- 
ing, when they are less than one-fourth of it. Let us examine this 
great boom of prosperity which the bankers, bondholders, and their 
allies attribute to resumption, and on the strengthof which they seek 
to strike down, as though all danger was past, the legal-tender money 
of the country. Has our commerce or carrying trade increased? No. 
Are we sending more of our manufactures to other countries? No; 
but we were blessed with bounteous harvests; abundance prevailed 
in all our land. Other nations were cursed with blighted crops, and 
scarcity existed everywhere else. Our producers ized good prices ; 
our transportation routes of all sorts were taxed to their utmost capac- 
ity ; others were laid out and put in operation. The money received 
was freely invested and expended ; confidence was restored as men’s 
pockets were filled. In short, we were blessed in the proportion that 
other people in other countries were cursed. 

The balance of trade was in our favor, of course it was. Protect- 
ive tariffs prevented men who sold wheat, flour, and beef abroad from 
buying what they needed elsewhere; they were compelled to pay 50 
per cent. more at home; but that brought the money here, inflated 
the currency, stimulated trade, and, while it was robbery of the pro- 
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ducer, he had done so well he did not 
idential conditions next year, let abun 
and scarcity in agricultural products prevail here, and all the con 

tions of our present prosperity would disappear more rapidly than they 
sprang up,as nine-tenths of our exports have been simply food in one 
form or other, or raw materials put in shape for cheap transportation. 
Ha ve we as legislators any right to assume that the exceptional con- 


ble. Reverse these prov- 
nt crops prevail over Pompe 
i- 


ditions of last year will continue? Surely not. Therefore it seems 
to me to be sheer folly to interfere with our currency on the assump- 
tion that it will; and it is absolutely certain that whenever we cannot 
send abroad unprotected and unprotectable agricultural products the 
valance of trade, even under our artificial high protective tariff, is 
gone. We may keep up a semblance of it by applying the same 
Tule to all other things that we now do to er solutely prohibit 
our ple from purchasing anything ab ; then, if we can sell 
anything to foreign nations, all the so-called balance of trade will be 
in our favor, and our politicians may continue to deceive ignorant 
people. The protective system of robbery is better than highway 
robbery in this, the victims are not conscious of the wrong, and they 
can be made to enjoy the swindle by being induced to believe that 
they are patriotic in their sacrifices. 

I cannot refrain from reading in this connection, as it sp lies with 
equal force to the tariff robbery as it does to the ship-building folly, 
an extract from a letter written by one of the wisest, perhaps the 
eisest, living statesman in America, Hon. Horatio Seymour, to Hon. 
Erastus Brooks, a short time ago. He said: 

There is no reason entitled to respect to be given for our navigation laws so far 
as they forbid our merchants to buy ships elsewhere for the parposes of foreign 
trade. The governments of Europe, more wise, do what they can to build up their 
commerce, and their flags are seen in our harbors waving over vessels bought by 
their merchants where they can get them upon the best terms. Every such flag 
seems to reproach the folly of laws which practically forbid American citizens to 

American produce across the ocean, or to share in the great profits of the 
world’s commerce, There is an alarm about communistic principles. What are 
they? Some wild theorists claim that it is the duty of government to give labor 
to workmen, and to take-care that property shall be so held in common that what 
one earns may be given to another. We frown u these men and denounce their 
pu es. But what do they claim more than a few builders of steamships get 

nder our navigation laws! These demand that all such vessels for foreign trade 
must be made by them; that the buyer, besides paying for what they are worth, 
must divide some of his property with the builders by giving them more than they 
are worth in the markets of the world. It will be found in the end that com- 
munism which lurks in laws which force men to buy of certain classes, and to pay 
more for what they want than they can be bought for elsewhere, and which also 
divide men’s estates under cover of taxation, which indirectly go to favored indi- 
viduals, is more hurtful and dangerous than the communism which says what it 
means, and which destroys itself by an open declaration of its purposes. 

That is a brave, manly statement of a great truth, and I may as 
well here as anywhere illustrate why I so emphatically indorse it. All 
the professions of the opponents of free ships, of the subsidy-seekers, 
of the protective tariff monopolists, are based on the assumption that 
they seek to protect American labor against foreign pauper competi- 
tion. Their zeal for the maintenance of a high rate of wages and con- 
stant employment to workingmen constitute the staple of their ap- 
peals to Congress for the perpetuation of the systems they advocate ; 
yet in the face of all these professions the great ship-yards which 
used to resound with the sound of the adze and the hammer in con- 
structing our ships are all closed and the thousands of skilled me- 
chanics once employed there are tramps or driven into other employ- 
ments. I have seen the oldest and best of the salt-works of America 
on the Kanawha, in West Virginia, closed aud the laborers and their 
families reduced to starvation under a contract with other protected 
companies, which paid the owners many thonsands of dollars annu- 
ally as dead rent,to prevent competition with the other companies 
and enable them by combination, protected by a tariff of 100 per cent., 
to tax every human being in the land for the salt they were compelled 
to use, and they clamored all the time for the protection of American 
labor. 

I hold in my hand a letter from an intelligent gentleman in Saint 
Louis, Missouri, written a few days ago in answer to an inquiry as to the 
arrangement by which the“ Vulcan Iron Works” in that city were 
closed. At least eight hundred men used to be employed there, many 
of them mechanics and skilled laborers; at the usual 8 of five 
toa family they represented four thousand human beings. He says: 

I learned to-day that each of the Bessemer companies pays $1 a ton into the pool 
for all steel manufactured by them. The Vulcan received $70,000 last year as a 
bonus for stopping their furnaces, besides the $70,000, their proportion in the pool ; 
so their income last year was $140,000 from Bessemer companies alone. This was 
given in a general conversation with one of their directors. 

That is a specimen of the protection given by Congress and its 
pets to American labor; it is the protection given to the lamb by the 
wolf; $140,000 a year paid to a few rich men as the price of starving 
four thousand people. A system under which such things are possible 
must be vicious. Mr. J. S. Moore, who is known to many Senators as 
one of the most intelligent writers on the subject of taxation, in a letter 
addressed to the Committee of Ways and Means of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, January 3, 1880, explains how these bounties can be 
paid to avoid competition or a 8 of combination prices. He 
Says: 


I shall 1 5 5 direct your attention to-day to the great glaring tariff oppression 


practiced in levying $28 duty on a ton of steel rails. Bebold in two lines again the 
8 on a free peop 8: 

ice of steel rails in the United States $70 to $73 per ton. 
Price of English steel rails in Liverpool, 8 e 40 per ton. 


30 per ton. 


r you see the duty of $28 a ton gives our American monopolists the full pound 
esh. 


* * * * 

Yet you keep bound over to the avarice and monopoly of an organizod steel. rail 
association more than eighty thousand miles of railway, and forty-five millions of 
People, who eventually must pay for this increased price on steel rails. 

The producers of the soil whose markets are at a distance naturally demand 
cheap rates of freight from railways. Above all, they desire new roads that can 
be cheaply built. But if, by a direct piece of class legislation, eleven corporations 
are given a monopoly of royalty on aton of steel rails, the farmers as 
well as the great consumers are simply oppressed by such a law. 

* > > * * * 


Is it not self-evident that in this short-lived passage of the prosperity “boom” the 
people are again creating works on an inflated basis? And is it true or is it false 
that the shameful duty of $28 a ton on steel rails is directly inflating every mile of 
steel rails (calculated at one hundred tons to the mile) with 82 


2,800 on acconnt of 
the tariffalone? Let it be remembered also that the steel-rail production of the 


United States is second only to that of Great Britain, and it is oven boasted that in 
this id pein it will surpass that country this very year of 1880. Surely, the great 
steel-rail works of the United States will not be foolish enough to plead the baby 
act, or the usual plea of an industrial infancy. 

In conclusion, T will ony say that 85 the present duty on steel rails is sim- 
ply equivalent to legislating some $28,000,000 to $30,000,000 per annum into the 
pockets of eleven steel-rail corporations, pressed out from the consumers of the 
great, the free, the prosperous, and the -ridden people of the United States. 

I am not making war specially on the iron interest. I would reduce 
the protection to the revenue point, and that would be ample. All 
the other monopolies of silk, wool, &c., are just as bad. I use these 
illustrations now only to show that we can and do only cheat our- 
selves and each other by our vicious legislation. We cannot extort 
from any other people in the world any higher prices for our manu- 
factures than any other nationis willing to sell like articles for; there- 
fore we have little or no export trade in manufactures and can have 
none, no commerce, no ships, nothing except what starving people 
abroad, in a 425 of bad harvests, were obliged at any sacrifice to buy 
from us; and as we could not trade with them, no matter how badly 
we wanted, for example, their railroad iron, we had to demand money, 
come home, and pay $30 per ton more for the same article; and that 
is the landed balance of trade in our favor, from which no revenue to 
support the Government is derived; upon the strength of which we 
are at once to declare permanent prosperity, throw our legal-tenders 
to the winds, surrender all our currency to the national bankers, or be 
denounced as repudiators if we hesitate. 

I have examined the detailed report of the Bureau of Statistics in 
the Treasury Department for the first nine months of the year 1879, 
and compared our exports and imports during that period with those 
of the corresponding months of the year 1678, and I fail to find any- 
thing in them to give assurance of continued commercial prosperity. 


Our exports from January 1 to October 1, 1878, were.. $528, 696, 334 


* — 


And for the same period in 1879 „ 509, 508, 519 
liger! 10919815 
Our imports for that period in 1879 were 8355, 736, 481 
And for the same period in 1878998. 3324, 611, 718 
Excess in 1879 over 187 ù . - 22-02 s... 31. 124, 763 


So that we have really been exporting less and importing more last 
year than the year preceding by $50,000,000, I said we were only 
sustained by the accidental demand for bread in other countries. A 
few plain facts prove it: 

From January 1 to October 1, 1879, we exported of 


Wen, EOL EE EE TA ES - $140, 406, 861 
En T878; sais e, . aanak onge 110, 303, 439 
Excess in 1879 over 18799999. 30, 103, 422 

In September, 1879, we exported of wheat and flour... 64, 726, 058 
In September, 187888 .. S A ES 57, 413, 273 
Excess in September, 18799 7, 316, 785 


From these facts, and many others I might state, it is painfally 
apparent that our trade and commerce is not increasing. We export 
no manufactures of woolens, only a few of the commonest cotton 
goods, nothing worthy of the name of manufactures, while our im- 
ports of staple goods, even under the high protective tariff, are in- 
creasing, mainly by reason of the enormous price asked now, under 
the so-called boom, by home producers, As specimens: the imports 
of woolen dress goods have increased for nine months in 1879 over 
1878, $2,000,000; silk dress goods, over $3,500,000; manufactures of 
cotton, over $3,000,000, and so with other staples. In short, we are 
falling off in all things except what ple must have to eat, and our 
imports are increasing by reason of the enormons profits asked for all 
manufactured articles at home. Even the so-called balance of trade 
is a mere temporary chance to steal from the products of the farmers 
a large portion of their profits by forcing them, while they must sell 
in open competition abroad, unprotected, to buy from protected mo- 
nopolies here. Refined sugar seems to be the principal article the 
export of which is increasing; it shows over $3,500,000 gain in 1879 
over 1878; that is another trick; the melado, or sugar from which it 
is made, is imported as the lowest grade at the minimum duty, and 
the highest duty collected on the highest grade is refunded when itis 
refined and exported; so that our apparent prosperity in that increase 
of business is only an increase in a costly and successful frand. 

It is a humiliating fact that every pretended advancement of the 


1880. 
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interests of the people by Congress in the last twenty years has been 
in the interest of combinations of wealth and against the interest of 
the toiling masses. Who would work if he could be a banker, favored 
with Government deposits as the First National Bank of New York has 
been? What manufacturer cares to compete for the commerce of the 
world when Congress compels our own le to pay him and his 
comrades whatever they see fit to ask for their goods? What stabil- 
ity can there be in business when profits are secured by legislation 
instead of competition—protits so great that everybody who can rushes 
into the business, gluts the home market, and refuse or are unable to 
take such prices as the balance of the world paysi What good did 
our great land grants to railroads do the people when we erected by 
law barriers against receiving the prođucts of the countries we pro- 
fessed such anxiety to reach? Taxes for subsidies, taxes for protec- 
tion, taxes for everything, seems to be the height to which states- 
manship aspires. Perhaps I have said enough to show why I do not 
believe in theargumentin favorof the passage of the resolution, which 
is based on the claim of the assured permanent prosperity of the coun- 
try. IfI could see American ships on the high seas earning and keep- 
ing at home the $100,000,000 we are now annually paying to foreign 
nations; if I could see our manufactures of wool, cotton, and iron 
exported to supply the wants of South America, China, and Japan, 
bringing back to us the products of these countries at the same prices 
other nations obtain them, to furnish material for our workshops, 
I would have great confidence in an assured prosperity. So longas 
all these things are made impossible by vicious legislation, I am not 
repared to interfere with the present usefulness of the notes of the 
nited States. If the time comes, as it may in the fature under bet- 
ter laws, that an honest, not a forced balance of trade in our favor, 
earned by our superior ingenuity and skill, when we are drawing 
coin and obtaining credit from other nations in a reasonably assured 
continuance of exchange of commodities—forall trade in the end is bar- 
ter—and when the people are allowed to coin their silver as freely as 
they now can their gold, I may consent to withdraw all our promises 
to pay; but I must see all these things ahead much more clearly than I 
do now, before I turn the money of this people over absolutely to the 
tender mercy of the national-bankers. The truth is, we are a combi- 
nation and a corporation ridden ple. I do not propose, in this 
condition of things, to surrender all our currency to the great banking 
corporations; its proposed degradation means its speedy destruction ; 
its refusal at the custom-house, by the banks, by all the corporations 
and combinations of wealth op toit. It would be at a discount 
at once in the hands of the people just as the trade-dollar, though 
more valuable intrinsically than the standard dollar, is; because it 
has no legal-tender quality, and is that far repudiated by Congress. 
Of course so-called resumption will be maintained, if the Secretary 
has to sell $500,000,000 of 5 per cent. bonds to do it, as he claims the 
right to do under the resumption act. Nothing but the exhaustion of 
the credit of the is (Baya stop that. It was accomplished by the 
bankruptcy of thousands and the impoverishment of millions of the 
ple. It could have been effected years before without any such 
results if the silver coinage had not been clandestinely stricken 
down and the legal-tender notes had been accepted at the custom- 
house. It became possible at last only by the even restricted restora- 
tion of silver to the coinage, and the reception in violation of law of 
legal-tenders for customs dues. The moment the greenback is de- 
stroyed, as now proposed, war will be re-opened with redoubled force 
against silver, and we will be again reduced to the gold standard 
and to the tender mercy of the bankers and bondholders. The fact 
that all public and private debts can be paid in silver coin—and all 
interest on bonds is by law payable in it when it is taken for customs 
taxes—makes it impossible for bondholders todemand gold. They 
know it; and their zeal in behalf of this resolution grows out of the 
fact that they regard it as a great stride in the direction of the firm 
establishment of the single gold standard. It is simply a contin- 
uation of a struggle that always has existed, and never will cease 
while liberty lasts—the efforts of wealth and privileges to bring the 
toiling masses to their feet, and the resistance of the people against 
the encroachments of power. The contest is unequal. It is trained 
and well-paid regulars against untrained and unorganized militia, 

I have never knowingly struck a blow in my political career that 
was not aimed against the greedy combinations of wealth seeking 
advantages. If we can prolong the contest a little while longer the 
representation from the great agricultural regions will be felt as it 
has never been before on these great questions, and the tone of men 
from the protected and favored regions will be less arrogant than now. 

When at the first session of this Congress we had the courage, 
without consulting or waiting for reports from committees, to put 
quinine on the free list, a howl of indignation went up from the pro- 
tected monopolists. I was honored with printed circulars and anony- 
mous letters telling me what fools and knaves we all were, and espe- 
cially what an idiot I was for the part I had taken init. What has 
happened? Mr. Moore, in the letter I read from previously, says: 

The thanks and acknowledgment for this boon belong to the House of Repre- 


sentatives and Senate direct, without the intervention of committees. As mem- 
bers of Congress, therefore, allow me to congratulate you on the result, which I 


will give you in two lines: 


Price of quinine January 2, 1879, duty 20 per cent 
Price of quinine January 2, 1880, free of duty. 


I need not dwell on the sound policy of having freed quinine from a duty. The 


fever-smitten millions and the nang, pe will and do surely feel the full force of 
the foregoing two lines. Nor have Messrs. Powers & Weightman and — 
ten & Sons ceased to manufacture quinine. On the contrary, they are nobly hold - 
ing their own in full competition with the so-called pauper quinine of Europe. 

Senators must not forget that a majority of the common laborers 
of this country work for less than $12 a month. It cost them each 
more than two days’ hard labor to earn the $1.10 which Con had 
for so many years forced them to pay to two or three of the Phila- 
delphia pet monopolists before they were allowed to buy an ounce 
of quinine to save their own lives or those of their stricken wives and 
children. Do not forget that by that one little act we saved more 
than four days’ hard work to every cook and house-girl—because they 
rarely get over $6 a month—on each ounce of quinine she is obliged 
to buy; and the comfort of that reflection will be a full recompense 
for all the abuse of the metropolitan press, or of the advocates of all 
such monopolies; and there are hundreds of them still left. 

Let Senators ask themselves how have the colossal fortunes which 
have sprung up like mushrooms in this country been amassed. Did 
these men trade with the people of other nations, and by superior 
skill, energy, or intelligence bring home the money made out of 
them? No; they made them out of congressional legislation, which, 
under the name and guise of protection in one form or other, pro- 
tected them not against foreigners, but against the right of the peo- 
ple of the Uni States to buy anything without paying heavy 
tribute to the favored combination. Examine into the business of 
any of them, from the First National Bank of New York to the 
Bessemer steel monopolies, All their vast profits grow out of class 
legislation. All they make is wrung from the toiling millions at 
home. There are fourteen hundred millions of people outside of the 
United States ; only fifty million inside. Why is it impossible for 
the fifty millions of Americans to trade with the fourteen hundred 
million? Simply and only because the favored few in our own midst 
have so arranged congressional legislation as to give them the con- 
trol of all our business and the right to make us pay what they 
poas for everything we must have. Now, when, by the blessing of 

rovidence, and in spite of legislation, the farmers of the country 
have drawn 1 sums of money in open market from foreign na- 
tions in return for food, they are at once told they have too much 
money; that it must be destroyed; that they will overspeculate and 
break themselves; that the bankers alone can be trusted to regulate 
how much money they shall be allowed to have, and what shall be 
its character. Ishall continue to resist all such assumptions, of which 
I think this resolution will prove to be one of the most pronounced. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. If the Senator from Texas does not desire to 
proceed to-day, as I understand he does not, I will move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of executive business, leaving the 
Senator from Texas on the floor for to-morrow. 7 

The motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN GEORGIA. 


Mr.GORDON. While the paides are being cleared, I ask the Sen- 
ate to take up and pass the bill to create an additional judicial dis- 
trict in Georgia, unanimously reported from the Committee on the 
Judiciary. I think there can be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hoar in the chair.) By unani- 
8 consent the doors may be considered open, and the motion enter- 

ined. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. No. 3034) to provide for cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States at Macon, Georgia, and 
to transfer certain counties from the northern to the southern district 
in said State, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, to strike out the fifth section in the fol- 
lowing words: 

All offenses committed in either of said divisions shall be cognizable and indict- 
able within said division. 

And insert in lien thereof: 


Prosecutions for crimes or offenses hereafter committed in either of the sub- 
divisions shall be cognizable within such division ; and all prosecutions for crimes 
or offenses heretofore committed within either of said counties, taken as aforesaid 
from the northern district, or committed in the southern district as hitherto con- 
stituted, shall be commenced and proceeded with as if this act had not been passed. 

The amendment was to. X 

The next amendment was, in line 1, section 6, before the word “ac- 
tions,” to insert the word “civil ;” so as to 8 

Civil actions or proceedings now pending at Savannah, in said southern district, 
which would under this act be brought in the western division of said district 
may be transferred, by the consent of all the parties, to said western division, &. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concu in. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio who 
has charge of this bill to state briefly what changes it makes in the 
present condition of the Georgia courts. 

Mr. THURMAN. Nothing in the wide world but to provide for 
holding a court at Macon and that the southern district shall be di- 
vided, as several other districts have been, into two divisions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And it puts four counties or three, or whatever 
the number, from the northern into the southern district. 

Mr. ALLISON. And it adds one place for holding court? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is all. 
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_Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask another question for informa- 


tion. 

Mr. THURMAN, It creates no new office. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does it provide that the circuit court shall be held 
at all the places where the district court is to be held? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I merely wanted to know. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After one hour and thirty-seven minutes spent in executive session 
the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and forty minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 21, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MARE ISLAND. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE, by unanimous consent, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution ; which was read, considered, and adopted : 

Resol: That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, direoted to fur- 
nish this House any and all information in possession of his De ent relating 
to the formation of bars and deposits of mud, sand, and gravel in the bay at or 
near Mare Island, and further to inform this House whether any steps have been 
taken or are contemplated to arrest such formations or deposits, and whether in 
his opinion such formations or deposits can be permanently prevented. 

MUSCLE SHOALS CANAL, TENNESSEE RIVER. 

Mr. LOWE. I send to the Clerk’s desk a memorial from a large 
number of citizens of Alabama, Tennessee, and Georgia in favor of 
the speedy completion of the Muscle Shoals Canal on the Tennessee 
River. Let the memorial be read and published in the RECORD, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The memorial was read as follows, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce : 


To the of the United States: 

The undersigned citizens of Tennessee, Alabama, and Georgia indorse the action 
of the river convention held at Huntsville, Alabama, January 8, 1880, and we re- 
spectfully and most earnestly pray Congress to embody in bills the recommenda- 
tions contained in the following resolutions unanimously adopted by said conven- 


tion: 
“ Resolved, That in the opinion of this body the necessities and best interests of 
the country demand the speedy completion of the improvements on the Tennessee 


River. 

“ Resolved, That this convention earnestly requests the immediate appropriation 
of $150,000 to prevent the stoppage of the work now being successfully prosecuted 
on the Muscle Shoals Canal, and that a further sum of $550,000 be appropriated 
for the continuance of the work during the current year.” 


J. H. MADDOX. 


Mr. BRAGG. I see by the RECORD of this morning that near the 
close of the session yesterday unanimous consent was granted, at the 
request of the Pry from Maryland, [Mr. HENKLE, I for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House of papers in the caso of J. H. Mad- 
dox, there being no adverse report thereon. I desire to say that that 
case is before my committee, has been submitted to asub-committee, 
and an adverse report has been agreed upon. With the permission 
of the House, we desire an opportunity to present that report. 

Mr. HENKLE. I desire to state that the gentleman whose claim 
the papers represent came to me and made a request that I ask for 
leave to withdraw the papers. Such requests are very frequently 
made of members. I have no knowledge whatever of the nature of 
the claim, of its merits or of its demerits. Of course, it is with the 
House to permit or refuse the withdrawal of the papers. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] asks the revocation of the order made on 
yesterday for the withdrawal of the papers in the case stated. The 

tleman from Maryland [Mr. HENKLE] who submitted the request 

‘or leave to withdraw those papers now makes no opposition to the 

revocation of the order. If there be no objection the order will be 
revoked. 

There was no objection. 

GENERAL FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

Mr. SPARKS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 3764) for the relief of General Fitz-John Porter, &c. 
Senne presi by a report in writing; which bill was read a first and 
second time, and, with the Room HELE AP ey ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCOOK. On behalf of the minority of the committee I desire 
to present views dissenting from those in the report of the majority. 

he SPEAKER. The two reports will be printed together, as 1 
usual in such cases. 

Mr McCOOK. The report of the minority is accompanied by a 
joint resolution which I shall propose as a substitute for the bill re- 
ported a the majority. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution comes in as a part of the 
views of the minority. 


Mr. SPARKS. I now ask that the report of the majority, together 


with the views of the minority, and the accompanying bill and joint 
resolution, be printed in the RECORD. [also that the bill be made 
a special order for Friday, the 13th day of February next, after the- 
morning hour, and from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. McCOOK. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the bill will be made the- 
special order for Friday, February 13, after the morning hour, and 
from day to day until disposed of. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SPARKS moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also- 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NATIONAL GOLD BANKS, 


Mr. CRAPO. I ask consent to report from the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency a substitute for the bill (H. R. No. 2427) authoriz- 
ing tne conversion of national gold banks. 

r. FERNANDO WOOD. Is that reported for action at this time ? 

Mr. CRAPO. Itis. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Then I must call for the regular order. 

Mr. CRAPO. It will elicit no discussion, and will take but a 
moment. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Let it be read, and in the mean time I 
will reserve my right to object. 

The substitute was read. It provides that any national gold bank 
organized under the provisions of the laws of the United States may, 
in the manner and subject to the provisions prescribed by section 
5154 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, for the conversion 
of banks incorporated under the laws of any State, cease to be a gold 
bank and become such an association as is authorized by section 5133 
for asi hap on the business of banking, and shall have the same 
powers and privileges, and shall be subject to the same duties, re- 
sponsibilities, and rules, in all respects, as are prescribed by law for 
such associations. 

Mr. CRAPO. I desire to say that the object of this bill 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘That bill deserves a great deal of consideration, 
and I must object to it now. 

Mr. CRAPO. I think a few words of explanation will convince the 
gentleman of the propriety of considering the bill at this time. 

Mr. REAGAN. I want time to look into the provisions of the 
Revised Statutes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If there is to be any debate upon this matter 
I think I must call for the regular order. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Reagan] will 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. WEAVER. I fear the provisions of the bill are not sufficiently 
understood, and I must object. 

Mr. PAGE. Has not the committee the right to report at any time? 

The SPEAKER. There is a rule giving the committee that rg cob $ 
but there is also another rule which states that the eras | our 
shall not be dispensed with on any day except by a two-thirds vote 
of the House. The Chair, therefore, thinks it is a fair construction 
of the rule that the morning hour shall not be interrupted even by 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, or by any other committee 
having the right under any rule to present a report, upon which the 
majority of the House would have the power to decide. 

Mr. CALKINS. The rule does not allow consideration, but simply 
authorizes the committee to report. 

The SPEAKER, a psc a bill is equivalent to its consideration, 
except that after a bill has been reported the House may pass upon 
the question of consideration. 

Mr. CALKINS. I have no objection to this bill. The rule has 
always been construed to mean that the right to report carries with 
it the right to consider. 

The SPEAKER. There is objection to the consideration of this bill 
at this time, and it cannot now bereceived. The Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CLAFLIN] at some other time 
after the morning hour. 

GODFREY DRAYER. 


Mr. McKINLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3765) granting a pension to Godfrey Drayer, One hundred and fifteenth 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CULTURE OF SUGAR-BEET, ETC. 


Mr. COVERT, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered, and adopted : 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Agriculture be, and is hereby, requested to- 
furnish to this House all information he may have in his possession pearing upon 
the culture of the sugar-beet, and the manufacture of sugar therefrom, either at 
home or abroad. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. BROWNE. In reporting the other day, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, the joint resolution (H. R. No. 83) granting con- 
demned cannon to the Morton Monumental Association, I inadvert- 
ently omitted a portion of the report, which was to strike out the 
words “as may be required.” These words, though they do not af- 
fect the substance of the joint resolution, should be struck out in 
order that it may read properly. I ask unanimous consent to make 
this correction in the report. 

There being no objection, leave was granted, and the report was- 
amended accordingly. 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


445 


FEES OF MARSHALS AND DEPUTY MARSHALS, 


Mr. MCMAHON, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 3766) making appropriations for the payment of fees 
of marshals and deputy marshals during the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1880; which was read a first and second time, ordered to be 
printed, and recommitted. 

Subsequently, 

Mr. GARFIELD said: I wish to reserve all points of order on the 
bill reported by the 8 from Ohio, [Mr. McManon.] 

The SPEAKER. That bill has been recommitted. 

Mr. GARFIELD. May not points of order be reserved now? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the time for reserving points 
of order would be when the bill is reported. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Then we do not lose our rights? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will reserve all rights. He has ruled 
upon this point once before, deciding that points of order hold good 
when the bill is reported back, the object of reporting in the first 
instance being merely to have the bill printed and recommitted. 


RAVAGES OF COTTON-WORM. 


Mr. HERNDON, by unanimous consent, presented a memorial of 
the National Cotton Exchange for the appointment of a committee 
of entomologists to investigate and study the habits and ravages of 
the cotton-worm, caterpillar, boll-worm, and all other insects which 
prey on the fruit and foliage of the cotton-plant, and also the most 
practicable means of destroying them or preventing their ravages ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ord to 
be printed in the RECORD. It is as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 

This memorial respectfully represents that the National Cotton Exchange, at its 
last meeting, in the city of New York, appointed the undersigned a committee to 
memorialize your honorable bodies concerning the destruction of cotton by worms 
and insects, and the great loss of wealth to the country therefrom, and to pray you 
to appoint a committee of entomologists to investigate and study the habits and 
TAV: of the cotton-caterpillar, boll-worm, and all other insects which prey on 
the Kult and foliage of the cotton. plant; and also the most practicable means of 
destroying them or preventing their ravages. 

Your memorialists therefore respectfully state, that in the richest cotton dis- 
tricts greater dam: is sustained from the causes stated than from all others; that 
in some seasons in these sections the yield is reduced one-fourth to one-half there- 
from, and in exceptional instances entire destruction has resulted, following either 
an early appearance of the worm or late fruiting of the gop: 

The cotton-ċaterpillar was known locally as a pestin limited sections of Georgia, 
South Carolina, and Florida in the early history of cotton cultivation, but not until 
1846 was its appearance general over the old cotton belt. The area visited has, 
however, shown a uniform increase since 1865, extending in 1876 to the mountain 
counties of Alabama, to all of North Mississippi, and into Tennessee. 

We will briefly refer to some seasons of exceptional severity as indicating the de- 
structive nature of the caterpillar, Their appearance in West Alabama and alon 
the eastern boundary of Louisiana in 1864 was about the last of July. At thai 
time the crop was very promising in Alabama, though the area in cultivation was 
small, and by the 10th of August such damage was inflicted that in many instances 
the yield was reduced below fifty pounds seed-cotton per acre, and in some abso- 
lute destruction resulted. On the Red River bottoms in 1869 and the Warrior 
River bottoms in 1872, the crop being late, was totally destroyed. In the rich prai- 
rie counties of Alabama, from 1871 to 1874, inclusive, the yield was reduced more 
than one-half, and in all the southern cotton counties of Texas in 1874 it was less 
than 20 per cent. of an average. Below we give some statistics kindly furnished 
by Professor C. V. Riley, whose labors in connection last summer we beg to 
commend : 


DESTRUCTIVENESS OF THE WORM—LOSSES OCCASIONED BY IT. 


The percentage of loss is also dependent on location. When the injury is done 
early in the season the loss in l ties of heaviest 8 or where the fields 
are numerous and contiguons, is nearly double what it is where the fields are more 
isolated. In years of severe injury, from 30 to 98 per cent. of the p may be 
ruined upon some plantations, while on others the loss will be trifling. The high- 
est average of loss is sustained in the southern portion of the belt asin Florida and 
South Texas. It increases also in a westerly direction, commencing with Georgia 
at 16 per cent., or sixteen bales out of every one hundred of an average crop for 
fifteen years, and ending with Texas at 28 per cent. In the northern portion of 
the belt the averages are low, ranging from 5 to 8 cent. for the same period ; 
while in many parts of it, and notably in North Carolina, the worm appears so 
late as to generally do more than harm, by removing the luxuriant top foliage 
and thus admitting the sun to the lower bolls and hastening their maturity. 

The following table shows the amount of loss in bales and dollars for each State 
in a year of severe visitation: 
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This table shows a possible loss of about $30,000,000 in a of general preva- 
lence of the worm, or an average of 17} per cent. total annual loss, namely, 
$12,934,500 for all the cotton States since the war. That it was equally great be- 
fore the war there is no reason to doubt, for while severe visitations have, - 
haps, been more frequent since that time, the injury has been greatly diminished 
by the use of Paris groen and other arsenical poisons since the year 1873. 

From this it will be seen that the aggregate loss to the cotton producers of the 
South for the last fifteen years closely approximates $200,000,000, an amount which 
would have enabled State and municipal governments to meet their obligations, 
prevented many individual bankruptcies, and bronght the commercial and a sricult- 
ural interests of the cotton States to a much higher position than they have at- 


ed. 

Your memorialists are confident that such a committee as we pray you to create 
will devise a certain, safe, and inexpensive means of destroying the caterpillar, and 
possibly the boll-worm, and, by theirobservations of causes affecting the growth and 
rein of the plant, be enabled to offer suggestions conducing to better cultiva- 
tion and greater profits. y 

Your memorialists would state their strong conviction that if our pears is 
granted results will be reached profitable to the cotton interests, creditable to sci- 
ence and the Government, and by 1 substantially to the exportable values of 
the country condace to the general good, as any increase in the volume and value 
of exports necessarily strengthens the national credit. 

Your memorialists, after careful investigation, are satisfied an appropriation of 
$50,000 will enable such a committee to perform the duties to be 98 55 5 upon it. 

W. H. GARDNER, 
of Mobile. 

ROBT. MURDOCK, 

of New York. 

J. D. SKINNER, 
of Galveston. 

MOBILE, January 6, 1880. 
TITLES IN HOT SPRINGS. 


Mr. DUNN, by unanimous consent, reported back, withamendments, 
from the Committee on Public Lands the bill (H. R. No. 3549) for the 
establishment of titles in Hot Springs, and for other purposes ; which 
was ordered to be printed and recommitted, not to be brought back 
on a motion to reconsider. 


REPORT OF DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back, with- 
out amendment, the following resolution ; which was considered and 
adopted: 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to 
print 2,500 copies of the report of the health officer of the District of Columbia for 
use of said health officer. 

AMERICAN EPHEMERIS AND NAUTICAL ALMANAC. 


Mr. WILSON, from the same committee, reported back, with amend- 
ments, the joint resolution (H. R. No. 93) for printing the American 
Ephemeris and Nautical Almanac. 

he joint resolution was read, as follows: : 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Ri tives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That there shall be Ba ence annually at the Government 
Printing Office 1,500 copies of the American Ephemeris and Naatical Almanac and 
of the papers 53533 thereto, of which 100 shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate, 400 for the House of Representatives, and 1,000 for the public service, to be 
distributed by the Navy Department. . 

Sec. 2. That additional copies of the Ephemeris and of the Nautical Almanac 
extracted therefrom may be ordered by the Navy Department for sale at the cost 
of paper and Pe : Provided, That all moneys received from such sale shall be 
deposited in the Treasury to the credit of the appropriation for public printing. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 

In section 2, line 3, strike out the words “Navy Department” and insert Sec- 
retary of the Navy.” 

Strike out also the words “at the cost of paper and printing.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman reporting this 
resolution what use in the world we have for the Ephemeris anyhow ? 
I hope the gentleman has read one of these publications; if he meg 
he is the first one who has done it besides the proof-reader. When 
ask what use this publication is, I mean, of course, for members of 
Congress. It is an enormous compilation of fi 8. 

Mr. WILSON. Ihave here a letter from Professor Newcomb, which 
I shall have read. I propose, after a word of explanation, to yield 
the floor to the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. GARFIELD] who introduced 
this resolution. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I must object to any debate. 

Mr. WILSON. There can be no objection to this resolution when 
it is properly understood. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the letter of Professor Newcomb be read. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I suppose the Committee on Printing has the 
right to report at any time. 

he SPEAKER. it has that right as to the printing of documents 
for the use of the House. The Chair does not know that this reso- 
lution would come under the rule. 

Mr. GARFIELD, It is a proposition to print these documents for 
the use of the Senate and House. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Can the morning hour be postponed by a matter 
of this kind if the regular order be demanded ? 

Mr. WILSON. Inanswer tothe gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] I will say that the American Ephemeris constitutes a man- 
ual which is said to be indispensable to the mariner and the astrono- 
mer. Without this publication our mariners upon the high seas 
must be greatly embarrassed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is this debate running by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. The Committee on Printing have the 
right to report at any time in regard to the printing of documents 
intended for the use of the House. It seems that this resolution pro- 
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vides that five hundred copies of these publications shall be distrib- 
uted to members of the Senate and the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does this report carry with it the right to 
interrupt the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has not commenced. The Chair, 
however, has heretofore decided that these privileged reports of prop- 
ositions requiring for their passage a majority vote only cannot come 
in to the exclusion of the morning hour when it is demanded, because 
another rule provides that— 

e morning hour shall not be d with n any day for an 
ae by Fv Po of two-thirds of 5 ihe. oy 8 5 

The Chair gives the preference to such business as the rules require 
cannot be dispensed with except by a two-thirds vote over business 
which can be poet upon by a majority, and he thinks that is the 

-logic of the rules. 

Ar. BLACKBURN. Then I call for the sag ari aA 
Mr. GARFIELD. Let the gentleman from West Virginia withdraw 
his report. 

Mr, WILSON. Will the morning hour cut off the pending propo- 
sition 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had better withdraw it, and the 
Chair will recognize him after the morning hour. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 55) granting a right of way across Water Shops 
Pond, in pring, assachusetts, to the Springfield and New Lon- 
don Railroad Company ; 

An act (H. R. No, 2053) to authorize the assistant treasurer of the 
United States at New York to waive enforcement of section 3477 of 
the Revised Statutes so far as the same affects certain drafts upon 
an now held by the Masonic Bank of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania ; 
an . 

An act (H. R. No. 3518) to authorize the importation of articles for 
exhibition at the miller’s international exhibition, to be held at Cin- 
cinnati in 1880, free of duty. 

BANK RESERVES, 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at eleven minutes past 
one o’clock p. m.; and the House now resumes the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 2715) requiring the reserves of national banks to 
be kept in gold and silver coins of the United States, reported from 
the Committee on Banking and Currency by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. BUCKNER.] The gentleman from New York [Mr. Louns- 
BERY ] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. LOUNSBERY. Mr. Speaker, the bill under consideration may 
be briefly formulated as a semi-statutory resumption by the banks. 
It is unobjectionable in principle, if it be not an objection always to 
act by half measures. I ae woukl have preferred that the bill 
should have provided for the entire reserve of the banks to be held 
in coin, thus making an entire resumption by the banks. 

It is about one year since by statute the Federal Government re- 
sumed. It is high time that the banks resumed. It is time that 
individuals resumed, paying debt in value instead of paying debt in 
promises. The bill, to me, does not seem to be especially operative or 
effectual. The banks in my city to-day are paying gold and silver 
coin, not only in the payment of their debts to depositors but to per- 
sons who apply for loans, if they voluntarily take coin ins of 
paper. e this bill, therefore, at the time it was first introduced 
at the extra session, might have been operative and effectual, it can 
no longer be so, because by the practice of the banks at this time they 
are paying, when the creditor will voluntarily receive it, in gold and 
silver coin. 

I propose to address myself for a few moments to the history of 
resumption. I have heard much credit taken by the present Admin- 
istration, by the present managers of the Government finances, for 
bringing about resumption, In my opinion resumption was not caused 
by financial management nor by administrative tact, but it came 
about by mightier causes. Webster, in his remarkable expression of 
eulogy to Hamilton, said:“ He smote the rock of the national resources 
and abundant streams gushed forth; he touched the dead co of the 
public credit and it sprung upon its feet.“ I understand that the friends 
of the Administration have endeavored to appropriate the same lan- 

age and apply it to the present head of our national finances. It 

is no pleasant task to be an oe and yet I esteem it a duty to 
break these gods set up for the people to worship. It was neither 
Hamilton nor Sherman that brought about prosperity and resump- 
tion to the Republic, either in the days of Hamilton or in the days of 
our present Secretary of the Treasury. The country has been moved 
by more potent causes, by causes more powerful than the lamp of 
addin or the purse of Fortunatus. A changed condition of national 
affairs brought about resumption ; not only the ability to resume, but 
resumption itself. The luxury of the people bred during the war 
period on the high prices of that day was changed for simple habits 
uring depression. eimportation of foreign goods into this country 
was thus checked, and that result was one powerful cause looking to 
better times. : 

We can all remember the time when the opposing armies swept 

down and back through the Shenandoah Valley with the ebb and flow 


t 
of military success, The wing fruits and in.crops were not 
only destroyed but the eee of wealth: The 1 then 
engaged in destruction are now producing values. The people who 
were then engaged in tearing down the earnings of years have for 
the past fifteen years 1 in restoring waste-places and in aid- 
ing to resume. 

y own State of New York has now just terminated five years of 
democratic rule. In that time there has been a stay of corruption in 
office, a return to good government, and an honest administration of 
the public works, The prisons, which by wasteful management had 
become an incubus upon the prosperity of the State, have been made 
to produce an income equal to their expenses. The rate of taxation 
has been decreased even while administrative wisdom has been wip- 
ing out the State debt. I can hold up the State of New York as an 
admirable exhibition of the fruits of good government. Freedom 
from debt, with State taxes one-half of what they were five years 
ago, makes one of the great causes leading to resumption and enabling 

e country to maintain it. But yet, considering these facts, I hear 
my republican friends speaking to themselves and to others in the 

hrase which was spoken to the apple—“ How we apples swim ”— 
without knowing that it is this 8 current of causes which has 
produced resumption and enabled us to maintain it, instead of ad- 
ministrative ability, as they make the claim. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire now that the Clerk shall read the bill which 
I shall offer as a substitute, if a proper occasion is presented, to the 
pending bill. I have stated that the failure of the present bill is that 
it is a half measure of resumption. 

The one I now propose to have read in its stead I think is a bill 
which covers the entire case—a bill that is entirely effectual and 
complete in the line of resumption, not only for the banks but forin- 
dividuals as well. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Forty-sixth Congress, first session.) 
H. R. No. 1423. 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
May 5, 1879. 
Read twice, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to 
be printed. 


Mr. LOUSSBERY, on leave, offered the following bill: 
A BILL : 
To repeal sections 3588, 3589, and 3590 of the Revised Statutes, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States o; 
America in Congress assembled, That sections 3588, 3589, and 3590 of the Re 
— making United States notes and Treasury notes a legal tender, are hereby 

Mr. LOUNSBERY. The purpose of this bill is to repeal the three 
sections of the Revised Statutes as they now stand making United 
States notes and Treasury notes a legal tender for debt. 

The bill under consideration, as it now stands, is harmless in its 
language and form because it is drawn as an amendment to a stat- 
ute which was repealed in 1873 by the enactment of the Revised Stat- 
utes. The bill which I offer as a substitute will bring about the 
entire and pompiere purposesof the pending bill and takeaway what 
I claim to be objectionable features of the Revised Statutes as they 
now stand. If we repeal the legal-tender feature of the Revised 
patnos we return to the constitutional money which existed before 

© war. 

A democratic governor of the State of New York recommended in 
his message that the State should not depart from constitutional 
money and that the interest on the State bonds should be paid in 
coin, notwithstanding the coin premium. He thus recognized the 
obligation of the debt which was created by the text of the bonds. 
He recognized the fact that when the State borrowed the money of the 
people it promised to pay in a money that had an actual and intrinsic 
value. . He asserted the doctrine that there was no law which could 
be passed by Con or by any other power that could relieve the 
State of New York from its obligation to pay its debt with value 
instead of paying it in promises. 

During the entire history of the controversy whether the United 
States notes were a constitutional money or not, the democratic party 
in the State of New York, and I believe the democratic party in na- 
tional convention, have always adhered to the theory that there was 
no power in the Constitution to declare a promise money; that that 
clause in the Constitution which authorized Con to coin money 
only gave the power to coin the precious metals into money and not 
to coin a material of no value into a promise which should pass com- 
pulsorily as money. That presents the constitutional question in this 


case. 

Let me next refer to the subject as a question of policy. We are 
now in a period of unexampled prosperity. It is doubtful whether 
any one of us can remember a time when all the elements that make 
a nation great existed in a more marked degree than now. There 
has been and there will be a periodic rise and decline in the prosper- 
ity of the nation. These periods of ebb and flow, of igen aye A and 
adversity, in business and in finance seem to come with some degree 
of regularity. Weare now upon the flood-tide of financial success. 
Immense crops of in are being produced in this country which 
have a market in mope, and the bonds, which did not have a per- 
manent holding there, having been sent back to this country and 
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taken up by our own people, the precious metals are flowing steadily 
from the foreign banks and depositories to the shores of America; so 
that our Treasury is not only full, some think incumbered with coin, 
but the banks and the people, the members of Con even who go 
to the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms, are uently incumbered by 
coin, When the precious metals are in such abundance, why should 
we insist upon debasing our national credit at home and abroad by 
maintaining a promise as a compulsory payment for debt? I, with 
others, protested against the decision of the Supreme Court which 
declared the power of Congress to make a promise a legal tender; 
and I vowed to myself,and I stand here now in obedience to that 
vow, that the first opportunity that ever came, if I had the power, I 
would insist upon reversing that decision and restoring the country 
again toa normal and honest constitutional condition, recognizing 
only coined metal, its value recognized in the family of nations as 
the money of the country and as the only compulsory material in 
which debt shall be paid. 

There is another point connected with this question of policy. We 
are now in resumption, so far as the Federal Government is con- 
cerned. If that resumption is to be menaced by any future disturb- 
ance, it must come from the promises which the Government has 
made. The present ee three hundred and forty-six millions 
of paper promises issued by the Government must always, in dis- 
ordered times, afford a menace to maintaining resumption. Is there 
economy in keeping out this paper and in keeping behind it a suffi- 
cient body of coin always ready to be able to pay the Government 
demand notes upon presentation? I can see no financial wisdom in 
any such policy as that. We are now, as I said, in prosperity. It has 
come upon us suddenly, During the last session there came up from 
all parts of this Hall the representative cry of the people for relief. 
And now there comes up just as strenuous a cry from all parts of this 
Hall—the representative cry of the people—to be let alone. So 
during the life of this Congress, yet but half its days spent, we have 

from a cry of distress and. depression among the. people to a 
cry of satisfaction and prosperity. But how soon may come again, 
in the turning of the wheel of fortune, the cry of distress, and we be 
thrown suddenly upon a financial collapse? I ask gentlemen here, 
whether it is not time that we prepare the Government for that sit- 
uation? Is it not time, and high time, while we are in a position to 
do it, that we should prepare the Government by taking away this 
danger, so that resumption now achieved shall not be by a new turn 
of the wheel of fortune destroyed ? 

Mr. Speaker, the resumption of specie payment in this country has 
produced a financial condition unexpected by its adversaries as it was 
unexpected to many of the friends of the measure at the time when 
the subject was under consideration. The amount of gold and silver 
coin and gold and silver bullion, always a matter of calculation, very 
difficult to arrive at even as an approximate result, by the operations 
of resumption changed from being a commodity and became a part of 
the currency. Instead of being a part of the purchasable property of 
the country it was added to the purchasing or currency element, It 
thus by a double action operated to produce money inflation. 

This result should not have been unexpected to the student of 
British history. From 1793 to 1813 the Bank of England was under 
suspension. T 1810 the bank undertook to resume payment in gold 
and silver for its bills. It commenced on an appointed morning, an 
act which the entire government and the financial people of the Brit- 
ish Empire watched with great interest. There was an excited ron 
on the bank for coin. Coin had at that time dropped in premium until 
it had reached about 2 percent. Gentlemen here can draw a picture 
for themselves of that crowd of people attending the bank on the 
W ai morning. 

the presence of this clamoring crowd the officers of the bank 
caused gold coin to be wheeled into the bank in barrows in the pres- 
ence of the people. For three days the run continued, and on the 
evening of the third day the clamor for gold had subsided, and the 
bank opened on the next morning with a flow of coin into the bank 
on deposit. Specie payment was thus resumed. 

And now mark the result. During the year following there were 
twenty-five new banks organized in England alone. Companies were 
organized and started upon every conceivable kind of speculation. 
Swamps were divided into city pro: ; South Sea islands were 
cut up and sold in shares; an era of bubbles and speculation began. 
The inflation caused by this resumption culminated within three years, 
and nearly all these twenty-five banks which were organized ex- 
ploded. There were general bankruptcy and havoc throughout the 
country, carrying with them old and established banks which had sur- 
vived the perils of nearly a century. Again the Bank of England sus- 

nded. hen the bank resumed again during the following year 

oth the bank and the people had learned a lesson of prudence that 
made resumption permanent and enduring. 

Such is the lesson which is taught to us by the history of England, 
whose people are similar in habits and character to our own. It is 
to avoid the disaster which followed the immediate operations of the 
first resumption in England that I have addressed a portion of my 
remarks on this question. 

I now pro to consider the question of repealing the legal-tender 
clause of the statute as applicable to individuals and to business. 
And, first, let me consider it as applicable to the laboring-man, or to 
the man who earns his daily b; by his daily labor. Is there any- 


thing in the subject of labor that can be more interesting to the 
laborer than that his employment shall be permanent? I have 
any experience in the observations of laboring-men seeking employ- 
ment, it is that they prefer those occupations and those places which 
seem to give them the most permanent and established employment. 
They avoid all appearance of instability; they seek not especially 
the amount of pay so much as stability and permanency of employ- 
ment. 

In order to make labor permanent, to make it stable, it is neces- 
sary that business should be fixed upon a stable basis. It cannot be 
fixed upon a currency which is to be changed, from time to time, in 
value, according to the exigencies and conditions of the country. It 
must be upon a basis that is solid, stable, and fixed, as coin alone can 
be, when it is considered in reference to the subject of currency. 

Now, look for a moment to the question of business. Take a man 
who is about to embark his capital in any business enterprise. Is he 
not much more likely to embark his capital in business if he can see 
before him a fixed or certain calculation of percentage? Is it not 
certain that he would like to know and understand the factors upon 
which his business is to depend for its success? Would not any pru- 
dent man embark his capital with great doubt and hesitation in any 
business that he knows will be varying in price and conducted in a 
currency which will not be permanent in its value? 

If there are any two branches in the success of which this country 
at this time is specially interested they are manufacturing and com- 
merece. The manufacturer must necessarily embark a large amount 
of capital in his undertaking. He must construct his buildings, pro- 
vide his machinery, and after all of this is done he must employ a 
large amount of labor, and it is important to the success of his enter- 
prise that he must be able to calculate the price of labor upon a fixed 
basis ; and after he has done all of this he must then find a market 
for his commodities. He must be able to calcalate through a series 
of years upon the fixed laws of trade and values whether he will be 
likely to make a profit or a loss upon his business. He must also cal- 
culate upon active competition in his business, and, therefore, he must 
understand and study the laws which regulate and control these mat- 
ters; and I ask gentlemen whether they can reasonably expect the 
capitalists of the 8 the prudent men, to embark their capital 
in any enterprise unless they have a solid and a fixed basis upon which 
moy can make a calculation for a series of years. 

ow, take the question of commerce. How many of us are long- 
ing to see the country revive its commerce? How many of us hope, 
and we have the right to hope, that we will see our ships in large 
numbers coming in competition with the commercial nations of the 
earth, and yet who will enter into a scheme of commerce; who will 
invest his capital in ships; who will make his ventures in a foreign 
trade until we have first settled upon a money in which he can sat- 
isfactorily come in competition with the other nations of the earth ? 

It is foreign commerce we seek to revive, and yet who would en 
in commerce with a foreign nation opon the basis of a currency that 
is not ized by the nations of the world? 

Who will embark in an enterprise taking so many years to mature 
unless he knows there is to be an established value to the money of 
the country, and a fixed, stable situation upon which he can count for 
his profits ? £ 

. Speaker, I believe that there is a great future for this 8 
In making this remark I am not cee, e in the lenguage of proph- 
ecy. Iam only 7 giving voice to the calculations of the statistician ; 
I am only formulating the result of a mathematical problem which 
we can work out before our eyes; Iam only giving the calculation 
of the orbit of the planet in its sphere. Look at the mineral wealth 
which is being taken out of our mines. Look at the immense agri- 
cultural resources which have done such wonders during the last few 
years in bringing back to us the balance of trade. Look at our re- 
sources for cotton. We have really control of the cotton market of 
the world. Look at the condition of this people; Here is the Anglo- 
Saxon, with his strength of character and his industry; the Latin 
race, too, is mingled with our people and give us our aptness for 
commercial enterprises. From Africa we have the enduring material 
to stand climatic trials, and the Oriental, with his habits of economy, 
is fast accumulating on our western shore. 

With our condition of climate and of soil, our mental, physical, and . 
material factors, who can deny that a great future lies beforeus? A 
hundred years is but the first experiment of American greatness. We 
stand here the radiating-point, as it were, of all nations, who are to 
pour their wealth into the lap of the people of this country. America 
is to be the great nation of the world, not only possessing the East 
India trade, which has in past history made ge cities, but tradi 
with every country and with every clime. By means of steam an 
telegraph and electric light all the appliances which modern man has 
been able to devise are now ready to focalize themselves in the brill- 
iancy and tness of this immense country. If there were a mon- 
arch controlling us, it is possible he might be unjust. If there were 
a class of people in the position of an aristocracy controlling us, we 
might assume injustice. But this is a country in which the people 
are the sovereigns. They meet and make their laws by the aggre- 
gated honesty; fairness, and wisdom of the entire people, and it is 
impossible that we should be expected to predicate either unwisdom 
or unfairness of the Government. The people are, and should be, fair 
to themselves. 


448 


Now, the first thing they have to do is to come back to an honest 
money, based upon the value of the metal in which it is struck. And 
setting all currency upon that basis, there is a simple, steady, certain 
march to this goal of success which we are all expecting and which 
we know must come. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, Mr, Speaker, I have listened atten- 
tively to what has been said by the members of the Committee on 
Banking and Currency with regard to the nature and effect of this bill 
and I have given attention to other gentlemen who have discussed it, 
but I must confess that I have listened in vain for a satisfactory ex- 
planation. There are but two gentlemen preceding me in this debate 
who in my judgment have given us any satisfactory information as to 
what is its real nature and what will be its real effect if it is enacted 
into law. Lallude to remarks that fell from the lips of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. PRICE] and the distinguished gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. CHITTENDEN.) I wonld not occupy the time of the House 
a single moment upon this bill if I was not required to cast my vote 
upon the question as to whether it should be made into law or not. I 
am desirous of performing that duty intelligently and conscientiously 
in the interest of those I represent on this floor; but I am left to grope 
my way in darkness or learn the pathway of duty from other sources 
than from the arguments which haye been presented. Gentlemen 
have spoken ably and luminously upon general financial problems, 
but neither of them has touched the real kernel of the nut, the real 
essence of this bill, the real effects of it upon the country, save and 
except my friends from New York and Iowa. 

The bill is apparently a very simple and harmless one. But the 

entlemen to whom I last referred have pointed out to us what is 
its true nature and what will be its actual effect. It was with mach 
rness I sought to learn what position those two gentlemen would 
take upon this bill, for the reason that I kuow they rank high among 
the most zealous advocates of the national-bank system upon this 
floor; and I felt assured that if it should be advocated by them there 
was nothing in it that would harm the national-banking system. I 
wish now, Mr. Speaker, to call attention to the remarks made by the 
gentleman from Iowa, pointing out the real effect of this bill. 
the Clerk to read what he said to this House. 

The Clerk read us follows: 

Now, with this state of facts before this House and the country, the only ques- 
tion to be settled by usin the disenssion of this bill and in the d of itis 
this: will it advance the confidence of the people in the national-banking system 
and will it add to the security aud permanency of the institution b yous ring this 
amount to be kept in coin, or will the country be just as well satisfied to let the 
banks parse their own course in the future as they have done in the past, relying 
upon their business capacity and integrity for the kind of funds they shall keep as 


a reserve] That is the only question to be settled by this bill, whether it be voted 
up or voted down. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am convinced 
that this bill will aid in a well-arranged conspiracy which has been 
entered into for the purpose of making the national banking system 
a permanent institution aggrandize the gold dollar and depreciate and 
dishonor the silver dollar and the greenback. The first who has made 
an assault upon the coinage of the silver dollar during this Con 
is the Secretary of the Treasury. The next who has assailed the silver 
dollar, coupled with an attack on the status of the greenback, is the 
President of the United States: And the third is the effect of this bill 
which has emanated from the Committee on PERESA and Currency, 
and of which the two gentlemen to whom I have alluded specially 
are advocates. Notice what the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PRICE] 
said in his speech the other day. His language was substantially : 
The only question involved in this bill is, will it advance the confi- 
dence of the people in the national-bank system, and will it add to 
the security and permanency of the national-banking institution ? 

I knew that the Committee on Banking and Currency had had for 
a long time a bill before it for the eed — of retiring the national - 
bank circulation, a bill providing for the substitution of national- 
bank circulation with Treasury notes, a method which would save to 
the people of this country over $14,000,000 that come every year out of 
the pockets of the Lor ot and find lodgment in the pockets of 
national-bank stockholders. 

But to my amazement the committee, instead of bringing in a bill 
to demolish the national-banking circulation, brings in a bill which, 
in the words of the gentleman Pron Iowa, [Mr. Price, ] is intended 
to increase confidence in the system, to popularize it among the peo- 

le, and to make it a permanent institution in thiscountry and make 
t more secure. 

It appears from that gentleman’s remarks that he is willing to ad- 
mit there is a lack of confidence in this system, and he desires this bill 
to pass in order to “advance the confidence of the people in the na- 
tional-banking system.” In other words, this bill if adopted will pop- 
ularize the national banks, 

I do not see how the substitution of gold coin for the reserves of 
the national banks can give any better security. If thespeech of m 
friend from Iowa is worth anything it shows that the greenback dol- 
lar is as as the gold dollar, and will hereafter continue on a par 
with gold coin. Now, if that be true, how can you make the national- 
bank institutions more secure by lling them to keep hereafter 


ask 


com 
one-balf of their reserves in gold dollars, which are no better than 
greenback dollars ? 

I do not know what that gentleman meant by intimating that if 
this bill does not become a law the banks will be left “to pursue 
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their own course in the future as they have done in the past, relying 


upon their business capacity and integrity for the kind of funds they 
shall keep as a reserve,” unless he the expression as a mere fi 

of speech, for by reference to section 5191 of the statutes it will be 
found that bank reserves are now required to be kept in the “law- 
ful money of the United States,” which consists of coin and green- 
backs. Itis not left to their discretion as to what kind of reserve they 
may choose to keep. They cannot fail in this without violating the 
present law. 

But the point to which I wished most particularly to call the at- 
tention of the House is another clause in the paragraph quoted, the 
question whether this bill will make the national-bank system a 
permanent one. I say to you frankly if that be its tendency I am 
opposed to it. Aud why? I will briefly set forth the reasons of my 
opposition to any permanent national-banking system in this coun- 
try. In the last Congress, on February 22 of last year, I discussed at 
length the national-bank question; I shall, therefore, confine myself 
to but a few points to-day. 

I have already said that the national-bank circulation costs the 
people of this country over $14,000,000 per year, and Ichallenge con- 
tradiction of that assertion. I am prepared to demonstrate that fact 
by matter contained in the reports of the Secretary of the Treasury 
and Comptroller of the Currency, which I now hold in my hand. 

What are the facts? The Comptroller of the Currency in his report 
has given us the denominations and the character of the bonds which 
are held by the Treasury Department as the basis of the national- 
bank circulation. I sat at my desk last night and made a careful 
compusanon from that report of the amount of interest which those 
bonds were drawing on November 1, 1879. The amount of the bonds 
held at that time by the Treasury for bank circulation was $363,802,- 
400. The Treasury Department pays to the national banks every 
year on these bonds 817, 215, 640 for interest. 

But the Secretary of the Treasury and the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency, whom I find to be very ardent advocates of the national-bank- 
ing system, assert that the national banks pay on their circulation 
large taxes into the Treasury of the United States, Let us look at 
the reports and see how much taxes they do pay for this circulation. 
It isconfessed that they receive over $17,000,000 from the Treasury 
by reason of their circulation. How much do the national banks pay 
back into the Treasury? The reports in my hand show that they 
paid on their circulation last year 195 000, and they have never paid 
more in any one year, except when their circulation was larger; but 
in no year did the sum paid by them exceed $3,404,483.11. 

Mr, WILBER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. A question—yes. 

Mr. WILBER. How much other taxes do the national banks pay? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. They do not pay one single penny 
more than any other banks in the Jand are required to pay. 

Mr. WILBER. Very true; but how much do they pay? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. No more than any other species 
of bank property is obliged to pay. 

Mr. WILBER. Do not they pay more taxes than the whole inter- 
est on their bonds? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. There is not one single mill of 
taxes paid by the national banks into the national Treasury which 
all private and State banks are not required to pay, except what is 
paid by them on their circulation. They do not pay one cent more 
on their deposits or capital stock than private and State banks. 

Mr. WILBER. How much tax do they pay for the people? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The only tax which they pay over 
and above other classes of bankers is this $3,198,000, which they pay 
on their cire:lation. 

Mr. WILBER. That isso much ahead, then. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Not at all, as I will show. But I 
cannot be interrupted any further, my time is very short. I was for 

Several years engaged in national banking, and I have had opportu- 
nity to understand the internal machinery of the system and its effect 
upon the interest of the people. Deduct from the $17,215,640 which the 
national banks receive every year from the taxpayers the $3,198,833 
which they pay into the Treasury on their circulation, and that will 
leave $14,019,000, which goes into the pockets of national-bank stock- 
holders as part of the profit they receive on their circulation ; and my 
friend [Mr. WILBER] will find the Government is behind and the banks 
are largely ahead. 

Iam only speaking of the profit they receive from the national 

. Ihave notimetoshow what enormous profit they have made 
on this circulation by loaning it to the business community at large 
rates of interest. It is indeed the only business in this country which 
is realizing a profit on 90 per cent. more than its actual capital. 
From these reports I have made a computation of the approximate 
amount the banks have received from the Treasury and the amount 
of taxes the banks have turned into the Treasury on account of their 
circulation during the fifteen years of their existence: 


The total amount paid the banks iss. $348, 215, 640 
Total tax paid by banks on circulation...--......-.--. 42,785, 464 
Profit of the banks out of the Treasury 305, 430, 176 


They have received their circulation as a free loan from the Treas- 
ury, which now reaches over $330,000,000, and have also received over 
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$300,000,000 as a bonus, and still they would have us strike down the 
plebeian greenback and silver dollar, that the patrician order of bank 
paper and gold coin may be enthroned ; then the way will be opened 

or a plutocracy in this country, and the national banks will not onl 
become the spoiled darlings of the country but they will be the roy: 
family of the nation. 

Now, to show that Secretary Sherman appreciated full well these 
facts in regard to the taxation of the banks, I would refer to a speech 
which he made during the last campaign, I think at Steubenville, 
Ohio, where he admits that the national banks receive a bonus of 
over $12,000,000 from the people, but he insists they furnish us a 
splendid currency and therefore we should be contented to give them 
the subsidy. 

Mr. SAPP. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one question? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Be very quick about it; my time 
is rapidly passing. 

Mr. SAPP. Suppose that all the national banks are wiped out of 
existence, will not the interest on these bonds have to be paid? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois. There is where the gentleman has 
failed to study the nature of a bill now before the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Mr.SAPP. Will the genfleman answer the question? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. It would not, I answer flatly. 
When the national-bank notes are retired, with the Treasury notes 
substituted for them, an amount of bonds equal to those held for the 
bauks will also be canceled and retired. [Applause.] 

Mr. WEAVER. That is what there is in it. 

Mr. WILBER. What will be the object while the banks pay more 
taxes than they receive interest on their bonds by over $3,000,000? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The banks do not pay more taxes 
on their circulation than the interest received on their bonds. I 
thought I had made myself clear enough, but I will repeat, the na- 
tional banks pay to the Treasury only 1 per cent. on their circula- 
tion, and do not pay one single mill more. Their average circulation 
being. according to these reports, during the past year something over 
8819 000 000, the taxation paid by them is only $3,198,333, as I have 
already shown. Thisis the amount they paid into the Treasury, but, 
as J have also in forined my friend, the banks received $17,215,640 in 
interest on their bonds, and, therefore, their circulation cost the peo- 
ple pau the Government $14,019,056 more than the amount of tax 

aid, 

Mr. CASWELL. Now, let me ask my friend 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Do not interrupt me now. I have 
but afew moments. If my time be extended, I shall have no objec- 
tion to answering. 

Mr. CASWELL. Tho gentleman says the banks pay no other taxes. 
Do pa not pay 1 per cent. on all their capital not invested in United 
States bonds? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. They do not pay a single penny 
more taxes than other banks, except the tax on circulation, and as 
other banks have no circulation of course they pay no such tax. 
= 3 They pay 1 per cent. on all capital not invested 

n bonds. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. With all due deference I must con- 
tradict the statement of the gentleman. 

Mr. CASWELL. On this point I am certainly not mistaken. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I wish to be distinctly understood 
on this point. The national-banking law does require the national 
banks to pay a tax on their capital stock and a tax on their deposits, 
but the law requires all other kinds of banks to pay precisely the 
same tax at the same rate, as will be seen by this report of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency, on page 12, where he says: The rate of tax- 
ation imposed on the deposits and capital of State banks and private 
bankers is precisely the same as that imposed on national banks.” 
You will also find in reading the official reports, strangely as it ma; 
seem, the officers of the Treasury urge that this tax on deposits an 
capital stock of national banks be removed, while no such appeal is 
made by them in behalf of State and private bankers. 

Mr. tia Is the gentleman in favor of private banks instead of 
nation 

The SPEAKER. Members will observe that they have no right to 
1 8 the gentleman on the floor without his consent. 

Mr. WNSHEND, of Illinois. Now, Mr. Speaker, the Secretary 
of the Treasury has repeatedly admitted on the stump that we pay a 
large bonus to the banks in the way of interest above the tax paid 
on their circulation, yet he insists that because they give the count: 
such excellent currency we can afford to make the investment. 
will examine that proposition for a moment. 

I admit that the national-bank note is a good circulating medium, 
that it circulates as well in one locality in the Union as in another, 
But why is it a note? Is it on account of the character given 
it by the bank? No, sir; nobody ever inquires whether the bank 
which issues the bill has $50,000 capital stock or $5,000,000. The note 
is good everywhere in the Union because the Treasury of the United 
States is the guarantor for the redemption of the national-bank note. 

Mr. WEAVER. In greenbacks. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. If the Government should guar- 
antee the payment of the note of a pauper, that note would circulate 
alongside the note of the strongest national bank in the Union. The 
credit which attaches to the national-bank nete is due to the guar- 
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antee which the Government of the United States gives for its re- 
demption, and, I repeat, not because of any character conferred upon 
it by the bank which issues it. 

y friend over the way [Mr. SAPP] wanted me to say, as I under- 
stood him, whether I am in favor of the revival of the old State 
banks of issue. I answer him emphatically, that I am not. I know 
that the Comptroller of the Currency and the advocates of the na- 
tional-banking system are adroitly seeking to induce the country to 
believe that if the national-bank circulation be retired, we must nec- 
essarily revive the State banks of issue. That is not true. No con- 
siderable number of persons anywhere, so far as my knowledge ex- 
tends, advocate a return to the old “ wild cat” State bank system I 
am ready to state my position. I stand ona platform erected b 
Thomas Jefferson, a platform which was occupied by John C. Cal. 
houn, a platform on which Andrew Jackson stood, a platform on 
which Stephen A. Douglas stood; yea, a platform on which Thomas 
H. Benton, “Old Bullion,“ stood—in my opposition to any kind of 
bank paper, State or national. Jefferson, Calhoun, and all the great 
leaders of the democratic party in the past were opposed to national- 
bank pers. And, indeed, most, if not all, of them were opposed to 
any kind of bank paper. 

They were in favor of sound money; but their objection was more 
against national-bank paper than against any currency issued by the 

ury. Have gentlemen forgotten the fact that in 1814 Thomas 
Jefferson insisted that the Government should suppress bank paper 
and issue a Treasury note receivable at the custom-houses and for 
all dues to the General Government? Have they forgotten that three 
of the ablest speeches ever delivered by John C. Calhoun were de- 
voted to the demonstration of the constitutionality of such Treasu 
notes asacirculating medium? Neither of these statesmen, I am will- 
ing to admit, acknowledged that the Treasury note could be made a 
legal tender for private debts, but they did insist that it could be and 
should be used as a circulating medium. 

What kind of currency do we propose to substitute for the national- 
bank notes? Is it proposed to make them a legal tender? Not at 
all. We propose to issue the same kind of a Treasury note that Jef- 
ferson and the democratic leaders of the past advocated—a Treasury 
note against which no man can show any constitutional objection 
whatever. 

The national-bank note is really a Treasury note. It is issued by 
the Treasury at the expense of the Government; its redemption guar- 
anteed by the Government, and then placed in the banks as a free 
loan to them, with a large bonus to induce them to accept it. The 
only difference between the bank note and the Treasury note pro- 
posed as a substitute is that the Treasury note would be issued direct 
from the Treasury instead of through the banks, and thereby over 
fourteen millions annually saved tothe people. Is it not strange that 
men who insist that they desire justice done to the people as well as 
the banks hesitate to act upon such a change? 

The officers of the Treasury Department have insisted that national 
banking has become profitless. It would seem that we are appealed 
toin a spirit of charity not todisturb them because they do not make 
8 profits out of their business. If this be true I would say, in 
reply, that if the national banks are becoming pauperized on account 
of the character of their business, the best thing for them to do would 
be to retire from it. But what is the fact? Do we find the circula- 
tion of national banks decreasing? Not at all. It is asserted that 
during the last twelve months $50,000,000 have been added to the 
national-bank circulation. If I can believe newspaper reports there 
is one national bank in New York ng only a capital stock of 
$500,000 which made a profit last year of $1,367,000. The directors 
divided $600,000, a hundred thousand more than their capital stock, 
in dividends among the stockholders. They added $500,000 to their 
surplus fund and set aside as undivided profit $267,000. I allude to 
the First National Bank of New York. That bank had already on 
hand one million surplus fund; the addition of another half million 
increases its surplus fund to one million anda half, being three times 
the amount of its capital stock. There are other national banks 
which have made 100 per cent. annual profit. 

Another objection to this bill is that the national banks have the 
sole power of inflating or contracting the currency. The volume of 
the Treasury notes is fixed, and cannot be changed except by act of 
Congress. If it is desirable to have a stability of the currency, as I 
believe; if it is desirable to fix the volume of paper issues so that 
business may adjust itself to that volume; if, as claimed by the 
men of Wall street, it is dangerous to inflate the currency and un- 
safe to leave the power to inflate or contract in the hands of Con- 
| Para chosen representatives of the people—is it safe in the 

ands of the Shylocks and money-gamblers of Wall street, who will 
inflate or contract the circulating medium as their selfish interests 
may dictate? 

I am in favor of a stable and sound currency. I do not believe the 
condition of the country demands inflation, nor do I believe it for 
the welfare of the people that it should be contracted. 

The national-bank question forms one of the most distinctive issues 
ever presented between the democratic party and its adversaries. 
Opposition to a national-banking system was the cradle in which the 
infancy of the party was rocked. In the national convention of 1787, 
which framed the Constitution, Mr. Madison presented an amend- 
ment prohibiting the charter of corporations by the National Govern- 
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ment. Contemporary history informs us that the object of his amend- 
ment was to Froid hs Congress from granting a national-bank 
As soon as Hamilton, as leader of the federalists, brought forward 
his proposition for a national bank Jefferson assailed it with all the 
power of his great intellect; and from that day to this the great and 
worthy leaders of our party have fought against all similar efforts; 
while, on the other hand, every great party of the past arrayed against 
democracy has championed the cause of the national banks. It is 
entirely unnecessary for me to present proofs that the federal, whig, 
and republican parties have been the advocates of that system. It 
was not so much a metal currency that Jefferson, Jackson, and Cal- 
houn favored as it was their hostility to a paper currency issued by 
banks which has distinguished them in financial discussion. We are 
often reminded of the past history of our party, as showing that it has 
favored a sound and safe currency. This is true; it is so with the 
party at this day; but the party has gained that reputation by its 
steadfast, unrelenting poponun to bank paper. 

In my speech of last February I used this language: 

While I am on this subject of deposits I cannot refrain from alluding to the 

the tary of the Treasury in answer to a reso- 

lution of inquiry 1 arg by this House during last December. In 
Secretary confesses that he had during six months immediately prior to last De- 
cember kept on deposit in the First National Bank of New York an average of 
thirty millions per month of the public fands; and that during one month he had 
on deposit in that bank forty-five millions of the funds 2 to the 8 
for the use of which the bank did not pay the Treasury one single penny, and 
was done without any practical security. The capital stock of the bank was only 
$500,000; this was the only certain security which the Government and the other 
depositors had. The security was ac ly less than 1 per cent. or one-ninetieth 
of the amount ee by the Treasury. Su that bank had failed without 
assets while indebted to the Government for forty-five millions, 


This, too, was done in face of the fact that a sub-treasury of the United States 
where this money could be safely kept was located within a stone’s throw of that 
bank. The value of the Government deposits to that bank during the period men- 
tioned, estimating the interest realized on it at 6 per cent., was $765,000. a sum one- 
third larger than its whole capital stock. 

Since then it is said that much larger Government deposits have 
been placed in that bank. Verily the Secretary of the Treasury has 
great faith in and affection for the First National Bank of New York, 
as well as all such banks! 

As this bill, using the language of one of its sponsors, will add per- 
manency to this unn and expensive institution, as a democrat 
and representative of the people’s interest I cannot on that account 
give it the sanction of my vote. Of course, I am as well aware as 
any of the usefulness and necessity for banks of deposit and of dis- 
count in the operations of the business world, but there is no need of 
any banks of issue or bank circulation. 

A Another objection to this bill is, that it has the tendency to destroy 
equality between greenbacks and gold. It withdraws gold from cir- 
culation and inflates the volume of greenbacks in the circulation ; 
thereby gold is made scarce, and, as our foreign creditors can only be 
paid in coin, if gold becomes scarce it will necessarily become high and 
its price rule above that of greenbacks. Under the operations of this 
bill pen vine millions of gold will be locked and sealed in the 
vaults of the banks. 

Our friend from New York [Mr. CHITTENDEN] yesterday seemed to 
be in grons trouble because we have a national debt, alluding to the 

ac 


grean k circulation, on which we pay no interest. It seems the 
ing which mainly troubles him about the nback circulation is 
that it is not interest-bearing. He wishes, it seems, to convert the 
3 circulation into an interest-bearing debt. I have not time 

have many extracts from his s h read, but will call attention 
to that part in which he declares in favor of retiring greenbacks be- 
cause they do not pay any interest, and in lieu of them issue an inter- 
est- pa ing bond. He regards it as a blessing to the people to be 
compelled to pay interest to the bondholder. If my friend should 
have his way, the $346,000,000 of greenbacks would be converted into 
an 3 g debt. How much then would be added to the taxes 
of the people every year, even at 4 per cent.? 

Mr. EHITTENDE . The gentleman has entirely misrepresented 
me. There is not a word of accuracy in what he has said. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. t the Clerk read the extract 
from the gentleman’s 1 which I send up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘ow, then, Mr. 8 er, if I possessed the power, though it l 

hei severest in tories misuse or hurtful . 1 wid eat ape 8 
of their legal tender quality to take effect prior to next July. I wonl 


also 
minting silver dollars to-day, and as soon as pi le convert all the silver - 
ion now on hand, owned by the Government, with twenty-five of the use- 


less silver dollars, into gold, and with the gold thus acquired I would, in 1211 
would 


course of business, pay and extinguish an equal amount of backs. 

further pay off greenbacks with surplus revenue instead of bonds not yet 
due, cautiously but steadfly, and per as 2 as the national - currency 
expands under the operation of natural and safe laws, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Now, then, mark the language of 
the gentleman from New York; instead of extinguishing bonds, he 
would use the money for the purpose of retiring the greenbacks from 
circulation and leave the bonds in existence. 

Mr.CHITTENDEN. Notasyllable which confirms the gentleman’s 
statement that I propose to convert greenbacks into interest-bearing 
bonds—not a syllable of it. rangon] 

Mr. TOWNS XD, of Illinois. a end from New York at times 
fancies, it seems to me, that he is the only one who has a right to 
speak on the currency question on this floor. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 


charter. Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. As Ihave 5 so much, 


I ask that my time be extended. 

The SPE. R. The Chair gave the gentleman two minutes over 
on account of interruption. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I ask for a few minutes longer. 
[Cries of,‘ Go on !”] 

Mr. BUCKNER. I now resume the floor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. With all due respect, I hope my 
friend from Missouri will not object to allowing me on for the 
purpose of refuting the doctrine which has been promulgated by the 
gentleman from New York. My friend from Missouri and I stand to- 
gether in favor of the demolition of the national-bank system. 

Mr. BUCKNE I take the floor in my own right, and will yield 
three minutes to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not desire 
to do my friend from New York any injustice. I have too much per- 
sonal regard for him to attempt it. Isay that the logic of the extract 
I have read from ‘his speech is as I have stated it: he would forbid 
the Secre of the Treasury from buying and canceling interest- 
bearing bonds, and use the surplus money which he is now employing 


for that p to retire the greenback circulation on which no in- 
terest is paid. The very money now used to éxtinguish the interest- 
bearing debt he wishes to be used in extinguishing greenbacks; and 


then, of course, you must leave an equal amount of bonds afloat. N. ow, 
am I not justified in my remark? 

Suppose we retire the nback circulation and substitute a 4 per 
cent. bond in lien of it, which I insist is the logic of his whole speech. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I propose to substitute 1 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. What would be the effect of it? 
Four per cent. interest on three hundred and forty-six millions of 
greenbacks, or that amount of bonds left in lieu of them if they are 
canceled, would amount to over $13,000,000 annually. The effect of 
his argument and his plan would be to impose on the already heavily 
8 tax-payers of this country a further burden of 5813, 000,000 
annually. 

In further confirmation of my assertion that the gentleman from 
New York would change the nature of the non-interest-bearing green- 
back into an interest-bearing bond, or, to state his plan in another 
way, take “p the greenbacks and let an equal amount of bonds remain 
afloat, I will call attention to the following extracts from his speech: 


It was provided in the act of February that the 1 -tender notes should at all 
times be convertible into bonds bearin; —— 


i 88 payable in coin. This explicit 
right to fund was the apology made by Government for its forced loan, and the 
promise coupled with the o fi è R 


Now, then, let us inquire what our ay HG money is måde of! Is there a 
fiber of honest mon 5 this greenback I hold in my hand? Does it represent, in 
any sense or degree, labor or capital! Is it not the representative of debt, and of 
repudiated debt? 

There is not oe coin enough in the whole Union to pay off the 

nbacks. you pay them off s ily, the only way to do it is 
y increasing the interest-bearing debt. 

Now I submit as the country is so well contented with the present 
status of the greenback debt, and we find our Treasury in a condi- 
tion to commence the cancellation of the public debt, is it not the 
wisest policy for the tax-payer that we should first cancel the high- 
est rate of our interest-bearing debt—the six percents—over eighteen 
millions of which will be due inside of this year, and all the remainder 
of that class, being $254,985,550, will be redeemable on June 30 or July 
1 next year? There is no demand anywhere for the cancellation of 
greenbacks and the increase of our bonded debt, except that which 
comes from some of the national bankers and plutocrats. The one 
desires to suppress all paper circulation except bank paper, in order 
that they may have a complete monopoly on paper currency, while the 
other class aim at the establishment of a plutocracy on the ruins of a 
„government by the people, for the people,” as framed by our fathers. 

hese gentlemen seem angry because the greenback is popular. 
They see it circulating freely in all the banks on a por with gold, and 
in some instances command a premium above gold; see it available 
as bank reserves and for every p within our country for which 
gold can beused. Not longago the PRENER and the Secretary were 
urging that the greenback be built up in its value in order that it 
might be maintained on an equality with gold. Now, when this is. 
accomplished there comes a demand from that quarter to degrade and 
depreciate it. I can easily understand why the First National Bank 
of New York desires to see this non-interest-bearing debt funded into 
an interest-bearing bond, because it has made millions out of the 
funding operations of the Government; but I warn all who are more 
loyal to the interests of the people than they are to Shylocks that such 
a change will result in laying an additional heavy burden upon a 
people now bending beneath an enormous weight of taxation. 

I have Begon heard the accusation in this House and from those 
0 with the financial department of this Government that dan- 

to the prosperity of the country resulted from financial agita- 
tion, and the money-lords of the East have again and again denounced 
2 of the be fers — have eee 3 of financial reform as- 
gerous agitators, dem es, and lunatics. 

Well, 5 5 had, ae 3 the last season, with 
a lavish hand, poured her blessings among the people, and plenty 
abounded in the land, the cry came up from the West, from the South, 


demand for it. 
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and from the North, “ Let well enough alone.” The people everywhere 
seemed contented to leave to the process of natural causes a solution 
for our financial embarrassment. Butas soon as this session opened the 
country was startled with announcements from the President and the 
finance minister boldly demanding a change in the financial situa- 
tion. They disturbed the prosperous career of the people by spring- 
ing agitation on the most vital points in our financial system. They 
have advanced propositions to strike down the silver dollar, to depre- 
ciate and dishonor the greenback, thereby tending to unsettle values 
and destroy the business and commerce of the country. 

And now comes this bill, still further yap tas 2 the public mind in 
regard to the national banks, and with a further tendency to the 
depreciation of the Treasury notes. If the enemies of silver and the 
friends of the banks succeed in driving out all currency save gold 
and bank-paper, another viol pore will be afforded the gamblers 
of Wall street to hoard gold and inaugurate the satanic orgies of 
another “ Black Friday.” 

Mr. Speaker, the legislation needed by the ple to-day is that 
which will lighten the burden of taxation, which has for so long 
been crushing the energies and hopes of the tax-payers. What he who 
follows the plow, or he who wields the hammer, or the honest busi- 
ness man wants is a repeal, as far as consistent with public credit 
and the due administration of the Government, of those laws which 
lay burdens on the people. Taxation as now adjusted is unjustly and 
unevenly distributed. 

By means of the legerdemain of the tariff and internal revenue 
laws the burden of tax is not distributed on the wealth of the coun- 

The most profitable portion of the wealth of the country escapes 
its fair share of taxation, and the poor man pays as much as the 
wealthy, Of all the classes burdened with Federal taxation, the agri- 
culturists are subjected to the largest share. Ont of one hundred 
and thirteen millions collected last year for internal revenue agri- 
cultural products paid over ninety-two millions, 

Why should this discrimination continue? All admit it is the basis 
of all private and public wealth. It is due to agriculture, by the 
help of God, that the greenback is on an equality with gold—not to 
Secretary Sherman as our friends on the otherside would have us be- 
lieve. It is by the act of God, not by the resumption act, that green- 
backs have taken rank with gold, the money of the world. Now, when 
this has been accomplished, the officers of the Government and the 
money-jobbers propose to repeal the act of God and bring a return 
of finaucial derangement. 

In what I have said concerning this bill I wish to disclaim any in- 
tention to reflect upon the motives of any member of the Bankin 
and Currency Committee; I am dealing with it as a measure, not wit 
the individuals who favor it. “Principles are everything; men are 
nothing.” I entertain respect for every member on that committee, 
and have no doubtall of them are actuated by good motives; indeed, 
I have no doubt a majority of the committee agree with me in the 
views I have uttered concerning the national-banking system, but 
they honestly differ with me in regard to this bill. Yet Jam well con- 
vinced that they are mistaken, and if it is adopted the tendency of 
its effects will be as I have described. 

I thank the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BucKNER] and the House 
for the extension of my time. 

Mr. BUCKNER, Mr. Speaker, how long will it be before the morn- 
ing hour expires? 

the SPEAKER. The morning hour expires at eleven minutes to 
t 


WO. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I propose out of the short time remaining of the 
morning hour to occupy five or six minutes, if the House will give 
me its attention. 

Probably no one has felt more the impropriety of the debate which 
has occurred on this subject than I have myself. I have ee 
strongly against going into the discussion of questions totally irrele- 
vant to the pending proposition. I will now very briefly attempt to 
show what is the object of the bill and the effect of it, and will not 
discuss anything irrelevant to it. Then I shall demand the previous 
question with the hope that whatever views gentlemen may have as 
to the of this bill, they will at least cut off all further debate 
and bring us to some action, whether they are opposed to it or in 
favor of it; for the time of this House during the morning hour, in 
my judgment, should not be devoted to discussions of the character 
of those which we have heard, and especially to the discussion of 
questions which have nothing at all to do with the measure before us. 

Now, sir, I introduced this bill at the extra session, or one very 
similar to it, and my pur was to unload the Treasury of a por- 
tion of its immense h s of gold and silver for the purpose of dif- 
fusing them among the banks and the people of the country. That 
was the pri object. There are now upward of $200,000,000 of 
gold and silver in the vaults of the Treasury. It has not gone into 
the vaults of the banks, but it remains there in the Treasury. There 
remains there to-day over thirty-two millions of silver dollars doing 
no duty in the country in the way of circulation. The object of this 
proposition, if I know what it means, is to give this coin something 
to do, to compel it to perform some office in the circulation of the 
country. Incidentally, of course, it will have the effect of putting 

backs into circulation. A year ago the reserves of the banks 
were about uarters in legal-tenders and the remainder in coin. 
By the operations of business that relation has been reversed, and 


now there is in legal-tenders only one-half of what there was a year 
ago. This bill is not only intended for the purpose of getting the coin 
out of the vaults where it is now performing no service either to the 
Government or the people, but also to relieve the legal-tenders now 
held as the reserves of the banks by substituting coin therefor. The 
object is to give something for the coin to do, whereas it has nothing 
to do in the monetary circulation, but, on the contrary, is locked up 
in the vaults of the Treasury by millions. 

Just think; there are thirty-two thousand kegs, ordinary nail-kegs, 
of silver dollars now piled up in the vaults of the Treasury of the 
United States. Is it not time we should be doing something in refer- 
ence to this immense sum of money now lying idle in the Treasury ? 
Is it not better for the country to diffuse it among the banks, where 
it can be made the basis of loans to the people ? 

Mr. SPRINGER, But can they use any portion of their reserves 
in loans to the people ? 

Mr. BUCKNER. They dosometimes use a part of the reserve fund 
in their business. The Comptroller of the Currency alittle while 
required the banks of New York to make up the deficiency in the 
reserve they are required to keep,and if they keep their reserves in 
coin it is not to be presumed that that will be all the coin they will hold. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Can they use their reserve funds 
without violating the law? Do they not subject themselves to hav- 
ing their charters taken away by any such violation of the law? 

Ar. BUCKNER. By making the coin a of the reserves of the 
banks it releases for loans to the people the legal-tenders now held 
by the banks. As my friend here says, it puts the greenbacks into 
active duty. Instead of $100,000,000 ying in the vaults, as was the 
case a year ago, it is now reduced to fifty million. 

Mr. WARNER. 1 would like to know how it would either draw 
silver from the Treasury or put greenbacks in circulation. 

Mr. BUCKNER. The law now is that legal-tenders may be used 
altogether for a reserve, while this bill makes it compulsory upon the 
banks to have half their reserve in gold and silver. Of course they 
have to get gold somewhere; and they can get it from the banks as 
well as go to the Treasury and get it. 

Mr. WARNER. It will change the legal-tenders from the banks to 
the Treasury. I grant that. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I grant that may be the effect of it under some 
circumstances. That depends upon the business operations of the Gov- 
ernment. But this bill onl see ee that to be continued which is 
already done; and the result of t is, as the statistics show, that 
the back has gone into circulation and not into the Treasury. 
On the contrary, the greenbacks in the Treasury have diminished 
8 or thirty million dollars in the last eight or ten months. 

Mr. WARNER. ill this increase the circulation of the country f 

Mr. BUCKNER. Beyond all question it will in greenbacks. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, I should like to answer some of the objections that have 
been made to this bill. One of these is the objection which has come 
from my friend from Illinois, [Mr. TOWNSHEND, I in regard to the na- 
tional banks. I yield to no man in my opposition to banks of issue, 
aud at the proper time I will be ready to give effect to that opposi- 
tion. I have spoken and written as Bese on that subject as any 
man in this House, and I have the firm conviction that banks of issue 
will be as they always have been, the rock on which the business of 
the country will be wrecked in time to come. They are increasin; 
the paper circulation at as rapid a rate as silver is increasing, an 
are bringing on a condition of things that will ultimately drive the 

ld from this country. But I want the gold and silver to go into 

e banks instead of remaining in New Fork, and that will be the 
effect of this bill. 

The question before the House is not whether these banks are to 
exist or not. The gentleman’s idea is we cannot improve this bank 
system but must fight it at all points. I regard it as an existing in- 
stitution of the country which we ought toimproveand amend. But 
at the same time no man is more decided in his opposition to banks 
of issue than Iam. That, however, does not concern the question 
involved in this bill. If we take away the circulation of these banks 
they will remain, as they ought to be, only banks of discount and de- 
posits with the gold and silver for the operations of their business as 

nks of discount and deposit, and not of issue. 

Mr. Seer I demand the 5 question. 

Mr. WARNER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
one question. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Ido 1 further. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from 
Missouri whether pending the demand for the previous question he 
will allow a motion to be made to commit this bill to the Committee 
of the Whole! 

Mr. BUCKNER. No, sir. I am opposed to any debate on this 
financial question. If the House wants to debate it it can vote down 
the demand for the previous question. But before the question is 
put on seconding the demand for the previous question I have a 
small amendment which I desire to offer. 

The SPEAKER. Does it come from the committee! 

Mr. BUCKNER. It does. I send it to the desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “keep,” in line 4 of section 1, insert in their own vaults.” 

Mr. BUCKNER. I demand the previous question on the bill and 
amendment. 
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Mr. KEIFER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I desire to know 


whether the gentleman from Missouri will be entitled to an hour if 
the previous question is ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. WILSON. Has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. KEIFER. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
further considering the report of the Committee on Rules. 


ELIZA LIVINGSTON AND WOOLSEY TELLER. 


The SPEAKER. Before the question is put on that motion the 
Chair desires to make a request of the House for unanimous consent. 
A report (86) on the petition of Eliza Livingston and Woolsey Teller, of 
San Francisco, California, was yesterday withdrawn by the gentle- 
man from Louisiana, [Mr. ACKLEN.] The petition, which had gone 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, was not 
withdrawn. In order that the proper Journal entry may be made, 
the Chair asks that the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union be discharged from the further consideration of the said 
penon; and that it be recommitted to the Committee on Foreign 

irs. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to make a request of the House 
on behalf of the gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. HawLEy,] who 
asks unanimous consent that Rev. Dr. Porter, president of Yale Col- 
lege, be admitted to the privileges of the floor during the remainder 
of this week. 

There was no objection, and leave was accordingly granted. 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I now insist upon my motion that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of further considering the report of the Committee 
on Rules on the revision of the rules. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Allow me tosuggest to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] whether, if he make the moticn, the House 
would not now be likely to consent to some limitation of general 
debate upon the report of the Committee on Rules. Pablic business 
of other kinds will soon be pressing on this House, and if we do not 
reach the discussion of this report by paragraphs very soon it will I 
fear imperil altogether the action of the House upon it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In reply to the gentleman, I will say thatI 
believe he was absent yesterday when the House by a very decided 
vote negatived the motion of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hun- 
TON] for a limitation of general debate. The Committes on Rules 
las stated to this House that it was not its purpose to restrict debate 
at all upon their report. For one I should be very glad to see a lim- 
itation put on the general debate, which it seems to me has run long 
enough. The Committee on Rules, however, has not been heard 
from. The whole discussion has been conducted so far by gentlemen 
attacking the report of the committee. I think it would be but fair 
that at least a couple of hours should be allowed to the Committee 
on Rules to make its defense of its work. 

In order to test the sense of the House, I will now move that all 
general debate on the report of the Committee on Rules on the pro- 
posed revision of the rules shall cease with to-morrow’s session. 

The motion to limit general debate was to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The question was then taken upon the motion of Mr. BLACKBURN 
to go into Committee of the Whole; and it was a to. 

he House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. CARLISLE in the chair. 

The C . The House is now in Committee of the Whole, 
and resumes the consideration of the report of the Committee on 
Rules on the proposed revision of the rules, upon which the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. CHALMERS] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CHALMERS. [yield fifteen minutes of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana, [Mr. ROBERTSON. ] 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I send to the Cierk’s desk and ask to have read 
two amendments which at the proper time will be proposed on behalf 
of the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi 
River to the proj rules reported from the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk as follows: 

Rule X: in line 25, page 31, strike out 11 and insert 13.“ 

Rule XI: in clause 21, on page 33, insert “to the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River and its navigable tributaries, and all surveys and estimates relating 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Chairman, as chairman of the Committee 
on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River, I deem it my 
duty to explain the exact position occupied toward the House by the 
committee over which I have the honor to preside. The Committee 
on Rules has taken and refrained from such action in reference to that 
committee as to compel the intervention of this committee to rectify 
its acts of omission and commission. 

In the first place, while advancing this committee on the list from 


the forty-sixth to the twenty-first, and thus acknowledging its im- 
portance, the Committee on Rules has failed to assign its duties, (as 
in the case of every other committee,) leaving them indeterminate, 
and a blank space only for their subsequent insertion. 

Secondly. e Committee on Rules has reduced the number of 
members of the committee from thirteen to eleven without assigning 
any reason therefor, and in contravention of the action of this House 
which added the two members now proposed to be stricken off. 

In regard to the first matter a brief history of the committee from 
its inception to its present position will show that the exact extent 
of its duties never have been clearly defined, as was also the case of 
four other committees of the House whose duties the Committee on 
Rules has now endeavore‘l to assign, leaving the Committee on the 
Improvements of the Mississippi River alone open still. Why this 
course has been taken I do not pretend positively to know, but pre- 
sume it has arisen from a doubt as to the full scope and extent off the 
authority of this committee over matters cognate to its title, which I 
shall now propose to explain. 

The committee into which the present committee has expanded 
was originally merely a select committee of the House, to which was 
refe all bills and matters relating to what was termed the Mis- 
sissippi levees. 

In the Forty-fourth Congress it was made one of the standing com- 
mittees of the House by a resolution which did not define ite datio 
in any manner, except in so far as they might be ascertained from its 
title. Under this title the committee proceeded to take jurisdiction 
over and act upon all matters referred to it in regard to the levees of the 
Mississippi River. 

At the first session of the Forty-fifth Congress it was resolved by 
the House “that the Committee on Levees shall be styled Committee 
on the Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River,” thus by its 
title greatly enlarging the scope and sphere of its authority and juris- 
diction over all proposed improvements of the Mississippi River, of 
whatever character they might be. 

The committee, of which I was at that time the chairman, proceeded 
thereupon to consider such bills as were referred to them, not onl 
looking to the protection of the alluvial lands by levees, but also all 
looking to the improvementof the navigation of the Mississippi River. 

The committee, after thorough examination and fall discussion of 
all matters submitted to them, came to the unanimous conclusion, 
and so reported in their formal report to the House on the 3d May. 
1878, that they considered “the questions of river improvement and 
the protection of alluvial lands as intimately and inseparably con- 
nected.” The report further proceeded to say: 

By resolution of the present session the jurisdiction of the committee has been 
extended, so as to include questions relating to the improvement of the river, as 
well as questions relating toleveen and ‘alluvial lands. In the past these have been 
rival interests, notwithstanding nature made them interdependent. At present how- 
ever all parties in interest admit that levees are necessary aids to the improvement 

na’ Your committee therefore, in accordance with their new jurisdic- 
tion, and the fortunate adjustment of rival interests, report a bill combining these 
two very important questions. 

The bill therein referred to provided for the formation of a per- 
manent commission to examine and decide upon some adequate and 
comprehensive plan of improvement of the Lower Mississippi, as well 
as for the protection of the alluvial lands of the Mississippi Delta 
from overflow. 

This bill was fully and thoroughly discussed in all its features in 
Committee of the Whole, and finally adopted by the House by an 
overwhelming majority, irrespective of sectional or party lines, thus 
giving the sanction of the House to the committee’s construction of 
its duties and powers. 

At the first session of the present Congress a similar bill reported 
from this committee to the House, entitled “An act to provide for the 
appointment of a Mississippi River commission for the improvement 
of said river from the head of the passes near its mouth to its head- 
waters,” was passed under a suspension of the rules, amended in the 
Senate by increasing the number of the commission, which amend- 
ment was concurred in by the House and became a law, under which 
the commission is now acting. This of course is another indication 
of the interpretation given by the House of the jurisdiction, powers, 
and duties of this committee. 

By section 3 of this act the commission is empowered and author- 
ized to make surveys, examinations, and investigations into the trib- 
utaries of the Mississippi as well as the main trunk of the river itself, 
thus embracing the tributaries within the scope of the powers assigned 
to that commission. 

From this brief statement of facts, it must be obvious that the 
same powers ted to the commission should appertain to the com- 
mittee ; and the amendment now pro) by the committee for bet- 
ter defining its powers and duties should be adopted by the House. 

The propriety and necessity of extending the jurisdiction of this 
committee over the navigable tributaries, as well as over the main 
trunk of the Mississippi, are evident, in view of a connected system 
of improvements embracing both, it being difficult if not impossible 
to separate interests so closely intertwined. The duties of this com- 
mittee thus extended could not possibly in any way conflict or an- 
tagonize with those of any other committee of the House. On the 
contrary, by such extension, relief and assistance would be given 
other committees now partially charged with the consideration of 
subjects connected with these matters. 
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It is a common practice, and forms part of the body of therules of 


this House, to divide and apportion branches of the same subject- 
matter to different committees. Notable instances of this are in the 
assignment of claims against the Government to the Committees of 
Claims, on War Claims, Pensions, and other committees; in Pacific 
railroad matters, to a separate committee from the general Commit- 
tee on Railways and Canals. A similar division is made between the 
Committee on Commerce and that on Railways and Canals, where the 
subject-matter is the improvement of the rivers. 

The existing discussion on the relative rights and duties of the 
Committee on Appropriations and other committees of this House 
also proceeds on the same basis of joint jurisdiction. The arguments 
in favor of granting the jurisdiction required to this committee are 
so numerous that time will only permit me to enumerate a few. 

In the first place, this committee perfected the bill, now a law, 
under which the eee River commission is actively engaged in 
doing precisely that work which our committee should have juris- 
diction over—positively, and not only by implication. The duties of 
this committee would be much more clearly defined by this addition 
to its title, and no possible collision with any other committee could 
arise from it. 

In the next place, this commission, composed of eminent engineers 
and men of science, who may be considered experts, is expected to 
propose and lay down some permanent plan of improvement for this 
great river and its tributaries, whose great national importance merits 
a separate consideration and a separate committee. Furthermore, 
the plan reported by the present commission must, if right, be re- 
ferred to this committee for its action, and the preparation of some 
practical measure to be proposed to the House for carrying out the 
suggestions made in such report. As that report will cover the trib- 
utaries, as well as the river itself, it will be necessary for the commit- 
tee to possess and exercise the extended powers asked on this occasion. 

The Senate has already taken this step. That which was formerly 
only a Select Committee on Levees is now extended to the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River and its tributaries, As the committees 
of the two Houses have cognizance of the same class of subjects, 
their titles should concur and their scope of action should embrace 
the same subject-matters. 

Mr. Chairman, the great and growing importance of this subject 
must forcibly impress itself on Congress, as it has on the popular 
mind throughout the whole country. This is no narrow, local, sec- 
tional, or partisan question. It is as vast as the mighty river, which 
bears on its broad bosom the commerce and the produce of more than 
half the States of this Union. It is as varied as the different inter- 
ests and productions of the diverse communities who dwell on its 
banks, or on those of its tributaries, many of which are t high- 
ways of trade 2nd travel in themselves, and dwarfed only by com- 
parison with this mighty Father of Waters. 

Sınce the genius of America’s great engineer opened wide the mouth 
of the Sneipo! and insured safe and sure egress and ingress to the 
Mississippi Valley, the importance of removing the obstructions and 
impediments to the navigation of the river and its tributaries have 
increased a thousand-fold, and it is the duty of Congress to insure 
the execution of the necessary works to effect this great object. A 
great stride has already been taken in the right direction by the ap- 
pointment and labors of the commission which is now actively en- 
gaged in the preliminary surveys of the river and tributaries, and 
pelfecting a general system of improvements. Yet that is but the 
first stop, and it is essential that Congress should not weary in well- 
doing, in a work of which all American citizens must cordially ap- 

rove, for the interests of the North, the West, the East, and the 
Bonth are equally bound up in its successful accomplishment. 

Of all the material ties which bind the people of all sections of the 
Union together, there can be none stronger and more indissoluble than 
this would be. The iron roads which join the East to the West, the 
North to the South, strong as the chain may be, cannot compare to 
the free current of this vast artery of commerce and communication, 
which when permitted its free flow will give life, strength, and energy 
to the whole body of the American people, who will be equal sharers 
in its benefits and its blessings. Well termed by Mr. Calhoun as our 
t“ «reat inland sea,” the Mississippi is the property of the whole coun- 
try, not of any State or collection of States, and as such is entitled 
to and should enjoy all the help Congress can give it, for which all 
will reap in return a rich harvest. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Mr. Chairman, it was not my intention to take 
any part in this discussion and I would not say anything now, if a 
committee of which I am a member had not instructed me to repre- 
sent its interests, which I shall undertake now briefly to do. The 
new rules, as reported, reduce the number of the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River from thirteen to eleven, 
and omit to state what business shall be referred to this committee. 
I am informed that this omission was p ly made because there 
was a difference of opinion in the Committee on Rules as to what 
should be the jurisdiction of this committee. 

At the proper time and in obedience to instructions from this com- 
mittee I shall move to restore the committee to its 8 number, 
thirteen, and shall also move that the jurisdiction of this committee 
shall be extended to all subjects relating to the levees and improve- 
ments of the Mississippi River and its navigable tributaries, and that 
all bills and estimates touching these subjects shall be referred to this 


committee. The discussion of these rules has developed two antago- 
nistic ideas in this House, the one favoring a concentration of power 
in the hands of a few; the other in favor of a distribution of the 
business and power of the House as much as possible to all its mem- 
bers. Under the rules as they now stand a committee may strangle 
any bill, however important it may be, and prevent its consideration, 
althou h a majority of the House might be anxious to pass it. 

The Speaker appoints the committees, and the committees can stran- 
gle legislation, and hence the will of the Speaker may, if he sees fit, 
overthrow the will of a majority in the House. This defect in the 
rules was clearly pointed out by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
OSCAR TURNER, I and I hope the amendment suggested by him on this 
subject will be adopted when it is presented. Bat this is not the onl, 
manacle of power from which the House now seeks to relieve itse 
It is the power of one or two t committees to absorb and control 
legislation which we now seek to break up. 

The Administration makes known its past conduct of affairs through 
the reports of the President and his Secretaries, but the future wants 
of the Government are chiefly made known through the estimates 
from the different Departments. We would naturally expect the es- 
timates as to the probable expenditures of the Government for the 
next fiscal year in the Navy Department to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and the same might be said of foreign, mili- 
tary, postal, and Indian affairs, and yet, under the rules as they now 
stand and as it is proposed they shall be continued, every estimate 
from the Departments is refe to the Committee on Appropriations 
or of Commerce. These other committees are mere figure-heads, and 
must learn the wants of the Government in respect to the affairs 
which they nominally represent from the sub-committees on appro- 
priations, who are put in charge of the estimates from the Depart- 
ments. Such a practice is detrimental to the public service, because 
too much labor is put on one committee, and detrimental to the House 
because too few members are given an opportunity to examine and 
understand the wants and demands of the Administration. 

Not only do we who are members realize that the groat business of 
the House is in making appropriations, but the people at ieee recog- 
nize it, and every newspaper but echoes the fact when it tells us we 
should pass the appropriation bills and adjourn. 

But how can we pass proper appropriation bills until we can first 
understand what it is we are expected to appropriate about. Weare 
ready, willing, and anxious to work, and yet we meet day after day 
and adjourn, or waste time in useless and uninteresting discussion, be- 
cause two hundred and sixty-three members must sit here and wait 
until fifteen members on appropriations and fifteen more on commerce 
tell us what to appropriate. This is an obstruction to business. If 
a division of labor is beneficial and productive of good in the ordi- 
Daty business of life, the same rule should be applied to congressional 

r. 

Amore pee distribution of the business of the House, which eon- 
sists chie 7 of appropriations, would not only bring more diversified 
talent to the consideration of public affairs, but the responsibility of 
legislation would be enlarged, the investigations into the wants of the 
Government would be extended, and the information of members on 
these all-important subjects increased. It is a source of ification 
and humiliation that the great body of members is constantly called 
on to vote millions of appropriations without any information as to 
the necessity for it except that it has been recomniended either by 
the Committee on Appropriations or on Commerce. 

It is true we must trust largely to the investigations of committees, 
but this only makes it all the more necessary that the number and 
strength of these investigations should be increased. That is the prin- 
ciple upon which so many committees have been created, and our prac- 
tice should conform to the principles of their creation. 

The duty of making appropriations was once confided to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, but when the interests of legislation de- 
manded it a separate Committee on Appropriations was created. 

The Committee on Commerce was once a Committee on Commerce 
and Manufactures, but when the manufacturing interests of the conn- 
try grew into sufficient importance to demand it a separate Commit- 
tee on Manufactures was created to consider this subject. 

If the duties of this committee are not now of the same magnitude 
and importance they once were the present committee can at least 
congratulate itself on the fact that it has a representative whose 

nius for manufacturing subjects for its consideration demonstrates 

ow much is lost to the country by depriving such men of an oppor- 
tunity to develop themselves, and whose eloquent description of the 
importance of his committee will live in history by the side of the 
celebrated description of theatricals in the Georgia scenes, where the 
Georgia boy was “jist a seein’ how he could a fout.” 

The Committee on Railways and Canals once had exclusive juris- 
diction of all railway bills, but when the great Pacific roads were 
being constructed a separate committee was created to consfiler Pa- 
cific railroads, These and other instances I might cite show that a 
division of labor has been the recognized rule of the House, and that 
as each great interest in the country grew into sufficient importance 
it was intrusted to a separate committee. 

But, on the other hand, there has been during the last few years a 
j pectin concentration of power in the hands of the Committee on 

ppropriations, and it has grown to such an extent that the whole 
House is ready to rebel against it. 
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The Commiitee on Commerce leads the revolt, but while it demands 
for itself a separate jurisdiction on appropriations, it seems unwilling 
to concede the sxme privilege to other committees. We who belong 
to the more insignificant committees of the House feel no interest in 
this battle between the giants, except a hope that the struggle may 


end in a more equal distribution of the business and power of the 
House between all the committees. 

The Committee on Commerce, like the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, has more than its share of the labor, and while they are rivals 
for power, they are at the same time allies in attempting to confine 
all the appropriations to themselves, and the one is as much liable to 
the charge of encroachment as the other. 

The Committee on Commerce was originally intended to regulate 
existing commerce and never had any jurisdiction by specific rale to 
build harbors or to clear ont rivers. These subjects belong properly 
to internal improvements, and as the power of the General Govern- 
ment to make internal improvements was denied by many, its ad- 
vocates defended it, under the power to regulate commerce, and 
hence all such bills were sent to the Committee on Commerce. 

But that question has been long since settled by the practice of the 
Government, and it is unnecessary to confine such bills to the com- 
mittee any longer if the interests of the country demand a division of 
this labor. Let us see, then, if it is not demanded. The internal com- 
merce of the country has been growing so rapidly that it now equals 
the external commerce, and in many respects their interests are diver- 
gent. The railway commerce has increased so rapidly that it has 
created a necessity for the improvement of water-routes of transpor- 
tation to lessen the railway exactions in rates. 

Again, the rapid and recent increase in our exports of heavy pro- 
ductions, such as wheat, corn, meat, and cotton-seed meal makes it 
essential to improve the facilities of water carriage, because these 
heavy products are unable to pay the cost of railway transportation, 
and these articles are principally produced in the States bordering 
on the Mississippi River and its tributaries. These States have been 
classified in the census as the Mississippi River system, in contradis- 
tinction to the Atlantic coast system, the lake system, and the Pa- 
cific system; and this Mississippi River system contains 1,653,303 
square miles, and exceeds the area of the other systems combined by 
339,303 square miles. This Mississippi River system is not only great 
in territory but equally gross in population, and under the census as it 
now stands has a majority of the electoral votes, and when the new 
apportionment is made that majority will be largely increased. The 
interest of this system is one, and it is unified and bound together by 
nature. It is interwoven by the Mississippi River and its tributaries, 
which percolate and sustain it as the veins and arteries percolate and 
sustain the human system. Its waters flow through many latitudes 
threugh a single channel to the sea, bearing upon their bosom the 
rich productions of its varied climates to the markets of the world; 
and if there is any one interest in the United States which demands 
separate consideration by a separate committee it is the improvement 
of the Mississippi River and its navigable tributaries. 

In this connection I ask the Clerk to read the following extract 
taken from the memorial of the convention held in Quincy, Illinois, 
in October, 1879. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In 1879 the total uction of wheat in the United States and Territories was 
about four hund and fifty million bushels. Of this amount the Mississippi 
system produced over three hundred million bushels, nearly twice as much as the 
others combined. Of corn the whole country produced, in round numbers, fifteen 
hundred million bushels; the Mississippi system produced nearly twelve hundred 
million, or four times as much as the others 2 Of other cereals, of cot - 
ton and hay, of tobacco, suger, and rice, of cattle and h and of all products 
not included in manufactured articles, there was produeed tn the river s, an 
amount in value exceeding one and one-half billions of dollars, a sum that stag- 
gers the imagination to contemplate. 

The summary would not be complete without considering the manufacturing 
interests and capabilities of this region. Careful calculations, recently given to 
the public by an eminent statistician, detailing the growth and progress in this 
— ows that it will soon equal, if it does not su the older commu- 
nities in the North and East. A few facts of growth will indicate what the near 
future will be. In 1878 the State of Illinois alone, which in 1850 had less than one 
hundred miles of railroad, and few or no farnaces, produced as many iron rails as 
the entire country did in any year prior to 1860. 

of and Kansas 


duced 266,703 tons of rails, more than 30 or] cent. of all 3 United States. 
In that year the total production of rolled 
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Mr.CHALMERS. Mr. Chairman, there are still other reasons why 
the i a. ere for this Mississippi River and its tributaries should 
be taken from the Committee on Commerce and given to a separate 
committee. The rule, as proposed by the amendment, limits the appro- 
priations to navigable waters. There will be no danger, therefore, 


that the money of the Government will be thrown away in dry 
creeks and spring branches. All admit the constitutional power of 
the Government to make improvements of these great navigable 
streams; and those of us who Airo their improvement are unwilling 
that our appropriations shall be jeopardized or stigmatized by asso- 
ciation with the Kiskiminetas. If it is necessary that appropriations 
for such streams as the Kiskiminetas should be carried in an omni- 
bus we are unwilling that they shall ride in our’bus or at our expense. 

There is still another reason. The Committee on Commerce was 
created for the purpose of considering external commerce; and it may 
sometimes happen that the interest of the Atlantic sea-coast com- 
merce and that of the Mississippi River system are so much opposed 
to each other that it would be unfair to permit any one committee to 
represent both interests. 

ut, sir, this discussion, as I have said, has disclosed the fact that 
there are men of both political parties in this House who are in favor 
of a concentration of power in the hands of afew. They, sir, would 
erect a magnificent central figure composed of two giant committees 
standing back to back and raising their colossal heads far above the 
liliputian committees which surround them. 

Now, I will admit that perhaps party discipline would be greatly 
enhanced if the whole business of this House could be controlled by 
one committee and if the Speaker, whether he belonged to one party 
or the other, could control that committee. But in that event I would 
like to know what use there is for the rest of us? [Laughter.] 

They tell us that economy demands i. is course, and we have been 
warned of the fearful gulf of extravagauce into which we will cer- 
tainly sink unless the Committee on Appropriations is permitted alone 
to guide the helm of state. And yet the Committee on Commerce 
answer this and rest their case, too, upon the plea of economy. They 
tell us that their method of passing a bill in the committee-room and 
then putting it through the House under a suspension of the rules is 
also an economic measure, and that it has saved millions of dollars to 
this Government by preventing any amendments to the bill. 

Perhaps that may be so. I, sir, certainly do not now undertake to 
dispute it; but I will say that if we are here merely for the purpose 
of making party capital by cutting down the estimates which the 
Administration make for carrying on the Government, then perhaps 
it is best that the work should all be done in the committee-room and 
pressed through the House under the rallying cry of sustaining the 
party in thecommittee. If the chief end of American statesmanship 
consists of a simple reduction of expenditures without regard to the 
growing interests of the country ; if we are here simply to study how 
little we can compel Department clerks to live on—how low we can 
reduce the postal star service and how few mails we can send to the 
rural districts on the back of a mule; if parsimony is to usurp the 
place of economy—then I agree that ail the appropriations had bet- 
ter be made through one committee, and that the members of that 
committee had better be selected with special reference to their sup- 
poed 3 in tallow- candle retrenchment. If, on the other 

and, the great national rivers of this country can only be improved 
2 into the same bill with them dry creeks 3 
the good and the bad appropriations must all ride in the same om- 
nibns; if my distinguished friend the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce must play the pezi of a legislative Buttercup and mix 
up the Mississippi River and the Kiskiminetas so no man can tell how 
ever he could do it 

Mr. WHITE. Nature has mixed them up. 

Mr. CHALMERS. We find no difficulty in understanding what 
nature has done; we are only brought into trouble when we come to 
consider the mixture which men make, 

Mr. WHITE. That is whisky and water. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Thank you, I never drink, or I would take some 
with you. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, if the improvement of our rivers can only be made 
in this way, then I think perhaps the old plan of passing the bill in 
the committee-room and then putting it through the House is per- 
haps the best. It might be dangerous to bring a bill in here and 
permit amendments to be made upon it—dangerons lest some of these 

mtlemen who have constitutional scruples against making works of 
internal improvement by the General Government should be seduced 
into voting for the bill by the addition of a small appropriation for 
their districts. And it would be a great violation of the principles 
of retrenchment and reform to allow too many members to“ get in 
on this bill.” And it wonld certainly be a great violation of the 
ngus of the members of the committee to allow any of their pet 
schemes to be taken out in order to let somebody else’s in. The fact 
of the business is this: the river and harbor bill as it comes from the 
Committee on Commerce usually is like a life-boat setting out from 
a sinking ship. Its Seok is principally made up of the political for- 
tunes of a favored few whose political lives are to be saved in the next 
election, and they are in a great hurry to get away unless some other 
drowning wretch might undertake to get in and sink the boat. 

I am no advocate, Mr. Chairman, of the doctrine that a distribution - 
ofthe appropriations to different committees will necessarily end in ex- 
travagance. Every committee of this House should be actuated by the 
same motives and should be equally anxions to do just exactly what 
is best for the interests of the country. Nor am Ian advocate of that 
other doctrine, that a mere reduction of expenditures without regard 
to the interests of the country is either wise statesmanship or popu- 
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lar legislation. The people of the United States are neither idiots 
nor niggards, they are perfectly willing at any time to justify and 
sustain any proper, constitutional, and well-guarded appropriation 
of money which promises to develop largely the resources of the 
country. 

The Eads jetties gave us a deep-sea entrance at the mouth of the 
Mississippi River, and the whole country has applauded the appropria- 
tion. 

The Mississippi River and its tributaries should be deepened. It 
is a work of great national importance, and yet, as has been well said, 
this great channel, through its entire extent, is to-day “impeded with 
wrecks, choked with saud-bars, bristling with snags, and millions of 
dollars’ worth of property have been kept out from the markets of 
the world” in consequence. Only last fall it was stated that a firm 
in the city of Saint Louis had failed for a large amount because they 
had sold wheat which they had on band but could not deliver from 
want of water on the bars of the river. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 

Mr. CHALMERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. I was not in the Hall when the gentleman commenced 
his remarks. I desire to call his attention to the fact that the Com- 
mittee on Rules left the jurisdiction of his committee untouched pur- 
porty, so that the House itself should determine its jurisdiction. 

hereforesome proposition should be made to the House by the gentle- 
man’s committee defining the jurisdiction it should have. 

Mr. CHALMERS. If the gentleman had been in and if my remarks 
had been of sufficient interest to attract his attention, he would have 
found I stated that very proposition myself and stated further that I 
had been instructed by the committee of which I am a member to ask 
an amendment to be made, which amendment has already been read 
by the Clerk. 

Mr. FRYE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
mention had been made of it. 2 

Mr. CHALMERS. To proceed, sir, I have craig to say that the 
reduction in the cost of transportation in two single articles, wheat 
and corn, will more than pay in every year the appropriations that 
have been made for the improvement of the Mississippi River; and 
the reduction in the single item of insurance will more than pay a 
hundred times over for mang all the snags out of the Mississippi 
River. And yet, while $200,00 ,000 have been, through the bills com- 
ing from the Committee on Commerce, expended on other rivers and 
harbors, only $7,000,000 have been expended on the Mississippi River 
and its tributaries, as stated by the Guiney convention, This alone 
should entitle us to the amendment we ask. i 

This is certainly, then, a great work of national improvement, one 
which even the most strict constructionistin the House could maintain, 
and it deserves therefore a separate consideration ; it deserves that its 
interesis should be taken away from that omnibus bill which carries 
along with it so many appropriations that you, sir, and others are un- 
willing to vote for. 

I now yield fifteen minutes of my time to my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. DUNN. ] 

. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has just fifteen minutes remain- 
ng. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to participate in this 
debate at the outset. It may be indeed considered somewhat pre- 
sumptuous on cae pari to undertake a discussion of the rules, and I 
would not undertake it in the strict sense of . 
law. But this discussion has taken a range and rai questions for 
consideration that forbid that I should Jonger be silent, inasmuch as 
questions materially involving the interests of my particular section 
of country, and I think of the whole country, are gravely involved in 
the settlement of these rules. I would have been content to sit at 
the feet of older members here and learn wisdom from them. I feel 
great deference to and t respect for the old managers of legisla- 
tion here. But, sir, I do think that the settlement of these rules 
ought to be so arranged as to distribute the labors of the members of 
this House. A wise regard to the proper administration of affairs 
here will suggest to every thinking mind that the great duties and 
labors devolving upon members of this House should be so distrib- 
uted as to secure the attention of every member of Con The 
rules should be so framed as to secure the greatest thoroughness of 
investigation and the most portet accuracy of report. 

A few members are not able to study all the great economies of the 
country. They are not able to get the bottom facts of all the great 
questions and interests involved and to be affected and disposed of by 
our legislation here; and it is the part of wisdom to distribute that 
labor to the test possible extent, so as to secure the Jabor and 
thought and ability of every member upon this floor. That has not 
been done. It is not being done. I have no assault to make upon 
any committee. Ihave no assault to make upon old members who 
are charged with monopolizing legislation here. But I appeal to this 
House for a just and wise distribution of the labors that are to be per- 
formed here. That is what we need, and that is what should be 
brought about. Have we that distribution now? Any one who will 
take the list of committees and notice the jurisdiction distributed or 
proposed to be distributed to those committees will find that about 
forty-three members stand out in the legislative horizon here bold 
and conspicuous as the sun in the heavens. The people see them, 
hear of them, know of them. About sixty-one other members have 


I was not aware any 


responsible duties to perform that do not make them conspicuous and 
that do not lead them into the inner temple of legislation, and abont 
one hundred and eighty-nine members are retired to the shades of 
obscurity. 

If any one of these retired underlings has cheek enough and brass 
enough and voice enough he may force himself upon the attention of 
the country to the great disgust of the older members here. [Laugh- 
ter and applause.] That is unpleasant to do. I do not want to offend 
these older members at all; but I desire to perform my duties here. 
We stand here as equals in duties, equals in rights, equals in privi- 
lege, if not in ability, and all should seek to contribute their mite to 
the country’s service. 

Mr. Chairman, if you were the owner and proprietor of some great 
business, in which two hundred and ninety-three laborers were re- 
quired and employed, and you should employ a man of business to 
pa ear organize, and administer that business for you, and after 
full and complete organization, with the business started and going, 
what would you think if you should visit your works and find one 
hundred and eighty-nine of your two hundred and ninety-three labor- 
ers absolutely idle—forty-three of them with the great burden of the 
labor thrust upon them, and the remainder doing just fair work ? 
What, I ask, would you say of such a piece of administration? What 
would any sensible, practical man do but condemn it and discharge 
the “ boss?“ 

Now, sir, what are we to do about this thing? The practical ques- 
tion that presents itself here is, how shall we correct this manifest 
error? e should take a wise view of it and see how far and how 
justly we can distribute these labors. In doing that let us take every 
committee and assign a just share of the duties to each one. The 
great contest and 0 here appears to be between the Appropria- 
tions Committee and the Committee on Commerce, with an occasional 
side-slap at the Committee of Ways and Means. I think, sir, the 
Committee of Ways and Means ought not to receive any blows from 
anybody. It has not done anything to hurt anybody lately, [laugh- 
tend and I believe it will not. $ 

T. Chairman, in my opinion these great rival committees are over- 
taxed with work. If we will to-day take a'view of the personnel of 
the Appropriations Committee, we will find its members greatly over- 
worked. They are,in fact, broken down. Its dead, wounded, and 
dying lie thickly strewn along the line of the legislative battle-field 
like wrecked ships upon the sea-shore after a furious storm. 

The chairman of that committee, a gentleman whom J honor and 
esteem highly, for he is a gentleman of splendid ability and wisdom, 
a conservative man, one who well administers his office as the chair- 
man of that great committee—that gentleman now lies prostrate from 
overwork, but I rejoice to say not hopelessly so, but is convalescent. 

The second member of that committee, the present acting chair- 
man, a gentleman of equal worth, merit, and ability, in fact, the 
noblest Roman of them all, although not confined to his bed, looks 
pale, haggard, and much worn, as one whose burden is more than he 
can bear, and which he yet carries with true and admirable heroism. 
(Laughter. ] 

Other members of that committee may be seen moving abont with 
abstracted look like somnambulists before whose distempered vision 
river and harbor bills for the improvement of the Kiskiminetas and 
like rivulets danced in endless profusion and wild extravagance. 
[Renewed langhter.] The members of that committee are all over- 
worked and worn out. Yet ete all this agony of labor 
which they are assuming to themselves, they ask for more. 5 
Chairman, let them be delivered from themselves and preserved for 
future usefulness and, let us hope, tness. I for one feel like rush- 
ing to their rescue, and think this whole House will join in the rush. 
I foresee that Sampson will be shorn of some of his locks. 

And there is the Committee on Commerce, presided over by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN, I a gentleman whose 
acquaintance I had the pleasure of making at the extra session of 
this Congress. I first saw him on this floor two years ago. At that 
time he looked hale, hearty, rnddy, and robust. Iam sorry to see 
now that pale, wan, and haggard look upon his countenance. His 
coat does not button so snugly around him as it did then. [Laugh- 
ter.] He has too many rivers to wade, too many harbors to fix up. 
There is “too much water in his’n.” [Great laughter. ] Iam in favor 
of depriving him of some “ of the water.” 

I desire to see that Ene and important committee relieved of some 
of its duties. I would like to see the ruddy glow of health return to 
the cheek of its distinguished chairman, for his services will be in- 
valuable to the country hereafter. I would like to see the elasticity 
return to his step; to see him move hopefully and bouyantly, giving 

romise of long life and future usefulness. Yes, as suggested by my 

iend from Kentucky, [Mr. McKenzre,] I would like to see bis coat 
fit him better. [Renewed laughter] Sir, long may he live to serve 
and honor onr country! Iam proud to have the privilege and honor 
of counting him among my friends. 

There is one other committee which is capable of creating some 
excitement here—the Committee on Finance, or, I believe, it is called 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, or the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. That committee is not able to take to 
itself any more jurisdiction, but it has an interesting field, an excit- 
ing subject to handle. Whenever one of its members rises here with 


any proposition, Ido not care what it is, whether a proposition to 
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suppress the old-fashioned copper cent, or to sit down vigorously on 
the nickel five-cent piece, [laughter,] it stirs up everybody in this 
House. There seems to be a smell of money about them, and we all 
w red in the face, our hair stands on end, our bristles get up. It 
is like an explosion of dynamite. [Laughter.] We easily get ex- 
cited about our finances, as small a matter as it would seem to be 
with most of us. In this House, at this particular time, Mr. Chair- 
man, I suppose there is more financial thunder and lghening to the 
nare inch bottled up and held in readiness for the impending ex- 
5 than there is on any other part of this planet. [Renewed 
Laert] The voice of that committee will never be heard above 
the din aud roar of that explosion when all those bottles of financial 
wrath, thunder, and lightning are poured out upon thecountry. But 
I see no relief for them when it comes. They, too, must “stand 
back to back,” shut their eyes, fold their hands in supplication, ask 
a blessing, and grin and bear it. [Laughter.] 

This banking question is a very exciting question. We had an 
exhibition of it this morning, when the excitement ran so high that 
if came very near raising the Speaker out of his seat. Now, all these 
committees need relief by a more extended distribution of the work 
of this House. We should relieve them all from the terrible duties 
and burdens now imposed upon them. 

But the principal question to which I desired to address myself was 
as to the jurisdiction prop to be given to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of tle Mississippi River. That is a serious ques- 
tion for us to consider, Ought its jurisdiction to be extended so as 
to embrace the navigable tributaries of the Mississippi River? 

Mr. Chairman, the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce tells us that the friends of the Mississippi River system 
will be better off with their interests in the hands of his committee 
than elsewhere. Sir, we have had a Committee on Commerce since 
we have had a Congress. We have also had the Mississippi River and 
its thirty-three tributaries nearly as long. How many miles have 
been added to the navigable waters of that system by improvements 
done under bills and measures brought in by the Committee on Com- 
merce? How much have their channels been deepened? What did 
that committee do for the mouths of that mighty riyer? Scarcely a 
mile of navigable water added to nature’s gift, and not an inch to the 
depth of its mouths. 

sir, the people of the Mississippi Valley long waited, watched, and 
prayed in vain to that committee and Congress for improvement of 
the navigation of that mighty system of water-ways, and a whole 
century of our national life closed without hope or promise of reali- 
zation of their desires. In despair and sadness we turned away from 
the Committee on Commerce, and asked Congress for a special com- 
mittee. We got first the Committee on Levees, which, by dint of 
hard labor, developed into the present standing Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River. This committee has had 
but a short existence; but, sir, it has acoomplished much and deserves 
well of the country and of Congress. Under its auspices, aided by 
the select committee of the Senate on transportation routes, questions 
which were by the Committee on Commerce and a large portion of 
the people considered mere wild and visionary theories have passed 
from the realm of theory to that of accomplished fact, and the further 
fact shown that the probable cost of these now accomplished works 
was largely overestimated by the Committee on Commerce and the 
Congress under its lead. The Fort Saint Philip Canal project, at a 
cost of $8,000,000, was that proposed by the Committee on Commerce, 
and was passed through the House, and defeated on motion of the 
Senate Select Committee on Transportation Routes in the Senate. 

It was reserved for our distinguished countryman James B. Eads 
to seize and harness the gigantic forces of the mighty floods of this 
great river which had hitherto bidden defiance to the skill and power 
of the Committee on Commerce and “the rest of mankind,” and har- 
ness them into his service and subdue the hitherto imperious and un- 
conquered river and compel it to perform the work of dredging its 
own channel to the sea. So incredulous and unbelieving was the 
Committee on Commerce and the Congress that Eads had to set up an 
insurance office and go on with the work at his own cost without aid 
from the Government until he had demonstrated the complete suc- 
cess of his plan. Sir, that grand work is now an accomplished fact, 
and we read in the press dispatches the daily announcement that the 
largest ocean vessels pass the Balize and compete at the docks of New 
Orleans for the commerce of the great Mississippi Valley. 

The world has known but few if any physical triumphs grander 
than this which now links the name of Eads with immortality, the 
practicability and possibility of which the Committee on Commerce 
could not be convinced, 1 

This grand work has been inaugurated and pushed to success un- 
der the auspices of the Committee on Levees and Improvements of 
the Mississippi River of the House and the Senate Select Committee 
on Transportation Routes. 

Sir, the success of this grand work has evoked a power in behalf of 
the unobstructed navigation of the Mississippi River and its tribu- 
taries, as one stand harmonious whole, more irresistible than that 
which originally demanded an undivided ownership of its waters. 
The Committee on Levees and Improvements has been the first to 
recognize that power and that demand, and the first to respond to it. 
We Brought in at the extra session of this Congress a bill to create a 
permanent commission composed of scientific engineers whose duty 
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it shall be to complete the surveys of the Mississippi River and its 
tributaries and prepare and present to the Congress, through the 
Secretary of War, such plans and specifications as will deepen and 
render the channels of the rivers permanent, make their banks secure, 
gre ease and safety to navigation, and prevent destractive floods. 

ir, this is a move in the right direction, and the first that has been 
taken in the interest of true economy and permanent good and that 
gives promise of the complete and successfal solution of the problem 
of that great water-way to the sea. 

Heretofore some millions have been spent on these rivers under the 
plans of the Committee of Commerce to satisfy the clamorous de- 
mands of the people, without any well-matured or harmonious plan 
comprehending the whole Mississippi River system. That work has 
been fragmentary and worthless in a measure. Thanks to the wisdom 
and foresight of the Committee on Levees and Improvements ef the 
Mississippi River, and Congress under its advice, a liberal appropria- 
tion for completing the surveys was made at the extra session of this 
Congress, and those surveys are now, doubtless, sufficiently advanced 
to justify the immediate commencement and vigorous prosecution of 
the work of improvement. The needed improvements, I feel sure, 
will be simple, comparatively inexpensive, and no good excuse can 
be Riven for their postponement. 

en, sir, as this is the offspring of our committee, its jurisdiction 
and the jurisdiction of the commission, should at once be extended 
to the navigable tributaries of the Mississippi River. If they have 
this jurisdiction they will treat that river and its tributaries as one 
grand system, and settle upon one comprehensive and consistent plan 
of improvement. Each part of that great work will consist with the 
other—in fact it will be one grand, harmonious work, having a begin- 
ning at the mouth of the Mississippi, continuing up its main trank. 
and tributaries, and ending only at their varioussources. If you give 
the tributaries to the Committee of Commerce and the main trunk to 
us, we shall be pulling in contrary directions, the commission will be 
paralyzed between the contending forces, and all will end in a waste 
of money and in disaster. 

This committee, then, thus far, has well performed its part; it has 
been a faithful servant over a small matter; let it now be made ruler 
over more. I said, Mr. Chairman, and I repeat, that true wisdom in 
the administration of this House would admonish us to make as equal 
a distribution of our labors among the members as possible, giving 
each his equal share of the work, so that all shall be constantly en- 
gaged studying the great economies, resources, and varied interests 
of the conntry, and maturing and improving plans for our advance- 
ment and progress and the development of our great and varied re- 
sources. 

According to the best statistics I can gather we have in this coun- 
try about twenty-eight thousand miles of navigable rivers, besides 
about seven thousand miles of sea-coast, dotted thickly with cities, 
towns, harbors, piers, light-houses, &c. The tonnage of the Ameri- 
can sailing: vessels, steam-vessels, canal-boats, and barges running in 
these waters is 4,212,764.54 tons. The tonnage of foreign vessels en- 
tered at our seaports during the year 1879 was 10,718,394 tons. The 
exports for the year ended June 30, 1879, amounted to $717,093,777 ; 
the imports for the same period amounted to $466,073,775. Of all 
these vast interests the Committee on Commerce claims and holds 
exclusive jurisdiction except as to tariff. 

The Mississippi River and its thirty-three navigable tributaries 
have fourteen thousand miles of navigable waters, about one-half of 
the navigable river water-ways of the United States. The tonnage of 
these rivers on June 30, 1878, was 457,757.60 tons, about one-tenth of 
the entire tonnage of the United States. It will thus be seen that 
the proposed amendment does not take away so much of the jurisdic- 
tion of the Committee on Commerce as gentlemen may imagine. 
beg to assure the members of that committee that there will be left 
to them a broad field of labor and distinction, in which, by diligence, 
they may get them much honor. 

The Mississippi River system is an entirety, isolated from, and en- 
tirely disconnected with all the other water-ways of the United States, 
and may well be set apart and assigned to one committee. Every 
consideration of wisdom and economy demands that it should be. 

Sir, this will not emasculate the Committee on Commerce. We 
will still leave to it fourteen thousand or fifteen thousand miles of 
navigable rivers; we will leave to it the great lakes of the North; we 
will leave to it the Atlantic coast, the Pacific coast, and the Gulf of 
Mexico, with their great cities and towns, harbors, piers, and 3,755,- 
006.94 tons of shipping, and all their vast commercial interests, to 
improve and foster. Sir, it is enough to satisfy the most ambitious 
and aspiring committee. 

Mr. Chairman, I come now to consider a ver and more serious. 
phase of this question, which I would not feel justified in passing 
unnoticed, That question is, whether this great work of-the improve- 
ment of these rivers should be undertaken at all. 

The opposition usually exhibited against the improvement of rivers. 
and harbors has always seemed unaccountable tome, Sir, we appro- 

riate annually near $300,000,000 for the support and progress of this 
vernment. Of all this vast sum, nothing is left to show for the 
expenditure except the improvement of rivers and harbors. 

The millions appropriated for other p ses, like the rain-drops that 
fall upon the desert plains, pass at once from sight without leaving a 
trace behind, while th 


e limited sums so grudgingly given for internal 


1880. 
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improvements remain to bless and enrich the country for all time to 
come. The enemies of internal improvement never meet the question 
fairly, but are in the habit of selecting a few items of minor impor- 
tance in river and harbor bills, and by holding these up to ridicule they 
seek to cast odium upon the entire poleg This is neither just nor 
fair, and will not be effective with the wise. Sir, the time was when 
it was in order to argue the wisdom of the policy and the constitu- 
tionality of the doctrine of Sart ihe of the navigation of our 
rivers; but we have now passed beyond the regions of doubt and argu- 
ment of these questions, and those who are still opposed to the im- 
provement of our great water-ways by the General Government 
“Stand like mile-posts upon a deserted road.” 

Mr. Chairman, I do not hesitate to say that agriculture rises above 
all other of our pursuits in interest and importance. In my judgment, 
it is the noblest occupation of man. It usually bears the aspect of 
an humble servitor, but in the end it asserts its value and forces the 
confession that all wealth and prosperity are based upon the soil and 
the labor that brings forth its products. In this country it is the 
vital current that gives life and energy to all other pursuits and in- 
dustries. The careful student of our political history beholds in our 
midst the various forms of organized and incorporated capital build- 
ing up its selfish pursuits regardless of the weal or woe of our common 
country; its managers heed not the consequences of bad laws, 25 
vided they contribute to satisfy their own greed or carry out their 
selfish designs. Notable among these are railroads and banks, They 
go, ized and disciplined, into the pouen contests of the coun- 
try; they hover over and hang around the capital, and usually depart 

ushed with victory and loaded with spoils. Sir, they are still here 
seeking to fasten deeper in the body-politic their fatal talons. They 
are in Congress and out of Congress. They have created that cess- 
pool of political corruption called the lobby, in whose slimy atmos- 
phere they find the conditions congenial to their growth and contrib- 
utory to their power, a power usually most fatally wielded against 
defenseless shippers and helpless debtors along their lines, robbing 
the husbandman of the hard-earned fruits of his labor. 

Sir, no lobby has ever been organized here in the interest of the 
farmer. Onr vast system of rivers, thank God, is beyond the reach 
of corporations, and is tbe free gift of nature, free to all, and there 
is no lobby here to push schemes for their improvement. There is a 
vast difference in principle between the granting of Governmentaid 
in the construction of railways owned and controlled by private cor- 
porations and sim ply improving and keeping in repair river high- 
ways controlled by the United States, and which nature built with- 
out expense. The great question with the American producer is not 
how much he can produce, but shall he find a market at remunera- 
tive prices? Cheap, safe, and easy river navigation is the solution 
of that question. The opponents of river improvement say that the 
appropriations are increasing in amount to an alarming extent. It 
is said that of the $125,000,000 that have been appropriated since 1862 
for improvement of rivers and harbors, $75,000,000 kava been appro- 
priated since 1868. 

If gentlemen will take the trouble and pains to look to the com- 
mercial statistics they will find most satisfactory results. The report 
of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics for the year ended June 30, 
1879, (page 5,) shows that the export of agricultural implements has 
increased since 1868 from $673,681 to $2,933,338 in 1879; living animals 
of all kinds, from $733,395 to $11,487,754 in the same time; bread and 
breadstuffs, from $69,024,059 in 1868 to $210,355,528 in 1879; coal, from 
$1,516,220 to $2,319,392; copper and brass manufactures, from $496,329 
to $3,031,924; cotton manufactures, from $4,871,054 to $10,853,950 ; 
fruits, from $406,512 to $1,916,382; iron and steel manufactures, from 
$5,491,206 to 812,766,294; leather, from $607,105 to $6,800,070; provis- 
ions, from $30,436,642 to $116,858,650 ; mineral oil, from cep ing to 
$35,999,862, Ke. That is not all; as a logical consequence of this in- 
crease of exports the balance of trade, then setting heavily against us, 
has been turned in our favor tothe amount of nearly $300,000,000 per 
annum, enabling us to resume specie payments, and bringing a return 
of prosperity and giving life and energy to all of our industries. We 
have had abundant crops and-cheaper transportation, and it has 
lifted the burden of debt from our country, given it credit with the 
world, and honor in the eyes of all nations. 

Mr. Chairman, one of the most valuable and instructive reports 
ever submitted to Congress was that made by the present distin- 
guished and able chairman of the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ments of the e River [Mr. ROBERTSON] to the Forty-fifth 
Congress, second session. In that able report is presented a compre- 
hensive review of the whole Mississippi River system. The commit- 
tee say, (page 3:) 

That the new era of peace, material development, revival of indus and 
extension of trade which is succeeding several years of eee strife and busi- 
ness depression finds in the Mississippi River system a fine field for operations 
The problem of cheap transportation, so important to the welfare of the produc- 
ing classes, looks to the river and its many navigable tributaries for solution. 
Considering the national importance of that question at the present time, it is safe 
to assert that the river system has reached a point in its history where it will soon 
regain its lost prestige. 

DESCRIPTIVE NOTES. 


The Mississippi and its navigable tributaries intersect and supply with cheap 
transportation nearly every portion of the vast icultural region 8 from 
the Lakes to the Gulf, and the Alleghany to the Rocky Mountains, an area of about 
two million square miles; in other words, about two-thirds of the area of the whole 
United States. Strictly speaking, the Mississippi River basin contains but 1,257,545 


square miles. That total is, according to Walker’s Statistical Atlas of the United 
States, composed of the following minor basins or subdivisions, namely: 


Lower Mississippi 


P 


But the region drained and, in a business way, benefited by the Mississippi 
River system is more extensive than the mere basins, and it is fairer to use the 
first-mentioned area (which is that given by Foster, in his excellent work on the 
valley) as the proper measure of territory for the pu of this review. 

The following table shows the number of miles which the river, and each one 
of its tributaries, is navigable from its mouth to the place designated on the ac- 
companying map as the head of navigation: 


Souseaseshessea 


3) 
On page 5, treating of it as a national highway, they say: 


The navigable portions of this vast river system either intersect or border 
eighteen States and two Territories. Each one of these States and Territories 


has an extensive business interest in the Lower Mississippi, er trank-line, as well 
as the cular portions of the river 1 which touch its own A 
The mi of the navigable portions of the system which cross or border eac 


State is nearly as follows: 


An estimate of the political 
national are the interests a’ 


ing to the river. Of the three hundred and one 
Representatives of the rape in the present 3 tho eighteen States and two 


Territories send one hundred and seventy-one. s representa: is based on 
population, and, according to tho last census, those States and Territories had a 
population of 22,215,022, against 16,343,349 in tho rest of the United States. 

1 a comparison of some of the leading products of those eighteen States 
with the products of the whole United States illustrates very clearly the national 
character of this comprehensive highway. According to the recent annual re- 
port of the United States 8 of Agriculture they. in 1876, produced 

123,106,000 bushels of Indian corn of the total 1,243,827,500 bushels produced in 
the whole Union; in other words, over 87 per cent. of the whole national crop. 

The wheat product of the same eighteen States was 200,899,000 bushels against 
the total 289,356,500 bushels of the whole United States, or 69 per cent. They pro- 
duced 72 per cent. of the total rye product of the United States. During the same 
year they furnished 70 per cent., or $19,811,650, of the total $23,282,968 worth of 
tobacco produced in the United States. Of the total 4,438,000 bales of cotton og 
in the whole United States in 1876 they produced 74 per cent., or 3,318,000 
As the statistics of pork-packing are usually given by cities instead of States, we 
will take fora er comparison the value of live hogs in 1876. According to 
the same authority, the Commissioner of Agriculture, the value of the hogs of the 
eighteen States was estimated to be $137,154,406, and those of the whole Union 
$171,077,196, or 71 per cent. 

The chief coal-fields of the United States, those of es Indiana, Ohio, 
Illinois, and Missouri, are in close proximity to the navi waters of the Missis- 
sippi or its tributaries. The extensive iron deposits of Tennessee, Western Penn- 
sylvania, and Missouri also adjoin this national highway. It furnishes water com- 
munication with the ocean for commerce and freights of such cities as Pittsburgh, 
Cincinnati, Louisville, Nashville, Memphis, Saint Keokuk, Omaha, Little 
Rock, Shreveport, Jefferson, (Texas,) Saint Louis, New Orleans, and many others 
scattered over different portions of the great interior of the United States. 


The statistical and crop reports for 1879 show that the percen 
of leading products produced in these States is still greater than the 
rate here given. 

Sir, this great work is in nature, in fact, and in law, national, and 
in accordance with the strictest principles of political economy as 
well as common sense. The most productive portions of the United 
States are the rich valleys extending up and down the Mississippi 
River and its tributaries. These fourteen thousand miles of natural 
highways, the free gift of nature, and yet unimproved to any con- 
siderable extent by man, are located where they will do the most 
good. True wisdom and public economy require that such laws of 
nature and trade be not neglected or disregarded. 

Mr. Seward, in 1860, speaking from the steps of the court-house in 
Saint Paul, gave expression to his enthusiasm in these words : 

I have never until now occupied that place where I could grasp the whole grand 


panorama of the continent, for the happiness of whose present people and of whose 


millions of millions it is the duty of an American statesman to labor. * * * Here 


is the central place where the cultare of the richest ms of North America 
must in its magnificent supplies to the whole world. On the er nr oe 
n. ina 


shore of Lake Superior, and on the „ one broad p 

across the continent, is a country where State after 

the productions for the support of human society in other crowded States must 
forever go forth. * * I now believe that the last seat of power on the great 


is yet to rise, and whence 
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continent will be found somewhere within a radius not vey far from the spot 
where I stand, at the head of navigation on the Mississippi and on the great 
mediterranean lake. 

Mr. Chairman, let us 8 go in imagination and stand where Seward 
stood, and take one ravishing view of this glorious heritage. Stand- 
ing there and looking toward the South, eighteen great States and 
two Territories lie stretched out before us “like giants reposing in their 
slumbers,” while on either side rise in majestic grandeur the Alleghany 
and the Rocky Mountains, forming nature’s rock-ribbed frontiers to 
what might be a mighty empire within itself. At our feet lie Minne- 
sota and Me great grain States of the Northwest, fast becoming, in 
their very infancy, the granary of the world. Farther to the east lie 
great Ohio, now becoming the young mother of Presidents, and glori- 
ous old Virginia which must now yield the budding honor of mother- 
hood to her fair daughter and consent to be called and honored as the 
grandmother of Presidents in the future. 

Farther east lies sturdy Pennsylvania, “the land of brotherly love,” 
wombing untold and fabulous wealth in her rugged mountains. Be- 
low these lies hospitable Kentucky, the land of Daniel Boone and 

t“ of the West ;” and by its side t Tennessee, the 
“Volunteer State” and the home of “ Old Hickory Jackson.“ Look- 
ing far down south through the misty distance we catch a glimpse of 
beautiful Mississippi; Arkansas, the land of Davy Crockett; fair 
Louisiana, and Texas, the “Lone Star State,” the brightest in the 
galaxy of States. Does not the heart swell with patriotic pride as 
this grand panorama passes in review before us? Sir, is not my en- 
thusiasm pardonable? Is this not a work worthy of the best efforts 
of a great and growing nation ? 

In conclusion, I will say to those who now oppose this great work 
of improvement and progress, that when the time shall come, as it 
will, when the gathered forces and floods of this great system of waters 
shall have been made obedient to the genius of American engineering, 
and the great Father of Waters shall bear upon its bosom in security 
and safety the wealth and fortunes of the mightiest empire on the 
earth, and distribute blessings and benefits to the teeming millions 
upon its shores and to every part of the habitable globe, standing aloof 
and abashed they may well exclaim : 

Shake not th locks at m 
Thou canst 2 did it. r 

Mr. BAYNE obtained the floor and said: I yield fifteen minutes to 
the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN. ] 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I rise to a question of order. The gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. CHALMERS] who is in charge of the time allot- 
ted to our committee is now absent. I was under the impression 
that two hours were allowed to this committee. I so understood the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] who has control of this 
matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missipi has not had 
charge of the entire time of the committee. He had charge of one 
hour, and has consumed it. The floor now belongs to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. BAYNE,] who yields fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN.] 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask for the reading of the amendment proposed 
by the Committee on the Mississippi Levees. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In Rule X, line 25, page 31, strike out 11,” and insert “ 13.” 

In Rule XI, clause Bt, page 33, insert “to the improvement of the Mississippi 
River and its navigable tributaries, and all surveys and estimates relating thereto.” 

Mr. REAGAN. It is to the latter amendment that I invoke the 
attention of the House for afew moments. I desire to point out what 
would be its probable, if not its necessary, effect if adopted. It pro- 

to confer upon the Committee on the Mississippi Levees and 
improvements the preparation of a bill or bills appropriating money 
to od ors the Mississippi River and its tributaries. If appropria- 
tions have not already been made for the harbors and the remaining 
rivers of the country it would leave the jurisdiction of those to the 
Committee on Commerce. £ ? 

Now, as a friend of river and harbor improvements, desiring their 
success as one of the great agencies in pomon the welfare of the 
country, I suggest that this amendment is full of danger. I call 
attention to the fact that in each river and harbor appropriation bill 
for the last four years—I do not undertake to speak of what preceded 
that period, for want of special familiarity with it—in each bill within 
the last four years for the improvement of the navigable waters of 
the United States, the Mississippi and its tributaries have been made 
specially prominent on account of the great interests and necessities 
referred to so eloquently by the gentleman from Mississippi. By 
analyzing the appropriations it will be seen that the Mississippi and 
its tributaries have had their full share of each appropriation for 
rivers and harbors. They have never been neglected by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. The importance of those great rivers has never 
been underestimated; the commercial interests of the people who 
occupy the States and Territories bordering on them have never 
peen FETIO or disregarded in any river and harbor appropria- 

ion bill. 

The particular point of danger to which I desire to call attention 
is this: If you confer upon a committee power to prepare an appro- 
priation bill for the improvement of the Mississippi River and its 
tributaries, (which would amount to perhaps about half the naviga- 
ble waters of the United States,) it would, in my judgment, become 
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impossible to get any more appropriations for the improvement of 
that great river and its many tributaries. Why do I say this? Be- 
cause it is my belief (each member, upon the facts within his knowl- 
edge, will determine whether this belief is well-founded or not) that 
no bill proposing appropriations of money for one-half the navigable 
waters of this country, excluding the others, (whether such bill comes 
from the Committee on Mississippi Levees or from the Committee on 
Commerce,) will ever receive the sanction of this House. If you are 
to improve successfully the navigable waters of the United States 
you must enable one committee to deal with the whole question—to 
compare the needs of the various rivers and harbors of the country, 
and equitably and fairly adjust the 3 according to the 
importance of these several rivers and harbors. Suppose this juris- 
diction is conferred as proposed, and the Committee on Commerce 
should bring in a bill to appropriate money for the Atlantic waters 
and the Pacific waters, do you sup it could ever pass this House? 
I have no expectation, no belief, that it could possibly do so. 

I think, therefore, that if my friend from Louisiana should succeed 
in securing the adoption of the proposition which he has reported as 
the judgment of his committee in favor of dividing these appropria- 
tions, he will strike down the very object which it is his intention to 
promote, and will render it impossible to go on with the expenditure 
of the millions which we have appropriated in the past for improv- 
ing the navigation of the Mississippi River and its great tributaries. 

This is the chief objection I have to the amendment—not simply 
because of the claim to jurisdiction. If it is the sense of the House 
that any other committee can better deal with the subject of appro- 
priating to the improvement of the navigable waters of the country 
than the Committee on Commerce, let the subject-matter be referred 
to another committee. But whatever committee takes it, let it take 
the whole subject. Otherwise you defeat, in my judgment, all hopes of 
fature improvements upon navigable waters, all hopes of promoting 
security and cheapness of transportation and reducing the cost of 
insurance. 

This is all I desire to say opon that point now. My eloquent friend 
from Mississippi urges the taking away of this much of the jurisdiction 
of the Committee on Commerce, on the ground thatit will relieve the 
country from having money appropriated for the improvement of “ dry 
creeks and spring branches;” that it will relieve the country from 
the selfishness, the corruption, and the weakness of the Committee on 
Commerce. I am sorry I do not see my friend in his seat, for I wanted 
to say, and I would rather have said it in his presence, that it may 
be a misfortune of the country that the Committee on Commerce 
1 nos enjoy the association of one so able, so earnest, so honest as 

imself. 

It may be a misfortune the members of that committee have not 
the integrity, have not the virtue, have not the honesty to report a 
fair and just river and harbor bill. It may be a misfortune of the 
country we report bills to improve ‘dry creeks and spring branches.“ 
I had heard something of this before. I confess, when a member 
rises on this floor and uses language like that, I must be allowed to 
indulge a feeling of astonishment as well as the expression of my re- 
gret. What dry creek has ever been appropriated for? Whatspring 
branch has ever been 1 for? What member of this House, 
respecting himself, can make such an assertion on this floor? I say 
respecting himself, in reference to whether he should respect the men 
assailed or not. I have explained allthis before, repeatedly, that the 
Committee on Commerce, since I have been on the committee, have 
never made an appropriation that was not for the improvement of 
waters navigable by steam-vessels. It never made an appropriation 
which was not made pursuant to survey and estimates by the Engineer 
Corps of the United States and under the authority of the recommen- 
dation of the Engineer Corps. 

Why, then, should gentlemen attempt to belittle a committee of 
this House or attempt to degrade the action of the House in making 
such an assertion so utterly unsustained by any solitary fact, so ut- 
terly at variance with the truth? Is there not enough in these ques- 
tions to enable us to act on principe of common fairness and just- 
ness when we come to deal with them, and to deal with our adversa- 
ries as 5 they were disposed to do right and to deal justly with the 
country 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CHALMERS] took a further 
objection, and it was the same taken by my friend from Virginia 
[Mr. CABELL] in advocating the claim of the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals on this subject, that the original jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Commerce was over the foreign commerce of the coun- 
try and not intended to embrace the right to report appropriations 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors. Why, sir, we are not dis- 
cussing the past rules of the House, we are disposing of the report of 
the Committee on Rules which is before us, and we are to be gov- 
erned by the adoption or rejection of the rules before us as to what 
jurisdiction we mean to give to each of the several committees of 
the House. But, sir, going behind them to the rules as they were, I 
submit my friends have greatly misunderstood the rules and the 
practice of the House when they assert that the Committee on Com- 
merce has in any instance unjustly or improperly usur power over 
this or any other subject. I assert it has acted under the rules of 
the Honse and according to the practice of the House at all times. 
I assert that its practice of reporting under the authority of this 
Honse bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors commenced 
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in the year 1816. Among the first bills ever acted on by Con on 
this subject and passed into laws were those reported by the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. It continued for several years to be the exclusive 
committee which reported bills for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors. Subsequently, and for a time, the Committee of Ways and 
Means reported a few bills, but all of them only aggregated about 
$7,000,000 of appropriations. From 1854 to now the Committee of 
Ways and Means has never reported any such bill. From then until 
now the Committee on Commerce has made the recommendation and 
reported upon all the bills which have passed coming down through 
all the years since then. Upon these reports more than $60,000,000 
have been appropriated. p 

It is true, sir, that under the rule creating the Committee on Rail- 

ways and Canals in 1831 there is an expression which would give the 
jurisdiction of rivers and harbors to that committee ; but from the fact 
that the rule was so shaped on the concurrent and simultaneous prac- 
tice of the House under the power to regulate commerce, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce continued to make 6 which ought 
to have been satisfactory as to the purpose of the House and have 
exonerated the Committee on Commerce from any unjust usurpation. 

Mr. CABELL. May I ask my friend from Texas a question ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CABELL. Is it not true that for seven years after the adop- 
tion of that ninety-fourth rule no bill for the improvement of rivers 
was brouglit here by the Committee on Commerce! 

Mr. REAGAN. Nor by any other committee. 

Mr. CABELL. Waitamoment. From 1841 for seven years follow- 
ing did not the Committee on Railways and Canals offer to the House 
bills for the improvement of rivers, which bills were referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means just as the bills from the Committee 
on Commerce were referred to that committee? Iam spekingar the 
bills which passed into laws; and the Journal does not show that any 
bill reported by the Committee on Roads and Canals ever passed into 
a law. 

Mr. REAGAN. But, sir, I would call the attention of the committee 
to the fact that about thirty or thirty-two years ago a very full de- 
bate took place in the old Hall of the House in which the Committee 
of Ways and Means, the Committee on Roads and Canals, and the Com- 
mittee on Commerce contended for the right to control this bill. The 
result of a full debate upon the subject was that the Committee on 
Commerce was charged with the duty of reporting the bill to the House; 
and this was the solemn judgment of the House after full debate an 
hearing the claims of the several committees. It is true also that the 
chairman of the Committee on Roads and Canals in the Forty-fourth 
Congress claimed jurisdiction of the subject, and the then Speaker 
of the House decided that the matter properly belonged to that com- 
mittee; and from this decision there was no appeal. It is true also 
that in the Forty-fifth Congress the Committee on Roads and Canals 
made a report claiming jurisdiction of this bill, and after full debate 
it was the judgment of the House that the Committee on Commerce 
shall have the control of this bill. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. KING addressed the committee. [His remarks will be found 
in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to make any re- 
marks on the amendment proposed, 8 the representative of 
our committee, who had been delegated for the purpose, would pre- 
sent to the House such reasons as would influence perhaps its mind 
to vote in favor of the amendment. There is one thing very certain, 
and that is, that this committee which we represent occupies an 
abnormal position in its relations to the system of rules which has 
been devised by the Committee on Rules for the government of the 
action of this House. In all respects it seems to be admitted by the 
new theory of the rules that appropriations shall go only to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; that one committee shall have exclusive 
and entire supervision of the mag Mines made by this House 
for all public purposes whatsoever. It is claimed by the Committee 
on Commerce that it should have exclusive jurisdiction of all such 
appropriations as may be necessary for the improvement of the rivers 
ana harbors of the country. 

And I infer from the support which that committee has received in 
the progress of this debate, that the committee will triumph when it 
comes to a vote on that proposition. In the event of such gh 73 
the committee which I have the honor in part to speak for will 
left in a worse predicament than it would be by the new system of 
rules. As it is proposed by the new system of rules, every commit- 
tee which desires an appropriation and whose duty it is to consider 
the subject of such appropriation has to come cap in hand before the 
Committee on Appropriations and demand what it may need for the 

ial branch of the service which it represents. In the event of 

o adoption of these rules, with the change su by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, the Committee on the Improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River will have to suggest such an amount as it deems nec- 
essary for the improvement of that river and for the improvement 
of the levees, and then come cap in hand to the Committee on Com- 
merce and that committee will recommend to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations the amount it should have. It is thus degraded toa 
third place and will have no opportunity or no standing on the floor 
of the House to advocate its purposes, but will simply require to ad- 
vocate those measures and propositions before the Committee on 


Commerce. This is an unenviable attitude for any committee to 
occupy. Even to be only ancillary to that august body the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations is a postion against which many members of 
this House have during the progress of this debate pitted them- 
selves. Itis one which the Committee on Naval Affairs, the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and the other committees rep- 
resenting the various branches of the service have opposed, because 
they believe that in 2 appropriations for the particular 
branch of the service which they represent they should be heard 
upon the floor of the House. 

I think myself that debate should be distributed among a larger 

number than it is now limited to. That is a privilege which is now 
held by the aristocracy upon the floor of this House; an aristocracy 
not by virtue of blood, but by the creation of the rules and the ap- 
pointment of the Speaker. I agree in the sentiment which has been 
so ably advocated by many gentlemen that the right to present such 
arguments as they may deem proper and influen should reside in 
those committees, and that they should have the right to present 
those arguments upon the floor of the House. I therefore heartily 
favor the amendment suggested by my colleague, [Mr. SHALLENBER- 
GER, ] and so ably advocated by him. The amendment suggested by 
the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and its 
Levees is in harmony with the proposition 9 in the amend- 
ment of my colleague. It is that that particular committee which 
has jurisdiction of the Mississippi River should have in addition 
thereto jurisdiction of its navigable tributaries, and that the com- 
mittee should suggest directly to the House the amount of money 
needed for the purpose of improving the navigation of that river and 
its navigable tributaries. Now, why should not this power be lodged 
in that committee? The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN ] sug- 
gests that if adopted it will defeat appropriations for the many rivers 
and harbors of the country. The implication of that argument is 
that there will not or cannot be such merit per se in the proposition 
which comes from the Committee for the Improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River and its Tributaries, and for the separ ropositions 
which would come from the Committee on Commerce for the improve- 
ment of the lakes and the harbors as would commend them to the 
judgment of this House, 
_ The suggestion of the chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
implies that it is necessary to effect a combination of some sort in 
order to secure the appropriations for rivers and harbors. If it be 
necessary to effect a combination, then I say that the charge made by 
my colleague on the committee that the Committee on Commerce must 
resort to means not altogether commendable must prevail. I take it 
that if the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River 
presents to this House a measure for the improvement of that river 
and for the improvement of its navigable tributaries which is on its 
face a righteous, just, and proper measure, this House will sustain it. 
If it is not such a measure it ought to be voted down. And I take 
it that it does not need the aid of the Committee on Appropriations 
at the outset to enable this House to vote intelligently on a proposi- 
tion for the improvement of the rivers of the country. I say, there- 
fore, that when the gentleman from Texas opposes,as he does, the 
proposition to take away from his committee the power now lodged in 
it, and when he assigns as a reason for not taking away that power the 
fact that appropriations will not be made for the improvement of the 
rivers of the country if it be taken away, he admits that there must 
be some arrangement, some understanding, some log-rolling operation 
which secures appropriations, and that these measures do not depend 
on their inherent merit. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that the power asked to be con- 
ferred on the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi 
River by the amendment proposed by its chairman ought either to 
be conferred upon the committee or the committee ought to be abol- 
ished. One of two things ought to be done. The committee should 
have functions, and perform those functions, or it should be put in 
the limbo of past things, and not exist merely in name. And it exists 
merely in name unless you confer upon it some authority to carry 
out the measures which its own judgment may suggest, or which the 
commission appointed under the auspices of that committee may de- 
vise for the improvement of the river. This power it should have, 
or else the committee should be deprived of existence altogether. 
And I take it, if this power be conferred upon the committee, the 
danger apprehended by the chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
will not be realized at all. It is the porey of the Government, recog- 
nized and approved by the people of the United States, that the nat- 
ural highways of the country should be improved, and that money 
should be expended for their improvement. That policy has grown 
in favor so that it now commends itself to the judgment of nearly 
all the people of the country. There existed in the past, as we all 
know, in the minds of a respectable party in this country the idea 
that expenditures of that sort were at variance with the Constitution, 
and consequently should not be made. It is now ized, how- 
ever, that such expenditures are proper, and the most strict construc- 
tionist of the Constitution is now willing to come in and obtain the 

t possible appropriation for the rivers and harbors that border 
on his district. It is generally conceded now, I believe, that wherever 
in this country there is a navigable stream, money should be appro- 
priated for the improvement of that streain if needed. 

Now, sir, look at the condition of the Committee on the Improve- 
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ment of the Mississippi River. The Ohio River, which runs from 


Pittsburgh to the Mississippi River, bears upon its m an immense 
amount of commerce. Yet it is not ordinarily in nearly so navigable 
a condition as the 1 River. Indeed it is only periodically 
that the Ohio is in a navigable condition, while, for certain kinds of 
heavy craft, as I understand it, the Mississippi River is navigable at 
all seasons of the year, with the exception now and then of a very 
brief period, for all kinds. 

Congress has authorized the appointment by the President of a com- 
mission to survey the Mississippi River, to ascertain its depth, to as- 
certain the character and quality of the soil at the bottom of its bed ; 
to ascertain and recommend what plans, if any, should be adopted for 
the improvement of the navigation of that river. The proposition 
for that commission came from our committee, and the commission is 
now acting. Distinguished engineers are at the head of it and we 
may expect it soon to report. It will perhaps say that so much money 
is needed, and that if so much more money shall be appropriated for 
the improvement of the navigation of the Ohio River, it would also 
improve the navigation of the Mississippi River; because, as I under- 
stand, by the new system of dams that is now obtaining in this coun- 
try and has obtained for some timein Europe, the economy of water, 
the saving of the water, is the most important factor presented by 
that system. By the economy of water in the navigation of the Ohio 
River, which will be had by the adoption of the new system of dams, 
the navigation of the Mississippi River will also be improved. It is 
important that the Ohio should be navigable at the same time with 
the Mississippi, in order that there may be an uninterrupted flow of 
commerce from the head of the Ohio River to the mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi. All these suggestions will come in here, and we will be asked 
to approve the action of this commission, to appropriate money, and 
perhaps to vote more money for the extension of the commission. 
All these things will come before us under the auspices of our com- 
mittee; and yet the committee which e pai these things, and 
from which these propositions should properly emanate, will have no 
voice in pressing the appropriation of money for the improvement of 
this vast system of rivers. Tho unre and its navigable tribu- 
taries constitute Sabe anny the natural highways of the inland 
commerce of the country. These rivers are by nature parts of one 
system whose integrity should not be broken. It reaches out in all 
directions and invites the enjoyment of its benefits. Whatever affects 
a part of this system affects the whole. The most remote navigable 
tributaries, if improved, will swell the tide of commerce. The study 
of thè wants of any part involves the contemplation of the whole. 
It seems to me, therefore, the most reasonable and proper thing in 
the world to place the consideration of this ioe Be in the hands of 
one committee. This end will be accomplished by the adoption of 
the amendment we propose. 3 

I hope, therefore, the House will sustain this amendment, and I 
hope it will also sustain the amendment of my coll e, [Mr. SHAL- 
LENBERGER.] In the distribution of the moneys of the people, it is 
proper that the whole matter should be brought to the eye of a com- 
mon committee for revision at last. I believe that is necessary to 
the preservation of the public Treasury. But while I advocate that, 
I believe also that the question of examining the interests of the 7 5 
ple, of their commerce, of the improvement of the rivers, should be 
distributed among the various committees of the Honse,so that each 
one of them shall have an opportunity of advocating its measure and 
submitting to Congress the appropriation of such an amount of money 
as may be necessary to accomplish the object. 

I now yield five minutes of my time to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Harris,] my colleague on the Committee on the Im- 
provement of the Mississippi River and its Levees. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I had not intended, Mr. Chair- 
man, to participate in this debate at any time. But I am prompted 
now to call the attention of this House to the fact that it has deter- 
mined to create a new committee for the pu of ascertaining if 
possible what ought to be the future policy of this reaper mien re- 
spect to the navigation of the Mississippi River and its tributaries. 

You have committed to that committee the great question of 
whether that river can be controlled in time of floods so as to be safely 
navigable, and also whether it can be made navigablein times of low 
water. These are problems to be settled which will require the as- 
sistance of the ablest minds of this country. The committee is charged 
with the duty of hearing and investigating the subject, and of com- 
ing at last into this House, I suppose, to report the result of its in- 
vestigation. 

It seems to me that such a committee as this should at some time 
have the power to say whether the true pony of the Government re- 

uires that special appropriations shall be made for this purpose. 
ut as the rules now stand that committee with its important duties 
must lay its conclusions at the feet of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. Nay more, in order to be successfulit must instruct that com- 
mittee and teach it what it has itself learned before there can be any 
Go of an appropriation for the improvement of that great river. 
speak, Mr. Chairman, from an experience of now nearly seven 
years in this House, first on the Committee on Indian Affairs, where 
learned how utterly powerless was that committee to control or to 
guide or even to point out the policy which this Government should 
adopt in the management of Indian affairs. 
For nearly five years now I have served—faithfully, I trust—upon 


the Committee on Naval Affairs. And I am to-day convinced that 
that committee, important as it is, is utterly without power upon this 
floor, With one hundred and forty-two vessels in the Navy, thirty- 
three of which are rotten and worthless, twenty-seven of which are 
mere tugs and good for nothing in time of war, and only forty-two 
ships of war, beside iron-clads, which can go to sea and serve as ves- 
sels of war, yet Congress refuses to 1 one dollar to build 
up the Navy. The Committee on Naval Affairs may come to the con- 
clusion that the safety of the country requires the construction this 
ear of ten new ck od of war. We may come in with our bill propos- 
ing that this work be done; but if our bill becomes a law we mast 
wait until next year before an appropriation can be obtained for the 
purpose, no matter what the exigencies of the country may be. 

r. Chairman, I believe that the time has arrived when these vari- 
ous committees should have power to come in here and be heard at 
any time with their bills recommending what the future policy of 
the ee should be upon such questions as naval affairs, military 
affairs, and Indian affairs. I maintain that the Committee on Naval 
Affairs of this House as now constituted (and I make no apology for 
the remark) is as competent to come into this House and say what 
8 to be the policy of the Goverment on naval subjects as is the 
able Committee on Appropriations. If I have the opportunity I shall 
vote for the amendments which have been proposed here distributing 
the powers of this House among the committees charged with the es- 
pan consideration of the national policy upon these several subjects. 

ithout trespassing further upon the time of the House, I will con- 
clude with the remark that if this great committee on the Mississippi 
River is to be useful to the country, it should be,clothed with the 
right to be heard when the time arrives for it to make its report. 

Mr. BAYNE. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Connecticut, [Mr. HAWLEY. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut will have 
eighteen minutes. 

Ir. HAWLEY addressed the committee. 
found in the Appendix. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, Mr. Chairman, I do not pretend to be a 
good parliamentarian, and my knowlege of the rules of the House 
comes from experience; and sometimes it has been an unpleasant ex- 
perience, especially when I have been trip by their operation 
when charged with matters under consideration. The object of rules 
is to facilitate the business of the House, to get the best action possi- 
ble in the least time, and I am satisfied the rules reported by the 
committee are a very decided improvement upon the present rules. 
If in nothing else, a number of obsolete rules are dropped out, and 
there is order and consistency in the codification where now thero 
is disorder and inconsistency; and while in some respects, if I had 
power to adopt rules governing the House, I would amend the pro- 

rules, yet I will cheerfully vote for the adoption of the report 
of the committee as a whole, even in event no amendments are made. 

It is impossible for any one member to master all the business of 
the House; indeed, but few members can answer the many drafts 
upon their time by constituents and master the business of any one 
committee of the House. Therefore the House is divided into com- 
mittees, to which the business of the House is referred for prepara- 
tion, report, and action, and every facility should be given to the 
committees to report and to the House to consider the reports. 

Under the present rules committees report in the morning hour for 
consideration, and it is no uncommon thing for a single report to be 
locked up in the morning hour for days, and even weeks. In the 
mean time no other committee can report, except privileged matters. 
Under the operation of clause 2, Rule XXIV, and Rule XIII of the 
codification this is remedied, so that every committee can report 
almost daily, and the bill is printed with the report and placed upon 
a calendar for consideration by the House whenever a majority shall 
desire. I feel quite sure the operation of these two rules will, to a 
very great extent, counteract the tendency to legislate 1 appro- 
priation bills by enabling the committees to promptly bring their 
reports before the House for consideration. Clause 7 of Rule XI 
which requires the Committee on Commerce to report the river and 
harbor bill for reference to the Committee on Appropriations, has 
given rise to much discussion, and in some instances an exhibition of 
temper. 4 

In my opinion, it makes but little difference whether it is adopted 
or not, for the reason that the practice has grown up to pass the river 
and harbor bill under a suspension of the rules by a two-thirds vote, 
and if this clause is adopted I am satisfied the rules would be sus- 
pended, including clause 7, and the bill passed as heretofore, so that 
to my mind it makes no practical difference whether the provision 
requiring the river and harbor bill to be reported for reference to the 
Committee on Appropriations is pose ne rejected, . 

I now desire to address myself to the proposed amendments to Rule 
XI made by the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. HOOKER, ] which in 
effect takes from the Committee on Appropriations subjects relating 
to the appropriation of the revenues, and refers them to a number of 
committees ; or, in other words, enables the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs to report the general Army appropriation bill, the Committee on 
Naval Affairs the general naval appropriation bill, &c., thereby mak- 
ing some seven or eight appropriation committees instead of one Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

I have no personal feeling as to this matter, and in my votes shall 
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only seek to adopt those rules that will facilitate the public business 
and subserve the public welfare. I do not believe the amendments of 
the gentleman from Mississippi should be adopted; for the reason, 
among others, that each matter of legislation should stand for con- 
sideration and passage upon its own merits. If you group many 
matters of legislation in an omnibus bill, the meritorious measures 
frequently drag through the objectionable and vicious measure, and 
this is especially the case where matters of general or special legisla- 
tion are hitched to one of the general money bills. The general appro- 
priations must be made or the Government stops, and the practical 
result of the gentleman’s amendment, if adopted, would be that all 
maticrs of legislation for any one session touching the Army would 
become a law in connection with and upon the Army appropriation 
bill; and all matters of legislation touching the Post-Office would 
become a law in connection with and upon the Post-Office appropri- 
ation Pill, and so with the bills from the other committees. Such 
n in my judgment, would result in unwise and vicious legis- 
ation. 

In theory and practice the appropriations of moneys for the sup- 
port of the Government should be made in pursuance of existing law, 
and no legislation whatever changing existing law should be in order 
upon a general . bil am satisfied that much of the 
dissatisfaction with the Committee on Appropriations arises from the 
amendment to Rule 120, which makes in order 88 changing 
existing law spon a general money bill if it shall retrench expendi- 
tures, under which the practice is gradually growing up to admit 
almost unlimited legislation changing existing law upon a general 
money bill. This provision of Rule 120 is retained in the new rules 
as proposed by the committee in the latter part of clause 3, Rule XXI, 
and in my opinion should be stricken out. 
re ACUAN . Will the gentleman let me ask him a question just 

ere 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. With pleasure. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Does the gentleman propose to strike out the 
words“ nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto 
changing existing law be in order, except such as, being germane to 

the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures ?“ 
Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. No, sir; what I propose to strike out 
are the words “except such as, being germane to the subject-matter 
of the bill, shall retrench expenditures.” 

So that no legislation should be in order upon appropriation bills 
in the first instance. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Right there I would like to know if it would not 
be in order to increase the salaries. . 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Not at all; and if there be any doubt 
about that proposition we can provide for it by an amendment. I 
desire legislation of no kind upon appropriation bills. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Will the gentleman allow me to read to him, as he 
says there can be no doubt about it, what is the decision in the Digest 


on that very 5 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I will save the gentleman the trouble 
of reading the decision referred to in the Digest. I understand that 
there was a former ruling made in the House, under this rule before 
it was amended, that in certain cases legislation that looked toward 
an increase of salaries was in order. Now, I do not believe that rul- 
ing was a good one. But whether it was good or not, I would cnt 
up by the roots that kind of legislation as well as all other kinds. 
In other words, I would have no legislation of any kind upon a gen- 
eral appropriation bill, as it passes the House in the first instance, 
changing existing law. 

Mr. ACKLEN. The gentleman could notobtain that by the amend- 
ment he pro: ; and it was to that point I desired to call his at- 
tention. The ruling was different in the Forty-fourth and Forty- 
fifth Congresses. : 

Mr. CANNON, of Ilinois. I am not discussing this question ex- 
cept as a general matter of policy. Whether or no my amendment 
is a good one to attain the object desired is another thing. I think 
itis. But when we come to consider this matter under the five-min- 
ute rule, if I am not apt in my amendment I know that my friend 
from Louisiana will be. 

This provision was added in the Forty-fourth Congress. I recol- 
lect in the Forty-third Congress that very litile legislation changing 
existing law was put on the general money bills in the first instance, 
and when it was done it was by a suspension of the rules on a two- 
thirds vote, making it in order. The result was that the other com- 
mittees of the House were vigilant, and reported legislation, which 
was considered and passed by the House. It is true that in many in- 
stances the Senate would take such House bills, and with or without 
amendment, as a matterof convenience, amend the general money bills 
by attaching them thereto, and in that way such legislation was had 
on money bills, but, in fact, ordinarily the legislation changing exist- 
ing law on money bills was first reported from the appropriate com- 
mittees in the House, and passed as a separate measure. I am satis- 
fied that we should return to the former practice at once. 

Mr. Chairman, a stranger listening to the debates for the last few 
days upon the rules would suppose that the committees of the House 
of Representatives were supreme and the House a mere sideshow, a 
useless appendage to the committees; especially have many gentle- 
men been severe upon the Committee on Appropriations. 

Now the House is supreme, and the committees are the mere serv- 
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ants of the House to prepare and report measures for the considera- 
tion of the House under the rules, and this much-abused Committee 
on Appropriations in reporting and recommending measures for the 
consideration of the House is exercising the privileges of the House 
and in no sense exercising its own privileges, and there is no time 
from the moment a bill is reported by that committee to the House 
until it is passed that it is not at every step under the absolute and 
unconditional control of a majority of the House or Committee of 
the Whole, and it is in the province of a majority of the House to 
refuse to order the previous question and take the bill from the man- 
agement of the committee at its pleasure, and I fail to see the pro- 
priety or correctness of attacks that are constantly being made upon 
the committee in this respect. 

The committeeischarged with grave responsibilities. It is required 
under the rules to report annually general money bills appropriating 
almost $200,000,000 for tho public service; it must defend the bills as 
reported and antagonize individual members in amendments offered 
whose constitnents have special interests to be promoted, make points 
of order upon and otherwise antagonize amendments that are not in 
the line of public policy or would unduly swell the aggregate of the 
appropriations. In all this it is but the instrument in executing the 
will of the House; and it isno uncommon thing for individual mem- 
bers, smarting under what appears to them unmerited defeat in some 
pt project, to curse the Committee on Appropriations instead of the 

ouse for the failure, to smite the instrument instead of strike at the 
Honse which uses it. I know how it is myself, for I have frequently 
been sat down upon in this way by the House through the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

But it is said that the committees to whom these general money 
bills are to be given over have nothing to do, and they would do the 
work better than it is now done. I haye before stated why I think 
it bad policy to give the committees this additional jurisdiction, and 
now want to add, there is no one of the seven or eight committees 
that it is proposed to make into appropriation committees but has 
more now to do in maturing and recommending general legislation 
than they can or do accomplish. Indeed, I am satisfied that you may 
take the thirty-seven or thirty-eight other committees that are not 
charged with tho preparation of these money bills by the amendment 
of the gentleman from Mississippi and almost all of them are or will 
be extremely busy if they will exhaust the business that is referred 
to them under the rules of the House. 

Mr. ROBESON obtained the floor, and yielded to 

Mr. SHELLEY, who moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and, the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on thé state of the Union had had under consideration the report of 
the Committee on Rules on the subject of the proposed revision of the 
rules, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed without amendment a bill of 
the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3108) amending the charter of the Grand Lodge of 
the Independent Order of Odd Fellows of the District of Columbia. 

The message further announced that the Senate had p and 
requested the concurrence of the House in, bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. No. 52) for the relief of John N. Reed; and 

A bill (S. No. 298) for the relief of Van. B. Bowers. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which the concurrence of the House was requested, a bill of 
the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3034) to provide for circuit and district courts of 
the United States at Macon, Georgia, and to transfer certain counties 
from the northern to the southern district in said State. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN OHIO, 


Mr. CONVERSE. Lask unanimous consent to have taken from the 
Speaker’s table, for non-concurrence in amendments of the Senate, the 
bill (H. R. No. 582) to provide for circuit and district courts of the 
United States at Columbus, Ohio, and transferring certain counties 
from the northern to the southern district in said State. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table; and the Clerk was proceeding to read the amendments, when 

Mr. CONVERSE said: I move that the House non-concur in the 
amendments of the Senate and ask a conference with that body on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair requests the gentleman to withdraw 
that motion for a moment, that he may lay before the House for ref- 
erence various executive documents which ought to go to commit- 
tees at once. - 

Mr. SHELLEY. I withdraw the motion for that purpose. 


GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS—NEW YORK HARBOR, AND COLUMBUS, OHIO. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secreta 
of War, relative to the construction of additional buildings at David’s 
Island, New York Harbor, and Columbus Barracks, Ohio; which was 

referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


- 
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SUPERINTENDENT OF FREE-DELIVERY SYSTEM. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, relative to the of the superintendent of the 
free-delivery system; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

R. H. THURSTON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a request for an appropriation to pay R. H. 
Thurston for services as secretary of the board appointed to test iron, 
steel, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

HARBOR AT ROCKY RIVER, OHIO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to the harbor at Rocky River, Ohio; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

HARBOR AT PETERSBURGH, VIRGINIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to the improvement of the harbor at Petersburgh 
Virginia; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, an 
ordered to be printed, 

SAMUEL M. BLAIR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting papers relative to the claim of Samuel M. 
Blair; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a report on the superintendence, manage- 
ment, and repair of the Louisville and Portland Canal; which was 
referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

IMPROVEMENT OF GREAT KANAWHA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War,relative to the improvement of the Great Kanawha; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. . 
WILLIAM WILLIAMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a petition of Ordnance-Sergeant William 
Williams to be placed on the retired list; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the annual report of the 
board of managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
diers; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT AND NEW YORK CLEARING-HOUSE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in reply to a resolution of the Honse calling for 
information as to when and under what authority the United States 
became a member of the New York clearing-house; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, aud ordered to 
be printed. 

> CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with law, aschedule 
of claims certified to be due by the several accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, with authority to have the same printed should the com- 
mittee deem it necessary. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. BERRY, 

indefinitely, on account of illness in his family. 
RULES AND ARTICLES OF WAR. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
744) to amend article 103 of the Rules and Articles of War was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, not to be bronght back on a 
motion to reconsider. 

INFRINGEMENT OF PATENTS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 3767) to regulate practice in suits brought to recover 
damages for infringement of patents; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF BAYOU BARTHOLOMEW. 

Mr. KING, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3768) 
providing for the survey of Bayou Bartholomew, Louisiana; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. ' 

TIME-BALLS ON CUSTOM-HOUSES. 

Mr. KING also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3769) to pravigas for placing time-balls on custom-houses at ports of 
entry and other cities, and for other purposes; which was a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 


INTEROCEANIC SHIP-CANAL, 


Mr. KING also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That the Joint Committee on Printing be, and is hereby, instructed to 
inquire into and report to this House upon the expediency of printing ono thon- 
sand copies of the various reports of explorations and surveys made for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining a suitablo route for the construction of a ship-canal across the 
American isthmus, to wit: the reports of Commodore Shufeldt, of the Tehuante- 
pec route; of Commander E. P. Lull, of the Nicaraguan and Panama routes, and 
of Commodore Selfridge and Lieutenant Collins, of the Napipi route, and sneh other 
surveys as may have been made by the Government for a like purpose, as also of 
the report of the commission appointed in 1872, for the information of Congress 
touching the various routes proposed, 


IMPROVEMENT OF OUACHITA RIVER. 
Mr. KING also, by unanimous consent, submitted tho following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested and di- 
rected to furnish to this House a sta ement showing the amount of appropriations 
made within the past ten years for the surveys and improvement of the Ouachita 


River, what amount has expended, and in what manner and for what pur- 
poses these expenditures have been made. 


HOMESTEAD SETTLERS. 


Mr. LEWIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3770) for the relief of homestead settlers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred tothe Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SURVEY OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. BRENTS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3771) to amend section 9 of an act entitled “An act to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to create the office of surveyor-general of the public 
lands in Oregon, and to provide for the survey and to make dona- 
tions to the settlers of the said public lands, approved September 
27, 1250,” which said act was approved February 14, 1853; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Then, on motion of Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, (at four o’clock and 
thirty minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of ex-soldiers of the United 
States of Marshall County, Kansas, against the passage of Senate bill 
No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of Mrs. J. B. Long, for pay for prop- 
erty taken and used by the United States Army during the late war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLAKE: The petition of the Grand Temple of Honor and 
Temperance of New Jersey, for a commission of inquiry concerning 
es 5 liquor traſlie - to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 

0. 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of H. C. Sherwin and others, citi- 
zens of Wisconsin, for the regulation of interstate commerce to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of H. C. Sherwin and others, of Wisconsin, for 
the amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BREWER: The penson of Harvey D. Hale and 22 other 
ex-soldiers of Durand, Michigan, against the passage of Senate bill 
No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. i 

By Mr. DE LA MATYR: The petition of Andrew Poe and 538 
others, that the pay of Union soldiers and sailors be made equal to 
ress at the time they were paid—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

Also, the ape of Emmet Langston and 26 others, of similar 
import—to the same committee, 

y Mr. DEUSTER: Memorials of the president of the Oshkosh 
State normal school of Wisconsin, and other officers, professors, and 
teachers in Wisconsin schools; of the county superintendent of schools 
and 24 teachers of public schools in Shaw County, Wisconsin; of 
teachers of public schools at New Lisbon, Wisconsin; of the State 
superintendent of public instraction and 62 other members of the 
Wisconsin State Teachers’ Association; of A. L. Chapin, president of 
Beloit College, Professor Freeman, of University of Chicago, and 45 
teachers of academies, high schools, and other schools; and of 204 
teachers of public schools and others of Wisconsin, asking for the 
appointment of a national commission on spelling reform—to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of George H. Prescott and 50 
others, citizens of Minnesota, for the passage of the interstate-com- 
merce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of George H. Prescott and 50 others, citizens of 
Minnesota, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. FORT: The petition of Alfred J. Deihl and others, against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
slons, 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of Samuel B. Washburn, for a pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Samuel H. Gould and others, of Kennebunk 
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Port, Maine, for further distribution of the Geneva award—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Maine, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traflic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HALL: The petition of David B. Currin and 18 others, citi- 
zens of New Hampshire, for the passage of a bill equalizing boun- 
ties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BENJAMIN W. E S: The poruon of Henry J. Rod- 
gers, for compensation for the use of the gers’ code of signals— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWK: The petition of citizens of Stephenson County, Illi- 
nois, for the amendment of the patent laws so as to make the manu- 
facturer and vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringe- 
ments—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Stephenson County, Ilinois, for re- 
lief from excessive rates of transportation of freights and passengers 
by railways—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of Charles C. Simms, for the re- 
moval of his political disabilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUTCHINS: Memorial of Elbridge T. Gerry, president of 
the New York Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Children, in 
pare to certain Chinese children—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of Robert W. Simmons, for an in- 
crease of 1 the Committee on Invalid Peusions. 

By Mr. MANNING: Papers relating to the claim of the estate of J. 
R. Bowles, for pay for property taken by United States authorities 
during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BENJAMIN F. MARTIN: The petition of A. J. Strosnider 
and others, for the equalization of the bounty of soldiers of the late 
war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARD L. MARTIN: Six petitions of citizens of Sussex 
County, Kent County, and of other citizens of Delaware, against 
transportation monopolies and for uniform freight rates—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. | 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Delaware, for the amendment of 
the patent laws so as to make the manufacturer and vendor of pat- 
ented articles alone liable for infringement—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. MCGOWAN: The petition of Everett and Monroe, George 
J. Lange, and others, citizens of the United States, honorably dis- 
charged soldiers, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to 
pension claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLANE: The petition of the Grand Temple of Honor and 
Temperance of Maryland and the District of Columbia, for a commis- 
sion of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of John A. McMahon, that a pen- 
sion be granted William Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. MILES: The petition of the Grand Division of the Sons of 
Temperance of the State of Connecticut, for a commission of inquiry 
concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Litchfield County, Connecticut, 
that manufacturers and vendors of patented articles alone be made 
responsible for infringements—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, two petitions from citizens of Litchfield County, Connecticut, 
for such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed by transporta- 
tion monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MILLS: The petition of Paul Bremond, president of the 
Houston East and West Texas Railroad Company, for the reduction of 
the duty on steel rails to $10 per ton—to the Committee of Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: The petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Tem- 
lars of Georgia, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
iquor traffio—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

y Mr. O'CONNOR: The petition of freedmen, depositors in the 
Freedman's Savings and Trust Company at Wilmington, North Car- 
olina, for the passage of the bill to return to the freedmen of the 
South their savings deposited with the Freedman’s Savings Trust 
Company—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ORTH: The petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Templars 

of the State of Indiana, for a commission of inquiry concerning the 
a liquor traflic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 


c. 

By Mr. OVERTON : The petition of Daniel Vanauken and 31 other 
soldiers, of Susquehanna and Wyoming Counties; of William Hewitt 
and 39 other Union soldiers, of Bradford County, Pennsylvania, against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHISTER: A paper relating to the pension claim of Aaron 
Barton—to the same committee. 

By Mr. POEHLER: The petition of T. A. Thompson and others, 
citizens of Wabasha County, Minnesota, for such legislation as will 
alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by transportation 
monopolies—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, the petition of T. A. Thompson and others, citizens of Wa- 
basha County, Minnesota, for the amendment of the patent laws so 


that innocent users of patented articles may be protected—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Iowa, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

y Mr. REAGAN: The petition of J. A. Hayward and others, for 
the removal of obstructions to the navigation of the Lower Sabine 
and Neches Rivers in Texas—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of Albert Mawrick and others, of 
Portland, Maine, for a harbor of refuge at Scituate, Massachusetts— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of C. S. Pennell and others, of Brunswick, Maine, 
for the distribution of the balance of the Geneva award—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHN 8. RICHARDSON: The petition of colored citizens. 
of Sumter County, South Carolina, that Congress return to the freed- 
men their savings deposited with the Freedman’s Savings and Trust 
Company—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JAMES W. SINGLETON: The petition of J. H. Dawson 
and other soldiers, of Pike County, Illinois, for the passage of the 
Weaver bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of George W. Ware, H. C.Goodrich, and others, 
citizens of Jersey County, Illinois, that the “ boys” who stayed at 
home during the rebellion supporting widows and orphans shall be 
first compensated, and if there be any money left in the Anean 
thereafter that it shall be given to the “ army that subdued the rebell- 
ion”—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of Birney Hayt, for an increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of citizens of Buckingham County, 
Virginia, for a post-route from Buckingham Court House, via Slate 
River Mills, Well Water, and Centenary, to Scottsville, Virginia—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. URNER: The petition of James F. Poole, for pay for prop- 
erty accidentally consumed by fire while in the occupation of United 
States troops during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Temp- 
lars of the State of North Carolina, for a commission of inquiry con- 
cerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. VAN AERNAM: The petition of 23 ex- Union soldiers, against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, the petition of 40 ex-Union soldiers and sailors of Olean, New 
York, for such action on the Weaver bill as will mete out exact justice 
to Union soldiers and sailors of the late war—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. Z 

By Mr. WARNER: The petition of L. D. Bean and 16 other soldiers, 
of Canaanville, Ohio, inst the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of David McCauley and others, 
that the lands of Fort Abercrombie reservation be opened to home- 
stead and pre-emption entries the same as other public lands—to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of E. F. Drake, president of the Saint Paul and 
Sioux City Railroad Company, for a reduction of the duty on imported 
steel rails—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers relating to the claim of E. B. Clark to be 
refunded taxes illegally collected by officials of the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 
ig Barc VDS: Tae pakton 75 1 55 Clark, p. 858 Randall, = 

others, ex-soldiers of Dundee, Michigan, i the pass: 0 
Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. aa 


IN SENATE. 


THURSDAY, January 22, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HAMLIN. I present the petition of Thomas J. Stewart and 
others, citizens of Bangor, Maine, who represent that they are inter- 
ested in the balance of the Geneva award fand, and praying that some 
bill be passed during the present session for the distribution of the 
money remaining of said fund. I move the reference of the petition 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I present another and like petition, signed by 
Phineas Pendleton and others, citizens of Searsport, in the State of 
Maine. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and I want to express again my hope that we may have a report 
from the committee at as early a day as possible. Whatever that 
report may be, if we can have the subject before the Senate in time 
for the Senate to consider it and for Congress to come to a conclu- 
sion, we shall be doing but an act of justice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


AGA 
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Mr. JONAS presented the petition of the Grand Temple of Honor 
and Temperance of the State of Louisiana, officially signed, repre- 
senting ninety-five members, praying for a commission of inquiry 
concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GROOME presented the petition of the Grand Temple of Honor 
and Temperance of Maryland and the District of Columbia, officially 
signed, representing between two hundred and three hundred mem- 
bers, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WALLACE presented the memorial of William Lyons and 
others, citizens of Pennsylvania and soldiers in the late war, remon- 
strating against the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) for the examina- 
tion and adjudication of pension claims; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of A. W. Raymond and others, citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania and soldiers in the late war, praying for the 

assage of a law for the equalization of bounties; which was re- 
kerred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the memorial of John W. Ellsworth and 
others, citizens of Kansas and soldiers in the late war, remonstratin 
against the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) for the examination an 
adjudication of pension claims; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented the pon of George L. Turner and others, cit- 
izens of Kansas and soldiers in the late war, praying for the sengo 
of a law for the equalization of bounties; which was ESA to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Re 553 by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 83) donating condemned cannon to the Morton 
Monumental Association, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President : 

A bill (H. R. No. 55) granting a right of way across Water Shops 
Pond, in Springfield, Massachusetts, to the Springfield and New Lon- 
don Railroad Company; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2053) authorizing the assistant treasurer of the 
United States at New York to waive the enforcement of section 3477 
of the Revised Statutes so faras the same affects certain drafts upon 
him now held by the Masonic Bank of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3518) authorizing the importation of articles for 
exhibition at the millers’ international exhibition, to be held at Cin- 
cinnati in 1880, free of duty; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2790) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
appoint a deputy collector at Seaford, Sussex County, Delaware, and 
for other purposes. 

: REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WALLACE, from the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 523) for the relief of Charles H. 
Nicholls, late superintendent of the Government Hospital for the In- 
sane, reported it without amendment, 

Mr. WALLACE. Iam also directed by the Committee on the Re- 
vision of the Laws, to whom were referred the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. No. 19) to pro- 
vide for the publication and distribution of a supplement to the Re- 
vised Statutes, to recommend concurrence in the amendments of the 
House with amendments, I ask that the Senate now proceed to the 
consideration of the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Fifty cents a copy isa pretty heavy charge on the 
consumer. 

Mr. WALLACE. The committee recommend paying to the reviser 
a specific sum for his copyright, and for the indexing and clerical 
work, and the Government shall then have it. The joint resolution 
provides that the Secretary of State shall make a pro rata distribution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the joint resolution with the amendments? 

Mr. EDM S. Irather think it had better be printed as now 
proposed to be amended. It can be taken up to-morrow. There are 
amendments to the House amendments, I understand. 

Mr. WALLACE. Very well. I move that tho amendments of the 


Senate committee be printed. 
The motion was to. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam in favor of the general proposition, most 


decidedly. 

Mr. GROOME, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 996) for the relief of Monroe Donoho, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; whieh was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 715) for the relief of N. Boyden, reported it without amend- 
sears Pars submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be 
prin 


Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on the Library, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill (S. No. 1117) to provide additional 
„55 for the Library of Congress; which was read twice 

y its title. 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the bill (S. No. 835) directing the removal of obstructions 
from the harbor at the Delaware breakwater, and the bill (S. No. 493) 
directing the removal of obstructions from the harbor at the Dela- 
ware breakwater, reported that the bills ought not to pass, the sub- 
ject having been provided for by a measure already passed; and the 
bills were postponed indefinitely. . 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of William Collins, of Waldo, Maine, praying payment of certain 
moneys alleged to be due him as bounty for services on the schooner 
Sarah Franklin, employed in the cod-fishery in the year 1866, asked 
to be ae ie from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 420) for the relief of George H. Plant, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1075) to authorize Dr. Daniel M. Appel, of the 
United States Army, to receive pay for discharging the duties of 
physician to the Mescalero Apache Indian agency, New Mexico, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WHYTE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 887) to authorize printing at the Government Print- 
ing Office for members of Congress, reported adversely thereon, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


PRINTING FOR THE LAND COMMISSION. 


Mr. WHYTE. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing to 
report back favorably the joint resolution (H. R. No, 145) authorizing 
certain printing for the land commission, and I ask for its imme- 
diate consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to consider the joint resolution. It authorizes the Publie 
rinter to print, upon requisition of the chairman of the public land 

commission, created by the act of March 3, 1879, for the purpose of codi- 
fying the laws relating to the public lands, and for other purposes, such 
letters, testimony, and documents as may be necessary for the per- 
formance of the duties prescribed for the commission, The cost of 
such printing is not to exceed $2,000, and the number of copies printed 
of the letters, testimony, and documents is not to exceed two hun- 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SIGNAL OFFICE REPORT. 


Mr. WHYTE. I aminstructed by the Committee on Printing to re- 
ort back favorably, with an amendment, the joint resolution (S. R. 
o. 56) winging | the ney and binding of additional copies of 

the report of the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, and I ask for its 
immediate consideration. $ 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Printing was, in line 
4, to strike ont “ten” before “ thousand” and insert “ five;” so as to 
make the joint resolution read : 

That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print and bind, for 
tho use of the Signal Office, 5,000 additional copies of the annual report of the Chief 
Signal Officer for the year 1879 ; and the Public Printer is authorized to contract for 
the illustrations with the person now furnishing the illustrations for the congres- 
sional edition. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and, 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr, CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, (by request,) asked, and by unan- 
imous consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1101) for the 
relief of Charles W. Foulke ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1102) for the relief of Jacob Dundore; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PADDOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1103) for the relief of Manly B. McNilt ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SLATER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1104) for the relief of certain parties on ac- 


count of labor, material, and money furnished in the construction 
of the revenne-cutter Thomas Corwin; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1105) to protect and promote the naviga- 
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bility of the navigable rivers of the United States, and to prevent the 
deposit of sawdust or other material in said rivers to the injury of 
navigation, and to punish persons gnilty of depositing such material 
therein; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. SLATER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1106) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Willamette River between the city of Portland and the 
city of East Portland, in Multnomah County, State of Oregon; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. CALL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1107) to authorize the State of Florida to incor- 
porate the agricultural college and seminary fund donated- by Con- 
gress with the common-school fund of the State; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. CALL. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 


the Judiciary. 
Mr. MO I think the bill should be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 


Mr. CALL. I moved the reference of the bill to the Committee on 
the Judiciary on the ground that it involves a question of law, whether 
it is competent to have such legislation as the bill provides. I think 
it would be necessary to be examined in that point of view by the 
Committee on the Judiciary at some stage of the proceeding. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not object to its being referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary from any apprehension of the results that 
may Do arrived at; but it is a proposition that, it seems to me, nat- 
urally belongs to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The VIO ERESIDENT Does the Senator from Vermont make a 
motion 

Mr. MORRILL. I will move to have the bill referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

cg haa being put, a division was called for; and the ayes 
were 11—— 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for 3 and nays. 

The yeas and nays were orde 

Mr.CALL. Before the question is yoted on I will state the reason 
why I moved the reference of the bill to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

ia act of Congress provided for the donation of certain quantities 
of land to the State of Florida for certain educational purposes. One 
of those purposes was that there should be established two seminaries 
of education in the State—one in East and the other in West Florida. 
By an act of the Legislature of Florida, many years , the 
act of Congress was sought to be carried into effect. Recently the 
Legislature of the State made a request by resolution that a bill 
should be introduced into Congress asking the consent of Congress to 
another and a different direction of the fund. 

A — of vested rights arises between the two seminaries, which 
were located and have for many years been in operation in the State, 
and the action now sought by the State and carried into effect by the 
bill which I have just introduced in pursuance of the resolution of the 
Legislature of the State. Iam myself of opinion that it is entirely 
incompetent for Con to pass an act of this description and give 
away rights which have become vested in particular individuals and 
bodies of men under an act of Congress providing for such direction 
years ago; and in order that this question of law—— 

Mr. MORRILL. If the Senator will it me, I did not under- 
stand the scope of the proposition contained in the bill from hearing 
the title of it read. I withdraw my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. there be no objection, the yeas and 
nays having been ordered, the motion will be considered withdrawn, 
ane the bill referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KERNAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1108) to provide for the further distribution 
of the moneys received under the Geneva award; which was read 
twice 5 and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FO asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1109) for the relief of Anthony Lawson; 
8 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

Mr. WINDOM (by request) asked, aud by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1110) for the relief of the 
American Grocer Association of the city of New York; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1111) for the relief of George T. Mar- 
shall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1112) to transfer the military reservation at Fort 
Ransom, Dakota Territory, to the custody and control of the Interior 
Department; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WITHERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1113) granting a pension to Peter K. Mor- 
gan; 9 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


X—30 


He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1114) granting a pension to Luman Case; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WHYTE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1115) for the relief of William H. Rogers; 
2 5 5 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ims. 

Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1116) to amend title 32, chapter 6, of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States; which was twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. G asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1118) for the relief of George S. Tramel; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 1119) for the relief of Winfrey N. Swayne; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1120) for the relief of Mrs. Mary $. Porter; 
bara was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. : 

Mr. FERRY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 67) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to sell or lease to the Port Huron and Northwestern Railway 
Company a portion of the Fort Gratiot military reserve, and to au- 
thorize the city of Port Huron to 2 to said railway company the 
night of way through Pine Grove Park; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. WITHERS, it was 


Ordered, That the in the claim of John S. Worthington, of Fairfax County 
be taken m the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 


in the claims of Methodist Ep chi 
lington, Falls Ch ý Court House, Dumfries, and Mount Crawford, in 
be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 


On motion of Mr. GROOME, it was 

Or That the to the claim of Clement D. Hill be taken from 
the files of the Sean grmi pha mmaa y Sa the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. WHYTE, it was ° 

That leave be granted to withdraw the petition of Elizabeth Joins, 
widow of John Joins, late a sailmaker in the United States Navy, praying to be 
allowed a pension. 

CONTRACTS FOR INDIAN SUPPLIES. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to introduce a resolution this morning and 
to ask for its immediate consideration. I also wish to give the rea- 
sons, in a few words, why I present it. 

The resolution was read, as follows : 


5 made, with whom it was made, at what time, and the terms of said 

con 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
ation. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to say that I do not by the resolution charge 
any member of the board of Indian commissioners with having re- 
ceived a contract for Indian supplies; but the charge has been made, 
it has gone out to the country, that this board, or at least some mem- 
bers of it, have had contracts for the furnishing of Indian supplies 
within the last two years. As by the statute it is made the special 
duty of this board to see that the contracts are pope made, and 
that the money which is appropriated by Congress shall be properly 
devoted to the purposes for which it is appropriated, it seems to me 
that such a charge made against this board is one that ought to be 

iately investigated. It is impossible for any Senator to say 
whether there is truth in the charge or not. Therefore I call upon 
the proper authorities, who have the proof if any such contract 
been made, to furnish us the proof, if any such exists. If there are 
no such contracts, if none such have been made, then the public 
ought to know that the charge is false which has been made against 
this board, who are designated in the statute as being men selected 
on account of their intelligence and 8 1 Pas cag that 
I make no charge against the board; I am anxious to arrive at the 
truth in the matter. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is instructed to furnish to the Sen- 
ate such information as is contained in the books and papers of the Interior De- 
partment in answer to the following inquiries: 

1. What grants of public lands made by acts of Congress to railroad companies, 
or to States or Territories in aid of such — — — remain incomplete by reason 
of the failure of the grantees or the benefi to comply with the terms or con 
ditions of such grants. 
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2. In cases, if any, where there has been a partial compliance with the terms or 
conditions of the grants, to what extent has there been such 5 
VVV grants; and 
what reasons of justice, equity, or of public or public policy are there why 
Sagres shonld abstain from declaring a forfeiture o such grants in whole or in 


right to such 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 83) granting condemned cannon to 
the Morton Monumental Association, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I move that when the Senate 

“co to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
© question being put, a division was called for; and the ayes 
were 30— 

Mr. EATON. We may as well have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
30, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—30. 
Allison, Cameron of Pa., ‘ : 
re i Davis of W . Tobe ag — 
a., ones 
Beck, Dawes, Kirkwood, Whyte, 
Booth, Edmunds, McMillan, 
Gordon, Morrill, Withers. 
Hamlin, Platt, 
Butler, Hereford, Pryor, 
NAYS—1. 
Baldwin, Garland, Walker, 
Blair, Groome, Paddock, Wallace, 
Cockrell, Harris, Randolph, 
Farley, es Slater, 
Ferry, Maxey, Teller, 
ABSENT—25. 
Bailey, Grover, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Blaine, ton, Thurman, 
Call, * Hill af Colorado, H Donald, Vance, 
Cameron of Wis., Geo: McPherson, Vest. 
ter, Hoar, Pendleton, 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
Conkling, Kellogg, Rollins, 
So the motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES NOTES AS A LEGAL TENDER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired, and the 
order of the day is the joint resolution (S. R. No. 49) in relation to 
United States potem notes, which is before the Senate 2s in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and on which the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, if a proposition were made now for the 
first time to issue Treasury notes with the legal-tender quality, or if 
it were proposed to increase the existing volume of such notes by a 
new issue, believing as I do that the Constitution of the United States 
confers upon Congress no power to make any character of paper, or 
to re any other than gold and silver money a tender for pay- 
ment of private debt, I would unhesitatingly oppose it. But when 
it is 11 8 to strike down the legal-tender quality of the 8346, 
000,000 of Government notes heretofore issued and now in circulation 
a different question is presented. Either of the two first propositions 
would involve a constitutional question which cannot arise in con- 
sidering the latter. The power of Congress to provide for the issu- 
ance of the legal-tender notes now in cireulation was fully debated 
and considered in 1862, when the first of the series of acts under which 
they were issued was passed. The action of the law-making power 
has been decided repeatedly by the Supreme Court of the United 
States and by the supreme courts of all the States to be in harmony 
with the Constitution, and the Treasury notes of the United States 
to be a lawful tender for private debt. ese decisions by the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial departments of the Government, national 
and State, have been accepted by the country, and for nearly twenty 
years these notes have been almost the only currency in circulation 
among the people. No question of their constitutionality exists in 
the public mind, nor in any department of the Government, for the 
plain and sufficient reason that all questions of this sort have been 
conclusively settled by every tribunal in existence in this country, 
commencing with the great body of the American people and running 
through all the ramifications of their State and national governments, 
and are in every ible form res judicata. 

It makes no difference that the “war powers” of the Government 
were invoked by these tribunals to sustain this issue of paper, nor 
that necessity in a great crisis constrained its sanction; it is none the 
less a fact that it has been sanctioned, and that fact is imbedded and 
Lee in the political, financial, and industrial history of the 
country. 

Constitutional objections to the methods through which slavery 
was abolished, the Thirteenth, Fourteenth, and Fifteenth amendments 
were adopted, and to the manner in which West Vi ia was erected 
into a separate State out of the territory of old Virginia, could as 
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well be heard and would be no less absurd than similar objections 
to the original issuance of legal-tender notes. If it were admitted 
that if was originally unconstitutio it isno more so than ve 
many other infractions of the Constitution since 1862, through whic: 
changes have have been in: on our Government, which have be- 
come so interwoven with the texture of our institutions that, with one 
accord, all men of all parties would denounce any attempt to reopen 
them for discussion and correction. None of these changes have been 
more thoroughly acquiesced in and accepted than that relating to 
the legal-tender notes now in circulation; none of them have 
more fully the sanction of e e from lapse of time and official 
and popular acceptance, none of them have affected the great bod 
of the people in their daily business affairs to a ter extent, an 
none of them would in its ultimate consequences bring greater detri- 
ment to the public interests if opened for readjustment, than will, in 
my judgment, ensue from a re-opening of this. The back legal- 
tender currency is one of the results of the war, whether right- 
fully or wrongfully created originally, is no more a legitimate sub- 
ject of inquiry now than the oi great fundamental facts evolved 
from that memorable struggle, of much more doubtful constitutional 
origin, but which are universally and rightfully accepted because ac- 
complished. For one I will not single out this measure from the mass 
of c which occurred during that period of social, industrial, 
and constitutional revolution for reconsideration, but will let that, as 
well as the others, rest where the upheaval left to be disturbed, 
if at all, by the Supreme Court. It is true we have peace now, but 
it is a peace okay heavily with the burdens of war. Our great 
war debt, which 5 like a millstone around the necks of the peo- 
ple, must be paid. this and other results of the war have sur- 
rounded the country with ee he which make it inexpedient and 
unwise to interfere with the currency made necessary by the stress 
of war, I hold it to be our plain duty to allow it to remain as it is. 
But, sir, there is a constitutional provision which protects the legal- 
tender notes from demonetization in the mode proposed, and expressly 
sanctions them as lawful money. They are a part of the public debt; 
the laws under which they were issued provided for their reissuance, 
with the legal-tender quality as sipeer É issued, as fast as they 
should come into the Treasury. Every holder of one of these notes 
has the ntee of the fourth section of the Fourteenth amendment 
tothe Constitution of the United States, that “the validity of the pub- 
lic debt of the United States * shall not be questioned.” 

The public debt consists of various kinds of Government obliga- 
tions. Bonds are one kind, some due at one time, some at another; 
some bearing one rate of interest and some another; some payable in 
coin and some in lawful money. United States notes are another 
variety of Government obligations, bearing no interest, no time fixed 
for their redemption or payment, and 8 the quality of being 
a legal tender in payment of all debt, public and private, except 
duties on imports, The Government in respect to bonds has bound 
itself to pay interest at a stated rate, at a stated time, and in a stated 
species of money. This obligation of the Government has, by the 
acceptance of the holders, become a contract, and the “ validity” of 
this contract to the agreed interest at the agreed time and place, 
and in the ter of money to the holder, is the thing which 
under the constitutional amendment cannot be questioned; that is 
to say, the Government is not permitted to question the validity of 
aay one of these stipulations, which in the ate constitute a 
valid debt or obligation. So of the United States notes: the Govern- 
ment agrees topay the amount named in the note with no interest 
and at no stated time, but that the note shall be a legal tender at its 
face value in payment of all debts, public and private, except duties 
onimports. To destroy the legal-tender quality is of course to destroy 
one of the essential and therefore binding stipulations of the contract 
and invalidate so much of the “public debt,” which is forbidden. As 
long as the note remains outstanding unpaid, the eget tender quality 
inheres in it, because such is the contract between the holder and the 
Government, and its validity cannot be “ questioned.” 

The stipulations as to the debt-paying power of these notes tobe - 
found in the law under which they were issued, and indorsed on the 
notes, are as binding upon the Government as are its obligations to 
the holders of bonds, and Congress can no more annul the legal-tender 
quality of the Treasury note than it can change the rate of interest 
or the time of payment of Government bonds. They are both con- 
tracts with the Government, both “ public debt,” and the validity of 
each in accordance with the terms of the respective contracts is pro- 
rey by the constitutional provision referred to, from being “ ques- 
tion 

The Fourteenth amendment became a part of the Constitution on 
the 28th day of July, 1868, and that part of the “public debt” evi- 
denced by the togal- tender notes of the United States was then in 
circulation as money, with all the money attributes it now possesses, 
and its validity with those attributes having been guaranteed b; 
that amendment, it has unquestionably since been constitutio: 
money if it had not been before, and will remain such until Con- 
gress shall see fit by law to order it in for redemption and retire- 
ment. Congress may, if deemed expedient, call in these notes, pay 
them, and reissue them without the legal-tender quality, but cannot 
demonetize them in the hands of the people unless after due notice 
and a reasonable time given they fail to bring them in for payment. 

By its terms the resolution of the Senator from Delaware is to take 
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effect “from and after” its passage, and, if adopted, at that instant, 
withont giving notice to the people to bring these notes in for re- 
demption, would des in their hands four-fifths of its power as 
money, would annul the stipulations of the contract between the 
holders and the Government, and, so far as con ional action could 
do it, would invalidate $346,000,000 of the public debt. It would, I 
e submit, be an act of the most flagrant and indefensible 
faith, even if no constitutional provision were violated—such an 

act as, perpetrated on the holders of interest-bearing bonds, would 
produce, a howl from Wall street that would reverberate from one 
end of the country to the other. 

The legal-tender notes bear on their face—say one for $5—this in- 
scription : 

The United States will the bearer $5, W. „D. C. 

J — pay ashington 


And indorsed on its back, the following: 
note is a li -tender at its face value all debts, public and ex 
oot dates on ph 8 and interest on the Public debt J ica 

It is true that any holder of these notes to the amount of $50 could, 
since the 1st of January, 1879, have presented them at the national 

and had them redeemed in gold and silver, and a large 
amount have been so redeemed, but the law requires them “ reissued 
and kept in circulation,” and forbids their ent and cancella- 
tion, so that the existing volume of $346,000,000 shall remain in cir- 
culation as money, thus continuing indefinitely the contract with the 
holders indorsed on the back and written across the face of the notes. 
Upon the faith of this declared policy of the Government these notes 
have become a rule of property, and a law of contracts through- 
out the length and breadth of the country for millions of propia: 
Every contract in all the States and Territories of the Union is solv- 
able in these notes, t the few which especially stipulate for 
coin, and a destruction of their debt-paying power will impair the 
obligation of all these contracts in violation of the constitutional 
hts of the people, and produce a shock in business affairs which 
will vibrate throughout the country. The States are forbidden by 
express constitutional provision to pass any law which impairs the 
obligation of contracts, a power to do which, without thot prohibi- 
tion, they would have . There is no such prohibition upon 
the Federal Government, because it can exercise only the powers that 
are granted, and no, power to impair the obligations of contracts is 
granted or can arise by implication out of any granted power, be- 
cause contrary to natural justice and common honesty and unworthy 
of exercise by any enlightened government The Government pledged 
its faith to redeem these notes in coin, but every act of Congress pro- 
viding for their issuance also provided for their reissue. 

The act of January 14, 1875, “to provide for the a of 
specie payments” intended to carry out the pledge of the Govern- 
ment and to be a final consummation of the policy of the Govern- 
ment in respect to them, was construed by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in connection with the acts under which the notes were issued to 
authorize their reissuance.~ The whole purpose of the Government 
has been, as its legislation will show, to bring these notes to par with 
coin, and to be able to redeem them, on the demand of the holder, in 
coin. Whatever may have been the intention at the inception of 
their issuance, there is not a line of legislation to show that they 
were regarded as a mere temporary URA, but on the contrary, as 
they grew in popular favor, abundant evidence is found in all the leg- 
islation on the subject, of an intention, if not to tuate, at least 
to continue indefinitely in circulation such an amount of them as can 
be maintained at par with coin. As soon as the amount was reduced 
to this point through the process of funding, the act of May 31, 1878, 
the last act on this subject, was passed, which forbade the tary 
of the Treasury to cancel or retire them further, and required, like 
the first law under which legal-tender notes were issued in 1 
that as fast as they came into the Treasury they should be reissu 
and kept in circulation, On the Ist day of January, 1879, the quality 
of irredeemability which before that time had charac these 
notes ceased to exist, and from that date each holder has had the 
right to peceni these notes and receive coin in exchange. As the re- 

t of the policy pursued, we have in circulation among the people 
$346,000,000 of Government notes with full legal-tender power, re- 
deemable on demand in coin, and the gold and silver in the Treasury 
to redeem or maintain them at par, not only free from constitutional 
objection, but expressly sanctioned by the Fourteenth amendment as 
long as Congress shall deem it wise to allow them to remain in circu- 
lation—a currency which our people prefer to any other, because it is 
familiar to them, and they know it to be safe and sound, and the 
= areca we have to determine is whether we will destroy it or let it 

one. 

Iam not troubled with any doubts in deciding this question for 
myself. My convictions are that the best interests of the country 
require that it be “let alone” where the policy of the Government, 
after nearly twenty years’ experience, has left it, and where the coun- 

is satisfied with it. 

he resolation of the honorable Senator from Delaware seems to 
contemplate the reissue and continued circulation of legal-tender notes 
after their demonetization, and the impression exists in the public 
mind that such will be the case. This is a great misapprehension. 

The adoption of the resolution will as effectually destroy the entire 
volume of legal-tender notes, and eliminate them from our financial 


bee as would a law directing the Secretary of the Treasury to call 
em in, pay and burn them, as a very brief consideration of its opera- 


t 
tion conclusively show. I read the resolution, and call attention 
to its language: 

That from and after the passage of this resolution the Treasury notes of the 
United States shall be received for all dues to the United States, excepting duties 
on imports, and shall not be otherwise a legal-tender, and any of-said notes hereafter 
reissued shall bear this superscription. 

In order to exhibit the fall operation of the resolution upon these 
notes I read from the act approved Feb 25, 1862, section 1, being 
the first act under which legal-tender notes were issued, to show the 
debt-paying qualities with which they were invested, as follows: 

And such notes herein authorized shall be receivable in payment of all taxes, inter- 
nal duties, excises, debts, and demands of every kind due to the United States except 
duties on imports, of all claims and demands against the United States of every kind 
whatsoever except for interest upon bonds and notes, which shall be paid in 
and shall also ee legal tender in payment of all 
ae private within the United States, except duties on imports and interest afore- 


It is clear that while under this resolution the notes would be re- 
ceivable for all dues to the United States, they would be demonetized 
as to demands and dues from the United States, for the language of 
the resolution is that they “shall not be otherwise a legal tender” 
than for dues to the United States. They would not be lawful money 
for the payment of a single dollar of the expenses of the Government, 
or of any debt or demand or salary due to any corporation or indi- 
vidual from the United States, and no person could be required to re- 
ceive them. They would be tender for nothing of public or 
private debt except dues to the United States. In other words, the 
resolution leaves clear the way to get them into the by con- 
tinuing them receivable for all taxes, debts, demands, &c., due the 
Government, but would render it really and truly “impracticable” 
for the honorable Secretary of the Treasury to pay them out or reis- 
sue them, It would bea virtual repeal of the act of May, 1878, which 
requires the notes reissued. If these notes shall circulate at all, after 
being thus demonetized, it must be in competition with the national- 
bank notes, and to show the relative debt-paying powers of the two 
kinds of paper money Lwill read from section 23 of the act known 
as the national-bank act, as follows: 


to the United States, except for duties on im: 
debts and demands owi the United States to individ: hee! aay erle gpd 
ciations within the United States, except interest on the, public debt and in re- 
demption of the national currency. 

Section 32 of the same act provides that every national bank shall 
receive at par the notes of any other national for any debts or 
er ex A due it. 

The legal-tender power of the national-bank notes, it will be per- 
ceived, covers all dues, debts, &c., to the United States except import 
dues, and all debts, dues, and demands owing by the United States ex- 
cept interest on the public debt and the redemption of United States 
notes, and including all that vast amount of private indebtedness 
accruing daily to the national baus in their ae with the people 
and with each other. Why not allow the greenbacks this same range 
of debt-paying power? There can be surely no constitutional objec- 
tion to giving them the same debt-paying power by national- 
bank notes. National-bank notes would also the additional 
value of being redeemable over the bank counters in gold and silver, 
whileGovernment notes could be redeemed only at the national Treas- 
ury and in sums not less than $50, and by a process unknown to one 
in five thousand of the people who handle them. 

Would Government notes thus stripped of their debt-paying power 
and difficult of redemption be accepted when national- notes or 

ld and silver could bedemanded? They would in general business 

valuable for but one I 0 , and that would be to exchange for 
coin, The difficulty to the general business public, remote from the 
Treasury where they are redeemable, of presenting them would throw 
them into the hands of the national banks, most likely at a discount. 
The banks already hold $112,000,000 of these notes as a reserve fund, 
and in due course of business would speedily obtain possession of the 
greater portion of the balance, and, for the double purpose of supply- 
ing themselves with the coin the? would be com to have, and of 
taking them out of circulation and putting their own notes in their 
place, would present them at the roost Se redemption as fast as 
received. The entire volume of backs would thus, and in pay- 
ment of Government dues, go foes into the Treasury, and could not 
be reissued or paid out if the Secretary desired to reissue them, be- 
cause no person will be compelled to receive them in payment of. any 
demand against the Government, nor, of course, would . 
receive them when gold and silver and national-bank notes, much 
better money, could be demanded. Thus they would disap from 
circulation. If I am answered that national-bank notes, though in- 
ferior in money power now to mbacks, are equally current in circu- 
lation, an obvious reply is that the inferiority 1 in mone 
power, if the demonetizing resolution is adopted, will be very muc 
greater than that of national-bank notes to 1 as they now 
are; but the great and controlling reason is that the power of the 
Government and of two thousand and ee national banks is 
and has been sustaining the bank notes, the same power is now 
exerted against the greenbacks to force them into retirement. It is 
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very clear, Mr. President, that any measure, or any combination of 
circumstances which sends the $346,000,000 of outstanding legal-ten- 
der notes to the Treasury for redemption will operate to retire them. 
If reissued when paid, it is as if pet | had not been paid, and the same 
amount remains still to be paid, and so on indefinitely. One hundred 
and fifty-eight million dollars of coin now in the Treasury for resump- 
tion purposes is the largest amount ever there since specie payments 
were resumed, and there has been no time since January 1, 1879, when 
one-half of the greenbacks could have been redeemed Without resort- 
ing to sale of more bonds. When it was desired to maintain them in 
circulation every step possible was taken necessary to inspire confi- 
dence in them; their paying power was enlarged by instructions from 
the Secretary of the T to collectors of customs to receive them 
at par in payment of import duties, although by law nota legal tender 
for such dues, All this was done to prevent their presentation for 
redemption, to make them as good as coin and preferable to coin; and 
the desired result was accomplished. The provision for reissuance 
under such conditions is practicable because the notes are now rarely 
presented for redemption, being preferred to coin because more con- 
venient. 

But when, on the other hand, with a full knowl of the impae: 
ticability of redeeming and reissuing them, and continuing to redeem 
and reissue indefinitely, the Government deliberately dishonors them, 
destroys their power as money, makes them tly inferior not only 
to coin but to other paper money in circulation, as the resolution of 
the honorable Senator from Delaware will do, so as to cause their 
presentation for redemption in the superior money, it is neither more 
nor less than a provision to retire them from circulation, and such I 
take to be the meaning and pu of the resolution. That the 
effect of the resolution, if adopted, will be to effect a y retire- 
ment of the entire volume of legal-tenders, nobody doubts. The 
cembined capital of the country, the national banks, the President, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, and the whole influence of the 
Administration are waging war upon these notes, and the legal-ten- 
der quality, the pba a hay power, alone sustains them. Strike that 
out, and they will sink under the onslanght and disappear from our 
financial system. If the resolution of the honorable Senator from 
Delaware shall be adopted the national banks will be masters of the 
situation. i Bee struggling to obtain a monopoly of the paper 
circulation of the country, which they can expand or contract at 
pleasure. This power carries with it the power to affect the values 
of all property, the wages of labor, and the burden of debts, as they 
may choose to permit money to be scarce or abundant. The exist- 
ence of $346,000,000 of legal-tender Government notes under the con- 
trol of Congress is an effectual check in the interest of ae poopie 
upon the power of these rations. Hence their determin ort 
to remove it. They also wish to remove it in order that they may 
reap the profit to be derived from filling its K with their own 
circulating notes. The entire circulation of the national banks 
on the 3lst of December last is reported by the Comptroller to be 
$340,388,012, nearly six million less in amount than the Government 
notes sought to be demonetized. If they can drive these notes out of 
circulation they will make room to more than double their own note 
circulation; at the same time they become supreme masters of the 
financial affairs of a ee of people. This is a grand stake to 
play for, and all they have to do to win it is to secure the 8 of 
the resolution demonetizing the legal-tender notes. This done, their 
victory is won, their monopoly is complete, and their supremacy is 
eee: All else they desire will follow naturally, easily, and 
speedily. 

The next step, already foreshadowed in the message of the Presi- 
dent, the reports of his Secretary of the Treasury and Comptroller of 
Currency, for they have all or. recommended it, as well as the 
demonetization of greenbacks, will be to stop the coinage of silver. 
To do this will as surely be followed by renewed demonetization of 
that metal as the destruction of the mback notes will from striking 
down their legal-tender quality. The very recommendation, comi 
from the source it does, is well calculated to depreciate silver. A) 
those engaged in the advocacy of the scheme for demonetizing legal- 
tender notes and for stopping the coinage of silver were op to 
the remonetization of silver, even ae limited extent it is now coined, 
and songht to make gold the only standard of value and the only 
lawful money. Gold and national-bank notes will be our only cur- 
rency if they succeed in the measures proposed. This is the “honest 
money,” the “hard money,” of which we hear so much. The silver 
dollar of the United States—made in the ratio of 16 of silver to 1 of 
gold, while the ratio of France, Belgium, Switzerland, Italy, Spain, 
and Germany is 15} of silver to 1 of gold, and the ratio of Holland, 
Great Britain, Ireland, and Portugal is 15,4, of silver to 1 of gold, and 
of Austria 159% of silver to 1 of gold, and of Russia is 15y silver to 1 
of gold—a silver coin which contains a higher proportion of silver than 
the coin of any other country in the world, which has been the 
standard of vaine from 1792 until this time, except for the short 

riod it was demonetized, and United States legal-tender notes, re- 
deemable on demand in coin, at par with coin and preferred by the 
people to coin, are denounced as “soft,” “dishonest” money, and why? 
Because the bondholders and national bankers know that contraction 
such as will result from the destruction of silver as money, and of 
legal-tender notes as money, will lower all values of property and 
labor, and at the same time increase in the same proportion the pur- 


chasing power of the gold interest received on their bonds, and of 
national-bank notes with double circulation, while consolidating and 
centralizing the vast money power of the country into a supreme and 
irresistible force in the affairs of this Government and people. 

Why stop the coinage of silver? The production of silver is declin- 
ing, as reported by the Director of the Mint. The world’s produc- 
tion is estimated at $81,849,300 per annum, and the United States 
produced of that in 1879 $40,812,132, having declined from $45,281,385 
the preceding year. The great mines of Nevada, which in 1878 were 
officially reported to have yielded $47,076,863 of both gold and silver, 
fell in 1879 to a product of only $19,305,473.97 of boti metals. Dur- 
ing the last twenty-five years the Director of the Mint reports that 
India and China have annually absorbed an average of $47,000,000 of 
silver, with no prospect of an abatement of the demand. He says 
further that Europe and America consume in the arts and ornamen- 
tation from twenty-five to thirty-five millions of silver, Add these 
demands together, and to the result add a fair per cent. of the whole 
stock of silver in the world for loss and for abrasion from use of sil- 
ver coin, and it will be found that the amount will exceed the world’s 


annual production. 

To repeat the question in another form, why should the United 
States adopt the or a8 gold standard? There is no oy te about the 
fact that the world’s annual yield of gold has been declining since 
1856, when the highest point of its production was reached, the 
amount being placed by the Director of the Mint at $134,000,000 for 
that year. He gives a table showing the annual product for a num- 
ber of years, commencing with 1 and soning with 1879, for 
which year the product is given at $86,399,858. The United States 
8 of that total 838,899,532 nst $51,206,360 produced in 

878, showing a decline of nearly thirteen million in one year in this 
country alone. Scientific men, who have made the question the sub- 
ject of 8 study, estimate that the annual production of gold 
is only 2 per cent. of the stock of gold in existence, while the annual 
loss from abrasion, accident, and use in the arts is estimated at from 
4 to 6 per cent.; so that the actual supply of gold is sup to be 
diminishing, 5 the ann p iss which itself is 
rapidly declining. The yield of gold declining, and of silver inade- 
quate or not more than adequate to existing demands, yet human 
numbers are increasing and commercial and industrial developments 
are advancing and extending with a rapidity unparalleled heretofore. 
The world must have money to w on, and trade and commerce 
cannot be extended nor industries incressed withont money, and 
money the world will have, for civilization cannot exist without it. 
If ey bapa of silver a margin is left for more bank paper. Leaving 
out the silver in Asia and Africa, which is not supposed to affect com- 
merce, the estimate of Mr. Fawcett, in his work on Gold and Debt, 
is that there is of metallic money in the world $2,150,000,000 of gold 
and $2,350,000,000 of silver, almost equally divided, but with a slight 
preponderance of silver. To demonetize silver means, then, to destroy 
one-half of the world’s money to the t enhancement in value of 
the other half, and the corresponding increase of the burden of debts 
and depression of labor. A recently published work, entitled Hughes 
on the Currency Question, oe the followin in relation to 
the public debts of the world, taken from the Westminster Review of 
January, 1876: 

At the close of the Napoleonic wars, in 1815~20, the public debts 
of the world amounted to $7,650,000,000, 

In 1848, the year of the French revolution, they amounted to 


$8,655,000,000. 

In 1875, after the civil conflict in the United States and the several 
warsin Europe which preceded the Russo-Turkish war, they amounted 
to $22,889,000,000. 

The author adds $1,100,000,000 for the Russo-Turkish war, gener 
the whole aggregate 824,000,000, 000. To this is added, from Poor's 
and from Faweett’s works, railroad indebtedness, and in addition an 
estimate is made of municipal debts, (state, city, county, and town,) 
which bring it up to 1878, as follows: 


Publio debts in 1878: 


r 
Supposing sher figures to give a proximate idea of the trath, it is 


very clear that public indebtedness is 3 at a rate of progres- 
sion which quickens as it advances, and that the uses of money are 
increased in this direction with each year as they are in other expan- 
sions of human affairs. Will there not be other great wars and enor- 
mous increases of the publie debts of the world? Isuggest the ques- 
tion, and leave it for the future to take care of, and deal with the 
troubles of the present. At an average of 5 per cent. interest, the 
enormous sum of seventeen hundred and fifty million annually is 
necessary to pay the interest on the public debts of the world as 
stated above, to say nothing of private debts. 

England, holding the bonds of the world, and owning her public 
debt at home to enhance the value of her credits and the annual in- 
terest on them, demonetized silver. Germany, whose capitalists hold 
the bonds of every country in the world, for the same reason fol- 
lowed in discarding silver. After the enormous public debt of the 
United States was securely funded in bonds, silver, without the 
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knowledge of the country and, for the most part, of the Congress 
which passed the law and of the President who approved it, was de- 
monetized in the interest of the holders of bon The power of 
the bonds, representing the public debts of the world, procured the 
demonetization of silver in order that its millions of annual in- 
terest should be increased invalue. These bonds are chiefly in the 
hands of the world’s bankers, and they also saw in this decrease of 
metallic money an area for the operation of bank paper. 
It was done in the interest of the few and to the oppression of the 
many. Recent events have gone a long way to disclose to European 
thinkers and statesmen that the people who produce have been bur- 
dened more heavily than they can bear for the benefit of the privi- 
leged and moneyed classes. Labor strikes, land agitations, and threat- 
ened famine, communism, socialism, nihilism, and all the other isms 
which express human misery are rampant there, and the legitimate 
consequences, of enormous public debts intensified in their burden 
by the destruction of one-half of the money in which they ought to 
be paid, and the si tion of all industry for want of the money 
thus destroyed to satisfy the greed of a few of the nobility and men 
of wealth. Seeing these things, European opinion is undergoing a 
radical change. rmany has suspended the sale of her discard ed 
silver, and some of her leading statesmen are denying the wisdom of 
having demonetized it ; while some of the best thinkers and ablest 
financial writers in England are advocating a return to bimetallism, 
notably Mr. Henry Hucks Gibbs, late governor of the Bank of Eng- 
land, and one of the representatives of the English government at 
the Paris conference, who joined his colleagues in the adverse report 
made, but has since, in view of the present condition of Euro 
industries, publicly recanted. The patent fact is seen and acknowl- 
edged by all men that depression and stagnation sat upon the United 
States like an incubus until gold was drawn here from ake and 
that the withdrawal of gold from Europe produced the same distress 
in Europe which it relieved here, and the governing classes of Eu- 
rope are being made to see by the inexorable logic of events what 
the practical intelligence of the American people has comprehended 
since 1873, that the commerce and industry of the world in its mar- 
velous growth and extension and the immense burden of debt to be 
paid, demands more money than the gold in existence will furnish, 
and that the single 5 standard cannot be maintained, except by 
loading down all industry to a point where the danger of revulsion 
and revolution and general repudiation becomes imminent. 

In view of these facts it is significant that at this critical juncture 
the enemies of silver remonetization in Europe should be re-enforced 
by the high authority of the President of the United States and his 
Secretary of the Treasury, in official papers laid before Congress, 
recommending in effect an abandonment of silver as money, except 
the insignificant sum of $45,000,000 now coined. The moral force 
of such action from the chief executive officers of the greatest silver- 
producing country in the world, supposed to represent the views 
of the great people who first demanded and enforced the restora- 
tion of silver as money, and to speak from experience of its effects, 
must act with tremendous power apoi the public judgment of Eu- 
rope on the silver question. The advocates of wholesale demoneti- 
zation of mbacks and a cessation of the coinage of silver ground 
their whole argument on the alleged abundance of gold and silver 
coin in the country, and the existence of the balance of foreign trade 
in our favor to keep it here. The Director of the Mint estimates that 
on the first day of November last our stock ted $427,206,852, 
not quite three-fourths of it gold, and the remainder silver, besides 
some fifty millions of gold bullion. It does not seem to be remem- 
bered that the conditions which produced the great inflow of gold 
for three or four years past are abnormal, and in the natural order of 
things cannot continue. The unparalleled depression of trade and 
all the industries, commencing in this country in 1873 and continuin 
until a short time past, enforced with an iron hand the most rigi 
economy upon the re Our own products, which were sold al- 
most at the cost of production, and that too when labor was cheaper 
than ever before, satisfied our home markets, and we bought very 
little abroad ; hence, the importation of foreign goods and products 
fell to a very low figure. The cheapness of our products, our excep- 
tionally abundant crops, and the unprecedented failure of crops for 
two years past in Europe, bringing the people in many parts to the 
ve of famine, conspired, at the same time that our imports were 
e fang off, to increase our exports and bring the balance of 
trade largely in our favor. The extentto which we are indebted for 
this balance to the failures of crops in Europe will be seen when the 
faet is stated that, while the total of our imports for 1879 is $710,439,- 
441, I am informed, ina note from the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, 
that 77.85 per cent. of the amount isforagricultural products, and the 
value of breadstuffs alone exported to meet the extraordinary demand 
is $210,355,528 against $98,743,151 worth of breadstuffs in 1873. And 
it must: be borne in mind that prior to 1873, from the beginning of the 
Government, the balance of trade, except for an occasional year and 
an insignificant amount, at long intervals, has been uniformly against 
us. The annual 5 the balance against us for the ten years 
which ended June 30, 1873, was 8104, 706,922, as shown in the Treasury 


reports. The Secretary of the Treasury says, in his last report, that, 
“with one or two unimportant exceptions, the United States stands 
alone among the commercial nations in having an excess of exports 
over imports of merchandise,” the word merchandise being used to in- 


clude the total of all our imports of every character. This exceptional 
status of the United States, notwithstanding the unprecedented Eu- 

demand for our agricultural products, has been produced in 
much the largest degree by the poverty and enforced economy of our 
people and their consequent inability to buy foreign goods, and the 
cheapness of our own commodities, which excluded foreign goods 
from our markets, as the following table of imports and exports from 
1873 to 1879 will show: 


Net imports, (less re-exports.) 


Merchandise. Coin and bullion. Total 
$624, 689, 727 $10, 777, 909 $635, 407, 636 
550, 556, A, 524, 187 572, 080, 910 
518, 846, 825 12, 625, 704 531, 472, 529 
445, 938, 766 9, 469, 070 455, 407, 836 
438, 518, 130 27, 746, 915 466, 265, 045 
422, 896, 834 B. 143, 074 446, 039, 908 
7 Domestic exports. 


These figures show but little average increase of exports until 1878, 


when the highest figure was reached, and then in excess of the exports 
of 1874 only about $76,000,000, while the falling off of imports is shown 
to be continuous and enormons, thus proving conclusively that the 
balance of trade now and for several years in our favor and the inflow 
of gold from that cause comes, not except in a small degree from in- 
creasing exports, but from a constantly diminishing volume of imports. 
Hard times and bed-rock prices for labor and material cheapened 
everything here to a point which excluded foreign importations as 
nearly as it can possibly be done, while crop failures and famine 
prices in Europe carried there our enormous surplus of agricultural 
products and brought back gold. 

Sir, we cannot base a permanent financial policy upon results from 
such conditions as these, fleeting and transitory as they are, and even 
now in process of being reversed. Under the infiuence of this ab- 
normally increased supply of the precious metals hard times are giv- 
ing place to renewed prosperity, the wages of labor and the price of 
all the products of industry are advancing rapidly, and the time 
seems not far distant when we will have recovered from the recent 
prolonged depression. With the advent of that period will come a 
reversal of the conditions which have given us the heavy trade bal- 


ance and drained European gold into our coffers. The inflow of gold 
is raising high the tide of prosperi 


here, while a corresponding de- 
ression n caused by the outflow there. Prices are raised kre: 
ut lowered there. High prices here will bring low-priced European 
products into our markets, and exclude our commodities from Euro- 
pean markets, except such agricultural products as they are com- 
pelled to buy. Extravagance, which ever accompanies prosperity, 
will take the pao of that economy which adversity forced upon us, 
and was the chief factor in the change which has occurred. 

The result probably will be a re-establishment of the trade balance 
against us and a reactionary outflow of gold, to be increased by the 
amount of interest on the public debt, because our bonds will not 
remain here, where money is worth 6 and 8 and 10 per cent. interest, 
but will go abroad where 4 per cent. is regarded as a good investment. 

Iread from the London Times of December 1 on this subject in 
support of this view : 

The money that has flowed in such profusion from Ree ye 1 Ma ings die pee 
cannot always remain there. Its 5 soon be felt in a rise of prices 
throughout the Union, and as soon as d rise has been established a demand for 
E goods will follow, and the current of money from the east to the west 
RAA FĂ of the Atlantio will be arrested, if not reversed. A process jof this 
kind cannot be baa red within a week or a month, but its development may be 
anticipated as confidently as the movement of the tides. 

Also from the New York Herald of December 2: 

As soon as prices rise high enough a flood of foreign goods will come pouring 
into the country. The drain of money from Europe will lower prices there, infla- 
tion will enhance them here, and European commodities can be sold at a high profit 
in our market. Then the resumption experiment will begin to be tested ; then the 
tide of money will begin to flow back into Europe, and backs will be offered 
at the Treasury to procure gold for exportation. If, after the stream is turned, 
there should be a prospect of short crops in America and an abundant harvest in 
Europe, it will require all Mr. Sherman's skill to weather the change. The Gov- 
ernment is trusting altogether too much to luck and accident. 


Truer words were never written than these. The supreme test of 
our financial policy has yet to come. Europe, taught as we were in 
the school of oie is preparin now to renew the struggle for 
the gold, the loss of which destroyed her prosperity, and the gain of 


which built up our own. The struggle will be a desperate one, such 
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as famine and want and misery drive men to make. It can be kept 
here by perpetuating the conditions through which it was acquired, 


by making money scarcer, cheapening agricultural products, cheap- 
ening labor, raw material, and consequently manufactured products, 
so as to compete with European pauper labor, as we were driven to 
do in the terrible years succeeding 1873. To do this the value of 
money must be increased, its purchasing power must be inflated. To 


demonetize the legal-tender currency, and stop the coinage of silver. 
or either of these measures, will produce this result. T. priy of 
those who advocate these measures involves a sacrifice at the hands 


of the great mass of the people for the benefit of a favored few alike 
unreasonable and unnecessary. 

The producers who create the wealth of this country cannot, will 
not, and ought not to sanction a policy such as this, which would en- 
slave them for all future time to the rapacity of 5 and 
reduce them to the level of starving European labor. Han ee 
as they were by legislation which increased the burden of all debt, 

ublie and private, when gold had fled the country and silver was 

estroyed as money, with only legal-tender greenbacks they rescued 
the country from impending ban tcy and have placed it upon a 
foundation of solid prosperity, and they can and will maintain it there 
against all competition, if we will only let the legal-tender currency 
remain as it is and give them what they have so often and vainly de- 
manded, free coinage of silver. If, instead of disarming them in front 
of the enemy, when about to receive his eh , as the demonetizing 
process proposes to do, we place in their hands every weapon of defense 
within our reach, we can rely confidently on them to meet the onset 
successfully. 

There is no inflation of valnes. As evidence of it the Director of 
the Mint, in a carefully prepared table, shows that gold has been con- 
stantly increasing in value since 1873. The existing partial remon- 
etization of ere has not cheeked this LOODE table shows 
that a piece of go ing a purchasing power of ninety-one cents 

p a poe 


in 1874, in 1879 a purchasing power of $1.16. Advancing value 
for gold means receding value for commodities and labor. There is 
no inflation of anything, then, except gold. One dollar of gold will 


buy one-third more of labor or commodities than it would in 1874. 
This ought to satisfy even the New York bankers; still they are 
not satisfied and want further inflation of gold. I am opposed to 
inflation of either 8 or commodities, but, if one or the other must 
need be inflated, I prefer it to be the latter. But if it were true 
that we have too much money in circulation and all values were 
inflated, why not curtail the national-bank issues, which cost the 
people money to sustain, and let alone the United States notes, which 
cost nothing while in circulation, but nearly two-thirds of which 
will have to be funded into interest-bearin 
there is only coin enough in the Treasury to 
one-third of them ? banks are steadily 
circulation, as the Comptroller in his report informs us, having in- 
creased it $14,742,503 during the year 1879. The backs are cer- 
tainly the most economical circulation, for surely it is cheaper to use 
them as money than it is to put them into bonds and pay interest on 
them. If, as alleged, the volume of currency should act automatic- 
ally and e d or contract as business demands, we will always 
need more t $346,000,000 of paper, that being the amount of Gov- 
ernment notes. Let that alone, and let the circulation respond 
to the vibrations of trade. 

Again, the legal-tender notes hold the volume of circulation steady. 
It is a breakwater between it and the fluctuations of coin, as it eb 
and flows out and into the country. The coin may leave the country 
now and the volume of circulation need not be dimini because 
ee axa: Pia banks as good as coin. The national ury 

tolook out for gold to keep the mbacks at par, but the banks 
need have no care for it, and would in a great degree be undisturbed 
by its movements. But when greenbacks are demonetized, the bank 
circulation will be sensitive to every movement of coin, and must 
conform to its fluctuations. In other words, the demonetization of 
nbacks will subject the financial affairs of this country to all the 
ocks and convulsions produced by the erratic movements of coin 
in the commercial world, which in a great measure they now protect 
us from. If we should actually lose our coin, as we have done be- 
fore, and as E has recently done, a crash and general bank- 
ruptey, from which the legal-tenders would in a great measure save 
the country, would surely ensue if they are demonetized. As a 
banking basis, these notes now fill exactly the place of gold. They 
will remain at home under circumstances which would carry the gold 
away. They will protect the banks and people against European 
panies, will be “lawful money” when gold has fled, and sustain the 
country in adversity, as they have done since 1873, and harm nobody ; 
on the contrary, bless everybody who can get them in prosperity; a 
tried, true, trusty friend in adversity as in prosperity, that will stay 
with us if every bank in Europe should break or should become 
gorged with gold. Why should we abandon this currency? Es- 
ially why abandon it at this time, when our exports are diminish- 
and our imports rapidly increasing, with a prospect in the not 
far distant future of having the balance of trade re-established 
against us, and a consequent scarcity of coin? This currency, sir, is 
one of the very few good things that the war brought the workin, 
penie of this country, and I am in favor of holding on to it, 
ping the volume up to full $346,000,000 by reissuing from time to 


ma little more than 
nding their note 


bonds if retired, for | we 


time enough new notes to supply the place of all that may have been 
lost or destroyed. In addition to all this, these notes are a check 
upon the power of the banks over the people, which the people’s rep- 
resentatives should never surrender. 

Whence comes the demand for the destruction of the legal-tender 
currency ? Not from those who raised the agricultural products which 
constitute 77.85 per cent. of the vast volume of exports which has 
brought a goiana current into the country; not from the people who 
redeemed the misfortunes of the country with labor, and, invoking the 
statesmanship of the plow, won back the prosperity whicha different 
character of statesmanship lost; not from the people who cast 
four-fifths of the votes in the election of officers to administer the 
Government; no, sir; all these protest against it; but from bankers, 
merchants, factors, railroad presidents, transportation agents, insur- 
ance men, money and stock traders and brokers, &c., who grow rich 
from handling the wealth which others have roduced—all good men 
and doing a perfectly legitimate business which must be done by some- 
body, but knowing well how to take care of their own interests. 
When a few days ago the honorable and justly honored Senator from 
New York, whose seat is near me, rose in his place and presented a 
mammoth petition signed er hundred gentlemen of the city 
of New York including presidents of national banks, merchant princes 
and rai kings, large holders of gold aero Daia bonds, 
money and stock brokers and traders, and a few pursuing other pro- 
fessions and avocations, praying that the | -tender quality be 
stricken from the iach noken. I was forcibly reminded of the 
warning given the American people in his celebrated farewell address, 
elparo pablin sutyies. arpar Aragao barage o gtoa Besi 
tin public servi y w Jackson, the great e of t. 
people's democracy. Twill read from it: 


It is one of the serious evils of our present system of banking that it enables 
class umeérous one, by its control over the cur- 


force. 


but they have no or active correspondence with those who are en 
similar pursuits in secre they have but little patronage to give to 


and exercise but a small of infinence over it; they have no crowd of depend- 
to gor rich without labor, 
‘2 alwa: 


, men who love liberty, and desire nothing but equal rights and equal laws, and 
who, moreover, hold the great mass of our national w although it is dis- 
tributed in moderate amounts among the of who it. But 


a paper currency w 
tions with exclusive 
ther for their benefit; unless 

‘on become more watchful in your States, check this spirit of monopoly and 
thirst you will in the end find that the most important 


natural associates, mono 
res, have al: y struck their roots deep in the soil, and it will 
our efforts to check its further growth and eradicate the evil. The men w. 
y the abuses and desire to perpetuate them will continue to besiege the halls of 
legislation in the General Government as well as in the States, and will seek by 
every artifice to mislead and deceive the public servants. 


I read again from his message vetoing the bank bill, to show that 
among all the changes which have occurred since Jackson’s time, 
human nature has remained the same : 


It is to be that the rich and powerful too often bend the acts of Gov- 
ernment to their selfish purposes. Distinctions in society will always exist under 
just government. uality of talents, of education, or of wealth cannot be 
produced by human institutions. In the full enjoyment of the giftsof heaven, and 
the fruits of superior ind: , economy, and e, every man is equally entitled 
to protection by law. But when the laws undertake to add to these natural and 
ust advan: artificial distinctions, to grant titles, gratuities, and exclusive priv- 
eges, to make the rich richer, and the t more powerful, the humble members 
of society, the farmers, mechanics, and laborers, who have neither the time northe 
means of securing like favors to themselves, have a right to complain of the injus- 

tice of their Government. x 2 

< . è . 3 * 

should teach us wisdom. Most of the difficulties our Government 


now encounters, and most of the dangers which impend over our Union, have sp 
from an abandonment of the legitimate objects of government by our pational 


3 and the adoption of 2 as are embodied in this act. Many 
our rich men have not been con with equal protection and ee ho 

attem 0 
desires we have, in the results of our legislation, arrayed. section 
against ý against interest, and man against man, in a fearful com- 
motion, which threatens to shake the foundations of our Union. 

Suppose the prayer of the petitioners from New York is granted 
and the legal-tender currency is retired, do we get gold and silver in 
its place? By no means. We will see its place filled, of course, with 
national-bank notes. Yet in the war made on legal-tender notes the 

ple are sought to be deluded with the cry of “hard money,” when 


n truth it issought to destroy silver (which is half of the hard money) 
a only to replace both with national-bank notes—na- 
ti - lace of silver, national-bank notes in place of 

and national-bank notes in place of gold, if 


onal-bank notes in 
legal-tender greenbac: 
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that, under changed conditions, shall flee the country as it did after 
1873. The country must have money of some sort, and if the resolu- 
tion of the honorable Senator from Delaware is adopted, and the 
recommendation of the President and Secretary of the er to 
stop the coinage of silver shall be adopted, we will have left a little 
gold locked up in bank vaults and a great flood of national-bank 
notes in circulation among the people. This is the “ -money” 
feast to which the people are invited. State banks of issue have 
been taxed ont of existence, and not one is left, in order to create a 
monopoly for national banks; and now the people’s currency, issued 
and backed by the people’s Government, redeemable on demand in 
coin, at par with coin, the safest and soundest currency in the world, 
the creation of necessity, molded by the circumstances of nearly 
twenty years of change and revolution to fit the times successively 
from flagrant war to profound peace under burdens inherited from 
war, perfected by the wisdom of rience, tried by the country 
and found good in every crisis, 3 t to e Yo to make way 
for more national-bank notes, and all in the name of “hard money, 

“honest money.” Money cannot be “hard” or “honest” money ac- 
cording to this theory, which does not rob the laborer and producer 
and enrich the banker. A few democrats are found who eall this a 
return to the principles of good old Jacksonian democracy. If Andrew 
Jackson, Martin Van Buren, and their compeers who believed that 
the United States Bank with a capital of $40,000,000, surrounded by 
eee State banks, was too powerful; that it corrupted the press 
and 3 to rule the Government; that it was about to acquire 
a controlling influence in politics to be used for its own gain and 
the people's o ion; that by its power to expand or contract the 
currency at pleasure it could worry and distress the people and bend 
them to subserviency and through that means control elections, and 
was therefore dangerous to the liberties of the country as well as 


its material in and for that reason, in the name of the demo- 
cratic people of the United States, of whom they were distinguished: 
lead overthrew it—if they could be reanimated and could hear 


ers, 
the principles of the democracy invoked in behalf of a measure which 
will destroy the only check in the hands of the people upon the power 
of a system of bank corporations animated by a common k popoya and 
common interests, possessed of ag te capital, including surplus, 
amounting to $570,000,000 and with power of indefinite ex ion, 
besides large amounts of public money always on deposit with them 
a huge, overshadowing monopoly to which cigs objection they 
to the of the United States will apply with twenty-fold force, 
beside which the bank they devoted the years of their lives to 
crushing out was utterly insignificant, they would come to the con- 
clusion that the principles of the democratic party had undergone a 
tremendous revolution since they led the party. Andrew Jackson was 
the ardent advocate not of gold alone but of gold and silver money, as 
the people of my State are and as I am and have ever been; but every 
word or line to be found in his state papers on the subject is coupled 
with expressions of undying e Bs anational as the great- 
est enemy to free government that ever taken root in American 
institutions; and his messages and farewell address teem with the 
most 5.0 ee warnings to the people against the danger from such 
powerful corporations. 

The reserves of the national banks in the city of New York alone, 
whence the mammoth petition referred to came, are one-third larger 
in amount than the entire capital of the Bank of the United States, 
which Jackson slew because, he said, its existence was incompatible 
with popular liberty and representative government. 

Sir, this country is corporation-ridden already, without aggrandiz- 
ing them further, A 

read again from Jackson’s farewell address. This address was 
issued upon the retirement of that great man from a long life of dis- 
tinguished and honored public service. It was issued when he was 
going back to the Hermitage. It was his last word of warning and 
of K vice, his last precept tothe American people. I ask attention 
to it: 

e “wor 3 the to ger of the United 3 was 8 rrr Gras 
gress ec 0 emes © * system, an vo to 

ition — have struggled to obtain trom the 9 of the Federal 
Boverament down to the present hour. immen: pital and peculiar privi- 
y over the other banks in 


not destroy, the business of any one of them which . — incur its resentment; and 
tself the power of regulating t 
asserted (and 


or hoe, Sa a general contraction, of the circulating medium, according to its 
own will. 


vency and means of business, and w. 
to propitiate the favor of the money power 

in its service. The result ot the ill-advised le tion which established this 
monopoly was to concentrate the whole moneyed power of the Union, with its 
boundless means of corruption and its numerous dependents, under the direction 
and command of one acknowledged head, thus organizing this particular interest 
as one body, and securing toit unity and concert of action throughout the United 
States, and enabling it to Dang forward upon any occasion its entire and undi- 
vided strength to supportor t any mensuro of the Government. In the bands 
of this formidable power, thus 8 organized, was also placed unlimited 
dominion over the amount of the circula medium, giving it power to —— 
late the value of property and the fruits of labor in every quarter of the Union, 


and to bestow prosperity or bring ruin u an or section of the country, as 
ht best comport with Seming ruin spon eater’ ~ 


o are not left to conjecture how the moneyed power, thus organized, and with 
such a weapon in its hands, would be likely to use it. The and alarm 
which pervaded and agitated the whole conntry when the Bank of the United States 
waged war upon the people in order to compel them to submit to its demands, can- 
not yet be forgotten. The ruthless and uns g temper with which whole cities 
and communities were ce ip iag ividuals im ed and ruined, and a scene 
of cheerful ty suddenly changed into one of gloom and despondency, ought 
to be in ly impressed on the memory of the le of the United States. If 
such was its power in a time of peace, what would it not have been in a season of 
war, with an enemy at your doors! No nation but the freemen of the United 
States could have come out victorious from such a contest; yet, if you had not con- 
quered, the Government would haye passed from the hands of the many to the 
hands of the few; and this organized money power, from its secret conclave, would 
have dictated the choice of your highest officers, and compelled you to make peace 
or war, as best suited their own wishes. The forms of your Government might 
for a time have remained, but its living spirit would have departed from it. 


I read from Jackson's fifth annual message: 


It being thus established by unquestionable proof that the Bank of the United 
States was converted into a permanent clectioneering engine, it appeared to me that 
the path of duty which the executive department of the Government ought to = 
sue was not doubtful. As by the terms of the bank charter no officer but the 
diy N to le LOE exerted c A et tm SIPON maa 

ty oug atonce exer vot corporation of the support an 
countenance of the Government in such a use of its funds and such an exertion of 
ts power. 

Tat this — * of the case the question is distinctly presented, whether the People 
of the United States are to govern through representatives chosen by their un 
ased suffrages, or whether the power and money of a great corporation are to be se- 
cretly exerted to influence their judgmentand control their decisions. It must now 
be determined whether the bank is to have its candidates for all offices in the 
country, from the highest te the lowest, or whether candidates on both sides of po- 
litical questions shall be brought forward as heretofore, and supported by the usual 
means. At this time tho efforts of the bank to control public opinion through the 
distresses of some and fears of others are equall by Lp and, ible, more ob- 
jectionable. By a curtailment of its accom ns, more rapid than any emer- 
Ei ia ar and even while it retains specie to an almost un ented amount 

n its ts, it is attempting to produce great embarrassment in one portion of the 
oamenii, while through presses known to have been sustained by its money it 
attempts by unfounded alarms to create a panic in all. 

These are the means by which it seems to expect that it ean force a restoration of 
the deposits, and, as a necessary consequence, extort from Congress a renewal of 
its charter. 5 to know h the good sense of our people, the 
effort to get nes & © hitherto failed, and that throngh the increased nccom.- 
modations w State banks have been enabled to afford, no public distress has 
followed the exertions of the bank; and it cannot be doubted that the exercise of 
its power and the expenditure of its money, as well as its efforts to spread ground- 
less alarm, will be met and rebuked as they deserve. In my own sphere of duty, 
I should feel myself called on by the facts disclosed to order a scire facias st 
the bank, with a view to put an end to the chartered rights it has so palpably vio- 

charter itself ecision would prob- 


were it not that the will expire as soon as a d pro 
ably be obtained from tho court of last resort. 
And again, from his celebrated protest spread on the records of the 


Senate, against a vote of censure for removal of the deposits: 


The Bank of the United States, a great moneyed monopoly, had attempted to 
obtain a renewal of its charter by controlling the elections of the people and the 
action of the Government. The use of its corporate funds and power in that at- 
tempt was fully disclosed; and it was made known to the President that the cor- 
= was putting in train the same course of measures with the view of mak- 

g another rous effort, through an interference in the election of thé people, 
to control 42 opinion and to force the Government to yield to its demands. 
fy ehun ts corruption of the its violation of its charter, its exclusion of 
the ernment directors from its proceedings, its neglect of duty, and arrogant 

retensions, made it, in the opinion of the President, incompatible with the public 
terest and the safety of our institutions that it should be longer employed as 
the fiscal agent of the Treasury. 

The Senate censured but the people sustained him, and have can- 
nonized his memory. 

Such are the views which the greatest leader of the democratic 
party since the days of Jefferson labored for a life-time to impress 
upon the people of the United States, and such the principles which 
. his administration of this Government. The changes which 

ave occurred since, seem only to illustrate the profound sagacity 
and patriotism of the illustrious statesman who bequeathed them as 
a 5 to his countrymen. The t railway corporations whose 
ro span and gridiron the continent, and are the carriers of our 
vast internal commerce, being rapidly consolidated and concentrated 
in a few hands when“ profits are pooled” to the utter destruction of 
competition, with unlimited power to tax the nfurketable pe of 
the country, which have to this time defied every effort to bring them 
under control of the people’s Government, had then no existence, nor 
had the thousand other methods of using corporate power which have 
been since developed. Then no power existed in less than a half 
dozen railroad presidents to meet in secret conclave as they do now 
with blinds closed and curtains drawn, and by raising their tariff of 
charges impose a tax amounting to hundreds of millions of dollars on 
the products of labor, to which the people are compelled to submit, 
which imposed by a law of Con, would almost drive them toa 
rebellion, Vast combinations of capital, corporate and otherwise, 
which now, under a most oppressive tariff, exact bounties from the 
people averaging $40 for every $100 they expend for any purpose, not 
excepting even the very iron over which their products are rolled to 
market, then were h dreamed of. 

The prophetic vision of Jackson pierced the future as that of no 
other did, and we feel it and know it, because the greatest question 
now pressing for solution upon the American people is, not how to 
subject corporate and money power to the people’s will, but how to 

revent these powers from dominating the Government of the people. 
he Paana bank system, the most powerful aggre ation of corpo- 
rate powers in the world, based on Government the property 
of private individuals, controlled by officers and directors in whose 
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of the 
harmony 
with the balance, or the whole must stop. It is the depositary and fis- 
cal agency of the Government; it is the connecting link which trans- 
mite the power of concentrated capital to the pon where it controls 
the test Department of the Government. It is the Briareus whose 
hun hands grasp the machinery of the Department, and 
rules it in his own interest. There is no important tinancial operation 
that can be executed by the Government without the consent and 
tion of the national banks; their negative will defeat any 

move proposed by the Srey of the Treasury. He dare not antag- 
onize them. They have put silver under the ban in their clearance- 
honses, and boldly defied the national authority, which by law has 
declared it a legal tender, and the Secretary of the Treas had to 
succumb. They are bold, aggressive, and defiant, and claim the right 
to rule the people through a control of the values of their property 
and the burden of their debts, and to dictate in their own interest a 
policy which will enrich them at the expense of the producers of the 
country. Active ped agents, their immense power is exerted in 
every election in favor of those who will advance their interests, and 
against those who oppose them. Hon. Moses W. Field, of Michigan, 


election the Government has no voice, is nevertheless a 
ey of the Treasury Department, which must run 


is reported as saying in a speech a few years ago: 
The Forty-third Con; to which I 2 was com of three hundred 
and seventy-nine mem In this number there were lumbermen, thirteen 


manufacturers, seven fourteen merchants, t ers, 

one land surveyor, one priest, one professor of Latin, one doctor of laws, one bar- 
ber, one mechanic, ninety-nine la and one hundred 

which included stockholders in natjonal banks. 

This statement, which I presume is correct, will give some idea of the 
immense political influence wielded by these corporations, permeating 
the whole country as they do with their crowdsof officials and depend- 
ents, and their power over the press, and we can understand from it 
the reason for the earnest vigor with which Andrew Jackson de- 
nounced the bunk of the United States for using its money and power 
to influence the people and control elections. It is the power of the 
banks which up to this time has defeated the thrice-repeated demand 
of the people forfree coinage and full restoration of silver, and, while 
nominally legal-tender money, has reduced it to insignificance in the 
business and commerce of the country. The reason is plain: the less 
silver we have the greater the room for bank-notes. ey denounce 
silver as dishonest money, because silver bullion is discounted slightly 
by the side of gold; but that power demonetized silver in 1873 when 
silver ontvalued gold three cents on the dollar. Thoy will not have 
it on any terms if to be avoided. 

But one single thing remains to be done to make these 5 
supreme over all the Iabor and all the values of all sae poop in this 

t recy and that is to demonetize the $346,000,000 of -ten- 
er notes. The money circulation placed thereby exclusively in their 
control, its volume to be expanded or contracted at their pleasure 
the last remaining check upon their power will be gone, and they will 
be the completest and most powerful monopoly that ever existed 
under any government. Once intrenched in power it can never be 
dislodged. It would perpetuate the public debt on which it is based. 
Itself a centralized power, if would for its own protection consolidate 
all political power in a strong central government and be aided in 
the work for the same s purpose y the other great corporations. Ifthe 
strong man with mailed d shall ever come tò erect an imperial 
throne over the ruins of popular liberty in America, which God for- 
bid, the way will have been prepared and he will come atthe bidding 
of 5 „concentrated capital. I will never add by vote or act 
of mine to this already overgrown and overshadowing power. If a 
stand is ever to be made against it, at least it is not too early tomake 
it. The real issue is between the money power and the people. This 
issue, sir, extends far beyond any mere question of money; it involves 
the continuance of free representative government and popular lib- 
erty. We cannot doubt this if we heed the solemn admonitions of one 
of the wisest and most far-seeing patriots who ever impressed him- 
self upon the history of this or any other country. Whatever may be 
the opinion of the duty of the Government in respect to furnishing a 
sound currency for the people, there can be no doubtof a ount 
duty to protect the country against the danger of domination by cor- 
8 of its own creation. Wherever such danger exists the aie 
uty arises to remove it, and if no other means can be devised it would 
be far better that the Government issue itself the volume of paper 
needed by the country and abolish the national banks. 

It is aly better to have paper issued directly by the Govern- 
ment than build up in our midst a banking power which, in the ex- 
perience of some of the wisest men, is a standing and growing men- 
ace to the liberties of the people. That the Government can consti- 
tutionally issue a currency less expensive and more safe than any 
other I have no doubt. The question before the Senate and the coun- 
try now is as to the expediency of doubling the circulation, and con- 
sequently doubling the power of the national banks, already too pow- 
erful to controlled, by demonetizing legal-tender notes, for this 
would be the effect of the adoption of the resolution of the honorable 
Senator from Delaware. All who favor hard money must oppose this 
measure, because if will install in undisputed power a force hostile 
to silver, one-half of the hard money of the world, and will visit the 
little we have of it with swift destruction. All who believe in the 
democracy of Andrew Jackson, who crushed out the old national 
bank, and of his successor in the presidential office and in the leader- 


ship of the democratic party, Martin Van Buren, whose battle-cry in 
the contest resulting in his election was “ Eternal hostility to a na- 
tional bank,” should oppose this measure. All who believe that “mo- 
nopolies and perpetuities are et to the genius of a free govern- 
ment” and that no power should be tolerated which 9 proves 
will corrupt the press and destroy the freedom of elections should 
oppose if. All who believe in the old democratic maxim of “ equal 
rights for all and special privileges for none” and are opposed to ex- 
ercising the powers of Government to enrich and make powerful a 
few at the expense of the many and are opposed to class legislation 
should oppose it. All who desire the supremacy of the great body 
of the people in the affairs of this Government and the unshackled 
influence of that great bulwark of free government, a free press, 
unawed and uncorrupted by the porer of money, of organized corpo- 
rate capital, should opposeit. All who believe in the wisdom of Jack- 
son’s solemn warning against the power of banks, the evils of bank 
paper, the danger lurking in great corporations to free government 
and the people’s liberties, verified as they have been by the expe- 
rience of more than half a century, should oppose it. These, sir, 
are my profound convictions, and while I freely concede the highest 
purity of purpose, of patriotism, and of conviction to every gentleman 
on this floor who holds opposing views, I must maintain them. I 
believe this a question which should be discussed, and the country 
aroused to an . of its importance, for none greater, involy- 
ing as it does the essential principles of free government, can chal- 
lenge the popular intelligence. No consideration of party expedienc: 
should be permitted to hide it from the people, whose liberties an 
whose substance as well are involved in its proper and speedy solution. 

The people of the State I have the honor in part to represent on 
this floor, sir, so far as I have been able with opportunities to 
learn their views, are opposed to all extremes in finance. They are 
opposed to the absolute or fiat money theory, and believe it a delu- 
sion and a snare, not much more vicious and destructive, however, than 
the other extreme, which would destroy silver and erect the single 
gold standard. They believe in the middle ground between these 
two extremes, a constitutional gold and silver currency, with as full 
money power and as free 3 for silver as for wou and oppose 
a paper money except that which is at par with coin and redeem- 
able at the will of the holder in coin. They do not believe tbat the 
Government has now the constitutional power to issue paper money 
which shall be a 1 tender for private debt, but that the legal-ten- 
der notes now in circulation are, for the reasons I have given, valid 
and constitutional, and are unalterably opposed to their demonetiza- 
tion. They favor an honest, bona fide payment of the public debt in 
accordance with the terms of the Government contract with the hold- 
ers liberally and justly interpreted. They are profoundly attached 
to our free Government, and jealous of any power which may endan- 
ger its stability or change its character, and are therefore opposed, as 
well as for economic reasons, to the existing system of national banks 
and to any increase of their already dangerous power. They view 
with alarm the growing power of corporations and centralized capi- 
tal, and fear, if not checked, that the substance if not the form of our 
Government will be overthrown. It is needless to say that I concur 
most heartily in all these views. 

INTEREST ON ARREARAGES OF TAXES. 


Mr. WHYTE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. HARRIS. Senate joint resolution No. 64 was unanimously 
reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia last Mon- 
2 I desire to put it upon its p e. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. INGALLs in the chair.) Does 
the Senator from Maryland yield to the Senator from Tennessee ? 

Mr. . Yes, sir; if it will only take a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution indicated by him. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in the Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. R. No. 64) 
extending the provisions of the first section of an act entitled “An 
act fixing the rate of interest upon arrearages of general taxes and 
assessments for special improvements now due to the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for a revision of assessments for special improvements, 
and for other p approved June 27, 1879. It extends the pro- 
visions of the first section of the act named so as to ‘apply to all gen- 
eral taxes in arrear on the Ist of July, 1879, and to all special assess- 
ments due the District of Columbia and which may be paid on or be- 
fore the Ist of July, 1880. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask that the first section of the act which the joint 
resolution pro to extend be read, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be reported by the Secretary. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the rate of interest to be collected of any person owing 

of eral taxes, or assessments for special improvements now due to, 
and the liens for which are held by, the District of Columbia shall be 6 per cent. 
per annum in lieu of the rate and penalties now fixed by law: i his pro- 
vision yar tl only to taxes and assessments paid on or before the Ist day of 


October, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
pr to igs to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
an $ 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. WHYTE. I now renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and fifteen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock 
and fifteen minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 22, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. SAMUEL 
Domer, pastor of Saint Paul's English Lutheran church, Washing- 
ton, D. C. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


Mr. HAWK. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent that Gen- 
eral John C. Smith, State treasurerof the State of Illinois, be admit- 
ted to the prirna of the floor of the House to-day and to-morrow. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

PRINTING OF A PETITION. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to have a preamble and resolution 
which I hold in my hand, signed by 500 citizens of the county of 
Greene, in the State of Illinois, on the subject of the action of Con- 
gress on a measure now before it, printed in the RECORD. I should 
not make this request, but the resolutions are new and contain some- 
thing of interest to every member of the House. I therefore ask that 
the petition be read and printed in the RECORD. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the petition. 

Mr. McMAHON. Irise to a question of inquiry. Has consent been 
asked for the presentation of petition ? 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not understand that the Speaker has asked the 
House whether there is objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know how any member can 
object until he knows what it is in reference to which unanimous 
consent is asked. 

Mr. KEIFER. We onl 

Mr. SINGLETON, of 
tion has been read ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I object. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of ois. Certainly, Mr. Speaker, the ordinary 
rule would 1 that silence gives consent. 

The SPEAKER. It has been ruled often that a member reserves 
the right to object until the subject in reference to which unanimous 
consent has been asked has been placed before the House so he may 
know whether he will object or not. 

Mr. WEAVER. It has been almost read and I hope there will be 
no objection to it. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made the petition is not before 


want to reserve the 5 5 to object. 
ois. Is it in order to object after the peti- 


the House. 

Mr. MCMAHON. This is too serious a body to have a petition like 
that read here crepes a body of our fellow-citizens. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, There is nothing so serious on which, 


ae there is no place in which, the people have not the right to be 


Mr. MCMAHON. It is a slur on the other e number of men 
who have sent in peanas here by the hundred and thonsand in favor 
of the Weaver bil 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Ido not know how the tleman 
can know it is such a slur when he has not heard the petition read. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to submit for adoption at this time a report from the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia. a 

Mr. MCMAHON. I desire to bon ERF 

The SPEAKER. There is another ee now before the House. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I desire only to say, Mr. Speaker, that the gentle- 
man from Illinois showed me 5 a memorial which I supposed 
was the one now pending, and before it was read wanted to object so 
it might not go upon the RECORD. It was a memorial against the 
Weaver bill and 1 it. 
* SPEAKER. Objection being made it would not go upon the 

CORD. 

Mr. MCMAHON. The gentleman now informs me—— 

Mr. SINGLETON, of ois. That it is a very different thing. 

Mr. McMAHON. And, therefore, I withdraw objection. 

The SPEAKER. Another subject is now before the House, and the 
Chair will recognize the gentleman from Illinois afterward. 


PRICE OF GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island, by unanimous consent, from the 


Committee for the District of Columbia, reported the following pre- 
amble and resolution; which were read, considered, and to: 


Whereas C has undertaken by legislation to regulate the quality and 
price of illuminating. gas manufactured and Sold in the District of Combia and 


tter and spirit of the wee of 


r $ 
ved by the House of ä United States, That the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia are hereby directed to inquire into the alleged 
infractions of law by the said Washington Gas-Light Company, and also to inquire 
what further legislation, if any, is necessary to secure to the Government of the 
United States and to the people of the District of Columbia a better and cheaper 
gas supply, and for this purpose the said committee are authorized to employ an 
expert and send for persons and pa and to ropot by bill or otherwise, the 
expenses of the inquiry not to ex $200, to be paid from the contingent fund of 


IMPROVEMENT OF OCONTO HARBOR. 


Mr, POUND, by unanimous consent, presented a memorial of the 
common council and board of trade of the city of Oconto, in the State 
of Wisconsin, for the improvement of the harbor adjacent to said 
city; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


THE WEAVER BILL. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I now ask, Mr. ker, by unani- 
mous consent, as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Mc ON] has with- 
drawn his objection, to present the petition of 500 officers and soldiers 
and sailors of the county of Greene, in the State of Illinois, praying 
for the passage of the Weaver bill, and to ask that it be printed in 
the RECORD and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, the petition will be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and printed in the 
Recorp without the names. 

The petition is as follows: 


Gnrxxn County, State or ILLIXOLS, January 10, 1880. 


We, undersigned officers, soldiers, and sailors of the Union Army in the late war 
of the rebellion, in 8 assembled at Carrollton, in the aforesaid county, 
eo pun 75 Congress and subscribe our names to the following preambles 
and resolutions: 

Whereas all good men and true patriots, with whom the national su ; 
unity, and ity were at heart, and who u the President's call volun 
responded in defense of the nation, at the ice of family ties and everything 
that man held dear; and 

Whereas the time has come when the Government of the United States should 
do justice to the officers, soldiers, and sailors who served and defended the national 
honor in the war of the rebellion, and who were paid in greenbacksata | bape de- 
3 value, while all other creditors of the Government ware paid in gold or 

ts equivalent; and 
ereas we deem it an act of justice to pay the officers, soldiers, and sailors, as 
set forth in the bill introduced by Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, and now pending before 
Congress at Washington: The 

Beit That we earnestly request our Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress (without regard to political parties) to this most just and righteous 
measure, in justice tothe men who periled their lives and home interests in defend- 
ing the Union, Constitution, and integrity of our Government in the nation’s dark- 
est hour of trialand danger, 1 support all honorable measures 
tending to an honest adjustment of our just claim; and 

Be it further resolved, That we now organize all over the nation, and that a record 
of the action of the respective members of 5 as to their respective 

ture reference. 


the House. 


JAMES W. aaraa o 8 y sat ty bia ie 
names subseri — 55 resen m 
bodied in the Weaver bi j 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. SCALES. Mr. S er, I rise to a mal explanation. I 
find in the Daily Herald the following editorial, which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WHAT IT WILL COST. 
The proposition of one of the North Carolina statesmen in 


the eof the bill. In order to con how insigniticant the 
expenditure really is, in view of the advan to be reaped by all our citi. 
zens from a daily perusal of the document in qui we have been at the tron- 
ble of making a few rough calculations on the subject. The cost of printing and 
circulating the Record would be nearly as follows: 


In round numbers the amount would be about $2,000,000 a week, not 838 
to $6,000,000. 


Mr. SCALES. Mr. Speaker, that was published in the Herald of 
last Friday; and I say for myself, and I think I can say for eva 
North Carolina member, that no such bill or petition was presen 
by any Representative from that State. In the RECORD of the 13th 
instant it is stated that such a petition was presented by Mr. WILR 
of New York. North Carolina desires to take none of the laurels o; 
New York, and I rise for the pargo of disclaiming, on the part of 
North Carolina, the responsibility for this and giving it to New York. 

BANK RESERVES. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at twenty-five minutes 

past twelve o'clock; and the House now resumes the consideration of 
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the bill (H. R. No. 2715) requiring the reserves of national banks to | ceed to quietly fasten the shackles of a perpetual debt upon the 


be kept in gold and silver coins of the United States, reported from 
the Committee on Banking and Currency by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [ Mr. 1 h 5 

Mr. BUCKNER. I demand the previous question on the bill and 
amendment. 

The question being taken, there were —ayes 74, noes 44. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. A quorum has not voted. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted the Chair will order 
tellers, and appoints the 1 from Illinois, Mr. TOWNSHEND, 
and the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. BUCKNER. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 100, noes 48. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was ordered. 

Mr. BUCKNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the main 
question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


Towa, pa ae 
Mr. GILLETTE. The bill before the House I re as a most se- 
rious one. Like that famous “act to strengthen the public credit,” 
March 18, 1869, the object of which was to rob the public of 
,000,000, and like almost all financial measures 5 by Con- 
gress for the last twenty years, the title of this bill is designed to 
hide its real object. There is more in it than is 1 at first sight. 
Let no man be deceived. This is a direct, adroit shot at the green- 
back, at See ener paper money of the country, and the amend- 
ment prop by the tleman from Delaware [Mr. MARTIN] to 
demonetize it wholly is in perfect harmony with the bill. It is ger- 
mane to it and more creditable to its author, for it is frank and manly, 
and can be understood by all. 

Though the bill and amendment mean the same thing, the commit- 
tee reporting the measure prefer to introduce the thin end of the 
wedge first, making the greenback unfit to redeem more than one- 
half the notes and other obligations of the national banks; then it 
will be excluded wholly from bank reserves; and, rejected by bankers, 
it will be easy to demonetize and destroy it. Then the triumph of 
these chartered corporations will be complete ; the people will have 
surrendered their most sacred rights to usurpers, and our Republic 
will be such only in name. ‘ 

As the law now stands, the banks may keep all their reserves in 
coin if they prefer; so this bill is not to increase their privileges. It 
simply accomplishes what they are all struggling for, the degradation 
of the greenback, creating a new market and an exclusive use for 
coin, and imposing new limitations upon backs. 

We have tried this before. The ack was created with de- 
grading limitations. The Government that issued it refused to oe 
it for eee r its own money at every custom-house for 
about seventeen years, when our present Secretary of the Treasury, 
without law or authority, commenced on January 1, 1879, to honor 
and receive it. From that moment, because of that act, greenbacks at 
once took their legitimate place as the best money in the land, preferred 
even by importers, and actually commanding a premium over gold in 
many parts of our RERS The original ruinous exceptions to the 

-tender qualities of the greenback have cost the country more 
than the whole war debt by its iy phon rr and sia we, after such 
experience to reopen the gold-gambling rooms by imposing new 
limitations 5 our money at this late day? Experience has been 
a dear teacher, and yet the Banking and Currency Committee of this 
House have already succeeded in forgetting it. 

Nearly 8800, 000, 000 of United States bonds will become redeemable 
during this and next year. The leader of the republican side of the 
House [Mr. GARFIELD] has already introduced a bill to refund all 
these bonds into others that cannot be paid for a generation, (for 
thirty years,) no matter how our resources. The leader of the 
democratic side of this House, [ Mr. FERNANDO WOOD,] wishing to go 
one better than his republican competitor, introduced a bill to refund 
these bonds into new ones which cannot be paid for fifty years. Neither 
party proposes to pay one dollar of these bonds out of the mountain 
of coin (over $200,000,000) in the Treasury, which the chairman of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency [Mr. BUCKNER] says “is now 
performing no service either to the Government or people.” This 
sum can be indefinitely increased before pay-day; but, lest the people 
should discover the fraud, the lack of a single excuse for these refund- 
ing schemes, and demand the payment and destruction of these can- 
cerous bonds, that their children may be freemen, some step is neces- 
sary to reduce the coin in the Treasury, if possible before the bonds 
mature. This bill is that step, as its author [Mr. BUCKNER] admits 
in these words: 


In case it becomes a law the banks will exchange their greenbacks 
for coin at the Treasury, if not immediately, certainly as soon as their 
resent stock of coin is withdrawn by an unfavorable balance of trade. 
ms the greenbacks will be driven into the Treasury, and as effect- 
ually retired as if burned; not put into circulation as the advocates 


of this measure claim, and the coin will be hidden in the vaults of | elected. 


banks when pay-day comes. The syndicate vultures will then pro- 


people, mortgagin nerations, 
perpetuating and strengthening an untaxed aristocracy that already 
claims ter power than this Government, and boldly attacks the 
very principles upon which it was founded. The title of this bill 
should be, A bill to create a market for coin, to depreciate the green- 
back, and prevent the paymént of the public debt. It is a shot from 
a masked battery at every interest of the people. How long do you 
imagine they will submit to such tactics by which bondholders and 
bankers would still further rob and degrade them by continuing and 
3 that sum of all financial villainies, a perpetual interest- 
bearing debt with the national-bank monopoly resting thereon !? 

Henry Clay, describing the country in 1816, in a speech “on the 
bank question,” said “he beheld dispersed over the immense domain 
of the United States about three hundred banking institutions. These 
institutions were emitting the actual currency of the United States, 
a currency consisting of paper, on which they neither paid interest 
nor principal, while it was exchan for paper of the community on 
which both were paid. He saw these institutions in fact exercising 
what had been considered at all times and in all countries one of the 
highest attributes of sovereignty, the regulation of the current me- 
dium of the country.“ Had Henry Clay been describing the condi- 
tion of our country to-day he need have changed only one figure. 
Instead of a paltry three hundred banking institutions he would have 
said he beheld dispersed over the immense domain of the United States 
over two thousand banking institutions emitting the actual cur- 
rency of the United States, on which they neither paid interest nor 
principal, while it was exchanged for paper of the community on 
which both were paid; in fact, exercising what had been considered 
at all ag and in all countries one of the highest attributes of sov- 
ereignty. 

It is time for alarm when this bold measure is introduced to 
strengthen this usurp and powerful monopoly. It is time for 
alarm when these two thousand odd corporations, having already 
entire control over the volume of our currency, and hence over the 
price of labor and its products, are daily not only strengthening their 
grip upon the people by rapidly inflating their currency, but are 
reaching out through this bill to the whole field, impatient 
that the people have anyshare in the circulation. Already they own 
the officers of our Government. The President, Secretary of the 
Treasury, the Superintendent of the Mint, the Comptroller of the 
Currency, whom they have actually made an honorary member of 
5 Be sanis 2 . rotest hare him, are but their will- 
ing 5 en they spea e people, by message or report, it 
is the voice and words of the national banks we hear. very tay 
brings new evidence of the fact that this administration in all its 
branches is sold out to this arch enemy of republican institutions, 
that is everywhere proclaiming that the people cannot be trusted 
with their own most important affairs, but must be turned over en- 
tirely to the tender mercies of these self-appointed guardians, whose 
only interest is self-interest. 

A leading member of the republican side of this House, who is fa- 
mous for his devotion to the national banks, said just after the Presi- 
dent's late message, There won't be a greenback left in this country 
in six years.” This bill is a response to the President’s m 
and in accord with the prophecy just quoted. Either the greenbac 
or the national-bank notes must go, and that at no distant day. The 
greenback stands to-day the sheet-anchor of this Republic. It rep- 
resents the honor, the majesty, the independence from foreign and 
domestic usurers of the people of the United States. Itis our Fort 
Sumter, and the rebels of Wall street have surrounded it, and this 
bill is their first shot. It will arouse and alarm the country, and the 
enemies of the people will be overwhelmed by the Grand Army of 
the Republic, under the battle-cry, “ Greenbacks and victory!” 

The only difference in the councils of those who pro in six 
years to destroy every greenback is as to the most favorable time and 
manner. Some say now. Others say wait until we are re-elected. 
Some say make open war upon it. Others say attack it in the night 
under disguise, lest the people be alarmed. The councils of the lat- 
ter have prevailed in this bill. 

How has this bill been managed on this floor? The members of the 
committee have taken four or five hours of our time, all in its favor, 
and allowed only a little over a half hour for its opponents to reply, 
showing a dogmatic purpose to crush out opposition to their measures. 

I see by the morning papers that an effort was made yesterday by 
prominent members of this Banking and Currency Committee— 
which fortunately was unsuccessful—to postpone the consideration 
of all financial measures before the committee, including even the 
President’s message, referred to them by the House for their report, 
until next December, after the presidential campaign. This is a 
President-making Congress with a vengeance! The leading mem- 
bers of the old parties trying to put an extinguisher on the people, 
trying to smother the bil at have been referred to them by their 
representatives on this floor, willing to violate every obligation and 
their own oaths by neglecting their duties as members of one of the 
most important committees in this House, because they dare not 
take sides with the people, and dare not take sides against them in 
favor of the national banks until December next, after they are re- 

I see with shame that a colleague of mine, oe hana’, Pad 
district of Iowa, favored this measure. This same gentleman, [Mr. 


ing to ip aa ay the labor of succeeding 
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Price, ] who in the beginning of this session hastened to introduce a 
resolution condemning the President’s p to destroy the green- 
backs and condemning “any agitation of the financial question at 
this time,” was, strange to say, the first man on this floor to make a 
speech on the subject, in which he agitated every controverted point 
in the currency question in a most pant manner. 

He denied the acts of Congress, the decision of the Supreme Court, 
Webster's Dictionary, and every other authority, b; ate that 
the greenback is not nor can be money, in these words: “ There is no 
paper money, and under our Constitution never can be.” His com- 
mittee, too, was the first one in this session to introduce a bill to 
change our whole financial system, and he not only favored the bill, 
but, I understand, has heretofore himself introduced one of similar 
import. To be sure, he enlogized the back to quiet the nerves 
of the people, while his committee, with his co-o ion, try to give 
it a death-thrust. The friends of the banks loudly deprecate 7 
tion unless they are the agitators. “Let us have no tinkering with the 
finances,” they say; then proceed more zealously than ever to tinker 
the banks up and the greenbacks down. “Let us have 2 on this 
money question,” they insist; then introduce bills like the one under 
discussion to knock out the corner-stone of our monetary system. 
Away with such insults to the people! Away with such mockery, 
such hypocrisy! There is an irrepressible conflict between the banks 
and the people, as much so as between freedom and slavery, for it is 
a conflict between freedom and slavery, and no temporizing, no com- 
promising, no deception will be tolerated. The war is inevitable, 
and let it come! e issues are made up in this bill. The little 

y of the center, with the people behind them, ask for no delay, 
emand no quarter; for with truth and justice one man can chase a 
thousand, and two can put ten thousand to flight. 
UNITED STATES COURTS IN OHIO. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Ienter a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the House on yesterday non-concurred in the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. No. 582) to provide for circuit and district courts 
of the United States at Columbus, Ohio, and transferring certain 
counties from the northern to the southern district in said State, and 
asked for a committee of conference thereon. 

BANK RESERVES. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Iowa, 
[Mr. 8 

Mr. WEA . Mr. Speaker, I desire for a few moments to notice 
the real purpose and effect of this bill. It requires very tersely every 
banking association to keep in gold or silver coins of the United | States 
one-half of the reserve d now required by law. What are silver 
coins of the United States? The 412}-grain dollar, subsidiary coins, 
and the trade-dollar are all silver coins of the United States. The 
first is a full legal tender, the second only to the extent of $5, and 
the trade-dollar, although a coin of the United States, is not a legal 
tender in any amount whatever. And yet, if this bill becomes a law, 
the national banks may keep their entire coin reserve in subsidiary 
coin or trade-dollars, or in both; so that by this bill these debased 
silver coins are exalted above the greenback which is a legal tender 
for all amounts. Again, to the extent that this bill requires the banks 
to keep gold and silver coin as a lawful money reserve it prohibits 
the keeping of greenbacks for such purpose, and is a discrimination 
against the back and inimical to the interests of the people. 

o one is so blind as not to see this. 

We heard something from the gentleman from New York [Mr. CHIT- 
TENDEN] about our standard silver coins, which he styles *“ clipped” 
dollars. He sneered also at the 8 saying it was “a popular 
snare and an evil device.” The dollar of 412} grains is a “ clipped” 
dollar, in the estimation of the gentleman from New York, when 
you want to pay the bondholder, who had solemnly contracted to 
take it for his bond. But when the same bondholder and banker 
wishes to pay off his national-bank notes held by the common people, 
then a “c ipped ” dollar, a subsidiary dollar, or a trade-dollar is 
3 for that purpose, and he accordingly supports this bill. i Ap- 

use, 
z Sir, this is a most iniquitous discrimination against the people an: 
in favor of the bondholder. Itis the same old obnoxious class legis- 
lation over and over again. 

The gentleman from New York says that the nback is cor- 
rupting and destroying individual honesty and publie virtue. Noth- 
ing could ibly be farther from the truth than such a declaration. 
The greenback is the only reliable dollar in America to-day. It stays 
at home, and is always as good as gold. There is absolutely neither 
sincerity nor truth in that plea; none whatever. 

We owe, says the tleman, three hundred and forty-six millions 
of legal-tender war debt. I beg to remind him of the fact that on 
the 30th of May, 1878, Congress passed a law that the three hundred 
and forty-six millions of greenbacks should be kept in circulation 
and thus the greenback became the perpetual legal-tender money of 
this country. They may be a debt in their present form, but they 
have been made by law perpetual legal-tender money. The gentle- 
man says Mr. Lincoln approved the act February 25, 1862, because 
there was no other resource ; that “it was the fiat of the Government 
to save the nation’s life.” Mr. Lincoln did approve it for the very 
reason stated. Gold, silver, and the 5 of the country failed 
the Government in the hour of its tri and we were compelled to 


resort to -tender paper. It was the fiat of the Government to save 
the nation’s life; and the same fiat is doubly necessary to-day to save 
the liberties of the people. But hesays, the ronment cannot create 
legal-tender paper. 

A lawyer once said to an Irishman who had been placed in the 
stocks for some minor offense, “They can’t put you in the stocks for 
such an offense.” “They can’t?” said the man, “but you see I am 
here already.” [Laughter.] The Government has made legal-ten- 
der money, and it has been sustained on the broadest constitutional 

rinciples by the Supreme Court. But the gentleman sustains his 

octrine that you can make legal-tender money, by the of the 
descendant of Roger Sherman ; a boy who bought a dog, and lost him, 
and then piled up an enormous debt to recover him in. The boy 
desired to convert his indebtedness into legal-tender money. Let me 
3 there was any Sherman blood in that s veins he 
would never have wanted anything of the kind. He would have gone 
to his cousin, the head of the Treasury Department, where he would 
have received this advice: ‘Deposit your dog with me, get him ex- 
empted from tax, then draw 90 per cent. of his value and go into the 
banking business, and I will keep your dog free from expense ta gon, 
and willstamp a gold-bearing ponpon; yable quarterly, on that dog’s 
ears and on every inch of his tail.” pner ag 

But, says the gentleman, “Tell me what is right and I will show 
you the law for it.“ That is a very fine maxim. Let me tell the 
gentleman that it is right to preserve the liberties of the people, and 
we will show you a law for it. The issue fairly before the people is 
this: Shall we have in this country legal-tender paper issued by the 
Government, or shall the people 5 upon banking corporations 
for their circulating medium? 8 the Government or the banking 
corporations control the volume of the currency? Let gentlemen 
meor that mai fairly = K uarely. Pico — owing: the cor- 
porations an e peo we depend upon corpora- 
tions for the volume of our currency, and in that way give the banks 
the control of all values in this Republic? 

The House will recollect how furious the tleman from New 
York [Mr. CHITTENDEN] appeared when he spoke of the soldier bill. 
You remember he stooped over and shook his little fist in my inno- 
nee 85 His speech, fury, and clenched fist, reminded me of the 
old rhyme: 


Two magpies sat on the garden wall 
An hour or two ; 


this 2 my word. 
‘This is more then fesh kod bivod can stand, 
Or magpie or any other bird.” 

[ Laughter. ] 

The gentleman into hysterics the very moment he mentions 
the soldiers’ bill. He regards it as an assault upon the iar inter- 
ests which he represents. But he is not the only gentleman who is 
seriously annoyed by it. A very distinguished tleman, a citizen 
of the State of Illinois, a distinguished ex-sol and philologist, 
said on the 20th day of this month, in a speech made not very far 
from this Chamber, (see CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, January 21, page 
4,) that the bill introduced by General WEAVER into the House of 
Representatives to equalize the pay of soldiers was the worst piece 
of “dem: "—“demagogy” is good—ever introduced into an 
American Con 


Mr. HAWLEY. And he was perfectly right. 

Mr. WEAVER. No doubt the gentleman who classes the * 5 
backers as among the rag-tag and bobtail of the country would sa; 
that that was perfectly right. The country, however, is not pre 
to take any such declaration as that from the citizen JOHN A. LOGAN, 
a man who voted for the back-salary grab, and then put $3,800 into his 
pocket as his part of the swag. Any such man as that, one would 
naturally suppose, would be opposed to doing justice to the soldier. 

I understand that the gentleman from the first congressional dis- 
trict of Missouri has recently written a letter in which he says, that 
the author of the soldiers’ bill is not in earnest, and that the bill will 
not pass. Sir, let me say that the author of that bill and the more 
than five hundred thousand men who stand behind him were never 
more in earnest than now. They were not more earnest when storm- 
ing the heights of Fort Donelson or fighting the bloody battles of 
Shiloh, Gettysburgh, and the Wilderness. And this House must give 
the relief asked for, or these men will send a Congress here that will 
grant them their prayer. 

My colleague from Iowa [Mr. Price] in his speech to the House a 
few days ago told us that we must let well enough alone. He is, in 
fact, the author of a resolution that we shall not agitate this ques- 
tion any further before Congress, He holds up his flag of truce and 
commands silence until he gets the currency reformers in the right 
position, and then he violates his flag of truce himself, and fires upon 
us from every stand-point, from oniy controverted position. 

He told us that France had $426,000,000 of silver money, and 60 per 
cent. more than that of gold. That would give France 819 per capita 
in gold, $12 in silver, and she has $12 per capita in paper, making in 
all $43 per captia for the entire population, while in this country wè 
have not to-day $8 per capita in actual circulation, although we have 
a population 50 per cent. greater than France, and an area of terri- 
tory eighteen times larger than the territory of that country. 
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in the zodiac u 
tion of finance, and no man can tell what he said in his speech 
whether he favors this bill or is opposed toit. Ihave read the speech 


My colleague has occupied every si n this ques- 


carefully, but am unable to determine, 

Here the hammer fell. ] 5 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Cox.) The time of the gentle- 
man has expired. 7 a 

Mr. PHIS' As the gentleman represents on this floor a minor- 
ity, who have not had a chance to prn their views fully, I hope 
that by unanimous consent he may be allowed fifteen minutes more, 


The SPEAKER pro An extension of time must come out 
of the time of the gentleman from uri, [Mr. BUCKNER. ] 
Mr. BUCKNER. I want to di of this bill to-day. I yield ten 


minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. WHITTHORNE. ] 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. As the gentleman from Missouri gives me 
ten minutes, I will yield four minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from Iowa, [Mr. WEAVER. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, Ithank the 8 My colleague 
Mr. PRICE] stands recorded in the proceedings of this House as hav- 
ing voted for the Bland bill. That was a bill for free, unrestricted 
coinage of silve:. He also stands recorded at the extra session of this 
Congress as voting against the pags of the Warner bill, which was 
in substance the same as the Bland bill. Now, how he can reconcile 
his votes on these two measures I cannot understand, nor can they be 
explained, for the reason that they are absolutely contradictory. Nor 
can I understand how the gentleman can justify himself before this 
House and before the country. Let him explain if he can. Why 
should not this country bave as much money as France? In ma- 
terial resources, population, and extent of territory we are vastly her 
superior. But my colleague [Mr. PRICE] lauds the greenback! 

here is one thing Ido not want him todo. He must not try to 
crawl into bed with the greenbackers without first taking off his re- 
publican boots and overcoat, [Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will refuse to pass this bill—will 
recognize it as a serious attack upon the greenback, and an attempt 
to degrade the best curreney we have, to a place even below the su 
sidiary silver dollar and the trade-dollar. The bill is calculated to 
take the greenback out of the reach of the people and place it in the 
hands of those who will hoard it. Under the law as it now stands 
they cannot do this as well as they could desire. The people have some 
little protection. Butif this bill becomes a law they will be largely 
deprived of the legal-tender paper dollar. It will disappear from cir- 
Pas at It is not the intention of men who have coin to sell to put 
the greenback in circulation. They are the enemies of the greenback. 
It is their intention to retire it from circulation—nothing else. 

Mr. Speaker, the attempt has been made in this House since the 
assembling of Congress to suppress the discussion of the financial 
question. It cannot be done. The pressure is from without. It 
comes from the people, who are masters of the situation. They are 
discussing it in every village and hamlet, in every public meeting, in 
the workshops, and even in the churches, [laughter :] and they will 
continue to discuss it until it is settled in their behalf. 

[Here the hammer “gt 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr.Speaker, when this bill was about being 
put upon its passage some days since I sought the floor and made the 
statement that we were about to passa bill the full scope and purpose 
of which were not comprehended. The more I have looked at the bill 
the more I am disp to regard it as a Trojan horse, In my judg- 
ment it discriminates against the legal-tender note—a portion of the 
lawful money of the United States at the present time. 

Let me turn for a moment to the existing law so that we may un- 
derstand what is meant to be done or what will be accomplished by 
this bill. By reference to the law this requirement will be found: 

Every national-banking association u either of the following cities: Albany, 
Baltimore, Boston, Cincinnati, Chi: , Cleveland, Detroit, Louisville, Milwaukee, 
New Orleans, New York, Philadelphia, Pittsburgh, Saint Louis, Sau Francisco, and 
Washington, shall at all times have on hand, in lawful money of the United States, 
an amount equal to at least 25 cent. of the aggregate amount of its notes in 
circulation and its deposits; and every other association shall at all times have on 
hand, in lawful money of the United States, an amount equal to at least 15 per cent. 
of the aggregate amount of its notes in circulation, and of its deposits. 

Now this bill proposes— 

That the national bank act be, and it is hereby, so amended as to require ever: 
banking tion to keep in gold and silver coins of the United States one half 
of the reserve fund now required by law. 

Mr. BUCKNER. The gentleman does not understand the law. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Under the existing law, as I understand it, 
the security for the holder of the note of a national bank is in the 
credit of the Government. If to-day a national bank suspends, and 
for any reason becomes insolvent, the note-holder cannot . 5 a sin- 
gle dollar of the lawful money of the bank in reserve, unless he does 
so at the termination of the receivers work. He would have to go, 
and under existing laws would go, to the Secretary of the Treasury 
for the redemption of national-bank notes. Now we come to inquire 
as to this reserve. It is intended, if for anything, under the national- 
bank law, as security for safe business to be done by the banks, for 
safety in the business of the banks, and to prevent too much discount 
and unnecessary and wild speculation. Von propose right here under 
this bill to take away from the lawful money of the United States a 
part of its high character. Under existing law any national bank of 
the country can have its reserve altogether either in silver or in gold, 


or in greenbacks, or legal-tender notes. You come here by this bill 
So propo to say you shall or may have under the law all in gold, 
or all in silver, but you shall not have but one-half of it in green- 
backs or legal-tenders. That is the plain English of this bill. 

I repeat it, sir, under this new bill you may have all the lawful 
reserve either in silver or gold, but you may and shall not have it all 
in legal-tender notes. That is the plain English of it; and will an 
gentleman of common sense say to me that it is not a drive at legal- 
tender notes? It is the entering-wedge, and intended, in my judgmen' 
to be the entering-wedge, to the total discredit of the greenbacks o 
the country. Are we ready forsuch acontingency? Is the business 
of the country ready for it? 

Gentlemen say, “ Let well enough alone.” I respond, “ Let well 
enough alone.” Let us pause right here in this era or day of prosper- 
ity and inquire what caused it to be brought about. Has it been be- 
cause of accumulation of gold and silver ere gana through an 
era of extravagance, a time of speculation, a od of high taxes, has 
that oe given us any relief? Have high taxes given us any 
relief? But has it not been, on the contrary, because we have come 


right down to hard pan, and because the labor of the country has 
ps Cae its brawny arm and gone to work, and because the products 
0 


o earth have come to the relief of the country—has it not been 
because of this we have found prosperity has visited our land? And 
will we in the next twelve months be blessed with the seasons of 
plenty we have a had? Will famine visit other portions of the 
earth as it has in the two years? Shall we be blessed with the 
same good fortune the next two years that we have seen in the past 
two? If so, we could then tell whether it would be necessary and 
proper to make any change in our existing currency laws. What this 
country needs, what our currency needs, is stability as much as con- 
vertibility. Mr. 80 stability is necessary to healthy trade, and 
that benefit is to secured, not by reliance on the national banks 
and their stockholders, but it is to be secured by the common good 
sense of the people as against these men, whose interest, if not at pres- 
ent, may be in conflict with that of the Government and the people. 
What shall be money should always be the sovereign right of the Gov- 
ernment to determine, and should never be delegated to any person 
or corporation. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding the painful regret 
expressed by the chairman of the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency [Mr. 5 yesterday in reference to the matter of mem- 
bers indulging in irrelevant debate, we have been 8 to- day to 
listen to a great deal more of that kind of debate. But I wish to 
1 a reason or two in the moment I have to occupy the floor why 

shall vote against this bill. Ishall not be in harmony with some 
gentlemen who have spoken against the bill here to-day. 

First, let me say when this bill first came before the House for con- 
sideration tai eos oro n BUCKNER] Lae onatge 
of it told us in substance that the bill was to have no effect at 
upon the country, He took pains as long ago, I believe, as the 14th 
of January, to demonstrate, by putting into the RECORD a table, that 
there was coin enough now in all the banks of this country to meet 
the requirements of this bill. We were then to be soothed with the 
idea that we were to make no draught upon the reserve coin in the 
Treasury except to secure resumption. He then assured the House we 
were engaged in harmless if not useless legislation. That was the 
burden of his speech, and he demonstrated then that there was more 
coin already in possession of the national banks than was essential 
for the coin reserve required by this bill. But yesterday, to our 
surprise, he told us that he introduced this bill at the extra session, 
or one very similar to it, and he further said: 

But m; ae was to unload the Treasury of a portion of its immenso hoards 
of gold 1 ver for the purpose of diffusing them among the banks and the 
people. 

But, Mr. Speaker, when we read the bill, we find the sole effect of 
it is to put the padlock of the law on $50,000,000 of the coin of the 
United States, that the people cannot reach under any process known 
to the count The effect of the bill is to lock up, in round numbers, 
$50,000,000 of coin that the people cannot reach under any circum- 
stances. The coin reserve required to be kept in tho sixteen princi- 
pal cities of this country, where they are required to keep in “ lawful 
money of the United States” a sum equal to 25 per cent. of their circu- 
lation and bank deposits, and in the other banks of the country, in 
like lawful money, 15 per cent. of their outstanding circulation and 
deposits, which reserves aggregate, in round numbers, $100,000,000— 
we are, then, Mr. Speaker, by this bill to say that one-half of that 
large aggregate is to be locked up in the banks, where it is not to be 
8 at all. It is to be absolutely withdrawn from circulation. 

We are, it is true, to turn out instead $50,000,000 of greenbacks. 
What for? Do the people want them? I venture to say there has 
not been a petition presented to this House or to the Senate, asking 
that these greenbacks shall bo turned out and taken from the reserves 
of the banks—not a single one. 

We are here taking up time in trying to legislate apes a subject 
that is not demanded by the wants of the country or by the wishes 
of the country anywhere. And what is the real design and purpose 


of this bill? If not the design, what will be the real effect of it? 
Not to use up, as I understand it, for we onght not to do that, the 
amount of coin that is now in the banks for the use of the people 
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whenever they go to the banks to get it; not to take up the coin in 
the pockets of the people, for they need that for their own uses and 
will be likely to hold on to it, but to compel the banks to go to the 
Treasury of the United States and to draw from the fund now there 
$50,000,000 of the coin reserve, to lock it up so that it cannot be made 
available for securing permanent or continuing resumption. This is 
the whole scheme and design of this bill. It is unwise, and I trust 
no man who believes in the doctrine of having paper money and 
gold and silver coin abreast will vote for it. I also trust all those 
who believe resumption is, will, and should be maintained will vote 
against this bill. Not only do you take by this $50,000,000 in coin 
from the Tre; vaults of the United States and lock it up, not 
permitting it to be used for the purposes of securing resumption—not 
only do you do that, but you tarn out $50,000,000 of the paper money 
of the country new held in reserve by national banks, and make it 
available to be used in an emergency by opponents of resumption for 
presentation for redemption. 

The bill enacted into a law withdraws $50,000,000 of coin n 
to be used for the purposes of resumption and substitutes therefor 
$50,000,000 of paper money to be presented everywhere and at any 
time for redemption. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that is not good financial policy in this country, 
or at least if is in the face of what is usually regarded as good finan- 
ciering in any country. There should be a great center where coin 
is accumulated so as to strengthen the power which has the responsi- 
bility of veri ey 3 out the policy of resumption. It has been the pol- 
icy of Great Britain and it has been the policy here when we acted 
wisely, and until very recently it has been the policy of the demo- 
cratic party also. 

I remember very well in the last national campaign in this country 
the gentleman who had the distinguished honor of being selected as 
the standard-bearer of democracy arraigned the party in power, the 
republican party, for not providing for a reserve of coin in order to 
procure resumption of specie payment upon the legal-tender notes 
issued by the Government. I have here his exact language: 


The amount of the legal-tender notes of the United States now outstanding is 
less than €370,000,000, besides $24,000,000 of fractional currency. How shall the 
Government make these notes at all times as good as ie? It has to provide, in 
reference to the mass which would be Kept in use by wants of business, a cen- 
tral reservoir of coin, adequate to the adjustment of the temporary fluctuations of 
international and as a guarantee against transient drains artificially cre- 
ated by panic or by speculation. 


This I have read from Mr. Tilden’s letter of acceptance. It lays 
down the true doctrine on this question, and the one the republican 
party adopted when tke time came to act in the matter of carrying 
out the resumption act of January 14, 1875. 

Mr. Tilden complained that a “ reservoir of coin ” was not provided 
several years before the resumption law was to take effect. The 
republican party was satisfied to provide one only when it was 
needed, Let us not destroy it, now that we have resumption with its 
geod 5 lts in the revival of business, restoration of business confi- 

ence, &c. 

I might read more from this letter of acceptance, but my time is 
tooshort. The proposed legislation is a direct thrust at the Treasury 
and at the power of the Government to maintain resumption, and we 
learned yesterday for the first time, from the distinguished gentle- 
man who has charge of this bill, that it was so desi for he then 
said it was to take the coin out of the Treasury of the United States, 
and, for fear that the money should be used as we now use the reserve 
provided for the national banks, he then offered an amendment to 
the bill which requires the money to be locked up in the vaults of 
the several national banks in the country. As the law is now, three- 
fifths of the reserve of the country b may be kept in the cities 
which are selected as depositories for the redemption of the circulat- 
ing notes of the banks. That is no longer to be done, so far as the 
coin reserve, which will be required to be kept by this pro legis- 
lation, is concerned. It changes and alters the entire national-bank- 
ing system, so far as the reserves are concerned. We shall no longer 
keep any portion of this one-half coin in any of the cities selected 
for the purpose of deposits in order to secure the redemption of the 
circulating notes of the banks. There are eighteen of these cities in 
this country. Of these eighteen, seventeen may, under certain cir- 
cumstances, select banks in the city of New York where they may 
keep a portion of their reserves, and thus make available for business 
purposes a large amount of money as required now to be kept under 
the present law. 

Let me say in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, as the law now stands every 
bank, if it is wise, or if necessary, will keep coin as a part of its re- 
serves, These banks are required to keep their reserves in lawful 
money of the United States. The lawful money of this country is 
defined by the statutes to be gold and silver coin, United States 
Treasury notes, and demand Tre notes for the purpose of the 
banking law of the country. I think that the passage of this bill 
would be the first great blow at the established policy of this country, 
that policy that has been so wisely undertaken and so successfully 
maintained, namely: the policy of resumption of specie payment after 
it had been so long suspended. 

Mr. BUCKNER, I demand the previous question upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the amendment offered, 
which will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 4 of the first section, after the word keep, insert the words “in their 
vane hag PERSAN — S og and it is hereb ded uire 
o national-bank aci s he 80 amen as to 00 

in 25 of the United 


banking association to keep in their vaults in gold or silver coins 
States one-half of the reserve fands now required by law. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there were 
ayes 35, noes 79. 

Mr. BUCKNER. A quorum has not voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Cox in the chair.) A quorum 
not having voted, the Chair will order tellers, and appoints the gen- 
ras from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER] and the gentleman from Ohio, 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 33, noes 


3. 
Mr. BUCKNER. I do not call for further count. 
So the amendment was not agreed to. 
The question recurred on ordering the bill to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being put, there were—ayes 30, noes 140. 
Mr. BUCKNER. [I call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 47 members voting therefor. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 80, nays 158, not 
voting 53; as follows: 
YEAS—£0. 
Aldrich, N. W. Dwight, Rothwell, 
Aldrich, William Einstein, Martin Eduard L Russell, William A 
Ballou, Field, en! i 
Belford, Pere McLane’ Such. E 
e 0, 
Bin : Gariteld, es, Talbott, 
Blake, Goode, Mitchell, mas, 
Bliss, 2 Benj. W. Monroe, 5 W. G 
W. er. 
Brigham, Hawley, Morton, J. T 
Buckner, Hazeltw New i eee 
Butterworth, Henkle, Nicholls, . —5 
Chittenden Hermie — Van A 
n, erndon, z an Aernam, 
Covert, Hiscock, Van Voorhis, 
Crapo, Hamphrey; Poehler, ait, 
R Price,” Wells. 
Deuster, Lindsey, Rice, Willits, 
Dick, Loring, Ross, Yeung, Thomas L. 
NAYS—15s. 
Acklen, Cravens, James, 
Aiken, Crowley, Johnston, Sapp, 
Anderson, i Jones, wyer, 
Armfield, Davidson, eifer, es, 
Atherton, Davis, George R. Kelley, Shelley, 
Bachman, Davis, Horace Kenna, e! 
Barber ee El tz, | ey J.W. 
rber, x 0 
Dibrell Knott, Smith A. Herr 
Beltzhoover, Dickey, Ladd, Sparks, 
kn: Dunn, Lapham, Speer, 
Blackburn, Dunnell, Le Fevre, Springer, 
Bland, Elam, Lowe, Starin, 
Blount, Ellis, Martin, Benj. F. Steele, 
Bouck, Errott, Martin, Joseph J. 
B Evins, McCoid, lor, 
Brewer, Farr, McKinley, Thompson, P. By 
B Ferdon, McMahon, 3 
Bright, Ford, cMillin, To 
Browne, Forney, i Townshend, R. W. 
Burrows, Frost, Morrison, Tucker, 
Geddes, Muldrow, Turner, Oscar 
8 Gillette, oe Turner, Thomas 
am Godshalk, yers, ‘ance, 
C X Gunter, New, Waddill 
Carlisle, Hall, O'Connor, Ward, 
Caswell, Hammond, John O'Neill, Warner, 
Chalmers, Hammond, N. J. Pacheco, ‘Weaver, 
Claflin, Harmer, Persons, Whitthorne, 
Clardy. Harris, John T. Phelps, iber. 
Clark, John B. Haskell, Phister, s, Thomas 
ymer, (Saar) Prescott, Willis, 
r 3 Wilson, 
J Hellman, ee Wise, 
Colerick, Richardson, D. P. Wood, Fernando 
T, Hooker, Richardson, J. S. Wood, Walter A. 
Converse, Hos Richmond, Wright, 
k, Houk, Robertson, Yocum. 
Cowgill, House, sell. Daniel L. 
Cox, Hunton, Ryan, Thomas 
NOT VOTING—53. 
Atkins, Henderson, McGow: Sin: k 
Bailey, Herbert, McKenzie’ Sih Hezekiah B. 
peoi 785 x er, 2 ` 
ubbell, oney, tone, 
5 5 
N. ‘oor 
Clark, Alvah A. Jorgensen, OBrien Wellborn, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Joyce, O'Reilly White, 
Ewing, Ketcham rth, Whiteaker, 
Felton, Killinger, Osmer, Williams, C. G 
Finley, Kimmel, Pierce, Young, Casey. 
Fisher, King, Robeson, 
Forsythe, Manning, Robinson, 
Gibson, Marsh, Ryon, John W. 


Rat the House refused to order the bill to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MCKENZIE] 
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is paired with Mr. HUBBELL, of Michigan. Mr. MCKENZIE is confined 
to his room by sickness. 

Mr. WAIT. Mr. Joyce, of Vermont, is detained from the House 
by illn and has been for two or three days past. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Iam paired with Mr. ERT, of Alabama. 

Mr. STONE. I am paired with the gentleman from Mississippi, 
(Mr. 8 1f he were here, I should vote “ no.” 

Mr. CALKINS. On this question I am paired with Mr. MANNING, 
of Mississippi. If he were present, I should vote “ay.” $ 

Mr. HARMER. Mr. FISHER, of Pennsylvania, is paired with Mr. 
BERRY, of California. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote just 
taken ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. WARD, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
House of the following title; when the S er ed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 3108) amending the c r of the Grand Looge 
of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows of the District of Columb 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
further considering the report of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to make a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Cox in the chair.) The gentleman 
from Kentucky was recognized by the Chair. 

The motion of Mr. BLACKBURN was agreed to. 


REVISION OF THE RULES, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. CARLISLE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole resumes the con- 
sideration of the report from the Committee on Rules. The gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. Ropeson] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Chairman, in accordance with an ment 
which I feel called upon to fulfill, I yield eight minutes of my time 
to the gentleman from e [Mr. OSCAR TURNER. ] 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. Mr. Chairman, I did not desire to tres 
on the time of the committee upon this question; but inasmuch as 
a part of the time that was allotted to the Committee on Levees and 
Improvement of the Mississippi River was taken up by gentlemen on 
the other side I have concluded to offer a few remarks explanatory of 
the motives of our committee in offering the amendment pro by 
Mr. RonixsoN. And I will take occasion right here to say that there 
was no intention on the part of any mem of the Committee on 
Levee Improvements to cast any reflection upon the Committee on 
Commerce, much less upon my distinguished friend the chairman of 
that committee, General REAGAN, of Texas. We all entertain for him 
the highest regard as a legislator—I know that I do personally—and 
would not reflect upon him in any way. But, sir, the question that we 
wanted to present to the Committee of the Whole was this: thatthe 
re Sie pee of the navigation of the Mississippi River and of its 
tributaries was a question so momentous and involving so much labor 
that the Committee on Commerce had not the n time to de- 
vote to that specific subject. We ry a that the House ought to 
act in accordance and in analogy with the precedent that has been 
set heretofore in regard to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. It 
is well known that we have the Committee on Railways and Canals, 
which had a general jurisdiction coextensive with the Union; but 
notwithstanding that when these railroads to the Pacific were pro- 
jected a new Committee on the Pacific Railroad was formed in this 
Tones on account of the itude of the work and the labor which 

would be required in investigations of a proper character. 

Mr. Chairman, appropriations have been made for many years with- 
out any general plan by which the amd see of the Mississippi and 
its navigable tributaries were permanently improved ; appropriations 
have been made for this point and that, as the popularity of a mem- 
ber might secure them, under a log-rolling system, in harbor and river 
cs alias bills, passed under a suspension of the rules without 

debate, in many instances appropriating public money to unimpor- 
tant streams which I have not the time to refer to in my limited time. 
I refer to the defects in this system of improvements on the tributa- 
ries of the Mississippi as it has been carried on for many years, because 
it comes within my own knowledge and sad experience to know some- 
thing about the matter, and because the people whom I have the honor 
to represent on this floor have felt the want of a proper and judicious 
plan of improvement of the Ohio River. 

The amount of money which has been ere to the improve- 
ment of this river, which is the natural outlet of the larger portion of 
the agricultural products of Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, and Kentucky. 
might as well have been thrown into it, with but few exceptions. Small 
amounts have been appropriated to improve such particular points 
as could be secured by the influence of Representatives, with no view 
to any general or judicious system, but more to drop a few thousand 
dollars at a particular locality than to accomplish any general good. 

Mr. Chairman, I will give you an illustration of what I mean. 
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the district which I represent is the 48 Paducah, at the mouth of 
the Tennessee River, the emporium of thern Kentucky and a part 
of West Tennessee, one of the best manufacturing points west of the 
Alleghany Mountains, with an inexhaustible amount of iron, coal, and 
timber just above on the Ohio, Cumberland, and Tennessee Rivers, 
all of which could be utilized and made to add to the general wealth 
and prosperity of the country; and besides this Paducah is surrounded 
by the finest tobacco-growing country in the United States, and is the 
second largest tobacco market west of the mountains, and yet we 
have been forced, poor as we'are, to build railroads at our own ex- 
pense, with no subsidies from the Federal Government, and at an im- 
mense and ruinous cost to our people, to remove the products of honest, 
labor and to give us intercourse with other points on the rivers. 

And why is this? Nature has given us the Ohio as a great high- 
way, the Tennessee and Cumberland raph te into the Ohio at our very 
doors, and we are only fifty miles from the mighty Mississippi; and 
yet, Mr. Chairman, we are debarred of these t natural commer- 
cial ae ATERSET there is a ledge of rocks in the river called 
the Grand C , and one bar just above the mouth of the river, lock- 
ing in not only our commerce, but the whole commerce of the States 
ing on the Ohio, Cumberland, and Tennessee by reducing the water 
at points to 30 inches in the summer erty Se and forcing us to 
resort to railroads, with their high and extrav: 
which swallow up the profits of thé farmers an 
country. These ers would not block a le harbor in the North- 
ern States twelve months. The money would have been appropri- 
ated to remove them as soon as it was suggested, as the appropria- 
tion annually of millions to northern harbors shows. 

Mr. Chairman, allow me to say something here in reply to an ob- 
servation which was made by my distin ed friend from Texas, 
[Mr. ReaGan,] who said that there had been a spirit of liberality 
exhibited toward the a River and its tributaries by the 
Committee on Commerce. I desire to invite the attention of this 
House for a few moments to that matter. Since those improvements 
commenced we have had Pe ete ses for that ed yes only $7,000,- 
000, while over $200,000, ve been appropriated for the improve- 
ment of northern harbors and unimportant rivers. Now let us look 
at the . N55 and justice of this * 

In 1878 the State of Kentucky paid over $6,000,000 into the Treas- 
ury, as shown by the report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
which Ihave here. The district, part of which I have the honor to 
represent; ey about $1,000,000 into the Treasury in that year. 

will refer to the amount 1 — into the Federal Treasury by States 
along the Ohio River since 1863. IIlinois has paid 8233 673,726.50, 
Kentucky has paa $101,012,299.47, Indiana $72 664,558.61, and the 
t State of Ohio $246,397,075.46 of internal revenue since 1863. 
I have said, Kentucky in the last twelve months reported by the 
Commissioner has paid $6,880,614.15 into the Federal Treasury, which 
is more than double the amount paid by all the New England States 
in the same length of time. 

Now, what have we had in return? It is true that we have not 
been u t in our claims before Congress; but when gentlemen talk 
about the equity and justice that have been meted out to us I must 
say that I cannot see it. I do not contend that we ought to have im- 
provements in proportion to the revenue which we pay; but it does 
seem to me that these facts ought to enter into the consideration of the 
question when we ask for an appropriation. 

I shall vote to give entire jurisdiction over the subject of the im- 

rovement of the Mississippi River and its navigable tributaries to 
the Committee on Levees and Improvements of Mississippi River, 
but have no objection to the supervision of the report by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, to regulate the amount annually; for J am 
opposed to any extravagant or useless appropriations for this or any 
other purpose, and only advocate giving the jurisdiction to this 
committee because I believe it will utilize such appropriations as are 
3 made, and will be in the interest of retrenchment and re- 

orm. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ROBESON. I rise to speak upon this subject, Mr. Chairman, 
with a consciousness that I am ignorant utterly of details, and there- 
fore shall confine the few remarks I make to the discussion of general 
principles. I shall endeavor to be as compact as ible in the pre- 
sentation of my ideas, feeling that it is proper that the committee 
having e of this subject should have control of all the time that 
is left for general debate. 

By the experience of and the common consent of all intelli- 
gent men, rules are found to be necessary to the proper transaction 
of business in all large assemblies of men. The tendency of large 
bodies of men is always to excitement. Individual feeling grows by 
contact and association, and without the restraints of settled rules 
and organized systems, legislative assemblies would not be delibera- 
tive bodies, but would be liable to be swayed by the interests and 
the passions of the hour. 

We often feel that rules are inconvenient, and I have heard it said 
more than once on this floor that they served only as means of ob- 
struction. Mr. Chairman, they should be obstructive, for more than 
one-half the business which is thrown upon this House should never 
be transacted at all, and more than one-half of the remainder should 
not be passed until it is systematized and reduced in the alembic of 
deliberation through the slow processes prescribed by the rules. 


tratesof fi 
the artisans of our 


1880. 
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Business should be analyzed by committees, generalized by reports, 
molded in the heat of debate, and cooled by the slow processes of the 
rules until the crade ore of governmental policy comes out of the fur- 
nace of legislation not only with the structure but with the temper 
that will make it enduring and useful. All good is produced by slow 

rocesses. Everything that is valuable in the productions of the 

uman mind comes from thought and continuous labor. The easy 
and spontaneous productions of nature fade away like the snow before 
the morning sun; but the enduring structure and imperial essence of 
adamant are produced by the gigantic forces of nature through the 
processes of unnumbered ages. 

Mr. Chairman, we all owe our thanks to this Committee on Rules. 
From an incongruous and incomprehensible mass they have deduced 
a system compact, simple, clear, and congruous. It is easily seen that 
they brought to their investigation the wisdom of mature years, the 
knowledge gathered by long ience, comprehensive philosophy, 
energy, industry and capacity. I do not say that their results are in 
every respect perfect. I think them faulty in one or two particulars. 
Let us reform those particulars if we can; but if we cannot, gentle- 
men of the American Congress, let us not fail to take them as they 
are. They are a vast improvement on anything that we have ever 
had, and amended or not amended they are broad in their com 


wise in their system, compact in their structure, and understandable 
in their details, and they are an immense improvement on anything 
we can hope to have if we reject them. 


Mr. C the business of the country to be transacted in a great 
assembly like this must of course be committed to committees forexam- 
ination, digestion, o ization, and accomplishment. The general 
business of Congress divides itself naturally into three classes: first, 
legislation; second, revenue; third, appropriations. First, legislation 
for the purpose of doing the business of the country, for carrying on the 
Government, for securing the rights which that Government guaran- 
tees to its citizens, and for the progressand development of the country. 
These three general propositions include within their compass all the 
subject-matters of gereral legislation. The second class comprises 
the subject-matter of the revenue—the means by which the money 
of the country is to be raised and collected from the people and the 
property of the country. The next and final division 5 
the appropriation of that money. Let me repeat —first, the require- 
ments of legislation; second, the raising of the money; third, the 
application of that Sag 

It is not possible, Mr. Chairman, for any one committee to do all 
this koro No one somm ittee can 8 1815 and eee 
everything necessary and proper to originate ation to raise the 
mone for’ it, and to divide and appropriate that money. Therefore 
this House is divided into sub-committees to each of which is commit- 
ted a portion of its business. These sub-committees are divided into 
three general classes, corresponding to the divisions I have indica- 
ted. To the great d ental committees and those of like nature 
are committed the legislation for the maintenance of the Depart- 

ments, and for carrying on the businessof the country. To them is 
committed the investigation, the digestion, the bs ree and ac- 
complishment of that business; and to them it should beleft. They are 
specially delegated with those duties; they are specially clothed with 
those powers. They give to the different subjects special investi 
tion and special study. By long continuance of service on particu 
committees, they uire a knowledge of systems and of details; 
and it is only by DATER apres to them that you can have a set- 
tled and harmonious policy in any department of the Government. 

Wise economy is brought about by system and settled policy; and 
you can have no really economical service in any department unless 

you have a committee which year after year and session after ses- 
sion, as long as the party which they represent dominates in the 
country, establishes a settled and continuous policy which can be 
worked out from its base to its consummation. 

I have said, Mr. Chairman, that in the body of rules which this 
committee have reported I find one or two de ures from system, 
I find that while generally they give the subjects of legislation to the 
banner committees, and while they give to the Committee of 

ays and Means its appropriate duty of raising the revenue, yet they 
give to the Committee on Appropriations not only the power of ap- 
propriation in all cases, but in some cases the power of legislation 
also. This is a departure from the science of their m, and so far 
a mistake. I do not believe that the various committees to whom is 
intrusted the legislation of this country should also be intrusted with 
the appropriation of the money, because this last I hold to be the 
province of the Appropriations Committee—a committee which not 
only adds, multiplies, and subtracts, as my friend from Connectient 
[Mr. HAWLEY] said 8 but a committee which must investi- 
gate, understand, and take into consideration the results of the action 
of all the other committees. 

They must examine work of the Congress as a whole. They must 
take into consideration what are the requirements of each particu- 
lar department as represented by its sppropriete committees; what 
are the means pp- ed by the Ways and Means Committee, and 
looking over the whole field, and aggregating and considering the 
whole system, they must determine what it is wise to appropriate to 
each particular object. Not the objects, but how much can be ap- 
propriated to No individnal committee, which has in hand 
only the interests of its own business, can possibly know what are 


the results of the work of all the other committees. This is not 
their province, and it is not expected of them. Therefore it is that 


this Appropriations Committee is necessary. It is a sort of universal 
solvent that deals with the results of the action of all other organ- 
ized committees, and puts them in a systematic policy, for which the 
party which they represent is responsible. And when they have 
done that they have done all that they ought to do. They should be 
required to appropriate according to existing laws alone; and when 
the other committees, as the result of their rs, have established 
policies expressed through existing laws, it is the duty of the Appro- 
priations Committee to abide by those laws, and to appropriate ac- 
ee e the deliberate sense of Congress as written upon the stat- 
ute- = 

They have business enough on their hands if tl assimilate, ag- 
gregate, make uniform, and compact all the work of the other com- 


mittees. 
: Now, I find in the last clause of the twenty-first rule this provis- 
on: 


Nor shall an; in any bill or amendment thereto chan, law 
“wa y provision y ging existing 


So far exactly right— 
os such as, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench ex- 


That is to say, the whole subject of legislation, so far as it can be 
brought by the farthest stretch of refinement within the idea of pres- 
ent and future reduction of expenses, shall be committed to the Ap- 
1 Committee —the power to destroy systems, the power to 

reak down policies, the power to make laws which interfere with 
individual rights and public duties—and all this power given them 
when it is confessed they are not the committee who are c with 
the investigation, the organization, and the development of the sub- 
jects upon which they legislate. 

This is the defect in that system, almost the only defect that I can 
find in these rules. Strike that onj and each committee has its 
proper duty. Each investigates, dec des, and enforces what shall be 
the policy of each department, making a uniform and consistent 
whole of legislation, and leaving with the ee and Means the func- 
tion of providing, and to the Appropriations Committee that of dis- 
tributing the csp to carry it out, looking to the business of the 
Government as a whole, and not to any particular interest. 

But there is another objection to allowing this committee to legis- 
late, more potent to my mind than any other, and it is this: When 
the Appropriations Committee puts legislation on an appropriation 
bill, they exercise duress on the judgment of the House and the legis- 
lation of the country. No man votes exactly as he would; no one 
is as free to act as if it were an independent proposition. All legis- 
lation is driven through under the whip and epar of the pressure of 
appropriations. Yon must submit to break up the half of your policy, 
or you must lose it all. You do not approve the particular 8 
but you must go for it, otherwise there will be no money for the uses 
of the Government. 

I am speaking on this subject, and 1 mean to speak on this whole 
matter broadly, not in the interest of any party, not torent Sees 
views of any faction, with no spirit other than that which looks to 
the a of the country as a whole; and I appeal'to you, gentlemen, 
legislators of the United States, as you are answerable to your own 
consciences and to your constituents, do you mean that the general 
legislation of the country shall be forced through under any kind of 
duress at all? This idea strikes at the very end and center of a de- 
liberative body. The freedom of all deliberation and the freedom of 
all action will be gone where any such system prevails. 

Now, sir, I do not know, because I have not sufficiently examined 
details, and am not sufficiently familiar with them to know, whether 
by merely striking out that exception we will reach the evil com- 
p ained of or not, but I trust that some one before these rules are 

isposed of will bring in an amendment to them which will strike 
out this incongruity and leave this proposition which this Committee 
on Rules has presented a complete, compact, understandable, sym- 
metrical whole. Here is the point at which they depart from their 
own principles, and that they do depart from principle a child can 
see, and he that runs can read as he runs. But a remedy is proposed 
to this defect which, to my mind, is worse than the disease itself; it 
is a proposition to give the appropriation in each Department to the 
committee which is intrusted with the legislation on that Depart- 
ment. That only multiplies the evils. All the c= gag ni of the 
country would then go through on appropriation bills. Every com- 
mittee intrusted with the business of a Department, working out its 
interests and accomplishing its results, after working through the 
session on the subjects involved, would embody in one bill of ap- 
propriation all the legislation they desired to have forced through 
this House. All freedom of action would be paralyzed, all discussion 
would be arrested, and all legislation, instead of being accomplished 
by free action and free discussion, would be passed on appropriation 
bills and under the pressure of the necessities of the various Depart- 
ments for carrying on the Government. You must double this estab- 
lishment if you would have it at all; you must reduce this service 
by one-half or you must lose the whole. This would be the argument 
and the incentive presented in every case. 

And how is it possible for these individual committees, engrossed 
in their own work, wrapped up in their own purposes, seeking their 
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own ends, how can they understand and take into consideration the 
results of the actions of all the other committees? The Naval Com- 
mittee cannot know what the Military Committee is doing, and the 


Mili Committee cannot know what is contemplated by the Post- 
Office Commi nor can the Post-Office Committee know what is 
required by the Indian Department. They are not appointed nor 


have they the time or means to investigate all those subjects ; nor, if 
they could, could they agree upon them with each other. They rep- 
resent different De ts, e deren views, with differ- 
ent feelings and t interests, and they cannot come together as 
a whole and present to this House a requirement from each committee 
consistent with all the others. Therefore the remedy proposed, in 
my opinion, is worse than the disease. The real and simple remedy 
is to give the le; tion to the committees who have of the 
subject. Give them that duty, that responsibility ; let them take it ; 
let them work up to it; trust them with it wholly, and let them have 
the entire duty and responsibility. They will be found worthy when 
they are intrusted with the responsibility. It is of the nature of man 
to rise to the level of the action of which he is a part. Intrust these 
committees with t responsibility, and these committees will be 
found worthy of the great trust, and they will each and all develop 
the power and the influence which should belong to them in this 
House and in its legislation. 

But, Mr. Chairman, let them not on their side demand what is 
contrary to the philosophy of government and contrary to the organ- 
ization of all AN bodies since intelligent representative gov- 
ernment began. I will cite a single instance. The confederate consti- 
tution, if I am not misinformed, made by meu experienced in the 
business of this assembly, actually provided, in effect at least, that no 
legislation should be upon appropriation bills, or at least that it should 
not have the effect of duress either upon the House or upon the Ex- 
ecutive. I cite this as a single illustration which occurs of wise pro- 
vision resulting from lon a ag 

It will be objected, Mr. Oh an, to this idea which I have endeav- 
ored to illustrate and enforce that in time of peace and in a country 
like ours, where the Government and its operations are directed toward 
the development of the resources and the bringing out of the wealth 
and power of the country, that often appropriation is legislation, that 
it is impossible to divide by any distinct line over which it is not easy 
to step the functions of ese from those of appropriation ; that 
often mere appropriation is legislation. Be it so, Mr. Chairman, each 
subject-matter of legislation will grow in importance in Congress and 
before the country as the necessities and conditions of the Government 

nire; each committee will grow in importance and in power as the 
pit oat lear which is intrusted to it becomes important to the leg- 
lation of the country. 

In time of war the Army and the Navy committees will be the lead- 
ing committees of this House, no matter what other committees are 
organized or what ability is upon them, because the attention of 
the people is directed to the condition of the country and necessities 
which grow out of this condition of war. In times of great constitu- 
tional legislation and discussion, the Judiciary Committee and the 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws will step to the front, because 
they will then be in the eye of popular regard, since theirs will be the 
subject of interest to the people. An instance occurs to me, of which 
I will remind the House. 

You all remember how some twenty or more years ago when Mr. 
Stephen A. Douglas was the acknowledged leader of the democratic 
party in the Senate of the United States, that he resigned his position 
as chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, I believe, to take the 
position of chairman of the Committee on Territories, a committee 
which before that time had little of importance to attract any notice 
in the country or the ambition of any statesman. But he took the 
chairmanship of that committee and as the leader of its deliberations 
he occupied the attention of the country and controlled the legisla- 
tion of the Government because the organization and government of 
the Territories was then the important subject which occupied the 
attention of Congress and the people. 

In times of o, then, when the simple progress of the country 
is the object of Government; when the development of its resources, 
the increase of its wealth, the wise building up of its power occupies 
the attention of the people, then it is right that this Appfopriations 
Committee, which has the distributing of this money, should be the 
leading committee of the House, and no provision can take it from 
them. Theirs is the important function in the Government, theirs 
the position which has a right to govern and to control the action of 
this House, And let me tell you, gentlemen, one other thing—and I 
speak in no party sense, for I speak neither in the interest of any 
faction nor as the representative of any party—you cannot carry on 
the business of Government, for which the dominant party is respon- 
sible, unless you have one center of leadership. A dozen leaders will 
break up any party and destroy any system of government. I speak 
not for the present time merely, nor from my stand-point as a member 
of the minority, but I speak in the interest of all parties and for the 
good of the whole Government. I am a party man. I hold that 
they are the voluntary organization through which the will of the 
people is organized, expressed, and execu In a country like ours, 
inclosing such a vast area, and 8 so many interests and feel- 
ings, the political sentiments of large masses of the people can only 
be organized around party standards representing great principles 


upon which these masses are 
enforced by 
principles be powerless, for they will never have expression, and 


These principles can only be 
organization and action. Without this right 


faith, 
works, 

Now, gentlemen, do I speak as a partisan or as a man who under- 
stands and realizes that the business of the Government must be done, 
if it is done at all, by the dominant party in Congress; that it must 
be accomplished, if it is to be accomplished at all, by that party that 
has the majority and the power which belongs to the majority? And 
we all want it accomplished, even though we may not agree in all 
the particulars. 

Gentlemen, you can have no proper control over legislation as a 
party, no settled policy, no successful accomplishment unless you 

ave single and defined leadership; and whatever committee it is 
whose subject-matter at any time stands in the eye of public regard, 
whatever committee it is whose general business, to them intrusted, 
becomes the center of the attention of the country, that committee 
must of necessity be your leading committee for the time; and you are 
tearing down your own temple of power if you struggle to break 
down that concentrated power and effective leadership. 

Mr. Chairman, I have already occupied more time than I have a 
right to consume under the circumstances of the case. I trast that 
the little I have said will be accepted as having been said without 
party spirit, and witha Ler ome to deal with the practical interests 
of the country and the real business that we have on hand. If I had 
felt justified in consuming more of your time, I might perhaps have 
stated my propositions more clearly, urged them with more logical 
power, and illustrated them with more convincing ment; but, 
such as they are, the House must take them in their crudity and digest 
them with their better wisdom. 

Mr.FRYE. Mr. Chairman, the discussion of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules thus far has seemed to me to be a contest between 
committees as to jurisdiction, very largely; and it has developed 
much more of criticism than of commendation. Now, criticism is 
healthy, and I, for one, do not object to it; but commendation is, to 
say the least, agreeable, and I wish briefly to point out certain reasons 
why in my judgment the Committee on Rules is entitled to more of 
the latter and less of the former. 

And first, I desire to pay a deserved tribute to the democratic 
oe of our committee. In these days, when party spirit rans 
high, when it permeates almost the whole body-politic, provokes bit- 
ter hostilities, jealousies, and dissensions, incites the majority to ride 
rough-shod over the minority, justifies or acquiesces in the overturn- 
ing of the will of the people as expressed at the polls, seizes upon 
the governments of great States in the face of the Constitution and 
the laws, it is indeed refreshing to record one instance, at least, where 
this spirit has been completely exorcised, where the decree, “Get 
thee behind me, Satan,” has been fully executed. From the begin- 
ning of our deliberations down to the signing of the report there 
never has been the slightest evidence of partisanship on the part of 
the democratic majority of the committee; and I think they will 
bear the same testimony as to the republicans. There have been no 
heated discussions, no dissensions, no attempts to trample upon the 
rights of the minority. On the contrary, at the very outset we passed 
a resolution that no amendments to the rules should be made except 
by unanimous consent, and wherever we e ie the old rales 
should be reported. Hence you find some rules here which have not 
received the indorsement of this committee, and to which your atten- 
tion will be called. 

Now, sir, we have had, I think, but one single purpose in all of our 
deliberations, and that has been to reduce madness to method, chaos 
to order, discord to harmony, duplicity to simplicity; to so revise, 
amend, and codify these rules as to make them aids to intelligent legis- 
lation. This was not an easy work to do, gentlemen. Many of you 
know that it was not a purpose easy of attainment. 

Why, sir, these rnles have been growing up since the foundation of 
our Government down to now, and with no natural regular growth. 
Necessities of parties, the whims of Speakers, contradictory decisions, 
the practice of the House, requirements of the occasion, uncertain 
and doubtful language—all these have combined to make a body of 
rules calculated better than anything else to disturb the legislator 
and to obstruct legislation ; a body so full of intricacies and secrets 
that only the most skillful and trained anatomist could by any pos- 
sibility pest t it and reveal them. 

Many of you know this; for many of you sat down conscientiously 
and courageously to master this problem of the rules; and how soon 
have you found that a little knowledge was a 1 thing, and 
that much was the work of a life-time. Why, sir, I remember perfectly 
well the first Congress I ever was in that it was almost impossible 
for me to prevent myself resigning, from the fact that I was a mere 
cipher, an utter nobody, because I could not penetrate the very outside 
door of this incongruous mass of rules. And you, gentlemen, many 
of you, have had the same feeling. When I appeal to you to know 
whether or not the purpose we had was easy of attainment you will say 
to me emphatically and feelingly, “no;” but it was worthy only of 
commendation and praise if undertaken and partially effected. You 
have had the report of our committee before you. It is full; it is 
complete. I have no doubt the most of you have read it with care. 
You see there our purposes, our methods, and the results, And ære we 


owever truthful, will be dead, since it is without effective 
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not, gentlemen, entitled to some degree of commendation for what 
we have done? 

Let me point out a few things, and I only will a few, because others 
of the committee, I suppose, are to follow me, and I will not trespass 
upon them. Take the first and what seems the simplest. We have 
undertaken to group all rules touching one subject under one rule, 
like “the duties of Speaker,” like “motions,” like “amendments,” 
like “committees of the whole.” Heretofore, if you desired to dis- 
cover anything in relation to any one of these subjects you never 
knew where to stop until you had reached the very rule in that 
book, while here you have it all at a glance. Now, sir, this was not 
a stupendons work for gigantic intellects; but it was a painstaking 
work, requiring great labor and great care. Are we not entitled to 
commendation for that? Again, there were some thirty or forty of 
these rules obsolete in whole or in part. How could the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Harris, I the first four years he was here, 
tell what was obsolete and what was operative, with no guide, noth- 
ing to point it out? 

Now what, in the name of common sense, are our rules for? They 
ought to be guides, charts. Every sunken rock, every hidden ledge, 
every lee-shore, and every dangerous shoal is supposed to be mark 
with a buoy, a beacon, a light to be pointed out by lines and num- 
bers, so that we can take our chart, and, observing it with careful 
eye, can pilot our little vessel safely through to a harbor. 

Yet these rules are in fact no chart. Half of the sunken rocks 
have been blasted away; new ledges have been discovered, new 
reefs have been found; and yet there have been no marks to show 
them, no numbers to indicate them. And if yon undertake to be 
guided by that chart you would be in the condition of the pilot in 
the sound, who assured the captain that he knew all the rocks there. 
All of a sudden the vessel ran on a ledge, and the captain said to the 
pilot, You infernal scoundrel! I thought you said you knew where 
all the rocks were.” ‘So I do,” said the pilot; “and there is one of 
them.” [Laughter.] That was about the only way a new member, 
at any rate, could tell where any sunken rock in this chart was—by 
running his vessel on it, 

Again, there were practices of the House which had come to be 
law from long custom, yet which were in direct contravention of the 
rules. Again, there were rulings of the presiding officers which were 
diametrically opposed to each other on the same rule. 

Now, 8 we have undertaken to make an open pathway, 
and with guideboards to point the youngest member of Congress, so 
that if he has anything committed to his charge he can pursue his 
way tothe end. Under the old rules, by the old pathway, when I 
asa young member took something which my constituents had in- 
trusted to my care and started along boldly with it, thinking I saw 
the guideboard, all of a sudden the sharp gentlemar from Michigan 
[Mr. ConGER] dropped ùn impassable barrier right across my path, 
and I retired to my seat dismayed, confused, disgusted with legisla- 
tion and legislators, and with myself more than either. [Lamghter.] 

Are we not entitled to some commendation in this, that we have 
repealed the rules obsolete in whole or in part; ay, more, that we 
have made rules soaring out the practices of the House, which can- 
not be misunde ; ay, more yet, that we have selected between 
-contradictory rulings of the presiding oflicers of the House, and em- 
aye = in a rule which commended itself the most as an aid to 

egislation 

now come to some amendments which we have proposed, and I 
will take first that one which occurs to me to be the most important, 
the rule in regard to the calling of committees for reports. We have 
provided that there shall be a morning hour every day, except Mon- 
day, for reports from committees, and that that morning hour shall 
not be dispensed with except by a two-thirds vote. e have pro- 
vided that the committees shall be called in regular order; that they 
shall report their business to this House, and that it shall go, not may 
go but shall go, at once, each class of business to its own proper cal- 
endar. We provide that public bills or business not making appro- 
priations shall go at once to a calendar of the House, a new calendar 
which we have created. We provide that padio business appropri- 
ating money shall go to a calendar of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. We also provide that private business, whether appro- 
priating money or not, shall go to the Committee of the Whole House 
-on the Private Calendar. 

How has it been heretofore? Why, gentlemen, you all know 

3 well that the morning hour has been almost entirely use- 

ess; that it has been directly obstructive to legislation. Take the 
morning hour under the rules as they nowstand. A committee with 
business comes before you to occupy that hour in its turn. It makes 
its report to this House of some simple measure, Discussion springs 
up, and develops from its springing up, and grows from its develop- 
ment, and the first thing you know the morning hour is entirely con- 
sumed, and away that bill goes over to the next morning hour, when 
the same thing again takes place. Only one member of that com- 
mittee, in the two hours to which it is entitled, has the privilege of 
reporting anything. He aporis what he regards as the simplest bill 
in his charge, in order to afford the other members of the committee 
an opportunity to report their bills, and to his amazement the whole 
time assigned is consumed while nothing has been effected. 

I have been on the Judiciary Committee for eight years, I think. 
“The real weight of its business is not ready for report until three or 
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four months after the beginning of the long session of Congress. 
That committee is called perhaps twice during the first month; then, 
according to my experience, it is hardly ever called again during the 
remainder of the long session. 

Under those circumstances the committee applies for a night session 
of the House in which to bring overs its business, upon which it has 
labored and spent time and brains. The members of the commit- 
tee come up here at that night session with hardly ever a quoram 
present. A bill is reported, discussion arises, dissension develops it- 
self, a call of the House is made, and the entire session of the evening 
is utterly and entirely wasted, has been of no earthly use to the Judi- 
ciary Committee or to the country. Again and again and again the 
whole of the business of that important committee has been passed 
by, and all the labors of its members have been wasted. This is the 
ey repeated experience of every leading committee in this 

ouse. 

Again, under the old rule a matter is reported in the morning hour. 
It does not commend itself to the minority of this House, who, know- 
ing it to be in the morning hour, immediately sit silent and prevent 
a quorum, or move to adjourn, or to fix a day to which the House 
shall adjourn. Thus the morning hour is consumed. This is done 
again and again, just so long as the minority may desire to continue 
it. You all remember, because it is of recent occurrence, that this 
was done in the extra session of the present Congress from day to 
ay for a month, against what we believed and what I believe now 
to have been an iniquitous bill. Through that political campaign I 
saw many a day when I was sorry that we filibustered, because I 
would have been delighted to have added that one other political 
crime to the faggot of crimes committed by the party in control of 
this House during the extra session. But we determined otherwise, 
and no business could be transacted during the morning hour for a 
month or more, 

Again, a committee reports in the morning hour. There is but an 
hour to-day and an hour to-morrow, Each member of the committee 
has a dozen important bills in his hands on which he has spent from 
three to four months of work. Each member desires to report. The 
chairman takes the floor and reports one, two, three, or four bills; and 
he is compelled to demand the previous question and force those bills 
through the House, in order to give the others of his committee time 
for the consideration of their measures. In this way hasty, unwise 
legislation has again and in within my recollection been passed 
under the previous question, for the praiseworthy purpose on the part 
of the chairman of saving a little time for some other member of his 
committee. 

Now, the Committee on Rules has done away with all that. No 
complaints of that kind can be made again, if you adopt these revised 
rules. Every committee in this House will be called as often as once 
in two or three days—certainly as often as once a week. Every com- 
mittee will be incited to attend to its business, knowing that there 
will be an opportunity to report all the business that it has in its 
hands perfected. No haste, no previous question, no half-considered 
laws enacted, no unfair advantages taken. 

I desire one further amendment, which will provide that no bill, 
either of a public ora private nature, shall be reported to this House 
unless accompanied with a written report for or against the measure. 
If this be done, then when a bill has been reported the whole case 
will be on one of your three dockets; it will be there with all the 
points in brief; any man can take it and examine it beforehand, and 
can determine for himself whether or not the bill has merit and ought 
to pass. It seems to me that this committee deserves commendation 
for thus breaking away from the old rat and opening up a new road, 
through which honest, fair, well-considered legislation may pass. 

Again, sir, I do not belong to the number of those who hold that 
paya claimants have no rights which the Congress of the United 

tates is bound to respect, kay to you, gentlemen, that a great war 
could not have taken place without claimants by the thousand and 
tens of thousands coming to the doors of Congress, and fairly, right- 
fully, honestly demanding payment of their claims. In war your 
Government is a despot; it must be a despot. The rights of men 
cannot stand in the way of the progress of armies. Your Government 
must be at liberty to make contracts, and to break them; must be at 
liberty to make specifications, and then to change them at its pleas- 
ure; must be at liberty to take the property of the individual for the 
public goon. 5 

The Congress of the United States has never yet had the courage 
to say to its citizens, “ There are the courts that we have created; 
there are the judges and the United States attorneys whom the Pres- 
ident has appointed ; if you have a claim against the Government of 
the United States, the doors of that court are wide os ; go there 
and assert your claims; bring your evidence and appeal to the judg- 
ment of that court.” Congress has never dared to give to its citizens 
that right. I believe we stand almost alone among the nations of 
the earth in refusing to allow a citizen to bring suit in the courts 
against the Government. Now, therefore, when we shut against the 
citizen this door which is open to the subject of every other civilized 
country in the world, can we, ought we to say that we will shut this 
last door, the only one that is open? 

The claimant comes here to Congress. His claim is presented and 
referred to a committee. That committee, under the present feeling, 
is an attorney for the United States, looking upon him with suspi- 
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cious or hostile eye. In presenting his claim he is obliged to over- 
come these prejudices. He does so. The committee reports his claim 
unanimously, the bill goes upon the Calendar. Theclaimant has spent 
months in making out that case; it may be that it involves every- 
thing he has in the world for himself and his family. He has followed 
the claim in committee, has watched it after it has taken its place on 
the Calendar, is in the gallery on a Friday when private bills are to 
be taken up; that bill is reached; it is his only hope, his heart is in 
his mouth, he says to himself, “My time for justice is coming now,” 
when lo and behold, somebody from the Rocky Mountains, or some- 
where else, who never heard of the bill before in his life, who does 
not know to what it relates or what it involves, rises and shouts: “I 
object.” The claimant sees his bill thus thrust aside, and gonerally 
so the end cometh. With a Calendar containing five hun ora 
thousand cases, it will probably never be reached again. The whole 
labor of the committee, the whole labor of the claimant, must thus 
be lost because forsooth some man wants to build up a reputation on 
the smallest capital possible for one to be built upon. [Laughter.] 
But perhaps upon another unfortunate Friday that billisagain reached. 
Again the claimant is there and believes that his claim is to be heard. 
But five men object, and away goes his poor bill; and there is an end 
of it and of his hopes. That is the mode of proceeding on “objection 
days.” Ido not think the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] 
who sits in front of me has ever seen one of these days; but he 
will shortly, and he will recognize them afterward whenever he sees 
them. 

I remember perfectly well a claim which was presented and consid- 
ered by a committee afew years ago. A United States revenue-cutter 
had Saami 4 run down a fishing-schooner, If I had run down the 
vessel, in less than two months I would have been before a court, and 
in three or four months there would have been a judgment against 
me which I should have been compelled to pay. Ifa t steamship 
belonging to one of the t lines had run into the fishing-schooner 
the steamship line would have been compelled to pay the damages ; 
but it was a United States revenue-cutter, with the Secretary of the 
Treasury on board, which ran into this schooner, and there was no 
court open for the owner in which to seek redress, He was compelled 
to come to Congress and ask for relief. He did not ask his ship to be 

aid for, but simply that Congress would open the door to a United 
Btates court and let him goin. The committee reported it unani- 
mously because, of course, it was right and just. For convenience the 
bill was put upon the Calendar, and the very first time it was reached 
to be heard, a gentleman whom I will not name, he is not here now, 
from the fastnesses of the Rocky Mountains, who had never seen a 
schooner in all his life, and did not know whether it was four-masted 
one, jumped up and cried out “I object.” [Laughter.] I went to 
im. I said “In Heaven's name, what do you object to this for?” He 
said What is it?“ [Great laughter and applause.] I left in disgust, 
for if that was legislation, I wanted no more of it forever. 

I hold, Mr. Chairman, that these men have rights, and that it is 
the duty of this Congress to hear them or else to send them to the 
courts. That would be the courageous and the decent way. Our 
committee have wiped out, expunged, destroyed forever, if you say 
amen to this report, all “objection days.” Iam aware it will ruin 
some men’s reputation, [laughter,] but not more than one or two in 
a whole House. It will help all the rest of you, and have a tendency 
to do justice. I expect the objector to vote against it, whoever he 
may be, but I trast Othello’s occupation is gone. 

You will have a Friday’s docket and every man’s case will be en- 
tered upon it, and it will come up to be heard in regular order unless 
a majority of the committee should prefer to change that order. You 
will take that docket as you do in court. You will go from case to 
case and pass, as fast as you can, upon it understandingly. Is not 
that fair? Is it not reasonable? Or is it better for some old mem- 
ber to have the chance of shouting ont “ I object,” and then having 
his name entered in your Index under “incidental remarks,” “ page 
248,” and when you look to see the gentleman’s speech you will find 
“I object.” [Laughter.] 

Now, let me call for a moment your attention to the special orders 
which are piled Pelion upon Ossa until they have become mountain- 
high. If you turn to any day three months hence you will find upon 
the general calendar of business more than twenty special orders 
fixed for the same day. Now we have stoppat all that. Under this 
new order of things there will be no need of special orders. Every 
case will have its day in court. 

kN a great many of you have not seen resolutions submitted on 
the Monday second roll-call. I had a delightful experience the first 
Congress I was here. Maine was called first. Under the present rule, 
after the general roll-call is through, a second is commenced and it 
begins with the State of Maine, when resolutions may be offered for 
present consideration and gentlemen may be compelled to vote upon 
them. Since I have been in Congress, never but once has this privi- 
lege extended outside of Maine. It stuck there nobly. [Laughter.] 
Iremember one session of Con at the request of Mr. Charles 
Sumner, I introduced what was called a civil-rights resolution under 
that opportunity which was given to me by this rale, and that civil- 
rights resolution staid here six solid months in that position. Every 
Monday was filibustered ont in order to prevent its , under 
the lead of the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. Eldridge. I did not 
effect anything. We, between us, did effect a loss every Monday of 


from one-half to three-quarters of an hour of valuable time, or, at 
least, of time that ought to have been valuable. 

If Age notice now on Mondays once in a while, when the States 
and Territories are not likely to take up the hour, somebody’s useless- 
bill is read, or some gentleman picks from the waste-basket a lon 
bill on the transportation of animals, sends it up to the Clerk an 
causes it to be read. What is that for? That is to prevent the State 
of Maine from getting in a resolution under the second call. [Laugh- 
ter.] And, if the old rules prevail, I guarantee to you now that the 
rush of business is over. On every Monday from this hour down to 
the close of this session over half an hour will be consumed readin, 
useless bills. If any gentleman can tell me what benefit has resul 
from the rule I should like to hear it. I haye been here nine years, 
and I have never seen any. 

We have repealed that and gotten it out of the way, and if you 
accept this body of rules you will be troubled no more forever with 
the reading of those lonesome, tiresome bills. The reading clerks 
will sustain this action of our committee. 

Again, we send to the Senate an appropriation bill which our rules 
require shall be first considered in Committee of the Whole, a bill 
appropriating $5,000,000, the items specified, and in the Senate they 
amend it, adi ing to it a million and a half of dollars, and then send 
it back to the House in that shape. Now, I ask any member here if 
he has ever known these amounts which have been added to an ap- 
propriation bill in the Senate to be considered in this House in Com- 
mittee of the Whole? No man ever heard of such a thing; and yet, 
under your rules, if I have a claim for a thousand dollars and it re- 
quires an re Seg it cannot be considered except in Committee 
of the Whole. But the Senate may take an appropriation bill and 
increase it millions, and yet when it comes back here the point of 
order does not lie against it, and it is never considered in Committee 
of the Whole at all Now, this committee, in the interest of honest 
legislation, in the interest of wise legislation, have reported a rule 
that these Senate amendments shall be subject to the point of order, 
which being made and sustained, they must go to the Committee of 
the Whole, and receive their first consideration there, because it is 
their first consideration in this House. 

Now take “ 3 of privilege.” Some of you have seen what has 
been done under an abuse of this question of privilege in this body. 
I have seen the liveliest fights gotten up here upon pretended priy- 
ilege that I ever saw anywhere in my life, beating even an Irish fair, 
More, I have seen a gentleman cause to be read here, on a question 
of privilege, almost the whole Bible from Genesis to Revelations. 
Again, I have seen a member have newspaper after newspaper sent 
bs to the Clerk to be read, oceupying hour after hour with slanders 
of the gentleman affecting only himself. Again, I have seen gentle- 
men contending for the right to the floor on a question of privilege 
when an attack has been made upon them personally, not at all affect- 
ing their character as Representatives, and wasting hours in a contest 
over the point of order. 

Now sir, every man who has been here for any considerable len 
of time knows that one of the greatest outrages and abuses in thi 
House has grown up under this very question of personal privilege. 
It isan easy way to get the floor, make a speech, and flood his district. 
I remember some time ago when I was visiting in an official capacity 
the Legislature in Louisiana, I found that there were a good many 
persons there, some of them of dark complexion, who desired to get 
the floor and make a little display for our benefit; and even they 
had found out what a blessed thing a question of privilege was. They 
would “rise to a point of order,” or “to a question of privilege,” and 
get the floor, and I found it was very much there like it is here; that 

t made very little difference what they said afterward; they had the 
floor for all that. [Laughter.] 

The question of privilege is the very highest right that can be de- 
manded in this House, of the first importance to the body and to the 
member, and it onght not to be open to abuse. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I would like to ask my friend a ques- 
tion if he will permit me. 

Mr. FRYE. I yield for that N 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. would like to ask the gentleman 
what provision is made in this new system of rules for preventing 
the abuses he speaks of in this connection. I have seen myself, and 
I fully are with him as to the ridiculous scenes which have been 
presen before this House in the name of personal explanation. 

e whole House has been frequently disgusted with the reading of 
long newspaper extracts and articles of personal explanation, which 
were put in writing and sent to the Clerk’s desk, but the Chair has- 
held that he could not determine whether it was a question of priv- 
ilege or not, until it had been read. Now, what remedy do you pro- 
pose for that? How are you to determine whether what has been 
claimed as a question of privilege is absolutely so or not until the 
reading of the paper has been had? 

Mr. FRYE. In answer to the gentleman from Virginia, I wish to 
say that “the wayfaring man though a fool can and need not 
err therein.“ It is written plainly here what a question of privilege is: 


The questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House- 


collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings; secondly, the- 
rights, a ning an — of members indy — * K 
capacity only. 


Now, it seems to me that this is plain enough for any gentleman in: 


vidually, in their representative- 
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this House not to misunderstand it, and every gentleman is on his 
honor not to violate nor discredit it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I admit that it is ve 
plain, but men’s minds construe things very differently. How shail 
we execute that provision? I ask my friend the question. Suppose 
you were the Speaker, presiding, and I rose to a question of personal 

rivilege, my personal explanation is in writing and I send it to the 
Clerk's desk to be read. That has been done, when somebody makes 
the point of order that it is not a question of privilege—I have made 
that point myself. Now, I contend that the Chair must hear the state- 
ment before he can decide that it is a question of privilege or not; 
and how would you reach that question ? 

Mr. FRYE. Well, if I were the Speaker, and a gentleman was 
wandering so far from a question of privilege, as I have heard them 
again and again, I would exercise my right as the Speaker of the 

ouse, and stop him. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. But, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. FRYE. I decline to be interrupted any further. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I know it is my own obtuseness. 

Mr. FRYE. I recognize the gentleman from Virginia as one of the 
brightest gentlemen on the floor; but I must decline to be interrupted 
further. if 

I will not call your attention any further to the good things we have 
done. Upon that head I have stopped to leave ground open for 
others who are to follow me. But I think those I have directed your 
attention to must commend themselves to this House. 

Now, to come to some criticism as to committees—how have we 
interfered with the jurisdiction of committees? I have heard it com- 

lained here that we have deprived the District of Columbia of the 
tae which under the existing rules it is entitled to, the third Mon- 
day in every month. That is true; we have, but we have given it, 
under our revised rules relating to committees, an opportunity to 
report and have its business placed on the Calendar once in every two 
or three days during the whole session. And they will have the same 
opportunity that any other committee has to go to the Calendar. In 
my judgment it affords a better opportunity for the discussion of its 
business than it has now, for I have noticed, and others must have, 
too, that when the Monday came which was assigned to the business 
of the District there would be barely a quorum in this House and the 
business of the District received but little attention. 

Take the Committee on Railways and Canals. Thegentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. CABELL] made a complaint in relation to that com- 
mittee. Our committee have not interfered with the jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Railways and Canals further than this: We have 
crystallized into a rule the uniform practice of this House since I 
have been a member of it. And it seems to me under the experience 
of the doings of the Committee on Commerce that if you should give 
another committee like that on railways and canals jurisdiction of 
the improvements of rivers, and if you should give to the Committee 
on Missisippi Levees stili further jurisdiction of the Mississippi 
River and of its tributaries, you would have three committees 
pouring upon this House their bills for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors, and if it is true that there is any log-rolling to-day to 
get one bill through under a suspension of the rules, how much more 
powerful would be the log-rolling of three committees if they were 
willing to resort to it to drive through all their bills. But, I repeat, 
we on 7 crystallize into a rule the uniform practice of this House 
since I have been a member of it. 

Now, there were several committees, as the Committee on Banking 
and 1 and the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 
which had the right under the old rule to report at any time, a right 
given to them at the last session of Congress, I think. We have re- 
pealed that rule because under the rule now proposed there is no 
necessity fortheir having the right to report atanytime. They would 
be called as often as once a week, and I haye not heard that they com- 
plain of this. 

Take the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND ] entered bitter complaint that we had 
restricted their jurisdiction. ell, sir, I have been here nine years, 
and I admit that at an earlier period in those nine years the Com- 
mittee on the Revision of the Laws had the statutes to revise and 
groas labor to perform. That is the only work I ever knew in the 

ands of the Committee on the Revision of the Laws until the extra 
session of this Congress and the work which they performed then 
and submitted to this House did not commend them as a committee 
to me at least. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] says that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary SET everything. He said that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary had the right alone to the jurisdiction of all 
things touching proceedings in courts. And yet the gentleman from 
Illinois in the extra session of Con reported a bill to this House 
from the Committee on the Revision of the Laws overturning all the 


- statutes relating to the transmission of cases from the State courts to 


the United States courts. If he was right as to the jurisdiction of the 
Judiciary Committee, where did the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws get that bill? What nens had they toit? Under what 
rule then existing did they getit? The Judici Committee had 
considered that bill for months with great care, and are considering 
it now, and will be ready to report it at this session of Con, 

Again, at this session of Congress the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. 


HARRIS] reported from that committee a bill regulating the reporting 
of the decisions of the Supreme Court. Now, if it belon to the 
Judiciary Committee, as the gentleman from Illinois says, to take 
charge of all matters touching proceedings in court, I ask him if that 
bill did not legitimately belong to that committee? Iam glad the ge - 
tleman from Virginia urged the passage of that bill. It is a good bill. 
It is through the House, and this is due to his diligence. But that 
committee had no more right to it than I have to my neighbor's hat 
or to my neighbor’s coat. Both those bills belonged to the Judiciary 
Committee; and I, at least, as one member of this committee, came 
to the deliberate conclusion that it was not wise to allow the wild 
colt of the prairies to cavort around without a curb. 

I do not know what would become of the Judiciary or of the other 
committees of this House if the Committee on the Revision of the 
Laws were permitted to go on in that reckless way, taking to itself 
all jurisdiction, however careful, however judicious they might be, 
and however prompt to report business to this House. I did myself 
vote in favor of giving to this committee the revision and coditica- 
tion of the laws, what I believe was only intended for it; and 
I may say that there is no man in this House I love better than I do 
GODLOVE S. ORTE, of Indiana, a member of that committee, into whose 
kind face I am now looking. Soin my vote there was nothing per- 
sonal, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I would like to ask my friend from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] a question concerning the jurisdiction of these two 
committees, as he has appealed to me 

Mr. FRYE. I have not appealed to the gentleman, and I do not 
dare to yield any time, because there is a gentleman who has been 
promised the floor immediately after I shall get through. 

Icome now to the Committee on Commerce. I speak here only 
for myself. I do not speak for the Committee on Rules. I was born 
in favor of river and harbor improvements. I was educated and 
trained an old whig, and I have been able to see but little good in the 
democratic party from that day to this. That, I take it, is owing to 
my early training, not to the wrongs committed by the party or to 
its general bad character. 

I believe in river and harbor improvements. I have voted for 
every river and harbor appropriation bill but one reported by the 
Committee on Commerce during the past nine years. Therefore I 
cannot be charged with any animosity so far as their reports are 
concerned. 

I know that committee is an able one; I know its chairman is an 
honest man; but I know, too, that there has grown up in this House 
within the last ten years a purpose to pass that bill under a suspen- 
sion of the rules; and I know that the growth of that purpose here 
in this House has brought scandal upon the Congress of the United 
States. I do not say that scandal has been deserved; I do not say 
the Committee on Commerce ever reported any items of appropria- 
tion that they ought not to have reported; I state only the naked 
fact that the Congress of the United States has been scandalized all 
over this country because of the forcing of such bills through this 
House under a suspension of the rules. I know that the average 
man must inevitably ask the question, Why this haste? If my 
claim must first be considered in Committee of the Whole, involving 
as it does only a hundred or a thousand dollars, why in the name of 
common sense shall 88, 000, 000 be driven through without any such 
consideration ?” 

I say it is not strange that such a practice has scandalized this 
Congress. It ought not to have been attempted; it should never be 
repeated. And why? When I signed that report of the Committee 
on Rules I had fears that the Committee on Commerce had power 
enough in this House to defeat the report so far as it might affect 
them. 1 believe, however, that it will not have power enough ever 

in in this House, after this discussion and after the discussion in 
the public prints, after the attention of the people has been called to 
the matter. Ido not believe that committee will ever again have 
power enough to command two-thirds of the votes of this House for 
the passage of such a bill before it shall have first received consid- 
eration in the Committee of the Whole. I doubt if any member of 
that committee will have the 1 8 2 to rise in his place and ask 
that the rules be suspended and the bills passed. If this result shall 
be accomplished I will have done all that I hoped to do. 

Now as to the Committee on Appropriations. That committee has 
seemed to be the object of attack even more than the Committee on 
Rules. And while I have great confidence in the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, yet I do sympathize with the assaults which have been 
made upon it. It seems to me that it is the usurping committee of 
Congress. And while there is a rule here reported which does not 
change their powers, it was not the unanimous report of our com- 
mittee and did not receive the indorsement of all its members. It is, 
reported under the resolution to which I have alluded, that where, 
we could not agree unanimously upon an amendment the old rule. 
should be reported. 
I do not believe that the Committee on Appropriations should have. 
the powers of legislation as granted in this rule. I agree with the. 

ntleman from Connecticut Fur. HAWLEY] and the gentleman from 

ew Jersey [Mr. RoBEsON] in that. When I see the Committee on, 
eral a arms taking our whole consular and diplomatic system, 
and in ten days’ time, without, certainly, any adequate or requisite , 
knowledge of what they are doing, smash through it as a mad bull; 
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would Sonen onpa a ohna ah it has always occurred to me that 
that committee had better attend to their business and let 
the business of the Committee on Foreign alone. Ido believe, 
and my experience both in a republican House and in a democratic 
House has forced me to that belief, that there should be a restriction 
upon that committee; that the right of legislation, whether in re- 
duction of expenditures or not, should be taken away from them. 
Let the Committee on Military Affairs report to the House all laws 
affecting the Army; Naval those relating to the Navy; For- 
eign Affairs, those touching our diplomatic service, and so on, each 
committee adhering to its jurisdiction. Then let Congress enact into 
laws such of the reported bills as are deemed just and necessary. 
Then let the Committee on Appropriations appropriate the money 
9 by these laws. 

hat does the “reduction of expenditures” amount to? Some of 
us have seen members put in the chair here, and from their rulings 
learned that the words were without meaning. There is hardly any- 
st offered by the Committee on Appropriations that has not been 
ruled as germane and as reducing expenditures. And in the old days, 
when we had charge, I say to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox] whom I see near me, we were not much better in this than the 
democrats are now. 

Mr. COX. Not so good. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, a little better, [laughter,] because I remember 
that a majority of the democrats in this House united with the mi- 
nority of the republicans to pass that famous and notorious salary 
bill, the back-pay grab. 

Mr. COX. Do not look at me; I did not vote for it, and I did not 
take the money. 

Mr. FRYE. I think the gentleman said on this floor that he wanted 
to, and the man who looks upon a woman to lust after her——[laugh- 
ter. 


[Mr. Cox] believed, not without just cause, that he was entitled to 
one hour during the debate to-day. The Committee on Rules yields 
the only remaining hour to the gentleman from New York, and will 
trust to its opportunities under the five-minute rule to explain any 
pois at issue as the discussion may goon. I yield tothe gentleman 

m New York. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I favor this report. If I hereafter see 
reasons to amend it, it shall not be loaded down. If it is loaded, I 
will vote to save its provisions. 

Whatever may be said about changing the substance of our rules 
as to a better division of our labor and the responsibility of our mem- 
bers and committees, this much may be said: that itis high time their 
incongruities and disarrangement in our book of parliamentary prac- 
tice were reconciled, and the obsolete rules expunged. The present 
Digest lacks brevity, harmony, and perspicuity. 

Its methods and principles may be all right, but, like the tools of a 
mechanic, they should not only be up with the last invention, but 
handy to get at and keen for use. The report of the Committee on 
Rules means advancement in this latter direction. Whether the 
committee has substantially altered so as to better the rules for for- 
warding our business in the proper path I will not now discuss. 
Doubtless the cpa | thought about rules for governing a legislative 
75 70 like ours should be to carry out the will of its legal majority, 
while not restraining any proper effort of the minority to hinder and 
enlighten that will. 

But, sir, let us not forget that an unrestrained will in this House 
may be equivalent to no expression of responsible will. It nullifies 
itself by excess. It is hardly, therefore, to be conceded, as the com- 
mittee state it, that the powers of a minority to “check temporarily, 
if not permanently, the action of a majority should not be invaded 
or restricted.” To allow this would consume the very power it is 
intended to conserve. 

OBJECT OF RULES. 

While we should not unnecessarily impede the execution of the will 
of the House, let us surround our proceedings with every possible 
restraint which will insure deliberation. To deliberate means to weigh. 
It does not mean to jump or to overslaugh by mere votes; nor by 
clamor to drown, or by force to coerce. 

To subserve this main end of legislative procedure, namely, delib- 
eration, let us avoid giving too much fluency to everything which 
comes here. Why should we render facile our seven thousand propo- 
sitions in the form of bills here, every Con from that which would 
insert God in the Constitution to that which would regulate our being 
shaved on Sunday? Whence this desire for facile legislation? Is it 
owing to the civil war, or to our more recent tendencies to give the 
glamonr of regality to this Federal center, that we forget the original 
rules and simple modes of our patriotic faith, not merely as a party 
now in supremacy, but as unpartisan interpreters of the Constitution? 

Our rules have been in existence for eighty-nine years—from 1790 
with various modifications until now. That is true; but does it follow 
that we should change the rules made by men who made the organic 
law and who enacted laws under it? The earlier legislators under- 
stood the genius of our federal polity. Exeept for great and never 
for transient causes their edifice should not be defaced or destroyed. 
The men who made these rules from time to time were jealous of Fed- 
eral power. They believed in home government. They did not intend 
that this city should be the gorgeous head of an empire while the 
States, in manacles, were to be along in some victor’s train 
behind an imperial chariot. The rules, if questioned, interpret this 
seria and prudent philosophy, and I am glad the Committee on 

ules has not substantially changed their essence and principle. 
When we undertake to make easy federal methods of legislation do 
we not open the sluices throngh which no end of perilous legislation 
may rush to inundate and upturn? 

The committee have said in their report that in the Sixth Con- 
gress, which convened December 2, 1779, there were two hundred 
and ninety-eight bills introduced and reported, while in the Forty- 
fifth Congress, which convened October 15, 1877, there were sixty- 
five hundred and seventy-nine bills introduced. The number of peti- 
tions to which they refer are not consequential, for the press and tele- 
gram have made petitions almost dead, if not ridiculous. 

These facts which the committee narrate not only command us to 
make a revision of our rules for the dispatch of business, but call a 
serious halt on the dangerous compounding and absorption of all 
powers in the Federal Government. Hence, for a larger thonght 
than that of economy, there should not be given too much facility 
for legislation, either by the constitution of new and easy ways for 
money bills, or to prevent liberal discussion and amendment. Stand- 
ing upon the ancient ways, and ready to make the best breviary for 
our legislative conduct, I hail this careful effort of the committee 
to perfect our rales, upon which much of the pleasure and utility of 
legislative work depends. 

ECONOMY AND ITS OPPOSITE. 

It is to be regretted, Mr. Speaker, that on the threshold of this de- 
bate efforts are made to make easy a class of appropriations that ap- 
peel to the elements of mercenary and local a Gn sate The 

t question which meets us in the discussion of the seventh clause 
of Rule l, (page 32:) (To commerce: to the Committee on Commerce, 
[but they shall report the bill known as the river and harbor bill for 
reference to the Committee on Appropriations.”] The debate on 


Mite COX. I did not say so. I made the only speech against it. 
You had better be more just, for Maine is in trouble. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. Chairman, Maine was in trouble a little while ago. 
A host of fusionists, democrats, and greenbackers, like those barbarous 
tribes of the North who used to sweep down upon the plains to de- 
vastate and destroy, came down upon the g old State of Maine 
and attempted to destroy her. But, thank God, they have gone back 
to their fastnesses again, and thanks to their conduct they never will 
return. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. COX. I never said anything against your brother-in-law, and 
I never will. [Great laughter.] 

Mr. FRYE. I had supposed, Mr. Chairman, that when this demo- 
cratic brother-in-law married a good respectable woman it would re- 
sult in a change of heart, and make him respectable. I am sorry to 
say that I have something to say against him myself. He did not 
experience any change of heart; he is a loco-foco still. [Continued 
laughter. 

Mr. COX. I know that the republican 8 used to take care of 
their brothers-in-law in the early days. I did not know but they 
would keep up the custom now. I want the gentleman to keep to 
the rules. 

Mr. FRYE. I will remind the gentleman of the old rule that no 
gentleman shall speak except from his seat. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. This committee has proposed to repeal that. Iam show- 
ing the gentleman how the new rule will operate in practice. [Re- 
newed lau | 

Mr. FRYE. Now, Mr. Chairman, so far as I am concerned, not 
speaking for the committee, I am in favor of the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] and by the 
gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. ROBESON, ] and I reserved the right 
to offer such an amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to trespass for this length of time 
upon the committee, but it did-seem to me that some feeble voice 
should be raised in slight commendation of onr six weeks of hard 
work. If the old members, familiar with the rules, cannot see any- 
thing to admire, I thought that some of the younger ones might 
look over our work with favor as an aid to them; and perhaps the 
older ones might see “lifts to the lazy.” 

I believe that as a whole these new rules are a great improvement. 
As a matter of course, they are not perfect; they are open to criti- 
cism; they are open to amendment; and the committee itself will 
delight in real amendments which may be offered in this House and 
adopted. I believe that the debate which shall spring up here in the 
Committee of the Whole under the five-minute rule will be of great 
value to this House, and I wish to say now to gentlemen on this side 
that if there ever was a time when it was their duty to be here on the 
floor, taking part in the business of this House, it will be when these 
rules are under consideration in Committee of the Whole. I sin- 
cerely hope that every republican member of the House will be found 

here to vote upon these rules and any amendments that may be 
offered. 5 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, in view of the order of the House 
and the hour usual for adjournment, there is but one hour left for 
general debate on this report. I beg the Committee of the Whole to 
remember that the Committee on Rules has not been heard, except 
through the gentleman last occupying the floor, nor will it take the 
hour remaining, for the reason that the gentleman from New York 
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this rule seems to turn upon questions of economy and prodigality ; 
eneral legislation and local greediness. Infact, the gentleman from 
exas [Mr. REAGAN] almost confesses this to be the issue when he 
says, “I doubt not it will be developed that this new rule will be 
sustained by every member who doubts the propriety and the policy 
of this class of appropriations.” And the honorable gentleman then 
roceeds, after a Claas statement of his views, to call for “one 
ill”—only one—“ to come before this House to put a quietus to that 
sort of demagogy and misrepresentation ” with which he charged 
members and editors by wholesale. This is the courteous way in 
which the gentleman from Texas opens this debate. 

Mr. REAGAN. It is such unwarranted statements as these, and 
not the bills themselves, that have caused the scandal referred to by 
the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. COX. The scandal referred to by the gentleman from Maine is 
based upon the opinion drawn by the newspapers and members from 
these statutes. Just look at them. The like was never known in the 
old democratic days, when the gentleman from Texas and I served 
here before the war. Why, sir, from an appropriation of $2,000,000 
ten years ago you have jumped up to $8,000,000. How much was it 
in the cin dase when we served together and held to the old demo- 
cratic tenets? Nothing at all scarcely. We of course made appro- 

riations for general objects. The statement of my coll e r. 
Tarn that we opposed all appropriations for rivers and harbors 
is not correct. We are ready now and at all times to vote appro- 
priations for general objects. But when eal e are made for 
every little stream that can 92 be found in our encyclopedias 
or our geographies, my friend from Texas comes in and justifies it as 
democratic policy. 

The gentleman talks about being made the clerk or amanuensis of 
another committee! Now, mark you what he would makeof us! If 
he cannot play, as Hamlet's friend, on alittle lute, yet he would play 
on you and me and all of us! He would make us here his mechan- 
ized automata, as he has under his suspension of rules, for $8,000,000! 

I am not, for one, tolerant of this kind of attack. The gentleman 
has missed his channel and overflowed his banks. He needs public 
improvement. He simply passed his immense bills because he could, 
not because he ought, and we are again reminded that it can be done 
again. Like the sailors in Shakespeare’s Isle of Prospero, he is so full 
of valor that he smites the very air for breathing in his face and beats 
the ground for kissing of his feet! 

Is it not bad enough when our tariffs are made and unmade at the 


behest of classes and sections, irrespective of the masses and the. 


equities? The history of our tariff shows that all the votes given 
on our tariffs since that of 1790, with rare exceptions, have been de- 
pendent upon local material and individual interests. When there 
was a low and liberal tariff to be made, the West and the South gave 
it their sanction. When an illiberal and high tariff was to be made, 
the capital invested in manufactures ee its suspicious tenor to 
the tariff. Still more notably the tariffs during the war and after 
it illustrate my thought. 

But is it not time that, irrespective of sections, combinations for 
immense exactions for public works, not comparable to tariffs, for 
insidious robbery, which are made by bills - what are called log-rolling 
bills—should cease? Are they not framed regardless of all constitu- 
tional clauses or interpretations by court or veto? Are they not as 
regardless of all fairness in the division of the loot as of the tradi- 
tional policy of internal improvements which limited the appropria- 
tion to general objects, such as coasts and inland seas? 

Will it be believed that the appropriation for one of these years 
was such that even the omnivorous maw of the Grant administration 
refused to expend it? As the Speaker has shown us, the amounts 
of these appropriations have grown enormously in late Congresses, 
under the exclusive direction of the Committee on Commerce. But 
this is not my complaint so much; it is that they have grown be- 
cause, under the system of allowing the Committee on Commerce to 
make such bills, they have not only diminished and dimmed their 
own sphere of legislation as the initial and conservative forces of 
our trading people, and thus have made our legislation a by-word and 
a shame, but they have, as I once before demonstrated, set at naught 
every principle of free challenge by debate and amendment, which 
is the very life and soul of every parliamentary body in Europe and 
America. 

DIPLOMATIC REFORMS. 

It was said by the gallant gentleman from e (Mr. HOOKER] 
that if the Committee on n should take cognizance o 
the river and harbor bill and report it, why should not other com- 
mittees take charge of business connate with their special func- 
tion? Or to illustrate his thought: Here is the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, upon which I serve as chairman. Do I want the diplo- 
matic and consular bill referred to my committee? If I desi to 
aggrandizeits importance or my own, perhaps we would desire to make 
the appropriation bill. 

But is not the language of the very rule reported by this Committee 
on Rules so framed that the reporna of the river and harbor appro- 
priation bill might be given to the Committee on Commerce, while 


its final revision comes before that committee which must take the 
broadest, most comprehensive, and indispensable scope of the whole 
horizon of finance? 

Many years since I urged that our diplomatic missions might well 


be curtailed, in so far as ministers and envoys are concerned. The 
money employed in that direction might well beapplied to consuls and 
commercial agents, in the interest of trade and commerce. On the 
13 I may repeat and enforcesome of these earlier thoughts. 
ndeed, the House has already instructed our committee to re 
wherein they can cut off the dead limbs of the diplomatic tree. There 
is no reason why we should not lop off all of its deadness, even to the 
9 its sapless and expensive root. It is said by Schiller 
“ that for thirty years Germany stood with her hand on her sword, 
and every rustle of a leaf disturbed her.” This has been the condi- 
tion of Europe the last summer, yet there was scarcely any of our 
diplomats at their posts during this terrible period. St. James was 
vacant and St. Petersburg empty, and those who filled other missions 
were like the false god l at whom Elijah mocked: “Cry aloud: 
for he is a god; either he is talking, or he is pursuing, or he is in a 


journey, or peradventure he sleepeth, and must be awaked!” During 


this period many of our citizens were traveling abroad; but had they 
any special terror on account of this European imbroglio? Would 
they have felt or been more safe if our diplomatic functionaries had 
been at the capitals of Europe, dining with or dancing attendance 
upon titled personages? Who loses a wink of sleep in this country 
because one minister fails to attend the Queen’s levee in a spiked- 
tailed coat and a favor in its lapel, or another minister fails to shiver 
in the antechamber of the ice palace of the Czar? People rarely miss 
vacancies, and who misses those ministers? What a precious saving 
it has been, this vacancy which they created. How cheerfully we 
would part with all of them, provided we retained in the Treasury 
their salaries. 

But if the Committee on Foreign Affairs would rid the country of 
these superfluous appendages, have they not the chance without hav- 
ing exclusive control of the diplomatic appropriation bill? Have we 
not the right to report a general bill repealing existing laws creating 
these offices? Cannot we prepare amendments to the appropriation 
bill for such a purpose and take the sense of the House upon them? 
When the majority of the House favor ssuch motions cannot it be 
done? If we have left the right to amend appropriation bills, when 
they come up in Committee of the Whole, or if preliminarily we may 
report appropriation bills on special subjects for the final revision of 
the Appropriation Committee, what then? Nothing, except greater 
guards over the neroni bo in the Treasury. Let us, therefore, leave 
to the Committee on Appropriations its general supervision which is 
indispensable to our fiscal system, 


DIVISION OF FISCAL COMMITTEES. 


I am the author of a resolution adopted in the last session of the 
Thirty-eighth Con on the 2d of March, 1865, which divided the 
old Committee of Ways and Means into three committees—one for 
appropriations which paid out the money, one for ways and means 
which brought it in, and one on the Banking and Currency, which 
had control of the kind of money. I was moved to do this, and sus- 
tained by the House, because of the inordinate income, through bonds 
and taxes, as well as our vast outgo, involving thousands of millions, 
all in charge of one committee. The immense amount and variety of 
the business of the Ways and Means then seemed to call fora division 
of labor and responsibility. But I see no reason further to divide this 
fiscal business, and much inst it. The division my rule made was 
philosophic and salu . It gave unity to the business of three com- 
mittees without much disturbance. 

Is it said now that the Ways and Means are shorn of their proper 
functions? Have they not plentytodo? Judgin bya glance inside 
of their splendid chamber, with its clerks and clocks, mirrors and 
messengers, and by the intellectual make-up of the committee and 
the genteel style of its distinguished chairman—it is not fair to infer, 
as we do sometimes, that its only fanction is to move to adjourn. 
Are not all the revenues, involving all the network of interests of this 
country, 8 upon the door-knob of that superb committee? It 
has even had referred to it the matter of conventional treaties in con- 
nection with customs. Where is the limitation of its periphery? 
Go to the uttermost parts of the earth, and lo, itis there. In spite of 
all protests of my elegant colleague [Mr. Woop] was he not hailed 
at the capital of the grand nation, not only as the head of the dem- 
ocratic party, but as the creator, avatar, guide, and genius of every 
measure looking to the glory and magnificence of American institu- 
tions? Is not that committee now in the throes of a great system of 
refunding? Shall it be three and a half or four? And are we not 
waiting daily for the birth of the child, forgetful of all the tariff bur- 
dens of our land? 

But, sir, with this immensity of business and importance its func- 
tion has its beautiful and rounded unity. It is expressed in the word 
“income,” just as“ appropriations” has it in the word ‘outgo;” as 
“banking and currency” have it in “ what-go,” and as the people’s 
committee, the Committee of the Whole, has it in “how you all come 
and go!” [Applause.] 

EXPERIENCE OF OTHER LEGISLATURES. 


In other countries which have deliberative assemblies there are 
various modes of representing the various administrative departments 
of government. Sometimes the labor of these departments are final, 
but as liberty obtains we notice that the revision and sanction of a 
legislative body become indispensable to incomes and outgoes. The 
system of permanent committees on the “budget” (bag or purse) 
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prevails only in a few countries; ours is one. In other countries the |. 


chambers of legislative bodies have but little to do besides register- 
ing and appropriating the estimates of the government. Belgium is 
a good example for several pu There the chambers are divided 
into six sections. They correspond with the six ministerial depart- 
ments—justice, foreign affairs, interior affairs, finance, war, and public 
works. Each division takes what belongs to it just as we do now in 
the House. 

But in nearly all these countries where legislatures exist commis- 
sions on the budget having this one business are created, who pass 
upon the-expenditures, and in nearly all the final vote is reserved to 
the legislature on financial propositions. Let us beware of giving u 
to any committee the power of final adjudgment on revenues an 
taxes, on tariffs and bonds. 

It is argued, with 1 that legislative action has not, in the 
countries where such establishments are gifted with power over tax 
and pay, shortened public expenditures or held down administrative 
abuses. Well, the world generally, sir, is increasing the cost of its 

vernments. This is owing to wars and other deviltries. There is no 
uxury equal to that of a governmentif its excessive cost is the touch- 
stone. Now, isit true that the best government, or I should say patri- 
otically, our democratic-republican government, is the most expen- 
sive? We are by no means the worst. True, we have much todo in 
cutting off excrescent expenses. It takes all we can do to keep 
watch over the generals, and lieutenant-generals, and major-gener- 
als, and brigadier-generals, and their staffs, and foragers and what 
not; together with our admirals, rear and otherwise, and the army 
and navy of useless placemen, on sea and land. We have a waste- 
ful and ridiculous excess of these decorative folk. Considering our 
remoteness from European nations and troubles, we should be happy 
that the processes of science have not brought us nearer. But is 
this a reason against free and legislative rule? Is it true that ex- 

nditures go up when legislation handles them? Yet, it seems so 
in Belgium. In 1835, with a population of 3,876,000, it spent -only 
seventeen and one-half millions of our dollars. In 1875, wit a pope 
lation of 5,336,000, the cost of governing ran up more than $5,000,000 ; 
or, to be exact, two hundred and fifty-six millions of francs. Forty 
ears more that doubled its cost, and that, too, per capita. What a 
esson is here, if all the facts are considered? First, Belgium has a 
money measure of suffrage ; in consequence the minority of the poopie 
furnish the parliamentary majority; second, one-third of the 100, 
privileged voters are interested in large outlays for public works, and 
in employment upon them; for the government not only constructs 
ublic works, but runs mails, telegraphs, and half of the railroads. 
No wonder they have a special committee on “ public works!” But 
in Denmark, where the largest suffrage prevails, the government is 
Hig a but sufficiently generous. The Pre and workingmen join 
in the lower house in all liberal supplies; but neither in Belgium 
or Denmark, or other nations, do they have committees which gag 
through bills by two-thirds, without chance to change the supply or 
to veto separate items. 

In this country, Congress, if left free, will not increase buf diminish 
expense. It is a crude idea that when you trust the House to debate 
and amend, that then the increase ensues. The tendency to cut down 
both the estimates of the Departments and of committees, if freedom 
is left to the legislature, comes from the universal desire for economy 
expressed in the e of parties, professed by all politicians in 
deference to public virtue. An argument against freedom in this 
House on matters, is an argument for the Russian system, where 
a life council named by the Crown has charge of the budget, sub- 
ject to the imperial sanction. It is an argument for despotic rule. 

RIVERS AND HARBORS. 

When it is said that the excision of expenditures has been more 
when the liberty of debate has been suppressed, I doubt and deny it. 
A higher rule should regulate that, and that is, that whatever should 
be levied in the shape of taxation, or spent for even the most luxuri- 
ous fare should have the will of the people under the widest 
conditions of investigation and correction. This is the essence and 
tradition of public liberty, and is in accordance with the rule re- 
ported as to the final supervision of the Appropriation Committee 
of the river and harbor bill. To fix the proper responsibility for 

nding the people’s money, I would go further and discard utterly 

e rule by which appropriations of any kind should go through, 
without debate. I would favor no process of juggling bills through 
by giving special pap to certain ig 

o legislation, under rules liable to be suspended without debate 
or amendment, where money is divided around, is either republican, 
democratic, fair or just, even if it were economic in some instances. 

But, sir, I gave my reasons for this when the river and harbor bill 
was crowded through the House by stifling amendment and debate, 
under a suspension of the rules on a two-thirds vote. I disfavor any 
attempt to give this important matter of public improvement to the 
Committee on Commerce, first, because the very constitution of that 
committee, selected generally from commercial or quasi-commercial 
localities, as well as our best experience, has demonstrated the ex- 
travagance of such a committee beyond a parallel. 

What is best to be done under our present conditions? Who cares 
whether 1 or “ Roads and Canals,” or “Commerce” 
have heretofore had this business? Suppose the file shows no prece- 
dent, let us make a precedent! 


LEGISLATIVE LIBERTY AND LIBERTINISM. 

The issue is well made by the honorable Speaker and those who sus- 
tain him against the prodigals. The contest is between legislative 
liberty and pecuniary libertinism ! 

When I had the honor to report Rule 120 in the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress, drawn by Judge Holman and sent to the Committee on Rules, 
the work of retrenchment began. It is this rule that calls for the elo- 
quent objurgation of the gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. DUNNELL, ] 
and others who have just spoken. He honors us. There was no such 
aid ever here for economy as Rule 120. The honorable Speaker was 
then chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, while for much of 
the time I was chairman of the Committee of the Whole to interpret 
the rule. We assisted in a work for which the people should be thank- 
ful, but which we have already forgotten, because we have taken lazy 
steps, though in the same direction. When, therefore, it was pro- 
8 to bring in a river and harbor bill and pass it, with its millions, 
over our heads without debate, without a word of debate or an amend- 
ment, as a Representative of a taxed people I protested in writing, 
and my protest was backed by some forty members. We only obtained 
debate by what was deemed almost an insult to the House, and that, 
too, after the protest, and after the bill had passed. I called it a raid 
on the Treasury, fed , and what not—very questionable language. 
The words were taken down, and so was I. 

I should have studied the language of the bandit of Thibet: He does 
not say in graft, unpleasant voice, and with horrid menace, “Stand and 
deliver! Your money, your horse, or your cloak!” Oh, no; but he 
says in the blandest way, “ My dear elder brother, it is a hot day; 
your cloak, if you please,” or “I am tired of locomotion on foot. I 
see, my beloved, that thou hast a noble steed; wilt thou dismount?” 
By similar sweet paraphrases I might have designated the bills which 
have been produced from the Committee on Commerce. Were they not 
the pleasing combination of all DENON suavity and local endear- 
ments; dainty bits of succulent reciprocity, for the mutual good of 
the beloved constituencies with large water-frontage; by no means 
for local greed and political corruption, but bills to aid poverty in 
its distress, to make happy the leaders of parties in congressional 
districts; in fine, as my friend from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA 
would phrase it in his optimistic advocacy of fifty millions a year 
for this purpose: “to give transportation to our commodities, em- 
ployment to our people, and prosperity to the country.” But, sir 
who pays for it? That is not answered. Do not the people know f 

OF SALT, ETC.—TARIFFS, ETC. 

Every man in this land pays an insidious tax of 35 per cent. on his 
own person. From the crown of his head or hat to the sole of his boots 
he is taxed by an infamous system, which ps much into the pockets 
of the few, or a little out of the pockets of the rich for the Treasury. 

Salt is an example. It is next to bread! Can that which is unsa- 
vory be eaten without salt? How our people North and South fonght 
for the salt wells! And yet how easy we give them up to the pilla 
of protection, notwithstanding the needs and demandsof the people for 
their enl ment! 

An Arabian tale has it that some one looked down into the secrets 
of the earth and saw all its treasures. He had his choice; he selected 
the crystals of salt. 

Salt ought to be as cheap as bread. It is a universal necessity. It 
should be cheap to all. It is said that Elisha healed the waters and 
stopped the dearth in the land by scattering salt upon them. We 
have no fear of dearth, and our pestilence has departed, but there is 
a burden but little worse in the infamous tariff upon some fifteen 
hundred articles, one of which is salt. Ah! but it is said that wecan 
make it for nothing. Then why makeso much elamor for its protection? 

As a member from Pennsylvania declared to me, he voted against 
the bill because “it was an entering-wedge.” Wedge into what? 
Into the system which d ils the many for the few, which puts an 
indirect tax of hundreds of millions upon the people and but a tithe 
of it into the Treasury. That system, as to salt especially, was sus- 
tained by the votes of the gentlemen from Michigan, Texas, and West 
Virginia, who appen for these improvements from the common 
Treasury, and re to lighten the tax on the r man. 

The interest of salt fish, I see by a report, belongs to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. After many years of is Pe we upset the bounty 
on New England fish, but kept salt free for fish. Why cannot it be 
made free for the poor man’s pork and potatoes? ; 

Salt! Why, do we not know that it only brought $786,042.20 to 
the Treasury in 1877 ; $754,382.74 in 1878; and $798,647.80 in 1879? 
By our system of tariff we put twelve cents per hundred pounds tax 
on all of it in sacks and barrels and 20 per cent. ad valorem on it in 
cakes. Yet the gentleman from Texas favors a continuance of this 
tax. Why? Does he not know that ten times these sums reach 
Onondaga, Kanawha, and Michigan? Does he favor free salt for fish 
and not for potatoes and pork? [Laughter.] He does, Read this 
volume on “Imported Commodities” from the Treasury and you will 
see the “salt withdrawn (free) for curing fish” the past year. It is 
all New England, from Barnstable to Wiscasset. Where is the free 


withdrawal of salt for pork from Cincinnati and Saint Louis? 

All and each of these champions of river and harbor extravagance 
voted against cheapsalt. Texas joins with West Virginia. That was 
a surprise. It was no surprise when Michigan completed this pro- 
tective saline triumvirate. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to say one word. I have been trying to get 
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these 8200, 000, 000 on the free list reduced, and the taxes distributed 
over a larger field, But when we put something on salt we shall 
have to put much less on cotton aud woolen goods, and iron and 
steel, and hats and shoes. 

Mr. COX. It is the old story. You do not commence at the right 
end. Why, sir, salt is like bread; the people demand it. You come 
up here with this tax on it and say, “ You shall have free salt for fish.” 
eee England gets it. Here is the list in the last report. But when it 
«comes to free salt for potatoes and for pork, 1 refuse it. [Laughter.] 

If this goes on—if these moneys are to be forever paid to assist to 
make artificial water courses, against provideutial arrangements 
where will you get your natural scenery? [Laughter.] 

Mr. REAGAN. Before the gentleman gets away from his criticism 
on appropriations, I want to say that if he will look to the State and 
the city he represents, he will find that New York obtained in the last 
appropriation bill nearly twice as much as the State of Michigan. Is 
it this he is objecting to before his constituents? 

Mr. COX. Now mark how I will put down the statesman from 
Texas. 0 I have always voted against these bills. I 
voted against Hell Gate and the other gates of that nature. I never 
voted to push Hell Gate throngh on an appropriation bill without 
the right of amendment or debate. The people of New York City 
would never approve my course if I supported such a vicious legisla- 
tion. Now is not the gentleman a little sorry he interrupted me? 
LLaughter.] 

To return to salt: 

Give some gentlemen a tariff and an appropriation and, as was said 
of a Spaniard and a bull-fight, “ you may burn his father at the stake 
in a cassock painted in the flames of hell.” Texas joins with West 
Virginia; but Michigan will have the lead, both in laying custom 
duties and demanding harbor improvements. Still, it is impossible 
to tell which of the three eloquent stipendiaries has made most of 
this situation for local renown— 

I shall as soon pronounce what Grace more neatly 
Trips it before Apollo than the rest. 

But before I go further into my time, allow me to pay my atten- 
tion to the gentleman who has been so anxious to make personal re- 
marks about myself and my legislative conduct. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HORR) has been pleased to make 
special reference to the Committee on Foreign Affairs and to myself. 

is manner was too kind and gentle to be offensive; but he must be 
reminded that his argument for the aggrandizement of his Commit- 
tee on Manufactures ought not to be based on the derogatory state- 
ment that our committee and myself have only been engaged in 
manufacturing witticisms. The House must have seen that we were 
diligent in our business even at the extra session, and passed all our 
measures, There are no witticisms from a committee of that dignity. 
The corn speech to which he refers was made when I was but an 
humble member, not chairman of the committee. No one but my- 
self represented that element. Its co was the product of my 
western TARIN and wah nel distillation. Why should I be accused 
of mere play here? Have I not shown some fruits as the result of 
studious work? Did I not carry through here the Thurman bill as 
to railroads, the life-saving bill, the census, and many others, which 
might be named? Is it not time to stop this constant depreciation 
of one who really cares little for being here, except to do something 
worthy? Where is the fun in such misrepresentation? Will my 
friend from Michigan bear with me if I give him a lesson in the mat- 
ter of congressional debate? Humor is a large part of it. It should 
be ratiocinative, however. It should have a practical object. When 
I happened one day to kill a moth contract by some good-natured 
remarks on that insect and the political analogies it suggested, it was 
because I was informed by a canny Scotchman (now Senator from 
Kentucky) that there were facts to be developed. In one minute 
after he paro me the pamphlet I gave it the needed good temper, and 
a half million was saved. The point is to make your fun dialectic 
and rational. Did my friend in his speech so brimming with humor 
and which tended to make ridiculous the claim of inconsequential 
committees to greater consideration, observe this rule? I haye been 
told his committee took his speech in earnest, met, and proceeded to 
declare he had vindicated thèm. [Laughter.] They asserted that 
they had been neglected, and would claim their rights to all questions 
as to manufactures. This, of course, would kill my elegant colleague 
of the Ways and Means. [Laughter.] He could not survive it. What, 
sir, to have manufactures take away his tariffs? 

Was there any other object in the gentleman’s speech? Did he 
tell us how he regarded the committee’s report, or was he only enter- 
taining the House? He was also pleased to refer in a pleasant way 
to some volumes of travel I had written. Thankful for such a no- 
tice, I fear he has omitted the one most apposite There is a volume 
in my desk I will send to him. It is entitled “Why We Laugh.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Tho gentleman will suspend, to receive a mes- 
0 the Senate. Members will take their seats. 

. COX. To resume, as Mr. Sherman wonld say. [Langhter.] 
When members take their seats will the gentleman take my book? 
[A page took the book to the member from Michigan, who received 


it 5 
. COX. e volume I send is named“ Why We Laugh.” Isend 


it to the gentleman with my regards, and with a view to ask him to 


regard its philosophy, “why ”—not “how,” nor “at what —we laugh. 
It will show him that nearly all great natures manufactured witti- 
cisms now and then, from Sir Thomas More to Corwin, from Julius 
Cesar to the gentleman. [Laughter.] But their wit had a rational 
purpose. They were logical in their laughs. They used what Aris- 
totle knew to be the reductio ad absurdum, and what Whately com- 
mends as the best means of exposing f and fraud. I wish I 
could read an extract or so before I send my friend the volume. 

Now, 1n the view of these lessons for mirth, was it logical for m 
friend the other day to call the attention of the House to my body 
Suppose I am little, was it logical, or parliamentary, or kind to say 
it? It was done without malice, but it permeated every one of my 
two million pores. [Laughter.] 3 I had the gentleman’s im- 
mensity of pores, where could not the laughter extend? Then there 
would have been need of some improvements, “ because of a loss of 
moisture.” [Laughter.] Why, sir, every sweat-gland in my small bod. 
gave out its mortifying moisture because they were so few comp: 
with the pores and glands of larger bodies. Creagh} 

Now, sir, I submit, was my size a subject for any gentleman’s log- 
ical langhter? I never claimed, because of its smallness, exemption 
from the demands of courage or in the arena of debate. Laughter is 
health. It oils the joints [ 2 the countenance, causing it 
to shine. An animal that tries to laugh, like a hyena, is specially 
despised ; but a babe, when it first beholds the sunshine, laughs! The 

ntleman was once a babe, [laughter,] an innocent babe—a cherub. 
fLaachten He may have children—all little rotundities, all dimpled 
beauties, which with “ flitcherin' noise and glee” rush to meet their 
dad—and all like their dam—dam, bad father! I cannot see to read 
it plainly, but it looks like—their dam—bad father. [Roars of laugh- 
ter.] Does he not love them? Doubtless, as all genial natures like 
his love children. But where is the point of making my small per- 
son—though I carry the weight of the average man, one hundred and 
forty pounds—the butt of his ridicule? Why should smallness, in 
such an immensity of creation, and when everything may be reduced 
to atomies, be accounted contemptible? I once buried a burly body 
here for insinuating that I wassmall. I cast his soul, which was very 
small, through a nether keyhole, for he was little in everything except 
in size. 

When one comes to consider all universal physical relations—the 
size, say, of this dome and the goddess on it, much bigger, even, than 
the gentleman, [laughter,] then of the mountains of our earth, then 
of the sun, of Jupiter, or the star Sirius, and then the constellations 
and — far beyond, pinnacled dim in the intense inane, of crea- 
tion, how contemptible a member of Congressseems! [Great laugh- 
ter.] Therefore, where or what is the humor of making a member 
of Congress out to be little, and laughing at his size! What is there 
to boast of in this enormity of flesh and size? At the best, Goliah 
did not reach more than twice as high and was only one-sixth more 
than the size of some gentlemen here, Lambert, with all his opu- 
lence of oil, was only a poor, weak man, unable to grasp what Isaac 
Newton knew—whose mother put him in a quart cup when he was 
born. [Laughter.] Sir Isaac Newton! Doesthegentleman think he 
could get into such a cup? [Laughter.] Why then, why should the 
spirit of mortal be proud? Proud flesh is not asign of health. [Laugh- 


ter. 

My friend evidently meant to be familiar with me in two respects: 
First, to humble me for my size; and second, to be witty over what 
I cannot help, my stature. 

I never knew till the other day when I failed to recognize him, 
how re ering was my body. I took him by mistake for a gen- 
tleman from North Carolina. It was my poor è 8 sl Yes, on' my 
failure to recognize him, he called me, first, genial, and, second, little— 
all of which implies a rather undue familiarity on a short unrecog- 
nizing acquaintance! [Laughter.] 

I endeavor to debate here impersonally; never refuse to yield; 
never invade another's right; always consider my person almost as an 


abstraction. I am not proud of my appearance as some men are who 
swell. [Laughter.] y, sir, I argued against making Congress 
too big ten years ago. Two hundred and fifty was enough. Had I 


known the adventof this leviathan into our troubled waters, Ishould 
have favored two hundred as our number, 1 But that is 
to bo sea next year. Corpuleney is not strength. Let us remem- 

r that 

When the gentleman was thus belittling me, what was he about? 
Two yards [laughter] or so. Does that, under our Constitution, pre- 
vent me being hisequal? There is no disability under the law on ac- 
count of one’s size, only his age or his rebellious antecedents. If 
I were a mountain of mummy, or a Liliputian, I should be eligible 
here. [Laughter.] I represent large folks, fighting folks, laughter, ] 
good folks; they did not measure my girth or take my altitude when 
they sent me here. They did not think me unconstitutional. [Laugh- 
ter.] They did not think blubber indicated brains; nor meat man- 
hood; or that tumors necessarily tend to intellectuality. They did 
not regard me as unworthy of their trust, because I had not layers of 
lard over immense abdominal muscles. [Prolonged laughter.] They 
are intelligent; they know that tissues of fat do not control issues of 
fact or of politics. A man may be five hundred and seveuty pounds, 
or several gentlemen rolled into one, yet he might still be as a tallow 
candle to the sun. [Laughter.] 
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What, sir, are none but Falstaffs to be of the elect? If so, the 
House would be overrun with the qualities he is celebrated for, in- 


cluding stealing, carcass, and fun. Are we to have only inordinate, 
lumpish incarnations of swelling beget e ye: in our congres- 
sional waters? Nothing but butter and no bread? Sir, Shak 

was a master of wit; and he told us of Falstaff. He knew that 
flesh and frailty go together. [Laughter.] He said the devil would 
never have the fat knight damned, lest the oil that’s in him should set 
hell on fire. [Laughter.] How well he advised him! “Make less 
your body and more your grace, for the grave doth gape for you 
thrice wider than for other men.” [Laughter. J 

I am sure I gave my friend no provocation for reducing my dimen- 
sions in the RECORD. I hardly knew him, except to trace his path 
over the costly mosaic of our corridors, whose leanness he larded 
with the warm flux of his tallow. [Laughter.] 

Suppose he be six feet high, and have an abdomen ten feet in girth, 
with good fat capon lined. [Laughter.] Does the gentleman tell 
me that therefore he can assume airs of superiority, “ genial” airs? 
Seppe he has a longer oscoxygis [laughter] and his ancestors had 
a firmer prehensile grip to a Darwinian limb. [Great laughter. ] 

Perbaps next he will raise the point of order on me that I cannot 
vote, because my «esophagus is not as magnificent as his own, [laugh- 
ter, J or his phalanges or metacarpus, or, rather, corn-stealers, are big- 
ger than those of any other member. [Lau meg 

Why should such a one be proud ? Falstaff weighed about as much 
as my friend, but he took care not to make his hilarity too loud— 
when the prince was about. Will the gentleman still insist on rais- 
ing the point on my size? Is it raised as tomy sternum? [Laugh- 
ter. If so, I ask him boldly the size of his duodenum? How is the 
nature of his body different that his pericardium should take on airs 
over my medulla oblongata? [Great laughter. 

I fear my friend’s latter end will come sooner than he knows. Cor- 
8 is disease. May he return late into heaven; but he must look 

his latter end! I am tired of making obituaries here. But if Iam 
called on to speak his eulogy I would draw on two eminent poets who 
will combine for such an occasion. One is the sweet singer of Michi- 
gan and the other Byron. Over his grave let there be inscribed : 


Here lies the body 
of 
Con 


Requiescat ! 
[Great iR 
But, sir, all this badinage aside, I desire to quell once and forever 
is aggrandizement of assurance and oil at the expense of modesty 
and tenuity! My pleasure in serving here is of another kind than the 
body gives. As the scholar said in umont and Fletcher’s “ Elder 


Brother“ 
For know, sir, that the wings on which my soul 
Is mounted have long since borne her too high 
To stoop C wards ! 
Il minds, comp of earth, 
their happiness ; 
But purer spirits, purged and refin od, shake off 
enjo; — hai ar that do tain 
my: ; that CS con! 
5 the best companions, is to me 


Unto a strict account, and in my fancy 
Deface their ill-placed statues. 


[Applause. ] 


If it be true, as that same Elder Brother said, that we are a nobler 
substance than the s since we have faculties and they have none, 
may it not hereafter be forgotten in our debates that there are dis- 
crepancies in the size of our frames not inhibited by the Constitution, 
and then argue justly and impersonally on matters of higher moment 
than ourselves. 


FRENCH ILLUSTRATION. 


The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] has selected a 
most unfortunate illustration to sustain his cry for more improve- 
ments and more outlay. France is his type. He would have public 
improvements like hers at every door-step. That republic received 
from by Sata III the mischievous system yet in vogue and so com- 
mended by gentlemen. Theempire for a score of years literally rev- 
eled in extravagance. There was the constant disaster of prodigal 
expenditure till the chief and his honeycombed government fell before 
its own corruption and the German arms. The abuses of France were 
mainly connected with the lush growth of this bad system of govern- 
ment improvements. They were made to tickle the try and 

rge the contractors. When the gentleman boasts of 8 ability 

pay Germany its millions of indemnity he should at least de- 
duct e millions from his estimate of the Napoleonic rule he com- 
mends. 

When the gentleman refers us to this French custom of giving work 
to the idle, or rather largesses, for improving public works is it not 
but another kind of phrase: Circenses et panem—sportsand food. Cir- 
cuses are cheap ; and we have had four hundred millions of bushels of 
bread to send to others and abroad this year. It is, sir, the old plan 
of killing popular life by the enchantments of debasing indulgence, 
Rome fell, and France has reeled into many a wild, despairing revolu- 
tion with such policies. 

If a conspiracy were formed by devils to destroy this country it 
would be by corrupting the people with largesses and appropria- 


tions. 

My friend from West 2 LMr. 1 his remark that 
he had done more in patriotic endeavor to build up this country by 
such modes than he accomplished in the whole time he was among 
the confederate brigadiers attempting to tear it down, provoked ap- 
plause and laughter! What did he mean? Does he place these 
services on a par? Do they both belong to the category of patriotic 
endeavor? Is the quadrumanous activity of “tearing down” the 
way to advance general 3 ; 

I think I understand this analogy from France. But let me again 
say that when he calculates the advantages of such policies he must 
deduct from his own credit whatever was the cost of the part of the 
tearing down which he did. Thus he may estimate the true political 
balance the country owes him! 

I shall dono injustice in debate. Therefore I print what my friend 
from West Virginia has said : 

It is in the interest of the improvement of our commercial highways, and to that 
extent in behalf of the commerce of this country. It is patriotic and just. 
In conclusion I would that I have done more in the patriotic endeavor to build 
up this es ea A by voting these appropriations in the last year or two for the im- 
provement of its commercial highways and the advancement of its general por 
perity than I accomplished in the whole time I was among the “ confederate brig- 
adiers"’ attempting to tear it down. [Laughter and app! 


I have often voted general amnesty (and once carried it herein the 
House) to expunge the one side of this civil-war account. I shall 
be glad to do it again. Let there be ample amnesty for all the hot 
distempers and oblivion for all the brave, misguided chivalry of those 
days of tearing down, but neither amnesty nor oblivion for the mer- 
cenary desecration now of the old temple of democracy, wherein 
1 5 the best ark of our covenant and the emblems of our 

ait 

Let me here insert a list of appropriations for certain objects and 
localities. 


Appropriations for the States of West Virginia, Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota for rivers and harbors, in annual appropriation bills, from 
Forty-first to Forty-fifth Congress, inclusive. (First session, Forty-first Congress, no appropriations in detail.) 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


te | EE 

ga Aa 

Rivers and harbors, 8 * 
2 

28 | aš 


Upper Monongahela and Monongahela, between Morgantown 


and New Geneva 7CCCCFCC0C0C0 0 


New River 
Monongahela in West Virginia and Pennsylvania at Hoard's 


elle) ee] ee 
Ses Sef Es Es aa Bes Total. 
„% „ „ fs | Fe | 2: 
| | | |e | 


8 


paz 
888 8888 


d 


pgs 
8 
E 


i 
8 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


489 


Appropriations for the States of West Virginia, Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota for rivers and harbors, §c.—Continued. 
MICHIGAN. 


E EEE E EE 
EB Ses an 2 ae Ss | Total. 
F a: #2 Si #2 si 
ECI — -= — pe 
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t Clair 130, 
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Pentwater ...... 6, 000 86, 

Cheboygan n . . 3.000 91, 

75, 000 70, 

50, 

T N ETRAS MAE T 4, 000 57, 

r e . . . 15, 

on roses 2, 000 54, 

Ludin 5, 000 85, 

Saint ae A 11. 

Eagle Harbor "000 25 
e r 

ß . 8. 
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WISCONSIN. 


Superior City and Duluth. .......-.---<+0ceseceesee-eeeeeeees Dee ERER 3, 000 3, 000 5, 000 261, 000 
Green Bae. 17,000 | 17,500 , 000 10, 000 10, 000 R, 000 5, 000 1. 000 91, 500 
Manitowooůũ „„ 20,000] 11,000 |......-... , 000 10, 000 10, 000 8, 000 15, 000 6, 500 100, 500 
Sheboygan ....--. 22-20 „„„6łõ ð ĩ—ð?— 10, 000 10, 000 12, 000 6, 000 4, 000 3, 000 93, 000 
II lee St, 000 }. <i 5.2, 10, 000 10, 000 25, 000 26, 000 15, 000 7, 500 171, 500 
Racine „010, 000 10,000 |.......... , 000 10, 000 10, 000 8, 000 10, 000 6, 000 84.000 
Keno 333 10,000} 10, 000 10. 000 10, 000 15, 000 8, 000 8, 000 5, 000 76, 000 
Port Washington. 15, 000 10, 000 10, 000 8, 000 5, 000 7, 500 100, 500 

8 300,000 | 300,000 | 500,000 | 270,000 | 250,000 | 150,000 | 2, 025, 000 
Tro BRAVO sick r... 25, 000 15, 000 15, 000 5, 000 10, 000 20, 000 140, 000 
Obani cs be cco cnc aaa E EE e e 25, 000 8, 000 8, 000 7, 000 98, 000 
Menomonee, (Wisconsin and Michigan). .......22....2.. esse SS A | En e 25,000 | 25,000] 8.000 10,000 | 10,000 | 103,000 
Harbor of ge, Sturgeon Bay, and canal... . . 40, 000 10, 000 4 30, 000 30, 000 110, 000 
Chippewa Rirer 10,000 10. 000 8, 000 28, 000 
Saint Croix River A 10, 000 &, 000 18, 000 
Harbor of Refuge, Portage 10, 000 10, 000 


Duluth Harbor 
Lock and dam, Meeker’s Island 


IAF 000 
$5,000 |scsetenne|oes „ mised 


Total amount of annual river and harbor appropriation bills from Forty-first to Forty-fifth Congress, inelusivemnꝛnmꝛnd 54, 968, 217 


With such a long catalogue of rivers and what not, for improve- 
ment, one would think nature had been niggard toward this land, and 
that the Government in its blessings had mocked us, as the thirsty 
Tantalus, who had sight of water but no power to use it. Yet our 
rivers are long and our lakes are broad, our sea-coast many thousand 
miles, and our harbors beyond comparison. The general features of 
this country are juicy. Yet why waste so much in spoiling them? 
Where shall we venture hereafter, if this on, for natural scenery 
and unartificial transportation? All onr little and big places are to 
be improved. Is there no work to be done in the mountains, where 
at least “ five wild torrents fiercely glad“ bound out of some glacier 
into the penlight and sing the song of the Alps without desecrating 
the sanctity of nature by the rude hands of sordid legislation? Why 
not, if we must aid the waste places, go to the alkali plains and util- 
ize them? There are spots where not even an Arab might find a 
date and a camel would not totter to his fall; where even the Bedouin 
would not dream of an houri or listen, in fancy, to the call of the dis- 
tant muezzin. 


THE KISKIMINETAS. 

These bills, by whomsoever surveyed, engineered, propounded, and 
ENE vet y gin , propo „ 

All the infections which the sun sucks up 
From fens, bogs, flats. 

As I read the river and harbor bills of the past two years in the 
statutes, what a commentary comes tomy mind! Here are ten pages 
in the second session of the Forty-fifth Congress and thirteen pages in 
the next session. ee all these pages are full of streams unknown 
to any ordinary geography. 

Mr. REAGAN. Does the gentleman refer to the Kiskiminetas as 
a river ever pet for in this Congress? 

Mr. COX. Oh, I know all abont it; the appropriation was only for 
a survey—merely opening a way for an appropriation to improve the 
river. I understand that when the survey took place they bored a 
hole in that stream for abutments, and all the water ran into the 
hole. re oie 

. REA 
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The CHAIRMAN. The 
interruptions, except by his own consent. Any gentleman desiring 
to interrupt him will please address the Chair in the first instance. 

Mr. COX. I consent to no more interruptions. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman onght to consent when he misrep- 
resents facts on a grave subject. 


gentleman from New York is not subject to 


The CH The Chair, when he understands whether the 
gentleman from New York consents to interruptions, will govern him- 
self accordingly. 

Mr. COX. I think it likely that in a few minutes the gentleman 
will get up again, and I will then indicate whether I consent to the 
interruption. 

Mr. KELLEY rose. 

Mr. COX. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me. 

Mr. KELLEY. I merely wish to ask whether when the Kiskimin- 
etas was drained, as the gentleman has suggested, they did not get a 
good 88 road. 3 

Mr. COX. I preme that was the very object of the appropriation. 
A gentleman told me the other day that going through that part of 
Pennsylvania and looking out of the car window he saw some water 
there. An iron furnace was built right on the banks of the Kiski- 
minetas, and a little water was used for the purpose of running the 
furnace. All at once the furnace soppe ; there were some sows and 
pigs in the stream. They needed public improvement, and the great 
iron interests of Pennsylvania were suffering in consequence. [Laugh- 
ter. 

These streams named in these statutes I cannot name. 

It would be invidious to name them. Some of course are for sur- 
veys; but on page 162, where the“ Kiskiminetas and Conemaugh 
Rivers from the mouth of the Kiskiminetas, to the month of Stony 
Creek on the Conemangh,” assumes importance, as a sample. When 
I read of Rogue River, Duck Creek, Kankakee, Tangipahoa, Chicka- 
saboy, Mispillion Creek, Wateree, Sebewaing, Gasconade, Minnepe- 
saukie, Manitowoc, Scuppernong, and Chickahominy, they are all in- 
eluded in the generic term, Kiskiminetas; they comprehend the prin- 
bi 75 [Laughter.] 

‘his gentle stream is recalled by the remarks of the gentleman 
from Texas. He referred to our former debate as to “ dry creeks and 
macadamizing.” 

From it learn most, if not all, the exuberance of our commerce ap- 

ropriations. A gentleman from Louisiana[ Mr. ELLIS J called the Kis- 
Timinata unpronounceable. Tome, it rolls trippingly on the tongue, 
like bubbling honey! Kiskiminetas! There may be seen the Conestoga 
team, with its road wagon, its eight Norman horses, its bells, its tar- 
bucket and dog under the wagon—illustrative of the earlier days of 
Pennsylvania enterprise. [Laughter.] But whatshould be said of the 
gentleman from Michigan, or rather Port Huron? Is there any appro- 
priation bill for rivers and harbors which he has not championed, 
especially when it had fabulous amounts for his own beloved waters, 
which the foregoing table develops? Nearly five millions in a few 
years and for every little discrepancy in her natural scenery of land 
and water. Afterall his devotion, I expected to see him follow the 
former member from West Virginia [Mr. HEREFORD] to the Senate; 
but his day will come. Steal gently, ye years of unrequited toil— 
steal away, and give my vigilant friend his reward on earth be- 
fore he attains to that other sphere. 

Being on the Commerce Committee for years, and making his com- 
binations with skill and audacity, he has been enabled to draw from 
the Treasury millions of money for his own and other petted locali- 
ties. Here are over thirty different places—watering places—all 
wanting money. Water, water everywhere; so that one might ex- 

ct to see members from Michigan, like old Aberon, rise here clad 
in humid vestments? 

WHAT ARE THE WILD WAVES SAYING?! 

So that it would appear a good deal depends not merely on the 
kind of men who are on the committees, but on their locality. I would 
as soon expect generosity for abstract principles of general legislation 
when a member is prodded from behind by an avidious constituency, 
as milk from a male tiger. Gentlemen, as appears by the list, divide 
with no one except when they get the largest share; and only give 
away as much as is n to secure their own part of the spoil. 
This legislation reminds me of the old maps of China. They drew a 
square, then a circle inside the square, as large as possible. All inside 
the circle except the little four corners was the Celestial flowery king- 
dom; all outside were barbarians, and banished from its beatitudes. 
When, therefore, a member speaks with all the soft and sweet vibra- 
tions of a Sabbath bell and pleads with such a loving voice for his 
old Committee on Commerce to have control of the river and harbor 
moneys, we know it simply means the aggrandizement of his own 
beloved Texas, West Virginia, or Michigan, and who inside of his 
charmed circle wil reproach him? 

But he is outstrip’ far in his water-frontage and his commercial 
interests by my young and ingenuons friend from West Virginia, who 
spoke so eloquently against this rule. Sir, I feel the need of car- 
ing for the great commercial enterprises of West Virginia! Our ap- 
propriation bills are full of attention to the immensity of her com- 
mercial wants. I would speak simply and modestly, as a member 
from the sylvan glades and forest repose of the placid coasts of the 
Atlantic; for how can “a satyr who comes staring from the woods 
speak Jike an orator?” Recognizing the fact, for I was born in the 


eet, on one of its wildest coasts—I mean the Muskingum—having 
h in my youth the deafening roar of its tumultuous surf and the 
3 iek of its gigantic stern-wheelers, it is not impossible 
for me to feel and know what the wild waves are saying on the Big 
and Little Sandy. [Laughter.] 

From creation’s dawn till now the tempestuous fury of wind and tide 
and rushing waters has been going on out West. It became so incessant 
and so stupendous I retired to the placid, flower-margined banks of 
the placid Atlantic. There my restless spirit found repose; but, sir, 
memory, like the sea-shell which you place to your ear, recalls its 
august abodes, and murmurs as the ocean murmurs there; and in 
studying the duties of my position as a member of the little hamlet 
of New York, I could not fail to recall the wild sublimity of that 
early day when I snaked saw-logs and caught sunfish in the pelagic 
waters and thundering surf of the magnificent Muskingum! 


om! 


Ah, sir, there isa happy provision of nature. Nature has her com- 
pensations. These tempestuous seas of Western Virginia, these pelagic 
waters, where the duodolium disports herself, are happily surrounded 
by other elements. of moderation and temperance! Following the 
withdrawal of the bore from the soil of West Virginia rises the flex- 
ile column of petroleum! Oil, sir, oil! By all the gods of Greece 
oil! Upon these wild and oceanic waters, where tempests roar and 
the despairing sea-gull itself fails to shriek out her agony as a restless 
damned soul—the waters of that State, in their maddening conflicts, 
would Jong since have dashed and washed the soil into solution, into 
the Ohio and Mississippi. Crazy deltas which no skill of Eads could 
remove or remedy, and immense continents which no Columbus could 
discover, would have been the consequence, But, sir, oil came to 
pour its healing into the wounds of Nature and to give peace to the 
troubled waters! It must be remembered that one reason for the 
Muskingum and Kanawha being made such general subjects of Fed- 
eral anxiety is that its waters are here and there found to be saline. 
This gives added ray Bee their tempestuosities; and but for oil, and 
appropriations for slack-water and a coffer-dam or so, their wild 
and ungovernable fury in rolling down to the gentle Gulf of Mexico 
and the inviolate sea would destroy utterly all the efforts and bank- 
rupt all the corporations engaged in protecting and leveeing the 
Father of Waters. Thus the child of Kanawha rules the father; and 
by consequence, when we appropriate for the one we aid the other. 
The principle is comprehensive. These terrific and irrepressible con- 
flicts of Kanawha often have their placid moments, when its surface 
is specially oleaginous. Then the human heart longs to ask “ What 
were the wild waves saying, brother?” when they were so wild and 
wrathful. 

Hush! I think I hear them whispering, “ Glory, honor, praise to 
the member from West Virginia who made it possible to override all 
the old traditions of democratic faith to care for the commerce of the 
Kanawha!” Pans and praises to the honored member from Texas 
who joins the eloquence of the Gulf to the mighty minstrelsy of the 
ocean in its thunderous diapason to protect the commerce of Kana- 
wha and Port Huron! Immortalization on earth and immortality 
hereafter be to him of Michigan” thunders back “the profound, eternal 
bass” of the league-long rollers which thunder upon those tempestu- 
ous coasts! [Applause and langhter. ] 

Oh, sir, there is another, another and most inimitable kind of thun- 
der preparing to reach this Capitol! I mean that of public reproba- 
tion. It demands that we have no more appropriation bills from such 
remarkable committees, and something like old-fashioned ways in car- 
ing for general interests! 

CONCLUSION. 


Mr. pee I would not have entered upon this debate but for the 
personal challenge of the gentleman from Texas to those of us who 
contested with him for amendment and debate on his bills, and whom 
he charges again with misrepresentation and demagogism. Still I 
omit no opportunity, either before the people or here, to insist on the 
old rules of frugality and honesty. I dedicate now my later growth 
as I did my first fruits upon this altar. 

I am not an indiscriminate praiser of the time past, even in our own 
history; but I admire the Government, in its beautiful proportions 
and divisions, which our honored ancestry built. They built wiser 
than they knew. What other polity could have withstood the shock 
of civil conflict and the demoralization of administration since its 
termination? If one of the revered architects of our system could 
appear from his tomb, would he not point with more severity than 
did“ buried Denmark“ at the present rottenness in the state? Where 
is the old simplicity and purity? Where the old champions? Who 
wields the sword of Arthur or the claymore of Bruce? Are not the 
teachings of ORANY of the great men of even a quarter of a century 
ago habitually disregarded? The war is responsible for much reck- 
less and unconscionable conduct. It is the canker which follows war. 
The insane greed for wealth, the enormous growth of capital, the ill- 
goten and even well-gotten wealth, public debts and private specu- 
ations, shoddy display and superficial fashion, monopolizing corpora- 
tions and family greed—the desire to shine in the calcium glare of the 
present feverish round of social and political junketing —these are 
the evidences of a rooted malady, for which the White House and the 
Congress are in part responsible, and to contribute to which this 
insane rage for making public works at every doorstep is a fruitful 
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illustration. Our cradled Hercules will not grow great upon such 
watery food. = 

I will not say that this would have been otherwise had the demo- 
cratic party, under similar circumstances, given the rule to manners 
and men. Yet it is not without pride that we point to the days when 
an austere simplicity crowned the characters of democrats of the Jef- 
ferson and Jackson type. These latter-day utterances, compared with 
the great and austere thonghts of the southern democracy of other 
days, are as the twang of a child’s holiday trumpet to the lyre of 
David. We are not a peculiar people. Rome had her Cato; but she 
had her Domitian also. The austerity of the one is in great contrast 
with the frivolity of the other; but the lesson Rome leaves us in mat- 
ters of public extravagance as a cure for debasing squalor is pregnant 
with meaning for those who will read her decline and fall under the 
soft allurements of unbridled luxury. 

When, therefore, my friend from West Virginia, whom I greatly 
respect, and whose sins are not like those of the veteran statesman 
from Texas, presents himself as helping the crusades against the 
Treasury for objects which those of the South in the better and elder 
days conside not merely unconstitutional but corrupting, and 
when he associates with these objects the unmercenary object for 
which these men or their sons imperiled all save honor, I must recall 
to him in sadness the sentiment which the North will soon learn, that 
there are no permanent trophies cf civil conflict. There is a bridge 
of gold for the heroes of these dire and bloody contests, upon which 
they pass to that other world where no fallible judgment will meet 
them. The flag he flaunts so flippantly as one upborne by himself 
never shielded a system like that he now and here upholds. Oh, no, 
sir; oh, no! Let us all, as brethren with a common love and bond, 
furl that flag forever. Let us join in the song of the good Catholic 
priest, Father Ryan, who was as much devoted to the Stars and Bars 
as to anything on earth except the cross of his Lord and Saviour: 

Furl that banner! True, tis gory; 
Yet tis wreathed around with glory, 
And 'twill live in song and story 

Though its folds are in the dust; 
For its fame on brightest pages, 


Penned by poets and by sages, 
Shall go sounding down the ages, 
Furl its folds thongh now we must. 


For it droops above the dead. 
Touch it not; unfold it never; 
Let it droop there, furled forever, 

For the people's hopes are dead. 

ad saya! 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now move that the committee rise. 

Mr. HORR. I should like to have ten minutes, but it will do me 
just as well in the morning. [Cries of “No!” “No!” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will consult the pleasure of the gentleman 
from Michigan. [Cries of “Goon!”] I will yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. HORR. If it be the pleasure of the House to give me ten min- 
ye to-morrow I would prefer it. If not, I will go on now. [Cries of 
“Go on! 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I simply desire to consult the pleasure of the 

ntleman from Michigan. If he wishes the time now I will yield; 
fat if not, I will move the committee rise. 

Mr. HORR. Then I will take ten minutes in the morning. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remind the committee of the fact 
that by the order of the House all general debate has been closed on 
this bill at the close of this day’s session. However, the Chair under- 
stands the gentleman from Michigan to ask unanimons consent for 
ten minutes, and that he may have fhat time now or in the morning. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to deal in exact fairness by the gentle- 
man from Michigan. The House haying ordered all general Jebate 
to be closed with this day's session, I wish to ask whether the gen- 
tleman will be entitled to more than five minutes should he not take 
his time now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Only by unanimous consent, which the Chair 
understands the gentleman to ask. 

Mr. BLACKB ask, then, is it competent for this Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union to change the order of the 
House fixing the limit for general debate on this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN, It can only be done by the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD, I suggest that an adjustment of this matter can 
be madein a moment by the committee rising and, in the House, ask- 
ing unanimons consent to allow the gentleman from Michigan fifteen 
minutes to say what he desires to say. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iwill be glad to do that. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be done to-day, or when the motion is 
made to go into committee in the morning. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the report of the 
Committee on Rules on the subject of the proposed revision of the 
rules, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcn, its Secretary, announced 


the passage, without amendment, of a joint resolution (H. R. No. 145) 
authorizing certain printing for the land commission. 

It further announced the passage of the following joint resolutions, 
in which concurrence was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. No. 56) authorizing the printing and bind- 
ing of additional copies of the report of the Chief Signal Officer of the 
Army; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. No. 64) extending the provisions of the first 
section of an act entitled “An act fixing the rate of interest upon 
arrea of general taxes and assessments for special improvements 
now due to the District of Columbia, and for a revision of assess- 
ments for special improvements, and for other purposes,” approved 
June 27, 1879. 

EXTENSION OF TIME FOR DEBATE. 

Mr. ROBINSON rose, but yielded to 

Mr. TUCKER, who said: Mr. Speaker, in view of the order of the 
House closing general debate with this day’s session, I now ask by 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Horr, ] 
when we go into the Committee of the Whole to-morrow, shall be 
allowed fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BRAGG. LIobject. If the gentleman desires to reply now, I 
will withdraw my objection. The House has listened to him, and it 
has listened to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox.] I will 
waive objection if the gentleman desires to reply at present; but to 

tpone this to another day, I must insist on my objection. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Is it in order to make the motion? 

The SPEAKER. It is not; because a motion to reconsider was 
made, after the vote fixing the limit of debate, and that motion to 
reconsider was laid upon the table. The Chair, however, will enter- 
tain the motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TUCKER. I will make that motion. 

Mr. CONGER. Pending that, I move the time for general debate 
be extended fifteen minutes, for the purpose of hearing my colleague, 
(Mr. Horr. ] 

The SPEAKER. It cannot be done. 

Mr. CONGER. It is an extension of time. 

The SPEAKER. But that has been disposed of, and the motion to 
reconsider laid upon the table. 

Mr. CLYMER. Has the motion to reconsider the vote closing de- 
bate been laid upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that there be an extension of fifteen minutes 
in the time allowed for general debate. 

on KELLEY. The gentleman from Wisconsin did not make his 
objection—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has not been 


recognized. 
4 5 CONGER. The House has the right to fix a further time for 
ebate. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman from Michigan can have five 
minutes in his own right, and then others can surrender him their 
five minutes, which will cover the case. No one will object to that. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope by unanimous consent they will give him as 
much time as he wants. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will facilitate the gentleman getting 
time so far as he can, provided it involves no infraction of the rules. 

Mr. HORR. I consent to say what I have to say under the five- 
aaie rule. I do not think it will take over five minutes to do the 

ob. 
UNITED STATES COURTS IN GEORGIA. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, I move by unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. No. 3034) to provide for 
circuit and district courts of the United States at Macon, Georgia, 
and to transfer certain counties from the northern to the southern 
district in said State, for the purpose of concurring in the Senate 
amendments. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

In the fifth section strike out the followin, 

„All offenses committed in either of paid 
dictable within said division.” 

And in lieu thereof insert as follows: 

“Prosecutions for crimes or offenses hereafter committed in either of the sub- 
divisions shall be cognizable within such division; and all prosecutions for es 
or offenses heretofore committed within either of said counties, taken as aforesaid 
from the northern district, or committed in the southern district as hitherto con- 
stituted, shall be commenced and proceeded with as if this act had not been passed.“ 

In line 1, section 6, before the word actions, insert the word “‘ civil ;" so it will 


„Civil actions or proceedings now pending at Savannah, in said southern dis- 
trict, which would under this act be brought in the western division of said district, 
may be transferred, by the consent of all the parties, to said western division.” &c. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
a question. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. And that is, whether this provides for the disposi- 
tion of suits under the timber-violation act? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Not at all. 

Mr. CONGER. It has no relation to that whatever f 

Mr. ROBINSON. Not the slightest. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 


words: 
ivisions shall be cognizable and in- 
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Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER CASE, 


Mr. SPARKS. I rise to a privileged question. I find in the REC- 
ORD of yesterday that there was an order, as the RECORD states, for 


rinting. 
p The SPEAKER. That is not a privileged question, but the Chair 
will hear it. 

Mr. SPARKS. It was for the printing of the majority and oani 
reports in the Fitz-John Porter case. They have not been printed, 
and I am told they are not in the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. And the House did not order these reports to be 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. SPARKS. Iam told by the Speaker to that effect. Iwill state 
that I so understood it, but of course the Chair has the conclusion of 
it. Iso meant it. 

The SPEAKER. The only question is whether the gentleman so 
said it. 

Mr. SPARKS. I so understood it. I now ask they be printed in 
the RECORD to-morrow morning. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear it, the Journal does not 
show it, and the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD does not show it. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Illinois to move the reports be 

nted in to-morrow’s RECORD. 

Mr. CONGER. Have they been ordered to be printed in the usual 
- form? 

The SPEAKER. They have. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I object. 

Mr. SPARKS. Why do you object to that? The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. McCook] wants it done. ; 

Mr. CONGER. Has the House ordered them to be printed in the 
usual pamphlet form ? 

Mr. SPARKS. We want them in the RECORD. 

Mr. McCOOK. Ido not care about the printing of the minority 
report, and the only reason why I su t should be put in the 
RECORD at all is that gentlemen who have a natural curiosity to see 
it have asked me in regard to it. I assume if it is printed in the 
Rxconp to-morrow that will obviate the necessity of having it printed 
in the Recorp when the case comes up for discussion. I do not care 
anything about it myself. : 

Mr. SPARKS. As we both agree, I do not see why objection is made. 

The SPEAKER. If the reports are ordered to be printed in to-mor- 
row’s RECORD then it may bo understood thatthey shall not be printed 

in when they are read. } 

Mr. CONGER. On that understanding I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection ? [After a pause. ] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill and reports are as follows: 

A bill for the relief of General Fitz-John Porter, &c. 


and sentence of the court-m: 


dated Headquarters of the Army, Adjutant-General’s Office, Washington, April 12, 
1878. 
Sec. 3. The colonelcy of the Fifteenth Infantry, held by General Porter in Jan- 


the tion of colonel now to be held by General Porter will be supernumerary 
until a vacancy occur in the Army, when he will be assigned to that ition, 
and the su umerary colonelcy shall cease to exist. 


Porter is restored by this act, will be held by bim as 8 until a va- 


the provisions of this act shall be determined by estimating the pay and allow- 
ances of a major-general on the retired list of the Army from the 28th day of 
January, 1863, (the date of last payment.) to the 3ist day of Angust, 1866, 


Army entitled to credit for 3 rs’ service, from the Ist day of September, 
1866, to the date of the passage of this 


pose 

wea SPARE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the following 
report: 

To accompany bill H. R. No. 3764.] 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the message of the 
President of the United States in the case of Fitz-John Porter, late major-general 
of volunteers, which said message is in the words following, namely: 


“ To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


„J transmit herewith the proceedings and report of the board of officers, con- 
vened by Special Orders No, 78, headquarters of the Army, Washington, April 12, 


proceedings 
„As I am without power in the absence of legislation to act upon the recommen- 
dation of the further than by submitting the same to Congress, the proceed- 
ings and conclusions of the board are transmitted for the information of Congress, 
such action as in your wisdom shall seem expedient and just. 
“R. B. HAYES, 
“EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, June 5, 1879.“ 

having carefully considered said message, together with the evidence, documen 
and 9 involved therein, beg 5 to submit the following report 1 


That on the 27th day of November, 1862, a court-martial was convened atthe cii 
of Washin , Distric 


— t of Columbia, by order of Major-General Halleck, Gene 
in-Chief of the Armies of the United States, for the trial of certain cha and 
fications exhibited against Major-General Fitz- John Porter, United States 


volunteers, by (as it appears of record) . B. S. S. Roberts, inspector-general of Ma- 
ral John Pope's Army of Virginia, for violations of the ninth and fifty- 
second articles of war; which, for convenient reference, are herewith presented, 
and are in the following words: 
ARTICLES OF WAR. 


“ ART. 9. Any officer or soldier who shall strike his superior officer, or draw or lift 
up any weapon. or offer any violence against him, being in the execution of his 
office, on any pretense whatsoever, or shall disobey any lawful command of his su- 


cer, shall sı eath, or such other p mentas shall, according to the 
nature of his offense, be inflicted upon him by the sentence of a court-martial.” 
* * * * - . * 


“ Ant. 52. Any officer or soldier who shall misbehave himself before the enemy, 
ran away, or ullx abandon any fort, post, or guard which he or they ma 
be commanded to defend, or speak words inducing others to do the like, or s 
cast away his arms and ammunition, or who shall quit his post or colors to plander 
and pillage, every such offender, being duly convicted thereof, shall sutfer death, 
or erect other punishment as shall be ordered by the sentence of a general coart- 
martial.” 

That 1 5 Porter was by said court-martial found guilty of both charges and a 
patot e specifications, and was by said court sentenced “to bo cashiered and 

lorever disqualified from Myo any office of trust or profit under the Govern- 
ment of the United States,” which finding and sentence were approved by the 
President of the United States January 21, 1863, and said Porter dismissed from 
the service as major-general of volunteers and as colonel and brevet brigadier. gen- 
eral in the regular service of the United States. 

That said Porter from thenceforth, earnestly protesting innocence of the charges 
preferred and of the injustice done him by the sentence, approval, and dismissal 
aforesaid, has made vigorous and persistent efforts and urgent ap s to every 
incoming administration for a re-examination of said c es, specifications, sen- 
tence, and findings, all of which, however, had proved tess until, in answer to 
an Spoo made by him on the 9th day of 1878, to the present Executive, 
the wing special order was . namely: 

{Special Orders No. 78. 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE Anux, 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, April 12, 1878. 

The following order has been received from the War Department. 

An appeal has been made to the President, as follows: 

Nxw York, March 9, 1878. 


“Sir: I most respectfully, but most urgently, renew my oft-repeated appeal to 
have you review my case. I ask itasa matter of long-delayed justice 9 
I renew it upon the ground heretofore stated, that public justice cannot be satis- 
fied so long as my appeal remains unheard. My sentence is a continuing sentence, 
and made to follow my daily life. For this reason, if for no other, my case is ever 
within the reach of executive as well as legislative interference. 

“T beg to present ies of papers heretofore presented, bearing upon my case, 
br — — that you will deem it a proper one for your prompt and favorable con- 

eration. 

“If 1 do not make it plain that I have been wronged, I alone am the sufferer. 
If I do make it plain that great injustice has been done me, then I am sure that 
you, and all others who love truth and justice, will be glad that the opportunity for 
my vindication has not denied. 

“ Very respectfully, yours, 


“ To His Excellency RUTHERFORD B. Hayes, 
President of the United States. 


“FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


` In order that the President may be fully informed of the facts of the case of 
Fitz John Porter, late major- general of 33 and be enabled to act advisedly 
upon his application for relief in said case, a is hereby convened, by order of 
the President, to examine, in connection with the record of the trial by court-mar- 
tial of Major-General Porter, such new evidence relating to the merits of said case 
as is now on file in the War De ent, together with such otber evidence as may 
be 3 Ag eee bed 7 with Ne he — 575 e oe Ve 
what action, if any, opinion justice requires shou en on appli- 
cation by the President. = 
DETAIL FOR THE BOARD 

Major-General J. M. Schofield. 

Brigadier-General A. H. Terry. 

Colonel G. W. Getty, Third Artillery. 

Major Asa B. Gardner, jw vocate, recorder. 

The board will convene at West Point, New York, on the 20th day of June, 1878, 
and is authorized to adjourn from time to time, and to sit in such place as may be 
deemed expedient. 

By command of General Sherman. 

E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Adjutant-General. 


cial : 
L. H. PELOUZE, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 
under which special order the board of distinguished officers thereby appointed, 
after a protracted and exhaustive review of the testimony addu before the 


court-martial, as well as an examination of all present, accessible, and additional 
evidence, on the 19th day of March, 1879, submitted the following report: 


REPORT OF THE BOARD OF ARMY OFFICERS IN THE CASE OF FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


New York Crry, March 19, 1879, 
To the honorable the SECRETARY OF WAR, 
Washington, D. C.: 


Sm: We, the board of officers 5 Ap 8 of the President to examine 
the evidence in the case of Fitz. John Porter, late major- of volunteers, and 
to report, with the reasons for our conclusions, what action (if any) in our opinion 
justice requires should be taken by the President on the application for relief in that 
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Sasa, Lave the honor So make the following report, The recorder has been directed 
to forward to the Adjutant. General of perp tyes printed record of ORE eat 
arguments of counsel on either 


ceeding. including all the evidence examined and 
side. 


We have made a very thorough examination of all the evidence presented and 
bearing in any manner “pe the merits of the case. The recorder has, under in- 
stractions from the „sought with N diligence for evidence in addition to 
that presented by the petitioner, especially such as might appear te have a bearing 
adverse to the claims urged by him. 

Due care has been exercised not to inquire into the military operations of the 
Army of Virginia, or the conduct of officers thereof, any further than has seemed 
necessary to a full and fair elucidation of the subject submitted to us for investi- 
gation. On the other hand, we have not hesitated to examine fully into all the facts, 
accurate knowledge of which seemed to us to be necessary to the formation of a 
cori ect judgment upon the merits of the case, and to the determination of the action 
ie 8 requires should be taken by the President on the petitioner's applica- 
tion for relief. 

We have had the benefit of the testimony of a large number of officers of the 
late confederate army, a kind of testimony which was not available at the time of 
General Porter's trial by court-martial. We have also availed ourselves of the 
testimony of many officers and soldiers of the Union forces who were present on 
the battle-field and of much documentary evidence, to throw add tional light upon 
points not made pertociy clear in the record of evidence taken before the court- 
martial; and we have had the use of accurate maps of the battle-field of Manassas, 
constructed from recent actual surveys made, under the direction of the Chief of 
5 a distinguished officer of that corps, who was himself a participant 

that battle. 

Without such a map neither the testimony upon which General Porter was con- 
victed nor the additional testimony submitted to this board could have been cor- 
rectly understood. 

The evidence which we have thus been able to examine, in addition to that which 

was before the court-martial, has placed beyond question many important facts 
which were before the subjects of dispute, and in respect to some of which radi- 
cally erroneous opinions were entertained by General Porter's accusers, and doubt- 
less by the court-martial that pronounced him guilty, 

The result has been, as we believe, to establish beyond reasonable doubt all the 
facts essential to the formation of a correct judgment upon the merits of the case 
of Fitz-John Porter. Weare thus enabled to report, with entire unanimity, and 
without doubt in our own minds, with the reasons for our conclusions, what action, 
in our opinion, justice required should be taken by the President on the petitioner's 
application for relief. 

Phe evidence presents itself under several distinct heads, namely: 2 

First. The imperfect, and in some respects erroneous, statements of facts, due 
to the partial and incorrect knowledge in possession of witnesses at the time of 
the court-martial, and the extremely inaccurate maps and erroneous locations of 
troops thereon, by which erroneous statements were made to convey still more 
erroneous impressions. 

Second. The opinions and inferences of prominent officers based upon this imper- 
og knowledge, 


shown to have been based he different views of the same m: 


results. 

A careful consideration of all the material facts now fully established, in com- 
bination with the conflicting or inconclusive testimony last above referred to, gives 
rise to several diverse theories respecting the whole subject with which General 
Porter's case is inseparably connected. These diverse views of the subject neces- 
sarily involve, in a greater or less degree, the acts, motives, and responsibilities of 
others as well as those of the petitioner. We have considered with great care and 
labor, and with our best ability, each and all of these phases in which the subject 
can be and has presented, and we find that all these possible views of the 
subject, when examined in the light of the facts which are fully established by 
undisputed testimony, lead inevitably to one and the same conclusion in res 
to the guilt or innocence of Fitz-John Porter of the specific charges upon which 
he was tried and 3 guilty by the court-martial. 

Therefore, while exposing General Porter's conduct to the test of the highest 
degree of res bility which recognized military principles attached to the com- 
mand he held under the circumstances in which he was p! l, and the orders 
which he had received, we are able to take that view of the whole subject which 
seems to involve, in the least possible degree, any question as to the acts, motives, 
or responsibility of others. 

We will now proceed to give, as concisely as we are able to do, a narrative of 
the events which gave rise to the charges against 1 Fitz-John Porter, 
omitting the multitude of interesting but unessential details and all facts havin; 
no escent ee upon his case, and limiting ourselves to a plain statement o 
hr 8 facts of the case which have been established, as we believe, by pos- 

ive proof. 

While the Army of the Potomac was withdrawing from its position on the James 
River in August, 1862, the Army of Virginia, under ner ped a Pope, was or- 
dered to hold the line of the Rappahannock, and to stand on the defensive until all 
the forces could be united behind that river. General Pope was given to under- 
stand that, when this concentration was effected, Major-General Halleck, the Gen- 
eral-in-Chief, was to take the field in command of the combined armies, On the 
other hand, it appears that Major-General McClellan, then commanding the Army 
of the Potomac, was given to understand that he was to direct the operations of all 
the forces in Virginia, as soon as they should be united. 

It appears that General Pope was notified on the 25th of August that an active 
campaign was soon to be commenced, without waiting for a union of all the forces, 
and under some commander other than either of those before named. But this in- 
formation appears to have been of a secret character, afterward suppressed, and 
not made known to General McClellan and his subordinates until five days later, 
when the order appeared from the War Department, depriving McClellan of the 
command of all his troops then between the Potomac and the Rappahannock, al- 
though leaving him in nominal command of the Army of the Potomac. 

Thus General Porter, who joined General Pope's army about that time, was left 
under the impression, which all had previously shared, that the operations of the 
army were tocontinue of a defensive character until all the forces should be united 
and proper preparations made for the commencement of an offensive campaign 
under a general designated by the President to command the combined armies. 
But just then the confederate general, Jackson, with three divisions of infantry, one 
of cavalry, and some artillery, commenced his movement to turn the Union right 
through Thoionghfara Gap, which gap he passed on the 26th, and that night struck 
the rear of the Union Army at Bristoe and Manassas Junction. The next morning, 
August N, the Union Arn:y changed front to the rear, and was ordered to move on 
Gainesvillo, n Warrenton Junction. 

General Porter, with his two divisions of the Fifth Corps, arrived at Warrenton 
Junction on the 27th, and there 


rted in person to General Pope. That after- 
noon Hooker's division was enga; 


with the enemy at Bristoe Station; McDowell 


and Sigel were moving on Gainesville, and Heintzelman and Reno on Greenwich. 
Banks was covering the rear below Warrenton Junction, and guarding the trains 
in their movement toward Manassas Junction. Porter was at firstordered to move 
toward Greenwich upon the arrival of Banks at Warrenton Junction, but after 
Hooker's engagement at Bristoe the following order was sent him, and he received 
it at 9.50 p. m.: 
“ HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
“ Bristoe Station, August 27, 1862—6.30 p. m. 
“GENERAL: The major-general commanding directs that you start at one o'clock 
to-night and come forward with your whole corps, or such part of it as is with 
you, so as to be here by daylight to-morrow morning. Hooker has had a ve 
severe action with the enemy, with a loss of about three hundred killed an 
wounded. The enemy has been driven back, butis retiring along the railroad. 
We must drive him from Manassas and clear the country between that place an 
Gainesville, where McDowell is. If Morell has not joined yon, send him word 
push forward immediately; also send word to Banks to hurry forward with all 
2 to take your place at Warrenton Junction. It is necessary on all accounts 
t you should be here by daylight. 1 send an officer with this atch who will 
conduct you to this place. Be sure to send word to Banks, who is on the road from 
Fayetteville, probably in the direction of Bealeton. Say to Danks, also, that he 
had best run back the railroad trains to this side of Cedar Rau, If he is not with 
you, write him to that effect. 
“ By command of General Pope. 
“GEORGE D. RUGGLES, 
“Colonel and Chief of Staf. 
“ Major-General F. J. PORTER, Warrenton Junction. 


P. §.—If Banks is not at Warrenton Junction, leave a regiment of infantry and 
two pieces of artillery as a rd till he comes up, with instructions to follow 
you immediately upon his doing so. Jf Banks is not at the junction, instruct 
Colonel Clary to run the trains back to this side of Cedar Run, and post a regiment 
and a section of artillery with it. 

By command of General Pope. 


“GEORGE D. RUGGLES, 
“Colonel and Chief of Staff.” 

This order plainly contemplated an aggressive movement against the enemy 
early on the 2th, and required the presence of General Porter's corps at Bristoe 
Biation: as early as possible in the morning, to take part in the pursuit of and attack 
upon the enemy. 

Tne order did not indicate any anticipation of defensive action at Bristoe, but, 
on the contrary, it indicated continuons, active, and aggressive oe during 
the entire day of the 28th, to drive the enemy from Manassas, and clear the coun- 
try. Hence the troops must arrive at Bristos in condition for such service. 

The evidence ray oe ap aie that General Porter evinced an earnest desire to 
comply literally with the terms of the order, and that he held a consultation with 
his division commanders, some of his brigade commanders, and his staff officers on 
the subject. One of his divisions had arrived in camp late in the evening, after a 
nog: march, and was much fatigued. 

the troops marched at one o'clock, none of them could have much sleep before 
starting, and, even if they could arrive at Bristoe by or soon after daylight, they 
must bein poor condition for a vigorous pursuit of the enemy, who was already 
some distance beyond Bristoe. But this was not regarded by General Porter as 
sufficient reason for hesitating to make the attempt to comply literally with the 
order. He still urged, sae the adviceof his division commanders, the necessity 
of implicit obedience. Then, further consideration of the subject disclosed the 
fact that the road was filled with army trains, which had been pressing in that di- 
rection all day and as late at night as they could move, until the way had become 
completely blocked with wagons, The trains of the Army moving back from the 
line of the Ra) annock had been ordered to take that road to the number of 
“two or three thousand“ In the 5 one of the most intelligent witnesses, 
the mass of wagons blocked together at places inthe road was “like a lot of ice that 
jams in on the shore.” The night had become very dark, or, as testified by most of 
the witnesses. excessively dark. It would have been difficult to march troops upon a 
plain and unobstructed road. It was a manifest physical impossibility to march 
over that road that night, or to remove the obstructions in the darkness of the 
night. When this situatidn was made evident, General Porter reluctantly con- 
sented to delay the movement two hours, or until three o'clock. At that hour the 
march was commenced, but it was found that no e progress could be 
made before daylight. Nothing was gained, or could have been gained, by the at- 
tempt to move before the dawn of day, It would have been wiser to have delayed 
the attempt to move until four o'clock. 

A vigorous and tent effort to make that march, commencing at one o'clock, 
could only have resulted in greatly fatiguing the troops and throwing them into 
disorder, trom which they could not have been extricated until long after daylight, 
without making any material p: and would thus have caused the corps to 
arrive at Bristoe at a later hour and in a miserable condition. 

Abundant experience in situations similar to that above described leaves no 
room for doubt what General Porter's duty was. Ile exercised only the very ordi- 
nary discretion of a corps commander, which it was his plain duty to exercise, in 
delaying the march until three o'clock; and in his attempt to move at that time 
instead of at four o’clock he showed only too anxious a desire to comply with the 
letter of his orders. 

If the order had contemplated, as has been represented, an attack by the enemy 
at dawn of day. then it would have been General Porter's duty to start promptly, 
not at one o'clock, but at the moment he received the order, so as to have brought 
at least some fragments of his infantry to Bristoe in time to aid in repelling that 
attack. That was the most that he could bave done in any event, even by start- 
ing the moment the order was received, and then his troops would have beén in no 
condition for any aggressive movement that day. 

General Porter reached Bristoe Station as soon as practicable with his corps on 
the morning of the 28th, and there remained under orders from his superior com- 
manders until the morning of the 29th, taking no part in the operations of the 25th. 

In the morning of the 28th McDowell sent Ricketts’s division of his corps to 
Thoroughfare Gap to resist the advance of re-enforcements from the main body of 
Lee's army, then known to be marching to join Jackson. Banks was at Warren- 
ton Junction and Porter at Bristoe. The rest of the army moved from Gainesville, 
Greenwich, and Bristoe on Manassas Junction to attack Jackson at that place; 
but that general withdrew his forces during the night of the 27th and the mornin, 
of the 28th toward Sudley and Groveton. He was followed by Heintzelman a: 
Reno, via Centreville; and McDowell and Sigel, after having marched some dis- 
tance toward Manassas, were ordered to direct their march toward Centreville. 
In this movement toward Centreville King's division of McDowell's corps struck 
the right of Jackson's force late in the afternoon, just north of the Warrenton 
turnpike, a mile west of Groveton. A sharp contest ensued, lasting until some 
time after dark, when King still held his ground on the turnpike. Reynolds was 
then near the right of King, Sigel on his right near the Stone House, Heintzelman 
and Reno near Centreville; Ricketts, who had seut in the morning to Thor- 
oughfare Gap, was disputing with Longstreet the passage of the gap. 

Thus it was still hoped to strike Jackson a decisive blow on the morning of the 
29th before re-enforcements could reach him. In the mean time the confederate 
general had taken upa favorable position a little to the north and west of Groveton 
and Sudley to await attack. 
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Under these conditions General Porter, who was still at Bristoe Station, received 
at six a. m. the following order from General Pope: 
“ HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 

Near Bull Run, August 29, 1862—3 a. m. 

ted the retreat of Jackson. Sigel is imme- 
diately on the right of McDowell. Kearney and Hooker march to attack the ene- 
my’s rear at early dawn. Major-General Pope directs you to move upon Centre- 
ville, at the first dawn of day, with your whole command, leaving your trains to 
follow. It is very important that you should be here at an early hour in the morn- 
ing. A severe en, ent is likely to take 3 your presence is necessary. 

obedien 


“GENERAL: McDowell has inte 


WE e very respectiull r servant, 
ee if wer oe GEORGE D. RUGGLES, 
“ Colonel and Chief of Staf.” 
“ Major-General PORTER.” 


Under this order, General Porter marched promptly with his toward Cen- 
treville. He had passed Manassas Junction with the head of his column, when he 
was halted by counter orders, issued in consequence of a grave change which had 
occurred in the situation since the night before. 

King had withdrawn from his ss near Jackson's right, on the Warrenton 
trapiko, and had fallen back to assas Junction. Ricketts had fallen back in 
the night from Thoroughfare Gap to Gainesville, and thence, in consequence of 
the movement of King, retired to Bristoe Station. 

Thus the way had been left open for the retreat of Jackson to sco pt Latina 
Gap, or for the advance of Longstreet from that point, and ample time had e pa 
for them to effect a junction, either at the gap or near Groveton, before a force 
could again be interposed to prevent it. The Soporan: to attack Jackson’s de- 
tached force with superior numbers had passed beyond the possibility of recall, 

As soon as the withdrawal of King became known to General Pope, he pastir 
sent a verbal message to General Porter to retrace his steps and move tow: 
Gainesville, and soon followed this message with the following order, which was 
received by General Porter about 9.30 a. m.: 

“TIEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
“t Centreville, August 29, 1862. 

Push forward with your Pe and King's division, which you will take with 

‘ou, upon Gainesville. I am following the enemy down the Warrenton turnpike. 
he expeditious or we will lose much. 
“JOHN POPE, 


“Major-General Commanding.” 


Under these orders General Porter advanced promptly with his corps, followed 
by King’s division, on the direct road from Manassas Junction toward Gainesville, 
having knowledge of the military situation as above described. 

General Porter had met General McDowell near Manassas Junction, and they 
had conversed with each other relative to this order, placing King's division under 
Porter's command. McDowell claims that it was conceded that he might go for- 
ward and command the whole force, under the sixty-second article of war, but he 
desired to reunite all the divisions of his corpson that partof the field where Rey- 
nolds then was. Hence he wrote to Pope on this subject, awaited his orders, and 
did not exercise any command over Porter's corps until after the receipt of further 
orders from Pope. 

When, about 11.30 o'clock, the head of Porter's column arrived at Dawkins’s 
Branch, about three and a half miles from Gainesville and nine and a half miles 
from 1 Gap, he met the enemy's cavalry advance, and captured some 
of Longstreet’s scouts. The clouds of dust in his front and to his right, and ex- 
tending back toward Thoroughfare Gap, showed the enemy coming in force, and 
already arriving on the field in his front. 

Morell’s division was at once deployed; Sykes closed up in support, King's di- 
vision 4 7 70 A ent was sent forward across the creek as skirmishers, 
and Butterfield’s brigade was started across the creek to the front, and somewhat 
to the right, with orders to seize, in advance of the enemy, if ble, the com- 
manding ground on the opposite ridge, about a mile distant. orell's division, 
with Sykes in papers, was ready to advance at once to the support of Butterfield. 

At this stage of Porter's Le e ag Aone time between 11.30 and twelve o'clock, 
McDowell, in person, arrived on the field and arrested the movement Porter was 
making, saying to him in the hearing of several officers, ‘‘ Porter, you are too far 
out. This is no place to fight a battle,” or words to that effect. 

McDowell bad received, a few minutes before, a dispatch from Buford, inform- 
ing him that seventeen regiments of infantry, a battery, and some cavalry had 
passed through Gainesville at 8.45 o'clock, and moved down the Centreville road 
toward Groveton, and hence must have been on the field in front of Sigel and Rey- 
nolds at least two hours. 

The dust in Porter’s immediate front and exten: across toward Groveton, as 
well as back toward Gainesville, showed that large forces of the enemy, in addi- 
tion to those reported by Buford, were already on the field. The latest informa- 
tion from the confederate army showed the whole force of the enemy within reach 
of Gainesville by noon of the 29th. McDowell's troops (Ricketts's division and 
some 83 had delayed Longstreet's advance at Thoroughfare Gap from about 
noon until dark on the previous day, 28th. Hence Lee’s column had had eighteen 
hours by the morning of the 29th to close up in mass near the Gap, and seven 
— 9 that morning in which to march eight miles and form line on the field of bat- 


e. 

Jackson, who had been supposed anxious to retreat, and for whom the way had 
been left open, had not retreated, but was still holding his position of the previous 
evening, as if confident of adequate reinforcements. Sigel's pursuit had been 
checked, where it started that morning, at Groveton. 

It was certain that the head of column of Lee’s main army had arrived on the field 
in front of Groveton at least two hours in advance of the arrival of the head of col- 
umn of Porter's and M. ell’s corps at Dawkins's Branch, and it was so nearly cer- 
tain that the main body of Lee's army was already on the field and in line of Battle 
as to absolutely require co: aise Se This was Porter's impression at the 
time, and he conveyed it to McDowell by words and gesture that left no doubt in 
the mind of 20 latter that he (Porter) believed the enemy was in force in his im- 


In contrast to this evident preparation of the enemy for battle, only Porter's nine 
or ten thousand men were ready for action, of the thirty-five thousand men then 
composing the left wing of the Union army. 

Banks's oopa en thousand, was still at Bristoe without orders to move beyond 
that point. etts’s division, eight thousand, was near Bristoe, under orders to 
move to the front, but his men were so worn out by constant marching, night and 
day, that they could not possibly be got to the field even for defensive action that 
day. King’s division, seven thousand, was ass in rear of Porter; but was so 
fa nae as to be unfit for offensive action, and hardly able to march. 

Thus this long column, stretching back from Dawkins's Branch by way of Manas- 
sas Junction to and even beyond Bristoe, had struck the right wing of the confed- 
erate army in line of battle, while a gap of nearly two miles remained in the Union 
line between Porter and Reynolds, who was on the left of Sigel, near Groveton. 

The accompanying map, marked Board Map No. 1, illustrates the positions of the 
Union troops at noon of roy ey 29, and the probable positions of the confederate 
troops at the same time, as indicated by the information then in ion of the 
Union generals. This map is not intended to show the actual positions of the troops 
at 97 5 time, but to correctly interpret the information upon which the Union gen- 
erals then acted. 


This was the military situation on the Union left and confederate right of the 
field when McDowell arrested Porter's advance, and Porter's o tions under the 
direct orders from Pope heretofore mentioned ceased, and, er new orders just 
received, Porter became subordinate to McDowell. 

Not only had the effort to destroy Jackson before ho could be reinforced totally 
failed, but the confederate army was on the field andin line, while the Union Army 
was not. The time to resume defensive action, awaiting the concentration of the 
army, had not pnly arrived, but had been too long tponed. 

On his way to the front McDowell had received the following order from General 
Pope, addressed jointly to him and Porter, and Porter had received a copy of the 
same order a moment before McDowell's arrival: 


General Order No. 5.) 


“ HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, - 
“ Centreville, August 29, 1802. 

“Generals MCDOWELL and Porter: You will pleasemove forward with your joint 
commands toward Gainesville. I sent General Porter written orders to that effect 
an hour and a half ago. Heintzelman, Sigel, and Reno are moving on the Warren- 
ton turnpike, and must now be not far from Gainesville. I desire that as soon as 
communication is established between this force and your own the whole command 
shall halt. It may be n to fall back behind Bull Ran, at Centreville, to- 
night. I presume it will be so on account of our supplies. I have sent no orders 
of any description to Ricketts, and none to interfere in any way with the move- 
ments of McDowell's troops, except what I sent by his aide-de-camp last night, 
which were to hold his position on the Warrenton pike until the troops from lore 
should fall upon the enemy's flank and rear. I donot even know Ricketts's tion, 
as I have not been able to find out where General McDowell was until a late hour 
this morning. General McDowell will take immediate steps to communicate with 
General Ricketts, and instruct him to rejoin the other divisions of his corps as soon 
as practicable, If oe advantages are to be gained by de; from 
this order it will not be strictly carried out, One thing must be n view, that 
the troops must occupy a i ponon from which y oen reach Bull Run to-night or 
by morning. The indications are that the whole force of the enemy is m in 
this direction at a pace that will bring them here by to-morrow night or next day. 
My own headquarters will be for the present with Heintzelman's corps or at this 


z “JOHN POPE, 
“ Major-General Commanding.” 


This order and the sixty-second article of war made it the duty of McDowell to 
command the combined corps, so long as they should continue to act er and 
General Pope should be absent from the field, In this in retation of the law 
Generals McDowell and Porter ya ja and upon it mey acted at the time. Upon 
McDowell devolved the responsibility of modifying the joint order as its terms 
au and as the military situation seemed imperatively to require. 

The terms of the order contemplating that communication should be established 
with the troops on the other 8 or, as General McDowell interpreted it, that line 
should be formed in connection with those troops, that the whole command should 
then 5 0 and that the troops must not go beyond a point from which they could 
reach l Run by that night or the next morning, and the military situation, as it 
then ap to them, was briefly discussed by the two generals. 

The situation was exceedingly critical. If the enemy should attack, as he seemed 
about ready to do, Porter’s two divisions, about nine thousand men, were all the 
force then ready to stand between Lee's main noy; ust arrived on the fleld, and 
McDowell's long and weary column, or the left flank of Pope's army near Groveton. 
McDowell was “ exceedingly anxious" to get King’s division over on the left of 
Reynolds, who then occupied with his small division that exposed flank ; and he 

ckly decided that considerable advantages were “tobe gained” by departin 
trom the terms of the joint order, so far as to make no attempt to go further borari 
Gainesville, and to at once form line with the troops then engaged near Groveton ; 
and this departure from the strict letter of the joint order was evidently required 
by the military situation as it then appeared and as it did actually exist. 

After this brief consultation the two generals rode together h the woods 
to the right, about three-quarters of a mile toward Groveton, and made a personal 
examination of the ground. As soon as this was done, McDowell decided not to 
take the s through these woods, but to separate his own corps from Porter's, 
take 5 85 ivision (Ricketts following) around the woods by the Sudley Springs 
road, and thus put them in beyond the woods and on the left of Reynolds, 

McDowell then left Porter very hurriedly, announcing his decision, as he testi- 
fied, by the words, “ You go your force in here, and I will take mine up the Sad. 
ley Springs road on the left of the troops engaged at that point against the enemy,” 
or words to that effect. Even these few words, we are satistied, Porter did not 
hear, or did not understand, for he called, as McDowell rode away, What shall I 
do?” and McDowell gave no audible answer, but only a wave of the hand. In this 
state of uncertainty, a ng to the testimony of one of General Porter’s staff ofi- 
cers, Porter sent a message to King's division to ascertain positively if that division 
was ordered away by McDowell, and, if not, to give proper orders for its action 
with his corps, and a reply was returned by McDowell himself that he was going to 
the right and should take that division with him; that Porter had better stay where 
he was, and if necessary to fall back, he could do so on McDowell's left. 

This testimony has given rise to much controversy; but, in our opinion, the ques- 
tion whether that message was or was not sent is unimportant. If it was sent, it did 
not diifer in substance the instructions which General McDowell testifies he 
had previously given to General Porter, You put your force in here,” &. Neither 
cout be construed as directing what Porter's action should be, but only as decid- 
ing that he should continue on that line while McDowell would take his own troops 
to another part of the field. 

There appears to have been an understanding, derived either from previous con- 
versation or from the terms of the joint order, that when McDowell did get King’s 
division on the other side of the woods, Morell’s division on the right of Porter's 
corps should make such connection or establish such communication with that of 
King as might be practicable through the woods. None of them then knew how 
wide was that belt of weods, nor what was its character beyond where they had 
reconnoitered, nor whether the ground beyond was in on of the enemy. 

When the two generals had started to take that ride to the right Morell's 
had been ordered to follow them, and Griffin's brigade had led off after its picke 
had been calledin. After McDowell took his departare this movement was con- 
tinned for some time and until Griffin had the railroad and reached a t 
near half-way across the belt of woods and where the forest became dense. There 
the movement was arrested. This movement might have meant an attempt to 
stretch out Morell's line through the woods, so as to connect with King's on the 
right or a completion of the deployment for an attack upon the enemy in front. 
General Porter explained it as intended for an immediate attack upon the enemy 
if he found he d keep King in bai ay and that he only desisted upon being 
informed that King was going away. But the attack would have been a rash one 
under the circumstances, even with King's support. after this sconts were 
sent on through the woods to look for King, Reynolds, Sigel, or some body of Union 
bola a the direction where artillery firing was h R 

ntly Griffin was withdrawn to the south sideof the railroad. The — 48 
artillery opened on his troops during this latter movement, and was replied to * 
one of Morell's batteries, but few shots being fired on either side. Then Morell’s 
division was put in defensive order to hold the ground then occupied and under 
cover from the enemy's artillery. The scouts sent through the w. ran upon the 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


495 


bed gh tegen „ 


to the Araton ge Thus the gap in the line which McDowell's troops 
were to occupy remained open all the afternoon, and the the timber re- 
mained in ion of the enemy's pickets. 
These failures to connect or to communicate directly along the front were re- 
rted by Porter to McDowell by way of the Sudley Sp road, on which 
Mebowell had gone. The reports were made in at least four different written dis- 
patches, which have been ed. The hour was named in only one, apparentl 


preserv 
the latest, sent at six o'clock in the evening. Two 9 about four o’cloc 
and the otber about 6.30 p. m.—were sent to General Pope direct. Both of these 
were received by him, but have not been preserved. 

arrived on the field at Porter's 


About the time General McDowell tion and 
for an hour or two thereafter a heavy artillery combat was going on between the 
Union batteries near Groveton and the confederate artillery. During this artillery 


combat, and until five o'clock p. m., there was no infantry engagement except 
skirmishing and somo short and sharp contests between small portions of the op- 


posing forces, and until 6.30 p. m. no musketry was audible to any one in Porter's 


ree 


tha 
north of tho Warrenton seen 


„ m. 

having arrived some time after noon on the field in tho rear of 
Groveton, and General McDowell's column approaching that part of the field by 
the Manassas and Sudley road, an attack was ordered upon the enemy’s extreme 
left near Sudley, and a written order was sent, dated 4.30 p. m., to Porter to attack 
the enemy's right, and, if possible, his rear. After some time had elapsed, General 
Pope ordered McDowell, with King's division and other troops, to poe up the 
Warrenton turnpike the enemy, who, thus to be assailed upon both ka, would 
be compelled to retreat. 

The attack on Jackson's left was begun by Kearney about five p. m.; but the 
order to Porter was not delivered in time. The messenger did not find General 
Porter until sunset. Thus, at five o'clock, nothing having occurred to suggest to 
General Porter any change in the plan indicated in the joint order to retire behind 
Bull Run instead of giving battle that day, the sound of artillery near Sudley, so 
much apparently to the rear of Groveton, suggested to Porter, who was then at 
Bethlebem Church, that Sigel was retiring or perhaps being driven back, and that 
his artillery was then in a new position near the Sudley Springs road. 

If it was true that Sigel was being driven back, the military situation was ex- 
tremely perilous, and Porter must instantly do what he could to avert disaster. 
His order to Morell, which must have been issued at that instant, shows what he 
proposed to do. It is as follows, namely: 

„General MORELL: Push over to the aid of Sigel and strike in his rear. If you 


reach a road up which King is 1 ao and he has got ahead of you, let him pass 
but see if you cannot give ben toSigel. Ifyou find retiring, move back tow: 
Man and, should necessity require it, and you do not hesr from me, push to 
Centreville. If you find the direct road filled, take the one via Union Mills, which 
is to the right as you return. 
F. J. PORTER, 
“Major-General. 
“Look to the points of the compass for Manassas, 
F. J. PORTER.” 


s movement would have left Porter with Sykes alone to hold the Manassas 
road and cover the retreat of Ricketts's worn-out troops, who were then stretched 
along the road for four or five miles both toward Sudley and back toward Manas- 
sas Junction, while Morell should cover the retreat of the center of the Army. But 
now, before Morell had time to commence this movement, came a report from him 
that the enemy was coming down in force toattack both his front and flank. Por- 
ter might in a few minutes have to meet the attack of twenty thousandmen. The 
purpose to cover the retreat of Sigel must needs be abandoned. Hence Porter dis- 
patched to Morell: 


General MORELL: Hold on, if you can, to your present place. What is n g! 
“F. J. PORTER." 


A t 
=) 1 —.— MORRELL: Tell mo what is passing quickly. If the enemy is coming, 
hold to him, and I will come up. Post your men to repulse him. 


F. J. PORTER, 
Major. General. 
And again, in reply to advice from Morell that they had better retire, &.: 
“We cannot retire while McDowell holds on.“ 


Notwithstanding contradictory testimony, we believe it was at this time that 
Porter ordered Piatt's 2 Sturgis’s command, about eight hundred men, to 
epee back to Manassas Junction and take up a defensive position to cover the ex- 
pected retreat. 

General Porter reported to General McDowell his views and intentions in the 
following dispatches : 


communicate with McDowell and Sigel, but my messengers 
and cavalry and infantry, and the ee. 
in force. I am now going to the head o: 


F. J. PORTER, 
“ Major-General.” 
“General McDOo WELL or KN: I have been wandering over the woods and failed 
to get a communication to you. Tell how matters go with you. The enemy is in 
strong force in front of me, and I wish to know your designs for to-night. If left 
to me I shall have to retire for food and water, which I cannot get here. How goes 
the battle? It seems to go to our rear. The enemy are getting to our left. 
“F, J. PORTER, 
“ Major-General Volunteers.” 
„General MCDOWELL: The firing on my right has so far retired that, as I can- 
not advance and have failed to get over to you except by the route taken by King, I 


* The Sudley road. 


shall withdraw to Manassas. If you have anying ol eee 80-30% 


I have sent my messen to you and Gene and get nothin 
-t 5 F. J. PORTER, 

“ Major-General. 
An artillery duel is going on now; been skirmishing for a long 2 2 1 


Morell over to you. After ye 


“General McDowELL: Failed in ge 
and while d so artillery open 


about the woods for a time I withdrew 
upon us. My scouts could not get h. Each one found the enemy between 
us, and I believe some have been capi Infantry are also in front, I am try- 
ing Re a battery, but have not succeeded as yet. From the masses of dust on 
our left, and from reports of scouts, think the enemy are moving largely in that 
way. Please communicate the way this m 


came. I haye no cavalry or 
messengers now. Please let me know your desi; 


whether you retire or not. 
infan 


rare get water and am out of provisions. Have lost a few men from try 
= “F, J. PORTER, 
“ Major-General Volunteers. 


“ AUGUST 29—6 p. m,” 

But Porter soon found the sounds of artillery had deceived him. The renewal 
of the firing toward Groveton showed that Pope's troops were still there. Piatt’s 
brigade was then recalled, and no further p: s for retreat were made. 

ext came to Porter about 5.30 o'clock a report from the right that the enemy 
was in full retreat, and heavy sounds of musketry soon after showed that serious 
work commenced near Groveton. Porter ordered Morell to make a strong 
reconnoissance to learn the truth. Morell, knowing the report must be falso, at 
least as to the enemy in his front, prepared to acess this reconnoissance with 
bis whole division. While this preparation was g made came the long delayed 
order, dated 4.30 p. m., to attack the enemy in flank or rear: 


“ HEADQUARTERS IN THE FIELD, 
“August 29—4.30 p. m. 
“ Major-General PORTER: 


“Your line of march brings you in on the enemy’s right flank. I desire you to 
ash forward into action at once on the enemy's flank, and, if 1 eg his rear, 
eeping your right in communication with General Reynolds. The enemy is 

massed in the woods in front of us, but can be shelled out as soon as you en 
their flank. Keep heavy reserves and use your batteries, keeping well cl to 
your right all the time. In case you are obliged to fall back, do so to your right 
and rear, 50 as to keep you in close communication with the 3 45 wing. 
“JOHN POPE, 
“ Major-General, Commanding.” 

This order, though dated at 4.30 p. m., was not receive by Porter, at Bethlehem 
church, before 6.30 p. m. 

The evidence before the court-martial tending to show that Porter received the 
“4.30” order in time to execute it is found in the testimony of the officer who car- 
ried the order, and one of the orderlies who accompanied him. Neither of these 
two witnesses ap to have carried a watch, and their several statements of the 
time when the order was delivered were b: on estimates of the time occupied 
by them in riding from General Pope’s headquarters to the place where they found 

eneral Porter. One of them at least knew from an inspection of the order that 
it was dated at 4.30; he, and probably both of them, therefore assumed that it was. 
then that they started to deliver it, and adding to that hour the estimated time 
occupied by them, they severally fixed the hour of delivery. It is now proved by 
the testimony of the ollicer who wrote the dispatch that 4.30“ was not the hour 
when the message started, but was the hour when he began to write the dispatch, 
and consequently that it was after that hour that the officer started to deliver it. 

It is also shown that these messengers did not and could not, if other parts of 
their own testimony are true, have traveled over the route which they supposed 
they had taken. Moreover, it was proved by unquestionable testimony, that since 
the court-martial trial one of these witnesses had made statements and admissions 
inconsistent with and contradictory of his former testimony, and the other witness 
confessed before us that recently he had deliberately made false statements in re- 
gard to the route taken while carrying the dispatch. We have therefore felt com- 
pelled to lay the testimony of these witnesses out of the case. An attempt was 
made to support these witnesses by the testimony of another person, who, as it 
was alleged, also accompanied as an orderly the officer charged with the tch, 
but his testimony was so completely broken down by cross-examinai 
regard it as entitled to no weight whatever. 

On the other hand. the raong dee, General Sykes, Lieutenant-Colonel Locke, 
8 Montieth, Lieutenant Ingham, and Lieutenant Weld before the court- mar- 
tial, that the order in question was not delivered until about sundown, either a 
little before or a little after that hour, has now been supported by a new and en- 
tirely independent witness, Captain Randol, and has been singularly confirmed b; 
the production, for the first time, of the dispatch from Porter to McDowel dated 
6 p. m., the terms of which utterly forbid the supposition that at that time Porter 
had received the order. 

The moment this order was received Porter sent his chief of staff, Colonel Locke, 
to General Morell with orders to make the attack at once. He then wrote sat 
sent a reply to Pope, and immediately rode to the front. On his arrival there 
Morell had about completed his poren for the attack under the previous. 
order to make a reconnaissance, but darkness had already come on. It was evi- 
dently impossible to accomplish an: N that night, for, even if Morell might 
have begun the attack before dark, Sykes could not have been got into line after 
the order was received. The contest at Groveton had already so far spent its force- 
as to derive no possible aid from Morell’s attack. The order was based upon con- 
ditions manifestly erroneous and directed what was im ible to be done. To. 
push Morell’s division against the enemy in the dark d have been in no sense 
obedience to that order. Porter wisely ordered the preparations to cease, and the 
troops were put into position to pass the night, picketing in all directions, for Por- 
ter had bth few mounted men and the enemy had twenty-five hundred cavalry 
near 

About this time, when darkness had come on, the rear of McDowell's column of 
weary troops was passing by the rear of Porter's column, still several miles from 
their destined place on the field. The Union Army was not even yet ready for- 


0. 

The accompanying maps, marked Board Maps Nos. 2 and3, exhibit substantially 
the military situation at the time the 4.30 p. m. order was issued, and that which 
was then understood by General Pope to exist, as explained to the court-martial 
upon the trial of General Porter. 

o believe this pen and simple narrative of the events of the 28th of August. 
clearly shows the true character of General Porter's conduct during that time. 
We are unable to find in that conduct anything subject to criticism, much less de- 
serving of censure or condemnation. 

Porter's duty that afternoon was too ats and simple to admit of discussion. It 
was to hold his position and cover the deployment of McDowell's troops until the 
latter, or some of th: should get into line; then to connect with them as far as 
might be necessary and practicable, and then, in the absence of further orders, to 
act in concert with those troops and others to the right. 

If King’s division bad come up on the right, as was expected, and had advanced 
to nari POE would have known it instantly, and thus could have joined in the 
movement, ‘ 


tion we 
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If the main army retired, as indicated in the joint order, it was Porter's duty to 
retire also, after having held his ground long enough to protect its left flank and to 
cover the retreat of Ricketts’s troops. 

Porter did for a moment entertain the p of trying to give aid to Sigel, who 
was su) to beretiring before McDowell had got g's division up to his sup- 

rt. at was the nearest to making a mistake that Porter came that afternoon. 

tit soon enough became evident that 


able him to do promptly what he had reason to expect he 
— Pad must do at nightfall 


sure the receipt 
they had any to send 
dispatches were sent 
in the ener’ gs of theafternoon. They allindicated a purpose to retire only after 


army as far as possible, or to witbaraw after nightfall, as the joint order had in- 
eral Pope's plans could be ob- 


tained. 

There is no indication in any of those dispatches, when fairly construed, nor in 

anything which Porter did or said, of any intention to withdraw until after dark, 

lled to do so by the retreat of the main army; and even then he was 
compelled to hold on until McDowell's troops could get out of the way, and that 
5 87 Aro until after dark, for Ricketts's di m was on the road in Porter's rear all 

© afternoon. A 

It is perfectly clear that Porter had no thought whatever of retreating from the 
enemy, or of withdrawing because of the enemy in his front; for when the enemy 
was advancing as if to attack, his orders were: If the enemy is coming, 
hold to him.” Post your troops to repulse him.” We cannot retire while Me- 
Dowell holds on.“ 

It a to have been assumed in the condemnation of General Porter's con- 
duct that he had some order to attack or some information of aggressive plans on 
the part of General Pope, or some intimation, suggestion, or direction to that effect 
from General McDowell, or that there was such a battle going on within his hear- 
ing, or something else in the military situation, that 3 him to attack the 
enemy without orders before receiving the 4.30 p.m. order at sunset. All this was 
the exact reverse of the truth. General Pope's last order, General McDowell’s 
directions while he was with General Porter, the military situation as then known 
to both Porter and McDowell, and the movement McDowell had decided to make 
to get his own into line of battle, and the state of the action on the right 
of the field, all combined to absolutely forbid any attack by Porter during that en- 
tire afternoon until he received Pope's order at sunset, and even that order could 
not possibly have been given if the situation had been correctly understood. An 
attack by him would have been a violation of the spirit of his orders and a crimi- 
nal blunder 3 inevitable disaster. In short, he had no choice as a faithful 
soldier but to do substantially what he did do. 

‘The range of our investigation has not enabled us to ascertain the source of the 
great error which was committed in the testimony before General Porter’s court- 
martial respecting the time of arrival of the main body of Lee's army on the field 
of Manassas. But the information which was in Ore of the Union officers 
at noon of the 29th of August, and afterward published in their official reports, 
together with the testimony before the court-martial, affords clear, explicit, and 
8 proof that the main body of that army must have been there on the field 
att me, 

The recent testimony of confederate officers hardly adds anything to the con- 
clusiveness of that proof, but rather diminishes its force by showing that one divis- 
ion (Anderson's) did not arrive until the next morning; while the information in 

on at that time required the Union officers to assume that that divis- 
ion as well as the others had arrived on the 29th. Yet General Porter's conduct 
was gg barge upon the assumption that not more than one division under Long- 
8 arrived on the fleld, and that Porter had no considerable force in his 


nt. 

The fact is that Longstreet, with four divisions of full twenty-five thousand men, 
was there on the field before Porter arrived with his two divisions of nine thou- 
sand men; that the confederate general-in-chief was there in person at least two 
or three hours before the commander of the Army of Virginia himself arrived on 
the field, and that Porter with his two divisions saved the Army of V. that 
day from the disaster naturally due to the enemy's earlier preparation for battle. 

the 4.30 order had been promptly delivered, a very grave responsibility would 

have devolved upon General Porter. The order was upon conditions which 

were Avr eee erroneous, and upon expectations which could not possibly be 
1 

It required an attack upon the enemy's flank or rear, which could not be mad 
and that the attacking force keep cl on Reynolds, who was far to the right an 
beyond reach. Yetit woald have been too late to correct the error and have the 

er modified. Thatorder appeared to be part of a general plan. It must be exe- 
cuted promptly or not at all. Porter had made, not the impossible attack which 
was ordered, but a direct attack upon the enemy's right wing, would he have been 
blameless for the fruitless sacrifice of his troops? We believe not. It is a well-es- 
tablished mili maxim that a corps commander is not justifiable in making an 
apparently hopeless attack in obediance to an order from a superior who is not on 

è spot, and who is evidently in error in respect to the essential conditions upon 
which the orderis based. The duty of the corps commander in such a case is to 
make not a real attack, but a strong demonstration, so as to prevent the enemy in 
his front from sending re-enforcements to other parts of his line. 

‘This is all that Porter would baye been justifiable in doing, evenif he had received 
the 4.30 order at fiveo’clock ; and such a demonstration, or even areal attack made 
after five o'clock by Porter alone, could have had no beneficial effect whatever upon 
the general result. It would not have diminished in the least the resistance offered 
to the attacks made at other points that afternoon. The 1 of troops made 
by Porter earlier in the afternoon had all the desired and ible beneficial 
effect. It caused Longstreet's reserve division to be sent to extreme right in 
front of Porter's position. There that division remained until about six o'clock— 
too late for it to take any effective part in the operations at other points of the line. 

A powerful and well-sustained attack by the combined forces of Porter's corps 
and s division upon the enemy’s right wing, if it had been commenced early 
in the afternoon, might have drawn to that part of the field so large a of Long- 
street's force as to have given Pope some chance of success against Jackson; but 
an attack by Porter alone could have been but an ineffective blow, destructive only 
to the force that made it, followed by a counter-attack, trous to the Union 
Army. Such an attack, such circumstances, would have been not only a 
great blunder, but, on the part of an intelligent officer, it would have been a great 


What General Porter actually did do, 8 his situation was by no means 
free from embarrassment and anxiety at the time, now seems to have been only 
the simple, necessary action which an 3 soldier had no choice but to take. 
Tt is not possible that any court-martial have condemned such conduct if it 
had been correctly understood. On the contrary, that conduct was obedient, subor- 
e faithful, and judicious. It saved the Union army from disaster on the 29th 
ugust. 

This ends the transactions upon which were based the charges of which General 
Porter was pronounced A guilty but some account of the part taken by him and his 
corps in the events of the following day, August 30, which gave rise to a ch 

which was withdrawn, is necessary to a full understanding of the merits of the 


case. 

At three a. m. of the 30th, General Porter received the following order, and in 
compliance with it promptly withdrew from his position in presence of the enemy 
and marched rapidly by the Sudley road to the center of the battle-tield, where he 
reported to General Pope for orders: 


“ HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
IX THE FELD near BULL RUN, 
“ August 29, 1862—83.50 p. m. 

“ GENERAL: Immediately upon receipt of this order, the precise hour of receiv- 
ing which you will acknowledge, you will march your command to the field of bat- 
tle of to-day and report to me in person for orders. You are to understand that you 
are eto to comply strictly with this order, and to be present on the field within · 
three hours after its reception, or after daybreak to-morrow morning. 

“JOHN POPE, 
“Major-Gensral, Commanding. 
“ Major-General F. J. PORTER.” 
[Received August 30—3.30 a. m.] 


At first sight it would appear that in this prompt and unhesitating movement, 
under this order General Porter committed a grave fault. He was already on the 
field of battle, confronting the enemy in force, and holding a position of vital im- 
portance to the en Bust Pope's army; while the latter appeared, from the order, 
to be wholly in the dark respecting these all-important facts. It is true the order 
was most positive, imperative, and also distrustful in its terms. But those very 
terms served to show only the more forcibly that the order was based upon a total 
misapprehension of the essential facts, without which misapprehension it would 
not seem possible that such an order could have been issued. The well-established 
military rule is that such an order must never be obeyed until the commander 
who gave it has been informed of his error and given an opportunity to correct it; 
but, upon close tion, the opposite view of Porter's conduct under this 
order appears to be the just one. 

Porter had repeatedly reported to McDowell the presence of the enemy in large 
force in his front. Presumably these reports had gone to Pope, as one of them hud 
in fact. Porter had also sent an aid-de-camp with a written message to Pope 
about four p. m., and had sent a written reply to the 4.30 p. m. order after 6 30 p. m. 
These last two dispatches have not been preserved by General Pope, and hence 
their contents are not known tous; but weare bound to presume that they reported 
the situation as Porter then knew it, and as he had frequently reported it to Mo- 
Dowell, and the last of these dispatches, in reply to the 4.30 p m. order, was later 
than the latest of those in which Porter had spoken of any intention to fall back. 
Hence Porter had already given to his superior all the information which it was 
oe for him to give, and nothing remained for him but to obey the order. 

his movement of Porter’s on the morning of the 30th was the beginning of 
the unfortunate operations of tday. Thiscorps, which had been protecting the 
left flank of Pope's army, was withdrawn from its important tion, leaving the 
left wing and to attack by greatly superior force of the enemy, 
brought to the center of the field and then o “in pursuit of the enemy.” 


[Special Orders No. —.] 
* HEADQUARTERS NEAR GROVETON, 
“August 30, 1862—12 m. 


will be immediately thrown forward in pursuit of the 
3 the whole day. Major-General McDowell 
assign e pursuit; Major-General Porter's corps will push 
forward on the Warrenton ike, followed the divisions of Brigadier en, 
erals King and Reynolds. The division of Brigadier-General Ricketts will pursue 
the Hay ‘ket road, followed by the corps o: -Gen Heintzelman. The 
n cavalry will be assigned to these columns by Major-General McDowell, 
to whom regular and frequent reports will be made. The general headquarters 
will be somewhere on the Warrenton turnpike. 

By command of Major-General Pope. 

“GEO. D. RUGGLES, 
“Colonel and Chief of Staff.” 


“ HEADQUARTERS THIRD Corps, ARMY OF VIRGINIA. 
August 30, 1862. 
“ Major-General PORTER, 
Commanding, de.: à 

“Major-General McDowell, being charged with the advanced forces ordered to 
pursue the enemy, directs me to am yoa that your co will be followed 
immediately by King’s division, suppo by Reynolds. Heintzelman, with his 
carps pi ed by Rickett's division, will move on your right, on the road from 
Sudley Springs to Hay Market. He is instructed to throw out skirmishers to the 
left, which it is desirable you should join with your right. General McDowell's 
headquarters will be at the head of Reynold's division, on the Warrenton road. 
Organin a strong advance to precede your command, and push on rapidly in —. 
tof the enemy until you come in contact with him. Re frequently. y: 
ard’s brigade will be ordered to report to you; push it well to the left as you ad- 


vance. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant 
Di ii 2 “ED. SCHRIVER, 
Colonel and Chief of Staf.” 


These orders led to an attack upon the confederate left wing, Jackson's command, 
made mainly by Butterfield’s and Barnes brigades, of Morell's division, and by 
Sykes’s division, which is described as follows by the confederate generals: 


Extract from General Lee’s re of o tions of the army of Northern Vir- 
f ini battle. of Manassas.) * 


„ HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF NORTHERN VIRGINIA, March 6, 1863. 


“Sm: * * * About three p.m. the enemy, having massed his troops in front 
of General Jackson, advanced against his tion in strong force. His front line 
pushed forward until engaged at close quarters by Jackson's troops, when its Prog: 
ress was checked, and a fierce and bloody struggle ensued. A second and th 
line, of great strength, moved up to support the first, but in doing so came within 
easy range of a position a little in advance of Longstreet’s left. He immediately 
ordered up two batteries, and two others being thrown forward about the same 
time by Colonel S. D. Lee, under their well-directed and destructive fire the su 
porting lines were broken and fell back in confusion. Their repeated efforts 
rally were unavailing, and Jackson's troops being thus relieved from the pressure 
of overwhelming numbers, began to press steadily forward, driving the enemy 
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severely from our artillery, 
antici g the order for a 
e Federal center and 


before them. He retreated in confusion, 

which advanced as he retired. General 

advance, now threw his whole command against 
* 


x 


“I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your Sane Soe 


General S. COOPER, 
Adjutant and Inspector. General, Richmond, Va." 


(Extract from the report of General James Longstreet, October 10, 1862. 


* * a During the day Colonel S. D. Lee, with his reserve artillery placed 
in the position occupied the day previous by General Walton, engaged the en- 
emy in a very severe artillery combat. The result was, as the day previous, a 
success. At 3.30 o'clock in the afternoon I rode to the front for the purpose of 
completing arrangements for making a diversion in fayor of a flank movement 
then under contemplation. Just after reaching my front line I received a message 
for re-enforcements for General Jackson, who was ssid to be severely 5 
From an eminence near by, one portion of the enemy's masses attacking General 
Jackson were immediately within my view and in easy range of batteries in that 

osition, It gave mean advantage that I had not expected to have, and I made 
kasi to use it. Two batteries were ordered for the purpose, and one placed in 
position immediately and opened. Just as the tire began I received a m from 
the commanding general informing me of General Jackson's condition and his wants. 
As it was evident that the attack agvinst General Jackson could not be continued 
ten minutes under the fire of these batteries, L made no movement with my troops.” 


* + * * 


* * * 
[Extract from report of General J 1 of i from August 15 to Septem- 
r 3, 1862 
“ HEADQUARTERS SECOND CORPS, A. N. V., April 27, 1863. 

“GENERAL: After some desultory skirmishing and heavy cannonading during 
the day, the Federal infantry, about four o'clock in the evening, moved from under 
cover of the wood and advanced in several lines, first engaging the right, but soon 
extending its attack to the center and left. In a few moments our entire line was 
engaged in a fierce and sanguinary struggle with the eoemy. As one line was re- 
pulsed another took its place and pressed forward as if determined, by force of 
numbers and fury of assault, to drive us from our positions. So impetuous and well 
sustained were these onsets as to induce me to send to the commanding general for 
re-enforcements; but the timely and gallant advance of General Longstreet on the 
right relieved my troops from the pressure of overwhelming numbers, and gave to 
these brave men the chances of a more equal conflict. As Longstreet pressed upon 
the right the Federal advance was checked, and soon a general advance of my whole 


line was ordered. 
“T, J. JACKSON, 
“ Tieutenant-General. 
“ Brigadier-General R. H. CHILTON, 
“A. A. A. General Headquarters Department A. N. V.” 


As Longstreet's army pressed forward to strike Pope's aspoees left wing and 
flank, Warren, with his little brigade, sprang into the Sap an breasted the storm 
until but a handful of his brave men were left alive. Then Sykes, with his dis- 
ciplined brigades, and Reynolds, with his gallant, Pennsylvania Reserves, seized 
the commanding ground in rear, and, like a rock, withs the advance of the 
victorious enemy anil saved the Union Army from rout, 

Thus did this gallant corps nobly and 41450 vindicate the character of their 
trusted chief, and demonstrate to all the world that “ disobedience of orders" and 
“misbehavior in the presence of the enemy” are crimes which could not possibly 
find place in the head or heart of him who thus commanded that corps. 

These events of the 30th of August were excluded from the evidence before the 
court-martial that tried General Porter; but justice requires that they should be 
mentioved here as having an important bearing upon the question of animus which 
was so strongly dwelt upon in the review of Porter's case by the Judge-Advocate- 


General. 

The Sagie N the simple history of the part taken by Porter and his corps in 
the events which gave rise to the following charges specifications, findings 
and sentence, and executive action : 


General Orders No. 18. 
Wan DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
“ Washington, January 22, 1863. 

J. Before a general court-martial which convened in the city of Washin 
District of Columbia, November 27, 1862, pursuant to Special ers No. 362, 
Headquarters of the Army, November 1862, and of which jor-General D. 
Hunter, United States volunteers, is president, was arraigned and tried Major- 
General Fitz-John Porter, United States volunteers. 

“ CHARGE 1.—Violation of the ninth article of war. 

“SPECIFICATION ¥inst.—In this: that the said Major-General Fitz-John Por- 
ter, of the volunteers of the United States, having received a lawful order, on or 
about the 27th August, 1862, while at or near Warrenton Junction, in Virgi 
from ee John Pope, his superior and commanding officer, in the fol- 
lowing figures and letters, to wit: 

“* HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
August N. 1862—6.30 p. m., Bristoe Station. 

‘GENERAL: The major-general commanding directs that you start at one o'clock 
to-night and come forward with your whole corps, or such part of it as is with you, 
80 as to be here by daylight to-morrow * Hooker has had a very severe 
action with the enemy, with a loss of about three hundred killed and wounded. 
The enemy has been driven back, but is retiring along the railroad. We must 
drive him from Manassas and clear the country between that place and Gainesville, 
where McDowell is. If Morell has not joined you, send word to him to push for- 
ward immediately; also send word to ks to hurry forward with all speed to 
take 8 lace at Warrenton Junction. o accounts, 0 
should be here by daylight. I send an officer with this dispatch. who will conduct 
you to this place. Be sure to send word to Banks, who is on the road from 
etteville, probably in the d 

— the railroad train 


“* By command of Major-General Pope. 
` “*GEO. D. RUGGLES, 
Colonel and Chief of Staf. 
“ ‘Major-General F. J. PORTER, 
“*Warrenton J 


F. S.—If Banks is not at Warrenton Junction, leave a regiment of infantry 
and two pieces of artillery as a guard till he comes up, with instructions to follow 
you immediately. If Banks is not at the junction Thetruct Colonel Clary to ran 
eae to this side of Cedar Run, and post a regiment and section of artil- 

By command of Major-General Pope. 

GEO. D. RUGGLES, 
“ ‘Colonel and Chief of Stag. 


did then and there disobey the said order, being at the time in the face of the 
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page ert or near Warrenton, in the State of Virginia, on or about the 28th 
“ SPECIFICATION SECOND.—In this: that the said Major-General Fitz-John Porter, 
being in front of the enemy, at Manassas, V: ia, on or about the morning of Au- 
gust 29, 1862, did receive from r-General John Pope, his superior and com- 
manding officer, a lawful order, in the following letters and figures, to wit: 


“* HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 


“t Centreville, August 29, 1862. 
„Generals McDows.Lt and PORTER: 


Tou will please move forward with your joint commands toward Gainesville. I 
sent General Porter written orders to that effect an hour and a half ago Heintzel- 
man, Sigel, and Reno are moving on the Warrenton turnpike, and must now be not 
far from Gainesville. I desire that as soon as communication is established between 
this force and your own the whole command shall halt. It may be necessary to fall 
back behind Bull Run at Centreville to-night. I presume it will be so on account of 
our ae I have sent no orders of any description to Ricketts, and none to in- 
terfere in any way with the movements of McDowell's troops, except what I sent 
— his aid-de-camp last night, which were to hold his position on the Warrenton 
pike until the troops from here should fall on the enemy’s flank and rear. I do not 
even know Ricketts's ition, as I have not been able to find out where General 
McDowell was untila late hour this morning. General McDowell will take imme- 
diate steps to communicate with General Ricketts and instruct him to join the other 
divisions of his corps as soon as practicable. If any considerable are 
to be gained by de ing from this order, it will not be strictly carried out. One 
thing must be held in view: that the troops must occupy a position from which they 
can reach Bull Run to-night or by morning. The indications are that the whole 
force of the enemy is moving in this direction ase pene that will bring them here by 
to-morrow ke ed or the next day. od Akya headquarters will for the present be 
with Heintzelman’s.corps or at this place. 

“*JOHN POPE, 


“* Major-General Commanding.’ 


which order the said Major-General Porter did then and there disobey. This at or 
near Manassas. in the State of Virginia, on or about the 29th of August. 1862. 

H SPECIFICATION THIRD.—In this: that the said Major-General Fitz John Porter 
having been in front of the enemy during the battle of on Friday, the 
29th of August, 1862, did on that day receive from Major-General John Pope, his 
superior and commanding officer, a lawful order, in the following letters and 
figures, to wit: 

* * HEADQUARTERS IN THE FIELD, 
„August 29, 1862—4.30 p. m. 
“ t Major-General PORTER : 
“* Your line of march brings you in on the enemy’s right flank. I desire you to 
pass forward into action at once on the enemy’s flank, and, if ble, on his rear, 
eeping your right in communication with General Reynolds. The enemy is 
m in the woods in front of us, but can be shelled out as soon as you engage 
their flank. Keep heavy reserves, and use —.— batteries, yp one well closed to 
your right all the time. In case you are obliged to fall back, do so to your right 
and rear, so as to keep you in close communication with the right wing. 
“JOHN POPE, 

* “ ‘Major-General, Commanding,’ 
which said order the said Major-General Porter did then and there disobey, and 
did fail to push forward his forces into action either on the enemy's flank or rear, 
and in all other respects did fail to obey said order. This at or near Manassas, in 
the State of Virginia, on or about the 29th of August, 1862. 

“ SPECIFICATION FOURTH.—In that the said Major-General Fitz-John Porter, being 
ator near Manassas Junction on the night of Angust, 1862, did receive from 
Major-General John Pope, his superior and commanding officer, a lawful order, in 
figures and words ws, to wit: 

“* HEADQUARTERS ARMY VIRGINIA, IN THE FIELD NEAR BULL Rey, 
“+ August 29, 1862—8.50 p. m. 

“*GENERAL: Immediately upon receipt of this order, the precise hour of receiving 
which you will acknowledge, you will march your command to the field of battle 
of to-day, and report to me in person for orders, You are to understand that you 
are ex tocomply strictly with this order, and to be present on the field wichin 
three hours after its reception, or after daybreak to-morrow — aaa 

"' Major-General, Commanding. 

“* Major-General F. J. Porter.’ “ih 85 


„And the said 


being at or near Manassas Station, in the State of Virginia, 
August, 1862, and having received from his superior commanding officer, Major- 


e command by Brigadier. A. 
to march to Centreville, and thereb; aly elay the arrival of the said Gen- 
eral Piatt's brigade on the field of the Lettie Manassas, on Saturday, the 30th 
2 1862. This at or near in the State of Virginia, on or about the 


fifty-second article of war. 
t SPECIFICATION FinsT.—In this: that the said -General Fitz-John Porter, 
during the battle of Manassas, on Laer the 29th t, 1862, and while within 
sight of the field and in full hearing of its artillery, did receive from Major-Gen- 
eral John Pope, his superior and commanding officer, a lawful order to attack the 
enemy, in the following figures and letters, to wit: 


“t HEADQUARTERS IN THE FIELD, 
August 29, 1862—4.30 p. m. 
‘t! Major-General PORTER : 
ht flank. I desire you to 
pa forward into action at once on the enemy’s flank, and, if ible, on his rear, 
Keeping your right in communication wit! 
in the woods in front of us, but can be shelled out as soon as you engage 
their flank. Keep heavy reserves, and use 8 batteries, Keeping oa closed to 
In liged to fall 


“* Major-General, Commanding.’ 
which said order the said -General Porter did then and there shamefally 
disobey, and did retreat from advancing forces of the enemy without any attempt 
to engage them, or to aid the troops who were already fighting greatly superior 
numbers, and were relying on the flank attack he was thus ordered to make to se- 
cure a decisive victory and to ag SEY the enemy's army, a result which must have 
followed from said flank attack it been made by the said General Porter in 
compliance with the said order which he so shamefully disobeyed. This at or near 
Manassas, in the State of Virginia, on or about the 29th of August, 1862. 
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‘SPECIFICATION SECOND.—In this: that the said Major-General Fitz-John Por- 
ter, being with his army pe don Friday, the 29th of cr, py Reta between Ma- 
nassas Station and the field of battle then pending between the forces of the United 
States and those of the rebels, and within sound of the guns and in the presence of 
the enemy, and knowing thata severe action of consequence was fought, 
and that ths aid of his was greatly needed, did fail all day to bring it on to 
the field, and did shamefully fall back and retreat from the advance of the enemy 
without any attempt to give them battle, and without knowing the forces from 
which he shamefully retreated. This near Manassas Station, in the State of Vir- 
ginia, on the 29th of August, 1862. 

“SPECIFICATION THIRD.—In this: that the said Major-General Fitz-John Porter, 
being with his army corps near the field of battle of Manassas on the 29th of August, 
1862, while a severe action was being fought by the — od of or-General Pope's 
command, and being in the belief tthe troops of the said General Pope were 
sustaining defeat and retiring from the field, did shamefully fail to go to the aid 
of the sald and did shamefully retreat away, and did fall back 

anassas Junction, and leave to the disasters of a presumed 
; and did fail, by any attempt to attack the enemy, to aid in 

of a disaster that would have endangered the peg hed the 
capital of thecountry. This at or near Manassas Station, in the State of Virginia, 
on the 29th day of August, 1862. 

p CATION FOURTH.—In this: that the said Major-General Fitz-John Porter. 
on the field of battle of Manassas, on Saturday, the goth August, 1862, having received 
a lawful order from his superior officer and commandin t general, Major-General 
John Pope, to engage the enemy’s lines, and to carry a on near the center, and 
to take an annoying battery there posted, did proceed in theexecution of that order 
with unnecessary slowness, and by delays give the enemy ome to watch 
and know his movements, and to to meet his attack; and did finally so 
feebly fall upon the enemy's lines as to make little or no impression on the same, 
and did fall back and draw away his forces unnecessarily, and without making 
any of the great personal efforts to rally his troops or to keep their lines, or to in- 
spire his sane to meet the sacrifices and to make the resistance demanded by the 
importance of his position, and the momentous consequences and of a 
retreat at so critical a junction of the day. 

“To which charges and specifications the accused, Major-General Fitz-Jobn 
Porter, United States Volunteers, pleaded as follo 


ws: 
“ ‘CHARGE L 
“* To specification first, ‘ Not guilty.’ 
To specification second. Not ity. 
To specification third. Not guilty.’ 
To specification fourth, Not ty. 
“s To specification fifth, ‘Not guilty. 
“* And to the charge, ‘Not guilty.” 
“i CHARGE II. 


To specification first, Not guilty.’ 

“t To specification second, Not guilty.’ 

„To specification third, ‘Not ty. 

“* And to the charge, Not ty.’ 
“FINDING, 


The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the accused, 
Major-General Fitz John Porter, of United States volunteers, as follows: 

„ CHARGE L—OF the first specification, ‘Guilty.’ Of the second 
‘Guilty.’ Of the third specification, ‘Guilty.’ 

ty.” Of the fifth specification, Not gui Y Of the charge, 8 

“*Ouance II.— Of the first specification, Guilty, except so much of the specif- 
cation as implies that he, the accused, * did retreat from 
enemy,’ after the 5 of the order set forth in said s 
ond specification, ‘Guilty.’ Of the third specification, ‘Guilty, except the words, 
‘to the Manassas Junction.“ Of the charge, ‘Guilty.’ 

“ SENTENCE. 


And the court therefore does sentence him, Major-General Fitz-John Porter, of 
the United States volunteers, to be cashiered, to be forever disqualified from 
holding any office of trust or profit under the Government of the United States.’ 

as Ib In compliance with the sixty-fifth of the Rules and Articles of War, the 
whole rere of the general court-martial in the foregoing case have been 
— = a the Secretary of War, and by him laid before the President of the 

n tates. a 

The following are the orders of the President: The foregoing proceedings, 
findings, and sentence in the 15 ape nosey of Major-General Fitz-John Porter are 
approved and confirmed ; and it is ordered that the said Fitz-John Porter be, and 
hereby is, cashiered and dismissed from the service of the United States as a major- 
general of volunteers, and as colonel and brevet brigadier-general in the regular 
service of the Uni States, and forever disqualified from holding any office of 
trust or profit under the Government of the United States. 


“January 21, 1863. 
“t ABRAHAM LINCOLN.“ 


„III. The general court-martial, of which Major-General Hunter is president, 
is heroby dissolved. 
By order of the Secretary of War. 


averting the misfo 


„L. THOMAS, 
“s Official : 5 


“+ Assistant Adjutant · General... 


These oa and specifications certainly bear no discernible resemblance to 
the facts of the caso as now established. Yet it has been our duty to carefully 
com with these facts the views entertained by the court-m: „ as shown in 
the findings and in the review of the case which was prepared for the information 
of tho President by the Judge-Advocate-General who had condacted the prosecu- 
tion, and thus to clearly perceive every error into which the court-martial was led. 
Wo trast it is notn for us to submit in detail the results of this compar- 
ison, and that it will be suilicient for us to point out the fundamental errors, and 
to say that all the essential facts in every instance stand out in clear and absolute 
contrast to those supposed facts u; which General Porter was adjudged guilty, 

Tho fundamental errors npon which the conviction of General Porter depended 
may be summed up in a few words. It was maintained, and apparently established 
to the satisfaction of the court-martial, that only about one-half of the confederate 
army was on tho ficld of Manassas on the 29th of August, while General Lee, 
with the other half, was still beyond the Bull Ran Mountains; that General Pope's 
army, exclusive of Porter's corps, was cagaged in a severe and nearly equal con- 
test with the enemy, and only needed the aid of a flank attack which Porter was 
expected to make to insure the defeat and destruction or capture of the confederate 
force in their front under General Jackson; that McDo and Porter, with their 

joint forces, Porter's leading, had advanced toward Gainesville until the head of 
column had reached a point near the Warrenton turnpike, where they found 

a division of confederate . “seventeen regiments,” which Buford had counted 
as they marched through nesville, march: along the road across Porter's 
front, and going toward the field of battle at Groveton; that McDowell ordered 


Porter to at once attack that column thus moving to join Jackson, or the flank and 
rear of the line if they had formed in line, while he would take his own troops by 
the Sudley iy tig, dy and throw them upon the enemy's center near Groveton ; 
that Porter, well having then separated from him, disobeyed that order to 
attack, allowed that division of the enemy's troops to pass him unmolested, and 
then fell back and retreated toward Manassas Junction ; that Porter then remained 
in the rear all the afternoon, listening to the sounds of battle and coolly contem- 
panay a presumed defeat of his comrades on the center and right of the field; that 
this 42 of the enemy having passed Porter's column and formed on the right 
of Jackson's line, near Groveton, an order was sent to Porter to attack the right 
flank on the rear of the enemy’s line, upon which his own line of march must b 
him, but that he had willfully disobeyed, and made no attempt to execute that 
order; thatin this way was lost the . to destroy Jackson's detached 
force before the other wing of General s army could join it, and that this junc- 
tion having been effected during the night of the 29th, the defeat of General Pope’s 
army on the goth thus resulted from General Porter's neglect and disobedience, 
Now, in contrast to these fundamental errors, the following all-important facts 


are fully established: 

As Porter was advancing toward Gainesville, and while yet nearly four miles 
from that place and more than two miles from the nearest point of the Warrenton 
turnpike, he met the right wing of the confederate army, twenty-five thousand 
tg which had arrived on the field that morning and was already in line of bat- 
tle. Not being at that moment qatto fully informed of the enem y’s movements, 
and being then under orders from Pope to push rapidly toward Gainesville, Porter 
was Des forward to attack the enemy in his front, when McDowell arrived on 
the field with later information of the enemy, and later and very different orders 
from Pope, assumed the command, and arrested Porter's advance. This latter in- 
formation left no room for doubt that the main body of Lee’s army was already on 


the field and far in advance of Pope's army in fbi pair for battle. General 
McDowell promptly decided not to attempt to er to the front, but to deplo 
his column so as to form line in connection with General Pope's right wing, whieh 


was then en with Jackson. To do this General McDowell separated his 

entirely from General Porter’s, and thus relinquished the command and all right 
tothe command of Porter’s corps. McDowell did not give Porter any order to 
attack, nor did he give him any orders whatever to govern his action after their 


mg ryan 
t does not appear from the testimony that he conveyed to General Porter in an 
way the erroneous view of the military situation which was afterward maintained 
— 255 the court-martial, nor that he suggested to General Porter any expectation 
that he would make an attack. On the contrary, the testimony of all the witnesses 
as to what was actually said and done; the information which McDowell and Por- 
ter then had respecting the enemy, and the movement which McDowell decided to 
make, and did make, with his own rove conclusively that there was left 
no room for doubt in Porter's mind that his duty was to stand on the defensive and 
hold his position until McDowell's movement could be completed. It would have 
indi a gross error of military judgment to have done or ordered the contrary 
in the situation as then fully known to both McDowell and Porter. 

General Pope Space from his orders and from his testimony to have been at 
that time wholly ignorant of the true situation. He had disapproved of the send- 
ing of Ricketts to Thoroughfare Gap to meet Longstreet on the 28th, believing 
that the main body of Lee's army could not reach the field of Manassas before the 
night of the 30th. Hence he sent the order to Porter dated 4.30 p. m., to attack 
Johnson's right flank or rear. Fortunately that order did not reach Porter until 
about sunset, too late for any attack to be made. Any attack which Porter could 
have made at any time that afternoon must 3 have been fruitless of any 
good result. Porter's faithful, sabordinate, and intelligent conduct that afternoon 
saved the Union Army from the defeat which would otherwise have resulted that 
day from the enemy's more speedy concentration. The only seriously critical period 
of that campaign, namely, between eleven a. m. and sunset of August 29, was thus 
safely passed. Porter had understood and appreciated the military situation, and 
so far as he had acted upon his own judgment his action had been wise and judi- 
cious. For the disaster of the succeeding day he was in no degree responsible, 
boned else may have been responsible, it did not flow from any action or inaction 


0 
The judgment of the Cour na A pon General Porter's conduct was evidently 
ons, not mans respecting what that conduct 


hen about 
The 


were distinctly heard by the officers of Porter's 3 but at no other time during 
all such that it could be heard at the 
tion of Porter's troops. No sound but that of artillery was heard by them dur- 
all those hours when Porter was understood by the court-martial to have been 
listening to the sounds of a furious battle raging immediately to his right, And 
those sounds of artillery were 2 Soe means such as to indicate a general battle. 

The reports of the 20th and those of the 30th of August have somehow been 
strangely confounded with each other. Even the co erate reports have, since 
the determination of the war, been similarly misconstrued. ‘Those of the goth have 
been misquoted as g to the 29th, thus to prove that a furious battle was 
going on while Porter was comparatively inactive on the 29th. The fierce and gal- 

t struggle of his own troops on the 30th has thus been used to sustain the orig- 
inal error under which he was condemned. General Porter was, in effect, con- 
demned for not having taken any part in hisown battle, Such was the error upon 
which General Porter was pronounced y of the most shameful crime known 
among soldiers, We believe no one among the stem soldiers on that bloody 
field was less deserving of such condemnation than he. 

The evidence of bad animus in Porter's case ceases to be material in view of the 
evidence of his soldierly and faithful conduct. But it is our coy to say that the 
indiscreet and unkind terms in which General Porter expressed his distrust of the 
capacity of his superior commander cannot be defended. And to that indiscretion 
was due, in a very great measure, the misrepresentation of both his motives and 
his conduct and his consequent condempation. 

Having thus given the reasons for our conclusions, we have the honor to report, 
in accordance with the President's order, that, in our opinion. eee uires at 
his hands such action as may be necessary to annul and set aside the findings and 
sentence of the court-martial in the case of Major-General Fitz. John Porter, and 
to restore him to the positions of which that sentence deprived him—such restor- 
ation to take effect from the date of his dismissal from service. 

Very res ly, your obedient servants, 
J. M. SCHOFIELD, 


Major-General United States A 
ALFRED H. TERRY, 


which said report your committee beg leave to incorporate in this, the of 


your committee, as a part thereof, and fully concurring therein, they have deemed 


1880. 


it a further duty as a proper measure of geliet in the 
e accom and recommen: 
mi oe 


ponat to present herewith 
ereof. 
A. J. SPARKS, 


G. G. DIBRELL, 

EDWD. S. BRAGG, 

J. E. JOHNSTON, 

WM. E. SMITH, 

BENJAMIN LE FEVRE, 

C. UPSON, s 
Members of the Committee. 


in. 


ving some of the reasons why they cannot approve and support House 
or 5 With t A majority, sets aside and 
rter was cashiered, 


8 naturally, perhaps, its Be a is entitled to weight. Notwithstand- 


opinios that they were based largely upon evidence not fairly or properly applica- 
ble to a correct 

At all 8 the record shows that although the board was convened by the 
President in order that “he might be fully informed of the facts of the case,” the 
information given by it only satisfied him—to quote his language that he ought 
to lay the 8 aud conclasions before Con In this shape and in this 
manner it has reached the Committee on Military Affairs, and with a clear under- 
standing of the apparent presumption of the non-professional and ex-volunteer mind 
criticising the conclusions of a of regular officers, we have the honor to sub- 
mit the following: 

In August, 1805 Fitz John Porter was a major -· general of volunteers, colonel and 
brevet brigadier-general in the Regular Army, and in command of the Fifth Army 
Corps. For certain alleged offenses he was tried and convicted by a court-martial 
and sentenced to be cashiered, and on the 21st of January, 1863, the sentence was ap- 

roved by Abraham Lincoln, then President of the United States. In this connection 
His proper to stato that the appeal made by Porter to President Lincoln in August, 
1863, for a eens of the case was disregarded, as were the subsequent ones to 
President Johnson in 1867 and to President Grant in 1869. The charges upon 
which General Porter was tried were violation of the ninth and fifty-second arti- 
cles of war, the punishment for which was death, or such other penalty as a court- 
martial might inflict. Generally speaking, tey 6 for the punishment of any 
officer or soldier who disobeys the command o superior officer, or for the pun- 
ishment of any officer or soldier who misbebaves himself in the presence of the 
enemy. 

On N charges General Porter was found guilty, was cashiered, and forever 
disqualified from holding any office of profit or trust under the Government of the 
United States. His trial was held within a fow months of the battle of Manassas, 
and when witnesses who were present on the side of the national forces were easily 
obtained. The movements of the armies were fresh in the minds of those inter- 
ested; the court was composed of men eminent in their profession, six of them 
ee of West Point, some intimate personal friends of the accused, and some 

ve become equally eminent in civil life; and nothing has been shown to con- 
vince us that they were not honestly anxious to do justice in accordance with their 
oaths, without partiality, favor, or affection. Porter himself made no objection to 
the detail of the court, and, in addressing it, said, Yourselves most, if not all, 
Te proceed 8 forty-five da: d wi peaton pen i 
e ngs r forty-five days, and man tnesses a) ‘ore it, 
including Generals P. McDowell, Heintzelman, Morell, Griffin ynolds, Sykes, 
Butterfield, and Buford, whocomnanded corps; divisions, and brigades on the days of 
the 27th, 2th, 20th, and 30th of August, 1862. In addition, the court had the ben- 
efit of the testimony of Generals McClellan. BURNSIDE, Parke, and others, who 
were not present in the action, but were conversant with some of the facts con- 
nected with it, and the ace was represented by distinguished counsel. After 
a patient investigation the court reached its conclusions, and the minority of your 
committee, after as careful an examination of the Wr as ble un- 
der the circumstan do not hesitate to say that y fail to see how from the 
evidence the court d have determined otherwise. At the time, and perba 
since, efforts were made to make it appear that some scapegoat was necessary for 
the disasters of that most disastrous campaign. Then, and possibly since, sug- 
gestions were made that Porter's trial was a persecution, that it was partisan or 
litical, and that perbaps some one else was aimed at through him. Assertions 
ike these, to which more or less publicity was given by the press, attracted much 


attention to case, and in consequence it has been loaded down by all sorts of 
3 3 upon many distinguished men, and, in our judgment, foreign 
ts me 


The minority of your committee at the outset express no opinion in regard to 
the wisdom of many or any of General Pope's movements the time when he 
assumed command of the Army of V: until he relinquished it. Neither do 
they deem it at all necessary that they should express any opinion in regard to his 
competency for the place to which the President bad called him. Competent or 
incompetent, he was there by proper authority, and he was General Porter's law- 
ful superior from the time he reported to him for duty. The orders be issued to 
Porter he had the right to issue, and he also had the right to expect that they 
would receive unquestioning and cheerful obedience. Almost from the time when 
Porter disembarked at Aquia Creek and marched from there to the Rappahan- 
nock, and until after the battle of Manassas, he kept up a correspondence with 
General Bunxsm then and until he reported to Pope, his * officer. Manx, 

rhaps all, of these dispatches are published in part 1 of Senate Ex. Doc. 37, 
Fortysixth Congress; and we invite attention to them to show the spirit in which 
General Porter marched to report for duty to General rope and the spirit in which 
he received orders, statements, and explanations from him. Complaining, doubt- 
ing, faultfinding, and critical, they indicate very clearly an utter want of confi- 
dence in General Pope and a determination to sit in judgment upon him, his orders, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


499 


and hisacts. Loyalty to his chief, in the sense that he was to give a cheerful if 
not an eager obedience and su to there was none; but, on the contrary, 
he manifested so querulous a disposition that even the which apologizes for 
him find him censurable in this respect. (See paragraph III, e 25, report of 
board of officers.) That he disobeyed positive orders is unden and he 
rendered himself amenable to the same strict rule and letter of the law that he was 
constantly applying to his chief is, in our opinion, equally undeniable. 

The excuse or justification for his disobedience is set forth fully in the report of 
the board, now adopted as the report of the majority of your committee; and its 
refutation in detail will require more time and space than can be given in this re- 
port. Largely, if not exclusively, the board relies for their conclusions, in regard 
to the second c y. upon testimony from confederate sources 
since the suppression of the rebellion, to show on the 29th of August, 1862, 
Fitz John Porter deserved well of the Republic by not attacking on or near the 
Gainesville road. Such an attack, they say, would have been not only a pest 
blunder,” but a great crime; failure to attack saved the Union Army 
ee on that day,” and his conduct was obedient, subordinate, faithful, and 

udicious,” 
j With deference to this distinguished board, the minority report that those are 

uestions for discussion; that they will be p to uss them before the 
8 and the country at the proper time; and they believe they can estab- 
lish_by evidence that on that day (the 29th of August, 1862) Fitz. John Porter's 
conduct was not “obedient,” was not faithful,” was not “judicious.” They 
further say that they do not believe that the proper rale by which to judge Fitz- 
John Porter's conduct is the one that permits the su uent testimony and state- 
ments of confederate officers to be used to establish his ce. What he must 
be held responsible for, in our opinion, is, what he knew at the time, not what he 
has discovered since from confederate sources. We do not question the right of 
General Porter to introduce this newly-discovered evidence before the board of 
officers, because the terms of the order convening it authorizes him to do so; but 
we do beng eee dissent from the opinion that confederate testimony is not only 
to acquit Fitz-John Porter and restore him to his former rank in the Army, but to 
convict the court which tried him. 

On the 29th of August he had no information, 
what other Federal officers had of the character of the force confronting him. 
What he did know, however, was that he was ordered to“ push toward Gaines- 
ville;“ that subsequently he was ordered in express terms to attack; that he failed 
to do so, and he had the serious problem 1 to him . g . the greater 
part of the day of remaining inactive within striking distance of the enemy, while 
the thunder of the guns near Groveton indicated serious work between the enemy 
and his comrades, but three miles distant on his right. Even if it be admitted that 
the confederate testimony and confederate reports are to determine the right or the 
wrong of the action of a Union corps commander on the day of battle, or in the 
presence of the enemy, and they are to be made the foundation for his res on 
to the Army and the receipt of a large money award, we deny that those reports 
are so unanimous or so pertinent as to warrant the conclusions of the board, and 
of the majority of your committee. (See confederate General Lee, Hill, Long- 
street, and Stewart's report, and others.) 

The reference by the rd of officers to the action of Porter and his command 
on the 30th of 4 7. in order, as they state, “to fully understand the case,“ is, 
in the opinion of the minority, not only foreign to it, but wholly out of place. His 

resence on the battle-field on that day was in consequence of a peremptory order, 

ued in terms so direct and distrustful that it clearly expressed the opinion of his 
superior officer that he had signally failed in his duty on the 29th. No discretion 
was ble under A but the board do not hesitate to say that at first sight it 
would appear that in his prompt and unhesitating movement under this order Gen- 
eral Porter committed a “ grave fault.“ rr assume that upon its receipt he was 
on what they are pleased to call the “field of battle,” confronting the enemy “in 
force,“ and * holding a position of vital importance to the security of Pope's army.” 
That he was not on the field of battle in the sense sought to be conveyed by the 
board is shown not only by testimony of witnesses, but by the absence of the usnal 
results of a battle—the record of the killed and wounded in his command. That 
he was confronting the enemy is true, but the battle had been going on for the 
pa part of the day, some three miles from him on the right, while he remained 
ve, or substantially £o, confronted by a force that, outside of confederate 
sources, we have no reason to believe was lange or dap us. Until the arrival of 
McDowell, at about twelve o'clock, comm ð dispatch of Buford that 
had passed ugh Gainesville up the pike 

g to show the presence of anything but cav- 


so far as we can disoover, beyond 


seventeen ents and a bai 
toward Centreville,” there was not 


alry in Porter's vicinity, and it was not until three o'clock that the officer in com- -` 


force in the front. At 


mand of the skirmishers announced the presence of a lar; 
eor a vigorous effort to 


no time during the day was a reconnaissance in force 
8 his strength, and it is mere guess- work to say that the forces reported by 
Bufo: down the road to Manassas and in the direction of Porter. 

Notwithstanding the conviction that forced itself upon the board, that Porter 
very nearly committed a “ grave fault” in obeying the order dated at 8.50 on the 
night of the 29th, they do, however, conclade that nothing remained but for him 
toobey. They also assert that the action of the Fifth Corps, on the 30th of August, 
amply vindicated the character of its chief, and showed to the world that disobe- 
dience of orders and ‘‘ misbehavior in the paos of the enemy could not pos- 
sibly have found any place in the head or heart of its commander. To this view 
of the case the minority of your committee also dissent. 

The t behavior of the Fifth Corps on the 30th did not “ vindicate” either 
the head or the heart of its commander for his conduct on the previous day; but it 
did vindicate and illustrate the high qualities of the Union ERR A the patient rank 
and file of the Army, who never fail eir su and whose patriotism, devo- 
tion, and courage are abont the only redeeming features of those disastrons days. 
Luy fought as they always hdd fought when the eee. was given them— 
w They died as their comrades bad died in the Peninsula, without complaint 
or repining, and they neither criticised the order, nor were surprised at the 
order, nor hesitated about the order that pushed them against the deadly ritles of 
the confederate soldier. They obeyed orders BEN 

For all the purposes of determining the guilt or innocence of Fitz-John Porter 
on the 29th, his conduct on the 30th has, in our opinion, no more pertinence than 
had his conduct at Mechanicsville or Malvern Hill. Indeed, it is more than prob- 
able that at last, realizing the awkwardness of the position in which he had p 
himself by his singular conduct since reporting to P. he found it 5 
display more than o0; zeal and energy when fighting under his immed 
and personal command. hatever his motives, he deserves credit for what he 
did on the 30th of August; for what he did, or rather did not, on the th of Au- 
gust, he deserved censure and punishment; but certainly his action on the second 

lay cannot be made to justify and explain away his conduct on the first, though a 
distin ed board says it should. 

The of officers also seem to be of the opinion that the actions of the 29th 
and 30th have been confounded by nearly every one but themselves. To use their 
own Ha separ General Porter was in effect condemned for not having taken any 

in his own battle.” On this also the minority beg leave to ree that they 
oin issue with the board. No one who follows the movements of Porter's co: 

m the 27th to the night of the 30th can bly mistake its itions on the 
important days of the 29th and 30th, or confound it in any way with other troops. 
The statement made by the board, * that the reporta referring to the 30th have 
been misquoted as referring to the 29th, thus to prove that a furious battle was 
going on while Porter was comparatively inactive on the 29th," is, in our opinion, 
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not sustained by the facts. In our opinion it is established by official 


made 
the battle, as well as by the 5 ot targe ta ee 
ons, n e greater part of the 29th; the 

g and incMasin, uy volume . the middle of the afternoon. 
offi pe | which we have examined speaks of the early hour 
at wl fighting began on the 29th, of its duration and its fierceness. Not one of 
the officers from whom we shall quote fails to distinguish between the two days, 
keeping them clearly te and apart; and not one, in speaking of the action of 
the Roth, refers even indirectly to the presence of Porter either in their front, their 
rear, or on their flank. They all, however, or nearly all, mention the action of his 
corps on the 30th, and in every case the narrative of the two — 5 is continuous, 
intelligent, and easily follow We quote from volume VI, Official Mili Re- 
ports of the Rebellion, Adjutant-Genetal's Office, and we desire to call attention to 
the fact that some were written almost on the battle-field, and all, perhaps, within 

a month of the on. 

General Siegel, commanding the first corps, says: “In the course of about four 
hours, from 6.30 to 10.30 in the morning, our whole infantry force, and nearly all 
our batteries, were engaged with the enemy.” At the last hour the “ enemy threw 
forward masses of troops which were driven back by troops of Milroy and Schurz.” 
Schenck's division was then — und the enemy was trying to turn the left. 
“At this critical moment General Kearney arrived on the field and deployed on our 
right, while General Reno's troops came to our support.” “Scarcely were these 
troops in position when the contest began with renewed vigor and vehemence, the 
enemy attacking along our whole line from extreme right to extreme left.“ At 
twelve o'clock, he then speaks of Reynolds's troops taking position on bis left, and 
at two o'clock of General Hooker's troops arriving on the field of battle, so that 
by a p. d according to Siegel, his whole corps, with Kearney's. Reynolds's, 

ooker's, anc 


immediately 
of serious 


Reno's divisions were engaged- General Schurz speaks of “ the fire 
extending along his whole line and that it me lively.” This was before ten 
o'clock, for at that hour he speaks of Kearney’s arrival on the field. Schenck, di- 


vision commander, states “that before one or two o'clock all his brigades were 
engaged.“ General Heintzelman, corps commander, says: “At ten a. m. reached 

of battle ; at eleven a. m. head of Hooker's division arrived, and General Reno 
an hour later: that at the request of Siegel he ordered Hooker to place one of his 
brigades at Siegel's disposition, then hard pressed.” 

Kearney, a division commander, who was killed on the Ist of September at 
Chantilly, wrote his report of the battle at Centreville on the 3ist, bat had not 
time to sign it. It was forwarded by General Birney, who succeeded him. That 
Ha . states substantially that on the 29th, on his arrival, he was assigned to the 
holding of the right wing, with his left on the Leesburghroad; that during the 
first hours of com on some tired regiments falling back, General Birney, on his 
own accord, rapidly pushed across to give them a händ. In the early afternoon” 
General Pope's order was received to send a strong force diagonally to the front to 
relieve the center in the woods from pressure. General Robinson's brigade with 
some other regiments drove forward several hundred yards, but the center of the 
main battle being shortly driven, my detachment was obliged to cease to advance. 
All this ap to have happened before five o'clock, for he says: “ At five 
o'clock, thinking I might drive the suomy by an unexpected attack, I brought up 
the most of Birney’s regiment, changed front to the left to sweep with arush the 
line of the enemy. This was most successful. The enemy was rolled up on his 
right. We took no part in the fighting of the 30th.” 

General J. B. Carr, present secretary of state of the State of New York, says: 
At two o'clock, 29th, Friday morning, received orders to march at three a. m., to 
support General Kearney. march of ten miles brought us to Bull Run battle- 
ficld. About eleven a. m. was ordered into position to support a battery where 
tho cnemy was engaged with Siegel. Remaining in that position some time, was 
ordered to send two regiments to relieve Siegel's troops. Did-so, and afterward 
received orders to take balance of brigade into woods, which I did about two p. m., 
where I at once engaged the enemy and cay him for a space of two hours, hold- 
ing my position until ammunition was expended, and about four p. m, was relieved.” 
He was in Hooker's division, and the country knows that Hooker's command, be- 
fore expending its ammunition, as a rule did some fighting that was more serious 
than a sharp combat." 

Grover, another brigade commander, says: Arrived on the battle-field about 
nine a. m. ‘The battle had already commenced, and the brigade was temporaril 

laced under tho orders of Siegel.“ At three he says he received the order to ad- 
vance, which was immediately obeyed, to carry the embankment, which he did, in 
a charge that was, perhaps, unequaled in the history of the war. The conflict was 
hand to band with ian and clubbed muskets, and his brigade broke in suc- 
cession two lines of the enemy, but the third line swept him back. In this fierce 
encounter ho lost out of five small regiments forty-one killed, three hundred and 
twenty-seven wounded, and one hundred and sixteen missing. 

Even the authority referred to by the board (Gen. Robert E. Lee's report, pages 
519 and 520, record of board) speaks of “the batile raging with fary,” and of its 
continuing until nine p. m. He also neve that Steuart (the cavalry officer on the 
right) reported the advance of a large force threatening Longstreet’s right; that 
tho brigades of Wilcox were sent to re-enforce Jones, but no ‘‘ se attack was 
made, and after firing a few shots the enemy withdrew.” He also speaks of this 
demonstration as having been on the right, while a large force advanced to 

the left, Jackson's position. The enemy which he speaks of as having made 
a demonstration and firing a few shots could have been no other command but that 
of Porter's, and Lee subsequently says that Wilcox was withdrawn from the right 
where he had been sent. 

From this and other evidence the minority of your committee rt that, in their 
opinion, there was much and serious fighting on the 29th, except in Fitz-John Por- 
ter's front, where there appears to have been none. Serious as it was, and reach- 
ing the dignity of a battle, according to General Lee, as well as many officers on 
the Union side, the board of officers speak of it aå anumberof sharp and gallant 
combats between small ions of the opposing forces.” From the best evidence 
we can gather, Siegel with his corps was engaged on the 29th. Heintzelman with 
Hooker's and Kearney's divisions were engaged on the 29th. Reno and Stevens’s 
divisions were en on the 29th. Reynolds and part of King’s were engaged 
on the 29th, and, all the available forces were in action on that day except 
Porter's command and ketts’s division, How long intervals“ there were be- 
tween the fighting we cannot say; but, judging from the reports of officers en- 
gaged, they were neither frequent nor prolonged ; and unless those who made them 
are much mistaken, was a long list of killed and wounded on the 29th. 

When the board predicts the disastrous consequences that would have followed 
an attack by Porter at any time after the early afternoon, they enter the field of 
speculation. There we not follow them, but we simply call attention to the 
reports ( 519, board record, report of General Lee) from confederate sources, 
which show that the mere appearance of the head of Porter’s column was so threat- 
ening that General Lee de ed a division to meetit. Who can predict the result 
had a powerful and well-sustained attack been made by eight thousand or ten 
thousand men, at any time during the day, on the Gainesville road? On this point 
wo wish to call attention to the opinion of a careful military historian—the author 
of, haps, the best history of our civil war that has been written. With ample 
facilities to inform himself, and so si that he can and does write without 
prejudice or passion, the Compte de Paris, in volume 2, page 292, of his history, 


says: 
‘His (Porter's) attack, therefore, could pot have produced the results upon 
which the commander-in-chief had counted. But neither the impossibility of oe. 


cuting to the letter the order of the latter, nor even the instructions which Me- 


Dowell may have given him during the day, afford any excuse for his ha’ 
remained so long inactive in the presence of the enemy, with two fine divisi 
while a great battle was = fought in his vicinity. In short, if the road he 

to follow was barred t him—if, therefore, he could not cut the enemy’s army 
in two and secure its defeat—it is equally certain that a vigorous attack made b 
him u Longstreet's right would bave drawn out all the forces of this gene 
and, by freeing the rest of the Union line, would probably have prevented the 
reverse which the latter sustained at the close of the day. We cannot avoid, there- 
8 his inaction at such time and under such circumstances. 

“This indifference on the part of Porter to the caunon's appeal, the manner in 
which he interpreted the orders of superiors, and the tardiness with which these 
orders reached him, were the inevitable consequences of the confusion we have 
already referred to in the general movement of the army.“ 

This is the deliberate opinion of a disinterested writer, who, while he accepts 
the board's theory that Lougstreet was up within supporting distance of Jackson 
early in the day, still censures in distinct terms the inaction of Porter. What- 
ever may be the action of Congress on the bill now before it, that this will be the 
verdict of history the minority of your committee certainly believe. 

The minority concede that if the Government does injustice to one of its citi- 
zens it should make reparation, but in this case, in their opinion, no injustice has 
been done. Notwithstanding this, they have concluded to recommend to the House 
the o of a joint resolution removing so much of Fit?John Porter's sentence 
as prohibits him from holding any office of profit or trust under the Government. 
Its passage will er him no claim, however, upon his former rank, or upon the 
A itamen of the United States. Logically, perhaps, the minority should not rec- 
ommend it, but when we consider that amnesty and pardon have been given to 
those formerly in arms against the Government, and that the removal of disabil- 
ities for offenses certainly as dangerous as his to the 88 of the Union are 
If every-day occurrence, the reasons for their action in Porter's case are obvious. 

One of his complaints is that his sentence is a continuing one, and that he has 
been deprived of the rights of eitizenship. The eof the resolution will re- 
move these disabilities, and enable him to remit the whole question to the people, 
or to some other tribunal than Congress. It is, in our opinion, quite clear that he 
should not be restored to his former rank in the Army, and that he should not 
receive the retired pay, amounting to $50,000 or $60,000, provided in the bill for 
his relief; but his restoration to the rights of citizenship is an act of grace and 
Senay that the Government can do without in any Lae Soggy vee its disap- 

val of the findings and sentence of the court-martial t tried and convicted 
im. There were periods of his life when his services were of value to his reef 
and it is but fair, perhaps, that they should be considered now in determining hi 
case; but that they should go to the extent of the relief proposed by the majority 
would be, in our opinion, unwise, inexpedient, and unjust. 
ANSON G. McCOOK. 


B. F. MARSH. 
THOMAS M. BROWNE. 
Whereas the President has laid before Co: the proceedings and report of a 


board of Army officers convened in the ease of Fitz-John Porter, for such action as 
may be deemed expedient and just: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the P. ent is requested to remit the remainder of 
the unexecuted sentence which disqualifies Fitz John Porter from holding any 
office of trust er profit under the Government of the United States, 


Mr. BREWER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was to; and accordingly (at four o'clock and 
forty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. i 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz : 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of Francis L. Dyer, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. : 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill to amend the t-route from Glas- 

ow to Scottsville, Kentucky, soas to include the post-office at Bruce, 
entucky—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAMP: The petition of soldiers of the late war, for addi- 
tional pay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the porinan of soldiers of the late war, against the passage of 
Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petitions of Orlando G. Robinson, of New 
Bedford, and others, and of George L. Thayer, of Boston, Massachu. 
setts, that claimants who recovered judgments in the court of com- 
missioners of Alabama claims shall receive 6 per cent. interest instead 
of 4 per eent. as awarded—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, the petitions of Joseph Nickerson & Co. and others, of Boston, 
Massachusetts, for a further distribution of the Geneva award—to 
the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Hiram Loring and others, of Yarmouth; of 
Charles A. Cook and others, of Provincetown; and of N. Weston and 
others, of Truro, Massachusetts, for the improvement of Scituate Har- 
bor—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Michael Hayne, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of A. Franklyn Howland, for an increase of pen- 
sion to soldiers and sailors who are totally disabled—to the same 


committee. 

By Mr. DEUSTER : The petition of M. Audier, J. J. Race, William 
F. John, and 175 others, citizens of Ozaukee County, Wisconsin, for 
an appropriation to make the harbor of Port Washington a harbor of 
refage—to the Committee on Commerce. f 

By Mr, DIBRELL: Memorial of a convention held at Huntsville, 
Alabama, January 8, 1880, in relation to the improvement of the Ten- 
nessee River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DICK: The petition of John C. Sturtevant and 125 others, 
of Crawford County, Pennsylvania, for an amendment to the Consti- 

with the right to reg- 
ving all citizens the right 
on sex—to the Committee 


tution of the United States investing Con 
ulate s in the United States and 
to vote without any distinction found 
on the Judiciary. : 
By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of Charles H. Gorgins, late of 


1880. 


Company B, Hatch’s Independent Battalion, Minnesota Cavalry, for 
the removal of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

8 15 Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of James Clover and 40 other sol- 
diers of Mendon, Ohio, for the passage of the Weaver bill relating to 
the pay of soldiers—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of J. W. McBride and 75 other soldiers of Char- 
don, Ohio, against the p of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pen- 
sion claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWK: The petition of 13 soldiers of Crawford and Jasper 
Counties, Illinois, for justice in the payment for services rendered 
while in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of 18 soldiers of Ogle County, Illinois, of similar 
import—to the same committee. $ 

By Mr. HILL: The petitions of F. T. Wolsiffer and others; of David 
Boor and others; of A. McKinney and others; of M. Gorman and 
others; of C. P. Tuttle and others; of A. J. Tressler and others; of 
John M. Hengstler; of J. J. Levy and others; of John W. Hough 
and others; of W. H. Strong and others; of P. J. Shannon and oth- 
ers; of Paul Hager and others; of H. P. Miller and others; of A. A. 
Aldrich and others; of John Spangler and others, citizens of Ohio, 
that Con, take measures to insure water communication between 
the Ohio River and the great lakes—to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. 

Also, the petition of J. W. Helser and 50 others, citizens of Allen 
County, Ohio, for 1 against transportation monopolies and 
for a regulation of freight rates on railroads—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, the petition of J. W. Helser and 50 others, citizens of Allen 
County, Ohio, for an amendment to the patent laws—to the Com- 
mitee on Patents. 

By Mr. HOSTETLER: The petition of soldiers of Huron, Indiana, 
who served in the late war, against the of Senate bill No. 
496, relating to pension claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The petition of J. J. Zimmer and other 
soldiers of the late war, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of soldiers of New York, for the 

assage of the Weaver bill, relating to the pay of soldiers—to the 
eee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: Memorial of Harvey W. English and 20 other 
Mexican veterans, citizens of Montana, for the passage of a bill pen- 
sioning Mexican veterans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOID: The petition of George E. Ives, to increase the 
pensions of soldiers who are totally disabled from any cause in the 
service to $72 per month—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Edward Johnstone, in relation to the dry-dock 
at Keokuk, Iowa, on the Mississippi River—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. McLANE: The petition of J. Vernon Campbell, for pay for 
work done in the War, State, and Navy Depsrtments building—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The 
Levasseur, that he be gran 
Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: The 8 of John Ross, chief, and others of the 
eastern band of North Carolina Cherokee Indians, that the President 
of the United States be directed to execute the treaty of 1835~36 ac- 
cording to article 12 of said treaty—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O'NEILL : The petition of Margaret Jones, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAPP: The petition of soldiers of Iowa, for the passage of 
the Weaver bill, relating to the pay of soldiers of the late war—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERWIN: Three petitions from 101 soldiers of Illinois, 
of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SPEER: The petition of citizens of Gwinnett County, Geor- 
gia, for the establishment of a post-route from Lawrenceville to Con- 

ers, via Chester, Georgia—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

ost-Ronds. : 

By Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON: The petition of 43 citizens and 
soldiers of lowa, for the equalization of pay, &c.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Be HENLE: Hee petition of 22 memper of pp 88 As- 
sembly of Maryland, protestin inst the passage of a bill to re- 
store Fitz-John Porter te his rank inthe Reguler 
him pay—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Rev. Emanuel Slifer, of Frederick County, 
Maryland, guardian of Janus E. Butts and Malinda F, Butts, for ar- 
rears of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Alfred Mase and 47 other ex-soldiers, for ad- 
ditional pay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of C. E. H. Koppioch, and 58 other ex-soldiers, 
for the passage of a bill equalizi unties—to the same committee. 


tition of numerous comrades of ae 
a pension—to the Committee on Invali 


Army and granting 


By Mr. WAIT: The petition of the Grand Temple of Honor and 
Temperance of the State of Connecticut, for a commission of inquiry 
concerning the alcoholic liquor traffie to the Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of B. W. Hopper, first ser- 
geant United States marines, for the passage of a law giving to non- 

Btates Marine Corps the oppor- 


commissioned officers of the United 
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tunity for promotion to the rank of second lieutenant in the Marine 
Corps—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILBER: The petition of 268 citizens of New Berlin, Che- 
nango County, New York, that the proceedinga of Congress shall be 
published in newspaper form throughout the year and a copy sent 
free to each family in the United States, that they may receive a por- 
tion of said re every week—to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CHARLES G. WILLIAMS: Papers relating to the claim of 
John Whitaker for pay for property taken for the use of the Govern- 
ment at Port Huron, Michigan, in 1870—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of J. M. Reed and others, against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, the petition of R. G. Linn and others, of Calhoun County, 
West Virginia, urging the improvement of the Little Kanawha River 
by locks and dams—to the Committee on Commerce. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 23, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

SAMUEL BURWELL. 

Mr. HAYES, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3772) granting a pension to Samuel Burwell; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

“JOEL E. CADY. 


Mr. VALENTINE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3773) granting a pension to Joel E. Cady, of Valparaiso, count; 
of Saunders, State of Nebraska ; which was read a first and secon 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

RAIDS ON TEXAS BORDER. 


Mr. UPSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3774) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to ascertain and re- 
port to Congress the amount of money expended and indebtedness 
assumed by the State of Texas in repelling, surpressing, and guard- 
ing against invasions, raids, incursions, and hostilities by Indians and 
Mexicans in said State and upon its borders and in frontier defense ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. CLANCY. 

Mr. McCOOK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3775) for the relief of John F. Clancy; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

LANDS ACQUIRED IN COLLECTION OF DEBTS, ETC. 

Mr. KNOTT, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back a communication from the Secretary of the 
areas: transmitting report in relation to lands of the United States 
acquired in the collection of debts and otherwise, and moved that 


the same, with accompanying documents, be printed and recommitted. 
agreed to. 2 


The motion was 
PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN FLORIDA, ETC. 


Mr. COVERT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H, R. No. 
3776) to extend the provisions of the act entitled “An act for the 
final adjustment of private land claims in the States of Florida, Louisi- 
ana, and Missouri, and for other purposes,” approved June 22, 1860; 
which was read a first and second time, refe to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF HYACINTH ROBERT AGNEL, 


Mr. COVERT also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3777) for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of Hya- 
cinth Robert Agnel, deceased, late professor of the French language, 
United States Military Academy, at West Point; which was read a 


first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military 


JOHN H. WALKER. 

Mr. COVERT also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 3778) for the relief of John H. Walker, a captain in the United 
States Army; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

OWNERS OF B. L. HODGE. 

Mr. ELLIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3779) for the relief of the owners of the B. L. Hodge; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, ; 

MARY A. GOURLEY. 


Mr. TAYLOR, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3780) granting a pension to Mary A. Gourley; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


NARRATIVE OF POLARIS EXPEDITION. 
Mr. HAYES. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing to 


. 
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report back with a favorable recommendation the Senate concurrent 
resolution which I send to the desk, è 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That whenever 
the Public Printer shall ‘ave fame A a sufficient number of orders for copies of 
the narrative of the Polaris Expedition, accompanied by the cost price thereof with 


10 per cent. additional, to warrant in opinion the expense of putting the plates 
5 he ublished: Provided, however: That 


to press, he shall cause an edition thereof to be 
the number of copies thus at any time printed shall not exceed the number ordered 
and paid for in advance of such publication. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

TIMBER LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. . 

Mr. CONVERSE. I ask unanimous consent to report back at this 
time from the Committee on Public Lands the bill (H. R. No. 2914) 
to authorize the President to reserye from sale or other disposition 
certain timber-lands in the State of California, and for other pur- 

The bill relates to the reservation of “big trees” and “ red- 
wood” in California. It will excite no controversy, and I ask its 
resent consideration. > 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe bill is to cause any discussion the Chair is 
under obligation to recognize the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
McCook. 

Mr. CONVERSE. It only relates to the reservation of some small 
tracts of land in California where the “ redwood” and “ big trees” 

w. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. PAGE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio if this is 
the bill which my colleague [Mr. BERRY] reported from a sub-com- 
mittee of the Committee on Pablic Lands. 

Mr. CONVERSE. It is the same bill. 

Mr. PAGE. I think it should pass. 

Mr. HAYES. Let the bill be read; I do not understand what it is. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I desire to say that the machinery of this bill is 
simply copied from the regulations adopted for the government of 
the Yellowstone Park. The only new feature of the bill is the res- 
ervation of these sections by the President of the United States. I 
hope the bill may pass at once. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I was not present at the reading of this bill. Iam 
informed, however, that it is liable to parliamentary objections. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has reserved all the rights of members 
to raise objections. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Inasmuch as to-day is set apart for the considera- 
tion of private business, I must interpose an objection to the consid- 
eration of this bill at this time—not to the bill itself, perhaps, for I do 
net understand what it is. 

The SPEAKER. There being objection, the bill is not before the 
House. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, BOUNTIES, ETC. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following as 
members of the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay : 

ALEXANDER H. COFFROTH, of Pennsylvania; GEORGE W. GEDDES, 
of Ohio; WILLIAM R. Myers, of Indiana; BENTON MCMILLIN, of 
Tennessee ; ALFRED C. HARMER, of Pennsylvania; LUCIEN B. CAs- 
WELL, of Wisconsin; and JoHN R. THOMAS, of Illinois, 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN OHIO. 

The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on the part of the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 582) 
to provide for circuit and district courts of the United States at 
Columbus, Ohio, and transferring certain counties from the northern 
to the southern district in said State, Mr. CONVERSE of Ohio, Mr. 
CuLBERSON of Texas, and Mr. BUTTERWORTH of Ohio. 

MARIA L. LEE, 

Mr. KLOTZ, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3781) granting a pension to Maria L. Lee and her children; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

NATIONAL LINCOLN MONUMENT, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to introduce for con- 
sideration at this time the joint resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 

The joint resolution authorizing certain books and mementoes in 
the possession of the Government to be placed in memorial hall of 
bo national Lincoln monument at Springfield, Ilinois, was read as 
follows: 


Resolved, £c., That the” President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to cause to be transmitted to the National Lincoln Monument Associa- 
tion of Springfield, Illinois, to be placed in the memorial hall of the monument 
erected to the memory of the late Abraham Lincoln, as many copies as can be 
spared from the State De ent of the book published by Congress, in 1867, 
entitled “ The Assassination of Abraham Lincoln, late President of the United 
States of America ;" and also to cause fac-similes of the original memorial papers 
transmitted to the Department of State by foreign governments and citizens ereot 
for the same purpose to be prepared and transmitted to the association; and also 
frem the War Department such mementoes connected with the assassination, and 
trial of the conspirators, as may have been placed therein, which do not pertain 
to the records of the Department, and that there is hereby appropriated, out of any 
monvy in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be paid to the peer of 
5 sufficient to meet the expense of carrying this joint resolution into 
è 


There being no objection, the joint resolution (H. R. No. 178) was 


received, three several times, and passed. 


MILITARY STOREHOUSE AT OMAHA, NEBRASKA. 


Mr. McCOOK. At the urgent request of the gentleman from Ne- 
braska, [Mr. VALENTINE, ] I ask consent to report, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, for consideration at this time, the joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 163) authorizing the Secretary of War to expend a 
sum of money heretofore appropriated for the erection of a store- 
3 and depot building at the city of Omaha, in the State of Ne- 

raska. 

The preamble and joint resolution were read, as follows: 

Whereas, by act of Congress approved June 23, 1879, the sum of $30,000 was ap- 
propriated for the purpose of erecting a military storehouse and depot building at 
the 178 has Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, 8 that no part of said sum 
should be expended for the purchase of ground; and 

Whereas the citizens of said city of Omaha have donated to the Government of 
the United States five acres of land, the title having been approved by the Attor- 
ney-General, whereon said building or buildings are to be erected; and 

Whereas the Legislature of the State of Nebraska does not convene until Janu- 
ary, 1881, so as to fulfill the requirements of section 355 of the Revised Statutes 
touching the expenditure of said money; and 

Whereas the necessities of the Government demand the immediate erection of 
said building or buildings: Therefore, 

Resolved, dc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, empowered and di- 
rected to expend the said sum Of $30,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
for the erection of said building or buildings. 

Mr. McCOOK. I do not know that it is necessary to make any ex- 
planation beyond the simple statement that in the act making appro- 
eee for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1880, the amount of $30,000 was 5 for the purpose of 
erecting this storehouse at or near Omaha, in the State of Nebraska. 
Before anything was done it was discovered that there was a clause 
in the statutes which required the consent of the Legislature of the 
State to be given. The Legislature of Nebraska cannot meet until 
the Ist day of January, 1881, and unless we can give effect to the ap- 
3 by the passage of this joint resolution, it will fall. Ihave 

ere in my hand an opinion from the Attorney-General of the United 
States that the warrantee deeds made by the owners of the property 
were ample and proper, in his judgment. I am assured also, by the 
Representative of the State of Nebraska, that immediately upon the 
assembling of the Legislature a law will be passed such as is required. 
It is for that reason that I ask the present consideration of the joint 
resolution. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was ordered to be en- 

and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, Sua panoa. 

Mr. VALENTINE moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DANVILLE, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. MCKENZIE. Lask consent to report back for consideration at 
this time, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, the 
bill (H. R. No. 325) for the erection of a public building at Danville, 
Virginia, with an amendment. 

r. BRIGHT. I will consent to the consideration of that bill at 
this time, provided it does not lead to debate. 

Mr. CABELL. It will take but a little while to pass it. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I think it will elicit no debate. I will say that 
this bill has met the unanimous approval of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds for the last three Congresses, as it does of that 
committee of this House, 

There being no objection, the bill was received and read as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby. au- 
thorized and directed to cause to bo constructed, at Danville, Virginia, a building 
for the accommodation of the circuit and district courts of the United States, the 

fice, and internal-revenue officers, at a cost not exceeding $65,000: Provided. 

hat no money shall be used or applied for the pu mentioned until a valid 

title for the land and building sha vested in fhe nited States, and until the 

State of Virginia shall cede to the General Government jurisdiction over the prop- 
erty, and exempt the same from taxation. - 

The amendment was to strike ont“ 865,000,“ and to insert “$60,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be en and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CABELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pee? and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

Mr. HOUK, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw from 
the files of the House papers in the case of S. E. Rankin, an act for 
his relief having become a law. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. SMITH, 
of New Jersey, until the 1st of February. 

GOVERNMENT BUILDING, FORT SNELLING RESERVATION. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, recommending an appropriation 
for the construction of a building for use as headquarters of the De- 
partment of Dakota, on the Fort Snelling military reservation ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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CLOSE OF DEBATE ON REVISION OF RULES. 


The SPEAKER. Yesterday, when debate was closed upon the re- 
port of the Committee on Rules, the Chair stated that the time could 
not be extended for the reason that after the adoption of the motion to 
close general debate a motion to reconsider been made and laid 
on the table. In the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the making of the 
motion to reconsider and lay on the table is not stated ; but the Jour- 
nal shows that such action was taken, as do also the short-hand notes 
of the reporter who took down the proceedings. The recollection 
of the Chair and of several other gentlemen, including the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. BLACKBURN, I is to the same effect. The Chair 
makes this statement because members in looking at the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD may see a discrepancy between the statement there 
and what was the actual fact. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The RECORD ought to be made to conform to 
the fact. 

The SPEAKER. The RECORD will be corrected so as to conform to 
the evidence in every other direction confirming the position of the 
Chair. 

REPORT OF DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER. 

Mr. WILSON. The other day the House adopted a resolution for 

boang the report of the health officer of the District of Columbia. 
t was in the form of a simple House resolution, when it should have 
been a concurrent resolution. I ask that the necessary correction be 


made. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to amending the resolu- 
tion referred to so as to e it a concurrent resolution of the two 
Houses? The Chair hears none, and it is ordered accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr, CONVERSE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER, The regular order being demanded, the morning 
hour begins at thirty-three minutes after twelveo’clock. This bein 
Friday, reports of a private nature are in order. The call rests wit 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

NAPOLEON B. GIDDINGS. 


Mr. SPARKS. The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 1702) for the relief of Napoleon B. Gid- 
dings, have directed me to move that the committee be discharged 
from the farther consideration of the same, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

There being no objection, the bill was referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED ORDNANCE, 


Mr. SPARKS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
without amendment the bill (H. R. No. 3347) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to furnish four pieces of condemned ordnance for the sol- 
diers’ monument at Marietta, Ohio. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Secretary of War to furnish 
to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Monument Association, of Washington 
County, Ohio, from the condemned ordnance of the United States, four 
pieces of cannon for the soldiers’ monument recently erected in the 
public park in the city of Marietta, Washington County, Ohio. 

The bill was ordered to be en, for a third reading ; and was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPARKS moved to reeonsider the vote by which the bill was 
— ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


J. H. AND R. F. SHUGART. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bill No. 877, reported as a substitute therefor the bill (H. R. No. 3782) 
for the relief of John H. Shugart and Robert F. Shugart; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

JERRY FOLEY. 


Mr. BROWNE. The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the petition of Jerry Foley, have directed me to report a 
bill to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of 
Jerry Foley. Lask that the bill be put on its passage. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3783) was read a first and second time. It 
authorizes the Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion 
now standing tee the records of the War te tig against the 
name of Jerry Foley, late of Company C, Nin iment of Maine 
Volunteers, and grant to him an honorable discharge, with the same 
pay, bounties, and benefits he would have been entitled to if the 
charge of desertion had not been entered against his name. 

Mr. PAGE. Is there a report accompanying this bill? 

The SPEAKER. There is. It will be read if the gentleman desires 


it. 

Mr. BROWNE. It is very brief. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs. to which was referred the petition of Jerry 
Foley, late a private of Comping C, Ninth Maine Volunteers, in which he asks to 
be relieved from the charge of desertion, beg leave to report: 

This soldier served a three-year enlistment in the volanteer army of the United 
States, and in 1864 re-enlis in the same company and regimen ompany C, 
Ninth Maine Volunteers. At the battle of Deep Bottom, Virginia, in August, 1864, 


he was shot through both feet, taken prisoner, and carried to Richmond. He was 
sent from Richmond to Annapolis, and, his wounds being severe, he was furloughed 
and allowed to go to his home at Portland, Maine. From Portland he was sent to 
hospital at Bangor to be treated for his wounds. His wounds continued to be such 


as to render him unfit for service, and he remained at Bangor for some two months. 
He then left the hospital without leave and returned to his home at Portland, where 
he continued until his ment was mustered out. From the time he was wounded 
until the muster-out of his command he was at no time fit to render the Govern- 
ment any military service whatever. He seems simply to have transferred hia 
treatment from the hospital to his home. Had he remained in hospital he would 
have been regularly discharged, and upon such terms as would have assured him 
an immediate pension. He was only a deserter in a purely technical sense, for he 
was all the time unable for duty. The Adjutant-General of the Army writes as 
follows in regard to this case: 


4 (oe iii of the Adjutant-General will be found in the subsequent 
ebate. 

Your committee beg leave to report the accompanying bill and recommend its 
passage. 


Mr. BROWNE. I will state that accompanying this report is a let- 
ter from the Adjutant-General in which he recommends very strongly 
the passage of this bill. 

Mr. WARNER. I do not rise to object but to ask whether the Ad- 
jutant-General has not now authority under law to make this cor- 
rection ? 

Mr. BROWNE. No, sir; he has not. 

Mr. WARNER. I understand the Adjutant-General is changing the 
peona every day in removing charges of desertion upon satisfactory 
evidence. 

Mr. BROWNE. It is held by the Adjutant-General that he can 
only amend the record by some other part of the record; that he can- 
not amend the record by evidence dehors the record, and that par- 
ticularly he cannot amend the record when the facts under the mil- 
itary law show there has been desertion, however technical that 


desertion may have been. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that the letter of the Adju- 


tant-General be read, as it makes the case very plain. 
Mr. BROWNE. Certainly. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Wan DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, November 29, 1879. 

Sm: In reply to the communication referred by you to this office in the case of 
Jerry Foley, Somoy G, Ninth Maine Volunteers, from A. K. P. Knowlton, esq., 
of Lewiston, Maine, I respectfully inform yon that as the records now stand 
man is a deserter, the only evidence in favor of a removal of the charge being an 
affidavit of Mrs. Margaret Foley, which shows he was suffering from severe 
wounds, but does not establish the fact that he bad proper authority for being 
absent from the hospital after his furlough expired, especially since it appears he 
~ eee to travel, and could have gone to some hospital nearer than 

nnapo! 

This is a peculiar case, in which the man is technically a deserter, yet was of no 
manner of use to the Government. Had he remained in hospital he would have 
been discharged on papers that would have given him a pension as soon as his 
wounds were healed. As it is, the De 
ing the rg e but would consider it 
seny — r his relief. Gen scat 

am, sir, very respec y. your o ent servant, 
E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Adjutant- 


rtment is prevented by law from remov- 
ght and just that a special act of Congress 


Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
House of Representatives. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being en , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BROWNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pao ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

W. C. SHELTON. 


Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back adversely the petition of W. C. Shelton for services as lieuten- 
ant-colonel Seventh Tennessee Infantry; which was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

: A. B. ROWDON. 


Mr. DIBRELL also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably a bill (H. R. No. 706) for the relief of A. B. Rowdon; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BLANKENSHIP. 

Mr. DIBRELL also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably a bill (H. R. No. 735) for the relief of John Blankenship; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MONTANA TROOPS, NEZ PERCE WAR. 

Mr. DIBRELL also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably a bill (H. R. No. 1320) for the relief of citizens of Montana who 
served with the United States troops in the war with the Nez Percés, 
and for the relief of the heirs of such as were killed in such service; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

REDMOND TULLY. 

Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 2058) for the relief of Redmond Tully, 
late first lieutenant Twelfth Infantry, brevet captain, United States 
Army; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
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the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


WILLIAM WHEELER HUBBELL. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back adversely the petition of William Wheeler Hubbell for 
ayment of balance of interest on sum found due in Court of Claims 
or the use of his patent time and impact burning fuse in the naval 
service; which was laid on the table, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
TRANSPORT BARK TORRENT. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, reported back a bill (H. R. No, 3186) for the relief of the suf- 
ferers by the wreck of the Government transport bark Torrent ; and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, not to 
come back on a motion to reconsider. 


ASA WEEKS, 


Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 3784) to compensate Asa Weeks for his 
labor and expense in perfecting torpedoes, torpedo machinery, and 
the art of torpedo warfare for the sole and exclusive benefit of the 
United States, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
z ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MULDROW. Is it in order to report from the Committee on 
the Territories to-day other than private bills? 

The SPEAKER, Only by unanimous consent. 
the gentleman from Mississippi to make? ; 

Mr. MULDROW. It is a bill relating to the formation of a Terri- 


tory. 
The SPEAKER. That is a public bill, and cannot be received to- 
day unless by unanimous consent. 


DAKOTA PENITENTIARY. 


Mr. HUMPHREY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
the Territories, reported a bill (H. R. No. 3785) F mone 
for the erection of a penitentiary in the Territory of Dakota; whic 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


CLERKS TO PENSION COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HATCH. I am instructed by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions to report the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be, and they are hereby, em- 
powered to employ three additional clerks for service during the remainder of the 
present session at a cost not to exceed $5 per day each, to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House, whose duty 8 be to aid and assist the members of 
the committee in examining the evidence and preparing the reports upon bills re- 
ferred to the said committee, and such other labor as may be referred to them. 

Mr.GARFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I would be glad to hear some state- 
ment from the Committee on Invalid Pensions in reference to this 
resolution. This application for three clerks seems to me to be rather 
unusual, although it may bs all right. We want to give them all the 
clerks they need for the work. 

Mr. HATCH. This is the unanimous request of the committee, 
but I will state for the information of the House that there are now 

nding before that committee over fourteen hundred pension cases. 

any of these are cases that have been rejected in the Pension Depart- 
ment, and have a large mass of testimony accompanying them. These 
cases have been divided among the different members of the committee 
according to States, and some of the committee have as many as two 
hundred cases. It is utterly impossible for any member of the com- 
mittee to report the bills back to the House without some clerical 
help, and every member of the committee and every member of this 
Honse who has been before the committee and seen the mass of work 
spon by docket will appreciate the necessity for this additional cler- 
ical aid. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, might I not inquire of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions whether this would not be a proper time to add 
to this resolution a proposition made recently to increase the number 
of clerks in the Pension Department. The same difficulty that the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions encounter in this House is also en- 
countered in that . We all know, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. e committee have reported unanimously on 
that subject. 

Mr. WHITE. Well, I propose to amend the resolution by adding to 
it a resolution reported some time since from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that, be- 
cause that report to which he refers is now before the House, and a 
special report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions will be presented 
in reference to it, and it will be called up for action on the very first 
opportunity. 

The SPEAKER. In addition to the point as to whether the matter 
proposed is germane, there is another that the rules do not permit 
the incorporation of one bill or subject-matter as an amendment to an- 
other bill or resolution pending before the House, 


What report has 


Mr. ACKLEN. Mr. Speaker, this is a simple House resolution as. 
I understand it, and the other would of necessity be a joint resolu- 


tion. 

Mr. WHITE. Lappreciate the difficulty to which the gentleman re- 
fers. One is a joint resolution and the other is a House resolution, but. 
Lap to the Committee on Invalid Pensions to get the floor and call 
up that joint resolution. 

Mr. HATCH. We have been trying ever since this has been here 
to get it before the House, but it has been several times objected to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have no objection in the world to giving a clerk 
to the committee for any ordinary purposes, but I doubt very much 
the policy of giving them a clerk for some of the purposes mentioned 
in this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. There being objection the resolution will neces- 
sarily go to the Committee of Accounts. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not think this committee or the House should 
delegate to any clerk the preparation of reports in determination of 
pension cases. 

Mr. HATCH. It is not proposed by the committee that these clerks 
shall take charge of preparation of the cases, or to do anything more 
than to perform clerical work in the preparation of reports for pres- 
entation to the House, which Jabor now devolves upon the members 
of the committee themselves. It is utterly impossible that the mem- 
bers of the committee can do the work that is now before them and 
report the bills to the House. The gentlemen will appreciate the 
necessity for this when I state the fact that I have already stated, 
that some of the members of this committee have now before them two 
hundred cases, some of which involve the examination of a hundred 
pages of N So that it is beyond their power to prepare the 
cases and report them to the House as rapidly as might be desired by 
members who have bills pending before that committee. It is utterly 
impossible for the committee to perform the labor themselves. 

. REAGAN. I would have much peers that simply an addi- 
tional clerk should have been asked for. It seems to me that this 
resolution goes a long way toward giving each member of the com- 
mittee a clerk to do the work which he ought to do himself. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the gentleman will not object to the consid- 
eration of this resolution. 

The SPEAKER, The statement of the gentleman from Texas isin 
the nature of an objection; and the resolution will go to the Com- 
mittee of Accounts. 

Mr. COFFRO TH. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it there is no ob- 
jection. The gentleman from Texas has only made a suggestion. 

The SPEAKER. The suggestion made by the gentleman, however, 
is in the nature of an objection. 

Mr. REAGAN, I do not make objection to the resolution. I merely 
thought it was before the House for discussion and made a suggestion, 
but I do not object to its consideration. 

j Mr. COFFROTH. The gentleman from Texas withdraws his ob- 


ection. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman propose, then, to amend the 
resolution ? 

ast REAGAN, If the resolution is up for action I do propose to 
amend it. 

The SPEAKER. That is the desire of the committee, to have the 
resolution acted on by the House. But the Chair has stated if the 
point is made the resolution must go to the Committee of Accounts. 

Mr. REAGAN. Idonot make that point; butif in order I will 
move to amend by striking out the portion of the resolution which 
defines the duties of the 5 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to amend by striking out all after the words- 
“contingent fund of the House.” 

Mr. ACKLEN. I would suggest to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Hatcu] that he should incorporate in his resolution the words. 
“ while these clerks are in the employment of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions.” It may occur that the work the committee has on 
hand may be completed long before this session of Congress termi- 
nates, and then it will be unn to continue this expense of $5 
a day for the clerks when the necessity for their employment would 
have ceased. 

Mr. HATCH. I will say the Committee on Invalid Pensions will 
3 these clerks, or any one of them, the very moment the labor 
is ended. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Therefore I suggest the incorporation of the words 
“while in the employment of the committee.” 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will reach his object by the words 
“during the session.” 

Mr. ELTON. That is already in the resolution. ; 
The question being taken on Mr. REAGAN’s amendment, it was not 
to. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the resolution as reported. 

Mr. SPARKS. As I understand it the resolution is for the appoint- 
ment of three additional clerks, That makes four. 

Mr. HATCH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPARKS. I do not think that is Sie I must object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects to the reso- 


lution, and it goes to the Committee of Accounts. 
Mr. KENNA. I rise toa point of order. Is it not too late to object 
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to the 1 after it has been considered and the amendment 
voted on 

Mr. SPARKS. I will not consent to having three additional clerks 
employed by the committee. 

he SPEAKER. Did the gentleman reserve the right to object? 

Mr. HATCH. He does not say he did. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the objection would come too 
late after the resolution had been considered ahd an amendment to 
the resolution acted upon. If the gentleman had made the point of 
order in time the Chair would have ruled the resolution should go to 
the Committee of Accounts. 

Mr. HAZELTON. As a member of the committee I desire to say a 
word on this question. If gentlemen will give their attention to the 
subject one moment I think they will withdraw all objection and 
support the resolution. 

r. HATCH. There is no objection. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Then I do not desire to say anything further. 

The resolution was agreed to. . 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. Now I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill 
authorizing the employment of additional clerks in the Pension Office. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot ask unanimous consent for 
that purpose, to interfere with the call of committees in the morning 


hour. 

Mr. WHITE. After the morning hour, I suppose I can move to go 
into Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will rule as to that when the time 
comes. “Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 

PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. COFFROTH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back, with favorable recommendations, bills of the following titles; 
and the same were referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed : 

The bill (H. R. No, 2044) granting a pension to Martha J. Porter; 

The bill (H. R. No. 2852) granting a pension to Mary A. Simmons; 

The bill (H. R. No. 280) granting a pension to Dennis McGinnis ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 281) granting a pension to Francis B. McNamara; 

The bill (H. R. No. 2547) increasing the pension of Mary A. Steece, 
widow of Tecumseh Steece, late lientenant United States Army; and 

The bill (H. R. No. 2448) for the relief of Benjamin F. Worrell. 

Mr. COFFROTH also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. 
R. No, 3786) granting a pension to William C. Parker; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HOSTETLER, from the same committee, reported back, with 
favorable recommendations, bills of the following titles; and the 
same were referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calender, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed : 

The bill (H. R. No. 1628) granting a pension to Dalton Hinchman; 

The bill (H. R. No. 788) for the relief of James J. Ferris; and 

The bill (H. R. No. 2453) for the relief of Bridget Sherlock. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, from the same committee, reported back, 
with favorable recommendations, the following bills; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calender, and, 
with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed : 

ADIN (H. R. No. 859) granting a pension to William H. Scribner ; 


an 

A bill (H. R. No. 1649) granting a pension to William W. Church. 

Mr. TAYLOR, from the same committee, reported the following 
bills; which were read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying reports, ordered to be printed : 

A bill (H. R. No. 3787) to restore the name of James W. Allison to 
the pension-roll; and 
5 115 (H. R. No. 3788) granting increase of pension to William 

mill. 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the same committee, reported back, with 
favorable recommendations, the following bills; which were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

75 bill (H. R. No. 1579) granting a pension to Mrs. Sallie T. Ward; 
an 

A bill (H. R. No. 2603) to place on the pension-roll the name of 
Masach Finn, late corporal in the Fifty-second Kentucky Mounted 
Infantry Volunteers. 

WATER-ROUTE FROM LAKE MICHIGAN TO LAKE ERIE. 

Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, reported 

back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 994) to 
rovide for a water-route to facilitate transportation between Lake 
ichigan and Lake Erie. 

The SPEAKER. That is a public bill, and can be received now 
only by unanimons consent. 

There being no objection, the bill was received and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 


E. K. SNEAD. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee of Ways and Means, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2567) for 
the relief of E. K. Snead, dec and his sureties, for the loss of 
certain books of special stamps and coupons. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to credit upon the official bond of E. K. Snead, deceased, late 
collector of internal revenue for the first district of Virginia, and of his sureties 
therein, so much, not exceeding $2,020.83, as shall be torily proven to said 


Secretary to have transmitted, in books containing special-tax stamps and 
coupons, by the deputy of said E. K. Snead, deceased, a certain Patrick H. Slaugh- 
ter, on or about April 21, 1874, through the mail to said E. K. Snead, and were lost in 
transitu, and were never received by said Snead, and have never, therefore, been 
accounted for by him to the Government: Provided, however, That it shall be sat- 
isfactorily shown that the said stamps and coupons were not lost under such cir- 
cumstances as to have probably devolved a loss upon the Government by reason 
thereof, or were not lost from the fault or negligence of the collector or his deputy, 
involving in its result a probable loss to the Government. 


Mr. TUCKER. Iask consent that the bill be considered at this 
time. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be en 
read a third time; and it was accordingly read the thir 


and 
time, and 


assed. 5 
R Mr. TUCKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was- 
r and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JAMES D. GRANT. 

Mr. MORRISON, from the Committee of Ways and Means, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2968) for- 
the relief of James D. Grant, of Texas; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. BRIGHT, from the Committee of Claims, reported back the 
following bills, and moved that the committee be discharged from 
their further consideration, and that the same be referred as indicated = 

A bill (H. R. No. 399) for the relief of Balaam A. Bridges, of Bar- 
tow County, Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2723) for the relief of Augustine Olvera—to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion of Mr. BRIGHT was agreed to. 


WILLIAM S. BURGESS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. O'CONNOR, from the Committee of Claims, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 709) for the relief of 
William S. Burgess and others; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 
HOMER FELLOWS. 


Mr. SAMFORD, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 3789) for the relief of Homer Fellows; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT METROPOLITAN POLICE. 


Mr. SAMFORD also, from the same committee, reported adversely 
upon the memorial of the Metropolitan Police force of the District of 
olumbia for relief; which was laid on the table, and the accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed. 
ROCK ISLAND HARBOR. 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and adopted. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and re- 
quested to furnish for the use of the House of Re tatives such information 
as to an obstruction of the harbor on the Mississippi River, at the city of Rock 
Island, in the State of Illinois, and the expense of removing the same, as he may 
have on the files of hia Department. 

Mr. HENDERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

KANSAS WAR CLAIMS, 

Mr. JOHNSTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1199) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to ascertain and report to 
Con the amount of money expended and indebtedness assumed 
by the State of Kansas in repelling invasions and suppressing Indian 
hostilities. 

The bill was read. : 

Mr. WHITE. Where does this bill come from? 

The SPEAKER. From the Committee on Military Affairs, of which 
the gentleman himself is a member. ¢ 

Mr. WHITE. It seems to be a public bill, and one authorizing the 
expenditure of a large amount of money. 

he SPEAKER. It authorizes the nditure of no money, but 

directs the ascertainment and report to Congress of the amount ex- 

penaoa by the State of Kansas in repelling invasions and suppressing 
dian hostilities. 


. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 23, 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Is not this bill subject to a point of order, as a 
public bill which cannot be considered to-day ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. McMIELIN. I make that point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia had better with- 
draw the bill. i 

Mr. HASKELL. As the 8 from Virginia in charge of the 


bill seems to have left the 
the withdrawal of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be withdrawn. 
GUARDIAN OF WILLIAM W. BREWER. 


Mr. CARLISLE. The Committee of Ways and Means, to whom 
was referred the memorial of William Turman, rdian of William 
W. Brewer, minor child of William R. Brewer, for the passage of an 
act authorizing the issuing of a duplicate for a lost draft which was 
issued for arrears of pension, have directed me to ask that the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the same, and that it be referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

WILLIAM D. OYLER. 


Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported 
back, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 2359) for the relief of 
William D. Oyler.* 

The bill was read. It states in the preamble that William D. Oyler 

urchased of the United States, by cash entry, on the 2ist day of 
July, 1874, at Dixon, IIlinois, the west half of the northeast quarter 
of section 19, in township 26 north, of range 6 east, and paid therefor 
the sum of $100, and afterward conveyed the same to Jacob Jackson, 
who conveyed the same to Peter H. Bigelow and John Jackson, who 
were, in fact, partners in trade; that afterward the title of Oyler and 
his assignees to said land failing, by reason of conflict of his entry 
with a prior pre-emption claim thereon of John Shumaker, and Oyler, 
because of said failure of title, having, as appears, afterward refunded 
the purchase-money to said Peter H. Bigelow and John Jackson, and 
thereby became entitled to have the original purchase-money refunded 
to him by the United States; that the same has never been refunded, 
because of technical insufficiency of the quitclaim made by the as- 
signees to Oyler. 

e bill therefore directs the Secretary of the Interior to refund 
and pay to Oyler, or his legal representatives, the sum of $100, with 
interest at 6 per cent. per annum, from the 22d day of June, A. D. 
1861, in full satisfaction and discharge of any claim in the premises. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike ont in lines 6, 7, and 8 these words: “with interest at 6 per cent. per 
annum from the 22d day of June, A. D. 1861.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en d for a third read- 
ing, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

. RYAN, of Kansas, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD SINKING FUND. 


Mr. McLANE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3790) to alter and amend the sinking-fund act, approved May 7, 1878; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 


W. A. H. ALLEN. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back adversely the memorial of W. A. H. Allen, past assistant engineer 
United States Navy, praying for felief; it was laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. MORSE, the Committee of Accounts was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the following claims, and 
they were referred to the Committee of Claims, not to be brought 
back on a motion to reconsider: 

Claim of C. B. Culver for compensation as a clerk to the Commit- 
tee on 288 Weights, and Measures, from August 1, 1878, to De- 
cember 1, 1878; 

Claim of John L. Shaw for compensation as a committee clerk in 
the Forty-fourth Con = 

Claim of Alfred Lyles for pay for labor under the Doorkeeper of 
the House in the Forty-fifth Congress ; 

Claim of Patrick Doran for pay as messenger of the Forty-fifth 
Congress ; 

Claim of Frederick Carlisle for pay as expert to a committee of the 
Forty-fifth Congress; and 

Claim of J. B. Holloway for compensation for services rendered to 
the Committee en Reform in the Civil Service. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 
Mr. WHITE. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of taking up and considering the 


all, I ask that permission be given for 


bill of the Committee on Invalid Pensions for the employment of 
additional clerks. 

The SPEAKER, This being Friday, the Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. BRIGHT] to make the usual motion to 
go into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, which has 
preference of a motion to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. WHITE. I beg the gentleman from Tennessee to give way 
for my motion. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to ask the gentleman from Tennessee, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and the House, in the name of 
reasongble fair play, to allow the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Horr] a few minutes at this time, before we go into Committee of 
the Whole, I ask that before either of these motions be put the 
House by unanimous consent give the gentleman from Michigan fif- 
teen minutes. [Cries of“ Go on.” 

Mr. BRIGHT. If it be the pleasure of the House to hear the gen- 
tleman from Michigan at this time for a few minutes, I will yield the 
floor for 5 
A The or ‘ER. How long does the gentleman from Michigan 

esire 

Mr. WHITEAKER. I object. 
fair.”] 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let us go into the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and we will have general debate on the first 
bill that comes up. 

Mr. MILLS. It will save time by baer eee the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is the objection withdrawn 

Mr. WHITEAKER. No, sir. 


MESSENGERS IN THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a memorial of the mes- 
sengers and laborers of the Navy Department for restoration of pay ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


oe PE BARED Does the gentleman from Michigan withdraw his 
objection 
r. WHITEAKER. I do not. 3 

The SPEAKER. The first motion the Chair will entertain, this 
being Friday, is the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
BRIGHT, z chairman of the Committee of Claims, that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Is this objection day ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr, GARFIELD. Then I move, and I ask the gentleman to allow 
the motion to be put, that the House go into Committee of the Whole 
on the President’s m f 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I hope that will be adopted. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That allows time for general debate, and we can 
get ont of the committee in a short time. 

The SPEAKER. If the House so desires, it can reach the object 
sought by the gentleman from Ohio. The Chair, however, is bound 
by the rules to entertain the motion of the gentleman from Tenn: 
and if that is voted down, then the motion to go into Committee o 
the Whole on the state of the Union will be in order. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If the gentleman will withdraw his motion to 
allow me to make this, we can get at if by one vote. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I will withdraw the motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar for the pu of allow- 
ing the motion to be made to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union on the President's message, if there shall be an 
understanding that after the remarks of the gentleman from Michi- 

[Mr. Horr] the committee will rise and the House will then go. 
into Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly; that is right. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I withdraw the motion, then. 

Mr. GARFIELD. AndIsubmit the motion that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union on 
the President’s message. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER. Ought not there to be a stipulation that 
the gentleman from New York shall have an opportunity to reply if 
he wishes to do so? 

Mr. GARFIELD. That will take care of itself. 

Mr. COX. I do not ask any favor of gentlemen on the other side, 
or of the gentleman from Ohio. : 

Mr. GARFIELD. I say there will be no trouble about that on either 


side. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to go into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

The motion was to; and the House accordingly resolved it- 
self into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Honse is in Committee of the Whole House 


[Cries of “Oh, no; that is not 


on the state of the Union, and general debate is in order. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I give notice that when the gentleman is through 
I will seek the floor for the purpose of moving totake up for action 
at this time the sion bill. a 
r. Chairman, previous to commencing the few 


Mr. HORR. 
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remarks which I propose to make to-day in reference to the eloquent 
and able speech of the distinguished and weighty member from New 


York, [Mr. Cox,]I will ask the Clerk to the speech which I de- 
livered a few days ago, or that portion of it that gave the occasion 
for the fearful effort we witnessed here yesterday. The Clerk will 
be kind enough to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Genial little friend. 

og! ince and applause. ] 

Mr. HORR. I wish to say in defense of myself that those words 
were used in the heatof debate. [Laughter.] Iamaplainman. My 
early education, unfortunately for me, was not among books nor 
among the crags of the awful Alps. I spent my boyhood in manual 
labor, at hard work, and consequently sometimes in the heat of de- 
bate, owing to my embarrassment and exceeding diffidence, I have 
no doubt I drop words which I am sorry for afterward. [Laughter.] 
And had I known the sensitiveness of the gentleman from New York, 
had I known the 1 of his nature, I certainly never should have 
used the language I did at that time. I should have addressed him 
in the language of one of our modern poets, “ Dear little Buttercup, 
sweet little Buttercup, I.” [Laughter and he tarp 

I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that I was led into this expression of 
speech partiy y having previously read the book which the gentle- 
man was so kind as to give me yesterday before the House and the 
country. This is a book compiled by the gentleman from New York, 
[Laug Leg I have read several of his works, and this is the best I 
have read, for there is but little of Cox in it and a good deal of other 
men. [Laughter.] Now,in turning over the pages of that book 
the first thing which struck me was some passages that some one had 
marked, perhaps the gentleman, for my benefit. 

He says: 

To call a large man “ My feeble friend“ or a little man Th tio e- 
man,” to dilate u na loud-voloed member or pa “Louder ” to 6 
phasize tho pecullazities of ile dress or tollet of his eyes, earn, or loge these Hitti 
5 eet as common to the legislature as to the eae ‘nil 

Again, he says: 


An allusion to the personal ap ce of a member excites as much if not more 
fun in the English Parliament in our Congress. 
Why, he cays, Delaware has sometimes received a slap for being 


small, but only when small States and small men are pretentious do 
good men assail their diminished proportions.” [Laughter.] Am I 
not within the rule? 

Now, I wish to say to my friend from New York that nothing was 
further from my mind possibly than the idea of endeavoring to be- 
little him before this assembly. I had no idea of doing anything of 
the kind. I knew the gentleman’s weight; I know the gentleman’s 
accomplishments, and far be it from me to seek, in any way, a con- 
test with him. 

Why, some one intimated to me that the gentleman thought I was 
trying to get some belt from him that he has been wearing here. 
Good God! [placing his hands on his right and left sides] what good 
would a belt of that length dome? [Loud laughter.] Mr, Chair- 
man, I never prided myself on being a handsome man, and the little 
speech which you have heard from the desk was the only occasion 
for that tirade yesterday upon this beautiful form of mine. [Laugh- 
ter.] Because I happen to be unfortunate, I say it is unkind in 
the gentleman to attack me on that account, for there is no man 
in this House who shall ever suipass me in my admiration of the 
beautiful form of my friend from New York. [Laughter.1 I never 
look at him without thinking of the creations of the early masters, 
Mr. Chairman, as if he had been molded in marble. 

Some poet has told us that “a thing of beauty is a joy forever.” 
How simple the statement, and yet how true it is! Now, with all 
the gentleman’s transcendant loveliness, I would wish to make this 
one suggestion which I think, if he will follow, will add much to his 
already exceeding grace and beauty. My idea is that Brother Cox 
should part his hair in the middle, and wear bangs. [Loud laughter. ] 
It will add, you know, such dignity of character to the gentleman's 
a rance. ` 

2 Now, I approach this subject tremblingly. I cannot get over it, 
because he told us yesterday that he blew one man ont through the 
keyhole! [Laughter.] I do not want the gentleman to treat me in 
that way. I do not want to be squeezed through that kind of a hole. 
But, Mr. Chairman, that gentleman has a great advantage over me. 
He made a speech here in the extra session of this Congress on the 
test oath. 

A MEMBER. On test oaths? 

Mr. HORR. Yes, on test oaths, I believe. That speech has marked 
in it “laughter” fourteen times, “applause” six times, great laugh- 
ter” once, “applause and laughter” once, and “long-continued ap- 
plause” once, 

Now, I would like to know of the gentleman if the rumor is true that 
that speech was printed, “applause,” “laughter,” and all, three days 
before he delivered it. 1 Why, Mr. Chairman, I saw that 
speech in print, “laughter” and all, before it was delivered. 

Now, I say, that is a big advantage. [Laughter.] Why, you know 
that there is a great advantage in any man being able to sit down in 
the darkness and silence of his own room, at the midnight hour, and 
whenever he has written anything which he considers fine, stops all 


of a sudden and writes in his own “laughter.” [Laughter.] Then 
he will write on a little farther, comes to something else, and he 
thinks he should write “applause and laughter;” so in goes again 
his own “applause and laughter.“ [Laughter.] I wish to say to the 
gentleman that that is probably one reason of his thinness in flesh. 
LLaughter.] Heoverworks himself. He does too much for the world. 
lf he would simply furnish the s hes and let the world furnish 
the laughter and applause it would not draw so heavily upon his con- 
stitution. [Laughter.] 

What I wish to say to the members of the House now is that I am 
not wholly to blame for the little slip of my tongue in applying the 
term I did to the 5 gentleman. I will ask the Clerk to 
hold open upon the desk, in the presence of the House, this book. 

[The Clerk opened a bound volume of Harper’s Weekly upon the 
desk, containing a cartoon of Mr. Cox looking over the Speaker's 
desk in the House of Representatives, being the cartoon of Nast on 
Mr. Cox just after his defeat for Speaker. 

Mr. Horr, pointing with a cane to the picture, continued as fol- 


WS: 
That, Mr. Chairman, is a picture which was made just after the 
gentleman was not elected Speaker of this House. [Laughter.] You 
will find it headed, and that is the reason, I suppose, the gentleman 
got it published himself; for it is written under it,“ Why we laugh,” 
just the same title the gentleman has given to his book. [Laughter.] 

Now, if anybody will look at that picture they will find why I was 
misled. They have put the gentleman on top of the Speakers 
chair, standing on it, too, to get his head over the top of the desk. 
[Laughter.] Then there are on the side of the desk there, as you 
will perceive, seven bills. Here is one of those bills, [indicating, ] 
and the other six make a pile just as high as the gentleman’s head. 
[Laughter.] And you see the mallet here. They have made the 
panes eee as large as his head. Of course it is not; his head is 
the bi š 

Well, on looking that picture over I was naturally misled into 
using the term I am now so sorry for; for I say to you I never re- 
li anything more in my life than offending the gentleman as I 


I have a few words to say to the democracy of this country. Gen- 
tlemen, you are partly to blame for the trouble I am in. A gentle- 
man from New York informed me this morning that my friend [Mr. 
Cox] once stated in his presence, or in the presence of a gentleman 
who told him, that if he had been six inches taller he would have 
been President of the United States to-day. e What I 
complain of is that the democrats of this country have fallen into 
the mistake of which the gentleman so loudly complains, of giving 
heed to muscle instead of brain. Now I have no doubt that six inches 
would help the gentleman if you put it on the upper story, althongh 
it would not help to make him a better democrat. Mid on think 
of it. He would have been Speaker of the House if he only had 
three inches more on his head and a lot of more votes; for he did lack 
votes. [Laughter.] 

I wish to say in conclusion that whatever I may say hereafter in 
debate I beg that gentleman to understand I have no malice nor 
any hardness of heart in me. I do not sup that the half hour of 
billingsgate that he piled up on me was ed for. But he is a high 
literary man and I am a poor, unsophisticated boy. He was kind 
enough to give you yesterday an epitaph for me. Iam not a poet. 
I may say there are many things I wish I was that Iam not; but 
there is a friend of mine who furnished me an epitaph for my friend 
from New York, and I will say for him that I think it covers the case: 

Beneath this slab lies the t Sam Cox, 
He was wise as an owl and grave as an ox; 
Think it not strange his turning to dust, 
For he swelled and he swelled till he finally “ bust.” 
Just where he's gone or just How he fares 
Nobody knows and nobody cares. 
But wherever he is, be he angel or elf, 
Be sure, dear reader, he’s p g himself. 
Laughter and long-continued applause. ] 
r. COFFROTH. ould it now be in order to call up the bill (H. 
= No. 1 205 for the employment of additional clerks in the Pension 
ureau 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the Chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the state of 
the Union generally, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, Mr. Cox in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. This is objec- 
rie pea [Laughter.] The Clerk will read the first bill on the Cal- 
endar. 


GEORGE EYSTER. 
The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2796) for the relief of Geo Eyster, reported from the Committee 
of Ways and Means by Mr. DUNNELL. 


lo 
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The bill and re were read. 

Mr. SPRING I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill whether it is the custom of Con to reimburse public offi- 
cers for moneys stolen from them by their own subordinates. I know 
there have been cases where it has reimbursed public officers for 
money lost by theft when that money was kept in the place of cones 
designated by the Government; but I do not recollect a case where 
a collector has been reimbursed for money stolen by his own subor- 
dinate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair need scarcely remind the gentleman 
from Illinois, who is so familiar with the rules, that one objection is 
sufficient, and debate is not in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is this objection day? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I object to this bill. 

REFUND OF TAXES. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2797) for the relief of certain citizens of Lynchburgh, Virginia, and 
refunding to them taxes improperly collected from them on manufact- 
ured tobacco; reported from the Committee of Ways and Means by 
Mr. PHELPS. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PHELPS. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report was read. 

Mr. CONGER. I think that bill should go over. I object. 

THOMAS KEARNEY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No, 
2188) for the relief of Thomas Kearney; reported from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means by Mr. PHELPs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury, in 
the accounts of Thomas Kearney, late collector for the district of Corpus Christe 
in Texas, credit and allow him the sums of $12,470.50 in gold, and $340 in silver, 

blic money, of which he was robbed, while his life was in y, by Sergeant 
Eoo and private Jackson, United States soldiers, on the way in Texas, on 
the Gth of May, 1870. 

The report was read, as follows : 

In the year 1870, Kearney, as collector of customs for the district of Corpus 
Christi. left that place on the 21st of April, under instructions from the Secre: 
of the Treasury, to collect from his deputies the several amounts in their han 
belonging to the Government. His only practicable mode of 5 was by 
ambulance, and he had hired one for the p: with four enc og Bs r the neces- 
sary chan that he might be able to oe th all reasonable di h. The 
danger of traveling with money or er valuable pi along the Mexican 
frontier rendered it soos and necessary that he should have a suitable military 
escort for the proren of the specie to be received and carried by bim, and, on sp- 

ication to Colonel Anderson, commanding Fort McIntosh, he was, by order of the 

oD ree of six men, under command of Sergeant 
Phili r, of Company C, Fo United States Ca A 

This guard with the proprietor of the ambulance and his driver and two mer- 
chants of shee Chris 

0 


lector at the 


boxes, whi 
SÉT gold $3,240, which he had received from private parties for the purpose of 
safe transit to Corpus C 

On the evening of May 5 the party encamped for the night one and a half miles 
from the Rancho el Radado. at a place selected by the sergeant of the guard. In 
the morning the sergeant ordered all his men, excepting one private by the name of 
Jackson, to take all the horses of the guard except their own to the rancho to be 
watered, and the driver of the ambulance also took the ambulance horses there for 


the same pu leaving no in the vicinity of the ambulance except the 
collector and the proprietor of the ambulance. 
Soon had all left, Sergeant Connor and Private Jackson seized the 


r the: 
pistols of the collector and the owner of the ambulance, and, with loaded carbines 
presented at their heads, demanded the keys of the boxes, and compelled them to 
stand disarmed at some distance from the ambulance while they opened the boxes, 
took from them the above amounts, and immediately mounted their horses and 
rode Liga away. 

The alarm was given as soon and extensively as possible, and efforts made to 
organize an efficient 8 but the men were all unacquainted with that section 
of the country and it was abandoned as impracticable. A reward of $1,000 was 
offered by Kearney and $600 by the owners of the private coin for the 
of the 5 of the ro , but no traces of them could be d. 
Treasury Department was imm notified of the particulars of the occur- 
rence, and everything appears to have been done by Kearney that was reasonable 


under the circumstances. 
The evidence of is corroborated by that of all the members of his peny 
in his 


There bein 


no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported 
favorably to 


e House. 
W. B. FARRAR. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
393) for the relief of W. B. Farrar, reported from the Committee of 
Ways and Means by Mr. PHELPS. 

The bill was , as follows: 


` , Georgia, the sum of $300, 
FFT... SON BUUS T pa during a part of the year 1877, 
for deficiency in the production of spirits at distillery. 


Mr. PHELPS. Let the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


Farrar was the proprietor and operator of a small „without rience 
in or a practical knowledge of the business, and bs ee ea to be refunded 
were for an alleged deficiency in the production of his distillery. 

The collector appointed as storekeeper a ipated and worthless man with 
whom Farrar was uainted, who promised to run the distillery in such a man- 
ner as to secure him nst a deficiency, but who, in fact, neglected his duties, and 
often left the premises in the care of a dishonest and incapable man, who sold and 
otherwise misappropriated, without the knowledge of Farrar at the time, a large 
quantity of the product of the distillery. 

Under the claim of the Government, the distillery and all its fixtures were dis- 
trained and sold for the Dan payment of a deficiency tax which had been assessed 
and the property was purci and is now held by the Government for the smali 
sum of $133.07, and Farrar is left entirely destitute of property and employment 

The committee find that Farrar paid all legal taxes on all the spirits that were 
turned over to him by the storekeeper, and that the e Government 
in — pee 4 the tax and distraining and selling his property were oppressive aud 
ee and that he is entitled to the relief provided forin said bill, — recommend 

passage. 5 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

L. MADISON DAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2798) for the relief of L. Madison Day; reported from the Committee- 
of Claims by Mr. O'CONNOR. 

Mr. KNOTT. As I understand that the 8 from Ohio [ Mr. 
HURD] who in the former session of this Congress submitted an ad- 
verse report upon this claim desires to be heard and is not present, 
I object to the consideration of this bill at this time. 


OWNER OF THE BARK GRAPESHOT, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2802) for the relief of the owner of the bark Grapeshot; reported from. 
the Committee of Ways and Means by Mr. PHELPs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


ez £c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
reci 


libel 77 to said court of the bark 2 owned by said Law, and of cer- 

t earned by said bark; all the demands of the libellants in said cause 
fied by said Law, and he by order of the circuit court of the 
fifth of United States, before which said cause was pending, having 
been legally subrogated to all the rights of the libellants in the premises. 


The report was read, as follows: 


trict of Louisiana, 

Such proceedings were had in the cause that under said libel the said bark was 
sold, and the net proosas of the sale, amounting to $13,805.85, and also $2,055.20, 
the net proceeds of the freight earned by said bark on said voyage, amounting in 
the aggregate to $15,861.05, in gold, were, by order of said court, deposited in the 
registry thereof, subject to the order of the libellants. 

he cause was ap from the district tothe cireuit court for the fifth circuit 
of the United States, and, before final adjudication by said circuit court, the late 
civil war was commenced and the cause taken before a provisional judge of the 
Confederate States, and si him decided in favor of the libellants. It was subse- 
aey returned to the circuit court of the United States and by apponi taken to 

e Supreme Court of the United States, by which it was remanded to the circuit 
court under an order for a commission to examine and report the amount justly 
due; and on the th day of March, 1875, a final decree was in favor of the 
libellants for $4,392.25, together with 19} per cent. maritime premium and 5 per cent. 
interest on said sum from July 3, 1858, until paid. 

On the 27th day of May, 1876, the libellants received from George Law, the former 
owner of saia bark, $9,175.59, being the full amount of the judgment, including in- 
terest and costs to which the li ts were entitled. Whereupon, and by virtue 
of such anes, on propef motion to and order of said circuit court, the said 
Geo: w was declared subrogated to all the rights of the libellants and to be 
entitled, in his own right, to all and singular the proceeds of said sale of said bark 
and to said freight, and to the seid money deposited, as before stated, in the regis- 


of said court. 
The said sum of $15,861.05 so deposited was placed in the Bank of Louisiana, in 
the city of New Orleans, to the credit of the treasury of the Confederate States. 
On the 17th day of June, 1862, Major-General Benjamin F. Butler, then command- 
ing the Department of the Gulf, ordered and compelled the same to be transferred, 
for oe to the Treasury of the United States, where it has ever since re- 


mained as a tec Gepost by the Government through its aforesaid military 
pac preg but justly ging to the said George Law, and payable to him in 
go! 


The committee therefore recommend the passage of the accom; ing substitute 
for the bill referred to them. — 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

EDWARD K. WINSHIP. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
91) to authorize the settlement of the accounts of Acting Assistant 
Paymaster Edward K..Winship, United States Navy; introduced by 
Mr. HAWLEY, and reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs by 
Mr. BREWER. 

The bill and report were read. 

Mr. SPRINGER objected to the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish the gentleman would allow the bill to be 
considered. e 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order; this is objection day. 

Mr. BREWER. All 1 desire to say is that this same bill 5 at 
the last Congress. : 
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The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. ° 
Mr. SPRINGER subsequently withdrew his objection. 
Mr. SPARKS renewed the objection, and the bill was passed over. 


JOHN D. M’GILL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2804) for the relief of John D. McGill; reported from the Committee 
on Naval Affairs by Mr. HARMER. 

Tho bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the sum of §102 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
out of any moos in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Ratt John D, 
McGill for advertising the sale of the property known as the Philadelphia navy- 
yard in the Georgetown Courier in November, 1875. 


The report was read, as follows: 


By act of Congress approved March 3, 1875, a commission was created to make 
sale and conveyance of the property known as the Philadelphianavy-yard. Author- 
ity was given to advertise the sale, and of the newspapers selected for that pur- 
pose the Georgetown Courier was included. The uses of the commission were 
to be paid out of the money received from the sale of the property, which included 
the advertising. All the bills were received and paid except for advertising in the 
Georgetown Courier, which was not presented for payment until after all the fands 
in the hands of the commissioner had been expended, and the amount due Mr. 
McGill remains unpaid. 

The Secretary of the Navy says tho claim is just, the charges reasonable, and 
recommends the payment of the amount due. 
Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. Since this bill was reported Mr. McGill has 
died. I ask consent to insert the words “to the administrator of” 
before the words “John D. McGill.” 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill, as amended, was laid 
aside, to be reported favorably to the House. 


CHARLES DOUGHERTY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
270) to reimburse Charles Dougherty for his expenses to the consu- 
late at Londonderry; introduced by Mr. WRIGHT, and reported from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs by Mr. BICKNELL. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and required to pay Charles Dougherty, out of any money in the 8 
not otherwise a; ype ome the sum of $1,000, to reimburse him for his expenses to 
the consulate o donderry. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 270) 
to reimburse Charles Dougherty for his expenses to the consulate of Londonderry, 
have had the same under consideration, and submit the following report: 

Mr. Dougherty, on the 2d day of October, 1866, the not being in session, 
was appointed by the President consul to Londonderry. 

He received from the Department of State forms of his bond and oath of office, 
with instructions to proceed to his post within thirty days after tahing the oath. 
His bond and oath were duly executed and sent to the Department, w ave him 
his parapet and instructions, and informed him that his commission would be sent 
to the United States legation at London, and would be thence transmitted to him 
as soon as the exequatur of the tish government could be obtained. The De- 
partment also gave Dougherty an order upon his pi for the records and 
archives of the consulate. 

Dougherty sailed for Londonderry on the 12th of December, 1866, within the time 
prescribed; his commission was reccived by the United States minister at London, 
who applied for the exequatur, but before it could be obtained the Senate had re- 
fused to confirm Mr. Dougherty's nomination. The nomination was rejected on 
the Ast of February, 1807. Mr. Dougherty was notified of it in a letter from Min- 
ister Adams, dated March 8, 1867. In the mean time Mr. Dougherty, acting under 
the advice of the minister, and waiting for tho exequatur, had not presented to his 
predecessor his order for the records, and therefore not only never his commis- 
sion, but never had possession of tho office or any of its archives. 

When he received his instructions ho was notified by the State ent that 
there was no salary for the office, that his compensation would be fees only, and 
that his right to fees would not accrue until after his receipt of the exequatur of 
the British government. Ho was also notified that no allowance for outtit or for 
traveling expenses was provided by law. 

Upon these facts, Mr. Dougherty now presents the following claim against the 
United States: 


Fare to Londonde 


D wel seeseueets qasee 3,651 75 


Your committee are ananimonsly of opinion that Mr. Dougherty has no legal 
claim upon the United States for any of the foregoing items, but a majority of the 
committee, deeming it a hard case for Mr. Dougherty, who seems to have followed 
the orders of the State Department without default, are of opinion that Mr. Dough- 
erty onght to be reimbursed for his traveling expenses, and they consider 81,000 a 
reasonable allowance in that behalf. They therefore report back the House bill 
No. 270, with a favorable recommendation. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I object to that bill. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objection. 
I know the bill is right. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I must insist upon the objection. 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. McMILLIN said: Mr, Chairman, I entered an objection to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 270) to reimburse Charles Dough- 
erty for his expenses to the consulate at Londonderry. I am willing 
that the Committee of the Whole should consider that bill now. So 
far I withdraw my objection, without espousing in any manner the 
bill, to which I am 8 
. There being no further objection, the bill was laid aside to be re- 
ported favorably to the House. 


PATSY DAVENPORT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1597) granting a pension to Patsy Davenport; reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. TAYLOR. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pe on-roll the name of Patsy Davenport, mother 
of William Henry Davenport, who died in the service of the United States, and 

m whom she was dependent wholly for support; said pension to be at the rate 
of ds per month, to begin at the date of the death of said William Henry Davenport. 


The report was read, as follows: ` 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1597) granting a pension to Patsy Davenport, a dependent mother, having bad the 
same under consideration, respectfully report: 

That from the testimony on file in this case, it 8 that Captain James Tay- 
lor was authorized to recruit a company for the United States Army in Carter 
County, Tennessee, in the year 1862; that he did recruit said company, and was 
killed by the confederate soldiers before joining his regiment or the master of bis 
men; that William Henry Davenport was one of said recruits, and before reach- 
ing his regiment and before being mustered into the service he was captured by the 
confederate soldiers, taken to Vicksburgh, Mississippi, as a pieced of war, where 
he died of chronic diarrhœa about the With day of June, 1863. 

The proof also shows that the said Patsy Davenport is a dependent mother, hav- 
ing no hasband or other children able to contribute to her support. 

n view of all the facts and the proof, your committee are satisfied that said 
William Henry Davenport had enlisted in the United States Army, that he was 
captured before he could be mustered, and died in prison as aforesaid, and that his 
mother was 1 upon him for support; they therefore recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill granting her a pension as provided in said bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

MARTHA J. ROBINSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
740) granting a pension to Martha J. Robinson ; introduced by Mr. 
BICKNELL and reported from the Committee on invalid Pensions by 
Mr. HOSTETLER. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll the name of Martha J. Robinson, widow of 
James H. Robinson, late private in Company E, Fifth Regiment Indiana Cavalry 
Volunteers, and to pay her a pension from and after the passage of this act. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
740) granting a pension to Martha J. Robinson, widow of James H. Robinson, a 
private in Company E, Fifth Regiment Indiana Cavalry Volunteers, have had the 
same under consideration, and ask leave to submit the following report: 

The committee find, from the records of the Surgeon-General's Otlice, from the 
Adjutant-General’s Office, and from the certificate of chsability on which he was 
discharged, that he was enlisted August 18, 1862, and was honorably discharged 
September 26, 1863, of chronic passer at Louisville, Kentucky. It is also in 
poor by the affidavits of five different witnesses, all of whom are vouched for as 

ing reliable, that the soldier entered the service a healthy, sound man, and be- 
came while in the service and in the line of duty. Some of the witnesses 
swear to visiting him, among them his stepmother, and waiting on him for weeks 
in hospital while sick at Louisville, Kentucky; that they know he was sick when 
discharged, and was never afterward able to work, but lingered along and finally 
died of the disease for which he was discharged. The certificate of disability for 
discharge shows that he was unfit for the invalid corps. The evidence is conclu- 
sive that be was sound at enlistment; that his health was broken down in the serv- 
ice and in the line of duty; and that he lingered along and finally died of the same 
disease, leaving his widow, Martha J. Robinson, and one child, Abraham L. Rob- 
inson, born March 19, 1862, entitled to pension. 

The committee, therefore, report back the accompanying bill and recommend 
its passage. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

WHITEWOOD FLUME COMPANY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2805) incorporating the Whitewood Flume Company; reported from 
the Committee on Mines and Mining by Mr. ACKLEN. 

Mr. BOUCK. I object to the bill. 

Mr. PRICE. I 1 the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Bouck] 
knows all about the bill without hearing it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. PRICE. I know it is not. 

Objection being made, the bill was passed over. 


MRS. A. P, BELL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3033) for the relief of Mrs. A. P. Bell, of Bertie County, North Caro- 
lina ; reported from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
by Mr. STONE. ` 

The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, de., That whereas the post-office building in the town of Windsor, 
in the county of Bertie, North Carolina, was destroyed by fire during the year 1877, 
and $500 in money and post-office orders were consumed therein, and the Post-Oftice 
Department demands that the postmaster, Mrs. A. P. Bell, of said post-office, shall 
pay over to the- Government the said sum 80 lost, therefore that the sum of 85: 
or so much thereof as may be necessary to reimburse the said postmaster, be, an 
the same is hereby, bed age out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
8 to be paid to and reimburse the said Mrs. A. P. Bell, postmaster at 

indsor, Bertie County, North Carolina, for such sum as may be collected from 
her or sureties by reason of said loss. 


The report was read, as follows: A 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the 
petition of Mrs. Ann P. Bell for relief, would report as follows: 

On the Ist day of June, 1877, the post-office in the town of Windsor, Bertie 
County, North Carolina, was destroyed by accidental fire, without the fault or 
negligence of the postmaster, Mrs. Ann P. Bell. 

The building containing the post-office, and also the adjacent buildings, were 
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totally destroyed with their contents, including stamps, postal cards, stamped en- 
velopes, money-order and other funds belaging te the Government. 

It satisfactorily appears to your committee that the amount in current money 
belonging to the Government which was in the post-office at the time of said fire, 
and was consumed, was $497 belonging to the money-order division, and $41 be- 
longing to the general postal fund, making a total amount of $538 in current money 
destroyed, and that Mrs. Bell has settled with the Post-Ofiice Department for the 
same. Her statements under oath are corroborated by the affidayits of other cred- 
ible persons, We recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
JACKSON GRUBB. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
710) torefund to Jackson Grubb internal- revenue tax wrongfully col- 
lected ; introduced by Mr. DIBRELL, and reported from the Commit- 
tee of Claims by Mr. O’Connor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to refund to Jackson Grubb, of McMinn County, Tennessee, $200, improp- 
erly collected from him by the internal-revenue collector in the year 1868, for tax 
improperly assessed nel im as a distiller of fruit brandy, in the year 1868, after 
8 had been issued suspending the collection of the special tax on fruit distill- 
ers, and the same is hereby appropriated. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee of Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 710) for the 
relief of Jackson Grubb, of McMinn County, Tennessee, have had the same under 
consideration, and submit the following report: 

From a letter of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue of April 27, 1878, and 
the proof in this case, it appears that Jackson Grubb was a distiller of brandy 
from fruit. in McMinn County, Tennessee, in 1863; that by the act of 20th July, 
1868, distillers of brandy were assessed the sum of $400 annual tax; that upon an 
opinion of the Attorney-General the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in accord- 
ance with the second section of said act of July 20, and with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, did on the 12th day of October, 1868, issue an order sus- 
pending the collection of and relieving the distillers of fruit brandy from the payment 
of said special tax, and that after the issuance of said order forbidding the further 
collection of said special tax, the collector of internal revenue of the second dis- 
trict of Tennessee, afterward, to wit, on the 2lst day of October, 1868, collected 
from said Jackson Grubb $300, said special tax. By reference to the letter of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue above referred to it will be seen that this is the 
only claim, so far as the Commissioner is advised, paid after said order that has 
not been refunded. 

The committee being well satisfied of the justness of this claim, recommend that 
the bill do pass. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Since the making of the report Mr. Grubb has 
died. I move to amend the bill so as to make the amount payable to 
his legal representatives. 

There being no objection, the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was laid aside, to be reported favorably to the 
House. 

JOSEPH B. CAMPBELL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1800) for the relief of Joseph B. Campbell, captain in the Fourth 
Artillery, United States Army; introduced by Mr. BRAGG, and re- 
ported by him from the Committee on Military Affairs, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secre of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro riated, a 
certain judgment, in which Hugh Waters is plaintiff and J. B. Campbell is defend- 
ant, obtained in the United States circuit court for the district of Oregon, amount- 
ing at the time it was rendered to the sum of $2,100.50, said jadgment having been 
obtained against said J. B. Campbell while acting in his official capacity in the 
line of bis duty as an officer of the Army of the United States; and to pay to 
said J. B. Campbell, captain Fourth Artillery, out of any money in the Troy 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $191.35, it neg 7 75 sum expended by sai 
Captain Camp’ for court and witness fees in defending said suit in court. 


The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred a communication from 
the Secretary of War, recommending the passage of an act for the relief of Captain 
Campbell, of the United States Army, beg leave to report that they have carefully 
considered said communication and accompanying documents, and recommend the 
passage of the bill reported herewith. a 

There Lica ig" objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

JAMES M. RUBY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1128) for the relief of James M. Ruby, introduced by Mr. BRAGG, 
and reported by him from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, do., That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States of 
America is hereby directed and authorized to pay James M. Raby the pay of a 
private soldier from and including the 28th day of June, A. D. 1 to the 18th 
day of August, A. D. 1862, and the pay of a sergeant-major from the 18th day of 
August, A. D. 1862, to the 26th day of August, A. D. 1 the period which the 
eaid Ruby was sergeant-major of the Twentieth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and also the pay of first lieutenant from the 26th day of August, A. D. 
1£62, inclusive, when the said Ruby was commissioned and mustered as first lieu- 
tenant in the Eighteenth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, to the 2d 
day of December, A. D. 1862, when the said Ruby was commissioned and mustered 
as an officer in the Thirty-feurth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. 


Mr. WHITE called for the reading of the report; which was read, 
as follows: 2 

The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1128) for the relief of James Ruby, submit the following report: 

The Committee have had such bill under consideration, and report the following 
facts upon which the claimant bases his claim to relief : 

1. The muster: roll of the non-commissioned staff of the Twentieth Regiment of 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry shows that James M. Ruby enlisted in the service 
of the United States June 28, ich; was mustered June 30, 1862, and was mustered as 
sergeant major in such regiment August 18, 1862. And the petition and affidavit 


of the claimant shows that he entered u pos and discharged the duties of sergeant- 
major of such regiment from the date of his enlistment to the 22d day of August, 
1862, and that he has received no pay for such period of service. 

2. The petition of the claimant shows, among other things, that on the 22d day 
of August, 162, he was commissioned by the governor of Wisconsin a first lieuten- 
ant in the Eighteenth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and that on the 
26th day of August, 1862, he was duly and regularly mustered into the service of 
the United States, at Madison Wisconsin, by Major R. S. Smith, of the United 
States Army, on duty at Madison, Wisconsin, as muster-in officer and superintend- 
ent of recruiting service; the regiment in which he was so mustered, Colonel 
Bouck commanding, then being on duty near Corinth, Mississippi. 

That by virtue of such commission and muster he reported for duty in person to 
Colonel Bouck, commanding Eighteenth Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry in the field, 
at Corinth, by whom he was directed to report to Colonel Oliver, commanding 
brigade to which the Eighteenth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry was 
attached; that in obedience to such order he did so report to Colonel Oliver, and 
was hy him assigned to duty as such first lieutenant in the Fourteenth Regiment 
of Wisconsin Volunteer In try, Colonel John Hancock commanding, which last- 
named regiment was a part of Colonel Oliver's brigade; that under such order of 
assignment he entered upon active duty as such first lieutenant, 8 in 
the march to Inka, and engaging in a sharp skirmish near Inka, mere and 
in the battle of Corinth on the 3d and 4th of October, 1862; that thereafter he was 
refused pay as such lieutenant, by the paymaster, on account of alleged irregu- 
larity in his muster, whereupon leave of absence was granted him by General Jo! 
A. Rawlins, adjutant-general of General Grant, then in command of the troops in 
that department of military operations, to report to the governor of Wisconsin at 
Madison, and that he did so report on the 2d day of December, 1862, and was on 
said last-named day commissioned by the governor of Wisconsin a captain in the 
Thirty-fourth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and served as such until 
the 8th day of September, 1863. 

The statements of Colonel Bouck and Colonel Hancock corroborate in substance 
the fact of his service as stated by the claimant, and bear testimony to his faith- 
fulness and efliciency as an officer. 

From these facts your committee report that in their opinion the said James M. 
3 entitled to pay as a private soldier from the date of his enlistment, June 
28, 1802, to August 18, 1862, when he was mustered as sergeant-major, and to pay 
as sergeant-major from August 18, 1862, to the 26th day of August, 1862, when he 
was mustered as first licutenant. 

And your committee further report that the claimant is entitled to pay as first 
lieutenant from the date of his muster as such by Major R. S. Smith, Angust 26, 
1862, until the date of his muster as captain, on the 2d day of December, 1862. 

Your committee base their favorable report upon the ground that the claimant 
performed the duty under the color and autho ty of the Government, and is not 
chargeable with irregularity, if any there was, in the mustering officers of the Gov- 
ernment. 

The Government received the service knowingly, and under color of its author- 
ity, and in justice should pay for the same. 

our commi therefore, report back the bill and recommend its passage. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

RACHAEL J, REBER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2855) granting a pension to Rachael J. Reber; which was introduced 
by Mr. COFFROTH, and reported by him from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, €c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to ee on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rachael J. Reber, widow of Effenger 
L. Reber, first lieutenant and adjutant of the Two hundred and fifth Regiment of 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, and pay her a pension for herself and four children un- 
der sixteen years of age, commencing on the 2d of June, A. D. 1865, that being the 
date of the honorable disc of her husband from the Army of the United 
States, at the rate of pensions for widows of deceased first lieutenants and adju- 
tants of regiments in the late war of the rebellion; the said Effenger L. Reber 
having died from the effects of wounds received and contracted while in 
military service of the United States in the line of duty. 


Mr. SPARKS called for the reading of the report, and it was read, 
as follows: > 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
2855) granting a 8 to Rachael J. Reber, widow of Effenger L. Reber, late tirat 
lieutenant and adjutant of the Two hundred and fifth Regiment of Pennsylvania 
3 had the same under consideration, beg leave to make the fol- 
lowing report: 

Effenger L. Reber, at the age of eighteen, left school and enlisted as a private sol- 
dier in Company D, Fifth Regiment of Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteers on the 
16th of July, 1461, to serve three years, and served with his company until the 16th 
day of February, 1864, when he was disc in order to re-enlist as a veteran 
volunteer, as sergeant-major of the One hundred and ninety-first be ogres of Penn- 
Sylvania Volunteers; and, on the 3d of September, 1864, he was harged from 
the service of the United States by reason of promotion and in accordance with 
instructions from Adjutant-General’s Office ; and on the 2d day of September, 1°64, 
was enrolled and commissioned first lieutenant and adjutant of the Two hundred 
and fifth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, and was discharged from the mil- 
itary service of the United States on the 2d of June, 1865, by order of the War De- 
riment. On the 2d of April, 1866, he was promoted by the President of the United 
tates to the rank of captain by brevet from the 2d of April, 1865, for gallant and 
meritorious service at Forts Steadman and Sedgwick, Virginia; that while in the 
service aforesaid, in tho line of duty, he received, on or about the Ist day of No- 
vember, 1861, an ce rolon resulted in the loss of the sight of his right eye. On 
the 12th of May, 1864, he received a severe.fiesh wound above his right hand. On 
the night of the 15th of February, 1865, while acting assistant adjutant-geueral of 
the second brigade, third division, Ninth Army Corps, he was thrown from his 
horse and badly injured in the back. On the 2d day of April, 1865, during the bat- 
tle at Fort Hell.“ Virginia, a shell from the rebel line exploded above his head, 
knocking him down, stunning and shocking his nervous system in snch a way that 
he never recovered from its effects, and from that day to the time of his death there 
was a gradual failing. His nervous system was shattered, causing tremors, weak- 
ness, unsteadiness, and impaired condition of his mental faculties, and finally a 
ual softening of the brain. He died on the 26th of December, 1877. 

On the 4th day of September, 1866, Lieutenant Reber filed Diet ye eras for pen- 
sion, but it was not acted uj because he was not treated in the hospital, either 
field or local. and the medical evidence of treatment while he was in the service was 
not furnished, which the Pension Department required to grant a pension. 

Lieutenant Reber left a widow, Rachael J Reber, and four children, as follows : 
Thomas Jones Reber, born July 8, 1868; Rudolph Traugh Reber. born March 9, 1870; 
Effenger Lier Reber, born October 21, 1872; and Mary hael Reber, born July 25, 


1874. 8 
Effenger L. Reber was a brave and gallant soldier. He went into the Army 


1880. 
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when only a boy, and rendered valuable and praiseworthy services to his country. 


He came out of the military service with his system shattered and broken aoe 
and the injuries which he received in the service in the line of duty were the cause 
of his death. This is clearly shown by the affidavits and other rags reputable 
persons presente to the committee, Seattle the papers on file in the Pension De- 
partmen 


The committee are of opinion that this is a meritorious case, and therefore ree- 
ommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported favor- 
bly to the House. 
ELIZABETH AULTS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2853) granting a pension to Elizabeth Aults; which was introduced 
by Mr. COFFROTH, and reported by him from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject. to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Aults, widow of Ambrose 
N, Aults, of Company G, of the Two hundred and fifth Regiment of Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, and that the said Elizabeth Aults be allowed a ion commencing 
from the date of the honorable discharge of said Ambrose N. Aults from the Army 
of the United States on account of injuries and disease received and contracted by 
him while in the service and line of duty during the late war of the rebellion, at 
the rate of pensions for widows of first lieutenants of the late war of the rebell- 
ion, and for two children from the date of their birth until they reach the age of 
sixteen. 


Mr. SPARKS called for the reading of the report, and it was read 
as follows: 


. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
2853) . u pension to Elizabeth Aults, widow of Ambrose M. Aults, late cap- 
tain of Company G, Two hundred and fifth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
have had the same under consideration, and beg leave to submit the following 


report: 

Ambrose M. Aults, the late husband of the claimant, was firet mustered into the 
military service of the United States in Company D, One hundred and thirty-first 
Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, on the 9th day of August, 1862, and was 
honorably discharged from said com peo, in May, 1863. On the 2d of September, 
1864, he again entered the military service as first lieutenant in Company G, Two 
hundred and fifth regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, and was promoted to the 
captaincy of said company on the 14th of May, 1865, and was honorably discharged 
from the Army of the United States on the 2d of June, 1865. He applied for a 
pension on the 30th of April, 1874, alleging that he contracted in April, 1865, tuber- 
culosis, while being conveyed in a steamer from City Point, Virginia, to Annapolis, 
Maryland, he being wonnded at the time. He died on the 17th of February, 1875, 
and before any decision was made on his application by the Pension Department. 
The claimant on the Mth of July, 1875, filed her application as widow for pension 
for herself and two children. This pension application was “rejected on the 
ee that the disease of which the soldier died was not chargeable to his military 
service,” 


Ambrose M. Aults left a widow, Elizabeth Aults, and two children, namely: 
Mary Louisa Aults, born June 3, 1870, and Ambrose M. Aults, born July 19, 1873. 

Alexander Bobb, who was major of the Two hundred and eighth Regiment of 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, on the 2ist of April, 1874, testifies that “at the charge 
on the rebel works before Petersburgh, Virginia, on the 2d day of Apel 1865, Cap- 
tain Aults was wounded by a gunshot in left hip, and went to the 8 tal at City 
Point, and while there he saw said Captain Aults; and that the said Aults was 
then sent by steamer to Annapolis, Maryland, and while absent he took a severe 
cold, and coughed and d crag of lung affection. That he saw him in Harris- 
burgh, Pennsylvania, about the Ist of June, 1865, and he was then coughing and 
looking haggard, and complained of lung disease ; and that he was sound and free 
from disease of Jungs at the time he was lying in City Point hospital, Virginia, 
and before that; and that after Semin fre Annapolis was ever sickly, ant that 
he got this disability in the service of the United States and in line of duty.” 

Captain Aults, in January, 1875, testified that he was unable to get the regiment. 
8 certificate, from the fact that on the 2d of April, 1865, he was wounded 
and left the regiment, and while away from it he took sick and did not get back to 
the regiment until it was ready to be mustered ont, in June, 1865, and then he did 
not see the surgeon; and that he was unable to give the name of the surgeon on 
the boat, because he was on the boat but a sbort time, and there were a large num- 
ber of wounded to be tréated by the surgeon, and that he was given * leave of 
absence” at the hospital and he went home. In a deposition filed on the 12th of 
September he swears: “I claim on account of tuberculosis contracted in April, 
1865, while being conve in a steamer from City Point, Virginia, to Annapolis, 
Maryland, being wounded at the time.” 

Dr. David D. Mahan, in August, 1874, testified. that he well knew Ambrose M. 
Aults for fifteen years prior to enlistment in the Army, and was his esi bysi- 
cian three years prior thereto, and was at the timo of his enlistment, an ows 
that said soldier was a sound and hearty man, and free from tuberculosis or any 
disease of the lungs. ` > 

Dr. J. F. Wilson, on the 10th of Angos 1874, testified that be well knew Cap- 
tain Ambrose M. Aults at the time of his discharge; that he was his family phy- 
sician to and for him from the date of his discharge, June 2, 1265, to the year isn 
and that he treated him during this time for incipient tuberculosis.” í 

Dr. Rowan Clark, on the 10th of August, 1877, testified that he was the family 

hysician to Captain Ambrose M. Aults from October, 1871, to August, 1874; that 
treated him all that time for tuberculosis, or disease of the lungs. 

Dr. J. M. Smith, 333 pa cian at the time of Captain Anlt’s death, on the 
17th of September, 1875, test: thatthe “physical condition of Ambrose M. Aults 
from August, 1874, to date of death: Diso ization of greater portion of left 
lung. with perceptible flattening of chest-wall in infra and supraclavicular region; 
tubercular deposit in right lung; cough, with copious muco-purulent expectora- 
tion ; gradual exhaustion and extreme emaciation, evidenced by hectic symptoms; 
active hemorrhage from lungs February 4, 7, and 15, caused by breaking down o 
lung tissue. Died from exhaustion February 17, 1875, at one o'clock, a. m.“ 

from this mass of medical evidence, given by reputable and distinguished mem- 
bers of the medical profession, the committee Teadily came to the conclusion that 
Captain Aults contracted tuberculosis while in the Army, and which was the cause 
of hia death. As the tuberculosis was contracted while Ambrose M. Aults was a 
first lieutenant, his pension should be at that rate. 
1 committee do not hesitate to recommend the passage of the accompanying 


Mr. WARNER. I do not rise especially to object to this bill, but 
I must say that if the evidence referred to in the report is true this 
person is entitled to a pension from the Pension Office, and does not 
require a special act. 


1 5 Debate is not in order. Does the gentleman 
object 
r. WARNER. Yes; I do object. 
Subsequently Mr. WARNER withdrew his objection, and the bill was 
laid aside, to be reported favorably to the House. 
WILLIAM R. WEIMER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3076) granting a pension to William R. Weimer; reported from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. COFFROTH. 

The bill and report were read. ù . 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. It seems to me that we are running 
very wild upon the subject of pensions. We have a general law in 
regard to pensions, and an expensive organization for the purpose of 
carrying out that law. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Then I object to the bill. 

Objection being made, the bill was p: over. 


JOHN H. BLACK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2862) granting an increase of pension to John H. Black; reported 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. COFFROTH. 

Objected to by Mr. MCMILLIN.) 
r. BRIGHT. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar had directed him to report sundry bills, with the 
recommendation that they be passed with or without amendments 
respectively. 

ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I move that when the House adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was aaron to. 5 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
motion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES CLINTON. 


The SPEAKER. There comes over as unfinished business from last 
Friday the bill (H. R. No. 1542) for the relief of Charles Clinton, of 
New Orleans, late assistant treasurer at New Orleans. This bill was 
reported from the Committee of the Whole with an unfavorable rec- 
ommendation. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Since the action of the Committee of the Whole 
upon this bill I have received from the gentleman from Louisiana 
(Mr. Grsson ] who introduced it a telegram requesting that its further 
consideration may be postponed until his return to the city. In ac- 
sie igh this request, I move that the bill be postponed until 
next Friday. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the bill will be allowed 
to retain its present attitude before the House until next Friday. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


THOMAS KEARNEY. 


The first bill reported from the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2188) for the relief of Thomas 
Kearney ; which was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRIGHT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pete ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

W. B. FARRAR. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 393) authorizing the Treas- 
urer of the United States to refund to W. B. Farrar, of Whitfield 
County, Georgia; illegal taxes collected from him in the year 1877; 
which was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

r. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


pasad; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. A 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

OWNER OF BARK GRAPESHOT. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2802) for the relief of the 
owner of the bark Grapeshot; which was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, was accordingly read the third time, and ; 

Mr. PHELPS moved tó reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHARLES DOUGHERTY. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 270) to reimburse Charles 
Dougherty for his expenses to the consulate at Londonderry; which. 
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was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. - 
Mr. WRIGHT moved to réconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
PATSY DAVENPORT. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1597) granting a pension to 
Patsy Davenport; which was ordered to be en for a third 
reading, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TAYLOR oven to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter metion was agreed to. 

MARTHA J. ROBINSON. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 740) granting a pension to 
Martha J. Robinson; which was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOSTETLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MRS. A. P. BELL. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 3033) for the relief of Mrs. 
9 95 ok 727510 of Bertie County, North Carolina. h 

Mr. STONE. In drafting this bill I omitted to insert after the 
words “tive hundred“ the words “ thirty-eight.” I move to amend 
in the sixth line of the bill so as to make the sum $538. 

The amendment was to. A 

The.bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, was accordingly read the third time, and poe 

Six STONE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOSEPH B. CAMPBELL. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
‘Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1800) for the relief of Joseph 
B. Campbell, captain in the Fourth Artillery, United States Army; 
which was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Al. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JAMES M. RUBY. 


The next dill reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1128) for the relief of James 
M. Ruby; which was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was 
uccordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RACHAEL J. REBER. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2855) granting a pension 
to Rachael J. Reber; which was ordered to be eaten: for a third 
reading, was accordingly read the third time, and 5 2 

Mr. COFFROTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ELIZABETH AULTS. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2853) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Aults; which was ordered to be bey east for a third read- 
ing, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Nir. COFFROTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN D. M’GILL. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
5 e was the bill (H. R. No. 2804) for the relief of John 
D. McGill. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole to in- 
sert after the word “ pay,” in line five, the words “to the adminis- 
trator of,” was agreed to. 

The bill; as amended, was ordered to be co for a third read- 
ing, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

n motion of * . HARMER, the title of the bill was amended so 


a l to ron l: “A bill for the relief of the administrator of John D. 

ill. 

Mr. HARMER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
8 ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JACKSON GRUBB. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 710) to refund to Jackson 
Grubb internal- revenue tax wrongfully collected. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole to in- 
sert in line five after the word “Tennessee,” the words “or his legal 
representatives,” was agreed to. 

he bill, as amended, was ordered to be 3 for a third read- 
ing, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DIBRELL, the title of the bill was amended so as 
to read: “A bill to refund to Jackson Grubb or his legal representa 
tives internal-revenue tax wrongfully collected.” 

Mr. DIBRELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
N and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, it is not at all agreeable, it is true, 
but there is a piece of injustice in the RECORD this morning so gross 
I must take the time of the House for a few moments in regard to it. 
I ask the Clerk to read a passage, which I have marked, from this 
morning’s RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read, and then the Chair will decide 
whether it is a privileged question or not. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A very distinguished gentleman, a citizen of the State of Illinois, a distinguished 
ex-soldier and philologist, said on the 20th day of this month, in a speech made not 
very far from this Chamber, (see CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, January 21, page 4.) 
that the bill introduced by General WEAVER into the House of Representatives to 
equalize the pay of soldiers was the worst piece of demagogy — demagogy " is 
ere introduced into an American Congress. That gentleman is Geveral 

OHN A. LoGaN. The country is prepared for just such a declaration from him. 
bey Ah someon? that in 1873, when the country was financially ruined, and thou- 
sands of ex- soldiers were out of employment and suffering for bread, that Jo A. 
Locas voted for the back-salary act, and then pocketed $3,800 as his share of the 


swag. 

ME HAWLEY. And he was perfectly right. } 

Mr. Weaver. No doubt the gentleman, who on the floor of this House charac- 
terized the mbackers as belonging to “the tag-rag and bobtail of the country 
would say that it was perfectly right. He isin the same boat. [Applause.| Op- 
position of that kind to the soldiers’ bill would very naturally be expected. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I requested the official reporters to 
get me from the Government Printing Office the manuscript report 
of these remarks of the gentleman from Iowa, und I had hoped it 
would be herein time. I intended to show by it what the reporter 
assured me could be shown by it, and what appears in the Associated 
Press report, and what I am confirmed in by every member, and what 
I know anyhow, that when the gentleman from Iowa referred to the 
opinion of a distinguished gentleman, formerly a member of this 

ouse, that his soldier bill was the worst piece of demagogy ever 
introduced into the American Con I said in a conversational 
way, and rather glad of the opportunity, “And he was perfectly right” 
with reference tothat. Everybody understood me round here. Well, 
then the gentleman from Iowa went on to say, “No doubt the gen- 
tleman,” meaning myself, “ who on the floor of this House character- 
ized the greenbackers as belonging to the tag-rag and bobtail of the 
country would say that it was perfectly right.” Then he went on 
to make some reference to General LoGan’s voting for the back-pay 
salary act when he was in the House. That wasthe last of the three 
paragraphs, and in regard to that I said nothing. The two para- 
graphs have been transposed, and my remark, “And he was perfectly 
right,” has been made to come in after that third paragraph about 
General LoGan’s voting for the back-salary act which I was a very 
bitter opponent of, and was among those who returned the money. 
I do not desire that kind of credit. I was glad then and am now of 
being able to say that the bill introdu by the gentleman from 
Towa in regard to paying the Army the difference between gold and 
silver and nbacks was a piece of demagogism and humbug, or 
bg Asse | else you choose to call it. 

: he § R. But that is not a part of the personal explana- 
tion. 

Mr. WEAVER. The language used by myself and by the gentle- 
man from Connecticut ap in the very order in which I under- 
stood it at the time, when I was correcting the manuscript last even- 
ing. Now, it will not bear the construction which the gentleman 

uts on it, and there is nothing between us except the order in which 
it should occur. I was caricaturing a remark of General LOGAN, of 
Illinois, animadverting on it, and in that connection, by way of re- 
tort, took occasion to say what has been read from the desk, when I 
understood the gentleman to remark, And he was perfectly right.” 
I did not understand him to say that he was right in taking the back- 
salary grab, nor did I reply in that vein. 

My reply is to the effect, I wonld suppose that a gentleman who, on 
the floor of this House, had characterized the members of the n- 
back party as belonging to the tag-rag and bobtail of the country, 
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would justify the remark made by General LOGAN in his speech. That 
is what I understood the gentleman to mean, and that is what I 
meant at that time, and not to accuse the gentleman from Connecti- 
eut of taking the back-salary grab. 

The gentleman from Connecticut has been guilty of a parliamen- 
tary discourtesy, if he intended to say here yesterday, as he did say 
in a very angry and excited manner, that the remark of General Lo- 
GAN, that the introduction of this bill of which I am said to be the 
author was demagogical, was perfectly right. If he intended to do 
that upon the floor of this House it was in violation of Rule 57 and 
every parliamentary rule in the world, and was a 8 discourtesy, 
and he stands here to-day self-confessed before this House of having 
offered a personal insult to a brother member. Now, there is no ocea- 
sion for any hard-feeling at all. There are gentlemen on my left who 
understood the remark of the gentleman from Connecticut to come 
in exactly in the way in which it appears in the RECORD. I know 
there was considerable confusion at the time, and we all know in 
correcting our — oe before 5 cate itisa — 5 common 
thing to find errors by the reporters; a east, things repo comin 
in conflict with our opinion € of the order in which they 8 
The gentleman repeats his insult upon the floor of this House, aud he 
is the last gentleman who should complain of any injury in that di- 
rection, if Te persists in insulting a brother member on the floor of 
this House, I will now hear what he has further to state. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand the gentleman from Iowa himself 
admits haying changed the official report and transposed two impor- 


tant S. 
Mr WEAVER. I did. 


Mr. HAWLEY. He chan those two paragraphs, which trans- 

osition results in a gross injustice to me. I supposed he did it. I 
Rid not say so in my first remarks, but I supposed he changed the 
official report. I think official courtesy, if there was any doubt in his 
mind, should have led him to inquire whether I had approved the back 
pay as well as the denunciation of his soldier's bill. But he does not 
say that. He says I spoke of the introduction of the bill as an act 
of dem By i no, not quite that, for there is a slight shade of differ- 
ence. He. as the entire right to introduce a bill of that sort. Ido 
not question his legal right. I peg of the bill as e and 
if there was any discourtesy in that let us call it square, and then he 
had better change his reference to a distinguished member of the other 
branch of Congress whom he has no right to refer to in opprobrious 
terms, or in any way to discuss here what that gentleman said in the 
Senate. Under the rules of the House the thing should have been 
objected to at the time. But I have said enough to set the matter 
right before the Honte. 

e SPEAKER. The Speaker was not in the Chair at the time 
this debate occurred. The gentleman from Connecticut is correct in 
saying that a member of this Honse has no right to speak of a mem- 
ber of the Senate in any other than res) language. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have not quite done. 

Mr. WEAVER. Very well. 

Mr. MILLS. But supposing a Senator denounces him as a dem- 
agogue in the Senate? 

The SPEAKER. Two wrongs do not make a right. 

Mr. MILLS. But he shonid have a right to defend himself. If a 
man strikes another he has a right to strike back. 

Mr, WEAVER. The gentleman will permit me to proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The rules do not permit members to strike back 
in either House. 

Mr, MILLS. But when one is struck in the other House I say he 
ts right to defend himself. ° 

r. WEAVER, Ialluded to nothing said in the Senate. I have 
not characterized anything any Senator said as such. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not quite get through. I had a word more 
tosay. There is one more error of the gentleman from Iowa which 
I will not prey 5 explain or correct. That was the remark about the 
character of the greenback party. That isa misrepresentation. 
I have answered wy end in mang it clear that I condemned in the 
severest language the bill offered by the gentleman from Iowa, and 
that I said nothing about the back pay, to which my opposition is 
Tay well known. 

r. WEAVER. I have succeeded in aang rS that the gen- 
tleman confesses to having offered a personal eT I to 
say in reply to his animadversion, that I have not alluded to the 
remarks of a member of the Senate in his official capacity. I did no 
such thing. You will not find it in the report of my speech. I said 
“a distinguished citizen of Illinois, General JohN A. LoGAN.” Idid 
not say where the h was made. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman referred to the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, which states where the speech was made. 

Mr. WEAVER. But it does not state he made the speech which 
was in the RECORD. 1 I will say this, Mr. Speaker, in 
reply to that, that no member of the Senate, if such a thing did take 
place, has a right to attack a member of the House in the indecent 
manner that a certain | Sesh is reported to have done; but when 
they do it I will defend myself in some way. 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION. 
Mr. WILBER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
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they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill and joint resolu- 
tion of the following: titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 3034) to provide for circuit and district courts of 
the United States at Macon, Georgia, and to transfer certain counties 
from the northern to the southern ct in said State; and 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 145) authorizing certain printing for the 
land commission. 

JAMES FLEMING. 

Mr. DICK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3791) 
for the relief ot James Fleming, a wounded soldier of the war of 1812; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


PRINTING BILLS AND OTHER DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. MORSE, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
GH. R. No. 179) to print additional copies of bills and other public 

ocuments; which was read a first and second time. 

The joint resolution, which was read, provides that the Public 
Printer shall be directed to furnish to all a plicants copies of bills, 
reports, and other 11 documents printed by order of Congress and 
distributed heretofore from the document-room of the Senate and 
House on said applicants paying the cost of such printing with 10 per 
cent. added. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
S and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. MORSE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF GENERAL ORD. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report of General E. 
O. C. Ord, under House resolution of June 25, 1879; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


CHANNEL OF SUSQUEHANNA RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre 
tary of War, relative to the improvement of the channel of the Sus- 
quehanna River at Havre de Grace; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


SAINT PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS AND MANITOBA RAILROAD. 


Mr. WASHBURN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3792) for the relief of settlers on the line of the Saint Paul, Min- 
neapolis and Manitoba Railroad in the State of Minnesota; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ANDO WOOD. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at four o’clock p. m.) 
the House adjourned till Monday next. 


f PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other Pp rs were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as ows, viz: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of J. Gift, for back pay for serv- 
ices in the war of 1812—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of the Lincoln (Kansas) auxil- 
iary of the N. W. S. A., for the amendment of Constitution of the 
United States, giving the right of suffrage to women—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

z Ey Me PALE C 1 the Se e of 13 of Pitts- 
; vania, urging the passage of the an interstate- 
nyot bili —to tho Committee on Commerce. = 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburgh, Penn- 
88 the importance of improving the Allegheny River, 
and calling attention to the Dubois adjustable dam—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. BEALE: The petition of Blanc Williams, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: The petition of beneficiaries of the United 
States naval asylum at Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, for an allow- 
ance of an additional dollar per month—to the Committee on Naval 

‘airs. 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of certain soldiers of Wisconsin, rel- 
ative to a change in the pension laws in certain cases—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of Thomas C. Basshor & Co., for pay- 
ment of a sum of money due them on a contract with the Navy De- 
partment—to the Committee on Spe 

By Mr. COLERICK: A paper ting to the claim of Albert G. 
Lewis, for ee as an officer in the United States Army—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, z 

Also, the petition of 36 citizens of Decatur, Indiana, that a pension 
be granted Allen O. Neff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of Frank McGraw and 325 others, 
soldiers and sailors of Fall River, Massachusetts, for the passage of 
the Weaver bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. CRAVENS: The ponro of citizens of Arkansas, for an 
equal allowance of the $510,000 of unclaimed volunteer soldiers 
bounty to the Wilberforce University, in Ohio—to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

By Mr. DE LA MATYR: The petition of Alfred H. Love and 204 
others, for the establishment of international arbitration—to the Com- 


mittee on the J nage 

Also, the petition of rick Batt, for the passage of the Reagan 
interstate-commerce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petitions of Peter Johnston and other 
vessel-owners at Manitowoc, Wisconsin; of R. P. Fitz d & Co. 
D. Vance, and other vessel-owners, of Milwankee, Wisconsin ; and 
of James R. Slauson, of Racine, Wisconsin, Lewis Bleyer, G. D. Nor- 
ris & Co., and other vessel-owners at Milwaukee, Wisconsin, against 
the erection of a bridge over the Detroit River—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of 500 citizens living along the 
Tennesse River, for an immediate appropriation to continue the work 
on the Muscle Shoals—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ERRETT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the Reagan interstate- 
commerce bill—to the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburgh, Penn- 
sylvania, favoring the improvement of the Allegheny River—to the 
same committee, 

By Mr. EVINS: The petition of Thomas W. Lang, A. M. Kennedy, 
and 130 others, citizens of South Carolina, for an appropriation for 
the improvement of the Wateree River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FISHER: Two petitions from soldiers of the late war, of 
Fulton and Huntingdon Counties, Pennsylvania, for the equalization 
of bounties—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, the petition of soldiers of Meadow Gap, Pennsylvania, 1 8880 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GODSHALK: The petition of soldiers and sailors of Mont- 

omery County, Pennsylvania, for the equalization of bounties—to 

e Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GUNTER: Papers relating to the Indian depredation claims 
of Durfree & Peck, of Toha Shirley, and of William Shirley—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The petition of Freeborn McKay, H. S. Proc- 
tor, and others, of River Falls, Wisconsin, for the amendment of the 
patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of M. D. Proctor, Hugh Cameron, and others, of 
River Falls, Wisconsin, for relief from oppressions of transportation 
monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of certain citizens of the United 
States, that the trustees of the Protestant Episcopal Theological Sem- 
inary be paid for the use of the seminary building by United States 
authorities—to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

Also, the petition of the judges of the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, for an increase of accommodations for their courts— 
to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Also, a paper relating to the claim of F. M. Fletcher, for pay for 
services rendered as a gauger of the seventh district of Virginia—to 
the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: The petitions of J. S. Long, J. W. Moore, and 
others, of Craven County; of J. Abbott, Geo: W. Roberts, and 
others, of Carteret County ; of W. D. Pruden, J. H. Burch, and others, 
of Chowan County; of William A. Blount, 8. F. Burb of Beau- 
fort County ; of H. W. Wahab, L. L. Snells, and others, citizens 
of North Carolina, for the improvement of Ocracoke Inlet, North 
Carolina—to the Committee on Commerce. z 

By Mr. LADD: The petition of Thomas J. Stewart and others, citi- 
zens of Maine, for the distribution of the Geneva award fund—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. } 

By Mr. LORING: The petition of John Merryman, president of the 
American Agricultural Association, for an act of incorporation—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, the petition of Edward S. Moseley and others, of Newbury- 
port, Massachusetts, for the 8 of war claims out of the Geneva 
award—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers relating to the application of George W. Putnam, for 
the renewal of a patent for purifying butter—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Also, papos relating to the application of John P. Reynolds for a 
patent for improvements in Army and Navy emblems—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. LOWE: The petition of 1,000 citizens of Alabama, Tennes- 
see, and Georgia, for an immediate appropriation to continue work 
on the Muscle Shoals, in the Tennessee River—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. McCOOK: The petition of General H. Day, Tor pA for bag- 
gage lost by reason of the wrecking of the steamer Winfield Scott— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCGOWAN : The petition of Jacob L. Pickell, for the equal- 
ization of bounties—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of J. A. McMahon, that a pension 
be granted W. H. Lynn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. NEILL: Memorial of the Philadelphia 8 
Board of Trade, that Congress take speedy action on the 15. 0 
the protection of trade- marks to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POEHLER: The petition of Jules Casson and 38 other 
honorably disc soldiers of Wabasha, Minnesota, against the 
passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of soldiers of Fulton, Iowa, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

y Mr. REAGAN: The petition of citizens of Waukegan, IIlinoi 
remonstrating against the present survey and plan of a harbor 
refuge at that city—to the Committee on Commerce. 

r Reva JOHN 8. RICHARDSON: The petition of colored citizens 
of rgetown County, South Carolina, for Co: to return the 
freedmen their savings deposited with the eee Savings and 
Trust a nt ET e Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. IAM A. RUSSELL: The petition of Hannah Wilbur, 
Sarah F. Earle, Sarah E. Wall, T. K. Earle, T. M. Lamb, O. F. Harris, 
and others, citizens of Worcester, Massachusetts, for an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States guaranteeing the right of suf- 
trage to women—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPEER: The petition of citizens of Dawson County, Geor- 

a, for the establishment of a post-route from Flowery Branch to 

arrettsville, via Brown’s Bridge, Morgan’s Store, Bell’s Store, New 
Prospect, and Jay’s Store—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STARIN: The petition of A. H. De Graff and 39 other ex- 
soldiers, of Amsterdam, New York, for the p: of the equalization 
bounty bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS: Papers relating to the claim of William H. 
De Groat for Ray for brick furnished in bailding Washington Aque- 
duct—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of Garrett L. Read, for restoration 
to the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By . VANCE: The petition of Jeremiah Buckner, for a pension 
to the same committee. 

Py Mr. WEAVER: The petitions of E. Brett and 150 others; of 
R. Conn and 22 others; of J. M. Hawes and 11 others; of Barney Ob- 
son and 16 others; of Lovejoy Hunt and 26 others; of John T. Schumna 
and 28 others; of J. H. Trowbridge and 30 others; of D. W. Blake and 
42 others; of Henry B. Reed and 56 others; of John C. Hawkins and 
24 others; of William R. Sullivan, of Saint Joseph, and 26 others; of 
John J. Hewitt and 103 others of Peter Robinson, of Rock Island, 
and 29 others; of M. T. Hauser and 19 others; of J. D. Rosekrans and 
14 others, all citizens of Illinois, for the passage of the Weaver sol- 
diers’ bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of George W. Kemkel and 24 others, of Hunter- 
town; of George Simmons and 131 others, of Bourbon; of James L. 
Dickey and 17 others, of Hausertown ; of W. H. Zimmerman and 53 
others, all citizens of Indiana; of L. L. Harrison, of Lee County, 
and 36 others; of W. C. Littlefield, of Eden, and 26 others; of L. 
Clark, of Lisbon, and 33 others; of Amasa Cherry, of Millersburgh, 
and 80 others; of L. W. Sands, of Ainsworth, and 69 others; of Ellas 
Doty, of Linn County, Iowa, and 33 others; of George Stoneking, of 
Linn County, and 9 others; of Alto Nack, of Linn County, and 9 
others; of R. F. Darr, of Linn County, and 37 others; of William 
Bollinger, of Muchachinock, and 25 others; of J. R. White, of Osce- 
ola, and 75 others; of W. C. Quigley, of Davis County, and 33 others; 
of L. A. Johnson, of Davis County, and 12others; and of James Rea- 
gan, of Davis County, and 37 others, citizens of Iowa, of similar im- 
port—to the same committee. ə 

Also, the petitions of John Holmes and 12 others, of Scranton, and 
of Carl Zwiker, of Williamstown, citizens of Kansas; of James F. 
Watson and 103 others, of Berrien; of W. C. Farnum, of Hinsdale, 
and 20 others; of Luther B. Walcott, of Hillsdale, and 18 others; of 
W. P. Dyer, of Antrim city, and 8 others; of Daniel Flanigan and 7 
others, of Atwood, citizens of Michigan; of Sam Thompson and others, 
citizens of Estina, Nebraska; of H. Gardner and 16 others, of Ed- 
wards; of William Reycraft and 17 others, of King’s Ferry; of Arthur 
Bunk and 41 others, of North Walcott; of William H. Raynor and 39 
others, of Hempstead, citizens of New York, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of Joseph P. Weir and 40 others, of Alliance ; 
of John C. Griffith and 46 others, of Alliance; of L. M. Richardson 
and 63 others; of J. W. Hinners and 42 others, of Kelloggsville; of 
H. E. Bowman and 16 others, of ia, and of James Frazier and 
9 others, of Marietta, citizens of Ohio; of D. Baughman and 22 oth 
of Barnhart’s Mills; of G. W. Kinnear and 75 others, of Wises acd 
of Frank Tabor and 60 others, of Allegheny, citizens of Pennsylva- 
nia; of William H. Roberts and 42 others, of Mooresville; of J. W. 
Wingfield and 51 others, of Graham’s Mines, and of Joseph hii 
and 48 others, of Big Buffalo, citizens of West Virginia; of Jesse 
Birmingham and others, of Pensaukee, and of William H. Gelts and 
71 others, of Centralia, citizens of Wisconsin, of similar import—to 
the same committee, 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of Lemuel Fisher and 215 others, 
citizens of the United States and residents of the State of New Jer- 
sey, for the passage of the bi 1 — R. No. 269) known as the Wright 
supplement to the homestead bill—to the Committee on Public Lands. 
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IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 26, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
cee Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
ved. 
“i EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from Lieutenant- 
Colonel C. H. Tompkins, chief quartermaster Department of Dakota, 
recommending an additional appropriation of $100,000 for the con- 
struction of buildings for the use of the headquarters of the De 
ment of Dakota on the Fort Snelling military reservation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


rinted. 

5 He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, recommending that the papers from his Department concern- 
ing the payment of the first installment of compensation to James B. 
Eads for maintenance of the channel at the South Pass, Mississippi 
River, sent to the Senate on the Elst instant, be attached to the papers 
touching the same matter which were transmitted to the Senate on 
the 16th instant; which was referred to the Committee on Trans- 
portation Routes to the Seaboard. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in obedience to law, statements showing the 
contracts made by the several bureaus of the War Department on 
behalf of the United States during the year 1879; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting e E me eee Der 2a eral pe 
accompanying report of the agent of the Quarterm: s Departmen 
sent ta Sandusky- Ohio, to ascertain what was n for the care 
and protection of the cemetery of the prison camp at Johnson’s Island, 
near that place, as required by the act of Congress of June 20, 1878; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Navy, stating, in answer to a resolution of the Senate of the 
20th instant, that in his 2 the interests of the country and 
the naval service do require t the Pensacola navy-yard shall be 

ut in a state of efficiency, and recommending an appropriation of 
$590,192 for the purpose; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Navy, recommending the removal of the restrictions upon books 
ordered to be bound for the library of the Navy Department imposed 
by the act approved June 30, 1878; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Navy, in further compliance with a resolution of the Senate of 
the 20th instant, giving the estimated sum of money necessary to 
restore the Pensacola navy-yard to its former condition, and recom- 
mending the appropriation of an additional amount of 709 to 
rebuild the marine barracks which were destroyed durin, e late 
war; which was referred to the Committee on Naval and 
ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of 3 by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 270) to reimburse Charles Dougherty for his ex- 
penses to the consulate at Londonderry; 

55 8 1 ne No. 325) for the erection of a public building at Dan- 
ville nia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 393) authorizing the Treasurer of the United 
States to refund to W. B. Farrar, of Whitfield County, Georgia, ille- 

taxes collected from him in the year 1877; 

A bill (H. R. No. 710) to refund to Jackson Grubb or his legal rep- 
resentative internal-revenue tax wrongfully collected ; 

A bill ＋ R. No. 740) granting a pension to Martha J. Robinson; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1507 for the relief of James M. Ruby; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1597 nting a pension to Patsy Davenport; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1800) for the relief of Joseph B. Campbell, captain 
in the Fourth Artillery, United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2188) for the relief of Thomas Kearney; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2359) for the relief of William D. Oyler; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2567) for the relief of E. K. Snead, „ and 
his sureties, for the loss of certain books of special stamps and cou- 


pons 
A bill (H. R. No. 2802) for the relief of the owner of the bark Grape- 


shot 

534 bill g R. No. 2804) for the relief of the administrator of John 
A bill (H. R. No. 2853) granting a pension to Elizabeth Aults; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2855) ting a pension to Rachael J. Reber; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3033) for the relief of Mrs. A. P. Bell, of Bertie 


County, orth Carolina ; 


A bill (H. R. No. 3347) to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish 
four pieces of condemned ordnance for the soldiers’ monument at 
Marietta, Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3783) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Jerry Foley; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 163) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to expend a sum of money heretefore appropriated for the erection 
of a store-house and depot building at the city of Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 178) authorizing certain books and 
mementoes in the ion of the Government to be placed in me- 
morial hall of the national Lincoln monument at Springfield, Illinois; 


and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 179) authorizing the Public Printer to 
print additional copies of bills and other public documents. 

The m also announced that the House had passed the con- 
current resolution of the Senate providing that whenever the Public 
Printer shall have received a sufficient number of orders for copies 
of the Narrative of the Polaris ap ee accompanied by the cost 
price thereof, with 10 per cent. additional, to warrant, in his opinion, 
the expense of putting the plates to press, he shall cause an edition 
thereof to be published, &c. 

The message further announced that the House had to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3034) to provide for 
circuit and district courts of the United States at Macon, Georgia, 
and to transfer certain counties from the northern to the southern 
district in said State. 

The message also announced that the House had di to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 582) to provide for 
circuit and district courts of the United States at Columbus, Ohio, 
and transferring certain counties from the northern to the southern 
district in said State, asked a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. G. 
L. CONVERSE of Ohio, Mr. D. B. CULBERSON of Te and Mr, BEN- 
JAMIN BUTTERWORTH of Ohio, managers at the erence on the 
part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution authorizing the Public Printer to print 2,500 copies 
of the report of the health officer of the District of Columbia ; in 
which the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were yen ee signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3108) amending the charter of the Grand Lodge 
of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3034) to provide for circuit and district courts of 
the United States at Macon, Georgia, and to transfer certain counties 
from the northern to the southern district in said State; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 145) authorizing certain printing for 
the land commission. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I present a concurrent resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of New York, against the bridging of 
the Detroit River. In accordance with what I believe is the custom 
of the Senate, I ask that the resolutien be read. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce, as follows: 
STATE or New York, ASSEMBLY CHAMBER, 
Albany, January 20, 1880. 


the navigation of 

the lakes, and materially interfere with the commerce of the same; and 

Whereas the water-route from Chicago to New York confessedly fixes railroad 
rates of the country ; and 

Whereas it is of vital importance that the water-route be preserved free and 
unobstructed: Therefore, 

AOTRE IN hb easels Sonia) TOSS 19 1 106 Irne. OF is Lag elatare of the 
State of New York that the erection of such structure would impede the 


proposed 
VISE Saltire JAKOI Do wr cei alld nase haa ces „and is 
therefore inexpedien*. and un 1 * 


EDWARD M. JOHNSON, Clerk. 
In SENATE, January 22, 1880. 


JOHN W. VROOMAN, Olerk. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the State of New York, in favor of the p of the bill 
(8. No. 939) to amend the law relative to the seizure and forfeiture of 
vessels for breach of the revenue laws; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present also a similar memorial signed by 
George Howes & Co. and others, leading 3 and business 
men of the city of San Francisco, California. I move its reference to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING 8 a petition of Delphine P. Baker, of Wash- 
ington, Distriet of Columbia, praying that she be allowed the proceeds 
of sales by the Quartermaster’s Department of buildings located at 
Point Lookout and appropriated as a national asylum for disabled 
soldiers; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Concurred in without amendment. 
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He also presented the memorial of A. C. Parkhurst and others, and 
the memorial of M. B. Robbins and others, citizens of New York and 
soldiers in the late war, remonstrating against the p: of the bill 
(S. No. 496) for the examination and adjudication of pension claims ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the American Dairymen’s 
Association of Syracuse, New York, calling attention to the prevalence 
of the cattle lung plague in this country through the importation of 
foreign cattle, and suggesting that measures be taken to prevent its 
extension ; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present five petitions signed by citizens of the 
State of New York, who were soldiers in the late war, praying the 
passage of a bill for equalizing bounties. I move their reference to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present also the petition of Mrs. Myra Clark 
Gaines, described as a citizen of the State of New York, praying the 
conveyance to her by the Government of certain real estate. A pro- 
posed bill accompanies this perso and I ask that it go with the 
petition to the proper committee, which I take to be the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition and accompanying papers 
will be referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 8 the petition of Reed, Walt & Co. and 
others, citizens of Waldoborough, in the State of Maine, who repre- 
sent that they suffered damage by the action of the so-called confed- 
erate cruisers, and they pray that such legislation may be adopted at 
this session in relation to the Geneva award fund as shall bring re- 
lief to them. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I have a like petition from C. E. Wood, Joseph Nick- 
erson & Co., Silsbee & Pickman, and others, well-known merchants, 
business men, and ship-owners in Massachusetts, who represent that 
they have claims against the balance of the Geneva award fund, 
and beg that Con will take immediate action, with a view to 
enacting a law during the present session for the distribution of the 
money. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KERNAN. I present a concurrent resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of New York against the construction of a swing-bridge across 
the Detroit River. It is the same presented by my colleague. I 
move its reference to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of C. T. Shields and other cit- 
izens of New York, late soldiers in the Union Army, praying for the 
passage of a bill for the equalization of bounties; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the memorial of Rollin Jenkins and other citi- 
zens of New York, and honorably discharged soldiers of the Union 
Army, 5 inst the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) for 
the examination an judication of pension claims; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented the petition of Mrs. Brittannia W. Ken- 
non, widow of Commodore Beverly Kennon, late of the United States 
Navy, praying an increase of pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. EATON presented the petition of William 8. Carr, of New York 
City, praying for the passage of an act authorizing the Commissioner 
of Patents to extend for seven years his patent for an improvement 
in water-closets ; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of D. K. Cartter, chief-justice, 
and the associate justices of the supreme court of the District of Co- 
lumbia, praying that sufficient and suitable court-rooms be provided 


for the courts of the District; which was referred to the Committee 


on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PENDLETON 8 the petition of Samuel C. Derby, pres- 
ident of Antioch College, Ohio, and other professors thereof, and 
81 citizens of the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of the bill 
(S. No. 865) to provide for the investment of certain unclaimed pa; 
and bounty moneys now in the Treasury of the United States, an 
to facilitate and encourage the education of the colored race in 
the several States and Territories, and that Wilberforce University, 
at Xenia, Ohio, may be included in the distribution of the said funds ; 
which was refe to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BECK presented the memorial of James S. Morrow, G. P. Stone, 
and others, citizens of Monroe County, Kentucky, soldiers in the late 
war, remonstrating against the of the bill (S. No. 496) for the 
examination and adjudication of pension claims; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented resolutions of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, in favor of an 
appropriation for the improvement of the Allegheny River from Pitts- 
burgh to Olean; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

e also presented a resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pennsylvania, in favor of the speedy passage of what is known 
as the Reagan interstate-commerce bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a resolution of the Legis- 


lature of Wisconsin, bs args the construction of a swing-bridge across 
the Detroit River; which was referred to the 8 Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VEST 3 a resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Saint Louis, M uri, indorsing the memorial of the river improve- 
ment convention held at Quincy, Illinois, October 15, 1879, looking to 
the improvement of the Mississippi River; which was referred to the 
8 on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and its Trib- 
utaries. 

He also presented a resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Saint Louis, Missouri, in favor of the gorace of a law authorizing 
the Postmaster-General to contract with a line of steamships for the 
carrying of the United States mails from New Orleans to Rio de Ja- 
neiro and other ports in Brazil, and to such ports in the West Indies 
and Central America as may be advisable; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Ailsey E.Murphy, a citizen 
of Kansas, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, COCKRELL presented a resolution of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Saint Louis, Missouri, indorsing a memorial adopted by the 
river improvement convention held at Quincy, Illinois, October 15, 
1879, looking to the improvement of the Mississippi River; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi 
River and its Tributaries. 

Š m 3 presented a 1 = the Coarer 5 8 of 

aint Louis, Missouri, in favor of the passage of a law by Congress 
authorizing the Postmaster-General 3 with a EA of steam- 
ships for the carrying of the United States mails from the port of New 
Orleans to the port of Rio de Janeiro and other ports in Brazil, and 
to such ports in the West Indies and in Central America as may be 
deemed advisable; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BALDWIN presented the petition of Lewis Walsar and othe: 
citizens of Michigan, and the petition of Hiram S. Williams an 
others, citizens of Michigan, praying for the passage of a bill for the 
8 of bounties ; which were referred to the Committee on 

itary Affairs. 

Mr. SLATER presented the petition of E. Bender and 470 others, 
residents of the valley of the Coquille River, Oregon, praying Con- 

to make an appropriation for the improvement of the mouth of 
t river; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS. of West Virginia, presented the memorial of Adolph 
Osmer and others, citizens of Wayne Court House, West Virginia, in 
favor of the continuance of the coinage of silver and the legal-tender 

uality of greenbacks; which was referred to the Committee on 
ance 


Mr. WALLACE presented a resolution of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, in favor of the improv: nt of 
the Allegheny River; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 
ee e the 5 or 8 3 oe Comer of 

ittsburgh, Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of a law ting 
interstate commerce ; which was referred to the 56 Com- 
merce. 

He also presented the petition of William P. Dolan and others, 
survivors of Admiral Farragut’s Mississippi River fleet, praying for 
an appropriation by Con to pay prize-money to them in accord- 
ance with the decree of the United States district court for the Dis- 
2 Fes Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

He also presented the memorial of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, in favor of the of a law protecting trade-marks; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents, 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I present the petition of Nannie Lonsdale and 
others, of Montgomery County, Virginia, praying compensation for 
poparty destroyed by United States troo uring the late war. I 

esire to state in regard to this petition that it was once before pre- 
sented, and an adverse report was made upon it for the want of evi- 
dence. The petitioners propose now to renew the claim and to file 
new evidence in the case. I move that the petition be referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON prenen the petition of Sichels & Preston and 
others, citizens of Davenport, Iowa, praying for the passage of an act 
for the reduction of the duty on zinc; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WHYTE presented the petition of Anne R. Voorhees, widow of 
Philip R. Voorhees, late a captain in the United States Navy, prayin 
for the of a bill granting her a pension; which was refe 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Saint Paul, Minnesota, in favor of an appropriation by Congress 
for the removal of sand-bars in the Mississippi River at that city ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Saint 
Paul, Minnesota, in favor of an appropriation by Congress for the 
removal of obstructions in the e River between Lake Pepin 
and the Falls of Saint Anthony; which was referred to the Commit- 


tee ou Commerce. i 
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Mr. CARPENTER presented the petition of Helen F. Manville, of 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin, praying for the extension of a patent formerly 
granted to her late husband, Robert H. Mathies; which, with the 

apers on the files of the Senate, was referred to the Committee on 
atents. 

He also presented the petition of Robert Strachan, of Washington 
City, District of Columbia, praying to be allowed compensation for 
damage sustained by him in co: uence of the grading of the street 
in front of his lot in that city; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of George W. Allen and others, citi- 
zens of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, Praying a nsion of the coinage of 
silver dollars until the silver and gold dollar shall have the same 
value; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also ee the perron of Alexander Mitchell and others, 
citizens of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, praying for the abolition of the 
legal-tender quality of greenbacks; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Charles J. Brockway, of New- 
buryport, Massachusetts, surviving executor of the last and tes- 
tament of the late William Bartlett, praying compensation for losses 
sustained by the deceased by certain acts of the French government 
prior to the year 1801; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

NOTICES OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McDONALD. -1 desire to give notice that to-morrow at the 
close of the morning hour I shall move to postpone the pending and 
all prior orders for the pupoh of asking the immediate consideration 
by the Senate of Senate bill No. 19, which has been favorably re- 
ported from the Committee on Public Lands with a written report. 

Mr. HAMLIN. What is the bill? 

Mr. McDONALD. It is a bill to authorize the Secre; of the In- 
terior to ascertain and certify the amount of land located with mili- 
tary warrants in the States described therein, and for other pur- 


poses. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the report in that case been printed ? 

Mr. McDONALD. Yes, sir. I will change the notice to Wednesday, 
as I understand the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] desires to 
oceupy the floor to-morrow. 

Mr. FERRY. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Indi- 
ana to the fact that Wednesday has been informally set a for the 
delivery of eulogies poe my late co , and I intended this morn- 
ing, when we reached the call for resolutions, to formally ask that 
the day be set a for that purpose. 

Mr. McDON. . Iwill name Thursday, and give the notice for 
that day. I certainly would not interfere with the purpose of the 
Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. FERRY. I now ask that Wednesday, immediately after the 
Journal is read, be set apart for the delivery of eulogies on the life 
and character of my late coll e, ZACHARIAH CHANDLER. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is enough to give notice that you will at that 
time proceed to make the announcement. 

Mr. FERRY. I give notice, then, that when that time arrives I shall 
ask the Senate to consider resolutions which will be offered on that 


bic pg 
. McDONALD. And the notice I gave will be entered for Thurs- 


day. 2 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The notice will be entered for Thursday. 


LINCOLN MEMORIAL PAPERS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. A joint resolution from the House has just 
been received which transmits to Springfield, Illinois, to be placed in 
the memorial hall of the Lincoln monument, certain mementoes and 
books relating to Mr. Lincoln. Lask for its consideration at the present 


time. 
. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will lay before the Senate a 
joint resolution received from the House of Representatives. It will 
re 


rted. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 178) authorizing certain books and 
mementoes in the eee of the Government to be peoo in the 
memorial hall of the national Lincoln monument at Springfield, Ii- 
nois, was read the first time at length. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The joint resolution has just come over from the 
House, I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It came over this morning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it ought to be referred. Iam in favor of 
it, but 5 it needs some change in phraseology. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. It goes to the Library Oommnisten, I sup- 


pose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We shall have it immediately attended to. I 
think it is a thing that ought to be done,-but the joint resolution 
ought to be referred in the ordinary way. 

he joint resolution was read the second time by its title, and 
refe to the Committee on the Library. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
iary, to which was referred a memorial of the islature of the 
State of Missouri, asking Congress to repeal the existing laws pro- 
Med. ta the removal of causes from the courts of the several States 
to the courts of the United States, and to limit the jurisdiction of 
courts of the United States exclusively to cases arising under the 


Constitution and lawsof the United States in Say yea of their subject- 
matter, to report to the Senate that we have the memorial under 
consideration, and are of opinion that the legislation asked for onght 
not to be granted. I therefore move that the committee bo aie 
charged from the further consideration of the memorial. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1094) to incorporate the National 
Education Association, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 527) to provide that all persons sentenced to 
imprisonment by the United States courts shall be confined in the 
prisons of the States where they were tried and convicted, have in- 
structed me to report it adversely, with a written report. I ask that 
the bill be placed upon the Calendar, inasmuch as the Senator from 
North Carolina, [Mr. VANCE,] who introduced it, is not in his seat 
this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the Calen- 
dar, with the adverse report of the committee, which will be printed. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on Indian to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. No. 1136) to provide for 
the sale of a portion of the reservation of the Omaha tribe of Indians; 
which was read twice by its title. 
Mr. INGALLS. From the Committee on the District of Columbia I 

rt back adversely the bill (S. No. 518) to incorporate the National 
ectric Light Company of the District of Columbia, and move its in- 
definite 8 as the parties have a right to incorporate under 
the general laws of the District of Columbia. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. No. 360) repealing the charter of the 
National Capitol Insurance Company, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 1894) authorizing the employment of an inspector of plumb- 
ing in and for the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. McDONALD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the petition of Sallie Yerger, Maggie J. Miller, and others, 
praying that their claim for payment for property taken by the Gov- 
ernment be referred to the Court of Claims, submitted an adverse 
report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the committee 
were race ye from the farther consideration of the petition. 

Mr. McDONALD. The Committee on the Judiciary have also had 
under consideration other petitions, and have directed me to make 
an adverse report, which I send to the desk to be read. 

The report was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom were referred the follo petitions 

The petition of Miss Virgin Taylor, executrix of Joseph Tavlos di 


that her claim nst the Government for captured property be ref 
A £ P a 


re 


States military forces during the late war; ; 
Petition of David B. Tennant, praying compensation for certain manufactured 
3 to have been captured by United States military forces during the 
war; an 
Petition of Watson McGill & Co., praying compensation for captured manufact- 


ured tobacco ; 
that in the opinion of this committee the prayer of the petitioners ought 


report 
not to be granted. 

adversely to the petitioners, and ask that the considera- 
tion of the same be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. WHYTE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the petition of Absalom Kirby, passed assistant engineer. 
United States Navy, praying to be restored to his former rank an 

ition on the active list of the Navy, reported a joint resolution 
S. R. No. 68) for the relief of Passed Assistant Engineer Absalom 
Kirby, of the Navy; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange of the City of Saint 
Louis, Missouri, in favor of commercial between the United 
States and France, asked to be disc from their further consid- 
eration, and that they be referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations; which was to. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 33) to ascertain the amount of the claim of Joseph R. 
Shannon, of Louisiana, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 


“BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CARPENTER (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1121) in relation to jury 
trials in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1122) for the relief of Lucy Thompson, administra- 
trix of Linus Thompson, deceased ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1123) to amend section 1113 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relative to post-traders at the military 


posts of the Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1124) for the relief of the heirs of Major D. C. Smith; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HEREFORD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 


to introduce a bill (S. No. 1125) to provide for building a market- 
house on square 446 in the city of Washington, District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WHYTE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1126) for the relief of Lewis Jones, of Balti- 
more; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1127) for the relief of J. W. Burbridge 
& Co. and Robert H. Montgomery; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COKE (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1128) for the relief of widows and 
Pa ae of Osage Indians killed near Medicine Lodge, Kansas, out of 
a fund heretofore appropriated to reimburse said Indians for losses 
of property; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. KERNAN (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1129) for the relief of the 
American Grocer Association of the city of New York; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1130) for the relief of David Wingate, of 
Rechester, New Hampshire ; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. ROLLINS. As the bill is very short, I desire to have it read 
at length and printed in the RECORD. 

The bill was read the second time at length, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, as follows: 

Bo it G., That David of Rochester, New Ham — 
ican 3 was 8 American vessel in cs berg harbor of Fak, 
mouth, England, on the —— day of z 3 on board the British ship 
Gorgon, w. he served until the Ist day of November, 1812, when, he 
would not serve goers his country in war, he was a to the list of 
oners and placed in the Dartmoor prison, where he remained until the close of the 
wur and was then discharged without jog syringe by either his own or the British 
government, be paid, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise a bg 
ated, the sum of $25 per month Fone the sme of bis imprenamnent $0 the declare: 
of peace between the United States and Great Britain, and for six months there- 
after, to enable him to reach his home. 8 

Mr. BECK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S, No. 1131) for the relief of W. H. Slack, of Kentucky ; 
pieu was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1132) for the relief of J. L. Allard and William 
Crozier, of Kentucky; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1133) granting a pension to Michael Hayne : 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORDON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1134) to repay to the State of Georgia $27,175.50, 
money advanced by said State for the defense of her frontiers rs pie 
the Indians from 1795 to 1818, and not heretofore repaid ; which was 
read twice nf Hg title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. BUTLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1135) authorizing the Secretary of War to ad- 
int and settle the account for arms between the State of South Caro- 

ina and the Government of the United States; which was read twice 
by its 5 referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1137) for the relief of George T. 
aon was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ance. 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 1138) to regulate the recovery of costs in suits 
for the infringement of patents; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. COKE (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 69) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to pay taxes accrued, and hereafter to ac- 
crue, on lands belonging to the eastern band of North Carolina Cher- 
okees from the fund belonging to said band remaining to its credit 
on the books of the Treasury Department; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Winfred N. Swayne and Philip K. How- 
ard be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. WITHERS, it was 
Ordered, 3 in 9 naon of the Protestant Episcopal Theological 


, Alex: 
to the Committee on Claims. 


, be taken from the files of the Senate and referred 


On motion of Mr. SLATER, it was 


Ordered, That all papers relating to wreck of the Government t 
Torrent and losses sustained by renon thereof be taken from the files o 
ate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr, ALLISON, it was 

Ordered, That the rs in the case of Durfee & Peck be withdra from 
files of the Senate Sok tel to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 938 ay 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of E. H. Durfee & Co. be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. WALLACE, it was 

Ordered, That the of Bernard Reilly, jr., be taken from the files of 
Senate and referred to t S A 

DISTRICT HEALTH ORDINANCES. 


Mr. HARRIS. At the request of the health officer of the District 
of Columbia I offer a concurrent resolution. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States of America, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That the health ordinances for the District of Columbia, as 
revised, amended, and adopted by the late board of health of said District, Novem- 
ber 19, 1875, er with the tions governing vital statistics, sale of un- 


bark 
the Sen- 


wholesome „inspection of e products, inspection of streets, and s 
ae OF ties saab of LEILA and OINEN ISAGA: TANO D DA DON To 
and the same are hereby, legalized. 


PATRICK SULLIVAN. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I ask the unanimons consent of 
the Senate to take into consideration the bill (S. No. 426) for the re- 
lief of Patrick Sullivan. 

The bill was read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill is favorably reported from the 
Committee on epg: irs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thought it was the understanding when this 
bill was reported that additional information should be obtained. 
Unless that information has been obtained, I shall certainly object to 
its consideration. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. What is the information desired? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Information as to whether the State had paid 
this man or not. This claim is for recruiting ne Sagas sup to 
have been incurred in 1861 and 1862, and for which remuneration has 
been made to the respective States. Now the claimant comes here 
without any evidence to show that the State has not paid him, and 
we have no evidence before us that the State has not been paid. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. The evidence was given before 
the Committee on Military irs nearly two years , and the re- 
port was made by the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. RANDOLPH. 
The claim was again referred to the committee at the last session an 
8 by myself. I believe the claimant is entitled to all that 
he as 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill goes over, 
as the morning hour has not yet expired. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 559. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 559) 18 condemned can- 
non and cannon-balls or field-pieces to William L. Curry Post, No. 18, 
Grand Army of the Bepanio for their place of burial. 

The bill was repo the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


M. F. CLARK. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senate to take up the bill (S. No. 76) for the 
relief of M. F. Clark. 
unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to M. F. Clark $510, being the value of three horses and 
one mule purchased of him by Lieutenant E. D. Hillyer, acting as- 
sistant quartermaster, and Captain E. J. Barnes, assistant quarter- 
master, in 1864, and paid for to other parties, upon vouchers fraudu- 
lently obtained and receipts the signatures to which were forged. 
The bill was. reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN OHIO. 


Mr. THURMAN. I ask that the action of the House of Representa- 
tives on the amendments of the Senate to House bill No. 582 be laid 
before the Senate, with a view to a conference. j 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 582) to provide for circuit and district 
courts of the United States at Columbus, Ohio, and erring cer- 
tain counties from the northern to the southern district in said 
State, and requesting a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and to the conference asked by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Is there objection to the present consid- 


1880. 
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By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was ordered to appoint 
the eonferees on the part of the Senate, and Messrs. THURMAN, GAR- 
LAND, and CARPENTER were appointed. 


GIBBES & CO, 


Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senate to consider at this time the bill 
Gi No. 185) for the relief of Gibbes & Co., of Charleston, South Car- 
olina. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Messrs, Gibbes & Co., of Charleston, South Carolina, 
$4,576.92, being a balance due them on account of money deposited 
by them with the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Is there a report accompanying the 
bill? This seems to me to be something unusual in the way of a bill, 
and I should like to hear the facts abont it. 

Mr. TELLER. There is a report which can be read. The bill comes 
from the Committee on Claims and is unanimously recommended by 
that committee. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should like to hear an explanation 
from the Senator, if the report is not read. 

Mr. TELLER. I will simply say that the Toport shows, and the 
evidence shows, that this money belonging to this firm, owing to a 
apa between the firm and another, was retained for several years, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury says there is no reason why it should 
not be paid. The committee unanimously recommend its payment. 
If the Senator wants the report read, that will be the shortest way. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand the Senator to say 
that there 5 the Secretary of the Treasury. Perhaps 
the reading of that will explain the bill. 

Mr. TE R. The quickest way is to read the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. TELLER 
January 14: 

The Committee on C to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 185) for the relief 
of Gibbes & Co., havin, lly examined the facts, and finding the — pei 3 
by the committee at the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress and second ses- 
sion of the Forty-fifth Congress fully (cea peg the same, as follows: 

“ The facts in relation to this claim, furnished, at the request of your committee, 
in a letter from the Secretary of tho T y, dated July 10, 1876, are as follows: 

“Late in the year 1865 certain cottons in nant; Georgia, were seized or de. 
tained by Treasury ts as confederate or bloc! cottons. They were claimed 
by Gibbes & Co., of Charleston, as being in part their property and in part the 


property of certain English of whom they were the agents. U evidence 
podos u the claimants, the ry of , on the of Febru 
„ dir 


0 — 
a 8 1 2 . the cottons be apresa to 3 payment to the 
ta costs, ©! and expenses or incurred reas 
agents in connection with the restored. gad 
“The amount so paid as charges was principally due to Savary & Co., who were 
engaged in putting in order Government cottons and in trans g and shipping 
the same, The amount of their bill for expenses, &c., on the Gibbes & Co. cotto: 
$44,217.48, was deposited by Gibbes & Co., and went into the hands of the Uni 
States Treasurer. Afterward it was ascertained by Gibbes & Co. that there had 
been delivered to them by mistake one hundred and sixty bales of cotton which 
did not belong to them, and which they accordingly returned. In the bill rendered 
yeaa & Uo. there was charged the sum of $7,733.04 as expended by them on 
this lot This sum Gibbes & Co. claimed should be 


one hundred and sixty bales. 
returned to them by the United States. To this demand Savary & Co. in 
a further b expenses, not included in their first bill, which they claimed the: 


Gibbes & Co. allege that the ch made by Savary & Co. were gen exces- 
sive, but consented to receive at t time the United States the difference 
between their bill of $7,733.04 and tho bill of Savary & Co., $4,576.92, namely, $3,156.12. 
Afterward Savary & Co. applied to the of the for 1 7 — of 
their bill of $4,576.92. Upon a close examination of all their accounts, it was found 
that their chai which had been paid to them in connection with Government 
cottons and cottons seized, but released by the Secretary, were excessive to an 
amount greater than their claim of $4,576.92 against the United States. The pay- 
ment of this claim was therefore refused. 

The balance (namely, $4,576.92) of the bill of $7,733.04 paid by Gibbes & Co., as 
ex on cotton returned to the United States, has never been paid to them. 
Justice would seem to req the payment of this balance. 

In answer to inquiries made by your committee of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury as to whether this claim, if properly presented, would not haye been cogniza- 
ble by the ent without the intervention of Congress, the Secretary, under 
date of July 13, 1876, pe ges that prior to the 30th day of March, 1868, the ques- 
tion to whom the sum of money now claimed by Gibbes & Co. was due, whether to 
them or to Savary & Co., had not been decided. On that day was passed the joint 
resolution of Congress requiring all moneys derived from captured and aban- 
doned property to be covered into the Treasury. The money in question was in- 
cluded in that fund, and was soona covered into the Treasury. Since that 
time no 88 has been made by Congress out of which the claim of 
Gibbes & Co. could N have been paid.“ 

A bill for the relief of Gibbes & Co. passed the Senate April 25, 1878, but failed 
to pass the House of Representatives. 

laimants are clearly entitled to the relief asked, and we therefore report back 
the bill and recommend its passage. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MICHAEL GRANERY AND OTHERS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Lask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 695) for the relief of Michael Granery, Nicholas 
Wax, and Moliere Lange, reported favorably from the Committee on 
Claims in the Forty-fourth Congress and passed the Senute, also in 
the Forty-fifth Congress and passed the Senate. It was reported favor- 
ably in the Honse of Representatives in each case, but did not pass 
both Houses for want of time; and it is again reported favorably. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Michael Granery, Nicholas Wax, and Moliere Lange 


each the sum of $500, in refundment of so much money exacted from 
them as joint 9 on a bond taken by Colonel D. A. Pardee, pro- 
vost-marshal of the district of Baton Rouge, Louisiana, in 1863, for 
the ap nee of one B. F. Rhodes, the payment of which was im- 
proper y and illegally enforced by the marshal. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims, with an amend- 
ment, to add: 


“In full payment and satisfaction therefor.” 


The amendment was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


SUPPLEMENT TO REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. WALLACE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the amendments of the House of Representatives to the joint 
resolution (S. R. No. 19) to provide for the publication and distribu- 
tion of a supplement to the Revised Statutes, reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Revision of the Laws with amendments, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution comes up now, after 
the morning hour, as a matter of right. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amendments of the House of 
Representatives, which were as follows: 


In line 8, after the word “ offices,” to insert: 

„And index and plates and all right and title therein and thereto shall be in and 
fully belong to the Government for its exclusive use and benefit.” 

In line 12, before copies, to strike out six thousand one hundred and seven” 
and insert “six thousand three hundred and fifty-seven." 

In line 17, after ‘‘ 1878," to insert: 

And joint resolution December 21, 1878.” 

In line 24, after supp. ement,” to strike out the words : 

“ There shall be o said editor such compensation, per cop: fixed 
by the Secretary of State, not exceedin, rig cene for each copy printed from the 
8 type lates thereof, to be included in sale price of copies kept for sale.” 

And eu thereof to insert: 


“Including indexing and all clerical work necessary to fully complete said work, 
there shall — to said editor the sum of 83,00.“ 
And to strike out lines 31, 32, and 33, in the following words : 
Aud that to carry into effect the foregoing provisions sufficient money is hereby 
appropriated from any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 
And in lien thereof to insert: 
The publication herein authorized shall be taken to be prima facie evidence of 
the laws therein contained in all the courts of the United States and of the several 
Loner and eee 8 * but = not prontas reference — ae 8 in 
case of any discrepancy, the effect of, any original act as passed mgress since 
the Ist day. of December, 1873: Provided, That nothing — 93 shall be 
construed to change or alter any existing law.“ 
So as to make the joint resolution $ 
That the supplement tothe Revised Statutes, por ser Ses statutes general and 
permanent in their nature passed after the Revised Statutes, with references con- 
necting provisions on the samo subject, eg rest notes, citations of judicial de- 
by William A. Richardson, be angen 543 
ce; and index and plates and all right and title 
therein and thereto shall be in and fully belong to the Government for its exclu- 
sive use and benefit. 


„That 6,357 copies be prim bound, and distributed as provided for the distri- 
bution of the Revised Statutes by the ‘Joint resolution providing for the distri- 
bution and sale of the new edition of the Revised Statutes of the United States," 
May 22, 1878, and joint resolution passed December 21, 1878, and such addi- 

nal ones on the order of the Secretary of State, as may be necessary from 
time to time, to be kept for sale in the same manner and on like terms as the Re- 
vised Statutes are required to be kept for sale, and to supply deficiencies and 
offices 28 created. That for preparing and editing said su — incladin; 
indexing and all clerical work necessary to fully complete work, there 8 


be paid to said editor the sum of $3,500 
be taken to be prima facie evidence of 


y, a8 shall be 


Piko publication Rerein authorized shall 
the laws therein contained in all the courts of the United States and of the sev- 


in case of any discrepancy, the effect of, any original act as passed by Congress 
yof December, 1873: Provided. That nothing herein contained shall 


since the Ist 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To these amendments made by the House 
of Representatives to the joint resolution the Committee on the Re- 
vision of the Laws propose certain amendments, which will be re- 


ported in their order. ‘ 
The CHIEF CLERK. In line 9, it is proposed to insert “the” before 
the word “index,” and after the word “ plates” to insert “ thereof;” 


so as to read: 
And the index and plates thereof and all right and title, &c. 


The amendment to the amendments was agreed to. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In line 29, after the word “work,” it is pro- 
to insert “including the legislation of the first and second ses- 
sions of the Forty-sixth Con in line 32 to strike out “thirty-five 
hundred” and insert “five thousand,” before the word “ dollars,” and 
after the word “dollars” to add: 
And each Senator and Member of the present Congress who would not receive 


copies under said gans resolutions shall receive the same number of copies as other 
Senators or Mem! receive under the same. 


So as to read: 

That for preparing and editing said supplement, including inde: and all cleri- 
cal work necessary to fully complete said work, including the le; tion of the 
first and second sessions of the Forty-sixth Con; be paid to said 
editor the sum of $5,000; and each Senator and Member of the present Congress 
who would not receive copies under said joint resolutions shall receive the same 
number of copies as other Senators or Members receive under the same. 

Mr. WALLACE. I move to strike out the words “of the first and 
second sessions,” so as to read: 


Including the legislation of the Forty-sixth Congress, 


there sl 
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The amendment to the committee’s amendment to the House amend- 


ments was to. 

The committee’s amendment, as amended, was to. 

Mr. WALLACE. In the House amendment, in line 45, after the 
word “ Congress,” I move to strike out the words “ since the Ist day 
of December, 1873,” so as to make the clause a general one. 

The amendment to the House amendments was agreed to. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives, as amended, were 
concurred in. 

UNITED STATES NOTES AS A LEGAL TENDER. 

Mr. BAYARD. I shall ask the consent of the Senate to take up to- 
morrow at the close of the morning hour, Senate joint resolution No. 
49, reported from the Committee on Finance adversely, to withdraw 
the legal-tender power from Treasury notes, so that on that occasion 
I may be permitted to submit some remarks in favor of the passage 
of the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To which the Chair hears no objection ; 
and that will be the order. 


NAVAL OBSERVATORY SITE, 


Mr. WHYTE. Lask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. No. 891) to locate and purchase a new site for the United 
States Naval Observatory. 

By unanimons consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

STEALING FROM INDIANS. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill No. 150, reported from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

8 consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 150) to provide for punishing 
persons who steal horses, mules, and other pro from the Indians. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments. 

The first amendment reported by the committee was in section 1, 
line 3, after the word “steal,” to insert the word “or ;” in the same 
line, after the word“ embezzle,” to strike out the words“ purloin, or 
wrongfully take away ;” in line 10, after the word “ stolen,” to strike 
out ‘‘or;” and in line 11, after the word “embezzled,” to strike out 
“ purloined, or wrongfully taken away ;” so as to make the section 


read 
That any person not an Indian who shall steal or embezzle any horse, mule, 
cattle, or chattels of any kind bel g to Indian or Indians who are 


an 
tendent, shall be 
‘ore any district or circuit court of the U; 


of 
ted 


The amendment was 5 

The next amendment was, in section 2, Iine 7, after the word “stolen,” 
to insert “ or;” in the same line, alter the word “ embezzled,” to strike 
out “purloined, or wrongfully taken away ;” in line 10, after the word 
“stolen,” to insert “or;” in line 11, after the word “em ” to 
strike out “ purloined, or wrongfully taken away ;” and in line 19, 
after the word “felon,” to strike out the words: e 

But if the parties have been convi then the ent against him shall be 
concinatve evidence in the eatin | 3 that the property 
therein described as belonging to any In or Indians under the charge of an In- 
dian agent or Indian superintendent has been stolen or embezzled, purloined, or 
wrongtully taken away. ` 

So as to make the section read : 


Sec. 2. That any person who shall receive, conceal, or aid in concealing, or have 


and retain in his ion with the intent to convert to his own use and gain, any 
horse, mule, cattle, moneys, goods, or chattels of any kind whatever, be g to 
an Indian or Indians under the charge of an Indian t or Indian su tend- 


ent, which has theretofore been s or embezzled an Indian or Indians 
under 5 of an Indian agent or Indian superintendent, by any other per- 
son, knowing the same to have been so stolen or embezzled, such person shall, on 
conviction before the district or circuit court of the United States in the district 
wherein he may have such property, be punished by a fine equal to twice the val- 
uation of said property so stolen and by 5 at hard labor in the peni- 
3 not less than one year nor more five years for each offense, at the 
di m of the court before which he shall be convicted ; and such receiver 

be tried either before or after the conviction of the principal felon. 

The amendment was a, to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 5, after the word “ by,” 
to strike out“ legal process” and insert due process of law ;” in the 
same line, after the word “stolen,” to insert the word “or,” and in 
the same line, after the word “embezzled,” to strike out the words 
“ purloined, or wrongfully taken away ;” so as to make the section 
read: J ; 

Secrion 3. That it shall be the duty of the proper civil officers of the United 
States to seize by due process of law any such horses, mules, moneys, 
or any chattels whatever, which have hitherto been, or may be, or 
embezzled from any Indian or Indians under the charge of an Indian agent or 
Indian superintendent, and return the same to their proper owners. 

The amendment was (pei to. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I did not hear the bill read very distinctly ; but 
if I understood it, if any person shall steal any property of any value, 


may 


be | itation in the matter of punishment. 


without regard to the value of the property, he shall be liable to the 
punishment here prescribed. Is that correct? Should there not bea 
limitation on the value of the property ? 

Mr. CARPENTER. I do not hear the Senator. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I did not hear the bill read very distinctly; but 
as I understand it, it makes it a felony to steal property of an Indian 
withont any re to the value of it. 

Mr. CARPE R. Let the first section be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first section will be read as amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


tle, goods, or chattels 


of any kind belonging to any Indian or Indians who - 
der the charge = dian z giihi 


In 


punished therefor by im: 
one year nor more than vo years Tor cach offense snd bya fine — 
value of the 80 sto y 
the discretion 

Mr. JOHNSTON. It seems to me that is rather too wide. It would 
make it a felony to steal any article, from a jack-knife to a pair of 
horses. It ought to be amended, I think, by inserting, “any article 
x such a value,” fixing a limit. I suggest that to the Senator from 

isconsin. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The object of the bill is to stop stealing from 
Indians, and therefore cut off the supply of Indian wars, and to make 
it an offense punished more severely than stealing by white men from 
white men. The very purpose of the bill explains why it is drawn 
in that form. The Senator, however, will accomplish his purpose by 
moving to amend the Hai Se punishment by saying the offender 
shall be punished by imprisonment not exceeding so much, or by 
striking out the minimum, which would leave it in the discretion of 
the court for the larceny of property of small value to punish by im- 
prisonment for a short term. 

Mr. TELLER. Is there any provision for punishing Indians for 
stealing from white men? 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator a Spencers that this would give the 
Indians a monopoly of stealing ? i ughter.] 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I move to amend—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Perhaps the bill had better be read 
ee and perfected. The next amendment of the committee will 

read. 


The next amendment reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
was, to strike out section 4, in the following words: 

Sec. 4. The military forces of the United States when required may be used to 
enforce this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I think there should be no minimum lim- 
It may be advisable, accord- 
ing to the nature and value of the article stolen, to make the impris- 
onment ten days or thirty days, 3 I move to strike out 
less than one 8 so that there shall be no minimum of pana 
ment. I think it is wrong in all cases. That will leave it entirely in 
the discretion of the court. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Illinois, in section 1, line 13, to strike out “less than 
one year, nor more than,” and insert ‘exceed ;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

Shall be therefor by imprisonment at hard labor in the ten 
ae eg waren y imp: penitentiary 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Then I would insert after the word “ pen- 
itentiary“ the words “ or jail,” so as to leave it discretionary with the 
judge to have the prisoner confined either in a jail or in the peniten- 


tiary. 

Mr. CARPENTER. It should be “imprisonment in the peniten- 

ba at hard labor, or imprisonment in jail.” 

„BECK. I desire to ask the Senator from Wisconsin a question. 
Am I to understand that if a white man steals a iew ears of corn to 
feed his horse from an Indian he shall go to the penitentiary ? 

Mr. CARPENTER. As it is eee to be amended he might be 
sent to jail for stealing corn for his horse. 

Mr. BECK. But he is obliged to go into jail or the penitentiary 
for five years ? 

Mr, CARPENTER. Oh, no; he is not obliged to go there for that 
length of time. 

. BECK. But he is to go for five years if the judge should choose 
to send him. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Not more than five years, the time under that 
being entirely discretionary with the court. 

Mr. BECK. I simply desired to know what the provision of the 
bill was. I am willing to punish a white man who steals from an 
Indian just as I would a white man who steals from a white man; 
but I do not think the law anywhere would send a man for five years 
to the penitentiary, if the judge saw fit to send him there so long, 
even if ie did steal some trivial article, as I observed, enough corn to 
feed his horse. I merely desired information so that I could vote 

inst the ae as I surely will if that is the form of it. 
Alx. SAUNDERS. Allow me to state for the information of the 


Senator from Kentucky that sometimes this is done in a very 
way. It isnot the stealing of a single horse or of asingle pony. Some- 
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times animals are driven off from the agencies, as I have reason to 
know by letters received, into pere of my State. They are taken 
from the reservations in large herds, twenty or thirty at a time. A 
man who would do that, it seems to me, ought to be punished severely, 
though I do not know that he ought to be imprisoned five years. This 
bill, as I understand, says that the punishment shall not exceed five 
years, and therefore I think it is good enough as it is. 

I have letters in my possession from a United States officer, 2 mar- 
shal, who tells me that no less than one thousand ponies have been 
stolen from the Spotted Tail and Red Cloud neies in the last year. 
Since the line has been run the reservation of Red Cloud comes within 
about two miles of the line of Nebraska, and men go over at night 
and drive off horses, ponies, &c., in herds and get them out, and then 
they are taken off into other States and sold. This is one case. There 
may be a dozen others in other States and Territories; but that be- 
longs to my own State, and we want some kind of punishment for 
this class of people. If that here proposed is exorbitant or too severe, 
let it be amended, but let us have some bill of this kind. I believe 
there is a necessity for it, and I hope it will pass in some form. 

Mr. GARLAND. I think the Senator from Kentucky is under a 
misapprehension as to the 33 of the bill. Nee cannot 
very well specify the length of time the punishment s extend in 
all cases. An othe words, it cannot © a gradation of punish- 
ment for each particular offense ; but it can fix a maximum, which 
it has done, leaving to the court the discretion of 59 i | the im- 

risonment from five years to one day, as it pleases. The judge hear- 
ing the testimony, knowing all the facts according to the offense as 
presented to him, can fix the proper period of time. You cannot very 
well frame the law differently and make a gradation of the punish- 
ment for all the different offenses. It is vested in the discretion of 
the judge in this case just as in others. 

Mr. Y. The amendment as proposed authorizes the court in 
its discretion to confine the accused in jail for five years, as I under- 
stand it. I have never before heard of Rowe: bole. vested in any 
court to confine a man in jail for that length of time. In most 
States—I do not know how it is in the State of Wisconsin 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. That was not the intention. 

Mr. MAXEY. I think it likely it was not. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. That was not the intention; therefore the 
words “imprisonment in jail” had better be put after ‘ confinement 
in the penitentiary.” 

Mr. MAXEY. Iwas about to add that in most States confinement 
in the penitentiary renders a man infamous in the law, while confine- 
ment in jail does not; and yet here is power to confine in jail for five 


years— 

asi AVIN of Illinois. I have just told the Senator that was not 
intended. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator who has this 
bill in charge why there is any necessity for making the bill so broad 
as it is. It seems to me that it authorizes the conviction of a man in 
any of the States. The State laws now in force, I suppose, are ample 
in the States at least; I do not know how it may be in the Territories, 
Why we should make what is a petit larceny when an article is stolen 
from a white man a felony when it is stolen from an Indian on the 
same ground is more than I can understand. 

Mr, DAVIS, of Illinois. I think this amendment will satisfy every- 
body: “ punished therefor by imprisonment at hard labor in the peni- 
tentiary not exceeding five years, or imprisonment in jail, at the dis- 
cretion of the court, not exceeding one year.” 

Mr. MAXEY. That will do. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment of the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Davis] as m: 5 

Mr. JOHNSTON. The same amendment ought to be made in the 
second section, line 15. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is first on this amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that the bill is much broader than 
need be. If the purpose, as stated by the Senator who introduced it, 
(Mr. Saumpans,{is sim ly to protect the Indians from raids made on 
the reservation, the bill perhaps will do that; but it does much more, 
and it introduces a rule that seems to me to be objectionable. Under 
this bill if an Indian goes outside of his reservation and into a State 
or into a Territory with his property and it is stolen by a white man, 
the offense is made a felony. Now, in the first place he has no busi- 
ness there, and should be kept on his reservation; but, if he does go 
off, we say that if anybody purloins any of his property, however 
small, however inconsequential it may be, it may be the? most trifling 
thing in the world, that person is guilty of a felony, while if a crime 
a the same characteris permitted against a white man it is but petit 

arceny. 

I am quite as much in favor of protecting the Indians in all their 
rights as any man in the Senate, but I am not quite prepared to say 
that one rule of punishment shall be meted out to a man when he 
steals from an Indian off his reservation, and another rule when he 
steals a similar article from a white man. 

In the second place, there is no reason why the United States Gov- 
ernment should attempt to punish an offense of that kind committed 
off the reservation. Every State and every Territory has made it an 
offense to steal from an Indian, certainly off the reservation. Icalled 
the attention of the committee, and inquired whether they had made 


it an offense for an Indian to steal from a white man. They said they 
had nothing to do with that; that was beyond their jurisdiction. 
Why? If they can go into the county of Arapaho, which contains 
the capital of the State of Colorado, and punish in the United States 
court a citizen of Colorado who has stolen a jack-knife from an Indian 
by making it a felony, they ought to be able, also, in the United 
States courts to punish the Indian who has stolen property from the 
citizens of Colorado. We have a great number of complaints in Col- 
orado of this kind, and we are met by the authorities with the state- 
ment that for all those acts there is no redress whatever. I do not 
believe that the committee have very carefully considered this bill; 
I do not believe it is a good idea to introduce one rule of legislation 
in the same section of country, in the same Territory, for the Indian, 
and another for the white man. 

Mr. BECK, The reason I asked the question I did was because I 
know, as the Senator who has just taken his seat has said, that all over 
the States or at least portions of the States of Minnesota, Nebraska, 
and Iowa, where I haye been, the Indians not only go off the reserva- 
tions, but they are allowed by the United States officials to go and 
hunt and 8 ay hunted 8 ee geo foun 170 
very good hunters. ey go with their wagons, their ponies, their 
everything; and the idea does seem to me to be monstrous that 
when those Indians are going about the country just as other people 
are, if any white man should be cha with stealing, if yon please 
a dozen ears of corn or a jack-knife, he shall go to the penitentiary, 
if the judge of the court sees fit to send him there, for five years, 
while if an Indian were to steal similar articles from a white man his 
offense would be pariy larceny. The Indian hunts and fishes over 
great portions of the States along the Missouri River both in Nebraska 
and Iowa, He does the same in Minnesota. 

Mr, TELLER. And in Colorado. 

Mr. BECK. I have seen them hunting and have hunted with them, 
as I have said, and very good hunters ay are. The white man is 
punished by the State law of course for stealing from the Indian; but 
now if an Indian goes about anywhere, (and they are nearly all the 
time off the reservation as well as on it,) and loses a dozen ears of 
corn or a jack-knife or anything that he leaves lying around that a 
white man picks up, that white man can be sent to the penitentiary 
for five years. For that reason I said this bill will be a bad law. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
if he thinks any Federal judge would send a man to the penitentiary 
for five years for stealing an ear of corn? 

Mr. BECK. Ido. The Federal judges may be better in that coun- 
try than they are in some other sections, but I have heard of Federal 
judges who would be very glad to send men to the penitentiary for 
five years for anything. I could name them if it was worth while. I 
would not give an jndge that power. 

Mr, C ENTER. would introduce a bill to abolish that judge. 

Mr. BECK. We tried that several times, but could not even do that. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish the Senator from Wisconsin would say oe 
what ground the committee make a distinction between the In 
and white men in this bill; why it is made a penal offense for an: 
person not an Indian to steal while the Indian himself who steals 
allowed to go with impunity; why the Indians are allowed a 1 
of stealing? And in that connection, if the Senator will be enoug 
to give me his views, I should like him to state whether he does not 
believe that under the lan and by the operation of the four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution the Indian who is born within 
the limits of the United States, and subject to its jurisdiction is not 
ipso facto a citizen of the United States and subject to its laws? If 
that is true, if the Indian is a citizen of the United States, as I believe 
him to be, then in my opinion this proposed bill is unconstitutional 
and ought not to be In any event, I am very clear that as a 
matter of 5 as a matter of justice, as a matter to promote 
the interest of the white man and the Indian, it is exceedingly inju- 
dicious and ought not to be made into a law. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, I had no idea that so innocent 
a bill as this, merely to punish stealing from Indians, would open up 
in the Senate a discussion of the whole Indian policy, and especiall 
of the construction of the fourteenth amendment. I therefore di 
not come prepared particularly to discuss that question. If the Sen- 
ator from Kansas will take the trouble to examine he will finda 
report made by the Judiciary Committee of the Senate some four 
years ago, which I had the honor to draw myself, upon that very 

uestion, which was referred to the committee by the Senate, whether 
the fourteenth amendment had abolished the tribal relation of Indi- 
ans and made them citizens of the United States. I know that the 
report was that it had not, and I think it was the unanimous opinion 
of the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not agree with the conclusion of the report. 

Mr, CARPENTER. The Senator was not asking me what the law 
was, but what my opinion was. [Laughter.] was stating my 
opinion only. I do not propose to estop the Senator from Kansas from 
entertaining a different opinion, but simply to state my own. It 
would be a pretty broad consequence to follow the fourteenth amend- 
ment if the construction which the Senator from Kansas puts upon 
it is the sound one; every treaty between us and every tribe of In- 
dians would fall to the ground. The United States cannot entertain 
treaty relations with our own citizens, There is no clause in the Con- 
stitution that authorizes the President and Senate to make treaties 
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with American citizens. They may make treaties with foreign na- 
tions and with Indian tribes, and it is because the Indian tribes are 
regarded as quasi nations that the treaties have been made and are 
upheld. If that tribal relation be abolished by the fourteenth amend- 
ment, if the Indians be all made citizens of the United States in the 
sense in which I understand the Senator to express his opinion they 
are, then certainly every treaty existing when the fourteenth amend- 
ment was passed fell to the ground. 

Mr. INGALLS. If they did not fall, I think they ought to have 
fallen. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Senator, I think, is mingling what he de- 
sires to have law with what is law. He may be sound on the one sub- 
ject and very unsound on the other. I think it is not the law that 
the fourteenth amendment has made all the Indians citizens of the 
United States. In the broad, fraternal, affectionate feeling of Con- 

and the Government for the last ten years we have extended 
rotherhood and citizenship pretty broadly, but I do not think it 
takes in the Utes. Ido not think the Senator from Kansas, in the 
highest flights of his ambition or benevolence, can hold his hand out 
to them and call them “my fellow-citizens.” They are Indians, and 
have tribal relations and treaty rights; and they are not, as I under- 
stand it, citizens of the United States under the fourteenth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. INGALLS. Even supposing they are not, why should they not 
be punished if they commit crime? 

r. CARPENTER. There are two or three things to be said in that 
connection, and one of them I think is quite sufficient, that the In- 
dian nation has jurisdiction to punish stealing among themselves. 
Under their treaty rights from the United States they have jurisdic- 
tion between Indian and Indian, but they have not jurisdiction over 
a white man. If one Indian steals from another on the reservation, 
one member of a tribe from another, the Indian tribe will punish him 
according to their own laws and regulations. They cannot ae a 
white man. Now, it is proposed by this bill that Congress s pro- 
vide punishment against the white man that the Indians cannot pro- 
vide, and for the reason that they cannot. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if he knows of any 
State or Territory where there is not a law that punishes a white man 
for stealing from Indians? If he does, I should like to ask him where 
it is. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Let me ask the Senator from Colorado 

Mr. TELLER. I want the Senator who has charge of the bill and 
who reported it to say whether that is so or not. Is there any State 
that has failed to provide punishment for stealing by white men 
from Indians? 

Mr. CARPENTER. I do not know. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I ask whether that law would apply to reserva- 
tions where white men are prohibited from going, and where the 
Indians have a right to make their own laws to regulate their own 
affairs, but have no right to interfere with white ple? Would 
such State laws extend to Indian reservations? Each State can pass 
laws regulating affairs in its own limits; but an Indian reservation 
is in another territory, not in the State at all. 
ane TELLER. I will answer that question if the Senator will 

ow me. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Ishall be through in a moment; I want to put 
the whole question before the Senator. 

As I understand, the States cannot interfere with the Indians on 
their reservations. The Indians have no right to go off the reserva- 
tions to follow their horses or their mules and cattle into our State. 
Now, the question is, whether, when our peo le or any other people 
go into the reservations of the Indians and take property from them 
and out of the reservations into the State, the State law can cover 
that case and thus extend outside of its own limits. 

Mr. TELLER. Whether that is a fact or not is a mooted question, 
and I do not propose to pass on it so far as the reservations are con- 
cerned, But this bill goes further. Itis not abill to punish white 
men for stealing on the Indian reservations—it is to punish them 
for stealing from Indians anywhere. It is to adopt a new rule; that 
is, that it is a crime to steal from one man when it is not a crime of 
the same grade to steal from another. If, as I said before, the most 
trifling offense is committed in the way of larceny, it is made a fel- 
ony under this act, provided the owner of the property is an Indian; 
but if he is a white man, then it remains petit eny. 

There is not so much necessity for this pro law as the Senator 
from Nebraska would lead you to suppose. The moment the persons 
who commit this offense get off the reservation, they become amena- 
ble to State law by an elementary principle of criminal law. The 
moment they bring the property into Nebraska and have it in their 
possession they haye stolen it in Nebraska by a law as old as any law 
that we have got, and are amenable to Nebraska law. They steal it 
in Dakota if they bring it there, and they can be punished in Dakota. 
They steal it in Nebraska when they have it in their possession there, 
and can be punished in Nebraska. 

Now, Mr. dent, I have no objection to anything that will pro- 
tect the Indians. I am anxious to protect them from bad white men 
and from bad Indians; but I do insist that it is a remarkable condi- 
tion of things when we come here in the Senate of the United States 
and declare that a white man committing a theft from an Indian in 
the city of Denver, the capital of my State, shall be punished in a 


different manner and in a different court from what he would be if 
he had stolen that same property from a white man. It is an invasion 


of the rights of the people of that part of the State to settle their 


own affairs of this character. The Government of the United States 
has no right to come there and declare that the offense is of a differ- 
ent character and of a different nature because the owner of the 
property happens to be an Indian. It might with as much propriety 
say that if I steal from a Norwegian or a German or any other for- 
eigner who has not taken out his naturalization papers, if should be 
a special offense because of the character of the person whose prop- 
erty was taken. 

I object to it upon principle, and I do not propose to be put down 
by the suggestion of the Senator from Wisconsin that this is an inno- 
cent bill, and that I am opposed to punishing men who steal! 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, I say for one to the Senator 
from Colorado that, though he cannot be defeated by an argument, 
he may be apposed by an amendment. He construes this bill to 
mean that if anybody should, in Massachusetts for instance, steal 
from an Indian, he would thereby violate this act. That is not our 
understanding of it; but I propose to offer this amendment in the 
third line of the first section, so as to read: 

Any person not an Indian who shall, on any Indian reservation, steal from, &. 

Mr. TELLER. I will not object to that amendment; but there is 
the whole vice of the bill which, as I said to the Senator, the com- 
sista oral pray not have very well considered or they never would have 
re 5 

r. CARPENTER. The Senator seems to be after the Judiciary 
Committee more than he is after the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, debate on the question which Senators 
seem dis to discuss would be more pertinent to another bill be- 
fore the ate. The Senator from Kansas asks whether Indians are 
not now citizens of the United States. The main objection made to 
the bill for the organization of the Indian Territory is that clause 
which provides for citizenship to the Indians comprising the five civ- 
ilized nations; and the distinct and emphatic claim is now set up and 
has been set up always by members of those tribes that they are not 
citizens of the United States, and they strenuously oppose the organ- 
ization of a United States ict court for that Territory upon the 
claim that punishment for crime there is exclusively with the Indian 
tribunals, and that the Government of the United States has no right 
to administer any punishment upontheir members. The United States 
court organized and in session at Fort Smith, in the State of Arkan- 
sas, has jurisdiction over suits to which a citizen of the United States 
is a party. That court has no jurisdiction in regard to the members 
of the Indian tribes. The claim, I repeat, is distinctly made, and the 
issue will come before this Snero whether those Indians shall 
remain in the center of the jurisdiction of the United States Govern- 
ment and disclaim all allegiance as citizens to that Government. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to this bill because it is based upon 
that namby-pamby sentimentality which draws a distinction between 
Indians and other persons subject to the jurisdiction of this Govern- 
ment. 

The Senator from Nebraska ag cohen the Indianscannot leave their 
reservations. Sir, the truth is that the young men, the dog warriors 
of all these tribes, as they are termed, as soon as they are fed by the 
United States and armed by traders, stay upon their reservations not 
one single minute longer than they can mount their horses and join 
some Indian chief then upon the war-path. The vice of the Indian 
Page of the United States has been and is that there is one law for 
the Indian and another for the white man and other persons subject 
to the jurisdiction of the Government. Let there be one law for the 
white and black and red. Let the Indians of the country know that 
they are subject to the same authority, the same Manche the 
same laws that the white men of the country are subjected to. But 
so long as this fiction remains in the laws of the country, there is 
certain to be the existence of the same eyils that we have had in the 
past few years. 

To-day, sir, what are the facts in regard to the Indian Territory and 
the Indians upon the plains? I undertake to say—and I can estab- 
lish the fact by testimony so unimpeachable that there shall be no ques- 
tion in regard to it—that the Indians upon the plains are mounted 
now, not upon their ponies, which can be had by the hundred and by 
the thousand in the mountain gorges, but they are mounted on horses 
which are a mixture of the California and American breeds, stolen 
from the white people of this country in order that they may ride 
them upon the war-path. These are thefacts. Yet here now, in the 
Congress of the United States, is presented a bill which, as the Sena- 
tor from Kansas properly remarks, gives a 5 of stealing to the 
Indians, and if they understand anything they understand that iden- 
ticalidea. If there is anything in which the Indian is an expert and 
for which he is entitled to a patent almost by nativity, it is that very 
identical 8 picking up anything that lies around loose that does 
not belong to him and carrying it off,in the language of the common 


law, and in Indian parlance taking it to his own lodge and hiding it 
so effectually that the owner can never discover it. 

a CARPENTER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Does he think Congress can ponai one Indian 
for stealing from another on an Indian reservation 
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Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not see that that affects the issue 
before the Senate in this bill. I will say to the Senator, that in a 
very few days a bill will be introduced from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories which proposes to punish Indians in the Indian Territory 
for stealing from each other. But whether that be so or not, the 
principle of the bill before us is simply to the effect that if a white 
man steals from an Indian an extrao and unusual punishment 
shall be inflicted on him, but if an Indian steals from a white man 
he is to be subjected to the Indian tribunals, if it is done inside of 
his own reservation, or, if elsewhere, the ordinary punishment for 
petit larceny is to be inflicted on him. 

Sir, the whole principle of this bill is wrong, and I repeat that un- 
til there is one law for the white man, one law for the negro, one law 
for the red man in this country, the vices which have sprung up un- 
der the Indian system will continue to exist. I protest against any 
legislation which says to the people of the United States or the world 
that the red men of this country are to be considered the 
wards of the nation and protected in their crimes, while the white 
mau isto be subjected to the ordinary jurisdiction. 

Mr. CARP Mr. President, it seems remarkable that Sen- 
ators will not see the distinction between passing a law to punish a 

erson who commits a crime where that person is subject to our jur- 
isdiction, and passing a law to punish a person for committing a 
crime who is not ote aie to our jurisdiction. 

Mr. SLATER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. Would 
not the stealing of horses or cattle or property of any description out- 
side of any Indian reservation and within a State organization be 
punishable under this bill? 

Mr. CARPENTER. I do not think it would, but I have already 
offered an amendment to take away all apprehension on that subject. 

Mr. SLATER. But let me continue my question. Then, in that 
case, would there not be a conflict of jurisdiction between State an- 
thority and Federal authority, in the attempt of the Federal author- 
ity to punish a crime committed on any Indian reservation within a 
State, as the crime of larceny? 

Mr. CARPENTER. Undoubtedly there would; but in my opinion 
this bill was never subject to any such objection. Ido not think it 
is the fair construction of the bill as reported. But there is no dif- 
ference of opinion as to what the bill should mean; and so as to 
make it certain I have moved an amendment on the third line, first 
page, of this bill; and, amended as I move, the bill will read thus: 

That any person not an Indian who shall, on any Indian reservation, steal or 
embezzle the property of an Indian, &c. 

Now, says the Senator from Missouri, why gre a monopoly ot 
stealing to the Indians; why let an Indian steal from another Indian 
and not punish him, while you punish a white man for stealing from 
an Indian. The difference is very manifest. In the first place, the 
white man who goes on a reservation is criminal for going there. If 
he adds to that crime that of larceny from an Indian, that is an ad- 
ditional crime, whereas the Indian who steals from an Indian is to 
suffer the punishment which the Indian nation metes out to him. 

The Senator from Missouri says that he wants to see one law for 
allmen. Very well, that good time may come; it will not come for 
several years, though, I take it. It will not come until the whole 
treaty system with the Indians is abolished, and until by the strong 
hand we shall put them down, either repudiate or recede or secede 
from our treaties with them, and then because we have got the force 
to compel them to submit, subjugate them, enslave them, or compel 
them to submit to such terms as we may dictate. 

Now, I do not pro to enter into any sentimental discussion here 
about the rights of the Indians. They have had, in my opinion, a 
REE ag road to travel in this country ever since the Puritan 

ded on Plymouth Rock. If I was disposed to yield to any sym- 
athy, I should say that I a hg É strongly with the In- 
ians in these matters. I believe half our Indian wars have been 


provoked by white men. We set off a reservation to a tribe of Indians, 


and this great Government enters into a solemn treaty guaranteeing 
that they shall have the possession of that land undisturbed and free 
from intrusion by white men. As soon as the treaty is signed some 
mines are discovered on an Indian reservation, and away go the white 
men, in violation of treaty and law and everything else, and take 
ion of as much as they please of the Indian territory, intro- 
uce their ideas of cultivating land and modern improvement Ko., 
until the Indian cannot stand it any longer and fights, and then we 
put him dowu. 

It is a little significant that from those States which surround these 
Indians, and where great profits may be made out of Indian wars, 
there is such a violent opposition to a bill which simply says that a 
white man who violates the law by going on an Indian reservation 
and adds to that the crime of larceny shall be punished. If the Sen- 
ate really desire not to punish such an offense, they will kill this bill. 
If they desire to punish it, I see no objection to the bill, and I have 
heard no objection to the bill which is not completely obviated by 
the amendment I have offered. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Wis- 
consin if he does not understand that under the present intercourse 
laws white persons may be punished for going on Indian reservations 
and stealing the pro of Indians there. I am under the impres- 
sion that is the state of law at the present time. 

I myself, from my knowledge of the object sought to be accom- 


s 


lished by this bill, shall vote against the amendment proposed by 
The Senator from Wisconsin. This bill is aimed articularly at an 
evil that exists on the northwestern border of my State. The Sioux 
Indians, who have their reservation on the north and west of our 
State, are in the habit of ing their mules and ponies and cattle 
on the south side of the Niobrara River. There is no white settle- 
ment there, there are no white people residing there; nevertheless 
there is a set of white outlaws upon the border who, when these ani- 
mals are found grazing on the south side of the river, make raids 
upon them, and that induces raids by the Indians upon the property 
of the white people in the western part of the State who are them- 
selves engaged in grazing. Indeed this grazing interest in the west- 
ern part of my State is one of the most important in this whole coun- 
try. Tens of thousands of cattle are there yearly fattened for the 
great markets of this and European countries, and it is the protection 
of this great interest which we are aiming at by giving protection to 
Indians so that they shall have no excuse for retaliation upon the 
law-abiding and unoffending citizens whose property is scattered 
wide over that vast range. 

It must be remembered that the Indians are no respecters of per- 
sons; if they are stolen from they steal in return the nearest Er 
erty they can find belonging to white people, and the object of this 
bill is more particularly to secure the protection for white people and 
of the property of white ple through this protection of the In- 
dian himself; and I should say that if the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin should prevail, the object sought to be accom- 

lished would fail. Moreover, I see that the committee has reported 
n favor of striking out section 4, which authorizes the use of the 
military force of the United States when required to enforce this act. 

Mr. CARPENTER. That has been stricken out already. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iwas not in when the bill was first considered, 
but I shall feel disposed to vote against the bill if that section is 
stricken out, because it is an utter impossibility in that wild, unor- 
ganized country to serve process or toenforce process, or to visit pun- 
ishment upon the outlaws who in large numbers combine and con- 
spire to steal property fromthe Indians. I should feel more like ad- 
vocating the retention of that section than almost any other section 
of the bill. The bill itself would be an absurdity so far as the pro- 
tection of that frontier is concerned without that provision or some 
other that would authorize the use of the Army as a posse comitatus. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I should like to ask him if the law does not 
already provide for using the whole force of this nation to enforce 
its civil process, except on election day? 

Mr. PADDOCK. No, sir; there is a distinct and emphatic provis- 
ion, passed during the Forty-fifth Congress, which prohibits the use 
of the Army as a posse comitatus for any civil purpose whatever; and 
Isought at the last session most earnestly to secure the 2 5 of that 
clause, which is to be found in the Army appropriation bill of 1878. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed 2 the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not propose to be led off from this bill by 
anything the Senator from Wisconsin says or any allusion that he 
makes, covert or otherwise, to the people of the frontier. When the 
time does come and when it is a proper time to do it I pro to be 
heard on the Indian question. I now have this bill and I do not pro- 
pose to discuss anything else, but I pro to discuss this bill, be- 
cause I think it is vicious in its 3 , more vicious in principle 
perhaps than in its application, if that can be. It comes from a very re- 
spectable committee, a committee of great es and great authority, 
and we have been in the ey as a general thing, of receiving what- 
ever came from the Judiciary Committee without much investigation. 

Now, the Senator says it never was contemplated to punish by this 
bill except for stealing on the reservations, and yet every line of the 
bill in the first and second sections is full of contradiction of that 
statement, and I say that no lawyer of any experience or any char- 
acter can read the bill and assert that it was confined to the reser- 
vations. If the Judiciary Committee say so I will guarantee that 
the lawyers of the Senate who are not on the Judiciary Committee, 
if they will take the bill and look at it a moment, will see that the 
statement cannot be supported. 

He says that he has removed all the vice of the bill by 1 
that it shall apply to “any n, not an Indian, who shall steal on 
any Indian reservation.” t may remove the objection in the first 
section; but take the second 

p ARPENTER. I suppose the sections will be made to corre- 
nd, 

Mr. TELLER. You cannot amend the second section unless you 
strike it out. The whole second section is based on the theory, and 
it is for the purpose, and the avowed purpose if the language means 
anything, to punish a man who shall take rad pb off the reserva- ` 
tion, and it is made specially the duty of United States courts to pun- 
ish cases of that kind: 

That any person who shall receive, conceal, or aid in concealing, or have and 
retain in his possession with the intent to convert to his own use and gain, Ko. 

Then it goes on clear through the section; and further it says in 
the third section: 


That it shall be the duty of the proper civil officers of the United States to seize 
by due process of law any such horses, mules, cattle, moneys, Ko. 
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There is no objection, perhaps, to that part of it. If you want to 
authorize the officers of the Government to seize the property, that 
is well enough; but the second section is explicit, and it could not 
have been ie more carefully for the purpose of declaring that 
this is not confined to what occurs on a reservation. The very pur- 
pose was to say that if an Indian was found in Massachusetts and 
somebody stole his buckskin, that should be a felony. I deny that 
the United States Government has any jurisdiction over such a case. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Nobody suggested it. It is not likely that case 
would go very far. . 

Mr. TELL Then amend the bill so that it will be consistent. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I have already moved to amend. 

Mr. MAXEY. A bill of so much importance as this, it occurs to me 
should be very carefully considered. The amendment which was 
offered by the Senator from Wisconsin in the fifth line of the bill 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Texas permit the 
Chair to interrupt him? The pending amendment which should be 
first disposed of, as the Chair understands, is the amendment of the 
Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. MAXEY. That would make no difference to the line of argu- 


ment I propose to 31 5 

The VICE-PRE IDENT. The Chair only proposed to state the 

uestion. 8 

A Mr. MAXEY. The bill, as originally drawn, clearly and unques- 
tionably, in my judgment, does confer on the United States district 
court the power to try and determine offenses committed within the 
limits and jurisdiction of the States. That was my construction of 
the original bill. Now, the amendment pro by the Senator from 
Wisconsin to confine this to crimes committed within the limits of 
Indian reservations removes that trouble from the first section; but, 
as was said, and well said, by the Senator from Colorado, the same 
vice runs all through the second section. It is possible that may be 
amendable, but it must be amended to conform to the firstsection to 
make the bill worth anything. 

Mr. PADDOCK. May J the Senator from Texas a question ? 

Mr. MAXEY. I would rather finish the poms I was trying to make. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam very anxious to have the Senator answer a 
question. I should like to inquire of him if he does not think it prac- 
ticable and proper that an Indian, wherever he may be, shall be con- 
sidered so maona 8 Toer A she Conatitation ae ee laws that 
his property rotec ike the pro any other person, 
although ou aag 5 go further with im in respect of the matter 
of citi i 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I have great respect for human lib- 
erty and for human rights, and I am trying, as far as I know how to 
do it, to aid in that, and I am unwilling to confer on any court the 
power to try a man and deprive him of liberty without knowing pre- 
cisely what Iam doing. I respect the rights of an Indian, but cer- 
tainly not higher than the rights of a white man. The Indian is not 
a citizen of the United States, in my judgment. The fourteenth 
amendment does not make him so. He is not counted in the appor- 
JJ tie eciginal ora epte kera ert. we 

, and clearly the origi onstitution desi icle 1, sec- 

ion 2, to be the mark of citizenship, and it is not changed by the 
fourteenth amendment. That, however, is outside the main discus- 
sion. I do not care to go into that. I can understand perfectly why 
the Judiciary Committee should extend this bill only to white men 
committing offenses against Indians, because offenses committed b; 
Indians against Indians are not within the jurisdiction of the Fed- 
eral courts. Hence that was properly left out. But by the second 
section, if a piece of property is stolen, it matters not who stole that 
property, and it is retained by a man living in a State, who was never 
within the limits of an Indian reservation in his life, if he knowingly 

ts the stolen prope and conceals it, knowing it to have been 
stolen, then under this bill the power is given to the Federal courts 
to try that man who was never inside an Indian reservation in his 
life, but livin, 5 within the jurisdiction of the State courts. 


Mr. CARP. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion at that point? 
Mr. MAX Certainly. 


Mr. CARPENTER. If a white man comes upon an Indian reserva- 
tion and steals property and takes it over into a State—— 

Mr. MAXEY. It is a continuing offense. 

Mr. CARPENTER. A continuous stealing! The second section, 
amended as it is proposed to amend it, will read in this way: “that 
any man,” in the State of Wisconsin or any other State, who shall 
knowingly receive pro; which he knows has been stolen on an 
Indian reservation by a white man shall be punishable so and so. 

Mr. MAXEY. Undoubtedly if a man inside of an Indian res- 
ervation and steals property and carries it out of there, the offense of 
theft is complete within the reservation, and, if possession is con- 
tinued, he may by the laws of some of the States at least be prose- 
cuted for fraudulently bringing stolen property within the limits of 
the State, and therefore the territorial jurisdiction attaches to the 
Federal courts for stealing within the reservation, and he may be 
prosecuted, where State laws provide, in the State courts for feloni- 
ously bringing stolen property into the State. It matters not where 
he carries that property, be is liable to prosecution. The case sug- 
Ses by the Senator Wisconsin was not the case I put. I sa 

at the property may have been stolen within a reservation, an 


carried beyond that reservation by the thief, sold to a third man who 
never was in that reservation in his life, and that third man who con- 
ceals the stolen property, snowing it to be stolen, is under this bill 
liable to trial and punishment in a Federal court, which is against all 
m 2 of the rights of the States and the Federal Government. 

ut I would call attention to another point, because the Judiciary 
Committee, it seems to me, should weigh, above all other committees, 
technical words, This bill says that “any person not an Indian who 
shall steal or embezzle any horse, mule, cattle,” &c. I do not know 
how a man could embezzle a horse or a mule unless held in trust. 
That is something new, I think; and knowing so well as I do what 
a very able lawyer the Senator is who made this report, I assume that 
that passed withont his noticing it. It does include goods, &c., 
which are, when held in trust, the subject-matter of embezzlement. 

Mr. CARPENTER. May nota horse be embezzled? 

Mr. MAXEY. Ido not know how you would go about that under 
the phraseology of this bill. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Suppose I should intrust to my friend from 
Texas my horse to take to Philadelphia and sell it, and on the way 
there he should violate his trust and sell that horse and dispose of it, 
would not that be embezzlement of that horse ? 

Mr. MAXEY. I would say that I think the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, in all his reading of law, never heard the word “embezzlement” 
as applied to a horse or a mule in this bill. He may get it up for this 
occasion, but for this only. The words “steal” and“ embezzle” seem 
to be used in the bill to mean the same thing. 

Mr. CARPENTER. If that be so, then the word “embezzlement ” 
would 1 to the horse if he cannot be embezzled. 

Mr. Therefore the bill is inartistically drawn, as it ap- 

to me, and inartistic language should never emanate from the 
udiciary Committee. 

Mr. CARPENTER. On that theory the word “embezzle” would a 
ply to what could be embezzled, and the word “steal” to what could 
be stolen. I do not assent to that construction, however. 

Mr. MAXEY. Ihave always thought there should be as little room 
left for courts to apply judicial construction as possible under the 
language which we speak. In other words, the Legislature should 

è its meaning plain and distinct and leave the courts, if ible, 
nosing to do but say of it ita lex scripta est. Now, if any living man 
can tell by the bill itself what it means to apply the word “ embez- 
zie” and what the word “steal” to, is a little more than I can tell. 

The Senator was making some criticisms, something in this way, 
namely: that it was a little si thata bill like this should meet 
with such opposition from the States which surround these reserva- 
tions, intimating thereby that it was the desire of those livingin those 
States, I suppose, to appropriate this Indian property. Now, I say to 
that Senator that we have a bill pending in the House, and which I 
hope and trust in the wisdom of this body will be enacted into a law, 
that the Indians shall not be permitted to go beyond their reservations 
into the limits of the States. I know thatas far as my State is con- 
cerned the reservation Indians have gone there and do go there from 
the reservations and steal by wholesale and carry the property back 
inside of the reservations, and up to the present time we have not 
been able to recover that property. So faras the people of Texas are 
concerned we do not want to go among them; neither do we want 
them to come among us. We are willing to have them remain on 
their reservations, and if a white man steals property within a reser- 
vation let that man be punished, but do not pass a bill which, as 
claimed by the Senator from Nebraska, [Mr. PADDOCK, ] the colleague 
of the Senator who introduced it, [Mr. SAUNDERS, I was designed and 
intended to strike at people without the reservations who might steal 
property from an Indian who happened to live inside the reservations, 
3 the property was stolen outside, and thus to confer on the 
Fed courts, in direct violation of the rights of the State, a juris- 
diction which they have not got under the Constitution, and which 
belongs exclusively to the States. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator allow me to remind him of a 
fact? A Federal judge in our State recently allowed the writ of 
habeas to be exercised in favor of an Indian who had been 
wron y taken into ion of the military because he was off 
his reservation and in the limits of the State, where it was claimed 
that he ought not to be and had not aright to be, thereby recognizing, 
to that extent, at least, his right of transit from one place to another 


beyond question. 
. MAXEY. I will only say that that Federal judge certainly 
never examined the laws of Con, to any alarming extent. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That Fed: judge is abont as good a lawyer as 
there is here. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that there 
was a qualification in that decision which he has not stated. 

Mr. MAXEY. I shall not change my opinion by reason of that de- 
cision, because I know that Congress did pass an act at the instance 
of the Texas delegation three or four years ago in terms prohibiting 
certain reservation Indians named in the act from going into Texas, 
and I hope this Congress will pass a bill absolutely prohibiting the 
Indians 5 leaving their reservations and going into the States. 
Congress does exercise that power and rightfully exercises that power. 
If Indians are found beyond the limits of their reservations they 
should be punished if they go without authority, and if “ permits 
by the agents they should be removed from office. This 


are gran 


1880. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


525 


judge referred to by the Senator from Nebraska may have made the 
decision he refers to, but I do not think many lawyers will say it is 

law. But the point I desire to make is that I think it has been 
clearly shown that this bill should be recommitted, and I think the 
Senator from Wisconsin, after examination, can bring a bill in that 
will be far better in all respects than the bill now pending for the 
consideration of the Senate, The subject is too important to be acted 
on hurriedly. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, if the Senator from Wisconsin will 
permit me, I will call his attention to another singular incongruity, 
as it appears to me, about this bill. It has already been amended in 
the first section by inserting after the word “shall” the words “ upon 
any Indian reservation,” as I understand. 

Mr. CARPENTER. That amendment has been offered. 

Mr. INGALLS. That amendent is offered and pending, and is 
agreed to by the Senatorfrom Wisconsin. The first section of the bill 
provides a penalty for the offense of larceny committed by any person 
not an Indian upon an Indian reservation. The second section of the 
bill affixes a penalty to the crime of receiving stolen property. Now, 
I want the Senator to tell me why he makes the crime of larceny in 
the first section punishable only when committed by white people, 
and in the oona section makes the e general and provides 
that Indians as well as white people s be punished for receiving 
stolen property. The language of the second section is general, that 
“any person who shall receive, conceal, or aid in concealing, any 
horse, mule,” &c., “ which has been stolen or embezzled from an Indian 
or Indians under the charge of an Indian agent or Indian superin- 
tendent by any other person,” not “any other n not an Indian,” 
as the language is in the first section of the bill, but “by any per- 
son“ 

Mr. MAXEY. No difference where. 

Mr. INGALLS. No matter where. The distinction is not preserved 
in the second section which is made in the first—that is to say, an 
Indian may steal with impunity, but if he becomes a receiver of the 
identical property that has been stolen, he then becomes subject to 
the operations of the law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Ilinois, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 13, it is proposed to strike 
out “not less than one year nor more than five years,” and insert not 
exceeding,” so as to read: 

At hard labor in the penitentiary not exceeding five years for each offense. 


And after the word “ offense,” in line 14, insert “or imprisonment 
in jail not more than one year, at the discretion of the court ;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

Shall be punishable by hard labor in the 
each offense, or with imprisonment in j 
tion of the court. 

Mr. TELLER. I move that this bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on the J 2 755 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to recom- 
mit. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY. I desire to call the attention of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, and of the Senator from Wisconsin especially, to the fact that 
if he designs the Indian Territory to be embraced, it is not embraced 
in this bill as reported now. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 22d instant approved and signed the act (S. No. 765) to amend 
sections 2324 and of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
ONOR Senna lands; and on the 23d the act (S. No. 594) for the 
relief of Thomas Langton, of Dundee, Michigan. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills and joint resolutions from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, and 9 to 
the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1128) for the relief of James M. Raby; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1800) for the relief of Joseph B. Camp 
in the Fourth Artillery, United States Army ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3347) to authorize the Secre of War to furnish 
four pieces of condemned ordnance for the soldiers’ monument at 
Marietta, Ohio ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3783) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Jerry Foley; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 163) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to expend a sum of money heretofore appropriated for the erection of 
a store-house and depot building at the city of Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were sev- 
sray read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

inance: 

A bill (H. R. No. 393) authorizing the Treasurer of the United States 
to refund to W. B. Farrar, of Whitfield County, Georgia, illegal taxes 
collected from him in the year 1877 ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 710) to refund to Jackson Grubb or his legal rep- 
resentative internal- revenue tax wrongfully collected; 


tentiary not exceeding five years for 
not more than one — 


U, captain 


A bill (H. R. No. 2188) for the relief of Thomas Kearney; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2567) for the relief of E. K. Snead, and 
his sureties for the loss of certain books of special stamps and coupons; 


and À 
A bill (H. R. No. 2802) for the relief of the owner of the bark 


Grapeshot. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were sev- 
8 read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (H. R. No. 740) granting a pension to Martha J. Robinson ; 

A bill (f. R. No. 1597) granting a pension to Patsy Davenport; 

A bill (H. R. No, 285 granting a pension to Elizabeth Aults; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2855) granting a pension to Rachael J. Reber. 

The following bills and joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, and referred. as 
indicated below : 

A bill (H. R. No. 270) to reimburse Charles Dougherty for his ex- 
penses to the consulate at Londonderry—to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

A bill (H. R. No. 325) for the erection of a ponio building at Dan- 
ville, Virginia—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 179) authorizing the Public Printer to 
print additional copies of bills and other public documents—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

A bill (H. R. No. 3033) for the relief of Mrs. A. P. Bell, of Bertie 
County, North Carolina—to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


A bill (H. R. No. 2804) for the relief of the administrator of John 
D. McGill—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. No. 2359) for the relief of William D. Oyler—to the 
Committee on Private d Claims. 

REPORT OF DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the followin 
current resolution from the House of Representatives; whic. 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Hi Representatives, (the Senate 89 82451 1 
lic Printer of and aged „authorized pil directed to print 6 
report of the health officer of the Distriet of Columbia for use of said th officer. 

REPORTS ON NAVAL EDUCATION. 

Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That 1,000 additional copies of the report of Professor Soley to the 
Secretary of the Navy on the forei, of naval education, and of the report 


of Lieutenant Commander Chadwick on the training of seamen, be printed for the 
use of the Navy Department. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours and fifteen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four 

clock and fifty-three minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


con- 
was 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MONDAY, January 26, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of Friday last was read and approved. 


CLERKS TO COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS. 


Mr. LEWIS. It appears from the Recorp that it was stated on 
Friday that the report from the Committee on Invalid Pensions ask- 
ing authority to employ three additional clerks was the unanimous 
report of the committee. I desire to state I never had any knowl- 
edge of the resolution before it came to the House. I was necessarily 
absent when it was before the House or I would then have made this 
statement. I was willing to grant one additional clerk, but certainly 
would have opposed the appointment of three. 

NEW MEMBER SWORN. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I rise to a question of privilege. I pre- 
sent the credentials of Mr. John F. Phi nen cance from the 
seventh congressional district of Missouri, elected to fill the vacancy 
caused by the death of Mr. Alfred M. Lay, and I ask that he be sworn 


in. 

The SPEAKER. The swearing in of a member is a question of the 
highest privilege. The certificate will be read. 

he certificate was read, as follows: 
MISSOURI, 88: 

To all who shall see these presents : 

Be it known that I, Michael K. peering ope lh state of the State of Mis- 
souri, hereby certify that at an election held in the seventh onal district 
of the State of Missouri, on y, the 10th day of January, A. D. 1880, to fill 
the vacancy in the office of Representative in Con from said district in the 
Forty-sixth of the United States, caused by the death of the Hon. Alfred 
M. Lay, John F. Philips having received 11,817 votes for the office of member of 
Con from said seventh congressional district, the same bein 


a higher and 
greater number of votes than were cast for any other person for sald office at said 


\ 
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ion, was duly elected to represent said seventh congressional district in the 
Forty sixth Congress of the United States to fill the vacancy aforesaid. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my name and affixed the t seal of 
the State of Missouri. Done at the city of J m this 17th day of January, A. 
D. 1880, of = 3 2 ed States the one hun: and fourth, and 

Misson: e 8 
ot MICHAEL K. McGRATH, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr.GARFIELD. The paper which has been read does not seem to 
be a certificate from the governor. As I heard it read itis only a 
certificate of the secretary of state. It seems to me rather unusual. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair presumes that the certificate is in con- 
formity to the law of the State. ; : 

Mr. GARFIELD. I would like some gentleman from Missouri to 
inform me whether the law of Missouri does not require the certifi- 
cate of the governor. z : i 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I believe it only requires the certificate 
as presented from the secretary of state. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I do not wish to delay the swearing-in of the 
member; but it seems to me very remarkable, and if there be any 

mtleman here from that State who knows certainly what is the 
aw of Missouri I should like him to state it. In all the States of 
which I have any knowledge the certificate of the governor is required 
to authenticate an election. 

Mr. of Missouri. I can 5 from general knowl- 
edge. I think the certificate which been read is in aceordance 
with the laws of Missouri. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Is there any question about this gentleman’s 
election? 

The SPEAKER. None has come to the knowledge of the Chair. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I should like the gentleman from Missouri, who 

resents the certificate to say whether there is any questien raised 

y any as to this gentleman’s election. 

Mr.C ef Missouri. None, sir; and there is no probability of 


any. 

Mr. GARFIELD. So that, whatever may be the reason for this 
form of certificate, it is not in consequence of any trouble? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has received no contesting statement. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I waive the objection; but I certainly think it 
remarkable we have no certificate from the governor. 

Mr. Jonn F. PHILIPS then appeared, 5 by taking the 
oath prescribed by section 1756 of the Revised Statutes. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at thirty-four minutes 
past twelve o’clock; and this being Monday, the first business in order 
is the call of States and Territories, with the State of 
Maine, for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for reference 
to their appropriate committees, not to be brought back on motions 
to reconsider. Under this call memorials and resolutions of State 
and territorial Legislatures, and also resolutions calling for informa- 
tion from Departments, may be presented for reference. 

Mr. RICH. SON, of South Carolina. I ask unanimous consent 
that the call of States and Territories be continued until it is com- 
pleted, notwithstanding the termination of the morning hour. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

GEORGE C. TRACY. 

Mr. LADD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3793) granting a pension to 
George C. Tracy; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CITY NATIONAL BANK OF MANCHESTER, NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Mr. BRIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3794) authorizing the City 
National Bank of Manchester, New Hampshire, to change its name ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B. ROYCE. 

Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3795) granting an increase 
of pension to James B. Royce, late a private in Company I, Seventh 
Vermont Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ELVIRA W. EVARTS. 


Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3796) granting a pen- 
sion to Elvira W. Evarts; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JULIA SPENARD. 

Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3797) granting a pen- 
sion to Julia Spenard; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\ BOSTON POST-OFFICE BUILDING. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3798) for continuing the 
construction of the Boston post-office building; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

GENERAL M. T. DONOHOE. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 180) to 
appoint General M. T. Donohoe manager of the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in beg from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, his secretary ; who also 
informed the House that he had approved and signed bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 1307) to establish a land district in the Territory 
of Dakota, and locating the office at Grand Forks; 

An act (H. R. No. 2053) to authorize the assistant treasurer of the 
United States at New York to waive enforcement of section 3477 of 
the Revised Statutes as far as the same afiects certain drafts upon 
him now held by the Masonic Bank of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania; 

An act (H. R. No. 2790) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to appoint a deputy collector at Seaford, Sussex County, Delaware, 
and for other popoe: 

An act E No. 2803) for the relief of Doddridge & Davis; 

An act (H. R. No. 3496) directing the removal of the obstructions 
from the harbor at the Delaware breakwater ; 

An act (H. R. No. 3518) to authorize the importation of articles for 
exhibition at the Millers’ international exhibition, to be held at Cin- 
cinnati in 1880, free of duty ; 

An act — R. No. 55) granting the right of way across Water Shops 
Pond, in Springfield, Massachusetts, to the Springfield and New Lon- 
don Railroad Company; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 156) to correct an error in the act mak- 
ing appropriations for sundry civil of the Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1880, and for o purposes: 

COMPENSATION OF FOURTH-CLASS POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. ROBINSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3799) to fix the com- 
pensation of postmasters of the fourth class; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE AT FALL RIVER, MASSACHUSETTS, 


Mr. CRAPO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3800) to appropriate for 
resent use $50,000 for going on with the construction of the custom- 
ouse building in the city of Fall River, Massachusetts; which was 

read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 
HOWARD UNIVERSITY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3801) 
to amend the charter of Howard University, in the District of Co- 
lumbia ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

NEW LONDON NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. WAIT submitted the following resolution; which, under the- 
rule, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 

Resolved, That the Secre of the Navy communicate to the House of Repre- 
sentatives whether or not the interests of the country and the naval service require 
that the New London navy-yard shall be put in a state of thorough repair and effi- 
ciency, and what improvements, if any, are necessary for the preservation of the 
public property there located, and what sum of money is required to effect such 
purposes. 

DETROIT RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. MORTON presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of New York, remonstrating against the erection of a swing- 
bridge across Detroit River; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 5 

GENERAL ELISHA B. SMITH. 

Mr. WILBER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3802) in aid of the erec- 
tion of a monument to Brevet Brigadier-General Elisha B. Smith and 
others; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

STEAMBOAT MINNIE R. CHILD. 

Mr. McCOOK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3803) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to change the name of the steamboat Minnie 
R. Child, of New York; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY C. HAMILTON. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3804) for the relief 
of Mary C. Hamilton, executrix of William Kendall, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

PHILIP TRUMBLE. 


Mr. WALTER A. WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3805) granting 
a pension to Philip Trumble, of Eagle Mills, New York; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

AMENDMENT OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. LAPHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3806) to amend chapter 
21 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID F. FLINN. 

Mr. LAPHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3807) granting a 
pension to David F. Flinn, a landsman on the frigate Congress, in 
naval service of the United States from January, 1846, to February, 
1849; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


1880. 
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AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3808) amending 
section 2535 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond fima; referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT BERGEN POINT, NEW JERSEY. 

Mr. ROSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3809) to provide for the erec- 
tion of alight-honse at Mill Reef, aso Point, New Jersey, direct] 
opposite New Brighton, Staten Islan ; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GENERAL GEORGE B. M’CLELLAN. 

Mr. ROSS also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 181) to ap- 
point General George B. McClellan a manager of the National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SAMUEL C. VAN HOUTEN. 

Mr. BLAKE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3810) for the relief of 
Samuel C. Van Houten; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MARY J. TRIMBLE. 


Mr. BLAKE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3811) for the relief of 
Mary J. Trimble ; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

SARAH LUFKIN MERCHANT. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3812) granting a 

msion to Sarah Lufkin Merchant, widow of General Charles S. 

erchant, late of the United States Army, deceased ; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

ELLIS NEWMAN. 

Mr. BACHMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3813) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to change the records of his office so as to show 
that Ellis Newman, late private in Company C, First Regiment New 
Jersey Cavalry Volunteers, was disc from the mili service 
of the United States by reason of a disability incurred while in line 
of duty; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

FRANK REEDER. 

Mr. KLOTZ introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3814) for the relief of 
Frank Reeder, late lieutenant-colonel Nineteenth ent Penn- 
sylvania Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

COLONEL JAMES R. PORTER. 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3815) granting an increase 
of pension to Colonel James R. Porter; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JAMES WILLIAM BUTLER. 


Mr. FISHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3816) for the relief of 
James William Butler, of the United States secret service; which 


was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on |. 


Military Affairs. 
PHEBE ERRETT. 

Mr. ERRETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3817) for the relief of 
Phebe Errett ; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

DISABLED SEAMEN IN NAVAL ASYLUMS. 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3818) providing a monthly 
allowance to the disabled and decrepit seamen and marines in the 
United States naval asylums ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3819) donating cannon to 
Post Wilde, No. 2, Grand Army of the Republic; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

. MARGARET JONES. 

Mr. O'NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3820) granting a pension 
to Margaret Jones; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MACHINISTS IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. O'NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. =) providing for 
the permanence of machinists in the United States Navy after cer- 
tain re-enlistments; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAIL-VESSELS, 

Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3822) to make section 2871 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States apply to sail-vessels as 
well as steamships; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MAJOR W. M. MAYNADIER. 
Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3823) for the relief 


of Major William M. Maynadier, United States Army ; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military 


MONUMENT TO FRANCIS SCOTT KEY. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 182) pro- 
viding for the erection of a monument at Frederick, Maryland, over 
the grave of Francis Scott Key, the author of the Star Spangled 
Banner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

MARKET-HOUSE, WASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. TALBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3824) to provide for 
building a market-honse on square 446 in the city of Washington, 
District of Colambia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HEIRS-AT-LAW OF JOHN BOYLE. 

Mr. TALBOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3825) for the relief 
of the heirs-at-law of John Boyle, deceased ; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

HEIRS OF LANGLEY B. CULLEY. 

Mr. HENKLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3826) for the relief of the 
heirs of the late Langley B. Culley ; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

EXCLUSION OF LOTTERY ADVERTISEMENTS, ETC. 

Mr. HENKLE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. gall 
to amend section 3894 of the Revised Statutes ; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

ANTON TSCHUDI. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3828) granting a pension 
to Anton Tschudi; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ALICE DE KALB SHATTUCK. 

Mr. HUNTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3829) for the relief 
of Alice De Kalb Shattuck; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HENRY SANDERS. 

Mr. HUNTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3830) granting a 
pension to Henry Sanders; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JOHN R. JOHNSON. 

Mr. BEALE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3831) for the relief of John 
R. Johnson, of Accomac County, Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

JOSEPH A. SEAWELL. 

Mr. GOODE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3832) to remove the polit- 
ical disabilities of Joseph A. Seawell, of Virginia; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

ESTATE OF WESLEY JONES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3833) for 
the relief of the estate of Wesley Jones, deceased, of the State of 
North Carolina; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

INTERCHANGE OF DISTRICTS BY JUDGES. 

Mr. SCALES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3834) to allow district 
judges to interchange distriets in the same circuit, subject to the ap- 
proval of the circuit judge; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF DAMAGES BY INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 

Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3835) to amend sec- 
tion 2156 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a and second 
pansy ep to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE W. TROUTMAN. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3836) granting a pension 
to W. Troutman, late a private First North Carolina Volun- 
teers in the war with Mexico; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

FATHER OF SAMUEL P, GREENE, 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3837) granting arrears 
of pension to the father of Samuel P. Greene, late a private Third 
North Carolina Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

SOUTH CAROLINA ARMS ACCOUNT. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, ef South Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3838) authorizing the Secretary of War to adjust and settle the account 
for arms between the State of South Carolina and the Government of 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM REYNOLDS. 
Mr. O'CONNOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3839) granting a pen- 
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sion to William Reynolds; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
TRANSFER OF BARRACKS AT SAVANNAH. 

Mr. NICHOLLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3840) to transfer the 
barracks at Savannah, Georgia, from the War to the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and that the buildings be used as a post-office and as offices of 
the Post-Office and Revenue Departments; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pablic Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGIA INDIAN WAR CLAIM. 

Mr. PERSONS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3841) to repay to the 
State of Geo $27,175.50, money advanced by said State for the 
defense of her frontiers against the Indians and not heretofore repaid ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS, MARTHA J. EDDINS, 

Mr. LEWIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3842) for the relief of Mrs. 
Martha J. Eddins, of Tuskaloosa, Alabama; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

REORGANIZATION OF SUPREME COURT OF UNITED STATES. 

Mr. MANNING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3843) to reorganize the 
Supreme Court of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HEIRS OF G. DUDLEY MOORE. 

Mr. MANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3844) to transfer 
from the Treasury Department to the Court of Claims the claim of 
the heirs of G. Dudley Moore against the Government; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ELI H. DAY. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3845) granting a pension to 
Eli H. Day, of Paulding County, Ohio; which was read a first and 
second time, and refe: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3846) to amend section 
3564 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF SUPERIOR COURT OF UNITED STATES, ETC. 

Mr. WARNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3847) to relieve the 
Supren Court, to establish the superior court of the United Sta 
and abolish the Court of Claims; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 


. printed. 
SAMUEL JONES. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3848) granting a pension 
to Samuel Jones, whose son was a member of Company l One hun- 
dred and second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

THOMAS QUILLEN. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. H. No. =o — a 

nsion to Thomas Quillen, Company G, Sixth Iowa islet - 

try; which read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
SOLDIERS OF THE WAR OF 1812, 

Mr. ATHERTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3850) authorizing the 
names of certain soldiers of the war of 1812 to be placed on the 2 pst 
sion-roll; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. JOHN C. BECK. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3851) for there- 
lief of Dr. John C. Beck, of Hamilton County, Ohio; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

JAMES M’GOUNELL. 

Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3852) granting a pen- 
sion to James McGounell; which was read a tirst and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

WILSON s. HORN. 

Mr. CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3853) granting a 
pension to Wilson S. Horn; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

KENTUCKY MILITIA. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3854) 
to declare the true intent and meaning of “An act to reimburse the 
State of Kentucky for moneys expended for the United States in en- 
rolling, subsisting, clothing, supplying, arming, equipping, pa ing, 
and Leis ore militia forces to aid in suppressing the rebellion,’ 
approved June 8, 1872; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES J. QUINN. 


Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3855) granting a pen- 


sion to James J. Quinn, of Tompkinsville, Monroe County. Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

WILLIAM L. M’DONALD. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3856) for the re- 
lief of William L. McDonald, administrator of S. R. Littrell, deceased, 
of the State of Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

JOSHUA E. LOGAN. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3857) for the 
relief of Joshua E. Logan, of the State of Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

SARAH HALL. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3858) 
a pension to Sarah Hull, of Mount Sterling, Kentucky; w 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

SOLOMON H. KUHN. 


Mr. THOMAS TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. sao) 


-| the benefit of Solomon H. Kuhn, of Laurel County, Kentucky ; w 


was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 
WILLIAM A. TuLLx. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3860) granting a pension 
to William A. Tully, of Jefferson County, Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

JOHN KAYE. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3861) for the relief of 
John Kaye; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

k MARY A. LORD. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3862) 
for the relief of Mary A. Lord; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


EGBERT THOMPSON. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE (by 1 also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3863) for the relief of Egbert Thompson, United States Navy; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

JOHN R. HUGHES. 


Mr. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3864) for the relief of 
John R. Hughes; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


CASES BEFORE SOUTHERN CLAIMS COMMISSION. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3865) to provide for 
the rehearing of certain cases before the southern claims commis- 
sion, and for other purposes ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES P, PIPPIN. 

Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3866) to correct the 
mitay aig and to — justice to ee P. Wu late 55 Apes 
pan Regiment Tennessee Moun Infantry ; which was 
Ls a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

SURETIES OF HENRY L. NORVELL. 

Mr. HOUSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3867) for the relief of the 
sureties of Henry L. Norvell ; which was read a and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


JAMES M. KIRKLAND. 
Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3868) for the relief of James 


M. Kirkland, of Monroe County, Tennessee; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


MARTIN CAGLE. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3869) for the relief of 


Martin Bs 5 of Monroe County, Tennessee; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 
LIEUTENANT J. W. VENTIS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 8 55 grant a pen: 
sion to Lieutenant J. W. Ventis, Company F, Sixth Tennessee Volun- 
teer Infantry ; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CAPTAIN MICHAEL M’GRAYEL. 


Mr. BICKNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. TIN prann 
sion to Captain Michael MeGrayel; which was read a first an 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


REY. WILLIAM MARTIN. 

Mr. BICKNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3872) for the relief 

of Rev. William Martin, late chaplain of the Fifty-third Regiment 

Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


a pen- 
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LEWIS J. TROSPER. 


Mr. HOSTETLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3873) for the relief of 
Lewis J. Trosper, of Perrysville, Vermillion County, Indiana; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 8 


MARIA HARD. 

Mr. HOSTETLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3874) granting 
a pension to Maria Hard, widow of James Hard, late private in Com- 
pany G, Twenty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

PERSONS IN EMPLOYMENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. HOSTETLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3875) for the 
better regulation of appointment, service, and compensation of per- 
sons in the employment of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. FARROW. 

Mr. DE LA MATYR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3876) granting a 
pension to William L, Farrow; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ANNA PARR. 

Mr. DE LA MATYR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3877) grant- 
ing a pension to Anna Parr; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SARAH M. CLASPILL, 
Mr. DE LA MATYR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3878) grant- 


ing a pension to Sarah M. Claspill; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


JACOB YOUNG. 
Mr. DE LA MATYR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3879) grant- 


ing a pension to Jacob Young; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SIDNEY HAMILTON, 


Mr. DE LA MATYR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3880) grant- 
ing a pension to Sidney Hamilton; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


JOHN W. TRUITT. 


Mr. COLERICK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3881) granting arrears 
of pension to John W. Truitt, of Allen County, Indiana; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

ALLEN O. NEFF. 

Mr. COLERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3882) granting a 
pension to Allen O. Neff, late a sergeant in Company B, Ninth Regi- 
ment Indiana Cavalry Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ALBERT G. LEWIS. 

Mr. COLERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3883) for the re- 
lief of Albert G. Lewis; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


MIAMI INDIANS OF INDIANA. 


Mr. COWGILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3884) to authorize the 
payment of the principal sum due the Miami Indians of Indiana 
under the stipulations of the treaty of June 5, 1854, to appoint an 
agent therefor, and to provide for his compensation; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF CAPITOL POLICE, 


Mr. SPRINGER introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 183) in- 
creasing the es hee police; which was read a first and second time, 
refe to the Committee of Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTION OF REPRESENTATIVES IN CONGRESS, 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3885) concerning 
the elections of Representatives in Congress; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Elections, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HELEN M. FIEDLER. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3886) for the relief 
of Helen M. Fiedler, widow and executrix of Ernest Fiedler, deceased ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

DR, T. 5. VERDI. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3887) for the relief 
of Dr. T. 8. Verdi; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 


C. C. SMITH. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3888 
for the relief of C. C. Smith, late aapea Thirteenth Regiment Unite 
States Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 
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BOARD OF ASSESSMENT AND TAXATION FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, (by request,) also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 3889) to create a board of assessment and taxation for 
the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time. 
referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered. 
to be printed. 
GENERAL JOHN M. PALMER. 

Mr. SPARKS introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 184) to appoint 
General John M. Palmer a manager of the National Home for Disa- 
bled Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PROMOTION OF IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. BARBER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3890) to promote immi- 
gration to the United States and for the protection of immigrants; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LEVERETT M. KELLEY. 

Mr. SHERWIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3891) for the relief of 
Leverett M. Kelley, of Illinois; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee of Claims, 

NATIONAL AMERICAN HUMANE ASSOCIATION. 

Mr, DAVIS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3892) to incor- 
porate the National American Humane Association; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL C. HENDERSON. 
Mr. WADDILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3893) for the relief of 


Michael C. Henderson ; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


JOSEPH C. IRWIN. 
Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3894) for the relief of 


Joseph C. Irwin, of Kansas City, Missouri; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims, 
TAX ON MEDICINES. 

Mr. FROST introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3895) to repeal so much of 
section 3437 of the Revised Statutes as imposes a tax on medicines 
or medicinal preparations; which was a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LIZZIE NEILLS. 

Mr. FROST also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3896) granting a pen- 
sion to Lizzie Neills, minor child of Thomas Neills, deceased, private 
in the nr spas reid Department United States Army; whioh was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

DANIEL H. DONOVAN, 

Mr. FROST also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3897) for the relief of 
the sureties of Daniel H. Donovan, deceased; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ABRAHAM WOLF. 

Mr. HATCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3898) for the relief of 
Abraham Wolf; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

HENRY B. BROWN. 

Mr. FORD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3899) for the 
relief of Henry B. Brown; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


JONATHAN SNOWDEN. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3900) for the relief of 
Jonathan Snowden, of Rochester, Missouri; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

EPHRAIM PORTER. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3901) 1 a pen- 
sion to Ephraim Porter, ol Stewartsville, State of Missouri; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

MRS. MARGARETTA BENDER. 

Mr. WELLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3902) to refund to Mrs. 
Margaretta Bender certain money paid by her into the United States 
Treasury to compromise a violation of the revenue law by her insane 
husband; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 


MARION MILLSAPS. 
Mr. GUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3903) for the relief of 


Marion Millsaps; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A. GLEASON AND H. HIMBER. 


Mr. SLEMONS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3904) for 
the relief of Andrew Gleason and Henry Himber; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 
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HOWELL H. TRASK. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3905) for the relief of How- 
ell H. Trask; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. à 

DONATION OF LAND’ FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES. 

Mr. NEWBERRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3906) granting to the 
Wayne County Central Agricultural and Industrial Association of 
the State of Michigan certain portions of the Dearborn arsenal prop- 
erty for certain school purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BAYSE N. WESTCOTT. 

Mr. DAVIDSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3907) for the relief of 
Bayse N. Westcott ; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

REFORM SCHOOL, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 185) 
making an appropriation for the Reform School of the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

HORACE BOUGHTON. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3908) for the relief 
of Horace Boughton; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

ALBERT WOOD, 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3909) for the relief of Al- 
bert Wood, of Clinton, lowa; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


RICHARD MIDDLETON. 


Mr. McCOID introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3910) for the relief of 
Richard Middleton, of Keokuk, Iowa; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


CHRISTOPHER HOPPER. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3911) t- 
ing a pension to Christopher Hopper, late private Company B, Thirty- 
first Ohio Volunteer Infantry ; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3912) to 
amend section 2288 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


STANDARD WEIGHTS AND MEASURES, 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa, also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 186) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to furnish States 
for the use of icultural colleges, one set of standard weights an 
measures; which was read a first and second time, ref to the 
SS on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be 

nted. 
z DANIEL CORNWELL, 

Mr. BOUCK introduced a bill an R. No. 3913) granting a pension 
to Daniel Cornwell, of Plainfield, Waushara County, Wisconsin ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

MAJOR DAVID W. FULTON. 


Mr. BRAGG introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 187) appoint- 
ing Major David W. Fulton, of Wisconsin, to fill a vacancy in the 
board of managers of the National Home for Disabled Soldiers, oc- 
casioned by the death of Dr. E. B. Wolcott; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


THEODORE C. HAWKINS. 


Mr, BRAGG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3914) granting a pen- 
sion to Theodore C. Hawkins, late a private Company C, Fourth 
iment Wisconsin Volunteers, and an employé in the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department United States Army ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


INCREASE OF PENSIONS IN CERTAIN CASES. 


Mr. HAZELTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3915) to amend the 
act of Con entitled “ An act to increase pensions in certain cases,” 
approved June 18, 1874; which was read a first and second time, re- 
9 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHILDREN OF YAKOOB BEG, 


Mr. PAGE submitted a resolution calling upon the President for 
information and action in the case of the unfortunate children of 
e Beg; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 

r. 
CHANGE OF DUTIES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3916) to 
amend existing duties and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred te the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


OCCUPANTS OF LANDS NEAR CAMP INDEPENDENCE, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. PACHECO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3917) for the relief of 
certain citizens of the United States and occupants of lands within 


one mile of the military post of Camp Independence, Inyo County, 

California; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered tò be printed. 
MUCK-A-PEC-WAK-KEN-ZAH. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3918) gemang & pen- 
sion to Muck-a-pec-wak-ken-zah, or “John,” an Indian of the Da- 
kota or Sioux tribe, who was instrumental in saving the lives of many 
white people in the Sioux outbreak in Minnesota in 1862, and who 
served the United States as a scout, &c.; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions. 

CULVER HIBBARD. 

Mr. POEHLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3919) granting a pen- 
sion to Culver Hibbard; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 

FRANCIS W. SEELEY. 

Mr. POEHLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3920) for the relief 
of Francis W. Seeley; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

FEES FOR FINAL CERTIFICATES IN DONATION CASES. 

Mr. WHITEAKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3921) to amend sec- 
tion 2238 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to fees for final certifi- 
cates in donation cases; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. LIZZIE BELL. 

Mr. HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3922) for the relief of 
Mrs. Lizzie Bell, widow of Francis W. Bell, late captain Company I 
Eighteenth Missouri Infantry; which was read a first and secon 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CORNELIUS W. KEIFER, 


Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3923) for the relief of 
Cornelius W. Keifer, late first lieutenant Company F, Veteran Bat- 
talion of Fourteenth and Fifteenth Illinois Volunteer Infantry; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. a 

SOLDIERS AND SEAMEN OF THE WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 188) con- 
struing the act of Congress granting pensions to the soldiers and sea- 
men of the war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LUCINDA E, NELSON. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3924) granting a 

nsion to Lucinda E. Nelson, widow of Daniel J. Nelson, deceased, 

ate a private and veteran volunteer in the Thirty-ninth Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry ; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JOHN M. DEBRULAR. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3925) granting a 
ponon to John M. Debrular, late a private in Company D, Sixth 

aiment West Virginia Volunteers; which was read a first and sec- 

nd time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
O. T. ROCH. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3926) granting a 
8 to O. T. Roch, dependent father of J. H. Roch, late a private 

ompany C, Twelfth Regiment West Virginia Volunteers; which 
was a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

OLIVE PADGETT, 

Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3927) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll tho name of Olive Padgett, widow of John W. Padgett, de- 
ceased ; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CHARLES A. COBB. 

Mr. KENNA introduced a bill (H. R, No. 3928) granting a pension 
to Charles A. Cobb, Junction Palace, Kanawha County, West Vir- 

inia; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

V. B. HORTON, JR. 

Mr. KENNA also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3929) for the relief of 
V. B. Horton, jr.; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

HENRY PANCAKE. 

Mr. KENNA also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3930) Feather a pen- 
sion to Henry Pancake, Milton, Cabell County, West Virginia; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

MORRIS APPEL. 


Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3931) for the relief of 
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Morris Appel, of Colorado; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 
CARE AND CUSTODY OF CRIMINALS. 

Mr. OTERO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3932) to authorize the Leg- 
islative Assemblies of the Territories to provide for the care and cus- 
tody of criminals; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

POST-TRADERS AT MILITARY POSTS OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. MAGINNIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3933) to amend section 
1113 of the Revised Statutes, relative to post-traders at military posts 
of the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTINGUISHMENT OF TITLE TO CROW RESERVATION. 

Mr. DOWNEY introduced a joint resolution and memorial of the 
council and house of representatives of the Territory of 8 
praying that the Indian title to the Crow reservation be extinguished ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HANSON BAILEY. 

Mr. KIMMEL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3934) for the relief of 
Hanson Bailey; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

THOMAS POULTNEY. 

Mr. KIMMEL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3935) for the re- 
lief of Thomas Poultney ; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

WILLIAM A. WEST. 

Mr. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3936) granting a pension to 
William A. West; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

E. J. WELTY. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3937) granting a pen- 
sion to E. J. Welty; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ALEXANDER GRAHAM. 

Mr. WELLBORN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3938) for the relief 
of Alexander Graham; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

MRS. HANNAH 8. COMMAGER. 

Mr. HURD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3939) praating a pension to 
Mrs. Hannah S. Commager; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

EMILY AGNEL. 

Mr. COVERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3940) ting a pen- 
sion to Emily Agnel, widow of Hyacinth Robert el, late a colonel 
in the United States Army, and professor of French language at the 
United States Military Academy; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

WILLIAM H. SLOAN, 
Mr. MULLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3941) for the relief of 


William H. Sloan, late second lieutenant Twelfth Infantry; which. 


was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
BENJAMIN C. BAMPTON. 

Mr. MULLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3942) for the relief 
of Benjamin C. Bampton; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3943) to amend sections 
3694 and 3695 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, ETC. 

Mr. O'NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3944) donating condemned 
cannon and cannon-balls or field-pieces to William L. Curry Post, 
No. 18, Grand Army of the Republic, for their place of burial; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMERICAN GROCER ASSOCIATION, 

Mr. McCOOK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3945) for the relief of the 
American Grocer Association of the city of New York; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

E. F. WENCKEBACH. 

Mr, HAWLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3946) for the relief of E. 
F. Wenckebach, of New York; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committe on Military Affairs. 

LOSSES BY INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 

Mr. VALENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3947) to authorize the 
appointment of commissioners to ascertain and 5 losses sustained 
by citizens of the United States on account of Indian depredations, 


and to adjust claims arising therefrom; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PRE-EMPTION SETTLERS IN DAKOTA. 

Mr. BENNETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3948) for the relief of 
certain pre-emption settlers in Dakota Territory; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. i 

ELECTIONS IN DAKOTA. 

Mr. BENNETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3949) legalizing 
elections in certain villages in the Territory of Dakota to vote aid 
to a railway company and authorizing the issuance of bonds pursuant 
to said elections; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES DOWNING. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3950) granting a pension to 
James Downing, private in the twenty-seventh company of unas- 
signed infantry; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘STAMPING UNSTAMPED INSTRUMENTS, ETC. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3951) to 
further extend the time to stamp unstamped instruments, documents, 
and papers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

COSMO-AMERICAN COLONIZATION, ETC., BUREAU. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3952) to incorporate the 
Cosmo-American Colonization and General Improvement Bureau in 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION ACT. 


Mr. OSMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3953) to amend an act en- 
titled “ An act making appropriations for certain judicial expenses of 
the Government for the year ending June 30, 1830, and for other 


p ” approved Jane 30, 1879; which was read a first and second 
hay fe to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
prin 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. THOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3954) to divide the State 
of Illinois into three judicial districts, and to provide for holding 
courts therein; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES, 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3955) to equalize 
bounties of soldiers of the war of the rebellion; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARETTA D. FENN. 

Mr. KILLINGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3956) granting a pen- 
sion to tta D. Fenn; which was read a first and second time, 
and refe to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

COMMODORE PERRY REESE. 

Mr. KILLINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3957) granting a 
pension to Commodore Perry Reese; which was read a first and SS 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

THOMAS H. CARPENTER. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3958) authorizing the Sec- 
pitied Mes War to restore the name of Thomas H. Carpenter, late cap- 
tain Beventeenth United States Infantry, to the rolls of the Army ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. GARFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3959) to repeal section 
1131 of the Revised Statutes, and to reduce and fix the rank and num- 
bers of officers in the Inspector-General’s Department of the Army; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. : 

SEATTLE AND WALLA WALLA WAGON-ROAD. 

Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3960) to aid and secure 
the construction of the Seattle and Walla Walla wagon-road, in Wash- 
ington Territory; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD KOLB. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3961) for the relief of 
Edward Kolb; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

SOMERVILLE NICHOLSON. 

Mr. ELAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3962) for the relief of Som- 
erville Nicholson; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

CHARLES J. MURPHY. 

Mr. BLISS (by se ms introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3963) for the 
relief of Charles J. Murphy; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 
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NEGOTIATION OF COMMERCIAL TREATIES. 


The SPEAKER. The unfinished business coming over from last 
Monday is the completion of the roll-call on the motion to suspend 
the rules and pass a resolution offered by the tleman from Pana- 
n ETE [Mr. KELLEY.] The yeas and nays been ordered and 

e roll had been ally called, when it was interrupted by the 
Committee for the District of Columbia claiming the floor at two 
o'clock under Rule 82. The Clerk will read the names of those mem- 
bers who had voted. 

Mr. ELAM. Let the resolution be again read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


duty to be — on foreign commodi: 
— fd gl be fixed Secon fe view of the pro 
of the Constitution of the Unii States, be an infraction of the Co: 
an invasion of one of the highest prerogatives of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. BUCKNER. I understand that the list was called over once 
last Monday, and the next thing I suppose will be to call the names 
of those who did not vote at that time. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the list to be read of those 
voting on the call last Monday, because some members have expressed 
a desire to change their votes. 


The list was read, as follows: 
YEAS—141. 
Acklen, Felton, Lo Slemons, 
Aiken, Ferdon, n, Benj. F. Smith, A. Herr 
Atherton, Ford, Martin, Joseph J. Smith, William E. 
Baker, Forney, Mason Sparks, 
Barber, Fort, McKinley, Springer, 
Bayne, Frost, Miller, Steele, 
Frye, Mitchell, 
Bouc) Monroe, Stone, 
Bowman, Gi orrison, 
d, Morse, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Goode, orton, Townsend, Amos 
B. t, Gunter, Muldrow, Turner, 2 
Barrows, Hall, Turner, Thomas 
Caldwell, Hammond, John 0 Tyler, 
Carlisle, Haskell, icholls, Updegraf, J.T. 
oui Hawk, orcross, 
C O'Connor, Upson, 
Clardy, H O'Neill, Valentine, 
Clymer, Hooker, O'Reilly, Van Aernam, 
ib, Orr, Orth, V. 
Coffroth, ; er, Voorhis, 
Conger, House, Pacheco, Waddill. 
Converse, Hubbell, P. Ward, 
Hutchins, Phel Warner, 
Cow; 3 ohnston, Se er, aon 
Crapo, ‘ones, ce, 
Tos Richardson, D. P. Whiteaker, 
Davis, George R. iA Robertson, 8 
Davis, Horace Kenna, Robinson, i G. 
Do La Matyr, Ketcham, Ross, 
Deerin; Kimmel, Rothwell, Wood, Fernando’ 
Dumel, Kitchin. Russell, W. 4. W. 
— — ni ag Yocum. 
es, 
Evins, Lindsey, Shailenberger, 
Farr, J . 
NAYS—30. 
Armfield, Deuster, McMahon, onton, 
«Bicknell, Dibrell, Mills, See 
Blackburn, Field, 3 Well 
Camp, Geddes, P s Willis, 
Chalmers, Edward L. Kapo, Willits, 
Coleriok, MoeCoii d, Wi 
wens, McKenzie, Samford, 
Davis, Lowndes H. McLane, V. 


The SPEAKER. The names of those desiring to vote will now be 
called -by the Clerk, and they will vote on the assurance that they 
were within the bar when the last name on the roll was called. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the names of members desiring to vote, 
during which the following announcements were made: 

Mr. MCKENZIE. I desire to withdraw my vote, for I am paired 
with Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. 

Mr. MONROE. I desire to state that Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, 
is paired with Mr. PIERCE, of New York. 

. CHITTENDEN. Iam paired with Mr. BLOUNT, of Georgia. 

Mr. REED. As I understand, only those are now entitled to vote 
who were present at the roll-call last Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated distinctly that gentlemen now 
desiring to vote did so upon the assurance that they were within the 
e when the last name on the roll was called; that is, on Monday 


t. 

Mr. REED. I was not here then. 

The SPEAKER. Those who were not present on Monday last and 
within the bar when the last name on the roll was called, cannot now 
vote except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FISHE I was not present last Monday and I desire to have 
my vote recorded. I ask unanimous consent for that purpose. 

ere was no objection. 

The following members, who were not present on Monday last, also 
asked and obtained unanimous consent to vote: 

Mr. Harmer, Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. RUSSELL of North Carolina, Mr. ER- 
RETT, Mr. Warre, Mr. Rice, Mr. URNER, Mr. KILLINGER, Mr. HUM- 


PHREY, Mr. BRIGHAM, Mr. Ryan of Kansas, Mr. TALBOTT, Mr. BELTZ- 
HOOVER, Mr. SPEER, and Mr. Dick. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks gentlemen to listen attentively 
while the roll is sone read in order that they may see that their votes 
are correctly recorded. 

The result of the completed roll-call was—yeas 175, nays 62, not 
voting 54; as follows: 


YEAS—175. 
Acklen, Dunnell, Klotz, Scales, 
Aiken, Einstein, Shallen à 
Wiliam Elam, Lewis, Sherwin, 
Atherton, Errett, Lindsey, Singleton, J. W. 
Bailey, Evins, Loring, emons, 
Baker, Farr, Lowe, Smith, A. Herr 
Barber, Felton, Martin, Benj Smith, William E 
Bayne, Ferdon, Martin, Joseph J. Sparks, 
itzhoover, Fisher, Mason, Springer, 
— spe Ford, McKinley, Stevenson, 
©, Forney, Miles, Stone, 
8 Frye, Mitchell, Thomas, 
— el 0! 
Bouc Garfield, Monroe, Thompson, P. B. 
Bom Gill en Thompson, Wm. G. 
Tse, 5 
Brewer, Goode, Morton, ‘Townsend, Amos 
B Gunter, Muldrow, Townshend, R. W. 
Brig Hall, March, Oscar 
Bright. Hammond, John Teal, Turner, Thomas 
Browne, Newberry, Tyler, 
Burrows, Harris, Benj. W. Nicholls, Updegraff, J. T. 
Butterworth, Hask orcross, Upd 
Cabell, Hawk, O'Connor, Uj 5 
Caldwell, Hawley, O'Neill, Urner, 
oe 3 8 oe 
Carpenter, eilman, an Aernam, 
Caswell, Henderson, Osmer, Van 
5 — e 
y orr, eco, ‘an 
Cobb, 5 Page, Ward, 
Coffroth, Hubbell, Phelps, Warner, 
K s Humphrey, Phister, Washburn, 
Converse, Hunton, t, Weaver, 
Cook, Hutchins, Price, Wells, 
Covert, Johnston, Rice, White, 
Cowgill, Jones, Richardson, D. P. Whiteaker, 
Crapo, Jorgensen, Robertson, Whitthorne, 
Joyce, Robinson, Wi C. G. 
Davis, George R. Y, Ross, Wi 
Davis, Horace Kenna, Rothwell, W. Fernando 
De La Matyr, Ketcham, Russell, Daniel L. Wright, 
Deering, Killinger, Russell, W. A. ocum. 
Dick, Kimmel, Ryan, Thomas 
NAYS—62. 
Anderson, Davis, Lowndes H. Lounsbery, Sa; 
Armfield, Deuster, Marsh, awyer, 
Bachman, Dibrell, Martin, Edward L. S s 
Bicknell, Dwight, McCoid, Simonton, 
Blackburn, Field, McLane, : 
Buster Gedd MoM Taylor, 
„ es, y. 
Camp, Hatch, Mills, Waddih, 
Chalmers, Herndon, Money, Wait, 
Clardy, — — 5 Myers, Wellborn, 
Clark, John B. Hooker, New, Williams, Thomas 
bon ck, a) Poehler, Willies, 
wens, urd, 
o Kitchin, 5 on J.S. 
Lapham, Richmond, 
Davis, Joseph J. Le Fevre, Samford, 
NOT VOTING—54. 
Aldrich, N. W. Dickey, Hull, Reed, 
A Dunn, James, Robeson, 
Ellis, Keifer, Ryon, John W. 
Barlow, Ewing, King, — O. R. 
Beale, Finley, Knott, th, Hezekiah B. 
Belford, Forsythe, Manning, Starin, 
Berry, Gibson, McCook, Stephens, 
Blount, Hammond, N. McGowan, Tucker, 
Calkins, Harris, John T. McKenzie, Wilber, 
Cannon, Hayes, Maller, Wood, Walter A. 
Chi Henry, O'Brien, Young, Casey 
Clark, Alvah A. Herbert, Persons, Young, Thomas L. 
X. Hiscock, Pierce, 
Crowley, Houk, Pound, 


So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended 
and the resolution was adopted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. REED. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTON. I ask the gentleman to yield to me to report from 
the Committee for the District of Columbia a joint resolution to which 
I think there will be no objection. 

Mr. REED. I will do so. 

HEALTH ORDINANCES AND REGULATIONS FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HUNTON, by unanimous consent, reported from the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia a joint resolution (H. R. No. 189) 
8 the health ordinances and regulations of the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time. 

The joint resolution was read at length, as follows: 


Resolved, dc., That the health ordinances for the District of Columbia as re- 
vised, —e and adopted November 19, 1875, ther with the regulations gov- 


1880. 
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The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HUNTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. I call for the lar order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] that the House now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 128, 
noes 39. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. GILLETTE called for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays, and there 
were 22 in the affirmative; not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. CAMP. I call for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered, there being but 13 in the affirmative; 
not one-fifth of a quorum. s 

Sa the yeas and nays were not ordered. . 

The motion to adjourn was agreed to; and accordingly (at two 
o’clock and twenty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. NELSON W. ALDRICH: The petition of George W. Butler 
and 100 others, for the removal of obstructions to the entrance and 
for otherwise improving the inner harbor at Block Island, Rhode 
Island—to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

Also, a bill making appropriations for removing obstructions from 
the entrance to the inner harbor at Block Island, Rhode Island—to 
the same committee. A 

By Mr. BACHMAN : The petition of soldiers of the late war t 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BAILEY : The petition of Captain H. W. Temple, of Al- 
bany, New York, and 100 other captains, engineers, and pilots, to re- 
duce license fees of captains, pilots, and engineers—to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

By Mr. BOUCK: Memorial of the sachem, counselors, and others 
of the Stockbridge and Munsee Indians, asking not to be deprived of 
certain lands—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Berlin, Wisconsin, for the enactment 
of a law against the adulteration of food—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: The petition of citizens of Massachusetts, that 
a pension be granted Catharine J. Ganity—to the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions, 

By Mr. BREWER: The rans of Charles Sexton and 60 others, 
citizens of Clinton County, Michigan, for legislation to protect inno- 
cent purchasers of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Samuel Green, Charles Sexton, and 60 others, 
citizens of Clinton County, Michigan, for legislation to relieve the 
people from the oppressions of railroad monopolies—to the Committee 
on 5 — 

By Mr. BRIGGS : Memorial of George E. Todd, of New Hampshire, 
superintendent of the Northern, Concord and Claremont and Hills- 
borough and Peterborough Railroads, for a change in the duty on 
steel rails—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRIGHAM: The petition of P. Lorillard & Co. and others, 
that business circulars be sent through the mails at newspaper rates— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. BROWNE: The petition of 151 ex-soldiers of the Union 
Army, of Wayne County, Indiana, forsuch legislation as will make the 

ay of the volunteer soldier in the late war equal to coin—to the 
Coramittes on W Affairs. 

Also, the petition of 76 citizens of Dearborn County, Indiana, that 
a pension be granted Joseph Perry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. - 

By Mr. BUCKNER: The petition of Jane M. McCrabb, for a pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BURROWS: The petition of citizens of Kalamazoo County, 
Michigan, for the passage of the interstate-commerce bill—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of ex-soldiers of the late war, of Cass County, 
Michigan, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. f 

Also, the petition of citizens of Kalamazoo County, Michigan, that 
the patent laws be amended so as to protect innocent purchasers of 
patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: Memorial of citizens of Boone County, Kent 
tucky, asking for the establishment of an additional judicial distric- 
in that State—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Carroll County, Kentucky, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

y Mr. CARPENTER: Two petitions from citizens of Story County, 
Iowa, for the passage of a law to relieve the patrons of railways from 
extortionate charges—to the Committee on Commerce, 


Also, two petitions from citizens of Story County, Iowa, for such 
amendment of the patant laws as will protect from prosecution inno- 
cent purchasers and users of patented articles—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Des Moines, Iowa, for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States guaranteeing the right 
of suffrage to women—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COLERICK: Papers relating to the pension claim of Allen 
O. Neff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of citizens of Hardin County, 
Iowa, for a revision of the patent laws and the better protection of 
innocent purchasers of patented articles—to the Committee on Pat- 


ents. 

By Mr. DE LA MATYR: The petitions of Sarah M. Claspill, of 
William L. Farrow, of Sidney B. Hamilton, of Anna Parr, and of 
Jacob Young, for 5 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Two petitions of citizens of Tennessee, Ala- 
bama, and Georgia, indorsing the action of the recent river conven- 
tion held at Huntsville, Alabama, in regard to an immediate appro- 
priation for the improvement of the Tennessee River—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of S. C. Capehart and other steamboat men on 
the Tennessee River, and of business men of Chattanooga, Tennessee, 
of similar import—to the same committee, 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petitions of Captain Ives and 20 others, 
of John W. Hussey and 50 others, citizens of Minnesota, for the pas- 

of the interstate-commerce bill—to the same committee. 
lso, the petition of Captain Ives and 20 others, of John W. Hus- 
sey and 50 others, citizens of Minnesota, for an amendment to the 
patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of C. S. Dunbar and 50 others, citizens of the 
United States, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FIELD: The petition of Samuel A. Waterman, for addi- 
tional pay for services rendered as first sergeant Company D, Forty- 
second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, during the late war—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. FISHER: The petition of soldiers of Huntingdon County, 
ee Able: for the equalization of bounties—to the same com- 


mit 

By Mr. FORD: Papers mosting to the petitions of Wingate K. 
Watchell, Thomas M. Pittman, D. W. Terhune, Valentine Graff, C. 8. 
Carter, and Sandford Stoner, for the removal of the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of each of them—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. FORT: The 2 of L. Steely, of Illinois, for legislation 
for the improvement of the sanitary condition of the country, accom- 
paned by draught of bill—to the Committee on the Origin, Intro- 

uction, and Prevention of Epidemic Diseases in the United States. 

Also, the petition of W. B. Simonds and 300 others, citizens of Oli- 
nois, for an appropriation for the improvement of the Kankakee and 
the Iroquois Rivers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Fred. Ducket and others, of Illinois, for addi- 
tional pay as soldiers on account of depreciated 3 which they 
were paid for their services to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of D. W. Rose and 87 others, sol- 
diers, of Hancock County, Ohio, that he be granted a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETTE: The petition of J. H. Woods and 6 others, 
United States soldiers, to be placed on the same footing as bond- 
eton in the matter of their pay—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
By Mr. JOHN T. HARRIS: The poon of Mrs. Septema Ran- 
dolph Meikelham, granddaughter of Thomas Jefferson, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of citizens of Kansas, for the pas- 
sago of the Weaver bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. HEILMAN: The petition of J. C. C. Miller and others, to 
reduce license fees of steamboat officers—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Stewart and others, for an appropria- 
tion to improve Patoka River, in the State of Indiana—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of William Wimpelberg and others, of Indiana, 
for the passage of the equalization bounty bill—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. . 

Also, the petition of James C. Chappell and others, citizens of In- 
diana, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HENKLE: Papers relating to the claim of Langley B. Cul- 
ley for pay for services rendered as naval constructor—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Jane C. Dyer for pay for 
property destroyed by the United States Army during the late war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY: The petition of Jacob Fleishell, for pay on account 
of injuries received while at work on the Capitol extension in 1858— 
to the Committee of Claims, 

By Mr. HOSTETLER : The petition of the-Indiana State and del- 

ate boards of agriculture, for legislation to stamp out the contagious 


diseases of cattle and live stock—to the Committee on Agriculture, 
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By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the claim of George W. Bradley, 
for pay for property destroyed by United States authorities during 
the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Isaac Erwin, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of M. V. Taylor and 51 other 
soldiers in the war of the rebellion, for the passage of the Weaver 
soldier bill—to the Committee on Military ‘Affairs. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of Milley White, for bounty and 
back pay on account of services rendered by her late hasband—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: The petition of E. T. Pilkinton, of Richmond, 
Virginia, to be refunded the value of internal-revenue stamps de- 
stroyed by fire—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JONES: Papers relating to the petition of Ferdinand Cais 
a citizen of France, that the Court of Claims be authorized to hear an 
determine a certain claim of his—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of citizens of Vermont, that a pension 
be granted Julia Spenard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2 the petition of James B. Royce, for an increase of pension 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Vermont, that a pension be granted 
Elvira W. Evarts—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KILLINGER: The petition of Margaretta D. Fenn, for a 
pension—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Northumberland County, Pennsyl- 
vania, late soldiers of the United States, for an equalization of boun- 
ties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KLOTZ: The petition of soldiers of the late war, against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LADD: The petition of citizens of Maysville, Maine, for the 
improvement of the channel of the Aroostook River—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, 

Also, the petition of citizens of Ashland, Maine, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: Resolutions of the Legislature of New York, 
opposing the erection of a swing-bridge over Detroit River—to the 
same committee. : 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Sallie C. Mulligan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUNSBERY: The petition of citizens of New York, for 
the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOWE: The petition of citizens of Tennessee, Alabama, 
and Georgia, for an immediate appropriation for the improvement of 
theTennessee River at Muscle Shoals—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BENJAMIN F. MARTIN: The petition of Arthur I. Stras- 
nider and others, soldiers of the late war, inst the passage of 
Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, the petition of Christopher Martin and others, for a change in 
the revenue laws affecting the distillation of spirits—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of Robert W. Bayler and others; of M. Locke 
and others; of W. H. Lewis and others; of James E. Watson and 
others; of John H. Strider and others; and of C. T. Butler and others, 
for the passage of the interstate-commerce bill—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of J. W. Gilmore and 22 othe: 
ex-seldiers, of Smithville, Ohio, against the passage of Senate bi 
No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORTON: Memorial of Drexel, Morgan & Co., Brown 
Brothers & Co., Kidder, Peabody & Co., and others, that Congress 
e enact laws which shall give to all rightful claimants upon 

e Geneva award fund an immediate and convenient opportunity 
to present their claims to some properly constituted tribunal—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MULLER: The petition of John Halloran, for pay on ac- 
count of false imprisonment by United States authorities—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. MURCH: The petition of Daniel E. Gamage and 28 others, 
citizens of Maine, for iho passiga of the Weaver soldier bill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Cornelius O'Sullivan, for an equalization of 
bounties—to the same committee. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: The petition of Charles M. Perry and 43 
other soldiers, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Com- 
mittee en Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'BRIEN: Papers relating to the pension claim of Mary A. 
E. Furey—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR: The petition of C. K. Huger, S. Y. Tupper, 
John Riggs, and other citizens of Charleston, South Carolina, for a 
reduction of the duty on steel rails to $10 per ton—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROTHWELL: Papers relating to the claim of W. W. Wal- 
den for pay for property destroyed 8 the late war by the United 
States Army - to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHALLEN BERGER; Resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, in favor of the improvement of 
a Allegheny River from Pittsburgh to Olean—to the Committee on 

ommerce, 


By Mr. JAMES W. SINGLETON: The petition of 500citizensof Pike 
County, Illinois, for the p: of a law loaning $750 to each head 
of a family who may unite in a colony of fifty families to settle upon 
and enter the public lands under the homestead law, the return of 
the loan to be secured by the land and improvements—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, 

By Mr. WILLIAM E. SMITH: The petition of factors, merchants, 
and consumers, against extending patents for cotton iron-tie buckles 
—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SPARKS: The petition of William A, Elam and other 
soldiers, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of Mrs. Helen M. Fiedler, exec- 
utrix, &c., in relation to her claim against the government of Brazil— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STARIN: The petition of Charles Kline and 40 other citi- 
zens and ex-soldiers, of Montgomery County, New York, relative to 
certain pension bills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of. 49 ex officers, soldiers, and sailors of the late 
war, urging the passage of the equalization of bounty bill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. > 

_By Mr. STONE: The petition of Hiram Hawley and 44 others, 
citizens of Keene, Michigan, for such legislation as will alleviate the 
oppressions imposed by transportation monopolies—to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

Also, the petition of Hiram Hawley and 45 others, citizens of Keene, 
Michigan, for the amendment of the patent laws so as to make the 
manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for in- 
fringements—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: A bill for the improvement of Clinch River— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of Holston River—to the same 
committee, 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, In.: The petition of Thomas J. Wething- 
ton, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of T. C. Winfrey, for pay as an officer in the 
ay hie Army during the late war—to the Committee on Mili- 

irs. 

Also, the petition of Belford Kirtley, for pay for property taken by 
the United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill to provide for the examination and sur- 
vey of the Edisto and Salkahatchie Rivers, in the State of South Caro- 
lina—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARD W. TOWNSHEND: The petitions of W. J. S. 
Shain and others, citizens of Saline County, Illinois, and of B. Boaz 
and others, of Saline County, Illinois, for the passage of an act of 
ire prs regulating interstate commerce—to the same committee. 

, the petition of J. Troll, relating to a patent and the patent 
laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of B. H. Cain and others, and of J. H. Scott 
and others, of Saline County, Illinois, for a change in the patent laws, 
making vendors and manufacturers of patented articles solely re- 
sponsible for infringements—to the same committee. 

By Mr. OSCAR TURNER: Memorial of citizens of Paducah, Ken- 
tucky, for a portion of the $510,000, soldiers’ bounties unclaimed, 
remaining in the Treasury to be devoted to the aid of Wilberforce 
University in Ohio—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of L. A. Ballou and 19 other soldiers 
of Vermont, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, providing for 
the examination and adjudication of pension claims—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VALENTINE: A bill to authorize certain improvements of 
the channel of the Missouri River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of soldiers, residents of Nebraska, who served in 
the Union Army during the late war, for the equalization of bounties— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WARNER: The petition of Isaac Scott and 18 others, citi- 
zens of Ohio, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of H. H. Sibley and John T. 
Averill, for the relief of Muck-a- wak-ken-zah, an Indian of the 
Dakota or Sioux tribe, who was instrumental in saving the lives of 
many white people in the Sioux outbreak in Minnesota in 1862, and 
who also served in the United States Army as a scout—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of Enoch Phillips, a member of the First Minne- 
sota Heavy Artillery, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to 
the same committee. 

Also, the petition of James Southerland and others, of Goodhue 
County, Minnesota, for the passage of a law to prevent extortion and 
discrimination in railroad freights—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of James Southerland and others, of Goodhue 
County, Minnesota, for amendments to the patent laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. WEAVER: The petitions of R. M. Mason and 19 others; of 
H. A. Johnson and 30 others; of H. W. Brown and 12 others; of Tim 
othy Reardon and 7 others; of James Newton and 8 others; of M. 
McCarthy and 18 others; of John H. Good and 10 others; of James 
Callihan and 17 others; of J. D. S. Baldwin and 13 others; of William 
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Thompson and 14 others; of A. Hensfieldt and 6 others; of Joseph S. 
Perry and 15 others; of Thomas Gately and 15 others; of Nathan 
Munsey and 9-others; of Joseph H. Kingsley and 17 others; of Will- 
iam L. Wallingford and 18 others; of Thomas Tallan and 13 others ; 
of Grant Larned and 17 others; of Patrick Sullivan and 21 others; of 
G. T. Counot and 11 others; of William H. Howard and 18 others; of 
L. W. Rumsey and 7 others; of W. Z. Hickey and 8 others; of John 
Kelly and 19 others; of John W. Mahon and 14 others; of H. D. Reed 
and 19 others; of George Fitzgerald and 12 others; of P. H. Baray 
and 12 others; of Thomas Breslin and 6 others; of Robert P. Boss and 
24 others; of Charles Buttrick and 32 others; of George M. De Witt 
and 65 others; of A. G. Chamberlain and 36 others; of George Mun- 
roe and 16 others; of James McDonald and 15 others; of James T. 
Hart and 9 others; of Thomas Bacon and 15 others ; of T. S. Thomp- 
son and 21 others; of George F. Lowell and 19 others; of Thomas 
Rice and 15 others; of William L. Barnes and 18 others; of John 
Armstrong and 19 others; of John F. McQuaid and 9 others; of E. O. 
Towne and 14 others; of Charles W. Flagg and 6 others; of John O. 
Senter and 12 others; of John Hart and 18 others; of Charles L. Mer- 
rill and 8 others; of D. G. Downey and 19 others, all of Boston, Mas- 
suchusebts; of John W. Wharff and 11 others; of B. W. Hollis and 
19 others; of C. W. Dalon and 15 others, of East Boston, Massachu- 
setts; and of L. W. Lakeman and 18 others ; of Valentine Bradford 
and 7 others; of William Semple and 9 others, of South Boston, Mas- 
sachusetts, for the Passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of Otis Sawyer and 8 others; of John Horrigan 
and 17 others; of John B. Perkins and 8 others, and of W. V. Smith 
and 18 others, of East Cambridge, Massachusetts; of Daniel Hadden 
and 18 others; of William Howard and 8 others; of Charles H. Lawes 
and 18 others; of William H. Rollins and 19 others; of Daniel W. Ford 
and 13 others; of John McGrath and 17 others, and of William Harris 
and 10 others, of Cambridge, Massachusetts; of Dennis O'Leary and 
18 others; of E. E. Brown and 19 others, and of Mark H. Appleby 
and 19 others, of Cambridgeport, Massachusetts, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of Horace B. Sargent and 15 others; of A. T. 
Barensen and 23 others; of George M. Witley and 8 others ; of James 
Connoly and 18 others; of E. E. Austin and 19 others, and of J. H. 
Purbeck and 19 others, of Salem, Massachusetts; of L. D. White and 
19 others; of Charles Wield and 19 others; of Michael Dempsey and 18 
others; of Alphonso Fisher and 17 others; of J. J. Hunter and 14 
others; of Francis Wilson and 11 others; of W. H. Johnson and 8 
others, and of L. S. Willoughby and 10 others, of Charlestown, Mas- 
sachusetts; of H. M. Campbell and 14 others, and of James E. Bickey, 
of Medford, Massachusetts, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of George H. Lingham and 19 others, and of 
Thomas F. Moran and 18 others, of Brooklyn, Massachusetts; of H. 
H. Knowles and 23 others, and of C. Wyman and 84 others, of Lynn 
Massachusetts; of W. H. Beggs and 28 others; of James Dunn and 28 
others, and of William Webber and 28 others, of Danvers, Massa- 
chusetts ; of E. T. Peterson and,3 others; of George W. Bartlett and 
6 others, of James e ana 23 others, and of B, T. Sheridan and 
19 others, of Somerville, Massachusetts; of L. Wood and 18 othe 
and of J. Dennison and 19 others, of Stoughton, Massachusetts, o. 
similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of Almon Hanks, of South Deerfield, and 18 
others; of G. W. Robbins, of East Stonington, and 8 others; of J. C. 
Bray, of Swampscott, and 9 others; of Peter Snyder, of North Adams, 
and 59 others; of John T. Chase, of Roxbury, and 5 others; of Richard 
McAuliff, of Randolph, and 19 others; of Lewis T. Emerson, of Oxford, 
and 19 others; of Gilman Goldsmith, of Manchester, and 19 others; of 
James T. Lord, of East Milton, and 40 others; of William A. Lanahan, 
of South Easton, and 15 others, citizens of the State of Massachu- 
setts, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of Patrick Kelly, of Highlands, and 17 others ; 
of L. H. Russell, of Hyde Park, and 10 others; of James H. Stillman 
of Campello, and 15 others; of Charles D. Bullard, of Everett, and 6 
others; of William H. Barnes, of Arlington, and 51 others; of Will- 
iam W. Tuckett, of Westfield, and 19 others; of E. P. Clapp, of 
Woodville, and 18 others; of Michael Larkin, of Milford, and 34 
others ; of George W. Robinson, of Winter Hill, and 17 others; of 
John E. Oliver, of Winchester, and 23 others; of D. J. Clasby, of 
Waltham, and 18 others; of A. A. Linton, of Waymouth, and 35 
others; of George F. Tucker, of Beverly Farm, and 23 others; of Ste- 
pren W. Hall, of Newburyport, and 19 others; of E. W. Mann, of 

anover, and 19 others; of Edward Lemon, of West Quincy; of S. 
D. Ramsdell, of Atlantic, and 11 others; of Howland G. Barney, of 
Pembroke, and 11 others; of Clark S. Freeman, of Harwich, and 11 
others; of Frederick W. Robbins, of Plymouth, and 42 others; of E. 
B. Hewes, of Wiiliamston, and 19 others; of Robert Phillips, of Wa- 
bash, and 30 others, citizens of the State of Massachusetts, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

lso, the petitions of George W. Myers, of Homer, Illinois, and 96 
others; of Stanly Mallott, of Logansport, Indiana, and #4 others; of 
R. S. Watson and 156 others, and of Patrick Dondan and 173 others, 
of Togus, Maine; of Charles H. Dunton and 29 others, of Pittston, 
Maine; of J. M. Davis and 6 others, of North Paris, Maine; of D. W. 
Tupp and 14 others, of Wells, Maine; of 8. W. Haskins and 30 others, 
of Old Town, Maine; of William L. Rollins and 73 others, of Au- 


gusta, Maine; of George W. Goodwin, of Hesperia, Michigan, and 18 
others ; of Harry Wentworth, of Salem Falls, and 18 others; of Will- 
iam H. Sanborn, of East Canaan, and 5 others; of Horace Pedrick, of 
Wilmot, and 36 others; of Charles H. Peasley, of North Sutton, and 
9 others; of T. H. Burpee, of Scytheville, and 19 others; of J. B. Bur- 
well, of Manchester, and 43 others; of John A. Goodwin, of Dover, 
and 31 others; of Arthur Deering, of Littlefield, and 17 others ; and 
of J. L. Pettengill, of Pittsfield, and 24 others, citizens of the State 
of New Hampshire, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of C. M. Maxson, of Portville, New York, and 
43 others; of George W. Johnston, of Beaver, Pennsylvania, and 
23 others; of John H. Westerman, of Allegheny, Pennsylvania, and 
21 others; of Daniel H. Jillson, of Pawtucket, Rhode Island, and 
38 others; of H. W. Walker, of peer Ay and 104 others; of 
L. B. Morrison, of Groton, and 20 others; of T. P. Simpson, of Frank- 
lin, and 42 others; of Barney Cannon, jr., of Bellows Falls, and 38 
others; of T. W. Eason, of Vernon, and 17 others; of John T. P. 
of Springfield, and 34 others; of George W. Burleson, of East Fair- 
field, and 11 others; and of Jason O. French, of Jeffersonville, and 
18 others, citizens of the Stateof Vermont, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of William G. Adkisson, a 
soldier in the war with Mexico, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WILBER: The petition of 290 citizens of Otsego County, 
New York, to send the proceedings of Congress free to every family 
in the United States—to the Committee on Auer, S 

Also, resolution of the Legislature of the State of New York, oppos- 
ing the construction of a bridge over the Detroit River at Detroit, 
Michigan—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of William A. Tulley, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of Alpheus Hunt and others, sol- 
diers of the late war, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to 
the same committee. A 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of Thomas Jefferson and 157 others, 
colored men, of Parsons, Kansas, for the passage of the Wright amend- 
ment to the homestead act—to the Committee on Publie Lands, 

Also, the petition of Patrick Prendergast and 80 others, citizens of 
New York, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Robert Burns and 155 others, citizens of Spen- 
cer, Massachusetts, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Benjamin Feneday and 44 others, citizens of 
Wood's Run, Pennsylvania, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CASEY YOUNG: The petitions of Fines E. Wirt, of Somer- 
ville, Fayette County, Tennessee ; of Abner W. Lanier, of La Grange, 
Fayette County, Tennessee; of John B. Reed, of Shelby County, 
Tennessee ; of William H. Hill, of Shelby County, Tennessee; of Ju- 
lia C. Bailey, administratrix of Sylvester Bailey, deceased, of Shelby 
County, Tennessee; of Mrs. J. D. Scott, of Grand Junction, Hardeman 
County, Tennessee, for property taken by the United States Army 
during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill makin appropriation for improving the navigation of 
Big Hatchie River, est Tennessee—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 
By Mr. THOMAS L. YOUNG: The petition of Joseph 8. Anderson 
and others, for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on 


Military irs, 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 27, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, recommending that the binding 
for the library of that Department be exempted from the operations 
of the act of February 26, 1879; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secreta: 

of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with the act of M. 
3, 1879, a report of the operations of the National Board of Health; 
which was referred to the select committee to investigate and report 
the best means of preventing the introduction and spread of epidemic 
diseases, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, relative to the completion of Fort Assinaboine, Montana Ter- 
ritory, and the construction of a new post near Wood Mountain in that 
Territory; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. i 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of Henry Devilles 
and others, citizens of Indiana and soldiers in the late war, praying 
for an amendment of the pension laws so as to allow pensions to those 
soldiers of the late war who contracted disease while prisoners of 
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war in confederate prisons; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented the petition of Edwin C. Myers, of 
Ohio, praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 2480) for the re- 
lief of the soldiers and sailors who served in the ap? f and Navy of 
the United States in the late war for the suppression of the rebellion, 
and to restore to them equal rights with the holders of Government 
bonds; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Andrew D. McKesson and 
others, citizens of Michigan and soldiers in the late war, praying for 
the passage of a law granting to soldiers the difference between the 
value of greenbacks and gold at the time of payment for their serv- 
ices; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of John Cook and others, citizens 
of Anderson County, Kansas, raving for the passage of a law grant- 
ing compensation to C. C. Phillips, late surgeon Twenty-seventh 
Regiment Missouri Infantry, for extra services as such officer; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented a petition of citizens 
of Wiconisco, Dauphin County, Pennsylvania, soldiers and sailors in 
the late war, in favor of the passage of the bill to restore to soldiers 
and sailors who served in the late war equal rights with the holders 
of Government bonds; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

Mr. CALL. At the request of the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. 
Jonas,] who is detained at his home by sickness, I present a memo- 
rial of the Cotton Exchange of New Orleans, in favor of the passage 
of an act restricting the Rectory of the Treasury from suppressing 
statistics relative to imports and exports of merchandise. I move 
that this memorial be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of John P. Wall, mayor, and mem- 
bers of the common council of Tampa, Florida, praying for an appro- 

riation by Congress for the improvement of the Hillsborough River 
kon its mouth to Hillsborough Bay, in that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I ask leave to present the memorial of 
a large number of citizens of Texas, associated in an organization 
known as the State Grange, praying for such legislation as will reg- 
ulate interstate commerce in a way to prevent unreasonable freight 
charges and unjust discriminations on railroad lines. The petition- 
ers are representative men of a 1151 agricultural community, who 
give expression to a feeling which is universal that the time has ar- 
rived 10 5 5 the Government should interpose for the protection of 
the products of labor against arbitrary taxation by great transporta- 
tion lines, whose combinations too often exclude competition, leaving 
the producer entirely at their mercy. The carrying of the vast inter- 
nal commerce of the country, amounting annually to many thou- 
sands of millions of dollars’ worth, concerns too 1 the whole 
country to be left longer unregulated by law, and the interests are 
so enormous that their protection by the Government against unjust 
discrimination and unreasonable exactions is a duty of paramount 
importance. If railroad monopolies are permitted to lay an addi- 
tional tax upon marketable products commensurate with the advance 
of prices, and reap the benefit of rising values, the producers of wealth 
are but little concerned in the prosperity said to be dawning upon 
the country. That transportation lines to a great extent habituall 
do this is well known. That vast body of our people subject to this 
unrestrained and unlimited taxation have a right to ask, as these 
memorialists do, that the Government take hold of the subject and 
protect them by law against such spoliation. 

I move, sir, that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce for consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the memorial of John Johnston and others, 
the memorial of R. S. Gordon and others, the memorial of Thomas 
Collier and others, and the memorial of J. F. Cummings and others, 
all citizens of Illinois and soldiers in the late war, remonstratin 

inst the passage of the bill (8. No. 496) for the examination And 
adjudication of pension claims ; which were referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of John Bryan and others and the 
petition of Thomas Collier and others, citizens of Illinois and soldiers 
of the late war, 1 85 ing for the passage of a bill for the equalization 
my bounties; which were referred to the Committee on Military 

Airs. 

He also presented the petition of E. O. Jones and others, citizens 
of Ohio, praying for the p of a law granting a pension to Martin 
Price, late Peres Company E, Seventy-ninth iment Ohio Vol- 
unteers; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. THURMAN presented the petition of Mrs. Mary Hopperton, of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying that a sum of money may be ted to 
her in lien of a pension for services rendered by her husband, Ed- 
ward Hopperton, in building wagon-roads in Mexico during the war 
with that country; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. THURMAN. The petition refers to certain evidence on file, 
which accompanied a petition formerly presented, and which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. The committee reported ad- 
versely, on the ground that it was not a matter coming within the 
purview of the pension laws. I ask that the papers on file with the 


former petition be taken from the files and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. There was an adverse report, but there is new tes- 
timony. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. ROLLINS. I notice by the RECORD that the bill (S. No. 1130) 
for the relief of David Wingate, of Rochester, New Hampshire, intro- 
duced by me yesterday morning, was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. It should have gone to the Committee on Naval 
Sir 7 which the other papers in the case have been referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That change of reference will be made. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McDONALD, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 309) for the relief of George Heard, 
reported it without amendment. 

. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 531) to re-establish the office of assistant treas- 
urer of the United States at Charleston, South Carolina, reported 
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam authorized by the Committee on Finance 
to report the bill (H. R. No. 218%) for the relief of Thomas Kearney, 
without amendment, favorably. I make this report with the proofs 
accompanying the bill. I call attention to the report of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means of the House of Representatives, and ask 
that it may be considered as a part of the report of the Committee on 

nance. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 3058) authorizing the remission or refund- 
ing the duty on an altar from Rome, Italy, for the Saint John’s cathe- 
dral of Indianapolis, Indiana, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. GROOME, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 411) for the relief of Charles W. 
Rogers, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to 
be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

. ALLISON, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 768) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue bonds to Albert V. Conway, substituted trustee for cer- 
tain registered United States bonds redeemed or assigned by the 
Government upon forged assignments, reported it without amendment. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


Mr. RANDOLPH. The Committee on Military Affairs have in- 
structed me to make a report in the case of Fitz-John Porter, and 
with the report is a bill for his relief. I ask that the bill be read at 
length and 5 700 upon the Calendar, and that the report be printed. 

The bill (S. No. 1139) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, late major- 
general of the United States volunteers and colonel of the Army, was 
read the first time at length, as follows: 


Whereas a board of 2 officers was convened by order of the President, b 
§ Orders No. 78, da ager tae hag he the Army, Washington, April 1 
1878," to examine, in connection with the record of the trial by court-martial o 
Major-General Porter, such new evidence relating to the merits of said case as 
was then on file in the War Department, together with such other evidence as 
might be presented to said board, and to report, with the reasons for their conclu- 
sion, what action, if any, in their opinion, justice required should be taken on said 
ee . by the President; and said board reported that they had made a very 
rough examination of all the evidence presented and bearing in any manner 
upon the merits of the case, in addition to that which was before the court-martial ; 
and reported with entire 1 and without doubt in their own minds, 
with the reasons for their conclusions, that, in their opinion, justice required such 
action as might be necessary to annul and set aside the findings and sentence of 
the court-martial in the case of Major-General Fitz-John Porter, and to restore 
him to the position of which that sentence deprived him, such restoration to take 
effect from the date of his dismissal from the service; and 
Whereas the President did heretofore transmit the proceedings and conclusions 
of the board to Congress with a message declaring that, as he was without power 
in the absence of legislation to act upon the recommendation of the report further 
than by submitting the same to Con; the said proceedings and conclusions 
were transmitted for the information of Congress, and for such action as in their 
wisdom should seem expedient and just: Therefore, 
Be it ouse y re par eee of the United States of 
resident be, and is hereby, authorized to 


Sec. 2, That 
being annulled and set aside as provided for in the first section of this act, the 
President be and is ore further authorized to restore the said Fitz-John Porter 
to the Army of the United States, with all the rank, rights, title, and privileges to 
which he would have been entitled if there had not been any court-martial, 

„ 3, The position of colonel to which the said Fitz John Porter shall be re- 
stored by the action of the President under section 2 of this act shall be held by 
him as supernumerary until a vacancy shall occur, when he shall be assigned to 
the regiment to which it pertains; but if the said Porter shall so elect, the Presi- 
dent of the United States may retire him on the rank of colonel, that being the rank 
held by him while in the service. 

Src. 4. That in the event of the finding and sentence of the said court-martial 
nai epua and set aside as provided for in the first section of this act, there 
shall be paid to the said Porter the poy and allowances of a major-general on the 
retired list of the Army from the 28th day of January, 1863, (date of last payment.) 


to the 31st day of August, 1866, both dates inclusive, and the pay and allowances 
of acolonel on the retired list of the Army, entitled to credit for twenty years’ serv- 
ice, from the Ist day of September, 1866, to the date of the passage of this act; and 
and determined shall be paid to the said Por- 
ter by the Secretary of the Treasury immediately upon the o of this act; the 
sum required for the purpose being hereby appropriated from any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


the entire sum, or sums, so estim: 
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The bill was read the second time by its title, and the report was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LOGAN. As a majority of the Committee on Military Affairs 
have made a report to accompany the bill, I ask the leave of the Sen- 
ate to submit the views of the minority. I have had no opportunity, 
except from the mere hearing of the report read before the commit- 
tee, to know anything about it, but I desire that the minority should 
have permission to make a minority report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To this request the Chair hears no ob- 
jection. 

3 Mr. LOGAN. If I may be permitted, I desire to say in reference 
to the preamble of the bill that I dissent from it in toto: First, be- 
cause the President had no authority in law to organize the commis- 
sion that examined this case by taking er parte testimony; second, 
because there being no error in the — of the court-martial, its 
action is not reviewable by Con and third, when a person is 
out of the Army, Con should not Bay, him for time he did not 
devote to the service of the country. On these three grounds, with 
others, I object to the bill. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BECK (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1140) for the relief of property hold- 
ers on square 226 in Washington City; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BUTLER (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1141) to incorporate the 

, Cosmo-American Colonization and General Improvement Bureau in 
the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MORGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1142) for the relief of the Medical College of 
Alabama; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BAILEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1143) ting a ion to Mrs, Mary Allison, 
the widow of a soldier of the war of 1812; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. HEREFORD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1144) to pay James Ferguson for buildings 
destroyed by United States troops; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COKE (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1145) providing for the payment of 

awards made to Creek Indians who enlisted in the Federal Army, 
loyal refugees, and freedmen; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S, No. 1146) to limit the right of recovery in cer- 
tain suits for the infringement of patents; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committée on Patents. 

Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1147) for the relief of Horace Boughton ; 
ane was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. HARRIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1148) to amend an act entitled An act author- 
izing the commissioners of the District of Columbia to issue twenty- 
year 5 per cent. bonds of the District of Columbia, to redeem certain 
funded indebtedness of said District,” approved June 10, 1879; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1149) to increase the pensions of all wounded 
soldiers of the war of 1812 who now receive less than $15 per month ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1150) for the relief of Carlile Boyd; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENDLETON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1151) to authorize the appointment of med- 
ical inspectors in the Navy to the office of chief of the bureau of med- 
icine and surgery, and to remove the disability of the present incum- 
bent ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MCMILLAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1152) for the relief of Basil Moreland; 
nue was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr, LOGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1153) to amend the statutes in relation to im- 
mediate transportation of dutiable goods; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1154) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of William O. Redden; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL asked, and by nnanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 


troduce a bill (S. No. 1155) making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Caloosahatchee River, in the State of Florida; which was. 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask leave to introduce a bill to regulate Indian 
affairs. I introduce the bill at the request of a gentleman who has 
given great attention to the subject. I dissent from a considerable 
portion of the bill. 

By unanimous consent obtained, leave was granted to introduce a 

bill (S. No. 1156) to regulate Indian affairs; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. LOGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 70) to increase the number of 
officers of the Army allowed to be detailed as professors of military 
science at colleges and universities; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SETTLEMENTS WITH RAILWAY COMPANIES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and it is hereby, instructed 
to inquire whether, in the settlement or adjustment between the United States and 
the railroad com es, or any of them, mentioned and ded for in the act of 
Congress on the 27th day of February, 1875, entitled “An act to provide 
for settlements with certain railway companies," any on or difference 
of treatment or measure of relief or settlement has been made by the officers of 
the United States in favor of one or more of said companies as com with 
others of said companies under the same or similar circumstances of t, and if 
so, upon what ground and by what authority; and that said committee consider 
whether ae further legislation on the subject embraced in said act of Congress is 
expedient 

ACCOMMODATIONS FOR DISTRICT SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. THURMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds are hereby in- 
structed to es yrs whether the building now occupied by the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia is sufficient for the accommodation of the court and the 
transaction of its business; and, if it is not, what measures should be adopted to 
supply the deficiency ; and that said committee report by bill or otherwise. 


REPORTS ON NAVAL EDUCATION. 

Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That 1,000 copies of the report of Professor James R. Soley on foreign 

stems of educating naval officers, and 1,000 copies of the report of Tiaan 

ommander Chadwick on a systems of training seamen for the navy, be 
printed for the use of the Navy Department. 
CLAIM OF MAX BROMBERGER. 

Mr. VEST submitted the following resolution: 

That the Secretary of State transmit to the Senate all information pos- 
sessed by the State Department in reference to the of Max Bromberger, a. 
citizen of the United States, against the government of Mexico for merchandise 
— to said Bromberger, and which was seized unlawfully by an officer of 
the Mexican government, at Mazatlan, on the Pacific coast, while being trans- 
ported from San Francisco to ee of Guatemala, and that he transmit to 
the Senate copies of all communi: between the United States and the Mexi- 
can government in regard to said claim. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I suggest that the resolution should be addressed 
F the President of the United States instead of to the Secretary of 

tate. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection, although I supposed it should be 
directed to the Secretary of State. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The usual mode in all resolutions relating to for- 
eign affairs is to request the President of the United States to trans- 
mit the information, if not, in his opinion, incompatible with the pub- 
lic interest. bs 

8 VEST. I am willing that the resolution should be changed in 
that respect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so amended. 

The resolution, as modified, was considered, and agreed to. 


IMPROVEMENT OF GROUNDS SOUTH OF CAPITOL. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the joint resolution (H. R. No. 169) making an appropriation for fill- 
ing up, draining, and placing in sani condition the grounds 
south of the Capitol along the line of the old canal, and for other 
purposes. : , 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The 18 resolution was reported from the Commfttee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia with amendments: In line 3, after the word “ dol- 
lars,” to insert “or so much thereof as may be necessary ;” in line 6, 
after the words “purpose of,” to strike out the words “‘employing the 

r of the District in the work of ;” in line 8, after the word „con- 
ition,” to insert “the old canal ;” and after “ grounds,” to insert “of 
the United States ;” in line 9, before the word “ canal,” to strike out 
the words “the old,” and insert “said;” and at the end of the joint 
resolution to add “and make report of the same to Congress ;” so as 
to make the joint resolution read: 

That the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated out of any ener in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, for the purpose of filling up, d „ and 1 in good sanitary 
condition the old canal, the grounds of the United States south of the Capitol, along 
the line of said canal. The commissioners of the District shall determine the plan 


of said work, and ses that it is properly conducted, and shall disburse the money 
and make report of the same to Congress. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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Mr. HARRIS. Iam directed by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia to move,in line 11, after the word “ work,” to insert the 
words “employ the labor to do the same by the day, week, or month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the joint reso- 
lution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES REED. 


Mr. WITHERS. I ask that the half-dozen or more pension cases 
upon the Calendar be now taken up and considered and acted upon. 
I ere they will be passed without objection. I first ask that the 
bill (S. No. 342) granting a pension to Charles Reed be taken up 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the bill which had been reported from the 

ommittee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 6, after the word 
“pension,” to strike out the words “at the rate of — dollars per 
month;” so as to make the bill read : 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the noes ao the name of Charles Reed, of eee 
. olunteers, and pay him a pension from and after the passage of 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ISABEL L. EVANS. 

Mr. WITHERS. Iask that the bill (S. No. 367) granting an increase 
of pension to Isabel L. Evans be next considered. 

y unanimons consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to increase the pension of Isabel L. Evans and Isabel M. Evans, 
widow and infant child of John J. Evans, deceased, late draughts- 
man on board the United States vessel Huron, who are now receiv- 
ing a pension of $8 per month and $2 per month, respectively, to the 
rate provided by law for the widow and infant child of an ensign in 
the naval service of the United States; the increase to date from the 
24th of November, 1877. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY A. ARMSTRONG. 


Mr. WITHERS. Lask that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 139) granting a pension to Henry A. Armstrong. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 3 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word “artillery,” to strike ont the 
words “at the rate of $25 per month ;” so as to make the bill read: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions limitations of the pension 
jaws, the name of Henry A. Armstrong, late surgeon Second Regiment of New York 
Heavy Artillery. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. Í 
SAMUEL B. DAVIS. 
Mr. WITHERS. I ask that the Senate next consider the bill (S. 
No. 578) granting a pension to Samuel B. Davis. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the 
Bommittes on Pensions with an amendment, in line 7, after the word 
“him,” to strike out the words “a pension at the rate of $36 per 
month, to date from February 28, 1877,” and to insert “the pension 
now allowed by law to those who have lost both an arm and a leg ;” 


so as to make the bill read: 

That the 1 of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the pension - roll. subject to the provisions an limitations of 3 
laws, the name of Samuel B. Davis, of Company C, Eighteenth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers, and pay him the pension now allowed by law to those who have lost 
both an arm and a leg. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. : 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel B. Davis.” 

JAMES KING. 

Mr. WITHERS. I ask that the bill (S. No. 1044) granting a pen- 
sion to James King be now taken up. ? ENER 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll the name of James King, private Com- 
pany F, First Regiment United States Infantry. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SUSAN JEFFORDS. 

Mr. WITHERS. I ask that the bill (S. No. 1045) granting a pen- 
sion to Susan Jeffords be next considered. 

By unanimons consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Susan Jeffords, dependent 
mother of Edmund Jeffords, late a private in Company I, First Regi- 
ment Maine Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES H. REEVE. 

Mr. WITHERS. Lask that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
aoe bill (S. No. 39) granting an increase of pension to James H. 

ve. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions with amendments: In line 5, after the word “ al- 
lowed,” to strike out the words “from June 26, 1865;” and in line 6, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “twenty-four” and insert 
“ thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

That James H. Reeve, late captain and brevet major in the Third Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, be, and he is hereby, granted and allowed a - 
sion at the rate of $30 month; and the of the Interior be, and fe is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place the name of said James H. Reeve on the 
pension-roll at said rate, in lieu of the pension now paid him. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

SIMEON CRAIN. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. WITHERS. I ask to trespass upon the courtesy of the Sena- 
tor from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp,] with the unanimous consent of 
the Senate, in order to get rid of the two remaining pension bills on 
the Calendar. I know there will be no objection to them. 

Mr. BAYARD. If they will occupy but little time I yield for that 


p $ 

Mr. WITHERS. It will not take five minutes to dispose of these 
bills. If either of them leads to any debate I shall not insist upon 
its consideration. $ 

Mr. BAYARD. Very well. 

Mr. WITHERS. I ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 335) granting a pension to Simeon Crain. 

By unanimous consent, the ate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill which had been reported from the 
Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 5, after the word 
“Kentucky,” to strike out the words “ who was” and insert the words 
“as a;“ so as to make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place upon the pension-roll the name of Simeon Crain, of Bath County, Ken- 
tacky, as a first lieutenant in the Twenty-fourth Regiment Kentucky Infantry, 
subject to the limitations and provisions of the pension laws. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

LOUIS CHRISTOPHER TIEDEMANN. 

Mr. WITHERS. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 870) granting a pension to Louis Christopher Tiede- 
mann. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to ee on the pension-roll the name of Louis Christopher Tiede- 
mann, late a private in Company K, Thirteenth Regiment New York 
Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
UNITED STATES NOTES AS A LEGAL TENDER. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order of the day is the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (S. R. No. 49) in relation to United States 
Treasury notes, reported adversely from the Committee on Finance, 
which is before the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. It will 
be reported. K 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask for the reading of the views of the minority. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Finance, snbmitted the following as the 
views of the minority, to accompany joint resolution S. R. No. 49: 

The undersigned, believing the 1 ustrial, commercial, and financial prosperity 
of a country, in order to be enduring and secure, must be based upon a money of 
actual and intrinsic value, and that our Government has no power and is incom- 
petent to endow its paper obligations with such value, and the United States Treas- 

notes in existence and in circulation being now redeemable in gold and silver 
—— at the option of the holder, do therefore recommend the drawal of the 
present compulsory legal-tender power from such Treasury notes by the passage 
of the subjoined joint resolution. 


T. F. BAYARD. 
FRANCIS KERNAN, 


1880. 
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Admitting the principle of the resolution as to the power of the Government to 


make Paper legal tender, I reserve my action upon the resolution as to the time of 
the withdrawal of the power given heretofore. 
WILLIAM A. WALLACE. 


Reserving the right of amendment. 
JUSTIN S. MORRILL. 


Joint resolution in relation to United States notes. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That from and after the of this resolution all United 
States notes shall be receivable for all dues to the United States excepting duties 
on imports, and shall not be otherwise a legal tender; and any of said notes here- 
after reissued shall bear this superscription. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, my object in urging the adoption of 
the present resolution is to bring about an actual resumption of specie 
payments; whatever else may be effected by this resolution is second- 
ary, and merely incidental to this one cardinal object. 

I ardently desire the prosperity of my country; I wish it to endure, 
and I know that to be permanent it must rest upon a sound basis, and 
I know that a sound currency is essential, and that real money is the 
only basis of a sound currency. 

I have said that I desire to effect a real resumption of specie pay- 
ments, for I do not believe what is at present called resumption, is 
real or reliable, because, although since January Ist, 1879, United 
States notes are redeemable in coin at the office of the assistant treas- 
urer oa United States in New York City; yet, by the act of May 
31,1 
when any of said notes may be redeemed or be received into the Treasury of the 
United States, they shall not be retired canceled or destroyed, but they shall be 
reissued and paid out again and kept in circulation; 
so that while there is a resumption of payment in specie, it is neu- 
tralized in all its resumptive effects, by the immediate reissue of the 
notes just redeemed. To “resume” by such a delusive process is as 
idle as to bail water with a sieve. 

I am for actual resumption and a restoration of real money in place 
of any substitute therefor, unless such substitute is 1 
upon by the parties to any contract. Plainly then this resolution is 
intended to secure the resumption of a standard of value based upon 
value—and not upon mere credit. 

lt is not intended to destroy the convenience and assistance of the 
present paper currency—but as that poe rests upon the credit, that 
it is convertible, into specie and will be paid—so do I feel assured that 
by letting men feel a confidence that a stable standard is ultimately 
to measure all their contracts—they will naturally feel safer to enter 
into contracts—this will give them assurance that the lapse of time 
will not bring with it alterations in the basis upon which their agree- 
ments were formed. This will encourage capital to embark upon 
enterprises which will give employment to the laboring classes, and 
will insure to labor an honest equivalent for every hour of toil. Such 
I believe will be a part and a part only of the benefits to flow from 
the adoption of this resolution. ' 

Mr. President, I would pause here, and ask the consideration of 
the Senate to a confusion of terms, which I am sure has led to a great 
confusion in thought, in dealing with this subject. It is unfortunate 
that notes should be called “ money,” as it tends to produce confu- 
sion and injustice; at best, notes are a promise, and until that prom- 
ise is paid in money, it is unperformed. 

When power was given to Congress “ to borrow money on the credit 
of the United States,” the words had a definite meaning. Not to 
borrow evidences of debt, but to give their evidences of debt for 
money. The issue of the notes was a proof that the Government had 
nomoney ; that they thought it unadvisable to tax the people to ob- 
tain if; and therefore, the United States notes were merely instru- 
ments of the Government to obtain supplies to carry on the war, 
without paying for them. 

The very issue of these notes, was a confession that the Govern- 
ment had no money. To make them circulate in the place of money, 
and enable the holders to get rid of them, they made them at first 
convertible into the interest-bearing obligations of the Government, 
and created them a legal tender for all debts, public and private. 
And let it here be noted that making notes legal tender, does not 
oblige any man to sell his property for such notes; it only compels 
him to receive them for a debt then due. In other words, legal tender 
isa debt paying power, but can never be made a debt contracting power}; 
and no amount of tyrannical force in the history of the world has 
ever been able to accomplish this last. To define the difference be- 
tween money and its substitute, I will accept the definition of Lord 
1 in his famous report upon the coins of the realm of Great 

ritain. 

The money or coin of a country is the standard measure, by which the value 
of all — bos) ht and sold, is regulated and ascertained; and itis itself, at the 
same time, the value or equivalent, for which goods are exchanged, and in which 
contracts are generally made payable, 

Paper currency in all its forms, bills of exchange, promissory notes, 
bank bills, are all useful auxiliaries of money, but are evidences of 
debt, and not of wealth, and possess no inherent value. 

A thoughtful and sensible writer, Mr. Gouge, of Pennsylvania, put 
the truth in the following form: 

Some fancy that it is the authority of the Government that gives money its value. 
But the true value of money, as measured by the amount of goods for which it 
will honestly exchange, cannot be affected by the edicts of princes or acts of par- 
liaments. onarchs and ministers may alter the weight of their coin, or lessen 
their purity, but they cannot make a coin containing half an ounce of pure silver 
worth as much as a coin containing an entire ounce. 

The stamp of tho State is a mere certificate of weight and fineness, 


When Congress was authorized “ to coin money,” what would have 
been the use of all the nicety and precision exp so carefully in 
all coinage laws, if it had been believed that Government could by its 
mint stamp, or by a 1 what value it chose to its coined 
money? Of what use are all the statutes carefully lating the 
tolerance and abrasion of the coin, if the inherent value of the precious 
metals which compose such coin had not been their only value. Mint 
stamps are only to inform men truly, upon the honor of a Government 
certiticate, that each piece contains a certain weight of gold or silver 
of a certain purity; in order to save citizens the trouble of weighing 
the coins themselves. 

In all of this careful regulation, is there not recognition of the value 
of the metallic coins? 

Every piece of money represents the value of the labor which it 
cost to produce it, and the experience of mankind from the earliest 
ages has accorded value to gold and silver, and their use for conduct- 
ing and facilitating the exchanges of mankind has been shown by 
the manufacture of coins since nearly one thousand years before the 
Christian era; and the civilized nations of the earth having now in 
reality bnt a single market, with rapid and easy intercourse, the pre- 
cious metals being small in bulk and weight, are easily and quickly 
transferred, so that a very slight difference in value in the markets 
of the world suffices to call them wherever the demand arises for 
their employment. 

The Supreme Court of the United States have, in cases compara- 
tively recent, given an authoritative definition to the idea I am tryin 
toimpress. In the case of Bronson vs. Rhodes, 7 Wall., 249, the Chief- 
Justice, Chase, 1 the opinion of the court, after reciting the 
various coinage acts, said : 

The design of all this minuteness and strictness in the regulation of coinage is 
easily seen. It indicates the intention of the Legislature to give a sure guarantee 
to the people that the coins made current in payment contain the precise weight of 
gold or silver of the precise degree of ty declared by the statuto. 

It recognizes the fact, accepted by all men throughout the world, that value is in- 
herent in the precious me ; that gold and silver are in themselves values ; and 
being such, and being in other ts the only measures of values, that 
those values are determined by weight and purity, and that form and impress are 
simply certificates of valne, worthy of absolute reliance only because of known 
integrity and good faith of the government which gives them. 

These Lae perc omg are believed to be incontestable. 

The coined dollar was a piece of gold or silver of a prescribed purity and 
. number of S; the note dollar was a pri to paya 
coined dollar; but it was not a promise to pay on demand or at any fixed time; nor 
was it in fact convertible into a coined dollal. 

It was impossible in the nature of things that these two dollars should be the actual 


equivalent of each other. 
The Government by its statutes ized these differences, in the very act au- 


thorizing the “note dollar,“ by making some things (duties and interests) payable 
“in coin" and others in these notes, 

And in Bank re. Supervisors, 7 Wall., 31: 

The dollar note is an engagement to pay a dollar, and the dollar intended is the 
coined dollar of the United States: a certain quantity in weight and fineness of gold 
or silver authenticated by the stamp of the Government: no other dollars had before 
been recognized by legislation as lawful money. 

These notes are obligations; they bind the national faith, They are strictly se- 
curities ; they secure the payment stipulated to the holders Lt Be pledge of the na- 
tional faith; the only ultimate security of all national obligations, whatever form 
they may assume, 

8 Wallace, p. 607, December, 1869; Hepburn vs. Griswold; per. 
Chase, C. J.; coin dollars—note dollars: 

The former possess intrinsic value, determined by the weight and fineness of the 
metal. The latter have no intrinsic value, but a E aromas value, determined by 
(1) the quantity in circulation; (2) by the general consent to its currency in pay- 
ments; (3) by opinion as to the probability of redemption in coin. 

To illustrate the exactness and care attending the manufacture of 
our coins let me read from the Revised Statutes: 

c. 3535. In adjusting the weights of the gold coins, the following deviations 
shafi not be ex ed in any single piece: In the double eagle and the eagle, one- 
half of a grain; in the half eagle, the three-dollar piece, the quarter eagle, and the 
one-dollar piece, one-fourth of a grain. And in weighing a number of pieces together, 
when delivered by the coiner to the superintendent, and by the superintendent to 
the depositor, the deviation from the standard weight shall not exceed one-hun- 
dredth of an ounce in $5,000 in double eagles, eagles, half eagles, or quarter eagles, 
in one thousand three-dollar pieces, and in one thousand one-dollar pieces. 

The value of any commodity can only be measured by money; it 
does not determine the value, but it expresses it when it has been agreed 
upon, and measures it. y 

The first step in the increase of wealth is the organization, the com- 
binution, and division of labor. In this organization we find the steps 
of accumulation, and accumulation of the results of labor forms capi- 
tal. Every product of labor has a purchasing power, an actual value, 
exchangeable by its possessor for other values. Capital is thus the 
savings of labor; the result of its surplus production, and therefore 
capital is the seed of wealth. Capital is the child of labor and born 
of its exertions. By the very law of its birth and origin, capital can- 
not be useful without the employment of labor; so that the laborer 
must share the advantages of capital. Increase of capital brings with 
it increased demand for labor; and, despite the false teachings of dem- 
agogues, capital and labor, having a common origin, are natural allies, 
and not enemies. 

For all the varied productions of human industry, a machinery and 
measure of exchange is requisite. A universal medium of exchange 
is necessary,—not o vopn or length, or height alone, but of value ; 
because, at the bottom o all human dealings, for the sake of security, 
honesty and justice must be found. As human labor alone creates 
value, so the results of human labor should alone be justly exchange- 
able for value. 
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In no civilized country can all the exchanges of property be car- 
ried on by she agency of coin alone. 

Paper notes are an essential auxiliary to coin, but never let it be 
forgotten, they are not coin—are not: money—but are substitutes for it. 
They are not actual payments, but promises to pay,—evidences of debt 
which the law will enforce,—and do not give value for value; and their 
pi Aloe must be based on their credit, on their convenience, and 
be always voluntary in order to be safe. 

When a paper note, an evidence of debt, is made a compulsory tender 
in payment of a debt,—the great law of honesty,—the great law of 
money—that value is to be given for value, is broken and disregarded. 

Mr. President, we have heard in this Chamber allusions somewhat 
vague, but none the less alarming, to an unseen, undefined, but ter- 
rible, “ money power.” 

What is meant by these ominous warnings against this invisible, 
intangible, immeasurable power ? 

What is meant is, I suppose, the power of capital. 

How shall the law deal with it ? 

Capital is the result of labor and frugality; it is by the virtues of 
thrift, economy, and self-denial, working under the instruction of 
intelligence and enlightened self-interest, that capital is first created, 
and then accumulated. 

Wealth and property of all descriptions are but forms of capital. 
Encouragement is given by the institutions of property, by the 
creation of government, by the enactment of laws, to induce men to 
exercise their faculties to gain wealth. Is all this founded upon fal- 
lacy and wrong? Is there to be discrimination, suspicion and assault 
visited upon those individuals of society who have been more suc- 
cessful than others in the accumulation of property? Is it not 
„money power“ that enables a poor laborer to become the owner of 
the 1 or shovel, with which he prosecutes his daily task? Is 
it not “money power” that enables him to procure a wheel-barrow ? 
Is it not“ mony power” that enables his savings of a year’s labor, 
temperance, and frugality, to give him the means to Varenas a 
horse and cart? Is it not “money power” that enables him to 
educate his children and fit them for an improved condition in life? 
Is it not the same “money power” that crowns his life of honesty, 
sobriety, and industry, with an old age of comfort and respectability ? 

Such, sir, are the humble, but honorable and useful, careers that 
America offers to the poor of all lands; and, of all institutions to 
secure such results, a money having real value is the chief, because 
it is the true and only road by which the laborer honestly becomes 
the capitalist. 

Mr. ident, there are few assemblages of men to whom I could 
appeal with more confidence to bear out the truth of my present 
utterances, than to my honored associates in this Chamber, so man. 
of whom have illustrated in their own careers, the advantages an 
true glory of American republican institutions. 

I do not shut my eyes, Mr. President, to the fact, that the equal 
and wholesome distribution of pro „Which it was ho by the 
founders of our Government would be attained by the abolition of 
the rules of primogeniture, of entailments, of perpetuities, and the 
division of intestate estates among daughters and sons alike, has 
been greatly defeated. And I am inclined to believe the system of in- 
corporation which we have introduced into all branches of industrial 
pursuits will be found nearly equal to the effects of primogeniture 
and mortmain combined in its influence upon the aggregation of 
wealth into a single and never-dying grasp. 

But the millionaires of to-day, now to be counted by scores, where 
twenty years ago they were to be counted by units—were twenty 
years ago penniless boys, and I cannot comprehend in this vague 
denunciation of their “ money power” at what point of their accu- 
mulations condemnation and proscription are to commence, or should 
their riches take wings as they have in so many conspicnous instan 
whether pardon will then await them in their poverty for their former 
pecuniary success. 

To no one thing, however, do I attribute this unequal division of 
property in this country so much as to the resort by the Government 
to the use of inconvertible legal-tender paper money, and I believe 
with Thomas Jefferson that— 

The abuses of pai money are invetera! 

N A * — y, te breaking up the measure of value 


that it makes private property cannot be denied. 
It is from such results that communism is the outgrowth, and to 
the distress caused by unwise financial management I attribute the 


dangerous projects, fallacious schemes, and attempts to array the force 
of numbers against property, which we witness all over the country, 
and which afford such opportunities for demagogues to ply their arts 
and excite an unthinking and suffering ple to the adoption of 
false remedies and destructive measures of supposed relief. 

Mr. President, I do not propose at this time to e against the 
claim of power in Con, to make Treasury notes a tender for 
= payment of debts by the Government itself, or between private 
citizens. 

Nor do I care now to recite the sad history of the overthrow of one 
of the most deliberate decisions ever reached by the Supreme Court, 
accomplished so ily by the active interference and power of Pres- 
ident Grant and Mr. Hoar, his Attorney-General, by the change not 
in the nd econ but in the personnel of the tribunal, and an increase of 
its numbers, 

I shall content myself by adopting the language of Chief-Justice 


Chase in his dissent from the newly-created majority, in their last 
judgment, in May, 1871, in favor of the passage of legal-tender laws. 
in times of dire emergency, “when” (to use the langa of Mr. Jus- 
tice Strong) “it was certain that nothing else wo eg aes supplied 
the absolute necessities of the Treasury, that nothing else would have 
enabled the Government to maintain its armies and Navy; that 
nothing else would have saved the Government and Constitution from 
destruction.” 

I believe with Chase, Grier, Nelson, Clifford, and Field, that— 

If the sense of if the contem eous on o 
common Reel of otis Sat rng ys if the opininas of 9 ee ae 
termining the meaning of the Constitution, it seems impossible to doubt that the 
power “to coin money is a power to establish a uniform standard of value, and 
that no other power to establish such a standard by making notes a legal tender is 
conferred upon Congress by the Constitution. 


1 a was the view of five judges in opposition to three, in January, 

On May 1, 1871, this decision was overruled by the reconstructed 
court by a vote of 5 to 4, and their judgment is to be found in the 
twelfth volume of Wallace’s Reports. 

It has of course been obeyed ever since, and as I think the action 
of Congress in the reissue of United States notes “after they had been 
redeemed and become the property of the United States,” is an exten- 
sion of power, unauthorized even by the last judgment of the court. 
But I wish the Senate and people of the United States to consider 
the injurious results to all private contracts and business of continu- 
ing such a power in perpetuity. I do not now speak of the constitu- 
tionality of the power although no one has yet and I think no one 
will rise in this Chamber and affirm his belief in the power in Con- 

to create its paper notes lawful money and legal tender for all 
ebts public and private. 

But independently of the question of constitutionality consider for 
a moment the practical results and impolicy of exercising such a 
power over the private contracts of individuals. 

When the Constitution of the United States ressly denied to 
any State the power to coin money—to issue bills of credit; to make 
anything but gold and silver legal tender for the payment of debts; 
and to pass any law impairing the obligation of contracts—what was 
necessarily intended? 

Evidently to secure the inviolability of contracts against legisla- 
tive power—and to promote the punctual and honest performance of 
all obligations of the citizens. 

The power to make contracts (when not in derogation of morals 
was a sacred right of individual dominion—one of the absolute an 
admitted rights of the citizen. 

State 3 over him was thus restrained by the Constitu- 
tion, and a common coinage and universal standard and measure of 
values was sought to be secured. 

Now is it reasonable—is it possible—that when thus carefully and 
strictly prohibiting invasion by the States of the personal right of 
contract—by prohibiting coinage to the several States, in order to 
secure a common and general coinage for all, by giving the power 
to “coin money” exclusively to Congress—it was intended that Con- 
gress should have the power to pass laws impairing the obligation 
of contracts—and instead of the plainly expressed power to “ coin?“ 
money and regulate its value in order to secure inviolability to con- 
tracts by poriiog certainty and stability in their settlement 
they should print paper notes having no intrinsic value, instead of 
coining metals which intrinsic value, and by compulsion 
interject them as a medium of fluctuating value, to breed confusion 
and uncertainty in all the transactions of the people? One great 
object of legislation is to prevent uncertainty in the interpretation 
of contracts—and it is requisite for the sake of justice and honesty 
that every contract expressed in money shall enable us to ascertain 
exactly how much of the precious metals, at their legal standard of 
purity and fineness is due from one person to another. 

This power was committed solely to Con when they were 
authorized “to coin money”—and regulate the weight and fineness 
of the coins from which their value is to be determined. 

If paper notes will express the true amount of the precious metals 
due from one man to another on a contract—these being the repre- 
sentatives of gold and silver, they are equally useful, but if they 
are not actually the bie hse pared of such metals then they cannot 
measure how much of such metals is due upon any contract, and 
cannot therefore be relied upon to perform the necessary functions of 
money. 

It has been held by the Supreme Court that Congress as well as 
the States was forbidden to pass laws impairing the obligation of 
contracts—and certainly b the provisions of the fifth amendment 
was expressly prohibited from “depriving any person of property 
without due process of law ”—and from taking “private property for 
public use without just compensation.” Is it not impairing the obli- 
gation of a contract? Is it not e e a man of his property 

without due process of law when Con compels him to receive 
for his contract or for his property United States notes admittedly 
worth less than the stipulated amount of money he had agreed and 
was entitled to receive? What is the difference to a farmer who de- 
livers you five hundred bushels of grain according to his contract, if 
he is compelled to receive a currency which because of its depreciation 
would buy in the market but four hundred bushels at the date of 
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delivery, although at the time of making the contract it would have 
bought five hundred bushels ? 

He has also given you full value in grain as he promised, and you 
pay him one-fifthlessin value than you promised. Is he not deprived of 

is property without due process of law, and is not the obligation of 
-your contract with him impaired? If you can persuade yourself that 
a law permitting such things is constitutional, can you say that it is 
either honest or just? ; 

Amore arbitrary exercise of power cannot be imagined than that 
which interferes with and alters every contract whether for labor 
and service, or for lands or property of any description. It is fatal 
alike to honesty and certainty in human dealings, to the laborer who 
is “worthy of his hire,” as it is to the negotiation of a loan for na- 
tional defense. 

Yet such a power is now commended and sought to be continued 
as a law in a government called free! 

The right to property is as important as the right to life and lib- 
erty ; when the first is not secure, the other two cannot be. 

I consider the construction of the Constitution by the Supreme Court 
in the legal-tender cases to be 8 and most dangerous, for I 
understand it to rest the power to issue legal-tender notes upon the 
existence of some great emergency of which Congress is the judge. 
By this rule there is no constitutional limitation upon the power of 
Congress, that in the heat of an emergency, of the existence and 
pressure of which they are the sole judges, does not melt away. As 
the Constitution was intended for the restraint of majorities, and to 
keep all power therein delegated within assigned limits, it is obvious 
that the necessity for maintaining its provisions is ter in propor- 
tion to the excitements and dangers of the hour. Yet by the inter- 
pretation of the Supreme Court the hour of the trial of the Constitu- 
tion is the hour of its failure—it is never so weak as when it should 
be most strong. 

The tiger of unlimited power in the majority is to be kept in his 
age only until he becomes furious, and then the door is to be opened. 
Is not this like depriving a ship of her rudder just when the storm 
is at its height, and the power of control most needed? 

If this be the doctrine we cannot be too prompt, now that the storm 
has passed, the sea smooth, and the wind favorable to put our ship 
of state in a condition to weather future storms. Let us see where 
we now stand. By the act of June 30, 1864, the total amount of 
United States notes issued or to be issued was $400,000,000. 

Secretary McCulloch in his annual report of 1865 having expressed 
the opinion— 

That the legal-tender acts were war measures, pet in a great ; that 
they should be regarded only as temporary; that they ought not to remain in force 
a da manger than would be necessary to enable the people to prepare for a retarn 
to the gold standard; and that the work of retiring the notes which have been 
issued, Id be commenced without delay, and carefully and persistently con- 
tinued until all are retired ; 
the House of Representatives, under a suspension of rules, by a vote 
of 144 yeas to only 6 nays— 

Resolved, That this House cordially concurs in the views of the Secretary in rela- 
72 se tas DDAA Sauertela ot te T will pec, 
resum on 0; 
ian 108 hereby pledge o0-opera tive action to this end as speedily as possible. 5 

Among the one hundred and forty-four supporters of this resolution 
(and there were but six votes in the negative) I find the following who 
are to-day members of this body: Messrs. ALLISON, CONKLING, DAWES, 
FERRY, MORRILL, ROLLINS, and VOORHEES. 

The resolution of March 12, 1866, authorized the Secretary of the 
Treasury to “ retire and cancel” $10,000,000 of these notes within six 
months, and thereafter not more than $4,000,000 in any one month. 
By January, 1868, Secretary McCulloch had under this authority 
“retired and canceled” $44,000,000 of these notes, and then Congress 
stopped their further retirement. 

In the fall of 1 when Mr. Boutwell was Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, $5,000,000 of these “retired and canceled” notes were put in 
-circulation by the Treasury Department, but on the meeting of Con- 
gress were called in again. 

In 1873 $26,000,000 of the same “retired and canceled” notes were 
again reissued by Mr. Richardson, the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
the volume of United States notes thus increased to $382,000,000, was 
by the act of March 23, 1874, approved and legalized. Under the 
resumption act of January 14, 1875, redeeming 80 per cent. of United 

-States notes for ov 100 per centum of currency issued to the banks, 
the volume of United States notes was brought down to 8346, 681,016; 
and by the act of May 31, 1878, the Secretary of the Treasury is re- 
quired to reissue and keep this amount in circulation “after it has been 
redeemed and become the g 'y of the United States.“ 

During the debate which attended the passage of the resumption 
act the present Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Sherman, who had 
charge of the bill in this body, was asked by several Senators, myself 
among the number, whether by the redemption of the United States 
notes under that act they were finally to be retired and destroyed, and 
he declined to give any construction whatever to the law on that point. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator if in his mind there is any 
doubt at all as to what the construction of that act was? 

Mr. BAYARD. I was unable to say what its construction was. I 
thought it was a double-faced juggle intended to catch the votes of 

-contractionists in one direction and of inflationists in the other. I 


said so at the time, and I withheld my vote, for I thought it was not 
treating a great subject with proper respect to legislate upon it in 
such a way. I therefore came to no construction. I was disposed to 
believe that with a Secretary favoring one view it would be made a 
means of contraction; under the other view, which it seems has been 
adopted by many, it would become a means solely of intlation, be- 
cause there was no limit put upon the notes to be issued by the Gov- 
ernment to the national banks, and there was no security that the 
Treasury notes retired nominally in the course of redemption would 
not be reissued again by the Treasury; and when the author of the 
bill—no, I will not say the author of the bill, for I have understood 
he was not the author of the bill, but he was the gentleman in charge 
of the bill—declined to say what was intended by it, and what its 
effect would be, I believed then that there was some snare, and that 
it was an improper way of dealing with the subject, and hence the 
measure was not fit really to be before the legislative body. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My apology for interrupting my honorable 
friend, to all of whose very interesting and satisfactory speech I am 
sorry I have not been able to listen on account of an gels fore else- 
where, is that I thought it right it should appear in that connection 
that I voted for the act of 1875, because, on a careful examination, 
it was to my mind perfectly clear, no matter what the present Secre- 
tary of the Treasury chose to think abont it or chose not to say abont 
it, but on the bill itself that I was voting for, it was perfectly clear 
that the redemption that that act provided for, both before the Ist 
of January, 1879, and afterward, was a redemption which took out 
in point of law from existence all the United States notes that should 
come in in the methods provided by that act. And I am inclined to 
think that if my honorable friend would now examine the statute, 
he would not have any doubt upon it atall. Of course the act of 
1878 reverses all that, and that made the act of 1878 necessary to those 
who wished to inflate. 4 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, such was the opinion of the honora- 
ble Senator from Verment. Of his ability to form and express opin- 
ions, no man has a doubt. But at the same time I repeat what I have 
said just now. I can call to mind a majority of the gentlemen of that 
party to which the honorable Senator belongs on this floor who had 
been making “in season and out of season” in this body nothing but 
inflation speeches, declaring that the safety and welfare of the coun- 
try required the reissue of the whole four hundred millions again, 
and they had voted and passed a bill to that effect, which was 
vetoed, I do not say reluctantly, but certainly with great hesitation 
by the then President, General Grant; I remember all this well, and, 
therefore, I was peculiarly justified in what I was saying. I was not 
referring to the opinion of the honorable Senator from Vermont; I 
was referring to the opinion of the gentleman pnt forth by the ma- 
jority at that time to answer for them on that bill, and he came here 
with 15 measure that he dared not or would not give a plain construc- 
tion to. 

I recite this merely to authorize the statement that, judging of the 
future by the past, the $54,000,000 requisite to bring the present vol- 
ume up to the $400,000,000 fixed by the act of June 30, 1864, may at 
any time be added just as lawfully as were the $5,000,000 in 1572, 
and the $26,000,000 in 1873, to the present volume of that currency. 
Nay, more, the issue of these United States notes was until these 
later days of “ greenback” finance always stated to be “a war meas- 
ure,” growing out of the exigencies of the times, and to be ended 
just so soon as peace was restored. 

Tn his annual report of 1862, Secretary Chase said: 

The recommendations now submitted of the limited issue of United States notes 
as a wise ient for the present time are prompted by no favor to ex- 
cessive issues of any d ption of credit moneys; * * * for just so 800n as vic- 
tory shall restore peace, the ample revenne already secured by wise legislation will 
enable the Government through advantageous purchases of ie to replace at once 
large amounts, and at no distant day the whole, of this AAS by coin, without 
detriment to any interest, but, on the contrary, with great and manifest benefit to 
all interests. The Secretary recommends therefor no mere paper-money scheme, 
D anh etlocy es thi OA DENE VAE AAA Gnd AE af sakes rary 

ized by the Constitution. p r ecog- 

The language of Secretary McCulloch, in 1865, I have read already 
to the same effect, and the “cordial concurrence” of Con To 
this I could add abundant proofs from the debates, and from the val- 
uable “Financial History of the War,” by Mr. Spaulding, to show 
that the issue of Treasury notes was at no time intended as a perma- 
nent measure with or without legal-tender power. 

The looked forward to by Secretary Chase came three years af- 
ter he wrote the words I have read, and fifteen years have passed since 
the war ended, and yet we find this measure of confessed temporary 
expediency still in force, and by many urged to be continued in per- 

uum. d Senators say “ these notes are now at par—are redeema- 

le by the Government at the will of the holderin gold and silver coin.” 
Therefore let well alone” and “it is inexpedient” to do anything now 
tomake resumption permanent and fix gold and silver as the only ba- 
sis, standard, and measure of values recognized by the Constitution. 
The proposition to restore our constitutional and safe basis of value 
for all money is called “tinkering with the finances.” To this com- 
plexion have we come—that a proposition to adopt measures of ad- 
mitted safety and wisdom to secure a permanent prosperity, is called 
“tinkering with the finances.” 
Mr, President, such a condition of sentiment alarms me, and only 
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causes me to be the more vigorous in my efforts to secure my coun- 
en against such manifest dangers. 
en I see error so supported my efforts will be redoubled to de- 
fend the country against it—to warn my associates here, and my coun- 
trymen everywhere, against the seductionsof false measures of finance 
and the necessity of securing a sound basis for their business pros- 
rity. 

This assumed legal-tender power is like the germ of a deadly fever, 
that needs only the heat of excitement, of speculation, of war, or of 
distress to develop its deadly powers; and it is while it is dormant 
that I would put an end to its existence. 

I heard it gravely urged thé other day by the honorable Senator 
from Texas [Mr. COKE] that to withdraw the legal-tender power from 
the notes of the United States would be to “question the ralidity of the 
public debt,” in violation of the fourteenth amendment of the Con- 
stitution. . 

To what result would such reasoning lead? Necessarily to the 
permanent existence of the notes unpaid. 

These notes were never anything but evidences of debt, and issued 
only because the Government could not then pay money for its sup- 

lies; but now it is ready to pay them on demand, and no one who 
folds them but can exchange them for gold and silver coin whenever 
he chooses. The argument, therefore, that the offer to pay or the 
payment of a debt was a mode of questioning its validity has at least 
the merit of novelty even if it has little force. 

Mr. COKE. May I be allowed a word? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. COKE. The Senator from Delaware says the construction 
placed by myself on the fourteenth amendment would perpetuate the 
notes because they could not be paid, no legislation conld be had 
with respect to them without questioning the validity of the public 
debt. Do I understand the Senator to say that? 

Mr. BAYARD. Oh, no. The Senator understood me as trying to 
state the argument he made the other day, and I think I have eluci- 
dated that penon becanse he said if you withdraw from these notes 
a portion of their debt- 
validity of the debt which they represent. 

Mr. COKE. Yes,sir. I said that the legal-tender notes are a part 
of the public debt, which were in existence as circulating money 
when the fourteenth amendment was adopted, and in that shape were 
recognized as legal and valid, and that which Congress may order 
them in for redemption and payment. Congress cannot demonetize 
them in the hands of the people unpaid, as this resolution proposes 
to do, because Congress is not permitted by the amendment to “ ques- 
tion” the validity of the public debt, or any part of it. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I am not sorry that the honorable 
Senator from Texas has had an opportunity a second time to state 
his position; but I can only say this, that the plain-minded people 
of this country will consider that construction of the constitutional 
amendment most strange, and they will hope and pray that every 
debt which may be due then, may have its “ validity questioned” in 
the same way I propose the validity of this debt—that is, by tender- 
ing the full amount in gold and silver coin. 

r. COKE. Congress, I admit, has a perfect right to pay the debt 
at any moment. 

Mr. BAYARD. But, Mr. President, the present time is most op- 

rtune for establishing a resumption of specie payment permanently. 

aught by the adversity brought on by a dreadful war, unwise 
finance, and the fruits of an irredeemable and depreciated paper 
money—from the time the bubble of a false prosperity burst in 1873— 
our people have been following lives of economy, industry, and 
frugality—they have 5 more and spent less. 

Mr, COKE. Will the Senator allow me 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator will pardon me. He has made his 
statement once, and again to-day, and I trust he will allow me to go on. 

Providence has favored us with unusual bounty; and our last three 
years have been 5 years of plenty, and the last year the best 
crops of all have blessed our labors, 

During this time how different has been the fate of other nations! 
In Europe the last three years have been years of scarcity and the 
last, the worst of all. As a result, an enormous demand for our cereal 
1 has sprung up, and the balance of trade has made us 
argely the creditors of European states. To pay this great debt the 

recious metals have been imported into this country and at least 
100,000,090 of gold is estimated to have been received here since 
June last. 

And just here let me impress upon you this important truth, stated 
by Hume, “ that nothing can keep real money (gold and silver) out of a 
thriving and prosperous country except the presence of spurious money.” 
The increased flow of the precious metals into the United States 
can only therefore be arrested and prevented by our continued ex- 
clusive use of an unreal money. This law of money circulation was 
88 and announced in the reign of Queen Elizabeth by Sir 


homas Gresham—* that bad money will drive out good money, but 
good money cannot drive out bad money.” 

And “Gresham’s law,” as it was afterward called, was known to 
Aristophanes, the Greek critic and grammarian, two centuries before 
the Christian era, as Macaulay has shown by his citations in his His- 
tory of England. 
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Mr. Stanley Jevons in his work on “ Money” has noted “ that Gresh- 
2 remarks referred only to moneys of one kind of metal,“ but he 

Gold compared with silver, or silver with co or compared with 
are subject ta the same law that the relatively 5 — 3 of 9 — will be 
retained in circulation, and the relatively dearer will disappear. 

As paper drives coin ont of circulation, so the withdrawal of paper 
will bring specie back again. 

The stock of gold and silver in this country was never so large as 
it is to-day. 

The report of the Director of the Mint informs us the amount of 
coin and bullion in the country on October 31, 1879, was, of gold, 
$355,681,532, and of silver, $126,009,537 ; making a total of $481,691,069. 
And he says: 

Should the unprecedented flow of gold continue from foreign countries un- 
checked by its reaction upon prices here, and abroad, the metallic circulation of 
— N at the end of the fiscal year, (June 30, 1880,) will have swollen to over 

Wisely appreciating this high tide of opportunity the banks are 
converting their reserves into coin; and a table furnished me by the 
Comptroller of the Currency, will show that by far the greater por- 
tion of the reserves of the banks (which are largely in excess of legal 
requirement) consist to-day of coin. 

Who can doubt that if our smaller notes were withdrawn gold and 
silver coin would rapidly replace them in circulation? Mr. President, 
this state of things is exceptional; this condition of prosperity may 
soon be all reversed. Blight, and storm, and drought may destroy 
our crops. Events common in the histories of nations may demand 
from our exchequer extraordinary payments. 

There is no cloud of war now on the horizon, but who can tell when 
it may arise? 

The scheme of uniting the two great oceans by a canal across the 
isthmus on the southern border of this continent is one of world-wide 
importance, and the heart of every American proclaims that it is to 
be under the control of the Government of the United States. Our 
power may be questioned but it will be maintained. Every counsel 
of wisdom therefore exhorts us to “seize the day,” and in time of 
peace to prepare for war, for it is the surest mode to avert it. 

The withdrawal of legal-tender power from the United States notes 
can do injustice to no man, and cannot lessen the value of the notes 
in the hands of any holder, because an equivalent for the face value 
is offered in gold and silver coin in case any creditor should refuse to 
accept them. 

When in May, 1878, I offered the amendment similar in effect to the 
resolution now before the Senate, and it was voted down, the time 
fixed for the redemption of the notes by the Treasury had not arrived. 
The premium upon gold was then not high, in almost nominal, 
but since January 1, 1879, it has wholly disappeared in arer guarir 
of the Union. There is practical equivalency as currency in all trans- 
actions, 1 and private, between the notes issued through the 


national banks and the Treasury notes everywhere they are received 
as equals and unquestioned, yet one is legal tender and the other is not. 
It is idle to imagine conspiracies to redit these notes because of 


the withdrawal of legal-tender power, Such attempts, even if suc- 

cessful, would at the worst embarrass some individuals temporarily 

And put them to the cost of a bill of exchange, but no more serious 

injury could ensue. Any one possessing the United States notes could 

ay his debts, because 1 rocure him legal-tender coin at the 
gs 


ury on demand. “ that are equal to the same thing are 
5 to one another.“ 
. President, we have the best authority for saying the legel-ten- 


der clause never added to the value of the note, and certain it is it 
failed to prevent its great depreciation. 

Let me on this subject the opinions of Secretary and Chief- 
Justice Chase, in 8 Wall., p. 620: 


It is denied indeed by eminent writers that the quality of legal tender adds any- 
thing at all to the it or u ess of Government notes. They insist, on the 
contrary, that it impairs both. How far is Government helped by 
Certainly it cannot obtain new supplies or services at a cheaper rate; for no one 
will take the notes for more than they are worth at the time of the contract. 
iad peoe will rise in the ratio of the depreciation; and this is all that could hap- 
pen if the notes were not made legal tender. And there is abundant evidence that 
whatever benefit is ble from that compulsion to some individuals or to the 
Government is far more than Caos jpn by the losses of property, the derange- 
ment of business, the fluctuations of currency and values, the increase of prices 
to the 2 and the Government, and the long train of evils which flows from the 
use of irredeemable paper money. 

It is true that these evils are not to be attributed al ther to making a legal 
tender. But this increases these evils and certainly widens their extent and pro- 
tracts their continuance. 


And in 12 Wallace, p. 579, (Legal-Tender Cases, opinion of Chase, 
C. J., 12 Wallace, p. 579:) 


Now, does making the notes a legal tender increase their value? It is said that 
it does, by giving them a new use, The best political economists say that it does. 
not. When the Government compels the people to receive its notes, it virtually 
declares that it does not expect them to be ved without compulsion. It prac- 
tically represents itself insolvent. This certainly does not improve the value of 
its notes. It is an element of depreciation. In addition, it creates a powerful in- 
terest in the debtor class and in the purchasers of bonds to depress to the lowest 
point the credit of the notes. The cheaper these become, the easier the payment 
of debts, and the more profitable the investments in bonds bearing coin interest. 

And many aro pandon by their representations that the forced circulation is 
not only a n ty but a benefit. But the apparent benefit is a delusion and the 
necessity imaginary. In their legitimate use, tho notes are hurt, not helped by 


this means? 


1880. 


eal tender. The legal-tender quality is only valuable for the pur- 
poses of dishonesty Every 8 is pascal oa well and better wath. 
out it. y 

Certain it is the endowment of Government notes with legal-tender 
power has always failed to prevent depreciation. 

No penalties however severe, no denunciation, no promises have 
ever in history been successful in arresting their necessary fate, when 
public confidence had once been shaken in them. In the history of 
our early struggles in the colonial war for independence how marked 
was the failure! 

It may be instructive here to read from an historian of the period, 
David Ramsay: 

The most extensive mischief resulted in the progress, and toward the close of 
the war, from the operation of the laws, which made paper bills a tender, in the dis- 
charge of debts, contracted payable in gold or silver. When this measure was 
first adopted, little or no injustice resulted from it; for, at that time, the paper bills 
were equal, or nearly equal ro gold or silver, of the same nominal sum. In the prog- 
ress 9 the war, when 9 took place, the case was materially altered. 
7 — 5 which were originally innocent became eventually the occasion of much 

rhe aa „ who had retired from the scenes of active business, to enjoy the fruits 
of their industry, found their substance melting away to a mere pittance insuffi- 
cient for their su The widow, who lived comfortably on the bequests of a 
deceased husband, enced a frustration of all his well-meant tenderness. The 
laws of the country interposed, and compelled her to receive a shilling where a 

nd was her due. * * * The hapless orphan, instead of receiving from the 

ds of an executor a competency to set ont in business, was obli to give a 
final discharge on the pa: tof si ce in the pound. In many instances the 
earnings of a long life of care and diligence were, in the space of a few years, re- 
duced to a trifling sum. A few persons esca these: affecting calamities, by 
secretly transferring their bonds, or by flyin: the presence or neighborhood 
of their debtors. The evils which resulted the legal tender of these paper 
bills were foreign from the intentions of Congress and of the State islatures. 
It is but justice to add further, that a frees roportion of them flowed from 155 
rance. U the year 1780, when the bills fell to forty for one, it was designed by 
most of the rulers of America, and believed by a great majority of the people, that 
sons Anally to be equal to geld or silver” In every dopartment of government, the 

as — 
eee ee yee e but in none fas . — as that which related to 
money. 

And it is worthy of note that when in 1870 the first decision of 
the Supreme Court was reached against the power of Con to 
make notes legal tender for debts, the effect was to raise the value of 
such notes in the market by diminishing the premium upon gold from 
10 to 15 per cent., and on the contrary when in the year following 
this decision was reversed, and the power in Congress sustained, the 
value of the notes declined and the premium upon gold immediately 
advanced. 

But what better illustration of the injustice of legal- tender paper 
money, and of the impossibility of preventing its great depreciation 
can be afforded than in the petitions so numerously signed which 
were presented the other day by the honorable Senator from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. VOORHEES, J and the honorable Senator from Illinois, [Mr. 
LoGaN, ] Praying that the difference in value between United States 
notes and coin should be paid to the soldiers and sailors who had 
been compelled to receive them during the war at a great depreci- 
ation. Itis true the two honorable Senators differed somewhat in 
their style of introduction of these memorials and expressed very 
different sympathies on the subject. One considered it the exercise 
of the “sacred right of petition,” and the other only a piece of “ in- 
tense demagogy.” But that is not the point just now. It proves 
there was gross and painful depreciation in these notes for several 
years, although they were then as now legal tender for all debts 
public and private. And, Mr. President, I hold in my hand a bill in- 
troduced into the House of Representatives and placed upon onr files, 
providing for the issue of $500,000,000 of additional United States 
notes of the denominations of one, two, five, ten, twenty, and fifty dol- 
lars, “and said notes to be a legal tender for all debts public and private, 
and shall be kept in circulation in manner now provided by law,” and a 
subsequent section appropriates this sum of $500,000,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to make payments to soldiers and sailors 
zogot to equalize the greenbacks to coin. 

y the public press we are informed that a wide and impressive 
expression of public opinion in favor of this measure is about to be 
brought to bear upon Congress to influence the passage of this bill. 
I do not now propose to discuss its merits, excepting to say this: If 
it be just to relieve these discharged soldiers and sailors from the 
effects of a depreciated legal-tender currency, the same measure of 
justice is due to the officers of both branches of the service. And we 
cannot deny an equal justice to the wounded and crippled pensioners 
of the war, nor to the civil servants of the Government, who faith- 
fully did their work during the same period, and who were all paid 
in the same currency. Nay, I doubt whether justly we could stop 
there; for the injustice authorized by the Government in the emis- 
sion of such notes, and making them a legal tender for all private 
debts, should also be remedied, and where debts contracted in gold 
and silver prior to 1562 (when such coin alone was “lawful money of 
the United States”) were paid off in depreciated currency, the differ- 
or 0 value of such currency with coin should in equity and justice 

made good. 

And for such increditable payments a flood of legal-tender paper 
currency would be needed, similar to that provided for by House bill 
No. 2480. I need not ask what will become of specie payments, but 
wiil rather ask what will become of the legal-tender notes them- 
selves, or any other form of Government indebtedness ? The present 
Congress may not yield to such solicitations, but we cannot answer for 
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our successors ; and should we not take affirmative steps at once in 
the opposite direction? In such an issue our motto should be,“ Obsta 
principiis.” On the threshold let us meet all such wild and foolish 
schemes so fatal to every possibility of wise and government, 

Mr. President, “like causes will ever produce like effects,” and his- 
tory continually repeats itself; and I earnestly ap to my country- 
men and the Senate “ to shut the door forever, and lock it, and throw, 
away the key,” which admits a legal-tender currency to take the place 
of a stable standard having universal and intrinsic value. Let us 
never forget that the one single function of currency is to effect the 
exchange of commodities by an equivalent measure, but when that meas- 
ure has no inherent value or a fluctuating value (as must always be 
the case when it is founded upon credit alone) it is radically cor- 


rupted. 

Mr. President, centralization of power in any government is to be 
dreaded. Under it “ the individual withers,” and local self-govern- 
ment in which are grown the seeds of hardy, self-reliant virtues and 
capacities is destroyed. If this be true of other governments and 
peoples, how especially true of our own, where a territory so vast, em- 

racing populations so heterogeneous in race, pursuits, and traditions 
are brought into a Union under a single Constitution, which is the 
supreme law of the land. The gradual absorption of jurisdiction by 
the General Government inso many ways during the past fifteen 
years, its invasion of the domain of the States, its interference with 
subjects and matters so essentially proper for local cognizance and 
control, have justly alarmed those who have at heart the preservation 
of the Union under our Federal theory and constitutional 3 

I believe this recognition is widespread, and the necessity admitted 
of a rediffusion and redistribution of powers which in the emergen- 
cies and heat of civil war have been unduly absorbed by the National 
Government. Let us call tomind the legend upon our national seal, 
“E pluribus unum”—that the States form a Union “ out of many not 
aunit. But let me ask—what act of centralization is so potent or in 
any degree equals that which assumes to create values by the fiat of 
Con „ and compels such values to be accepted as an equivalent for 
any indebtedness? In my view all other steps to centralization are 
as nothing compared to this, 

The Divine master asked near two thousand years ago, “ which of 
you with taking thought can add to his stature one cubit?” 

May it not be repeated now and here, when “ with taking thought ” 
men seem to believe they can create values without limit and measures 
of values, and impress their will on printed slips of paper and rely 
upon their being received as equivalents for the labors of a life-time. 
Is the present attempt anything else than a scheme to avert and avoid 
the law contained in the primeval curse—that by the sweat of his 
face shall man eat bread? 

Sir, there is a spirit of irreverence in these fiat-money plans of as- 
sumed oo that ought to shock the minds and hearts of men. 

Mr. President, I have not considered this great question from a 
piy stand-point. It touches too closely the welfare of every human 

ing in onr society, for me to dwarf it to the mere interests of a 

But if in the name cepai I should speak, and I should call 
the long roll of distinguished statesmen and patriots who led the 
democratic masses in the pens and taught them that the Constitution 
of the United States was the supreme law of the land, and that steady 
subordination to its 5 in time of peace as well as in war 
time, was the first and paramount duty of every citizen in or out of 
office, what name could there be found in all that illustrious band to 
approve or warrant the emission at will of Treasury notes by Con- 
gress, and their endowment with legal-tender power—as “ lawful 
money ”—to pay all debts public and 3 control every con- 
tract and every obligation known to human affairs? 

Sir, this debate has begun and it will close, and the name of no 
democrat will be uttered who at any time approved, or in any way 
countenanced so monstrous an assertion of power. It is utterly be- 
side the question to read here long extracts from Jefferson and Jack- 
son denouncing abuses of power by great Government corporations; 
it is a profanation of their great names; it is an insult to their hon- 
est fames to suggest or even hint that they or any of them ever coun- 
tenanced or approved the emission of legal-tender paper money. 

I could safely teke the declarations of party faith and principles— 
of every national, of every State, and I believe I might truly say of 
every county convention, of the democratic party, from the founda- 
tion of the Government down to the present year, and find nothing 
but denunciation of legal-tender paper money—and on the contrary 
you will find the steady declaration from generation to generation. 
in war and in peace, that gold and silver coins are the on 3 and 
constitutional money of the United States - according to the doctrines 
of true democracy. 

In considering so grave and all-important a principle as lies at the 
root of this discussion, I shall not turn aside to impale individuals 
upon their inconsistencies; such occupation would be trivial and un- 
worthy—but when this legal-tender power eighteen years ago was 
sought for the first time in our history to be exerai by Congress 
there was not to be found a democrat in either House who did not 
deny it. Look to the record, see how they voted—how they spoke. 
I am half tempted to recite here the fervent and true eloquence with 
which some, even now members of this Senate denounced the assertion 
of so disastrous a power. But their action has passed into history, 
and can be revised by those who desire it. 
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I can only say that if I sought for texts peculiarly condemnatory 
of such a power as I now seek to withdraw from the paper issues of 
the Government, I could find them abundantly in the speeches and 
writings of the most distinguished, trusted, and authoritative leaders 
of the democratic party. Iam content to follow in their footsteps, and 
here to-day to plant myself more firmly in their principles, which time 
has proven to be founded upon truth and justice. And intending no 
impeachment of others I must say that I am unable to comprehend 
the logic and reasoning, which admitting such a law to be in viola- 
tion of the Constitution, yet justifies a vote to perpetuate its presence 
on the statute-book. I confess I am unable so to construe the obli- 

tion I have taken to support and defend that Constitution, and 
Sos true faith and allegiance to the same. 

Mr. President, I do not propose on this occasion to consider the inter- 
esting and important questions of bank or Treasury issues, of notes as 
currency—nor of the much-needed reforms in the tariff of duties on 
imports—nor the navigation laws—nor the parity between silver and 
gold and the practicability of retaining both metals by their free coin- 

under present regulations of their respective values. The ques- 
tion I have endeavored to discuss, and place upon its true and essen- 
tial principles as exemplified by all human experience, is of such 
importance as to warrant and demand a consideration by itself. 

f course it intimately affects and controls every department of 
human dealings—but it should be settled upon a principle and then 
applied in practice. When the other questions referred to shall come 

‘ore the Senate I shall not leave any one in doubt as to my position 
in regard to them but I do not include them in the present discussion. 

The proposition embraced in the resolution before the Senate, has 
made deep impression on the minds of all thinking men, and ny a 
sions of opinion in the form of petitions and memorials have n 
presented here from many States of the Union. 

The commercial and manufacturing centers of population and in- 
dustry have naturally expressed their opinions, and by abundant sig- 
natures have testified their great interest and decided conviction in 
favor of the passage of the resolution. Thus from Boston and Mas- 
sachusetts have come memorials, from Philadelphia the great seat of 
manufactures, from Baltimore with her vast and growing domestic 
and shipping interest; from Wilmington, Delaware, and the fertile 
— a between the Chesapeake and Delaware Bays; and from the 

mpire State and her great city, has come the same impressive re- 
quest that the resolution now before us be adopted. 

The citizens who append their signatures to these memorials, in- 
elude in their number men of all es of political belief: merchants, 
manufacturers, judges, governors, bankers, lawyers, laborers, farmers, 
mechanics, and political economists. Among them are names held in 
the highest honor and esteem, as private citizens and public servants. 

Many of them have made the study of finance and political econ- 
omy, of money and its laws the occupation of their lives; and are 
looked up to by their fellow-citizens as peculiarly fitted to give coun- 
sel on such topics. 

When lately, some of our communities in the South and West were 
scourged with pestilence and a commission from this body was sent 
to Heke ge and report upon the true condition of affairs, in order 
to adopt plans of relief, upon whose advice and testimony did they 
most rely? Naturally upon those who had spent their lives in the 
study of the laws of health, and cure of disease. 

Because medical men gave their testimony on such subjects, it did 
not seem that they were spoken of in the Senate in terms of disre- 
spect and distrust; on the contrary, their testimony was read with 
great respect. 

Nor do I see the justice or wisdom (I say nothing of the propriety) 
of selecting the fifteen hundred and odd citizens of New York State 
and city for disrespectful comment, as has been done in this debate, 
because they have exercised in the usual and ordeny manner the 
right to memorialize Congress on a matter deeply touching their in- 
terest in connection with a subject upon which their avocations, expe- 
rience, and studies had especially fitted them to speak. There is not 
a member of this Senate who would not feel himself benefited by the 
counsel and judgment of a great many of the wise, upright and ex- 
cellent men who signed the memoria! from New York, in any matter 
3 the pecuniary interests of himself or those dependent upon 

m. 

But I beg to draw the attention of the Senate and the country to 
the Wisconsin memorial presented by a Senator from that State— 
because we have been assured that universal opinion in opposition to 
this resolution prevails in the Western States, 

From Milwaukee a most respected delegation has come all the way 
to Washington—to represent public peace ce in that locality. 

I trust they may be spared an attempt to create sectional prejudice 
against them, as was done in the case of the eastern memorialists 
bes may be treated with the respect due to citizens of character and 

ntelligence. 

Ten yaka ago I endeavored in vain to impress this Senate with the 
manifest and paramount duty of restoring and establishing a sound 
currency, a real money of daily measure of all contracts. 

In a speech made by me March 7, 1870, on the funding bill I endeav- 
ored to show how much more pressing and important was the need of 
a sound foundation for all contracts than a prepayment and refund- 
ioga our bonds not due. 

ut my efforts were in vain, and the deplorable policy inaugurated 


by Mr. Boutwell in his administration of the Treasury was continued, 
From 1869 to 1875 the sale of nearly $500,000,000 of gold coin received 
from customs duties and its investment in United States bonds at high 
preniums was continued, and all that time the currency was suf- 

ered to stand unredeemed and no step taken to resume specie pay- 
ment. Such a policy precluded resumption, and to it I attribute * 
a go degree the sufferings which followed the crash of 1873. 

What I have said to-day is little more than repetition of what I 
have been moved to say more than once before, in regard to which I 
have been vindicated by events. 

I wish to say a few words to explain why the resolution before the 
Senate does not allow the United States notes to be received “for 
duties on imports or interest on the public debt.” 

By the act of February 25, 1862, under which the first issue of these , 
notes was authorized, it was, in section 1, expressly provided that— 

Notes herein authorized shall be receivable in payment of all taxes, internal du- 
ties, excises, debts, and demands of every kind due to the United States except 
duties on imports, and of all claims and demands against the United States of every 
per EIE aaa a JO interest upon bonds and notes, which shall be paid in 

And by section 5 of the same act it was provided: 

Sec. 5. And be it enacted, That all duties on imported goods shall be paid 
in coin, or in notes payable on demand heretofore authorized to be issued by 
law receivable in ren of public dues, and the coin so paid shall be set apart as 
a special fund, and be applied as follows: 

To the payment in coin of the interest on the bonds and notes of the United 


States. 

Second. To the or payment of 1 per cent. of the entire debt of the 
United States, to be made within each fiscal 1 the Ist day of July, 1802, 
which is to be set apart as a sinking fund, and the interest of which shall in like 
manner be applied to the purchase or payment of the public debt as the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall from time to time direct. 

Third. The residue thereof to be paid into the Treasury of the United States. 

I am unable to construe this law otherwise than a distinct restric- 
tion of the notes—that they should never be receivable for duties on 
imports—and coupled with it the distinct pledge that these duties 
should be paid in coin, and be “set apart as a special fund” for the 
security of the interest on the public debt. It was, in my judgment, 
unwise and derogatory to a government like our own thus to “ put 


in pledge” any one of its sources of revenue specially—it savored too 
much of pawnbrokerage—but it was nevertheless done, and the con- 
tract e by the authorized agents of the American people. It may 


seem useless, now that credit is established and the bonds above par, 
when they have been called in and exchanged, that this law should 
be enforced ; but the law of 1862 has never been repealed, but stood 
in full force as the utterance of the Government when the new bonds 
went ont in place of old ones, and the inscription on the notes is the 
same as it originally was. I propose to be strict in the performance 
of pane obligations, because we cannot infuse the spirit of honor 
and good faith, nay, uberrima fides, too much into our public acts. It 
was for the security of the holders of our public obligations that 
these pledges were made, and they alone can release us from them. 

It may seem now a useless formality to pay at the custom-house to 
the Government the gold and silver coin we have drawn from its 
Treasury on its own notes, but it is a formality carried out in a spirit 
of exact performance of a contract, and that alone makes it dignified 


and proper. : 
Mr. President, at much greater length than I desired I have ex- 
pressed my reasons for urging the adoption of this resolution, and in 


concluding I can only say how incompetently I feel I have dealt with 
a great subject, profoundly affecting the happiness, the morals, the 
welfare of our country. But I have at least tried to treat the ques- 
tion in a worthy spirit, and do my best in the service of truth and 
justice. Whether the Senate will concur in my views I know not, for 
a subject like this has never been and will never be me & 
subject of party caucus or personal canvass for votes; but I believe 
that good sense and right feeling are permanent and enduring forces 
in American politics, and in that faith I shall rely upon these qual- 
ities vindicating themselves in the minds of my countrymen as time 
sball pass on. 

The issue is nothing less than whether there shall be security to 
labor for its savings, to thrift and industry of their just results. The 
painful earnings of daily toil and the accumulated wealth of genera- 
tions are alike involved, the creation of property by labor and its trans- 
mission to terity are all alike affected by what I have proposed, 
and not being a believer in con alchemy I. ask that we now 
abandon any further attempts to make it successful. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. ANTHONY and others. Let us adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. INGALLS in the chair.) The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON. ] 

Mr. ANTHONY. With the consent of the Senator from Iowa, I 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BECK. I hope that motion will not prevail. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator will withdraw the motion to ad- 
journ in order that we may have a short executive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
insist on the motion to adjourn? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island. 

The motion was not agreed to. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the motion 
made by the Senator from Iowa, that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. : 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After forty-five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at three o’clock and 
thirty-five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 27, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
LAND LOCATED WITH MILITARY WARRANTS. 


Mr. SAPP, by unanimous consent, reported back, with amendments, 
from the Committee on Public Lands the bill (H. R. No. 1059) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain and certify the amount 
of land located with mili warrants in the States described therein, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

RANCHE PANOCHE GRANDE. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is it reported from a committee? 

Mr. CALDWELL. I offer it after consultation with all the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which any 
member will have the right to object. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it is desirable that the long-pending litigation with respect to certain 
lands in the State of Califo: aa a aiD Pate Grande, shall be brought 
to an end as s; y as possible; and, 
th a view to this end and that justice may be done in the premises 
with all es claiming this —— 2 the Gaited S — be 

y the Hight of appeal to 2 Court of the United 


‘Whereas it seems right and roper that the parties to this controversy should 
„ the bill new pending before Congress shall be finally dis- 


Be We Hi of tives of the United States of America, (the 
ouse n 
i Tater = fer each an 


Departmen d 
ted to cease and desist from h ik 
80 


Mr. PAGE. I object. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I ask to have read what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

loved man of Parsons, Kansas, for the passage of the Wright amentinent to the 
co! men ê 0 e amen 0 
homestead 28. 00 the Gomiitice on Public Lands. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I want to state in reference to this petition that 
these colored men in Kansas—— 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Iam reluctant to interrupt the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WriGHT;] but I desire to know where 
the question of privilege comes in. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I would have been neglectful of my duty if I had 
not complied with the request of these people to present their peti- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania states that 
the matter which he proposés to bring to the attention of the House 
reflects upon him in his representative capacity, it is undoubtedly a 


question of rioga 

Mr. WRIGHT. was going to state to the Chair 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to be mis- 
understood. One of the great abuses in this House has been that too 
often when gentlemen have risen to “ questions of privilege” they 
have taken the opportunity to discuss other matters that were not 
questions of privilege under a proper construction of the rules; and 
I do not know a better case than this of my friend from Pennsylva- 
nia upon which to state my desire that neither he nor any other 
member shall transcend the rules of the House by bringing to its 
attention in this way what is really not a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. When a member states that he rises to a ques- 
tion of personal privilege, the Chair must, of course, until a state- 
ment of the matter is made, rely upon the member’s word. When the 
statement is entered upon, if it appears that it is not a question of 
privilege, it is the duty of the Chair to stop the member. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. But after the gentleman may have con- 
sumed avery long time in presenting his supposed “ question of privi- 
lege,” it may be discovered that it is not a question of privilege. I 
would like the gentleman from Pennsylvania to state in advance the 
character of the question upon which he wishes to be heard. 


X—35 


Mr. WRIGHT. I will state it, to oblige my venerable friend from 
New York. The question I raise is that the statement just read from 
the RECORD puts me in a false position as to certain persons who 
sent their petition here to be presented to the House. I will state 
wherein it does so. I do not wish to make a political speech or any 
other kind of a speech. This petition, signed by 158 colored men, 
residents of Parsons, in Kansas, praying for the passage of the sup- 
plement to the homestead act, was sent to me with a request to pre- 
sent it to the House, and a further request that I would be kind 
enough to notify the petitioners that I had received and presented 
the petition. That petition I presented yesterday, and wrote to the 
petitioners accordingly. Taking up the Recorp this morning, I find 
that the petition is credited to my friend from New York, [Mr. WAL- 
TER A. Woop.] I do not want to put any nsibility on his 
shoulders; but I do want to put myself right on the record. This is 
a privilege which I claim, and which this House will not refuse. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the Recorp to be corrected. 

Mr. WRIGHT. But I have a word to say further. When a petition 
is presented the public suppose the House has some knowledge of it; 
but it goes into that petition-box in silence, which is the common 
grave where are buried all the prayers and memorials and petitions 
to Congress on the part of the people of this country. And itis like 
Mahomet’s coffin, saspended there between the cornice of the Clerk’s 


desk and the und beneath, approachable to all, but available to 
none. It is the common grave of the prayers and petitions of the 
people of this land. It is a part of our profound and tiful system 


of rules, which are made n to prohibit and prevent legisla- 
tion, and create disorder and confusion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman is not proceeding 
in the line of personal explanation. 


Mr. WRIG Then I will go on with my personal explanation. 
(Laughter. 
Mr. G IELD. If it is a correction of the RECORD let the RECORD 


be corrected. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated that the Recorp 
will be corrected 5 

Mr. GARFIELD. Then that is all of the explanation. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Am I defeated in the effort to explain how a wrong 
75 Beet inflicted, and provide a remedy ? Am I through, against my 
wi 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to know whether the gentle- 
man is through with his remarks or not. 

Mr. WRIG But I am not through. I want these colored men 
in Kansas to know that I have carried out their views by present 
their petition, and that I consigned it to that common receptacle o 
the dead where it will sleep the sleep of death in company with its 
slaughtered comrades. Therefore, I wish to relieve my friend from 
New York of the responsibility of being the introducer of the petition 
of these colored men. This matter unexplained might put me ina 
false position with him. This I would guard against. ese unfor- 
tunate colored men have made me the channel of their communicar 
tion. I am willing to comply with their wishes; it is agreeable to 
me. I am alike the friend of the colored man with the white man, 
and I even will include in this category my distinguished friend, [Mr. 
FERNANDO Woop, ] of New York. 

But I must suspend my remarks, and demand the correction of the 
RECORD. 

ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire for the first time in m 
life to ask unanimous consent of the House to allow to come to 
floor a prominent citizen of my own State, the late republican can- 
didate for governor of Kentucky, and I trust there will be no objection. 

The SP R. The gentleman will state the name. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Evans, of Kentucky. 

Mr. HAZELTON. No doubt he is a good man. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will certify to it. 

There was no objection, and permission was granted accordingly. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PITTSBURGH. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds to report back favorably a bill (H. 
R. No. 2850) to provide a building for the use of the United States 
circuit and district courts, custom-house, and post-office at Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, and to recommend its present consideration. It comes 
before the House not only with the recommendation of the sub-com- 
mittee but with the recommendation of the full Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. The site has already been purchased and 
oy want 4 on and put up the structure. 

S ont 1125 R. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e 

Mr. PAGE. I do not know thatI want to object to the consideration 
of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot debate it. 

Mr. PAGE. Already there are a t many other bills pending 
before that committee, and they should all have an equal chance; but 
I do not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. KNOTT. I object. 

ALBANY MATIMILLER. 
Mr. HAWK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


3964) granting a pension to Albany Matimiller; which was read a first 
and second tiene: and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SAMUEL ORCUTT. 
Mr. HAWK also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


3965) granting a pension to Samuel Orcutt ; which was read a first 
and Sis tine, — referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


YORKTOWN CELEBRATION. 


Mr. GOODE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the select committee 
of thirteen on the Yorktown monument and centennial celebration to 
report a bill (H. R. No. 3966) to carry into effect the resolution of Con- 

adopted on the 29th day of October, 1781, in regard to the mon- 
umental column at Yorktown, Virginia, and for other purposes; and 
to ask for its consideration at this time. R 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will reserve the right to object after 
the bill has been read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

day, 29th day of October, 1751, it 

Ponca that the United States, in Congress assembled. will cause to be erected 
at York, in Virginia, a marble column, adorned with emblems of the alliance be- 
tween the United States and His Most Christian Majesty, and inscribed with a 
succinct narrative of the surrender of Earl Cornwallis to his — General 
Washington, Commander-in-Chief of the combined forces of America an 
to his excellency Count De Rochambeau, commanding the auxiliary troops of His 
Most Christian Majesty in America; and his excellency Count De Grasse, com- 
manding in chief the naval army of France in Chesa: e; and 

Whereas the said resolution of Congress has ee ae been carried into effect, 
7 — one hundred years has elapsed since it 
it ena 


(rakes in Virginia, the monument referred 


That the material used may be such as the Secretary of War 


the select committee of thirteen inted by the Speaker on the 19th of - 
ber, 1879; to inquire into the 8 of ees a suitable sum to be ex- 
pended in erecting at Yorktown, in Virginia, the to. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of said committee to select the site for the 
location of said monument, to obtain the cession of the same from the State of Vir- 


inia, and to make all n arrangements for such a celebration by the Amer- 
can people of the centennial anniversary of the battle of Yorktown on the 19th of 
October, 1881, as shall befit the historical significance of that event and the present 


greatness of the nation. 

Sec. 4. That the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the rens l not otherwise appropriated, for 
the purpose of defraying the e: incurred in the said centennial celebration, 
and to be disbursed under the ion of the said committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, will that produce any debate? 

Mr. GOODE. Ithink not. {t 

Mr. BLOUNT. The object I had in asking the question is this: The 
committees of the House do not understand until the report of the 
Committee on Rules has been adopted exactly what are their duties, 
and I shall therefore object to the bringing up of any question which 
will give rise to debate. 

Mr. GOODE. We do not 1 1 8 any debate at all, but to ask for 
the immediate passage of the b 

Mr. BLO . Then I make no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the considera- 
tion of the bill at this time. 

The bill was read a first and second time, ordered to be en 
and read a third time, and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GOODE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MORNING HOUR. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the morning 
hour, which begins at ten minutes to one o’clock p. m., and the 
first question in order is the consideration of the unfinished business, 
being a bill (H. R. No. 2649) to authorize the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency to issue $500 in new notes to the National Bank at Pontiac, 
Illinois, to 8 a like amount which have never been signed, re- 
ported from the Committee on Banking and Currency by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Fort] with an amendment. 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “that,” in line 10, insert the following: 

Said bank shall first give a good and sufficient bond in the sum of $1,000 
to the United States, with sureties to be approved by the said Comptroller, indem- 
nifying the Government in case said. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FORT. I move, in line 7, to strike out the figure “4” and to 
insert 5; so it will read 765 instead of 764. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I ask for the reading of the bill as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the 1 of the Currenc: 
to the National Bank of Pontiac, is, $500 of circu. 


e amendment 


be authorized to issue 
g notes of said bank, 


of | York 


of in place of twenty-five impressions of 5-5 
np Bumper f $ Data oa 


bank 11-252135, whenever . 
eee eee t said notes were stolen from said bank withou 
the i That said bank 


N either of the officers of said bank : Provided, sai shall 
first give a good and sufficient bond in the penal sum of $1,000 to the United States, 


with sureties to be a ed by said Comptroller, indemnifying the Government 
in case said unsigned notes or rg Laere them aball inadvertintiy or otherwise 


and 

Mr. FORT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pened; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MANN’S MARINE DANGER-SIGNAL. 


Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Com- 
merce; reported back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 2143) to test Mann’s 


Signal. 
I submit this should go to the Calendar, as it makes 


an 1 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken, and the bill is 

referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
LIGHT-HOUSE ON BELL’S ROCK, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. B from the Committee on Commerce, reported back, as 
a substiute for House bill No. 1906, a bill (H. R. No. 3967) making 
an appropriation for the erection of a light-house on Bell’s Rock, in 
iver, in the State of Virginia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and, with 
the accompanying papers, ordered to be printed. 

7 TIMBER LANDS, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. CONVERSE, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported 
back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 2914) to authorize the President to 
reserve from sale or other disposition certain timber lands in the 
State of California, and for other purposes. 

The bill was 3 

The first section provides that the President be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to select from the public lands of the United States in 
the State of California such tracts or parcels of land on which are 

owing either the “redwood” (Sequoia sempervirens) or “big trees,” 

Sequoia gigantea,) or both of said timbers, as he may deem proper, 
not exceeding in the aggregate two townships of land, and the same 
shall be reserved and 5 from settlement, occupancy, or sale 
under the laws of the United States, and dedicated and set apart as 
public parks or pleasure-grounds for the benefit and enjoyment of 
the people. And all persons who locate or settle upon or occupy any 
part of said lands thus set apart and reserved as public parks, ex- 
cept as provided in the following section, shall be deemed trespassers 
and removed therefrom. 

Section 2 provides that each of such public parks selected as afore- 
said shall be under the exclusive control of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, whose duty it shall be, as soon as practicable after such selec- 
tions have been made, to make and publish such regulations as he may 
deem necessary or Be r for the care and management of the same. 
Such regulations provide for the preservation from injury or 
spoliation of all timber, mineral deposits, natural curiosities, or won- 
ders within said parks, and theirretention in their natural condition. 
The Secretary may, in his discretion, grant leases for building pur- 
poses, for terms not exceeding ten years, of small parcels of ground 
at such place or places in each of said parks as may 71 2 the erec- 
tion of buildings for the accommodation of visitors. the proceeds 
of such leases, and all other revenues that may be derived from any 
source connected with said parks, to be expended under his direction 
in the management of the same, and in the construction of roads and 
bridle-paths therein. He shall provide against the wanton destruction 
of the fish and game found within any of said parks, and against their 
capture and destruction forthe purposes of merchandise or profit. He 
shall also cause all persons trespassing upon the same to be removed 
therefrom, and generally is authorized to take all such measures as 
may be necessary or proper to fully carry out the objects and purposes 
of this section. As soon as practicable he shall cause each of said 
parks to be carefully surveyed and the corners and boundaries thereof 
to be suitably marked, and a plat and description of each to be filed 
in the General Land Office; and the cost of such survey shall be paid 
pus 75 any moneys now or hereafter appropriated for surveys of public 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being 8 77 it was accordingly read the third ti and f 

Mr. CONVERSE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SETTLERS ON KANSAS TRUST LANDS. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 3968) for the relief of certain actual settlers 
opie Kansas trast and diminished reserve lands in the State of 

sas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, e. That the ms included in the provisions of section 1 of the 


act approved July 5, 1876, entitled “An act providing for the sale of the 
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Indian lands 


aa “nt se arad Foose ae tener es amna Pe tar err pa phe 
sale,” or the heirs, legal representatives an of sai shall 
titted to complete the Berri s far tee yar be wituk Wey ace emaatina wader 


said act, at the newly ga godly pe bare agin by Bape 
of the Interior, under section 3 of said act, and in completing such payment 
it shall be given for all sums heretofore paid as 3 interest, which 
sums shall be considered as constituting one installment upon the present a; 
praised value at the date when the last payment thereof was made; and the bal- 
ance shall be paid in three equal installments, the first to be paid on or before the 
1st day of January, 1881, and the remaining installments shall be payable annually 
from the date of the first; each installment to draw interest at the rate of 6 per 
cent. per annum from the date when the last payment heretofore made was re- 
ceived by the district office : Provided, Thatif any of said persons have failed tomake 
payment heretofore of any portion of the money, as required under the 
ee or the act of June 23, 1874, relating to these lands, such persons, their 
heirs, ] representatives or shall ne regain paor tothe Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1881, to make entry and pay for their respective ual install- 
ments, the first on the day of entry, and the remaining from 
that date, and drawing interest at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum, antil paid ; bond 
in case of tim lands to prevent waste as in section 1 of said act. 


relat- 
ing to default and forfeiture, shall extend toall entries and requirem: the 
provisions of this act. 

Sec. 4. Actual settlement on any of said lands shall be regarded as sufficient in 
all cases where the claimant aci ly resides on con land to which he holds 
the legal title, and has heretofore cultivated and made valuable improvements on 
a ahem apg ene plage ae 
—. thereunder by the General Land Office” 

Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point of order on the bill with the view 
of asking the gentleman from Kansas a question. I desire to know 
what is the appraised value. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. I will state that this bill is offered to cor- 
rect an incongruity in existing legislation. It applies only to about 
two hundred and fifty settlers on lands, the ce of which, the 

t body of them, are now in market. This legislation is asked for 
the Secretary of the Interior in order that he may give the ben- 

t of laws now ger. to this body of settlers. 

Under the law of 1876 these lands were reappraised and put in 
market. There was a class of these settlers whose names had been 
put upon a list and reported tothe Department. The first section of 
that law of 1876 related to that class and provided they might make 
payment for their lands in installments, the first to be paid on the Ist 
of January, 1877. Then there was a reappraisement had. That time 
had elapsed, rendering it im ible for them to make those pay- 
ments; and this is to correct that difficulty. 

Again in 1874 there was a law allowing entries to be made 
on these lands, and the law of 1876 re ed that law and let those 
settlers down, asit were. That has left them without capacity to 
perfect their titles. There are a very few of that class and this bill 
corrects that difficulty so that they may go on and perfect their titles 
under the law of 1876. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the last ap- 
praised value and the first appraised value were the same ; and if not, 
what advantage is to accrue to parties under this bill? 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. The first appraisement made was found 
to be too high. Under the law of 1876 these lands were reappraised 
and all the settlers on those lands had the benefit of the reappraise- 
ment except the few to whom this bill relates. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not insist on the point of order. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time ; and 
being en d, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands to ask thata bill reported at the last call of our committee, the 
bill (H. R. No. 1846) relating to the public lands, and which is now 
in Committee of the Whole, be made a special order for the 10th of 
8 the morning hour. 

4 1 BLOUNT. Lask the gentleman to exempt the appropriation 


Mr. CONVERSE. I am quite willing to make that exception. 
Mr. DUNNELL. I object to the bill being made a special order. 
POSTAL ROUTES. 

Mr. COOK, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 
3304) declaring all ponte roads postal routes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That all public roads and highwa: h declared 
routes, and the Kea eee aone te hereby pian pairt 8 service — 
all such routes when the public necessity may require it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point of order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The bill provides that the Postmaster-General may 
put on all public roads postal service whenever he sees fit. Now my 
observation and the recent experience of this House is that there has 
been a very great abuse in that matter, and I propose to keep some 
measure of power in Congress. Whenever the Postiuanter-Getieral 
shall do this it will necessarily involve an appropriation by Congress. 


ents un 


If he shall be authorized to put mail service on all public roads and 
highways, Congress will be eompelled to vote the money to pay for 
that service. 

Mr, PAGE. Oh,no; he cannot do it without an appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be again read. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I submit that this bill will necessarily involve the 
Government in the necessity of making appropriations for this sery- 
ice, and will put it beyond the power of Congress to control the ex- 
8 for the postal star service. Every public highway may 

ave service put on it, and there will be no restraint except the dis- 
cretion of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. PAGE. Do I understand that the 3 from Georgia 
LMr. BLOUNT] makes a point of order on this bill? 

The SP. R. He does. 

Mr. PAGE. I want to ask the gentleman if the law does not now 
provide that the Postmaster-General may put mail service on all 
these roads for the period of six months without their being declared 
post- routes at all, if in his judgment the public necessities require it ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. That may be true; but we give him dis- 
cretion to that extent, it does not justify our allowing him to go on 
without any control at all. - 

Mr. PAGE. There is no control now. He can absolutely put on 
mail service for six months upon any road thathas not been declared 
by Congress to be a post-route, if the public necessities in his opinion 
require it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The tleman’s own statement shows that his 
opinion is not correct, for he says that the Postmaster-General is 
limited to six months. 

Mr. PAGE. Iam discussing the point of order which the gentle- 
man has raised and which I say is not 1 This bill does not change 
the existing law in any respect, and not confer upon the Post- 
5 any power which he does not now have under existing 

W. 

Mr. COOK. The present law makes all railroads, all canals, all 
plank-roads, and all navigable rivers post-routes, and the Postmaster- 
General is authorized, without any action by Congress, to put mail- 
service on such routes as the public necessities may require. 

This bill proposes merely to give him the same authority and power 
over the common highways. the last Congress over two thousand 
bills and propositions were introduced into and passed by this House 
for the purpose of establishing little post-routes on common highways. 
The Postmaster-General has put service on perhaps half of them. In 
all the seven years during which I have served in Congress there has 
never been a single post-route bill 1 ei to this House which has 
not been peed, and passed without being even read. 

This bill will save thousands of dollars to the Government in the 
expense of printing the bills which are introduced into Congress for 
the establishment of post-rontes, and with which our desks have been 
encumbered for years past. Those bills are all reported favorably 
and are all et In the seven years I have served here there has 
never been a post-route bill introduced which has not passed Congress. 

This bill pro simply to give the Postmaster-General the same 
right over public roads and public highways that he has now by law 
over all railways, navigable rivers, canals, and plank-roads, to order 
mail service as the eae necessities may require. Every mile of 
railroad constructed in this country becomes a postal route by oper- 
ation of law, and the Postmaster-General is bound to put service on 
it if the public necessities require it. That is all there is in this bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I acknowledge that the statement of my colleague 
LMr. Cook] is correct. In antagonism to the statement of the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. PAGE] I will say that the Postmaster- 
General has not the power at this time, of his own motion, to put 
mail service on any other than railroad and steamboat routes. 

Mr. PAGE. I cannot hear what the gentleman says. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will allow me to finish my 
statement. 

Mr. PAGE. I want to hear the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. It is the fault of members themselves that what 
is said cannot be heard. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My colleague [Mr. Cook] has stated very correctly 
that as to railroads the law declares them to be post-routes, and the 
Postmaster-General is authorized to put service on them; and so in 
regard to steamboat routes, the Postmaster-General may contract for 

service. But as to the public highways of the country, where 

e is not authorized bya law making any of them post-routes, he 
cannot put service on them. 

In the matter of railroads the pay even is fixed by law, and in the 
matter of steamboats the sum involved is not very great, and there- 
fore it is not so objectionable; but in the matter of star routes he 
has been restrained to some extent to the lines which have been es- 
tablished by Congress as post-roads. Notwithstanding that restraint, 
however, this House and the country is informed that there is at this 
hour an impending deficiency of $2,000,000 for the star service of the 


country. 

Mr. SPEER. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPEER. The question before the House is the point of order 
raised by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. BLOUNT.] 

The 8. BAKER. That is correct. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. And I proposa to reach my point of order. My 
friend has raised his question of order before I have concluded. 

Mr. SPEER. I submit that on that point of order the gentleman 
has no right to discuss any deficiency in the postal service or any 
hin which may now be pending before a committee of this 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will confine himself to the ques- 
tion of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no purpose to discuss deficiencies or inves- 
tigations. If my friend will “ possess his soul in patience,” he will 
see that I have another purpose in view. 

I have simply referred to the restraint upon the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, under existing law, in reference to the star service. What is 
the proposition contained in this bill? It is to remove all restraint; 
to iow the Postmaster-General to put star service wherever he 
ses ; to increase that service to any amount he may think proper. 

e expenditures in that direction have already reached an enormous 
sum; and, if this bill should be passed, there will be no power in this 
House to restrain the Postmaster-General in this t. When we 
have once said to him, “ You may put service on the post-routes 
in the country,” it will be in vain for us to say that we have not 
8 money for the Sead ar 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman will confine himself tothe question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I trust that I am confining myself to the question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My object has been to show that, under the opera- 
tion of this bill, large sums of money may be taken out of the 8 
ury. I submit, therefore, that the bill ought to go to the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask the attention of the House for a few moments. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen who desire to speak will be kind 
enough to confine their remarks to the point of order. 

Mr. MONEY. The objection made by the gentleman from Georgia 
to this bill has no force whatever. In the first place, that pornon of 
this bill which is in the form of legislation giving discretion to the 
Postmaster-General is simply a repetition of the law as it stands to- 
day. It does not follow as a matter of course that the Postmaster- 
General is to put service on all the routes that are established. As 
the law stan Layers, Ret river and canal, every piece of naviga- 
ble water within the United States is a post-route. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Mississippi allow the 
Chair to ask him a question? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. ill the gentleman please state whether that 
part of this bill which authorizes the Postmaster-General to put pos- 
tal service on any of these routes would not require an appropriation 
to be made by Congress? 

Mr. MONEY. I say there is nothing of new legislation in that part 
of the bill. The Postmaster-General under existing law has already 
the power mentioned. 

As I was proceeding to state, every railroad, every plank-road, 
every piece of navigable water within the limits of the country has 
been anes oe. law to be a post-route; yet we know that as to 
thousands of es of rivers, where the Postmaster-General has now 
the discretion to supply service, if has not been done. 

We know that hundreds of thousands of miles of post-routes, 
established as such by legislation upon your statute-book, are not to- 
day supplied with service. Because a route is established by law 
it does not follow as a matter of course that the Postmaster-General will 

ut service on it. The statement of the gentleman from Georgia 

Mr. BLOUNT] himself is a proof of this. He tells us that last year we 
established two thousand post-routes and that the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral has put service upon thirteen hundred of them. I say this bill 
contains no new legislation conferring any additional power on the 
Postmaster-General in reference to this matter. 

Now, Mr. S er, every gentleman in this House knows that the 
post-route bill is passed here as a matter of course. No word of 
objection has ever teen heard here or elsewhere to the of any 
post-route bill. A member simply suggests to the committee the route 
which he desires established, and a provision for the purpose is in- 
serted in the bill as a matter of course. The further question of 
supplying that route with service is one over which the member in- 
terested fis no control. He may visit the Postmaster-General, and if 
he can demonstrate the necessity of the service it will be supplied. But 
this bill has nothing to do with that. There is no expenditure in- 
volved in the bill. far as it relates to the discretion of the Post- 
master-General on this subject, it is simply a repetition of laws already 
on the statute-book. There is no new legislation in the bill, and I 
say that the point made by the gentleman from Georgia is not well 
taken. > 

Mr. SPEER. I desire to say a word upon the naked question of 
order that is before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be glad to hear the gentleman 
upon that point. } : 

Mr. SPEER. I do not desire to discuss the merits of any star route 
or any railroad route or any route on any navigable river. The naked 

uestion before this House is raised by the objection of my colleague 

. BLOUNT] that the bill is subject to a point of order because it 
involves an appropriation. I think that this objection is not well 
founded. The bill is no more subject to a point of order on this 


ground than the post-route bill which is brought in here at every 
session by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BLOUNT. May I ask my colleague a question? 

Mr. SPEER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does not this bill go beyond the ordinary post- route 
bill, which simply specifies routes? Does not the pending bill declare 
all public highways post-roads? Does it not go further and author- 
ize the Postmaster-General to put service upon them? 

Mr. MONEY. He is already so . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to say upon the point al- 
luded to by the gentleman from Georgia that the post- route bill usu- 
ally comes in by unanimous consent, and is not read, but passed upon 
the assurance which the gentleman introducing it gives upon hi 
honor that it contains no legislation whatever. 

Mr. SPEER. This bill contains no legislation whatever. The law 
as it now stands authorizes the Postmaster-General to put service on 
all these routes established by the post-route bill, in his discretion, if 
the public service demands it. This bill simply authorizes the Post- 
master-General to do the same thing with all public roads which are 
by this bill sought to be declared post-routes. The bill is no broader 
in its effect than the mirage DW. It contains no new legislation. It 
involves no appropriation. e appropriation must Ve made by the 
House for the use of the Post-Office a pao before any money 
can be employed for this purpose. s bill no more involves an 
appropriation than the post-route bill which I may have introduced 
here and which was passed, a bill establishing a route upon which 
the Postmaster-General, in his discretion, refuses to put service. 

I presume, Mr. Speaker, it would be out of order for me to say that 
I am in favor of these star routes, which carry the mail service to the 
Toora OT Te pend e e In this respect I think the wants of 
the country have been too much neglected. I am sorry to see a dis- 
pannon on the part of some gentlemen here to put down the star serv- 

ce for the purpose of facilitating more rapid delivery in cities and 

on railroad routes which will take care of themselves. The star serv- 
ice is the poor man’s mail, it penetrates the most remote sections, 
and for 4 _— I shall resist any attempt to cripple it. 

Mr. KN I simply desire to say I agree, in the main, with the 
views stated by the gentleman last up. It seems to me that while 
the remarks made by his coll may furnish a potent argument 
against the pea of the bill in its present shape, they do not legiti- 
mately touch his point of order. I rise, therefore, to suggest that his 
objection may be made available by a motion to strike out that por- 
tion of the bill to which he objects. There are a large number of us 
who desire the passage of a general bill declaring all public roads 
postal routes, so as to obviate the necessity of creating special post- 
routes at eee of Congress. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to decide the point of order. 

Mr. COOK. I will agree to that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not that 
modify a proposition authorized to be reported 

The point of order is made t the bill as it now stands and as 
it has been reported from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. Post-route bills are introduced at every session of Congress 
by unanimous consent, and often without reading, upon the express 
understanding that they involve nothing but post-routes and do not 
provide for an neral 1 whatever. 

Mr. MONEY. Perhaps, Mr. Speaker, by unanimous consent we may 
agree that the clause to which the gentleman from Georgia objects 
may be stricken out. 

r. CANNON, of Illinois. No; I object to its being stricken out. 

Mr. MONEY. It amounts to nothing. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will proceed to decide the point of 
order. Post-route bills, as the Chair already remarked, are intro- 
duced at every session of Congress and passed without reading upon 
the express understanding that they do not embrace ede of 
any character, but include only post-routes. They are WONI pasoa 
upon the assurance to that effect given by the gentlemen introducing 
e and if this bill had been confined to the words that “all pub- 
lic roads and highways are hereby declared post-rontes,” then the 
Chair would have no doubt but that part of the bill would not be 
subject to the point of order. The 8 however, goes fur- 
ther, and states that the Postmaster- eral is hereby authorized to 


wer, for he cannot 
m the committee. 


put postal service on all such routes when the public interest requires 
it. object of the bill 3 is to give to the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral some additional power which he does not now possess, or else it 


would hardly have been introduced. The Chair therefore holds that 
the latter clause comes under a portion of Rule 112, as it requires that 
appropriations shall be hereafter made for such routes as he may au- 
thorize service under the authorization given in the last branch of the 
bill 


And, moreover, the Chair is confirmed in the view he has taken b 
reference to another clause in same rule, wherein it is said that “ 
proceedings ee ae ee of money shall be first considered 
in the Committee of the Whole.” Ifthe Chair, however, had any doubt 
on the subject, he will state that he would consider it his duty to give 
the benefit of that doubt to the Treasury of the United States. 


Mr. KENNA. I rise to a parliamen inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that this pm, under the point 
of order, must have its first consideration in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


. 
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Mr. KENNA. Is a motion to go into the Committee of the Whole 
en the state of the Union now in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, as the morning hour has not yet expired. 
It would be in order after the morning hour to move to go into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to take up the bills 
in their order on the public Calendar. 

Mr. MONEY. I appeal from the decision of the Chair sending this 
bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to lay that appeal Lapon the table, 

The House divided; and there were ayes 133. 

Mr. MONEY. I withdraw the appeal m the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would prefer to have a decision of the 


House. 

Mr. COOK. I ask for no further count, and will, by unanimous 
consent, withdraw the bill. 

The House further divided; and there were—ayes 133, noes 21. 

So the appeal was laid upon the table. 

Mr. COOK. I now withdraw the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is that by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the request has never been de- 
nied to any member. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I wish to be indulged in a remark. It 
occurs to me, and I submit to the gentleman from Georgia, that this 
bill had better go to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union now or hereafter, in whatever shape it may be reported, so it can 
be fully and fairly discussed. There is no disposition to unduly op- 
pose it if opportuni ybs given for debate. I am willing to discussit 
at any time, or to take it up at any time which may be agreed upon 
in r. BLOUNT Ih ll ill agree to th iti 

8 > ope my co ew e proposition 
of the gentleman fon) Illinois. “This is an important . It 
should go to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and some day should be fixed for its discussion. 

Mr. KNOTT. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KNOTT. The gentleman from Georgia, speaking for this com- 
mittee, pro to to the proposition to strike out the objec- 
tionable portion of this bill. Now, cannot unanimous consent of the 
House be given for that purpose! 

The SPEAKER. That was asked and objected to. The Chair would 
have recognized the right in the House but the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] objected when the request was made. 

Mr. KNOTT. It seems to me that would dispose of the matter at 
this time without farther objection. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I have no objection providad ample time 
can be given to the House to discuss this bill. That is all I want. I 
am willing to to the earliest possible day that gentlemen ma; 
fix in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, but 
must ojesi unless Smo pe gron for discussion so the House may be 
informed what the bill y is. 

7 KNOTT. Lask the gentleman from Illinois to withdraw his 
objection. 

. CANNON, of Illinois. No; Ido not withdraw it unless the bill 
can be made the special order and some arrangement can be made for 
its discussion. 

Mr. KNOTT. It would still continue to be in the morning hour and 
there is nothing to prevent a full discussion. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I do not think it should be in the morn- 
ing hour. You cannot discuss it fully in the morning hour. 

SPEAKER. The Chair will be glad to hear some conclusion 
reached in reference to the bill. The Chair heard no objection to the 
* of the gentleman from Georgia to withdraw the bill. 

y unanimous consent, the bill was withdrawn. 
GRAVEL AND PLANK ROADS. 


Mr. COOK, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported back ad versely the petition of citizens of Huntington 3 
Indiana, asking that an act be making gravel and plank 
free for the mails of the United States; which was laid upon the table, 
and the 5 ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Georgia will take notice that 
there is no report accompanying this bill. The rules require written 
adverse reports in all cases when made from committees. 

Mr. COOK. There is a report on the back. 

Toe SPEAKER. There is a remark, but it cannot be considered a 

COOK. I will file a report hereafter. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to that request. 
UNLAWFUL HANDLING AND CARRIAGE OF MAIL MATTER. 

Mr. STONE, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported back a bill (H. R. No. 2077) to prevent the unlawful hand- 
ling and carriage of mail matter, with an amendment; which were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STONE. I ask for the printing in the Recorp of the bill and 
amendment and the accompanying report. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill and amendment aud accompanying report are as follows: 

A bill to prevent the unlawful handling and carriage of mail matter. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of . United States of 

America in Congress assembled, That no person regularly performing trips over any 


mail-route, either as owners, master, or employé of any wagon, coach, railroad-car, 
or steamboat, or otherwise, shall carry letters or kets, either with or without 
compensation, except such as relate to some the cargo of such steam boat or 
other vessel, or to some artiele carried at „„ 
coach, railway car, or other vehicle, except as provided in section 3993 of the 
vised Statutes; and where letters or packets are carried on board any such wagon, 
coach, railroad-car, or steamboat outside of the mails, except as provided in section 
— = nane 3 ot, shall be pens E kokp sack t such letters — 
y the person in command or such wagon, stage-coach, 
steamboat, or railroad-car: Provided, That nothing herein contained s! con- 
strued to prohibit the transmission of letters or packets by the hands of a private 
or messenger whois not engaged in making trips at stated or regular periods 
over such ronte, either as employé or attaché of such wagon, coach, railroad-car, or 
steamboat, or otherwise; and for every such offense the owner of such steamboat, 
railroad-car, or e-coach, or other vehicle or vessel, shall be liable to a penalt: 
of $100; and the ver, conductor, master, or other ha charge thereo: 
and not at the time owner of the whole, or any ereof, or other person, shall 
for every such offense be liable to a penalty of $50. 
Sec. 2. That section 3829 of the Re Statutes be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so as to read as follows: 


The Postmaster-General shall establish post-offices at all such places on post- 
roads established by law as he may deem expedient, and he shall mptly certify 
such establishment to the Auditor of the for the P. e Department. 

i Postmaster-General, sets up or 


And every who, without authority from 
Z prenon, ty 


proposes any office or lace of business bearing the name, or title of 
t-office, letter express ofice; or other similar title, and "professes or advertises 
transact a genera 


business for hire, in the way of receiving mail matter for de- 
t in the post-office or postal car, or of receiving mail from a office to be 
vered for hire to the person addressed, shall, for every such 
toa Lape Se not more $500.” 
SEC. 3. t sections 3977 and 3992 of the Revised Statu: 
flict with the provisions of this act, and the same are hereby, 
5 Sona Strike ont section 2 of the bill, and let section 3 stand as section 2 
0 

Mr. STONE, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads, submitted 
the following report: 
The Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads, to whom was referred House 
bill No. 2077, have had the same under consideration, and report the same back 
with an amendment, and recommend that it do pass as amended. 

The main reasons which have influenced your committee in reaching this con- 
clusion are sufficiently set forth in the following letter from the law officer of the 
Post-Office Department, namely : 


"OFFICE OF ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL 
“For THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
“Washington, D.. C., January 9, 1830. 


“Sir: The necessity for bent ors, Ni the bill to prevent the unlawful handling 
and carriage of mail matter may be briefly stated as follows: 

Section 3982, Revised Statutes, prohibits the establishment of any private ex- 
press for the conveyance of letters, &c. 

“Section 3983 provides a penalty for the willful carriage by any stage-coach, 
we arts &c., of any person employed as a private express for the conveyance of 

rs, & A 
cae section, however, is rendered entirely inoperative by the following con- 
on: 

First. In most cases of violations of this section Kisim ble to bring home 
— the Saner — bens oy sy aoe of or — 2 a! for the violations. 

eare inform e of the Departmen: t cases a large 
amount of mail matter mon in violation of law is found a beat steamboats, 
when on investigation it is impossible to find any one who will assume the respon- 
sibility of its care. The matter is given up, and that is the end of it. If not de- 

3 an Sonin — 3 55 delivered —— Se 1 at its nts — 

The impossi y of providing an agent on all or any o o boats 
— paal rivers of 3 suggests the impossibility of the enforcement 
0 section. 


and all laws in con- 
ed 


transporting matter con 

3985. He may plead the authori: 
of it, throws extreme doubt about the whole subject. Inoth 
sections the force which in the view of this ihe pao they seem to have, it may 
be briefly stated that while section 3925 provides that no letters except such as 


to the and except such as are Government env: „Shall 

be carried out of the mails, while section 3977 seems to authorize such trans, 
tion by prescribing the ition to be made of the letters thus carried. I say 
authorize it, for it is difficult to comprehend the precise of section 


seems 
3977 if it does not authorize masters of steamboats to carry outside of the mails 
letters which do not relate to the cargo, and which are notin Government stamped 


envelopes. 

“For if the letters relate to ee cote 
ee eee Gore be 
this section, while on the other the letters are in Government envelopes 
they may be delivered di y to the persons section 

SA: section 3983 a 
private express, &c., while section 3992 provides that ‘no 
shall issi letters or packets 
ut compensation, or by special messenger employed for 


charge rs consigned to them by their patrons. T 
ustice of this assumption will, it is believed, be made snare by the following 
ustration: A and B are rival merchants at the same t. A patronizes 
steamer Great Republic, which has also a tentract for 
mails. B patronizes another line. Both merchants desire to send letters by this 
boat. The letters of B are required to be put in the mails, while those of A are 
taken charge of by an agent or employé, or some other person on board the boat, 
8 by a special agent, are delivered several hours in advance of the letters 
sent by mail. If seized by an 
about the letters, or perchance 


t, no one can be found who knows anythin 
ey are found in the care of the steward, who 


merely carrying them without c e or compensation, under section 3992. 
By this 5 thousands of do! of revenue are annually lost to the Gov- 
ernment. 


“Section 2 of the proposed bill is deemed expedient for the following reason: 
Section 3982 Revised Statutes prohibits the lishment of any private Lg er] 
for the conveyance of letters, &c., while a proviso to the act of March 3, 1879. 

at page 356, 20 Statutes at declares that nothing contained in the former 
act shall be construed as prohibiting any person from receiving and delivering to 
the nearest -oflice or postal car matter properly stam 


It has always been held by the ray poy that under > sa TA the business 
of carrying first-class mail matter could only be carried on by an officer of the Gov- 


y 
ernment appointed and qualified for that ; that one of the objects of re- 
taining mon Y Was to: secure equal tacitities to all the citisens in sending 
and receivin matter. Allare taxed alike the system, and it is sub- 
mitted that all should share alike its pri efforts have hereto- 


ion, Sp umerous 
fore been made to provide superior ities for the dispatch and reeeipt of mail 
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matter ‘by means of offices and lines established for that 
g for a consideration to receive ane! grees letters at 
ter 


ners 


gor. 

maitis of course, perfectly Ane for any person to send any member of his 
t, servant, or emp 8 

competition eirs = L. Tether ane for tho pub. 


livered at Washington within a given time; but by Lee this rival eee | 
tion, and the 1 of an additional fee or postage, the time can be diminish 
“It is a grave question for the consideration of whether this compen 
tion ought to be allow: 
“Ihave written very hastil reply to a suggestion from you that you e 
like to have the views of ent on the subject of the legislation asked. 
Very respectfully, 


“A. A. FREEMAN, 
“Assistant Attorney-General, Post-Ofice Department. 
“Hon. J. W. STONE, 


House of Representatives, City.” 

It is claimed here that itis, in practice, almost —- to convict 

ae section 3943 because of the difficulty expe: in fixing the lia ility of of t rhe 
180 it being e to show affirmatively on the part of the Govern- 

ment tent that es act complained of was done with the knowledge or connivance of the 
owner, &c. It is thought by your committee and the Department that this diffi- 
— . 7 be met and overcome by the clause in the bill which provides that “when 
kets are carried on board any such wagon, coach, railroad-car, or steam- 

oo eof the mails, except as provided in section 3993 of the Revised Stat- 
3 shall be prima facie evidence that such letters are being carried by the per- 

command or charge of such wagon, stage-coach, steamboat or railroad-car. 

This shifting of the burden of proof of ewi: the existence of which are pocul- 
iarly within the knowledge of the accused, is not unusual in penal statutes, and 
deemed justifiable here. The abuse which this bill seeks to remedy is a grave ont 
affecting ly the revenues of the postal service to the amount of thousands 
dollars annually. It san a, on the steamboats plying on principal rivers. 

B; r regulations the person in command or d of the steamboat or 

venice con can prevent this unlawful traffic or business over line, and can easily 
meet and aa the presumption that such . matter is pte 


mail service, punish 
dering more clear and explicit the law u 
reconcile these statutes in mahaa law. Your committee have not comet it ad- 
visable to amend section 3829, as provided in the second 3 this bill, and 
therefore recommend pe 0 1 amendmen 

Strike out section 2, and let section 3 stand as section 2 ‘of the bill.” 


BEET SUGAR. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
3 message ey the President of the United States : 


requ A the eee oner of Agriculture to all he 
may have in g upon the culture of the sugar-beet, Ce, the 
accompanyin, g Toter and To rt received from the A rof Agri- 
cultare for this purpose erewith transmit 


R. B. HAYES. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1880. 
The SPEAKER. This communication and accompanying papers 
will be referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Mr. CONGER. Task that the committee be authorized to have this 
“ose and the accompanying papers printed, if they deem it neces- 


a here was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
BINDING FOR NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, relative to binding for that Department; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

IMPROVEMENT OF CHANNEL AT STATEN ISLAND. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, relative to the improvement of the channel between 
Staten Island and New Jersey ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

LOCK AND DAM ON MONONGAHELA RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid befote the House a letter from the Secre- 
of War, transmitting estimate of amount required for the annual 
maintenance and repair of the lock and dam on the Monongahela 
River in West Virginia; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
FORT ASSINABOINE, MONTANA TERRITORY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to the completion of Fort Assinaboine, Montana 
8 and the construction of a new post near Wood Mountain 
me that Territory ; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

WILLIAM MATHERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 

tary 55 Ward transmitting E pornos of William Mathers, sergeant Com- 


pon wie hth Infantry, for com tion for clerical services at the 
pa ey Indian agency, California; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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CEMETERY AT JOHNSON’S ISLAND, OHIO. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to the Pagers few the prison camp at Johnson’s 
Island, near Sandusky, Ohio; which was referred to the Committee 


on Military 


RULES FOR NAVAL VESSELS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Navy, in reply to a resolution of the House of 
Representatives of the 9th of January, 1880, in relation to the rules 
prescribed by the Navy Department for the guidance of naval vessels 
and whether they are in conflict with the existing rules for the . 
ance of merchant vessels, &c.; which was referred to the Com: 
on Naval Affairs. 


MARE ISLAND NAVY-YARD, CALIFORNIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Navy, forwarding copies of letters and an extract 
of a report made by the commandant of the Mare Island (California) 
navy-yard, requesting that an appropriation of $40,000 may be made 
for the repair of the floating dock at that yard ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

UTE INDIANS IN COLORADO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in answer to a resolution of the House, transmit- 
ting copy of co mdence concerning the Ute Indians in Colorado; 
which was refi to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

MRS, K. T. BAKER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
of: War, transmitting Ropes in the claim of Mrs. K. T. Baker; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 
MAIL FACILITIES FOR NEW MEXICO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a memorial of the Leg- 
islature of New Mexico, praying for increased mail facilities in said 
Territory; which was to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

ALLOWANCES TO MAIL CONTRACTORS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 3 
rt o: 
allowances made to contractors during the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1879; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Post-Office Department, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was ted as follows: 
To Mr. Corrnorn, for four days, on account of important business; 
To Mr, O'REILLY, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family; 
To Mr. OSMER, for e on account of important business; an 
To Mr. RUSSELL, of husetts, for one week, on account of im- 
portant business. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. GUNTER, 3 unanimous consent, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the House the papers in the case of 
James H. Hamilton, there bein ing no adren report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. DE LA MA YR, by unanimous consent, leave was 
Recta to withdraw from the files of the House papersin the case of 

alter D. Plowden, there being no adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. "BLACKBURN, b unanimous consent, leave was 
given to withdraw from the files of the House the petition of the offi- 
cers and crew of the United States gunboats Kinei and Chocura, there 
being no adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. MCKENZIE, by unanimous consent, leave was 
gra to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of 

ohn W. McClanahan, there being no adverse report thereon. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Iaskunanimous consent of the House that Colo- 
nel Jonathan Merriam, collector of internal revenue of the eighth dis- 
trict of 3 be allowed the privileges of the floor. 

Mr. HARRI 8 Lask 2 privilege for Lieutenant- 
Governor 1 5 I alker, and also M Hanger, member and 
late speaker of the house of delegates of the Legislature of Virginia, 
during their stay in the city. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PITTSBURGH, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I understand that the objection is withdrawn 
which was made this morning to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2850) to provide a building for the use of the United States cir- 
cuit and district courts, custom-house, and post-office at Pittsburgh, 
8 reported from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 


Grounds. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 


again ask for objection. 

The bill directs the Secre of the Treasury to cause to be con- 
structed a suitable building at ittsburgh, Pennsylvania, for the ac- 
commodation of the circuit and district courts of the United States, 


the customs officers, internal-revenue officers, the post-office, and any 


other offices of a General Government in said city, at a cost not 
exceeding $750,000. 
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Mr. REAGAN. Is it proposed to have action on that bill now? 

Mr. ATHERTON. It is. 

Mr. REAGAN. I must object to that. Ihave no objection to its 
reference to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the bill is not before the 
House. 

LOSS OF STEAMER J. DON. CAMERON. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I ask unanimous consent to have taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs, 
not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider, the bill (S. No. 106) 
for the relief of sufferers by loss of the Government steamer J. Don. 
Cameron. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker's 
table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


REVISION OF THE RULES, 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of the report of 
the Committee on Rules on the subject of the revision of the rules. 

The motion was d to. 

The House eee Toedived itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. CARLISLE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole, 
and resumes the consideration of the report of the Committee on 
ay an meral debate havit ey closed by eee the 3 
the Cler: now proceed © proposed rules by paragra 
for discussion and 3 under tho five-minute A = 

The Clerk read as follows: S 

ULE 


DUTIES OF THE SPEAKER. 
er shall take the chair on every | ve da; at the hour 
Ae leaf sittings Ease 2 colt 


the 
members to order, and on the 5 a quorum cause the Jounal of the 
proceedings of the last day’s sitting to be read, having previously examined and 


rooms in tha 
rde 


r. 
He sign all acts, addresses, joint resolu writs, warrants, and sub- 
pens of or jst by order ofthe Hobe, and decide ee hoy sd 
an ap y any mem on which appeal no member shall speak more 
on appeal bs permission of the House. 
5. He shall rise to put a question, but may state it sitting; and shall put ques- 
tions in this form, to wit: “ As many as are in favor (as the question may be) say 
Ay;” and x the affirmative voice is expressed, as many as are opposed say 
No; it he doubts, or a division is called for, the H: divide ; in the 
affirmative of the question shall first rise from their seats, and then those in the 
negative; if he still doubts, or a count is required by at least one-fifth of 


Capitol assi; 


a quo- 
rum, he shall name one from each side of the ö in tho 
eee, he shall rise and state the decision. 

6. He shall not I e i except in 


. mired to vote roceedings, 
J)) E MIARA Ti vote, if given with jew mit IONIA AORE S e, or 
will make or prevent a two-thirds vote where such vote is i ob or where the 
somes eee oe YE by ballot; and in all cases of a tie vote the question 


Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to move an amendment to clause 6 of Rule 
I, which has just been read. I move to strike out the words “ in case 
of a tie, or where his vote if given with the minority would make a tie, 
or will make or prevent a two-thirds vote where such vote is required, 
or where the House is engaged in yoring by ballot,” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ when his vote would be decisive.” That amend- 
ment, if adopted, will dispense with a complicated mass of verbiage, 
and the clause will then read : 

He shall not be uired to vote in ordinary legislative proceedings, 
yoan vote 8 decisive, and in all cases of a tie vote the 5 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
HawLey] tell me if the p of his amendment is not to release 
cat ppe er from voting where the House is engaged in voting by 

allot 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam willing to leave that in if it is desirable to 
require his vote on such occasion. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not see that the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Connecticut alters in anywise this clause of the re- 
port submitted by the Committee on Rules, except to make it some- 
what terser, unless it be the object of the gentleman to release the 
Speaker from voting when voting is Moing cone ballot. I willsay 
that such was not the conclusion reached by the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think my amendment, if adopted, will make the 
clause very much clearer. I do not desire to relieve the Speaker from 
voting where there is a ballot, and therefore I will modify my amend- 
ment so as to leave that clause in. In that case the rule would read, 
if amended: 

He shall not be required to vote in ordinary l ti roceedin, 
his vote would be deniaive, or where the House is en 85 in voting by ballot; and 
in all cases of a tie vote the question shall be lost. 

I think that will make the rule very much clearer. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I offer as a substitute for the amendment of the 
gentleman from Connecticut that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

8 * 30 CLAUSE 6 OF RULE I. 

8 er 0 ut s not be regui vor proceedings before 
the Howse, except in 8 of a tie or where the tous is oot ny in voting by 


Should the S er vote with the minority, and thereby make a tie, the question 
shall be deemed lost. Should the §; er vote to make or to prevent a two-thirds 


vote where such vote is required, the question shall be deemed carried or lost, as 
the case may be. 


Mr, HAWLEY. That is worse than the clause reported by the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. ACKLEN. It will be observed that the substitute which I 
have offered does not change in the least the true intention of the 
rule as reported from the Committee on Rules. It does strike out the 
words “ordinary legislative” before the word “ proceedings.” I see 
no reason why the words “ordinary legislative” should be included 
in this rule. Ido not think there are any extraordinary proceedings 
before this House which would absolve the Speaker from the duty of 
voting under the provisions of this rule. 

Nor do I see the need of the word “legislative,” because if all the 
proceedings before this House are loginlatiyo proceedings; then clearly 
that word is superfluous. If they are not all legislative proceedings, 
then there exists a double necessity for striking out that word in 
order to prevent any future misccnstruction of the rules. 

Mr. FRYE. The criticism made by the tleman from Louisiana 
LMr. ACKLEN] only illustrates how easy it is to criticise. For in- 
stance, the gentleman says that the words “ To vote in ordinary leg- 
islative proceedings” are not necessary; yet the very amendment 
which he offers declares that the Speaker shall have a right to vote. 
The Speaker has that right in every case coming before the House; 
therefore the lan of the gen from Louisiana is open to 
precisely the same criticism which he applies to the rule reported by 
the committee. 

Mr.ACKLEN. The gentleman misunderstands the amendment as 


offered. It does not propose to strike out the word “ proceedings,” 
but 3 the words “ ordinary legislative” as being superfluous and 
calculated to lead perhaps in the future to some misconstruction as 


to what are “ordinary” proceedings and what are “legislative ” pro- 


8 are not 5 for this House alone, but perhaps for 

the government of this y in future Congresses. It is therefore 
necessary for us to make them as clear, as concise, as free from mis- 
construction as ible. If the gentleman had listened attentively 
to the reading of the substitute, I do not think he could possibly have 
objected to it. It does not propose to change in the least the truein- 
tention of the rule as reported by the committee, but to obviate any 
possible misconstraction of that intention. 

Mr. FRYE. I only called attention to what was an apparent fact, 
that after the gentleman insisted, as a criticism upon the report of 
the committee, that two words in it were unn the very amend- 
ment which he offered pro to insert six or eight words which 
were clearly unnecessary; for the Speaker has a constitutional right 
to vote on every question coming before this House; yet the gentle- 
man in his amendment proposes to affirm that right. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Will the gentleman tell me what half dozen unneces- 
sary words are embraced in the proposed substitute; and will he fur- 
ther tell me the necessity for the words “ordinary legislative ?” 

Mr. FRYE. I have told the gentleman that the words in his amend- 
ment declaring that the S er shall have a right to vote are en- 
tirely unnecessary, because the Constitution gives him that right. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a word as to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. HAwLEY.] That it makes the pro- 
posed rule better English I have no doubt; yet I think it is the gen- 
tleman’s experience—I know it is my own—that a rule cannot be 
stated to this House too distinctly and clearly. A rule of the House 
is addressed to all classes of minds. It seems to me that the rule 
reported by the committee more distinctly sets out each case in which 
the Speaker may be required to vote than the rule as proposed to be 
amended by the gentleman from Connecticut. 

Now, in this rule the committee had but one purpose, to provide 
clearly for the case of a tie vote and the case where a two-thirds vote 
is required by law or by a rule of the House. It seems to me better 
to state these two cases in which the Speaker may be required to vote 
than to leave the matter, as the gentleman from Connecticut proposes, 
to the determination of the single word “decisive.” To be sure, any 
man in course of time will figure out the significance of this term 
“decisive ;” but if we take the rule as the committee report it, it will 
not require any figuring at all. The meaning will be clear before 
every man’s 5 „ 

Mr. ACKLEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FRYE. Les, sir. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Will the gentleman now tell me what the com- 
mittee mean by “ordinary legislative proceedings?“ 

Mr. FRYE. Precisely what the words express. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ACKLEN. Are those words necessary in connection with the 
right of the Speaker to vote? Are there any proceedings of an ex- 
traordinary nature in which he is not allowed to vote? 

Mr. FRYE. Well, a vote by ballot would not be re; ed as an 
ordinary proceeding, although a vote by ballot is undoubtedly re- 
quired in the performance of certain duties devolved upon this House. 
But it would not be an ordinary proceeding. 

a ACKLEN. Is not that provided for in the other part of the 
rule 

Mr. FRYE. Conceding that these words in the committee's propo- 
sition are not necessary, { think the first six words of the gentleman’s 


amendment are clearly unnecessary. 
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Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the amendment of 


the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. HAWLEY] for the reason that 
in my judgment the rule as worded in the report is clearly defective, 
and the amendment will correct the error and make the rule more 
concise. The rule, as reported by the committee, requires the Speaker 
to do a thing which is absolutely useless. The clause requiring the 
Speaker to vote “where his vote if given to the minority would make 
a tie” really requires him to do in some cases a thing which can have 
no effect upon the result. His vote if given to the minority can only 
be of avail where a proposition has prevailed by one majority. Where 
the proposition is lost by one majority his vote cannot be effective. 
For instance, suppose on a motion to adjourn the votes stand 100 in 
the affirmative to 99 in the negative; then, if the Speaker votes 
with the minority he makes a tie and thereby defeats the motion; 
but if the affirmative vote be 99 and the negative 100, then, which- 
ever way the Speaker may vote, the result is not changed. If he 
votes in the negative, there being already a majority on that side, the 
motion is of course lost; and if he votes in the affirmative the result 
is a tie, and the motion is still lost. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to discuss a mat- 
ter upon which there can be no possible material difference in the 
House. I will say by way of reply to the gentleman from Louisiana, 
(Mr. AckLxN, I I do not think this committee should accept such a 
rule as he proposes. It is less definite than the rule submitted by the 
Committee on Rules, and far more prolix. He travels out of his way 
to guard the right of the Speaker tovote. Thatisnotneeded. Prior 
to 1803 there was a rule of this House which prohibited the Speaker 
from voting. In that year, when a very important question was 
pending before the House which looked to a constitutional amend- 
ment regulating the election of President and Vice-President, the 
then Speaker of the House, Mr. Macon, insisted on his right under 
the Constitution, although Speaker, yet still a member, to exercise 
that prerogative and cast his vote, and in the face of the rule his 
demand was acceded to and he did vote. The Speaker does not need 
to be guarded in that right as the gentleman proposes in his substi- 
tute. 

As to the use of the words “ordinary legislative proceedings,” which 
the tleman has inquired about, they were not incorporated here 
by the Committee on Rules without consideration, and however faulty 
this work may prove to be, I think the discussion had will show there 
is but little if any of it which was not duly considered before it was 
inserted, even though it may have been sgh rly introduced. There 
are proceedings in the House upon which o it no one would want 
the Speaker to refrain from voting, as the question of the election of 
officers or the question of an impeachment trial. These are extraor- 
dinary proceedings. They are not ordinary legislative proceedings. 
Hence the object of the Committee on Rules found its best expression 
in the very language and pisewelogy employed. 

As to the point made by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Bur 
ROWS] I will say but one word. I do not think the proposition of 
the committee amenable to his criticism. I think it better as it is 
offered by the Committee on Rules than the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] or the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. ACKLEN.] There 
might be a test vote on a question where a hundred votes will be 
given in the afirmative and ninety-nine votes in the negative, to em- 

loy the very illustration the gentleman from Michigan has adopted. 
Now, he complaims that under the proposition of the committee the 
Speaker, if voting in the affirmative, would not change the result. 

The rule as proposed by the committee does not require the Speak- 
er’s vote to be given in such case unless it be given to the minority, 
thereby making a tie, and thereby rejecting a measure which would 
otherwise be passed. 

The gentleman from Michigan, if he were in charge of a bill here, 
would at least rather have it lost by reason of the operation of par- 
liamentary law than have it rejected by a majority vote of the House. 
But these matters were all consi and there is no material dif- 
ference between the rule as offered and the amendment tendered by 
the gentleman from Connecticut. Ido not think there are advan- 
tages to be given by his amendment which are not at least if not 
more than counterbalanced on the other side. I trust the committee 
will now vote and dispose of the question. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ACKLEN’s amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurred on Mr. HAWLEY’s amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on this amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. I move tostrike out the last word, for the purpose 
of asking the gentleman from Kentucky a question. I understood 
the gentleman from Kentucky to state that the rule as reported, and 
as it stood in our body of rules, requires the Speaker to do that which 
would not affect the result ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman misunderstood me. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understood the gentleman from Kentucky to 
state that this rule, as it stands, requires the Speaker to vote in all 
cases where the vote differs only by one, and that in some cases we 
have, when the proposition is lost, it would not change the result? 

Mr. BLACKB The gentleman from Michigan understood me 


to say that, under the rule as reported by the committee, there may 
be a case in which the vote given by the Speaker would not change 


the result so far as the fate of the bill was concerned ; for instance, 
where there is a tie before he votes. 


Mr. BURROWS. Would not that be in all cases where a proposi- 
tion was lost by a vote of one? r 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is the only case, and none other. 

Mr. BURROWS. In all such cases! 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But I asserted there, in addition to that, that 
while it did not chenge the fate of the bill, I apprehended it put the 
measure before the House and the country in a very different light. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then, I ask the gentleman if it is not the policy 
in legislative proceedings to relieve the S er from voting on all 
propon oni except in those cases where his vote would be decisive? 

. BLACKB I think not. 

Mr. BURROWS. I so understand it to be; and clearly this rule 
as adopted with the amendment of the gentleman from Connecticut 

uires the Speaker to do a thing which has no sanction. 

. GARFIELD. I think the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Connecticut had better be adopted. I understand this rule 
to be solely for the Speaker’s protection. The theory of our parlia- 
. is that the Speaker should not be required ordinaril y 
to cast his vote. His duties are such it is hardly fair to demand of 
him the enforcement of the usual rule that a member shall vote, for 
he is often so much en; in the ministerial duties of his place 
that it would be an absolute injury to his work as Speaker to be 
compelled to cast his vote. But to save the House from a dead-lock 
in a case where legislation ought to be decided one way or the other 
it is very proper that he should be required to vote. I do not see that 
anything is lost by leaving out the two-third clause, as it is left out 
in terms in the amendment which is pending. I believe it does not 
essentially change the purpose that the committee had in view in 
making the report. I am so anxious we should get on that I, for one, 
am willing it should be adopted. 

Mr. BURROWS. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The question recurred on Mr. HAWLEY’s amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 47. 

So the amendment was to. 

The Clerk read the next paragraph, as follows: 

7. He shall kaye the right to name any member to perform the duties of the 
Chair; but such substitution shall not ex beyond an adjournment : 
however, in case of his he may make such appointment for a 
not exceeding ten days, with the approval of the House at the time the same is 
made; and in his absence and omission to make bmg pk wom ere the House shall 
proceed to elect a Speaker pro tempore to act daring his absence. 

Mr. KEIFER. I move to amend this paragraph by inserting after 
the word “illness,” in the third line, the words “or contemplated 
absence;” so that it will read as follows: 

That in case of his illness or contemplated absence, &. 


Mr. GARFIELD. I think, if my friend will allow me, that he should 
strike out the word “ contemplated” and insert “leave of absence,” 
because the theory of our rules always is that the Speaker’s duty is 
to be here; and he requires leave of absence to go from the House as 
much as any other member. I think it would be better. 

Mr. KEIFER. Iam thankful for the suggestion of the gentleman, 
and to save time I think the language proposed in my amendment is 
exactly right. It presupposes that the Speaker had leave of absence, 
had the right to go from the House, and would not contemplate ab- 
sence without the right or the leave of the House. 

Mr. ELAM. Let me ask the gentleman the question, why do you 
not say when leave of absence has been granted to the Speaker? 
That is clearer than “contemplated absence.” What do you mean 
by that “‘contemplated absence ?” 

Mr. KEIFER. If the Speaker is in his chair, to illustrate, to-day, 
and he contemplates going away, to-morrow or at the moment he 
intends to go away to be absent a short period of time, having ob- 
tained leave of absence, if you please, I propose to give him by this 
amendment the right to appoint some member to perform the duties 
of the Chair in that absence. If he is sick in his chamber at home, he 
is given by the rule as it is now prepared by the committee the right 
to name some person to perform the duties of the Chair, not to extend 
beyond ten days. The same applies to the proposed amendment. I 
su t my amendment simply to make it harmonious. 

BA . 9 he does not go? 
Mr. KEIFER,. If he does not go, then his appointment falls; that 


is all. 

Mr. FRYE. By the first part of clause 7 it will be seen it is the 
purpose of the House that the House itself shall elect a Speaker pro 
tempore in all cases of the absence of the Speaker where it is not 
yond one adjournment. That is a right the House has always in- 
tended to keep within its jurisdiction—to elect a Speaker where he 
is absent for more than one day. Now, the gentleman here proposes to 
pre away that right, which the House has always retained to itself, 

r the ten days, if the Speaker Speke nee going off for ten days. 
It seems to me the old jurisdiction is the right one; if the Speaker 
himself deliberately determines to leave his chair for ten days, that 
then the House should have the right to elect a Speaker pro tem 
in his absence. If, however, he accidentally happens to be en 
sick he may well, not being here himself, appoint somebody to fill 
his place for a period not exceeding ten days. 
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Mr. KBIFER. With the approval of the House he does both. Ido 
not see any consistency in the rule as now pro In case of sick- 
ness the S er of the House is authorized to nominate some mem- 
ber to discharge the duties of the Chair; but if he has to go away 
for two or three or more days, he is not permitted, with the approval 
of the House, to make such a nomination. 

FRYE. The amendment would simply permit the Speaker an 
easier mode of going away. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Maine if 
the amendment offered by the 8 from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER]is 
not in harmony with what has been the custom for the last four or 
five years? 

Mr. FRYE. I do not understand itis. I understand where the 
Speaker has announced his p to be gone for more than one day 
we have.always elected a Speaker pro tempore. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I think the gentleman is mistaken. I recall a 
good many instances where the Speaker has said, “1 intend to be ab- 
sent from the city for the next two or three days, and, with the per- 
mission of the House,I will nominate so and so to discharge the 
duties of the Chair during my absence.” I think the present Speaker 
has been absent in that way on more than one occasion. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Speaker has done that he has done it right in 
the face of the rules of the House, because the rules say distinctly 
the Speaker’s right to nominate a member to perform the duties of 
the Chair shall not extend pogona an adjournment; and the first 
clause of this section of the rule is taken substantially from the ex- 
isting rules: 

He shall have the right to name any member to perform the duties of the Chair; 
but such substitution not extend beyond an adjournment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] 
accept the suggestion of his co. e [Mr. GARFIELD] as to the 
phraseology of his amendment? How does it read now? 

Mr. KEIFER. If my amendment should be adopted, that portion 
of the rule would read as follows: 

y however, That in case ef his illness or contem; al he ma; 
mako suc appointinent fr a period not exceeding ten daya, with the approval of 
the House, &c. 

The question being taken on Mr. KEIFER’s amendment, there were 
ayes 23. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not call for further count. 

So pide count not being called for) the amendment was not 

to. = 


The CHAIRMAN. . For the convenience of the Clerk, and in order 
that these proceedings may be accurately reported, the Chair requests 
members to reduce their amendments to writing and to state at the 
same time the exact places where the amendments will come in. 

The Clerk read the proposed Rule II, as follows: 

Ruw II. 
ELECTION OF OFFICERS. 

There shall be elected by a viva voce vote at the commencement of Keni ny ed 
to continue in office until their successors are chosen, a Clerk, Sergeant-at- 

8 Shaplain, of whom shall tak 

thful of the duties of his office to the best of his know) 
and ability, and to keep the secrets of the House, and each shall appoint all of 
employés of his department provided for by law. 

Mr. CALKINS. I offer the following amendment: 

Insert in the fourth line, after the word “oath,” the following: to e 
Constitution of the United States.” ai : ee 

I think there will be no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. KEIFER. It appears to other gentlemen here as well as my- 
self that there is an omission in this rule, and I propose to amend it 
by adding the following: 

The Speaker shall be chosen by a viva voce vote. 


I will withdraw the amendment if the gentleman in charge of the 
report or any other gentleman can point out to me any provision in 
these rules for electing the Speaker; that is, for the manner of elect- 
ing a § er. Iknow the Constitution provides the House shall 
elect a Speaker. This Rule II is chiefly made up from the old rule 
No. 10, but it omits the last part of the old rule, which provides for 
the election of the Speaker by a viva roce vote by the use of this 
language: 

In ali cases of election of the House of its officers the vote shall be taken viva 
voce. 

There is nothing of that kind in this Rule II, as I understandit. For 
a great many years also, as I understand by looking at these rules, it 
has been provided that the erof the House shall be elected by a 
viva voce vote; ever since 1839, I believe. Now, if I am not mistaken 
in my reading of the rules on this subject, there is of course an omis- 
sion in this new rule. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iwill answer the gentleman and say that there 
is no requirement made upon the House in the revision of these rules 
to elect a Speaker simply because the second section of the first arti- 
cle of the Constitution declares that— 

The House of tatives shall ch eir 
shall have the 8 . 7 

The last rule of this system of rules reported makes these rules the 
rules of the House of Representatives of the present and succeeding 
Congresses unless otherwise ordered. The second rule of the pro- 


revision declares that the officers of the House other than the 
jpeaker shall all be elected by a viva voce vote. Those are the only 
rovisions which touch the question to which the gentleman from 
hio has referred. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand the gentleman from Kentucky Sete 
that Hae 3 nothing in the rules that regulates the manner of elect- 
ing a Speaker. 

Ar. BLACKBURN. I will say to the gentleman it is a matter for 
the House to determine for itself. The proposed Rule No. II which 
the gentleman is proposing to amend is actually, as far as his point 
goes, the existing rule now. 

Mr. KEIFER. Notat all. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, It is for the House to determine how it will 
elect its Speaker. It is a duty made mandatory by the Constitution 
that it shall elect the Speaker; but as to the method or manner of 
electing him it is for the House itself to determine. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think it is certainly very clear that the House of 
Representatives shall choose a Speaker and other officers. That is 
perfectly clear under the second section of the first article of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. But for forty years we have had a rule 
in this House regulating the manner of electing the Speaker as well 
as other officers. I might reply to the gentleman by saying that the 
same clause of the Constitution of the United States that gives power 
to the Honse to elect its Speaker also gives power to the House to 
elect all its other officers; and yetin this Rule II the committee pro- 
pose it provides a mode of electing all the other officers of the House 
save and except the Speaker of the House. 

Now, if the gentleman will permit me, and if I am mistaken I will 
be glad to be corrected, I desire to call his attention again to Rule 
10. He will see that a material part of that rule has been omitted— 
the part stated to have been adopted in 1839, forty years ago: 

That is the part that by a sweeping clause at the end of the rule 
provides that “in all cases of election by the House of its officers,” 
which includes the Speaker and all the other officers, “the vote shall 
be taken viva voce.” There is no such provision in this new rule. 
Now, if we do not desire in adopting these rules to determine at this 
time how the Speaker shall be elected, then of course my amendment 
should be voted down. But it is in exact harmony with a rule which 
has prevailed for forty years. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I have a word to say against the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted upon the amendment. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move tostrike out the last word. The Constitu- 
tion provides that a Speaker shall be elected by the House. Now, 
ought it not to be left toeach House to determine the mode and man- 
ner in which it will elect its Speaker? Ordinarily the practice has 
been to elect the 8 er by a viva voce vote. 

Mr. BLACKB It never has been the case otherwise. 

Mr. WRIGHT. It never has been otherwise. Yet there may come 
an occasion when it would be right and proper for the House to elect 
its Speaker by ballot. That discretion certainly should be lodged 
with every House in its election of its presiding officer. Therefore, I 
object to the proposed amendment. 

tis well enough to provide that the subordinate officers shall be 
elected by a viva voce vote. But I maintain that the House should re- 
tain the power of electing its presiding officer either by ballot or by 
viva voce Vote, as the House may determine. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to submit an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. KEIFER. ] 

The C . There is a second amendment already pending, 
moved by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WRIGHT, ] to strike 
out the last word. 

Mr.BURROWS. Perhaps the gentleman will withdraw that amend- 


ment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I give notice now that in order to expedite 
action on these rules, without being discourteous to any one, I 
shall hereafter ee to the withdrawal of Soy ee 

The C An amendment having been moved, it cannot 
be withdrawn exce bd unanimous consent. 

Pos ie at oa ill withdraw the pro forma amendment that I 
offered. 

There was no objection, and the pro forma amendment was with- 


wn. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will suggest, as an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. J to insert in the 
third line, after the word “a” and before the word “Clerk,” the 
word 8 er.” 

Mr. GARFIELD. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. KEIFER. The only doubt Ihad toinserting the word “Speaker” 
in that place was that further along in the rules there is a provision 
made as to the nature and kind of oath to be taken by these officers, 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] is not, strictly ing, an amend- 
ment to the amendment pro by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
SREE] which is to another part of the clause. 

Mr. KEIFER. If it shall turn out that my apprehension is un- 
founded abont this matter, then I will withdraw my amendment, 
and allow the amendment of the pon from Michigan [Mr. 
Burrows] to be made. But I doubt whether we ought to under- 
take in this rule to provide the nature of the oath that the Speaker 
shall take, as provision is already made for that, as I understand it, 
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in the Constitution of the United States. It would look asif we 
were undertaking by rule 

The CH . The Chair decides that the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] is not now in 
order and not before the committee. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Under this authority to vote viva voce for certain offi- 
cers of the House, has it not been our custom to include them all in 
a resolution; the majority offering the resolution of the caucus, and 
the minority offering a resolution as an amendment to that, thus tak- 
ing them all in a lump? 

fir. KEIFER. I do not know but that has been so. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I wish to ask this 

Mr. KEIFER. That has been because there has been a general ac- 
quiescence in that mode. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the gentleman mean that we shall be permitted to 
include the Speaker of the House of Representatives in such a resolu- 
tion, and vote for them all by resolution? 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not mean anything of the kind. That is an ar- 
rangement in reference to the other officers, and it is one that does 
not depend upon the rule at all. 

Mr. . It has been by unanimous con ent. 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes, 8 consent. Waat I desire, in no 

irit of opposition to these rules, because I am going to vote for 
x — when we get through, for if there are a great many bad things 
in them they are better t the present rules—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question ? P 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Isit the purpose of the gentleman from Ohio 
in offering this amendment to undertake to deny to a newly assembled 
Congress the right to determine the method of electing its own offi- 
cers ee eee its organization ? 

Mr. IFER. I will answer that by saying that in these very 
rules, which it is pro shall be adopted, 8 to regulate 
the action of future Houses in the election of all their officers, save 
and except the Speaker. And, furthermore, I wish to state that I do 
not believe these rules will be binding upon future Houses when they 
meet in any respect, although the committee of which the gentleman 
seems to be a prominent member has provided in the concluding por- 
tion of these rules that they shall be so binding. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman has made the very blunder 
that I thought he was making, and if he will just let me say one 
word he will see it. This rule does propose to declare that all the 
officers of this House except the 8 shall be elected by viva voce 
vote. The last rule of this series does pro that these rules shall 
be the rules of succeeding Congresses— “Until other- 
wise ordered.” Now will any gentleman say that when a new Con- 
gress meets it may not go on and elect its S er, and then, if it 
pleases, change all these rules to suit itself? But if you require 
that the § er as well as the subordinate officers of the House shall 
be e by viva voce vote, then when a new Congress meets, not 
being an organized body, it cannot proceed without rules, and it can- 
not cheat this rule until the 8 er is elected. 

Mr. KEIFER and Mr. REAGAN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no proposition before the committee 
except the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. KEIFER,] on 
which debate is exhausted. 

The question being taken, the amendment was not agreed to; there 
being—ayes 37, noes 77. 

Mr. KNOTT. I move to amend this rule by striking out, in lines 1 
and 2, the words “at the commencement of each Co; My rea- 
son for offering this amendment is simply that this House can only 
prescribe rules for itself, and the rules which it prescribes for its own 
government expire when the Congress expires. Whatever rules we 
may adopthere to-day will have nomore force inany succeeding House 
until affirmatively adopted by that House than a blank piece of paper. 
The proposition seems to me so self-evident that it cannot be argued. 
The Constitution provides that ‘each House may determine the rules 
of its own pr ing.“ We have no more authority to prescribe the 
rules of proceeding for any subsequent Congress than we have to se- 
lect officers for a subsequent Congress. Our power ceases when our 
terms expire. We can only make rules for our own government. 

Mr. BAKER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Kxotr] a single question—whether, in point of fact, since 1860, 
there has not been in our body of rules one providing that the rules 
should continue from Con, to Con until otherwise ordered ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer that question. 

Mr. KNOTT. My colleague will allow me to answer, as the ques- 
tion has one to me. 

ate URN. Ido not wish the gentleman to answer out of 
m e. 

. KNOTT. vay well. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If thére be any reason for the adoption of the 
amendment proposed by my ng Say he had better withdraw it and 
move to strike out the whole of Rule II. If his theory is correct, 
there would be no propriety or congruity in striking out the words 
“at the commencement of each Congress,” and allowing the remain- 
der of the rule to stand. If no succeeding Congress is to be guided 


or governed by that or any other rule in this revision, then Rule No. 
II is worse than useless, because the duty it im has been already 
accomplished by this Héuse in the election of its officers. 

Mr. KNOTT. Let me ask my friend and colleague a question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOTT. Suppose our Sergeant-at-Arms, Doorkeeper, Clerk, 
and Chaplain, and all other officers, should die or resign ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then there may be a vacancy. 

Mr. KNOTT. And then this rule would have effec 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But as to primary obligation and duty, there 
would be nothing left of the rule. For more than three-quarters of 
a century, whenever a new Congress convenes, a resolution has always 
been adopted 

Mr. KNOTT. I should like to ask another question. If the rule 
of this House will bind a future House, where is the necessity of a 
resolution being adopted; and if such resolutions have been adopted, 
what then has been the force and virtue of this rule? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Were it not for my colleague’s impatience he 
would have pam his answer, and much fuller than he seems to com- 

rehend it. I will say, if he will allow me, and I will go back, that 

or more than three-quarters of a century it was the rule with each 
new Congress to a resolution adopting the rules of the last pre- 
ceding Congress for its guidance, and declaring them to stand until 
otherwise ordered. In the Thirty-sixth Con however, the pres- 
ent rule was adopted, which declared that rules of that House 
should be the rules of succeeding Congresses until otherwise ordered, 
and from then until now it has there stood. 

I did desire to get the House to see that the difference made be- 
tween the Speaker and the subordinate officers of the House was that, 
while we propose to require the election of other officers viva voce, 
we do not that of the Speaker, because the very instant a new Con- 
gress elects a Speaker it ma: that very instant change the rules, but 
until the Speaker is elected it cannot. It is not an organized body. 
It has not power to do anything except to organize. Its Clerk has 
nothing to do except to preserve order and go on with the work of 
perfecting the organization, which means the election of a Speaker. 

Now, do you propone to say that when a Congress that is to succeed 
this shall convene in this Hall, its Clerk, holding over for the purpose 
of effecting the organization, with whose services for such purpose you 
cannot dispense—do you propose to say these rules shall be no guide 
to him; that the policy pursued for seventy-five years is a blunder ; 
that the rule adopted in the -sixth Congress, and afterward 
continued, is a mistake; and he have no system of rules for his 
guidance at all, and you remit him to the common parliamentary law ? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, stress has been placed be fore gentlemen from Ken- 
tucky, who has just preceded on the fact that a rule in past Con- 
gresos has been adopted that these rules shall be the rules of the 

ouse of Representatives for that and succeeding Congresses, until 
otherwise ordered. That is in flat contradiction to the provision of 
the Constitution of the United States. The gentleman then asks: If 
these rules are ee then under what rules shall we proceed in 
the organization of the House. He said the parliamentary law should 
point out the rules we should be governed by, but they are not these 
rules. It is laid down by Cushing and other writers on parliament- 
ary law that the common law of parliamentary proceedings, recog- 
3 by parliamentary bodies, constitutes and eee 
the rules which are to guide deliberative assemblies in their organiza- 
tion and in our constitutional government until Congress does adopt 
rules for its guidance. 

I had occasion, sir, to present this question with the authorities 
during the Forty- Congress. There is a clear distinction. The 
writers on parliamentary law lay it down that we are not left with- 
out rules Pi e resolution should ae be adopted, but n 
common-law parliamentary usage, as applied to parliamentary bodies 
generally, is to be taken for our guidance and action until the House 
is organized, or at least until the House as a body has readopted the 
rules of the preceding House or adopted other rules for its guidance. 
Mr. AT. TON. I should like to ask a question. By what aug 
thority does the Clerk proceed in the organization of this House ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Under the very authority which I have referred 
to—under the common law of parliamentary usage as laid down by 
the writers on parliamentary law. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. REAGAN'S pro forma amendment was rejected. 

Mr. KNOrr's amendment was rejected. : 

Mr. HORR. I move to amend this rule by inserting after the word 
“ chosen,” in the second line, the words “and qualified.” An occasion 
might arise when the person elected to fill the office would not be 
here, and some provision ought to be made for such a contingency. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ihave no objection to that amendment. Itis 
already provided, though, that the officers shall take the oath upon 
their Cention, and if the entleman will look immediately after the 
words to which he has sf ech in this rule, he will see that they are 

uired to take an oath, ande very elaborate oath; which has 
entanped upon by the amendment offered by the gentleman from In- 
diana, not only to discharge his duties faithfully to the best of his 
ability, but to support the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. HENDE 


N. That applies to officers already in office. 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I think the rule covers the case, but I have 
no objection. 3 

Mr. Horr’s amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. URNER. I move to amend the same rule by inserting the 
words except the Chaplain” after the word whom” in the fourth 
line, so that the rale shall read: 

el K., a Clerk, Sergeant-at-Arms, Doorkeeper, Postmas- 
3 Chapin, 3 whom, amini the ye ogg shall take an oath for the 
true and faithful discharge of the duties of his office, &c. 

My, reasons for offering this amendment are these: The Chaplain 
has no duty to perform except to open the sessions of the House with 
prayer. He has no duty to perform but to pray. Now it is proposed 
to administer to him an oath that he will truly and faithfully per- 
form that duty. I understand this House, by the selection of a man 
for the position of Chaplain, resses its confidence in the sincerity 
of his vows taken at a i pe tar than the bar of this House. Be- 
sides, sir, the old rules did not require it, and Iam informed it has 
not been the practice heretofore to administer this oath to the Chap- 
lain. I do not think the taking of the oath to “ truly and faithfully” 
disch the duties of his spiritual office either necessary or proper. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mary- 
land a question. 

Mr. URNER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Answering the gentleman’s question very 
seriously; it is n that that officer, like all of the other officers 
of the House, should be sworn to the performance of his duty in order 
to enable him to draw his During the last Congress a ial 
act had to be passed in order to enable the Chaplain to draw his sal- 

in consequence of his having failed to take an oath. 
N DE LA MATYR. I think it well that the Chaplain should be 
required to take the oath as well as others. I think it is not well to 
trust ministers any further than other men. 

Mr. LADD. If the Chaplain came from Maine it would be neces- 

that he should be sworn. [Laughter.] 

e amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Rus III. 
DUTIES OF THE CLERK. 

1. The Clerk N n the election of a er or §) er 
reserve e and — eg decide all por: meme Seder augers 4 ag 
y any member. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. By the direction of the Committee on Rules, I 
offer a substitute for that first clause. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1. The Clerk shall, at the commencement of the first session of each Con; 
call the members to order and proceed to call the roll of members by States in alpha. 
betical order. And pending the election rote RT Vg or, subsequently, of a Speaker 
pro tempore, preserve order and decorum and decide all questions of order, subject 
to appeal by any member. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, I move toamend the substitute pro- 
posed by striking out the word “subsequently.” Occasions may arise 
where a Speaker pro tempore would be elected by the understanding 
of the House before the Speaker. Such a case has arisen already 
twice in the history of Congress, and might again. The object to be 
effected by the rule as reported by the gentleman is met by striking 
out the word “ subsequently.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam sure within the last forty years there has 
not been an instance, I do not think, in which a temporary Speaker 
was elected before the re Speaker was chosen; but I have no 
objection to making the rule so read, by striking out the word “ sub- 
sequently,” as to cover the election of temporary Speaker either be- 
fore or afterw: 

Mr. CONGER. There have been two instances when, by unani- 
mous consent, the duties of Speaker pro tempore have been performed 
by a member of the House appointed before the Speaker was elected. 

The amendment to the amendment was to; and then the 
amendment, as amended, was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

2. He shall make and cause to be printed and delivered to each member, or 
mailed to his address at the commencement of ever 
list of the reports which itis the daty of an 
Congress, referring to the act or resolu an 
Journal in which it may be contained, and placing under the name of each officer 
the list of reports u of him to be made ; Seo make a weekly statement of 
the resolutions and bills upon the Speaker's table, accompanied with a brief refer- 
ence to the orders and 3 of the House upon each and the dates of such 
orders and proceedings, which statement shall be printed. 

3, He shall note all questions of order, with the decisions thereon, the record of 


which shall be poe as an appendix to the Journal of each session ; and complete, 
as soon after t 


e close of the session as possible, the printing and distribution to 
Members and Delegates of the Journal of the House, ther with an accurate and 
complete index; retain in the library at his office, for the use of the members and 
officers of the House, and not to be withdrawn therefrom, two copies of all the 
books and printed documents deposited there; send, at the end of cach session, a 
rinted copy of the Journal thereof to the executive and to cach branch of the 
lature of every State and Territory; preserve for and deliver or mail to each 
Member and Delegate an extra copy, in good binding, of all documents printed by 
order of either House of the Congress to which he belonged; attest all writs, war- 
rants, and subpanas issued by order of the House, certify to the passage of all 
bills and “apes resolutions, and make or approve all contracts, bargains, or a) 
ments ve to g any matter or thing, or for the performance of any 
labor for the House of Representatives, in pursuance ef law or order of the House. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. By direction of the Committee on Rules, I de- 
sire to submit an amendment to clause 3 of Rule III, just read, which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


of Congress, a 
cer or Department to make to 
of the volume of the laws or 


The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Strike out the word “and” before the words make or approve all contracts,” 
and add to the clause the following: and keep full and accurate accounts of all 
disbursements out of the contingent fand of the House, keep the stationery ac- 
counts of Members and Delegates, and pay them as provided by law.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I move to further amend the third clause by in- 
serting after the word “attest” the words“ and affix the seal of the 
House to;” so that it will read: 

Attest and affix the seal of the House to all writs, warrants, and sub: issued 
by the order of the House, &c. 5 * r 

Mr. GARFIELD. That is right. 

Mr. ROBINSON. That is in the old rule and should be in this. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] that after the word “re in the second line of the 
second clause of this rule, the words “ or extra” should be inserted; 
so that it will read “at the commencement of every regular or extra 
session of Congress, a list of the reports,” &c. It has been held that 
statutes speaking of “regular” sessions do not apply to “extra” ses- 


sions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This rule only applies to the list of reports 
enumerated in the rule. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Then I would suggest that the word “regular” be 
stricken out; so that it will read, “at the commencement of every 


session of Con: 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Will it be possible for the rule to be complied 
with by the Clerk at extra sessions of Con 7 
Mr. HAM. I think there will be no difficulty. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. He has no information as to when the extra 
session will be called. I . of it only in its practical bearings. 
Mr. LAPHAM. He has the same notice that members have to come 


here. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am sure I am not mistaken when I say that 
at the first or extra session of this Forty-sixth Congress this was not 
done, mart because it was not possible for the Clerk to do it. 

Mr. L AM. I only make the suggestion; I do not insist upon 
it. 
No further amendment being offered, the Clerk read the following: 

Rue IV. 


DUTIES OF THE SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 


1. It shall be the duty of the t-at-Arms to attend in 
during its 9 to maintain 
ection 


of user fee 
ding the el of a Speaker or Speaker pro tempore, under the direction 
Phe Clerk; execute the commands e E ff. ok all p ed - 


mil of members and delegates, and them as 1 4 65 by law. 
4 © symbol of his office shall the aon whi shall be koena by him while 


n by the 
Speaker, in sum of 850,000, for the fai disbursement of moneys in- 
trusted to him by virtue of his office and the proper of the duties thereof, 
and no member of Congress shall be approved as such 5 


Mr. NEW. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend clause 3 of Rule IV by striking out all after the word duties, in line 
4, and insert the following: 0 = 

And trusts imposed on him either by law or by the rules of the House, and for 
the default and misfeasance of any of d. es or employés the ay) maine 
Arms and the sureties on his bond shall be liable; and no member of gress, 
officer, or employé of either House shall be approved as such surety. 

Mr. NEW. I find upon an examination of the law that the Ser- 
aa ar jane is required to make out and return to Con on the 

day of each regular session, and at the expiration of his term of 
service, a full and complete account of all property belonging to the 
United States in his possession. 

Now, clause 3 of this rule which I abe to amend makes the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms and his sureties liable for the faithful disbursement 
of all moneys intrusted to him by virtue of his office and the proper 
discharge of the duties thereof. But the word “ trusts ” is not a syn- 
onym of the word “duties.” I take it that with the amendment 
which I propose the Sergeant-at-Arms would be made more clearly 
liable for any misappropriation or conversion of property in his pos- 
session belonging to the United States. 

The next branch of my amendment makes the Sergeant-at-Arms 
liable upon his bond for the default or misfeasance of his deputies or 
emplo; @ rule or principle, as we all know, which is yes aa in 
State legislation, and which has been recognized and followed in 
Federal legislation. For instance, the clerk of the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United States is liable upon his bond for the official 
conduct of his deputies. Every marshal of the United States easing 
before teeny on the duties of his office, is required to give bon 
for the faithful performance of those duties by himself and his dep- 
uties. Now, it will be observed that this rule as proposed nowhere 
declares, even in general terms, that the Sergeant-at-Arms shall be 
liable for the conduct of his deputies or employés. It is unlike Rule 
V in this i, iy as to the Doorkeeper. 

The next branch of my amendment is that not only shall members 
of Congress be excluded as sureties upon the official bond of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, but that officers and employés of either House shall 
not be accepted as such sureties. It seems to me that the very obvious 
and strong reason why a member of Congress should not be approved 
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as asurety upon the bond of the Sergeant-at-Arms, or other officer of 
the House, applies with great force to any officer or employé under 


him. 

Mr. FRYE. So far as I am concerned I do not see any eee to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. New;] 
I am rather inclined to favor it. 

Mr. REED. I would like to ask the gentleman if he understands 
that any rule of this House can make the Sergeant-at-Arms respon- 
sible for the acts of his deputies, if he is not already by law so re- 
sponsible ? 

Mr. NEW. That is a question I have not examined, but my present 
opinion is that if he should execute a bond binding himself for his 
deputies and employés as well as for his own official conduct he 
would be liable for the official misfeasance of such deputies and em- 
ployés, although there ae be no statute on thesubject. If through 
the abundance of caution it should hereafter be thought best to legis- 
late to that end it can be done. 

Mr. REED. It would seem to me as if it was an attempt at legis- 
lation on the part of one-half of the legislative power. 

Mr. BAKER. It does not seem to me that the proposed amendment 
to the third clause of Rule IV if adopted will add anything at all to 
that clause-as it now stands. It already provides, so as the adop- 
tion of any rule adopted by this House can provide for it, that the 
Sergeant-at-Arms shall be holden upon his bond for the faithful dis- 
bursement of all moneys that come into his hands. 

Now, it does not matter whether those moneys shall be disbursed 
in person by the pps rage iN, or whether they shall be disbursed 
by some employs of his. The obligation that he assumes under this 
rule is that he will answer for the disbursements of all moneys that 
come into his hands. 

The same observation also applies with reference to the discharge 
of the duties of his office all the duties of his office. The obligation 
of his bond makes him answerable for the proper discharge of all the 
duties of his office. If he isnot able y to discharge all those 
duties, by the terms of this rule, so far as the rules can N 
that purpose, he is made answerable for the default of any employé. 
It seems to me it would be simply 8 words, without adding 
oye tne to the clearness or the force of the rule as it now stands, 
NEW. I desire 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending amendment has been 


exhausted. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I will move to strike out the last 
word, and yield my time to the — from Indiana, [Mr. NRW.] 

Mr. NEW. I did not hear with entire distinctness the remarks 
made by my colleague, [Mr. Baker.] The drift of what he said, how- 
ever, I believe I gathered. In answer, I wish to say that I believe as 
a proposition of law that if the t-at-Arms of this House should 
execute a bond in conformity wi eas of clause 3, as 
it will be if my amendment should be adopted, he would be clearly 
liable upon that bond, not only for his own official conduct, but also 
for the official conduct of his deputies and employés. But it is not 
at all clear to my mind that the same liability would exist upon 2 
bond such as is oe by clause 3 of Rule IV as reported. 

Mr. HAYES. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. NEW. Certainly. 

Mr. HAYES. Roppo the amendment of the gentleman should be 
adopted. Would it be binding upon the Sergeant-at-Arms in any 
eourt of law in the country ? 

Mr. NEW. Ihave already substantially answered that question. 
I believe the Sergeant-at-Arms would be liable in a court of law upon 
his bond. He cannot be liable upon his bond so that it would prac- 
tically result in anything, unless an action would lie against him by 
the United States upon the bond on account of his official miscon- 
duct, or the misconduct of his deputies or employés. The bond 
would, of course, be executed to the United States, and if he should 
misappropriate or convert to his own use money in his hands belo: 
to the United States, he would be liable, on his bond, to the Uni 
States, although there should be no statute requiring the making of 
the bond. This is my opinion, without opportunity to examine the 
question now. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I move to strike out the last five words of the 
clause, for the purpose of making a su ion, which I rose to make 
at the time the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. NEw] obtained the 
floor and offered his amendment. The sum of mys tion is that 
we informally pass over this clause of the rule, let the amendments 
remain pending, and have printed a letter which I hold in my hand 
in order that members may all see it, and that the Committee on 
Rules may have time, as I think they ought to have, to draft an 
amendment which will cover the case suggested in this letter. 

It is a letter which was sent to me some time ago, and but for my 
absence from the city I should have submitted it to the Committee 
on Rules as I ought to have done. I ask the indulgence of the com- 
mittee while I state its substance. 

Twice the Treasurer of the United Statés has in his official report, 
not only the present Treasurer, but the late Treasurer, rap ge. that 
there was an anomaly in our mode of keeping accounts of moneys in 
the hands of the Sergeant-at-Arms. Let me a point out that anomaly. 

If we should adjourn on the Ist day of June next, before we 


from this mrp Coren and every member of this House will give to the 
s what in fact will be a receipt for five months’ pay 


Sergeant-at- 


ahead; really and technically acknowledging that he has received 
that pay. In the stone those receipts for this entire House will 


amount to about „000. The Sergeant-at-Arms therefore will hold 
in his hands, when we leave here, receipts from Members and Dele- 
gates of this House to an aggregate of almost three-fourths of a mill- 
ion of dollars. With those receipts he goes to the Treasury of the 
United States and draws funds in a lump, large amounts at a time. 

Mr. FRYE. Only monthly. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Monthly, it is trae; but he draws in a lump for 
all the Members and Delegates of this House for that month He 
Tei the full amount when not one of us has actually received a 

ollar. 

Now, the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House is not a disbursing offi- 
cer of the United States. He is only our agent, and if he should be 
robbed of or should make away with the money in his possession, we 
as members would have no recourse whatever, for the Treasurer of 
the United States holds our receipts. The only way in the world that 
we could have any recourse at all would be by getting Congress to 
appropriate enough money to pay us over again what we already had 
put ae the hands of our agent, and what our agent had either lost 
or stolen. 

The Treasurer says in this letter that this practice has led to innu- 
merable difficulties. Sometimes when this warrant has been drawn 
and the 8 gea it turns ont that a member of the House was not 
entitled to a e amount of the certificate for some reason or other. 
He tells me in this letter that there are still sums due to the Treas- 
ury of the United States for overdrafts in the Thirty-ninth Con 
small amounts which the Treasury has never been able to collect, 
amounts which members of Con have overdrawn and have never 
repaid. The Treasurer in this letter suggests that we might follow 
the rule adopted in the Senate and make one of our officers—in this 
case it would be the Sergeant-at-Arms—a disbursing officer of the 
United States, who would give his bond to the Treasury as other dis- 
bursing officers do, and thus would be made directly accountable to 
the accounting officers of the rather than be held responsi- 
ble merely upon a bond gotten up under our own rules. 

It occurs to me that in this way we may avoid all the trouble (and 
the difficulty is a real one) su by my friend from Indiana, (Ar. 
NEw, ] and at the same time do away with this rather dangerous and 
loose way of doing business. 

I ask that the letter to which I have referred be printed in the 
RECORD for the information of members; and I also ask that, with 
the amendment of the 8 from Indiana pending, this portion 
of the rules be informally passed over with the right to return to it 
when the Committee on Rules shall have examined the question in 
the light of the facts and shall have presented, perhaps, an amendment 
which may cover the case in the direction I have ted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to ask the gentleman n niset the prac- 
tice of which he complains is the execution of receipts in advance by 
members for their pay for months intervening between the close of 
one session and the . of another? 

Mr. GARFIELD. That is a part of what I refer to. But a similar 
practice exists even while Con is in session. I presume that two 
weeks ago the Speaker drew his formal warrant for our pay and that 
most of us signed receipts in advance for our pay for the current month. 
The Segon kaia ie presents those receipts to the Treasury of the 
United States as his vouchers, and upon them draws out $416 for each 
receipt presented. The money thus drawn out is the money of the 
member. If the Sergeant-at-Arms should run away with it or should 
lose it the real loss would be upon us, for he is only our agent; he is 
not a regular bonded disbursing officer of the Treasury. When an 
employé of the Treasury or any other Department draws his moner 
he draws it from a ar bonded disbursing officer; and if this offi- 
cer loses the money before paying it to the employé it is the loss of 
the an or of the disbursing officer, not of the employé for whom 
it is drawn. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not mean to be understood as objectin 
to the suggestion made by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, 
or the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. New. 
My information, however, is that the practice upon which the gen- 
tleman from Ohio has been commenting grows out of a provision 
incorporated in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill at the second session of the aha A Congress, upon the motion 
of Mr. Hale, then a member from Maine. My information is, further, 
that under the practical working of this arrangement the Sergeant-at- 
Arms takes these receipts of members for the sake of convenience 
simply, because during the interval between sessions of Congress the 
payments cannot be made to members in n. But the money is 
not drawn upon any receipt until the end of the month to which the 
receipt applies. Even if so disposed, the Sergeant-at-Arms would not 
be able to get the money from the Treasury Department until the 

iration of each month. So that I do not understand the objection 
to have any practical force. However, I approve of the suggestion 
that the letter be printed, and this matter be passed over until fuller 
information may be had. 

Mr. GARF . The gentleman, when he comes to read the letter 
in print, will see that it embodies a recommendation which has been 
twice made by the Treasurer in his annual report, for the purpose of 
remedying a difficulty which has actually been experienced in re; 
to these settlements, and which may become hereafter more serious 
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than it has been. The Treasurer points out the fact that the Senate 
has so adjusted this matter that one of its officers—the Secretary, I 
believe—is made a regular disbursing officer of the United States. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) It must be done by law. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Possibly it is necessary that the provisions be 
made in the form of a law. 

Mr. NEW. If it be the wish or sense of the Committee on Revis- 
ion of Rules that this amendment be informally passed over, as 
suggested by the gentleman from Ohio, I do not object. I wish, 
however, before we leave the question, to make one further remark. 
The amendment which I have offered has not been by any 
complaints or criticisms in reference to the Sergeant-at-Arms, his 
ra hae or any of his employés, for I have heard nothing of the 

ind. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous con- 
sent that this 3 of the rules be passed over. 

Mr. NEW. Lask that my amendment be printed along with the 
letter mentioned by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAI + That will be done. 

The amendment of Mr. New is as follows: 


Amend clause 3 of Rule IV by striking out all after the word duties,” in line 
4, and inserting the following: 

“And trusts imposed 
for the default or misfeasance of any of d 
An and the sureties of his bond shall be fia 
or employé of either House shall be approved as such 


Mr. GARFIELD. Several gentlemen desire to hear the letter to 
which I have referred; and, as it is not long, I ask that it be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY OF THE UNITED Sra’ 
i January 9, i 
9 RECORD of th 


to the ent of the compensation and mi of 
— — Such ents are now — hka 
the certificate of the Speaker (or of the Clerk e House when there is 


no 
Speaker) that the member named is entitled to payment. These certificates, re- 
ceipted by the member in whose favor they are issued, are presented to the Treas- 
who receives payment thereof as the t of the 
em as their agent in such manner as they may re- 
s that the Sergeant-at-Arms has in his possession 
rs and to their credit upon his books. 
warrant issued each month to reimburse the Treas- 
ts of the month is charged to him npon the books of the Reg- 
ister, and he obtains credit to offset such charge upon filing with the sudi 
officer of the Department the Speaker's certificates, if they are found 
But it has happened at various times that the audi offi 
in the com 
not allow 


g to 
uire. It thus frequently ha 
Tange sums belon, ene 


ent 
this. For aioa thats 


i on 

tanding amounts paid were the amounts certified by the Speaker 
be due, and the act of Congress expressly declares that these certificates 
conclusive spo all the ents and officers of the 
Comptroller holding that 
conformi 


W. 

The law requiring that these certificates be paid out of the public and 
passed as public accounts does not require that they shall be before 

the proper auditing officer; and, but for the delay and inconvenience 
e certificates should be submi 
officer before payment. To avoid such — One com ons in 
the recommendation heretofore made is — rene’ 3 of 8 
designated as a disbursing officer, suc 
Secretary of * Senate is 


Representatives were paid b; 
an officer of the House, but under what circumstances the 3 
tinued I am not informed. 


Very respectfully, 


Hon. James A. GARFIELD. 
Select 


Committee on Rules, Hee Ee 9 


Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I presume it is entirely unneces- 
sary to add, so far as I am concerned and so far as everybody else is 
concerned, this discussion does not in the slightest degree reflect on 
the present Sergeant-at-Arms. We are only talking about a general 
rule of security. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman asks, by unanimous consent, that 
the clanse underconsideration and pening amendments may be passed 
over with the privilege of returning to them hereafter. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rue V. 

1. The Doorkeeper shall enforce strictly the rules 3 to the pri of 
the Hall, and be responsible to the House for the official conduct of his employés. 

2. At the commencement and close of each session of Congress he shall take an 
inventory of all the furniture, books, and other public property in the several com- 
mittee and other rooms under his charge, report the same to the House, which shall 
be referred to th Committee of Accounts to ascertain and the amount 
for which he shall be held liable for missing articles. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is a slight inelegance in that rule, and I sug- 
gest an amendment which will not change the sense. At the - 
ning of the fourth line of the second clause insert the word “ and,” 


and after the word“ which,” in the same line, insert the word “ re- 
port; so it will read: 
At the commencement and close of each session of Congress he shall take an in- 
ventory of all the furniture, books, and goa Peng! proport fot ng several com- 
ts to 


mi and other rooms under his charge, and report the same to the House, which 
„„ of Accoun ascertain and determine 
the amount for which he shall be held liable for missing articles. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Icannot understand the amendment when not 
in writing. ‘ 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have the amendment in writing. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That is all right. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There is a verbal correction, which I think is 
the result of a mistake of the printer, which ought to be made before 
we pass upon this clause, in order to make it agros with the descrip- 
tion of committees throughout the report. In fifth line of clause 
2 strike out “of” and insert “on ;” so it will read: Committee on 
gp epee 

e amendment was 3 

The Clerk read as follows : 

3. Fifteen minutes before the hour for the meeting of the House each day, he 
shall see that the floor is cleared of all persons except those pri to remain, 
and allow no persen to enter the room over the of the House during its sit- 


Mr. HAWLEY. I beg leave to eg oye again. I think the clauses 
in that section should be reversed. it is now it provides that fif- 
teen minutes before the hour of meeting the Doorkeeper shall see that 
the floor is cleared of all persons, &., and allow no person to enter 
the room over the Hall of the House its sittings. I move to 
reverse those two clauses, so the rule will read as follows: 

3. He shall allow no person to enter the room over the Hall of the House d. 


. minutes before the hour for the meeting of the House 
— na see that the floor is cleared of all persons except those privileged to 


Mr. BLACKBURN. What is the object of the gentleman in that 
amendment ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thought it would commend itself to the gentle- 
man on a moment’s reflection. It is simply to make it a little more 
correct and, if you will have it, a little more elegant. If you are 
going to be absolutely correct in your construction, it would seem to 
say: fifteen minutes before the House meets, he shall see that the floor 
is cleared; and, then, that he shall allow no person to enter the room 
over the Hall of the House during its sittings. The words “ fifteen 
minutes” 1 whole paragraph, and it should be reversed. 

Mr. BLACKB As for the tleman being an authority on 
elegance, I have not the slightest disposition to question, but as to 
the correctness of his conclusion, I must confess I think he has gone 
off into the h itic. 
House who would have put that construction on the rule except the 

ntleman himself. I do not see the use of the amendment. There 

1 in it. 

Mr. STEELE, I desire to know what is meant by the phrase “over 
the Hall of the House.” Is it up here over our heads? [Criesof‘‘Yes!”] 
I did not know there was any room up there at all. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARFIELD. There came very nearly being a fatal catastrophe 
by some one going into that hall over the House and stepping on one 
of these t squares of glass, which burst down through and came 
nearly killing my friend from Towa here, and the man who stepped 
upon it came near coming through after it himself. 

Mr. STEELE. Was he 3 ? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARFIELD. He was one of the employés there about the gas. 
For that reason the rule was made ; and every day now, when we are 
about to meet here, the key of the door to that room is brought down 
and delivered to the S. er, who puts it into his little box, and it 
is kept there until we adjourn, so no similar accident shall occar. We 
make that a part of the rule for a very proper reason. 

Mr. STE . A great a da us over here were bursting to know 
the meaning of “Hall over House.” I have never myself been 
quite so elevated, Making this House was the highest point in this 
part of creation. [Laughter.] 

The question recurred on Mr. HAWLEY’S amendment. The House 
divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 49. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ruts VI. 

The Postmaster shall superintend the post-office kept in the Capitol for the ac- 
commodation of Representatives, De and po of — House, and be held 
responsible for the prompt and safe delivery of their mail. 

Rur VII. 

© Chaplain shall attend comm y 

FFC encement of each day's sitting of the 
Rute VIII. 
OF THE MEMBERS. 

1. 9 shall be present within the Hall of the House during its sit- 
tings, un excused or necessarily prevented; and shall vote on each question 
put, unless, on motion made before division or the commencement of the roll-call 
and decided without debate, he sball be excu: or unless he has a direct personal 
or poy interest in the event of such q n. 

Pairs shall be announced TT 
roll call, from a written list ed him by members, which list shall be pub- 
lished as a part of the proceedings immediately following the names of those not 
voting. 


I do not believe there is a member of the 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I am not instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules to offer an amendment to that clause of Rule VIII, but, 
under a reservation of right on the part of the members of the Com- 
mittee on Rules,I have an amendment to submit,and as doubtless 
there will be several others also offering amendments, and as it will 
necessarily lead to considerable debate, it now being four o’clock, I 
move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BREWER. Before the committee rise, I have an amendment 
which I desire to offer and have printed, and I hope that the gentle- 
man from Kentucky will not insist upon his motion,so that I may 
have an opportunity of presenting it for that purpose. 

Mr. BLACKB - As there are eight or a dozen gentlemen who 
have amendments which they also desire to offer, I think it better to 
insist upon the motion that the committee now rise, 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having es 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the report of the 
Committee on Rules on the subject of the proposed revision of the 
rules, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 


EULOGIES ON HON. A. M, LAY. 


Mr. PHILIPS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resol That the special order for Monday, February at half 
odes mel be the presentation of suitable — — on — death ot on A. 
M. Lay, late member of the Forty-sixth 8 and the expression by the mem- 
bers of the esteem in which his memory is held. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate by Mr. BURCH, its eset gh announced 
that upon the joint resolution (S. R. No. 19) to provide for the publi- 
cation and distribution of a supplement to the Revised Statutes the 
Senate had concurred in amendments numbered 2, 3, 4, and 6; and had 
concurred in amendments numbered 1, 5, and 7 with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The cones also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

An act (S. No. 4 granting a pension to Henry A. Armstrong; 

An act (S. No. 335) granting a pension to Simeon Crain ; 

An act 8. No. 342) granting a pension to Charles Reed; 

An act (S. No. 870) granting a pension to Louis Christopher Tiede- 
mann ; 

An act (S. No. 1044) granting a pension to James King; 

An act (S. No, 1045 ting a pension to Susan Jeffords ; 

An act (S. No. 39) granting an increase of pension to James H. 


Reeve; 
An act (S. No. 367) granting an increase of pension to Isabel L. 


Evans; 
5 act (S. No. 578) granting an increase of pension to Samuel B. 

avis; 

An act (S. No. 695) for the relief of Michael Granery, Nicholas Wax, 
and Moliere Foy 

An act (S. No. 76) for the relief of M. F. Clark ; 

An act (S. No. 185) for the relief of Gibbes & Co., of Charleston, 
South Carolina; 

An act (8. No. 891) to locate and purchase a new site for the United 
States Naval Observatory; and 

An act (S. No. 559) donating condemned cannon and cannon-balls 
or field-pieces to William L. Curry Post, No. 18, Grand Army of the 
Republic, for their place of burial. 

"he message also announced that the Senate insisted on its amend- 
ments di to by the House to the bill (H. R. No. 582) to pro- 
vide for circuit and district courts of the United States at Columbus, 
Ohio, and transferring certain counties from the northern to the 
southern district, in said State; had agreed to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had 
appointed as conferees on the part of thé Senate Mr. THURMAN, Mr. 
GARLAND, and Mr. CARPENTER. 
essage also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
the joint resolution (H. R. No. 169) making an appropriation for fill- 
ing up, draining, an P poyan tog 2 sanitary condition the ground 
south of the Capitol along the line of the old canal, and for other 


purposes. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. SCALES, by unanimons consent, it was ordered 
that all papers on the files of the House relating to Indian depreda- 
tions and other Indian claims be taken therefrom and referred to the 
egies on Indian Affairs for their use in the investigation of such 
claims. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was d to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 8 


PETITIONS, RTC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
tho Clerk's desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 
By Mr. BAILEY: The inet of Captain Peter W. Silvey, of the 


Union Ferry Company, of Brooklyn, New York, and 75 others, cap- 


tains, engineers, and pilots of New York, for the reduction of license 
fees of captains, ongineers, and pilots—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BARBER: The petition of Jacob D. Felthousen, for an ex- 
tension of a patent in sewing-machines—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BICKNELL: The petition of Lewis Christie and 37 others, 
ex-soldiers and citizens of Kansas, to be paid the difference between 
the value of greenbacks and gold at the time of payment for services 
as soldiers—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of C. T. Wing, M. L. Stevens, and 
20 others, citizens of Shiawassee County, Michigan, for legislation to 
protect innocent purchasers of patented articles—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Also, the petition of A. M. Wimple, G. A. Wing, and 20 others, citi- 
zens of Shiawassee County, Michigan, for a law to alleviate the op- 
pressions of transportation monopolies—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Bj Mr. CARLISLE: Memorial of residents of the District of Co- 
lumbia, for the passage of an act for enforcing the satisfaction of 
judgments rendered in the courts of said Distriet - to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Papers relating to the patent extension claim 
of McKay & Mathies—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. JOHN B.C JR.: The petition of citizens of Missouri, 
for a post-route from Miami Station to Baum's Mill, Carroll County, 
Missouri—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CLYMER: The petition of 16 citizens of Chicago, who 
served as soldiers in the amiy o the United States during the late 
war, for the payment of the difference between the value of gold and 
greenback dollars at the time they were paid for their services—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COWGILL: The petition of Jerome H. White and 12 other 
soldiers of the late war, a t the passage of Senate bill No. 496— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of 51 soldiers of the late war, for the passage of 
the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of 3,500 citizens of Huntington County; of 600 
citizens of Miami County, and of 1,000 citizens of Wabash County, 
Indiana, for a ship-canal connecting the waters of Lake Erie with 
the navigable waters of the Wabash River—to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of citizens of Tennessee, Alabama, 
and Georgia, indorsing the action of the Tennessee River improve- 
ment convention held at Huntsville, Alabama—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

15 Mr. DICK: The petition of A. Maxwell and 50 soldiers, of Mer- 
cer County, Pennsylvania, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of A. B. Filson and 160 others, late soldiers, of 
Mercer County, Pennsylvania, for the equalization of bounties—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 
New York, against the erection of a swing-bridge over the Detroit 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. EINSTEIN: The petition of Jeremiah Phelan, to be placed 
on the retired list of the Army as a commissioned officer—to the Com- 


mittee on Mili Affairs, 
By Mr. G. : The petition of Alvan Clark & Sons, for the 
admission free of duty of a pair of glass disks for a large telescope— 


to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HATCH: Resolutions of the Merchant’s Exchange of Saint 
Louis, Missouri, asking for the of a law authorizing the 
Postmaster-General to contract with a line of steamships for carry- 
ing the United States mails from New Orleans to Rio de Janeiro and 
other ports in Brazil, and to such ports in the West Indies and Cen- 
tral America as may be advisable—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange, of Saint Louis, Mis- 
souri, indorsing the memorial of the river improvement convention 
held at Quincy, Illinois, October 15, 1879, looking to the improvement 
of the Missies: pi River—to the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ments of the ippi River. 

By Mr. HAWK: The petition of Charles Bent, W. H. Allen, and 
278 citizens of Whiteside County, Illinois, that a pension be granted 
Samuel Orcutt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Samuel Orcutt—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: Joint resolution of the Py Be a of the 
State of Wisconsin, opposing the construction of a bridge over De- 
troit River, at Detroit, Michigan—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JAMES: The petition of Silas H. Avery, for the correction 
of his military record—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of the Legislature of New York, against the erec- 
tion of a bridge over Detroit River, opposite Detroit, Michigan—to 


the Committee on Commerce. 
By Mr. KILLINGER: The petitions of citizens and soldiers of Dau- 
pn County, and of citizens and soldiers of Northumberland County, 
ennsylvania, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. LEWIS: The petition of merchants and other business men 
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of Tuskaloosa, Alabama, for the erection of a post-office building in 
that city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McCOID: The petition of Johnson Pierson, in relation to 
the increase of the salaries of route agents in railway mail service— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of J. U. Ridgeway, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: The petition of citizens of Jefferson County, New 
York, for a Jaw to regulate railroad charges—to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

Also, the petition of citizens of Jefferson County, New York, for the 
amendment of 8 laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MORTON: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
State of New York, urging the passage of the bill (S. No. 939) to amend 
the law relative to the seizure and forfeiture of vessels for breach of 
the revenue laws—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of T. J. McCord and 52 others, citi- 
zens of Pike County, Ohio, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: The petition of F. G. Terrill and 284 others, 
for relief from the impositions of the patent laws—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Also, the petition of James McMillan and others, to relieve savings- 
banks from unjust discriminations under the internal- revenue laws 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Wayne County (Michigan) Central Agricult- 
ural and Industrial Society, for a donation of certain lots in the Dear- 
born arsenal grounds, in the State of Michigan—to the Committee on 
5 Affairs. : 

By Mr. POEHLER: Papers ea Sd the pension claim of Lizzie 
Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POUND: The petition of J. C. Sergeant and 21 others, ex- 
soldiers, of Rice Lake, Wisconsin, against the passage of Senate bill 
No. 496—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RICHMOND: The petition of J. F. Fisher and 28 others, 
citizens of Wythe County, Virginia, for the p of a law to pre- 
vent fluctuations in freight and unjust discriminations in transporta- 
tion charges—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of W. G. Repass and 20 others, citizens of Wythe 
County, Virginia, that the patent laws be so amended as to make the 
manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for any 
infringement—to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. SAPP: Papers relating to the claim of C. T. Martin for 
beer pay as an officer of the United States Army—to the Committee 
of Claims. , 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Batelle & Evans for pay for 
beef furnished the United States Army during the late war, under 
contract—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John Jackson for pay for prop- 
erty taken by the United States Army during the late war—to the 
same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Alexander C. Crawford for 
rent of stores by United States authorities during the late war—to 
the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Hall Colby for pay for exam- 
ining and correcting compasses of United States vessels during the 
late war and for compasses furnished and placed on board said ves- 
sels—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SIMONTON: Le Bape of Mrs. J. B. Long, for pay for 
property taken by the Uni States Army during the late war—to 
the same committee, 

By Mr. SLEMONS: The petition of Mary T. Duncan, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

y Mr. SPEER: The petition of H. T. Powell, D. R. Elder, and 
others, for the establishment of a post-route from Maxey’s to Powell’s 
Mills, Georgia—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the peson of James M. Smith, for a post-route from Win- 
terville to Pleasant Halt, Georgia—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: The petition of Ben F. Taylor and others, for 
the amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Frederick Richter and others, against the 
passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, the petition of Ben F. Taylor and others, for the regulation 
or Sora el ENE by railways—to the Committee on Railways and 

anals. 

Also, the petition of 2,000 citizens of the District of Columbia, in 
favor of the market enterprise known as Corcoran Market, on square 
446, Washington, District of Columbia, and against the sale of said 
square—to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON: The petition of J. Wilkinson 
and 29 others, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF: The petition of William Messer 
and 84 citizens of Fayette County, Iowa, for a law restricting the 
remedy for infringement of patents to actions against manufacturers 
and vendors—to the same committee. 

_Also, the petition of William Messer, Frank Marion, and others, 
citizens of Fayette County, Iowa, for relief against railway trans- 
portation monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


559 


By Mr. WARNER: The petition of Dan. A. Grosvenor, of Athens, 
Ohio, and 295 others, soldiers and sailors of the late war, for the 
equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of H. M. Bugg, J. K. Trigg, 
and others, citizens of Giles County, Tennessee, for a post-route from 
Pulaski to Brick Church, Tennessee—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WISE: The petition of soldiers of Pennsylvania, inst 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. WRIGHT: The petitions of George A. Lord and 100 others, 
of Cambridgeport, Massachusetts; of D. W. Boutelle and 116 others, 
of Webb City, Missouri; of William G. Douglass and 18 others, of 
Catlett, Virginia; and of Bartholomew McSheedy and 214 others, of 
Northbridge, Massachusetts, for the p of the Wright amend- 
ment to the homestead act—to the Committee on Public ds. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 28, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

James G. BLAINE, a Senator from the State of Maine, appeared in 
his seat to-day. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR CHANDLER. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. By the unanimous order of the Senate 
this day has been set apart for the delivery of eulogies in commem- 
oration of the death of the late Senator from Michigan, ZACHARIAH 
CHANDLER. 

Mr. FERRY. Mr. President, the time having arrived for the deliv- 
ery of eulogies upon my late colleague, the announcement in the 
Senate of his death having already been made, I now offer the fol- 
lowing resolutions and move their adoption: 

Resolved, That the Senate receive with profound sorrow the announcement of 
the death of ZACHARIAH CHANDLER, late a Senator of the United States from the 
State of Michigan, and for nearly nineteen years a member of this body. 

Resolved, That to express some estimate held of his eminent services in a lon; 
public career rendered conspicuous by fearless patriotic de de business o; 
the Senate be now suspended, that the associates of the departed tor may pay 
fitting tribute to his public and private virtues. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, will the Senate agree 
to the resolutions? 

The resolutions were agreed to unanimously. 

5 I send other resolutions to the desk and ask that they 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the loss the country sustained in the death of Mr. CHANDLER was 
manifest by expressions of public sorrow throughout the land. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect for the memory of the dead Senator the 
members of the Senate will wear crape upon the left arm for thirty days. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate communicate these resolutions to the 
H nesoloed, That as an additional mark of respect for the memory of the deceased 

as an + 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to the 
resolutions just reported. : 

Mr. FERRY. Mr. President, the observance of the Senate this day 
is in memory of no common man. The sterling qualities of his man- 
hood none ever dare assail. He wore his faults upon his sleeve. 
Charges of his defamers were frivolous and discreditable to them- 
selves; for of all the men who have lived and died in this gen- 
eration, there was no keener seer, no shrewder organizer, no franker 
partisan, no truer patriot, than ZACHARIAH CHANDLER. 

The Chandlers of Bedford, New Hampshire, were well-to-do farm- 
ers of the Puritan Mayflower stock. There, in 1813, he was born, and 
there he passed his childhood, receiving what was then thought a 
good primary education. As thé boy grew up his father gave him 

is choice, a college training or a thousand dollars to stock a bus- 
iness life. He chose the latter, and, with the spirit of adventure which 
has always marked the New England race, he made for western wilds. 

Michigan at that time was a trackless wilderness, whose solitude 
lay unbroken save by the roar of surrounding waters. Detroit 
then was a town on the border, with a population of some five thou- 
sand souls. There he stuck his stake and began his mercantile 
career. His main object in those days was to win commercial success. 
This he achieved by his self-denial, energy, tidelity, sagacity, and 
integrity. No man worked harder, lived more frugally, or upheld a 
higher standard of business morality. Many a night he slept on the 
floor or counter of his store, and many other nights, through the forest 
road way, under the light of thestars, he traversed the peninsula froin 
pons to point, doing business by day and pushing his way by night. 

‘or several years he thus had been toiling, when the great financial 
crash of 1837 overtook him. Smaller country merchants could not 
meet their paper. CHANDLER'S store in Detroit felt the wave of dis- 
aster, and, gathering up all available effects, he pushed for New York 
and laid before his creditors the exact situation, proposing to make 
to them an assignment of all hehad. Their answer was equally cred- 
itable to him and to them: “CHANDLER, 1s are too good a man to 
be lost for want of confidence; go back and go on with your business, 
and if you want more goods send on your orders.” The result showed 
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they had not misjudged. In a couple of years he had weathered the 
storm, and paid every debt, dollar for dollar; and from that hour his 
fortune was assured. 

Meanwhile he became most thoroughly identified with his city and 
State. Generally known as a thorough business man, his acquaint- 
ance with the business men of Michigan was better than any one of 
his associate pioneers. His public spirit led him into all relations 
with his fellow-citizens which promised to promote the welfare of 
his adopted home. Then, in his earlier vigor, he took part in the 
various organizations of the young men of Detroit, and first became 
known as a speaker in the debating society of the city, attracting 
special attention by a public lecture on “ The Elements of Success.” 
At that time the whigs and democrats were the contending political 
parties, and Michigan was controlled by the then powerful demo- 
cratic , under the distinguished leadership of General Lewis 
Cass, himself a worthy, 3 and influential resident of Detroit. 
CHANDLER, as became his New England origin, sided with the whigs. 
His first decidedly political speech was made in 1848, at Detroit, one 
evening, upon a box at a corner of the street, in favor of the presi- 
dential candidacy of General Zachary Taylor. He be; that speech 
by saying in a sprightly way that one of the reasons he had for sup- 

orting his candidate was that his name was “Old Zach,” a name he 
onored, for his name too was “ Zach,” scarcely dreaming as he said 
it that thirty years afterward, from the platform of a crowded hall 
ina t city west of Detroit, on the eve of his death, he himself, 
as “Old Zach,” would be ted by admiring thousands of bis fel” 
low-citizens, assembled to hear the last and ablest speech of his life. 

From the election of General Taylor to the Presidency, CHANDLER 
took a more active part in the local politics of Michigan. In 1851 he 
was chosen mayor of Detroit, against the powerful influence of his 

litical opponents, through his personal popularity. The next year 
fe was nominated by the whigs for governor of the State; but the 
time for party change had not tben come, and he sustained defeat. 
Undaunted he bore the taunts of democratic leaders in those days 
who contemptuously smiled upon his political aspirations and jeered 
him with the hint that a mere merchant and business man should 
never aim so high! 

Controversy in national politics gradually ripened a new order of 
things. The issues forced upon the people by the repeal of the Mis- 
souri compromise and the consequent scenes in Kansas gave birth to 
anew party, whose history should surpass all others since the founda- 
tion oF the Government. CHANDLER was one of the fathers and 
founders of that republican party, and, notwithstanding his preten- 
sions were so derided by his political adversaries, he displaced the 
honored democratic champion, General Cass, by taking his seat in the 
Senate of the United States on the 4th of March, 1857. 

In a single week after his election to this high place he had retired 
from an active and large mercantile business, with all its affairs defi- 
nitely arranged, that private matters should not divert him from his 
more responsible duties to the people of State and country. When 
this change of pursuit occurred he was in business capacity the = 
of 3 and Vanderbilts. The secret of success he had 
found. s wealth, already assured, was so di that before his 
death he was accounted with the country’s millionaires. The ener, 
and zeal which had wrought out so large a fortune was now direc 
to 8 of public interest which for years he had seen arising, 
and had been preparing himself to meet, with a faith as clear as his 
courage wasinvincible. Elected to this body, he continued a Senator 
for three consecutive terms ending March 4, 1875. At the choice for 
the fourth term he was defeated, when the qualities of the man shone 
forth as never before. Silent and serene he bided his time. He well 
knew that the body of the State was with him, and that he had been 
abandoned by a handful of men who in an hour of fatality were in- 
capable of measuring either him or themselyes. Knowing it was 
unjust, he felt sure that his own State, for which he had labored for 
years, would on the first occasion right the blundering wrong. She 
was early to discover and prompt to correct her mi ©. Hap ily, 
too, that she rejected the example of the Greeks, who persecuted their 
sages and heroes to death, then afterward repented in monuments and 
tears. The interval of loss to the State was gain to the nation. The 
lapse proved auspicious. It was needed to furnish opportunity for 
his commanding business capacity and Spartan virtue to display on 
another field. Retiring from the Senate did not long end his public 
service. The Department of the Interior, one of the most important 
and complicated branches of the Government, was suffering under the 
clond of evil repute. He was invited by President Grant to assume 
its ch , and, in October, 1875, took the office. Those who knew 
him well at once predicted that he would clear that Department of 
. scandals, and manage its affairs vigorously, wisely, 
honestly, and for the best interests of me country. How well he met 
this expectation the record of his official relation to it will best answer. 
Upon the inanguration of President Hayes, CHANDLER was superseded 
and returned to his home in Detroit, ending apparently his official 
life. For himself he could well then, and honorably, withdraw from 
all active participation in the political struggles of the day; but the 

ublic felt a loss which he alone could ss od On the resignation of 

nator Christiancy, by whom he was defeated, he was repl in 
the Senate by an overwhelming voice of the Legislature of his State, 
and at once resumed his seat here, which he held to the close of the 
late extraordinary session. 


To justly take the measure of this man we must recall the times 
and associates of his labors. CHANDLER first came to his senatorial 
seat at the called session of March, 1857. He stood up in this Cham- 
ber and took the oath of office with Hamu, of Maine; Bayard, of 
Delaware; Bright, of Indiana; Broderick, of California; Sumner, of 
Massachusetts; Preston King, of New York; Rusk, of Texas; Came- 
ron, of Pennsylvania; Dixon, of Connecticut; Wade, of Ohio; Doo- 
little, of Wisconsin; Mallory, of Florida; and Jefferson Davis, of 
Mississippi. That oath was administered by Mason, of Virginia; and 
faithlessly as some came to regard it, CHANDLER meant every word 
of it, officially lived it, in his last public words in the presence of as- 
sembled thousands, glowed with it, and died with the supreme joy of 
having thröugh all tests of ambition, fortune, and peril obeyed its 
obligations faithfully to the end. On taking his seat and casting 
about him he saw the veterans of the Senate, the venerable fathers 
and orators of the . and men, too, as he gazed, who even then 
were Poe mpd for the revolt upon the ete eee of an adverse 
presidential election. He saw Breckinridge, of Kentucky, just then 
sworn into the office of Vice-President of the United States and Presi- 
dent of the Senate. He saw here then, as seen now, a democratic 
majority and the leading spirits of the then policy of that proud 
parin. There were, the venerable Butler, of South Carolina; diden 
and Benjamin, of Louisiana; Toombs, of Georgia; Houston, of Texas; 
Johnson, of Tennessee; and greatest, if least, Douglas, the t, of 
Illinois. And among the master spirits of the policy of the roadest 
liberty as the true constraction of the national charter, were Seward, 
of New York; Wade, of Ohio; HAMLIN and Fessenden, of Maine; 
Sumner and Wilson, of Massachusetts; Hale, of New Hampshire; 
Crittenden, of Kentucky; Collamer and Foot, of Vermont; Broderick, 
of California; Harlan, of lowa; Cameron, of Pennsylvania; and Trum- 
bull, of Minois. Many of these were lawyers and statesmen of ripe 
experience in these Halls, some of whom had sat with Calhoun and 
Clay and Webster and Benton, sharing in the debates of those giants 
of earlier days. CHANDLER, fresh from the counter, had many thin 
to learn; but he was not long in taking his bearin The whole 
country was then profoundly agitated. President 8 was 
surrounded by Cass and Cobb, Jacob Thompson, Toucey and Floyd, 
Brown and Black, and Chief-Justice Taney. Filibuster Walker was 
maneuvering in southern waters, threatening by his piratical move- 
ments to embroil the nation in foreign var; the Kansas conflict was 
raging with increasing fury, and Abraham Lincoln, then a quiet coun- 

lawyer in Illinois, was carefully noting the situation and uncon- 
sciously bracing for his herenlean labor. CHANDLER lost no oppor- 
tunity to express concern for manifest disregard for the welfare of 
the North and West. . early, in placement on commit- 
tees in the first session of the Thirty-fifth Con when commit- 
tees were announced, he rose and in earnest but dignified remon- 
strance said, “Sir, we are not satisfied, and we desire to enter our 
protest against any such formation of the committees as is here pro- 
leg and, on one of his first measures—a bill to deepen the Saint 
ir Flats—said, I want to see who is friendly to the great North- 
west and who is not, for we are about making our last prayer here. 
8 After 1860 we shall not be here as beg Upon the 
questions of more eral character in the national policy he, with 
becoming reserve, rred in debate to more e ienced members; 
but when measures were proposed which he could not indorse, he was 
of such a mold that he could not sit by in silence. His face was 
A termed set against the Lecompton constitution and the acquisition 
of Cuba. His speeches on those prec are among the most telling 
protests raised in the Senate upon kindred measures. In the fiercer 
debates which followed, the custom of the duello—popular at the 
South, but deprecated at the North—reveived new life. Menace and 
insult had reached their limit. They were no | to be borne. 
CHANDLER, Wade, and Cameron signed a compact to fight on the first 
rovocation. It certainly was a bold step; but it was effectual. 
Oe ARDEERR and Wade soon had occasion to act upon their purpose. 
Seward’s “irrepressible conflict” drew insult, and CHANDLER took 
up his cause. Sumner was smitten down and Wade repelled the das- 
tardly act. Whatsoever may be said of the means they employed, 
the code thenceforth practically came to an end. CHANDLER was as 
ready with words as with blows. When the John Brown raid at Har- 
per’s Ferry was under discussion his allusion to the fury which sealed 
the fate of those whose zeal for human liberty knew no bounds, was a 
most biting piece of satire. 
Tf. 


Said he— 
were to attack the city of Detroit in any capacity, and 
5 asa otto Sian anii — — to take ce ‘thon, 
the city auditor would decline to andit the account. He would not pay it. 

His foresight was even more remarkable than his fearless, patriotic 
zeal. In the great presidential contest of 1860, when four candidates 
were before the people and the whole land was kindled to the highest 
state of excitement, his belief that on the success of Lincoln hinged 
the life of the nation made him most active and conspicuous in the 
campaign. He may be said to have been the triumphant knight of 
that great tournament. When Congress assembled, following this 
presidential race, he, with others, saw the national heayens black 
with portent. He watched with anxiety the days of winter unfold- 
ing signs of national disintegration, and marked the powers of na- 
tional self-preservation scattered, and the Chief Magistrate in grave 
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message declaring the Government powerless to 8 separation. 
In these and other unmistakable signs he read the deep-seated pur- 
of destroying the Union, and when a peace convention of all the 
tates was called to meet in Washington he could not restrain or dis- 
ise his judgment. The cry for “peace” then, and under such in- 
dications and preparations, was to him a pretext, the outcome of 
which was war. e so penned a private letter to the governor of 
Michigan, which, purloined, was made the subject of mock solemnity 
of horror by Powell of Kentucky, and the oceasion for Richardson 
of Illinois to taunt him with the authorship of what has come to be 
known as “CHANDLER'S blood-letting letter.” CHANDLER’s reply to 
these was a manly, frank utterance, and such a scathing arraignment 
of the scheme of secession and rebellion that the loyal spirit of the 
country was roused ; mock oratory in the Senate for the time put at 
rest, and this famous letter signalized as the one prophecy of patri- 
otic foresight which the muse of history writes down sadly fullfilled. 
It was by him then memorably said that peace conventions would 
rove vain and fruitless. The 4th of March found many seats in this 
8 vacated. Subsequent events developed seven States of the 
Union organized at Montgomery into a separate government, with 
Jefferson Davis its president and ALEXANDER H. STEPHENS, now a 
distinguished member of the other House, its vice-president, Fort 
Sumter invested, fired upon, and war suddenly opened on a generation 
that had as little practical knowledge of war as belief that arms were 
to settle what votes had legally poets as the will of loyal people. 
The lack of the art and practice of warfare was, however, more than 
made up by the spirit and enthusiasm for the old flag, which knew 
no bounds. e 
Of the few rare men reared and raised into prominent place by an all- 
wise Providence for the matchless struggle, CHANDLER was one. He 
had in large measure the very qualities to animate and inspirit a brave 
and willing, but unmartial ple, loving country above peace and 
life. Sueh men were needed to quicken and encourage the forces on 
the field amid the reverses which fell to our Army during the first 
ears of the war. Congress met in December, 61; a t shadow 
* on the loyal heart; undismayed, and firm and ho midst dis- 
aster, CHANDLER was the first to move in this body a committee on 
the conduct of the war, which was on the of the Senate, com- 
of Wade, CHANDLER, and Johnson. And well did it perform 
its great task, Reports from it fillseven large volumes of the public 
records, To give a glimpse of the character of its work, and the 
lamentable national situation calculated to appall the bravest, it 
seems due at this time to this stout heart that own words should 
voice that work and that situation. He said in this Senate, July 16, 
1862: 


At an earl 
duct of the 


day of the present session of Congress the Committee on the Con- 
raised. 


ar was 


‘ormation may have been to the Administration is not for me 
or the committee to decide, but, in my opinion, when the history of the war shall 
have been written the country will give credit where credit is due. 

The last one of that valiant trio of this body has gone to join his 
colleagues where just merit is rewarded; and on this occasion and in 
this presence, one voice at least of that country,shallsay thatit already 

ives and will thenceforth “ give credit where credit is due.” As to 
fhe situation, he continued: 

FFF the rebellion. 
Up to that time the North hard], the that we were in the 


Pyare wd pin ee 
midst of war; r ae ion was shaking the founda- 
tion-stones of our F.. Ayashi ey genre loody, fratricidal 


5 tal. rb pe the day of July 1861, the 
e earth consid: ent of republican insti a failure, 
or at least an untried experiment. oalon had Ginephod ant the nations be- 


to 
armies to be raised were considered men in buckram. 
of the North. knew that the resources 


of the North had not been touc that the battle of Run was but an = 
nificant skirmish, without results to either side, and forthwith eee Dee 
had not 


their mighty energies. Up to this time the earnestness of this 
been . the North. 

Later than this painful recapitulation of our then sorry condition, 
and in the second year of the war, our fortunes proved no better than 
the first. Repeated disasters not only thinned our ranks and spread 
distrust of success, but made the enemy bold and defiant. The 
hearts of the loyal people sank withinthem. A peace party began to 
develop in their midst. McClellan, the popular idol of the hour, was 
at the head of the finest army the world ever saw. Instead of fight- 
ing the enemy in the field, peninsula malaria was permitted to decimate 
that army, which, later, eme from the seven days’ disaster in cover- 
ing an inglorious defeat. Still an idolized commander, no one dared 
arraign him—notwithstanding the Union cause was on the brink of 
ruin—till on the Ist day of . e. ZACHARIAH CHANDLER - 
nounced his master speech on the conduct of the war, and alased, b 
demanding the removal of McClellan. It fell like a thunderbolt, but 
it cleared the sky. From that hour hope, and new vigor, stirred the 
masses of the North. 

To speak of his labors during the years of the war—how watchfal, 
useful, tirel fearless, hopeful, defiant, and active everywhere 
would be to reflect upon the memories of our country and households 
for whose sake he battled in this Senate and elsewhere; visited field 


and camp; viewed the hospitals; cared for the maimed and dying; 
cheered and upbore the President and his sorely pressed Cabinet, 
until victory perched upon the Union banner. Con ional records 
will reveal the multiplied forms in which his sagacious and practical 
mind shaped the measures whith were so vital during the years of the 
war, and which now stand as the policy of the Government, and his 
memorial legacy, bequeathed to a saved and grateful nation. 

Of his labors since that period, time will not permit me to speak 
at l As chairman of the Committee on Commerce of the Sen- 
ate, and of which he was a member at his death, he imparted to its 
varied labors that freshness and vigor of thought and breadth of 
suggestion for which he was ever noted. in war, so in peace, any- 
thing which concerned the honor of, or advanced American interests 
never escaped his ready attention. Whether at home or abroad, her 
tights and welfare were to him of the first importance. To the reve- 
nue and financial measures which have contributed to restore the 
nation to a condition of prosperity, and have raised our commercial 
credit and per ae the front rank with the powers of the globe, 
he gave the aid of his rare experience and ripest judgment. Occu- 
pied with the exhaustive labors that grew out of the attempt to de- 
stroy the Union by force of arms; with the care, thought, and legis- 
lation demanded to provide adequate organic guarantees to forever 
remove the source of national division; to assure to slaves made free 
their rightful citizenship, and utterly extirpate every vestige of elec- 
toral disqualification; to retire to the body of the people an army 
millions strong; to safely reconstruct and restore desolated States; 
to re-establish civil service upon the basis of preference given to 
maimed Union soldiers in Government employ; to provide ways and 
means to meet the cumulative obligations of the nation and placo 
the money of the people upon a safe and stable basis; to prove that 
under monarchies and not republics “laws are silent in the midst of 
arms”—since all the functions of popular sovereignty went on with 
uninterrapted precision—I Tepat; with care for all these subjects, 
Mr. CHANDLER found time and occasion to guard as well against any 
acts encroaching upon our rights and just relations with nations 
abroad, as to watch and advance the supremacy of the political party 
charged with the defense and welfare of the nation at home. He 
offered and advocated a resolution for reclamation upon Great Britain 
for the destruction of our shipping by the Anglo-confederate priva- 
teers at sea ; discussed non-intercourse with pee, enn spoke with in- 
dignant fervor upon the raids from Canada; and urged a termination 
of the . treaty with that Dominion. He as freely denounced 
European despotism on this continent and raised his voice against its 
usurpations. He submitted a resolution of inquiry into the alleged 
acts of the Mexican imperial government toward the officers and 
men of the Juarez party, who were reported to have suffered death 
by order of an. His speech on this resolution was the bold 
denunciation of a soul burning with indignation at the intrigues and 
eruelties by which a hated throne had been set up on republican soil, 
uttered, too, at a time when our word was thought in Europe to have 
lost its prestige and power. He said of this imperial intruder: 


If this man, under similar circumstances, had been in Austria he would 
pikoe en cag ee France would kave put in a cave and smothered 
him with smoke ; England would have . at the muzzle of her 

I think Mexico made a mistake. He had fi eited the right to die a sol- 


er's death. 
No one, I . doubted CHANDLER’s courage to be equal to 


any emergency, public or nal. I can recall but one occasion in 
my lon, acquaintance with him when he seemed disheartened and 
borne down by the force of public events. It was when President 


Johnson, ecm wen À the removal of the great War Secretary, Stan- 
ton; quarreling with the then famous hero of the war, General Graat, 
and defying the Congress of the United States, escaped impeachment 
so narrowly. CHANDLER felt that republican government was then 
at stake and im hment a necessity. Never was there a time when 
he came so nigh despairing of the ublic as at that event. He, 
however, as others, happily learned that a republic that could survive 
the tragic loss of its beloved martyr President, and live under the mis- 
rule of an ignoring accession, has beneath its destiny a Divine grasp 
157 gives assurance of its survival of all human device or human 


Men die but the Republic lives. This Senate, as well as the coun- 
try, will, however, miss Senator CHANDLER. Upon many and varied 
topics he shared in debate ; direct, forceful, and accurate, he spoke 
with effect. He at times was matched with the foremost of his asso- 
ciates and seldom had to retract or surrender his propositions. His 
discussions with the classical and accomplished Sumner are striking 
examples of his accuracy and force in all matters of substantial fact 
and interest. 

In the session of 1874~75 he was putting forth his ripest powers in 
support of measures which he thought would tend to the general 
Prosperity, relieve commercial depression, and bring back better times. 

When his senatorial term aspire his expectation was that the 
State he had honored and served would mark its approval by his re- 
turn to the Senate for anotherterm. Changes, however, of a partisan 
character had occasioned the alienation of many supporters of the 
republican party in several of the States of the Biter The demo- 
cratic party thus gained the ascendency in enough of those States 
to place the House of Representatives in their han Michigan was 
more or less affec and some of its old friends had turned away 
from the republican party in that State, as well. The republican 
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majority in the Legislature was in a measure reduced. Thongh he 
received the nomination of his party friends, yet in the elective con- 
test he was defeated, through the fusion of a few members with his 
political opponents. Never did he carry himself through any strug- 
gle with a loftier crest. He scorned to stoop for so glittering a prize. 
This defeat did in no wise abate his zeal for the party which had 
failed to return him to his seat in the Senate. Chosen chairman of 
the republican national committee, although then filling the place of 
Secretary of the Interior, he 3 accepted its burden and act- 
ively entered upon the presidential campaign of 76. It is needless 
here to mention the causes which had depressed the ardor of the peo- 
le and had alienated many from the support of the party in power. 
B witha trained hand, organized the campaign, and, ugh 
all the summer of fear, and doubt, his unquailing spirit directed its 
movements. When the hearts of others began to fail, he rose in the 
might of his energy and infused new courage to all around him. At 
len when the Taar day had come and gone,and many waited in 
ainful suspense weary days, for the tidings of the result, he, with the 

t consciousness of the truth, sent forth from the city of New York 
that ever-memorable dispatch: “Hayes has 185 votes and is elected.” 
And so it proved. Through all the tempest of the electoral count, 
the clamor, outcry, threats, defiance, fierceness, and bitterness of con- 
tending partisans, rank and file, that prophet-sentence brooded in 
the air; and when the 4th of March arrived the nation joined in the 
fact, and Rutherford B. Hayen Vas inaugurated President of the 
United States, and you, Mr. ident, duly installed Vice-President 


and President of this august body over which you preside with im- 
partial ability. 

Placed also at the head of the republican State central committee 
of Michigan for the fall campaign of ’78, the happy result showed 
that his interest in his own State in no wise flagged. The State did 
not forget his national and State work. When, by the resignation 
of Senator Christiancy, a vacancy occurred here, Chandler was chosen 
by the Legislature with substantial unanimity to fill the place, with 
manifest gratification on his part, and expressed satisfaction on the 
part of many of his former associates. : 

The closing days of the late extraordinary session record another 
chapter in his remarkable history. The debate on the bill to pension 
the soldiers of the Mexican war brought Jefferson Davis conspicu- 
ously before the Senate. Fervid encomiums were pronounced upon 
him; till from the gallery floated down and passed among Senators, 
this waif, “ There seems to be no one here that dares call eee 
its right name.“ When CHANDLER read it he quietly remarked, 
“There will be some one before the debate is closed.” At threo 
o’clock in the morning he rose and delivered that philippic which will 
never cease to be famous in the annals of our national polemics. Nor 
will any of us ever forget the last time he addressed the Senate. 


Senators know well, and the country minds well, the rt of his 
i ri United 


States 


thoughts as in closing he said, “As a Senator of the 
It is for 


and a citizen of the United States I appeal to the people. 
those citizens to say who is right and who is wrong.” 

Gonera dispersed and in a few days he went back, as he declared 
he would, tothe people. In several of the States there were approach- 
ing elections. Political excitement surged over the whole country. 
Many prominent men took part in the canvass of States and did efi- 
cient work everywh but no one was held in greater request than 
he. It is not now invidious to say it. For the first time a Detroit 
merchant was summoned to New England to recount the political sit- 
uation. It was my pleasure to witness his tification on reading 
the telegraphic invitation from the scholarly courtesy of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts nearest me. He traveled thousands of miles; 
spoke during the season at various places in Maine, Massachusetts, 
New York, Ohio, and Wisconsin. S 

Wending his way homeward, he spoke at Chicago the evening of 
the night of his death to what the Senator from Illinois near me, who 
nobly stood by him, has said, was the finest audience ever assembled in 
that great city of the West on any political occasion, and delivered 
what history will write, the t forensic achievement of his life. 
He spoke as one already chosen for the shaft of death. His counsel 
seemed the utterance of a dying father. Never was he more inspired, 
direct, powerful, and convincing. Of his party he there said: 

The republican party is the only party that ever existed, so far as I have becn 
able to ascertain, which has not one single solitary unfaithful pledge left—not one. 
The republican party was created with one idea, and that was to preserve our vast 
territories from the blighting curse of slavery, and we saved them. But we did 
more than that. We — ourselves to save your national life; we saved it. 
We pledged ourselves to save your national honor, and we saved it. We pl 
ourselves to give you a homestead law; we gave it, We pledged ourselves to im- 
prove your rivers and barbors, and we did it. We pled, ourselves to build you 
a Pacific railroad; we built it. And not to weary you, the last pledge we gave 
was that the very moment we were able we would redeem the obligations of this 
great Government in the coin of the world; and on the Ist day of January, 1879, 
we fulfilled the last pledge ever given. Notwithstanding all this they say your 
mission is ended and that you ought to die. 

The multitudinous huzzas that greeted this closing effort of an 
eventiul career made it the proudest moment of his life, when he was 
never so appreciated, and never so dear to the loyal heart of the 
American people. 

A fitting finale to the sad disclosure of the morning dawn. CHAND- 
LER dead,” as the lightning bore it on the mou Saturday morn- 
ing, stirred the soul of this people with the saddest tidings since the 
assassination of Lincoln. Alone in his chamber, where he had retired 


of November 
vered to the nation a loss which sent a thrill and shock 


for the night, he cast his harness off, and the mornin 
1, 1879, disco 
as if some monarch of the forest had fallen. 
as for a prince departed. 


The people mourned 


To have given in any manner a faithful touch of the public career 
of this earnest man without ing great landmarks in the progress 
of the nation, with which he was identified, would be the play of 
Hamlet with Hamlet’s part left out. Simply to characterize him has 
been my FB purpose, and to show ’mid what shoals he steered with 
safety. ords would fail to analyze such aspirit. Acts were the 
methods of his life, and national struggles must be retold to do even 
partial justice to one who, with their rise and fall, fought to win. 
Action was the eloquence of his life. He who is ever disturbed by. 
the recital of the rugged pathway of the Republic, fails to learn that 
with nations, as with men, mistakes are the steps to success. Those 
who made them need not Beara the mention of them, for they have 
occasioned the deur of our national growth; those who won by 
them need but joy over them, for without them slavery with its wos, 
in the place of liberty with its glory, would to-day be the inheritance 
of the nation. 

What more shall I say of him? He was emphatically a self-made 
man, shaped on a giant mold; of intense conviction and resistless 
will; a rough, rudely-cut diamond, unpolished by culture of the 
schools. In strength massive, in sense surpassing, in mental force 
subduing, in fidelity steadfast, and in straightforward honesty as 
transparent as the crystal which from every angle reflects the liquid 
light. Little did he care for theories. This, all his 8 hes show. 

e have learned how he toiled in the early years of his life, and how, 
when the time came, he wove his own personality into the web of the 
natio nal fabric. ments were living things. His sentences 
were catapults. He went right to the core of every matter. He 
dealt with marrow, while bone and flesh were left to their own decay. 
He was as disinterested in the public service as man well can be. 

Tt cost him time and money to serve his country. He asked nothing 
in return but a place for service. His aspirations for office were laud- 
able; position he used as a means to an end, and: that his country’s 
good. A man of deep fecling, but his impulses always took a practi- 
cal turn. It was not rose-colored sentiment, but vigorous thought 
and rugged act that filled the measure of his life. 

With all his public labors he never lost his fondness for home. In 
wife and daughter and grandchildren was garnered unabating de- 
votion. By the frankness of his nature, the ease with which he was 
approached, and by his broad and ready sympathy, bis hold upon 
his friends and attachment of the masses, gave him hosts of 
followers. 

Floral tokens of admiration and affection were various and plenti- 
ful at his funeral rites, Crowning his casket was a characteristic 
tribute from the custodian of his business interests. It was a tablet 
of white azaleas, across which, with beautiful violets, was traced 
“ Faithful to the end.” The procession to his last resting place was 
a remarkable scene of devotion. A violent snow-storm prevailed, and 
yet, from home to grave, the avenues were literally thronged with men 
and women, defying storm, to pay their mournful tribute to their dis- 
tinguished dead. 

HANDLER’S memory rests not alone in the measures which have 
become a part of the policy of the Government, or in the many phases 
of his active life, but dwells largely in the hearts of his countrymen. 
Time will best award him his rightful meed. To that just arbiter, as. 
an attached friend and colaborer, I submit his varied career, from 
which I make no appeal. 

In closing my humble tribute to his fame, I cannot forget to note 
that he never left a doubt upon the minds of others, wherever he 
moved, that, however he may have faltered at times and ways him- 
self, he held with reverence and faith that belief which reckons life 
but the vestibule of 5 All forms of infidelity he despised. 
If he did not always practice, he often recognized his highest ebli- 

tions. A touching instance of this was the sad occasion of his bury- 
ing a brother in a land of ret hie at dead of miehiin the dreariness 
of rain. As the body of that rother was let into the grave without 
Christian word of parting, with none to voice a single sentiment ọf 
faith or hope, he himself bowed his knees to the earth, and there, in 
the pitiless storm, offered prayer to Almighty God. He did not for- 
get, but generously befriended the Christian church. Into the secrets- 
of his heart, on that last solemn morning, when alone he met his God, 
we dare not, and, indeed, we cannot penetrate. Immortal now, he 
rests with One, who gives supreme value to all that is good in life, and, 
what is infinitely more, He doeth all things well.” 

We bave seen the nation mourn as the heroic fi; that held 
sway in trying periods of our history passed to the dust of death— 
Lincoln and Stanton, Chase, Seward, Sumner, Wade, and Morton, and 
the thronging procession of valiant captains and men who wrought 
out the salvation of the Union. Added now to the roll is CHANDLER. 
All these are borne upon the hearts of a grateful people who de- 
light to honor, but who are powerless to recall. With no murmur- 
ing, but rather with hopeful spirit, do we trust steadfastly in that 
Providence by whose mysterious courses kingdoms and republics rise 
and fall; and do we reverently speak of that Being Whose designs 
embrace countless myriads of men, by whose almighty will all nations 
. in whose omniscience, the vast future of our beloved land is 
at this moment folded up. 


ous 
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Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, this scene and this occasion renew 
to me the shock which I experienced when the sorrowing wires un- 
laded their burden of grief and told me that CHANDLER was dead. 
It is difficult to associate ZACHARIAH CHANDLER with the idea of 
death. His exuberant vitality, his overflowing spirit, his command- 
ing air and presence, all forbid it. I almost look to see his manly 
and vigorous fi fit tenement of his manly heart and his vigorous 
intellect—rise from his accustomed seat, towering above his peers in 
this Chamber; I almost listen for that voice whose stentorian tones 
these walls have so often sent back to our ears. $ y 

Born and educated in New England, passing the maturity of his 
years in the West, he united, in an uncommon degree, the qualities 
and characteristics of each: the shrewdness, the steadiness, the keen 
observation, the inflexible purpose of the one; the freshness, the eager 
earnestness, the sturdy robustness of the other; the fidelity, the truth- 
fulness, the manliness of both. His sincerity was beyond question ; 
his honest belief in the principles which he professed was never dis- 
puted; he meant what he said, and he said all that he meant. He had 
no halting opinions; he had a jadgment,and a decided judgment, on 
every question that was presented to him; and although at times he 
seemed to be hasty of speech, it was the haste of the occasion, not 
the haste of sudden conviction or of uncontrollable impulse. Those 
who knew him intimately knew how closely he had studied, how deeply 
he had thonght upon the questions that he discussed with apparent 
suddenness, and that his impulsiveness of manner followed long and 
careful examination of the subject under consideration. It was not 
the rushing of the stream swollen by violent rains, but the lenting 
loose of the imprisoned waters of the lake, which, long collected an 
confined, wai but the opportunity of outlet to pour forth with 
more than the impetuosity of the mountain torrent. He was a forci- 
ble bnt nota frequentspeaker. Thestrength of his convictions found 
expression in the boldness of his utterance. Disdaining the lighter 
graces of rhetoric, his speeches did not sparkle with wit nor glow 
with sentiment, but they bristled with facts; if he did not captivate 
by his style, he compelled assent by his reasoning ; and when he had 
arranged his facts and constructed his argument, his conclusion fol- 
lowed with almost irresistible force. 

Devoting himself to commerce and to politics, he attained eminent 
success in each and secured the highest rewards of both. To enumer- 
ate the positions which he filled and the honors that he received 
would be but to repeat, in feebler phrase, what has been so well said 
by the Senator who was his colleague. I think I shall do violence to 
the feelings of no man, and to the friends of no man who survives him 
in that State, so eminent for its distinguished sons, when I say that 
he was, by common acceptance, the first citizen of Michigan. The 
respect and affection in which he was held at home were manifested 
on the day of his burial. It was a lage Spe for that sad office. 
Detroit was in mourning. From every public building floated the 
emblems of sorrow, and the doors and windows of numerous private 
houses were draped in sable, The streets were whitened by the early 
snow of winter, which fell with blinding fury upon the city. The 
sidewalks were thronged with thousands upon thousands of men and 
women, who, unable to get near the house, stood ex , for hours, 
to the inclement weather, waiting to see the long and melancholy pro- 


cession. 

To dwell at length upon his qualities as a partisan might offend 
the proprieties of the occasion, and I forbear. But even the slightest 
sketch of him would be imperfect without some reference to his par- 
tisan character. He wasa party man. He held that the division of 
the people into parties was essential to the balance of elective insti- 
tutions. He early selected for his support the party that was, in his 
judgment, most conformable to the 5 5 of the Constitution, to the 
rights and liberties of the ple, and to the prosperity of the coun- 
try; and having deliberately made his choice, he adhered to it with 
all the tenacity of his nature. He believed in strong measures, and 
had no confidence in half-way methods and expedients. Whatever 
was right and proper he held was to be promoted by all legal and 
proper means. 

e died as he would have preferred to die—suddenly, painlessly. 
and with his harness on. He fell as the warrior falls, on the eve of 
battle, with his sword in his hand and his shield upon his arm. 
Death was kinder to him than it often is to the race of man, to all 
of whom “it is appointed once to die.“ No lingering disease wasted 
that stalwart form; no protracted suffering enfeebled that masculine 
intellect. The pale messenger, unheralded and unexpected, sum- 
moned him in the vigor of health and of active usefulness; touched 
him with his wand, and he sank to eternal sleep—no, we believe he 
rose to eternal life. 


Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the relations I have held with the 
deceased Senator CHANDLER, have arisen only as eee ee of my 
service as a member of this body, and it has so happened that by the 
organizationof political parties we usually found ourselves in decided 
5 to each other. 

f his political opinions, actions and methods, I will not therefore 
speak, for I could not do so approvingly, nor would it be worthy of 
myself or of him to attempt qualification or reconciliation of our de- 
cided opinions on policies or principles of government,—in regard to 
which few men differed so widely as he and I. 

It may be adopted as a wise rule in arriving at an estimate of men 


and their careers, to precede a formation of judgment of an an n- 
ist, by the inquiry, “How would we have regarded the action of our 
adversary, had his energies been exerted in favor of the party and 
policies with which we ourselves have been allied?” 

May it not well be, that seen thus through a medium of sympathetic 
ends, the means of attainment, would have appeared somewhat less 
objectionable f 

n the maze of action and passion of daily political life we are not 
apt to judge men justly, and may easily fail equally to appreciate the 
faults of an ally and the virtues of an opponent. 

But there were traits and qualities in Mr. CHANDLER that all men 
may dwell upon with admiration and respect, and which I have now 
a melancholy satisfaction in attesting. 

He was manly, impulsive, outspoken, sincere, and generous—an 
open but not implacable foe, and a steady and courageous friend. 

His hand was open, for he was “a cheerful giver.” He possessed a 
mind of superior force and sagacity, and his faculties for the admin- 
istration of affairs were eminently practical and effective. 

In one important respect he supplied an example valuable in any 
government, and especially in one so popular in its forward nature as 
our own. I refer to the fact that on no occasion was Mr. CHANDLER 
known to use his official position for his own pecuniary gain,—directly 
or indirectly. 


His death has ended a long career of public service in executive 


and legislative capacities, and throughout his hands were ever clean 


of unjust or illegitimate gain, nor did his bitterest political foe (and 
no man evoked stronger personal criticism) ever ch or even sus- 
pect him, with making personal profit out of his political station and 
opportunities, 

o was a man of vigorous, frank nature, and his virtues and his 
faults were the natural outgrowth. Free-handed and open-hearted, 
he kept his word, despised a coward, and loathed a hypocrite. 

Standing now as it were above his newly made grave, I bear will- 
8 to these personal virtues, and can recall many instances 
of his accommodating kindness and personal courtesy, which rendered 
the transaction of business with him so easy and agreeable. 

For the rest, I feel that we are too near the years of his active 
political career to express positive judgment. 

To justly measure so ag, ive, vigorous and influential a charac- 
ter as his, it must be viewed at a little distance, as sculptors often 
ask for the consideration of their strongest and most rugged works. 

Time will mellow, and reflection will soften the asperities and ani- 
mosities caused by recent and heated conflict and which may obscure 
somewhat present judgment. 

Mr. President, the messenger of death came to our departed asso- 
ciate suddenly, and in the very midst of his most ardent and strenu- 
ous pursuits, 

Here in this hall of public deliberation, once more are we confronted 
and startled by the foot-prints of the Pale Archer, whose shafts in- 
tended surely for each one of us remain as yet in the quiver unselected. 
Busied as we all are with the thoughts and cares of daily life, should 
we not pause to-day, and, thinking of the strong man who has been 
so suddenly called from our side, and from the home and wide circle 
of friends, to whom his warm heart and manly qualities so endeared 
him :—glance down the inevitable pathway he has been called upon 
jo trend nana so order our living that each may not fear to follow in 

is turn : 


Mr. HAMLIN. The friendships formed in this body in long asso- 
ciation are no inconsiderable compraron for the labors and annoy- 
ance incident to senatorial life. hile patience and forbearance are 
sometimes exhausted in earnest, exhaustive, and at times angry de- 
bate, and many things are said and done in zeal which the calmer 
ht degre will not ap rove, yet the ties here formed and cemented 

never be severed in life. As a rule these friendships, differing in 
degree, are far more general than is supposed. The cases are rare and 
exceptional where association here does not produce a cordial and sin- 
cere greeting as we mingle and meet along the pathway of life. And 
the acquaintance formed here with the ee distinguished Sena- 
tor, which ripened into permanent and undisturbed friendship, justi- 
fies if it does not require that I should add a few words of personal 
tribute to his worth and memory in the same spirit with which the 
friendly hand would place a ganana of flowers upon his new-mdde 
ve. Some have spoken and others will speak more elaborately of 

is pores life and valuable services. 

lfirst knew of Mr. CHANDLER asa distinguished merchant in the city 
of Detroit, where he had become eminent for his high commercial 
and financial integrity, and had established a business reputation 
which extended far beyond the limits of his own State. In one of 
those financial tornadoes which at times have disturbed the business 
and industries of our country, when older and apparently more firmly 
established houses were wrecked by the blast, so well established was 
his reputation for unquestioned mercantile capacity and integrity 
that, when himself in doubt as to his ability to withstand the crisis 
on consultation with those with whom he had business relations, an 
acting under their united advice and assurances of support, he went 
forward triumphantly and successfully outriding the storm. A mer- 
chant of known and unquestioned integrity, he was at all times en- 
titled to receive and did receive the highest consideration. It is 
indeed a priceless legacy which he has left to his family, and he fur- 
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nishes an example which should be imitated by all who care to be 
honest.- His sterling character in that regard is the brighter in times 
like these, when the crime of repudiation stalks at noon-day and 
finds unblushing advocates among States and corporations as well as 
among individuals. 

I knew of the Senator also as a distinguished leader in the whig 
panig in the days of its strength and its triumph. He was once its 

onored leader in a gubernatorial contest in his State. I also knew 
of him well as one of the prominent and leading men in the State 
of Michigan by whose counsels and under whose guidance the re- 

ublican party was formed, and those who thought alike were in- 
Sneed to act together; a party in which he was at all times promi- 
nent, and to which he adhered with unwavering fidelity to the close 
of his life; and by which he won that national confidence and re- 
spect to which he was so eminently entitled. 

But I became personally acquainted with Senator CHANDLER on 
that day when we were sworn in as members of this body, and at 
the time when he first took his seat in the Senate of the United 
States. 

In my judgment, the most prominent and distinguishing traits in 
the character of Senator CHANDLER were his sincere convictions of 
what he believed to be right, and his indomitable courage in express- 
ing and maintaining those convictions regardless of co: ences. 
He who possesses those characteristics may ere have enemies, but 
he will never be without friends. I have myself but little respect 
for that man who has not enough of character to make an enemy, 
for he cannot be worthy to claim others as his friends. The frank- 
ness with which Senator CHANDLER expressed his opinions upon all 
oecasions was not acceptable to many, and if he did not thereby in- 
cur their hostility he certainly failed to attach them to him as friends. 
But none were left in doubt as to the position he would occupy upon 
any question in regard to which his opinions were known. He was 
a man of convictions and courage; never a man of poner and com- 
promise; nor did he believe in that timidity which in effect was 
treason to right and justice. 

That in his life for which he was perhaps held in the highest esteem 

the loyal people of this country was the zeal and courage he dis- 
played and the labor he performed in maintaining the supremacy of 

e Government. Many there were who talked more; few, if any, 
who labored as much and as effectively. With him it was always 
actions rather than words. He had then, as at all times, the bold- 
ness to characterize things and events by their right names, however 
distasteful it might be to others. I would award all honor to the 
brave men who by their heroic acts and undaunted courage haye 
been so instrumental in advancing the best interests of our common 
country in the field or on the ocean. I would plack no leaf from the 
wreaths that so justly adorn their brows. I yield to none in the 
respect I would pay to them. But courage, cool, deliberate, unmis- 
takable is as requisite and is as certain ly displayed in the 
deliberative councils of the nation as on the field of battle. The 
highest courage is that which always dares to do the right and fears 
— 25 to do the wrong. The victories of are more important than 
those of war, and to those who win them the highest homage is due. 

Not to the ensanguined field of death alone 

Is valor limited: she sits serene 

In the deliberative council, sagely scans 

The sources of actio: weis, prevents, provides, 
And scorns to count her glories, from the feats 
Of brutal force alone. 

Those of us who were so long associated with the late Senator in 
this body will miss him exceedingly. In the wisdom of an inscrata- 
ble Providence, his seat here has been made vacant. All that was 
mortal of him now reposes in the soil of his adopted sary e he 
had honored as the State had honored him. Those who knew him 
best will mourn him most, while the evar pays homage to his mem- 
ory for public services so grandly performed. 


Mr. BLAINE. Mr. CHANDLER sprang from a strong race of men, 
reared in a State which has shed luster on other Commonwealths by 
the gift of her native-born and her native-bred. She gave Webster 
to ohai, Chief-Justice Chase to Ohio, General Dix to New 
York, and Horace Greeley to the head of American journalism. Mr. 
CHANDLER left New Hampshire before he attained his majority, and 
with limited precuniary resources sought a home in the invitin 
territory of the Northwest. He had great physical strength, wi 
remarkable powers of endurance, d energy that could not be 
overtaxed, was gifted with co of a high order, was imbued with 
principles which throughout his life were inflexible, was intelligent 
and well instructed, and in all respects equipped for a career in the 
great and splendid region where he lived and grew and strengthened 
and prospered and died. j Fd 

For a long period following the second war with Great Britain the 
Territory of Michigan was governed by one of the most persuasive 
and successful of American statesmen; whose pure and honorable 
life, whose e and kindness of manner, and whose almost unlimited 

wer in what was then a remote frontier Territory, had enabled 

im to mold the vast majority of the early settlers to his own polit- 
ical views. When Mr. CHANDLER reached Detroit General Cass had 
left the scene of his long reign—for reign it might well be called—to 
assume control of the War Department ander one of the stron ad- 


ministrations that ever governed the country. The great majority of 


young men at twenty years of age naturally drifted with a current that 
was so strong; but Mr. CHANDLER had inherited certain political prin- 


ciples which were strengthened by his own convictions as he grew to 
manhood, and he took his stand at once and firmly with the minor- 
ity. He was from the outset a strong power in the political field ; 
though not until his maturer years, with fortune attained and the 
harder struggles of life crowned with victory, would he consent to hold 
any public position. But he was in all the fierce conflicts which ra 
for twenty years in Michigan, and which ended in changing the polit- 
cal mastery of the State. It is not matter of wonder that personal 
estrangements occurred in such prolonged and bitter controversy, 
without indeed the loss of mutual respect, and in one of the most 
exciting periods of the struggle General Cass spoke publicly of not 
enjoying the honor of Mr. CHANDLER’s acquaintance. It was just 
three years afterward, as Mr. CHANDLER delighted to tell with good- 
natured and pardonable boasting, that he carried to General Cass a 
letter of introduction from the governor of Michigan which so im- 
ressed the General that he caused it to be publicly read in this 
mber and placed on the permanent files of the Senate. It is to 
the honor of both these great men that complete cordiality of friend- 
ship was restored, and that in the hour of supreme peril to the nation 
which came soon after, General Cass and Mr. CHANDLER stood side by 
side in maintaining the Union of the States by the exercise of the 
war power of the Government. They sleep their last sleep in the 
same beautiful cemetery near the city which was so long their home, 
under the soil of the State which each did so much to honor, and on 
the shores of the lakes whose commercial development, spanned by 
their lives, has been so greatly promoted by their efforts. 

The anti-slavery agitation which broke forth with such strength in 
1854, following the repeal of the Missouri compromise, met with par- 
tial reaction soon after, and in 1856 Mr. Buchanan was chosen to the 
Presidency. Mr. CHANDLER took his seat for the first time in this body 
on the day of Mr. Buchanan’s inauguration. It was the first public 
station he had ever held except the mayoralty of Detroit for a single 
term, and the first for which he had ever been a candidate, except 
when in 1852 he consented to lead the forlorn hope of the Whigs in t 
contest for governor of Michigan. When he entered the Senate the 
democratic bore undisputed sway in this Chamber, having more 
than two-thirds of the entire body. The was led by resolute, 
1 able, uncompromising men, who played for a high stake 
and who played the bold game of those who were willing to cast all 
upon the ard of the die. The party in opposition, to which Mr. 
CHANDLER belonged, was weak in numbers but strong in character, in- 
tellect, and influence. Seward, with his philosophy of optimism, his 
deep study into the 55 of polina forces, and his affluence of 
rhetoric, as its accepted lender. He was upheld and sustained by Sum- 
ner, with his wealth of learning and his burning zeal for the right; by 
Fessenden, less philosophic than Seward, less learned than Sumner, but 
more logical and skilled o fence than either; by W. who in met- 
tle and make-up was a Cromwellian, who, had $o lived in the days 
of the Commonwealth, would have fearlessly followed the Protector 
in the expulsion of an i l parliament, or drawn the sword of the 
Lord and Gideon to smite hip and thigh the Amalekites who appeared . 
anew in the persons of the cavaliers; by Collamer wise and learned, 

are and dignified, a conscript father in look and in fact; by John 

Hale, who never faltered in his devotion to the anti-slavery cause, 
and who had earlier than any of his associates broken his alliance 
with the old parties and given his eloquent voice to the cause of the 
despised Nazarenes; by bull, acute, able, untiring, the first re- 
publican Senator from that great State which has since added so 
much to the grandeur and glory of our history; by HAMLIN, with 
long training, with devoted fidelity, with undaunted courage, who 
came anew to the conflict of ideas with a State behind him, with its 
faith and its force, and who alone of all the illustrious Senate of 1857 
is with us to-day; by Cameron, with wide and varied experience in 
affairs, with consummate tact in the government of ies, whose 
active political life began in the days of Monroe and who, after a 
prolonged and stormy career, still survives by reason of strength at 

‘ourscore, with the strong attachment of his friends, the respect of 
his opponents, the hearty good wishes of all. 

Into association with these men Mr. CHANDLER entered when in 
his forty-fourth year. His influence was felt, and felt powerfully, 
from the first day. A wriler at the time said that the effect of 
CHANDLER’S coming was like the addition of a fresh division of troops 
toan army engaged in a hand-to-hand conflict with an outnumbering 
foe. He encouraged, upheld, inspired, coerced others to do things 
which he could not do himself, but which others could not have done 
without him. His first four years in the Senate were passed in a hope- 
less minority, where a sense of common danger had banished rivalry, 
checked jealousy, toned down ambition, and produced that effective 
harmony and 1 discipline which won the most signal and far- 
renching of all our political victories in the election of Abrabam 
Lincoln to the Presidency. Changed by this triumph and the start- 
ling events which followed into a majority party in the Senate, the 
republicans found many of their oldest and ablest leaders trained 
only to the duties of the minority, and not fitted to assume with 

and efficiency the task of administrative leadership. They 

been so long studying the science of attack that they were awk- 
ward when they felt the need and assumed the responsibility of de- 
fense. They were like some of the British regiments in the campaign 
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of Namur, of whom William of Orange said there was no fortress of 
the French could resist them, and none that was safe in their hands. 

It was from this period that Mr. CHANDLER became more widely 
known tothe whole country—achieving almost at asingle bound what 
we term a national reputation. His defiant attitude in the presence 
of the impending and overwhelming gangir of war; his superb cour- 
age under all the doubts and reverses of that terrible struggle be- 
tween brethren of the same blood; his readiness to do all things, to 
dare all things, to endure all things for the sake of victory to the 
Union; his ardent support of Mr. Lincoln’s administration in every 
war measure which they the ; his quickness to take issue with 
the Administration when he thought a great campaign was about to 
be ruined by what was termed the Fabian policy ; his inspiring pres- 
ence, his bnrning zeal, his sleepless vigilance, his broad sympathies, 
his prompt decision, his patriotism, his crownitg faith in the 
final result, allcombined to give to Mr. CHANDLER a front rank amon, 
those honorable and devoted men who in our war history are entitl 
to stand next to those who led the mighty conflict on the field of battle. 

To portray Mr. CHANDLER’s career for the ten consecutive years 
after the war closed would involve too close a reference to exciting 
questions still in some sense at issue. But in that long period of 
service and in the shorter one that immediately preceded his death, 
those who knew him well could observeaconstant intellectual growth. 
He was fuller and stronger and abler in conference and in debate the 
last year of his life than ever before. He entered the Senate originally 
without any practice in parliamentary discussion. He left it one of 
the most forcible and most fearless antagonists that could be encoun- 
tered in this Chamber. His methods were learned here, He was plain 
and yet ap Fae 1 0 and yet careful; fearless without showing 
bravado. hat he knew, he knew with precision ; the powers he pos- 
sessed were always at his command and he never declined a challenge 
to the lists. Here and now” was his motto, and his entire senatorial 
career and of his life indeed outside seemed guided by that spirit of 
bravery which the greatest of American Senators exhibited, in the 
only boast he ever made, when he quoted to Mr, Calhoun the classic 
detiance: 

Concurritur ; horae 
Momento cita mors venit, aut victoria laeta. 

Mr. CHANDLER’s fame was enlarged as successful administra- 
tion of av important Cabinet position. Called by President Grant to 
the head ci the Interior Department by telegraphic summons, he ac- 
cepted without reluctance and without distrust. His eighteen years 
of positive and uncompromising course in the Senate had borne the 
inevitable fruit of many enmities as well as the rich reward of count- 
less friends. The appointment was severely criticised and unspar- 
ingly condemned by many who,a year later, were sufficiently just 
and magnanimous to withdraw their harsh words and bear rous 
testimony to his executive ability, his painstaking industry, and his 
inflexible integrity; to his admirable talent for thorough organization 
and to his sein a and graceful dispatch of public business. What 
his friends had before known of his character and his capacity the 
chance of a few brief months in an administrative position had 
revealed to the entire country and had placed in history. 

It would not be just even in the generous indulgence conceded to 
eulogy to speak of Mr. CHANDLER as a man without faults. But 
assuredly no enemy, if there be one above his lifeless form, will ever 
say that he had mean faults. They were all on the generous and 
larger side of his nature. In amassing his princely fortune he never 
exacted the pound of flesh; he never ground the faces of the poor; he 
was never eyen harsh to an honest debtor unable to pay. His wealth 
came to him through his own great ability, devoted with unremit- 
ting industry for a third of a century to honorable trade in that 
enlarging, ever-expanding region, whose capacities and resources he 
was among the earliest to foresee and to appreciate. 

To his friends Mr. CHANDLER was devotedly true. Like Colonel 
Benton, he did not use the word “friend” lightly and without mean- 
ing. Nor did he ever pretend to be friendly to a man whom he did not 
like. He never dissembled, To describe him in the plain and vigor- 
ous Saxon which he spoke himself—he was a true friend, a hard hitter, 
an honest hater. 

In that inner circle of home life, sacred almost from reference, Mr. 
CHANDLER was chivalric in devotion, inexhaustible in affection, and 
Sy happy in all his relations, Whatever of sternness there 
was in his character, whatever of roughness in his demeanor, what- 
ever of irritability in his temper, were one and all laid aside when 
he sat at his own hearthstone, or dispensed graceful and generous hos- 
pitality to unnumbered guests. There he was seen at his best, and 
there his friends best love to recall him. As Burke said of Lord 
Keppel, he was a wild stock of pride on which the tenderest of hearts 
had grafted the milder virtues. 

A sage whose words have comforted many generations of men tells 
us that when death comes every one can see its deplorable and griey- 
ous side—only the wise can see causes for reconcilement. Let us be 
wise to-day and celebrate the memory of a man who stood on the 
confines of age without once feeling its weakness or realizing its de- 
cay; who passed sixty-six years in this world without losing a single 
day of mental activity or physical strength; who had a business 
career of great len and unbroken prosperity ; who had attained in 

mblic life a fourth election to the Senate of the United States, an 
onor enjoyed by fewer men in the Republic than even its Chief 
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3 and who strengthening with his years stood higher in the 
regard of his coun „stronger with his constituency, neaser to 
his friends, and dearer to his kindred, at the close of his career than 
on any preceding day of his eventful life. 


Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, Illinois by the side of her sister State 
(Michigan) mourns with her the loss of her honored son. No lan 
of mine will be sufficiently eloquent to portray in fitting terms the loss 
we all feel in the death of so noble and patriotic a man as was our 
brother Senator. 

Twenty years ago, sir, in this city I made his acquaintance. We 
then differed in our political theories, but, sir, there was an indeserib- 
able something that attracted me and caused me to like the man. 
During the great rebellion against this Government we became bet- 
ter acquainted and better friends, and from that time up to his death 
nothing had ever marred our kindly relations. I learned to admire 
him more and more as I knew him better. No man could kaow him 
well without having great respect and admiration for him. 

To describe him merely as an ordinary man would be to do his record 
and memory great injustice. To say that he was a very great man, 
in the sense in which that term is generally understood, might be con- 
sidered fulsome praise; but, sir, if greatness consists in the accom- 
plishment of honest pu , he was truly great. The sixty-six years 
that have passed over his head were to him replete with honor and 
prosperity. On whateverline he moved he achieved a triumph. Phys- 
ically, he was a model of stalwart mold; his mental structure was 
strong and vigorous; in energy he was not a laggard in anything in 
which he engaged. He was a thinker, however crude he may have 
been in speech. He was bold in his expressions and manly in his 
utterances ; his powers of organization and combination were unsur- 
passed. Those who may have found themselves in opposition to him 
on any line, political or otherwise, can well attest this fact. 

He was not only aman of thought, but of action; he was generons, 
kind, true, and faithful; his bosom welled up and overflowed with the 
milk of human kindness; his heart was large enough to embrace 
within its 1 thies all classes; his watchword ever was liberty and 
protection to all. He was a patriot in the broadest sense in which 
that term isunderstood. During his country’s severest trials his serv- 
ices in her behalf in giving aid and encoun: nt to the people of 
his own State and in the councils of the nation by his bold and fear- 
less course were great. When the storm of secession was fiercest he 
was boldest; as trials came he rose with the e ing & in the dark- 
est wgn he was one of the most steadfast stars. Sir, he was by.nat- 
ure a leader and controller of men, possessing ail the necessary qual- 
ities that would have fitted him for a great field-marshal, the energy, 
the boldness, the judgment, the decision, the co , With the ea- 
pacity for action and council. He was the builder of his own fortunes, 
and the molder of his own sentiments, a man, sir, true and steadfast 
to his friends, and one who never asked or begged quarter from an 
enemy. Yet he was just at all times to friend and foe. His frank- 
ness and freedom of 3 at times gave offense, when by a dif- 
ferent course he might have made his pathway smoother, but he chose 
to be candid and honest. By this manly course (as is frequently the 
case) he became the subject of much criticism and vituperation from 
a class of people that constantly revel in calumny. But, sir, he moved 
on in his upright course, as became a man of worth, so that before his 
death he had through the mist and clouds of detraction and 
stood out from among and above them in the full brightness of a glo- 
rious vindication. 

The that men do, lives after them ; 
VVV 

But, sir, in the case of the deceased Senator his good deeds were so 
vividly marked that they will live after him in imperishable glory, 
while the mistakes he may have made (those construed into evi 
were of such insignificance that they will soon be lost in the great 
ocean of forgetfulness. 

But, sir, in ing this tribute to his memory, I do mot choose to 
speak of his different official acts. I prefer to leave that duty to 
others, and to let the history of his country speak of these, along with 
the ages as they pass. His official record, as a whole, is a grand one, 
and requires no barren eulogy at my hands. 

Mr. President, on the last day of his life, in company with one other 
gentleman, I came with him from Janesville, Wisconsin, to Chicago. 
He was apparently in excellent health. On the way once he com- 
plained of slight indigestion. At about twelve o’clock I left him at 
the Grand Pacific Hotel. About five o’clock that afternoon I called 
at his room, and found him then in exceedingly good spirits and look- 
ing in fine condition. At 7.30 he went to McCormick’s Hall. There 
I sat by his side on the s . At about eight o'clock he was intro- 
duced by the president of the Young Men's Auxiliary Club [ Mr, Col- 
lier] to a grand audience com of ladies and gentlemen. 

e commenced slowly, but warmed up with his subject until he 
became so eloquent and forcible in his language and illustrations 


that the audience, in the midst of his speech, arose with one accord 
and gave three cheers. No orator during an address in the city of 
Chicago ever received more marked attention or greys * 
He created an enthusiasm that carried all along with it like the rush- 
ing force of a mighty storm. This, sir, was the grandest triumph of 
his life, and he felt it to be so. 

He stood forth before that grand audience like a giant, and with 
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full-volumed voice spoke like a Webster or a Douglas. His words 
were well chosen ; his sentences terse and complete, abounding in wit, 
humor, and happy local hits; his logic came like hot shot in the din 

of battle, crashing through the oaks of the forest. One of his last 
sentences still rings in my ears, “Shut up your stores, shut up your 
manufactories, and go to work for your country.” The effect of this 
last speech of Senator CHANDLER was electrical; its influence is still 
felt among the business men of eee: The mimp adjourned 
with great demonstrations in favor of the speaker. He left the hall 
and went directly to his room and soon retired to rest. 7 

The next morning I was sitting with my family at breakfast, in 
the Palmer House; a gentleman came into the dining-room in t 
haste and spoke to me, saying, “LoGan, your friend is dead—found 
in his room dead.” } p 

Bir, I arose and bowed my head ; my heart was filled with grief 
and sorrow. I repaired at once to the room occupied by the Senator 
in the Grand Pacific Hotel, and there, sir, he lay, in the cold andicy 
embrace of death. ; : 

Yes, sir, dead! He is gone from us. We will hear him no more; 
his voice is hushed in silence forever. In his room, no one being 

resent with him, in the tnay and solemn gloom of the night, he 
Bad passed from life unto deat , and in such a peaceful manner that 
the angel of death must have whispered the message so softly and 
ntly that he knew not his coming: But, sir, what a shock it was 
to the living. As the fall of the stalwart oak causes a trembling in 
the surrounding forest, so did the fall of Senator CHANDLER cause 
the tender chords of the hearts of this people to vibrate with the 
tender touch of armas? everywhere. 

Sir, the day after his death we took his remains from this lonely 
chamber to his home in Detroit, and there, in the midst of his grief- 
stricken family, gently laid them down. A deep, mournful silence 
hung heavily over-the old family mansion. 

One unbroken gloom seemed to rest on the clustered trees, where 
the feathered songsters in spring-time had cheered the happy family 
with notes of sweetest music. The wintry chill from the snow-blasts 
without was but a faint type of the deep sadness which hung like a 
pall over every heart. Even the sighing wind that swept around in 
its saddened wail seemed to chant a requiem for the departed Sen- 
ator. Well might his friends weep at their own as well as their coun- 
try’s loss. Indeed, he was a man of whom all may speak in praise, 
and upon whose bier all may drop the tear of sorrow. When earth 
received him she took to her bosom one of her manly sons, and when 
paradise bade his spirit come a noble one entered there, 

Mr. President, time brings lessons that teach us that hope does not 
perish when the stars of life refuse pes to give light. 

The death of our brother Senator and those still closely following 
him, should constantly warn us of the fact, that we are traveling to 
“the undiscovered country, from whose bourn no traveler returns.” 
Tis true the grave in its silence gives forth no voice, nor whispers of 
the morrow, but there is a voice baras npon the lips of the mornin. 
zephyrs, that lets falla whisper, quickening the heart with a knowl- 

edge that there is an abode beyond the tomb. Sir, our lamps are 
burning now, some more brightly than others; some shed their light 
from the mountain’s top, others from the lowly vales ; but let us so 
trim them that they may all burn with equal brilliancy when re- 
lighted in our mansions beyond the mysterious river. 

fondly hope, sir, that there we will again meet our departed friend. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, the manly features which stood 
forth in the character of our d associate, like those of his com- 
manding person, were so round and fall, so distinctly 8 
that they could not fail to give the same impression to all observers. 
and hence our tributes to-day may wear the aspect of photographs of 
the same figure, with merely variations of posture. After the elo- 
quent full-length representations already supplied, I shall only briefly 
point out what I have learned to consider as among the distinctivo 
characteristics of that life and form which lately gave such robust 
assurance of length of days, but which, to our sorrow, has been swiftly 
summoned, as we all soon must be, to that world of light and hope 
where the weary are at rest. 

Tke late Senator CHANDLER, as all may know, was born in the 
southeastern border of New Ham „a region which has been 
wondrously fruitful of distinguished statesmen whose fortune it was 
to be sent here and long retained as Senators from other and more 
populous States. Among these eminent men were Webster and Wil- 
son from Massachusetts, Dix from New York, Chase from Ohio, Grimes 
from Iowa, and Cass from Michigan, who was superseded by him 
whose decease we now lament. These men, going where they would, 
were sure to leave their “ foot-prints on the sands of time,” and were 
never less than the peers of the foremost men in this body, of which 
Mr. CHANDLER was so recently a conspicuous member, dear to us and 
to his own people 

As one of the pioneers of Michigan, his ambition was, through 
sterling integrity and unflinching resolution, to grasp business on a 
comprehensive scale, and he, with others, made Detroit, from a small 
town, a commercial sepa gem thoroughly equipped to meet the 
wants of trade in a tand rapidly growing State. From the start 
he never underrated the magnificence of western prairies or western 
forests, nor their present or prospective power, and there he found a 
congenial home. 


Upon his first entrance into this Chamber he brought with him the 
same invincible energy that had crowned a successful mercantile 
career. Having led a busy life, with daily i, eee through ex- 


tensive observation, to acquire knowledge, he was already a man of 
affairs, whose ripened judgment commanded respect, and, among 
measures he was not slow to fix upon the possible best rather than the 
doubtful, or, among men, to select the competent rather than the in- 
competent. When he would lead, he boldly marched in front, nor 
sought to elude the fire of adversaries. Wasting no time in the con- 
sideration of the rubbish born of ill-starred experiments, magic-lan- 
tern illusions, or incomprehensible theories, he aimed with fearless 
self-reliance at once to reach sure-footed, solid-sense conclusions, 
shirking neither work nor danger, and bringing both the strength 
and courage which he so often found to triumph over all difficulties. 

For many years in the Senate he was chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce—no other so long—and conducted its business with 
unflagging fidelity and praiseworthy economy. An instance of the 
latter occurred when a bill, reported by him for river and harbor 
improvements, had been overloaded here with many prodigal addi- 
tions, and, rather than to bear the responsibility of an overgrown 
expenditure, he helped to kill the original offspring of his own com- 
mittee, by a vote to table the bill. That year no appropriation was 
made for such objects, and, if there was any log-rolling greed, it re- 
ceived a check. 

Mr. CHANDLER was intensely loyal to the Republic—not to a sham, 
nor to “such stuff as dreams are made of“ —but to a sovereignty 
under organic law, able and ready to give back to its citizens some 
thing in return for all services demanded. He would have been 
ashamed of a weak, spineless, and rickety republic, or one on any 
Spanish American pattern, having no iron in its blood, and ready to 
break down at the first hostile pronunciamento; but he was proud 
of that which stands forth t both in peace and war, and by its 
regard for law and order, by its devotion to human rights, by its 
adherence to every pledge of public faith, by its matchless march of 
freedom and its progressive spirit, has also shown itself worthy to 
a at protect, with an imperishable vitality, the American con- 

ent. 

The attitude of foreign nations during the late rebellion could not 
fail to be watched by our people, as it was by Senator CHANDLER, 
with constant solicitude, not- whatever that attitude might have 
been—as throwing any doubt upon the final triumph of the Union 
arms, but as a Sarge cand which at times threatened to prolong a 
bloody contest and to multiply its griefs. Our Republic, it is not to 
be concealed, had few hearty friends among the monarchs and oli- 

hs of Europe, but we now know that the Queen of Great Britain, 
spite of the sinister advice of Napoleon the Villain, was wiser and 
less unfriendly than any of her colonies, or than some of her minis- 
ters, who vainly hoped to gain untold 8 by breaking up 
the American Government into smaller and possibly less formidable 
proportions. Senator CHANDLER, however, never laking audacity 
to defend the national life at all „was one of those who did 
not believe the United States were any too large, and he had an abid- 
ing faith that its power would always be growing larger. His home 
confronted the western gateway to a large, but not invalnerable, 
British province, and he was wont to be impatient—genial as was his 
natural temperament—that the government of a t and kindred 
ple, bound to us also by paramount commercial interests, should 
insuch a crisis take a hostile or even a doubtful position, which he 
thought would have been most carefully if not fraternally avoided, 
por ded our forces by land and sea had not been supposed to be 
lly employed against those to whom “ belligerent rights” had been 
wrongly conced Senator CHANDLER’S repeated denunciations of 
the primarily nsible porty to the piratical raids of the Ala- 
bama and Shenandoah were lond and unstinted, and he insisted that, 
for these and other national wrongs, we held a valid lien upon the 
Canadas to be enforced at our will and pleasure. He gave utterance 
in the white heat of the strife to some rather angry philippics, but 
the gentle sway of the Queen saved our ple from any attempt to 
show, as no doubt many were eager to show, that there was method 
in the Senator's madness. As chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce, he could not look with composure upon the capture of Amer- 
ican ships, nor upon their forced transfer to escape capture, and he 
resented the foul blow by which the ancient mistress of the ocean 
ap to profit. 

f, then, he showed some bitterness to foreigners whose sympathies 
were openly against us during the war, we may not wonder at, and 
should pardon, his profounder indignation that any one of his own 
countrymen, without provocation, should have been so dead to patriot- 
ism as to be willing that the nation should perish, or to forget that 

This is my own, my native land. 
For a violent and bloody rebellion, against a government wholly free 
and popular, any tolerance seemed to him too much and any chas- 
tisement too little. But it was the rectification of national authority 
he sought—not personal vengeance. 

In 1875, soon after a protracted service of eighteen years in the 
United States Senate, covering great epochs and crises in eur history, 
he was appointed, by President Grant, Secretary of the Department 
of the Interior—a Department of the government Which, perhaps, 
through its multifarious branches, is more than any other directly seen 
and felt by the people. The Patent, Pension, Land and Indian Bu- 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


567 


Teaus—to say nothing of the educational and census dependencies— 
each and require the perpetual and vigilant supervision of the 
Secretary, and it may be raid that no other Department is more ex- 
posed to public criticism or to private suspicion; but when Mr. CHAND- 
LER entered this new and untried field of duties, he at the outset 
exhibited his mastery by organizing every branch of the service upon 
“business principles,” and thus its vast machinery, reaching to our 
remotest boundaries, moved without noise and without friction. The 
confidence of the people, in the 3 and efficieney of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, became complete, and, when the Secretary left 
the office, he had, as an executive officer, largely advanced a reputa- 
tion already national. 

At our last session he reappeared here, returned for the fourth time, 
in his senatorial character, but alas! only to remain long enough to 
show to him the unending attachmeut of his people—to us the brit- 
tleness of human life. 

Along with a stalwart frame, he carried a stalwart will, and was 
blessed with that outspoken decision of character which leans not to 
the right nor left to obtain support. Physically and mentally he was 
muscular, and, if he could have been vain of anything, as he was not, 
it might have been asan athlete. He never complained of overwork, 
whether that work was official, or on the stump, on the “ conduct of 
the war,” or on the conduct of his model farm, which for some years 
had most engaged his affections and fully justified his pride. Notun- 
mindful of the rank won and worn as a merchant, nor of the honor 
he kept bright as a Senator, he yet at heart and at home preferred to 
be kown as a great farmer, and assuch, with all the rest added, he will 
be en and long remembered by the people of the State he loved 
so well. 

Senator CHANDLER was a partisan, never a neutral, but a repub- 
lican of the straitest sect. By no free-trade tariff would he build up 
foreign trade on a degraded people, nor build up a gambling home 
trade on money intrinsically unsound. He was a staunch friend of 
internal improvements, and on such questions as the equality of man 
before the law, land for the landless, schools for the illiterate, he 
might almost be styled a Hebrew of the Hebrews. He believed in 
republican men and measures, and so believed because to him they 
were nothing less than the custodians and sure promises of the honor 
and prosperity of thecountry. His opinions, based upon full and life- 
long convictions, were stoutly held, and did not ebb and flow with 
every orange of the moon. He was not a frequent speaker in the 
Senate, and his wit never got blunted by having too fine a point, but 
when he did speak, having something to say, his words were so hearty 
and straightforward that neither friend nor foe could deny their ring- 
ing tors or misinterpret their meaning. 

everclaiming the glittering refinements or eloquence of the schools, 
nor trying to escape oblivion by rhetoric, yet his aid as a 3 
speaker was widely sought, and the remarkable speech, delivered by 
him on the evening destined to be his last upon earth, may be cited 
as an example of his vigor, pungency, and effectiveness as a political 
orator. 

And thus we bid adieu to a strong man, to a true and loyal spirit, 
to him whose 1 devotion to his whole country was only 
comparable to the tender love he bore in all his relations as a son, 
husband, and father. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the man whose obsequies are now being 
celebrated in the august halls of the Capitol was one of the extraor- 
dinary characters of American history. 

His career from the hearthstone to the tomb was one of singular 
individuality and power. It was one constant and successful strug- 
gle between 255 native forces marshaled by an heroic and aggres- 
sive soul, and every form of opposition to his personal advancement 
and to the purposes of a patriotic public life, yet he never encoun- 
tered an obstacle which he did not destroy. He was over all mortal 
combatants conqueror, until on the very summit of victory, at the 
close of a stern and incessant warfare prolonged for nearly seven 
years, with his eye still burning like the eagle’s, and his arm sti 
raised in mighty action, Death killed him as with a feather, and the 
commanding form was forever still; the strong intellect, the storm- 
compelling will, and imperial soul vanished from sublunary affairs. 
‘There was not even a 3 suggestion, the tinkling of a serv- 
ore bell; not one lifted finger of friendship, not one parting tear 
or love. 

When shall the promise of inspiration be fulfilled? When shall 
Death, the last enemy, be himself destroyed? In this presence God 
alone is great. 

ZACHARIAH CHANDLER was & son of New Hampshire, and the State 
which even in these latter days has given to the country someof the 
greatest men of modern or of any times—among them Cass, and Hale, 
and Wilson, and Chase, and the colossal genius of Webster—is proud 
to add his name to the long list of her heroes, philanthropists, and 
statesmen. Born and nurtured among the grand and beautiful scenes 
of mountain, valley, lake, and stream which have given to New 
Hampshire the name of the Switzerland of America, Mr. CHANDLER 
felt from childhood that his fature lay in the vast possibilities of the 
West; that there alone was room for the energy and enterprise of his 
unfolding powers, and that he must consecrate his strong arm and 
his sagacious, indomitable, and freedom-loving soul to the develop- 
ment of the great central region of the Republic. At the age of nine- 


teen years he departed from Bedford, near Manchester, the home of 
his youth, where still abound affectionate memories of his marked 


ualities indicative of the coming man, and planted himself on the 
shores of the t lake which constitutes the focus of our inland 
commerce, and which has given its name to one of the happiest and 
most powerful of American Commonwealths. There during forty-six 
years, comprising the most remarkable period of our domestic devel- 
opment and, I think, of our national history, ZACHARIAH CHAND: 
more than any other of her citizens, was the State of Michigan; an 
during the last twenty-five years, with but few exceptions, as much 
8 any other one man, he has shaped the destinies of the United 

tates. 

While for one-fourth of a century he was a conspicuous figure in 
public affairs, Ido not deny that others may have filled a larger space 
in the gazettes, and a few—a very few—may have been more impor- 
tant factors in the course of events. Yet I know not of ten men in his 

neration who, in my belief, have furnished so much of courage and 
fidelity; of will-power and ag iveness, tempered by discretion 
and common sense; of stanch and granitic consecration to convie- 
tions; of deep, unvarying purpose, which defied calamity and laughed 
at vicissitude; of staying and recu eating porer in adversity as 
well as of tremendous ene: in the hour of decisive action, as the 
man to whose memory this brief hour is given. 

Mr. CHANDLER was sometimes considered harsh in his feelings 
toward political opponents, and notably toward a section of our 
common country whose people were specially identified with polit- 
ical principles which he rejected, and an institution which it was 
one of the great purposes of his life to destroy. But never bəat 
gentler heart in the breast of woman. His blood coursed in molten 
tides of hate toward every appearance of wrong, and of love for every 
portion of his country and for all mankind. His giant form and 
rugged outlines were the home of one of the most magnanimous 
natures I ever knew. His eyes were full of tears for every form of 
distress; his hand was full of relief. His life is a record of unobtru- 
sive and unselfish good deeds. 

He was a radical, but a radical is the only true conservative. He 
had plowed deep, and he knew the fundamental agi gory of things. 
He knew that principles never temporize, no matter what those ma; 
do who profess them; that they are exacting and inexorable, an 
utterly regardless of the state of the vote or the count, whether fair 
or false; that they cannot be waived or violated or suppressed or con- 
ciliated. He knew, and what he knew he felt, that principles will 
always have their day in court, and that against us or our children 
God will give them judgment and execution and satisfaction thereof 
to the uttermost farthing for their every violation. He had seen 
death and destruction, the fell officers of eternal justice, abroad in 
the land levying upon the very life of our own generation the tre- 
mendous damages which three centuries of outraged humanity had 
recovered against this nation, and he knew that, unless the present 
and future should conform absolutely to the eternal principles of 
right and do impartial justice to the feeblest human being within 
our borders, tears and woe and death will pay for it to the last frac- 
tion of our treasure and the last drop of our blood. Therefore was 
he stalwart ; therefore did be grieve over the vanities of conciliation 
when he thought that principles elementary and sacred were sc- 
rificed in the vain hope that peace would come from their violation; 
that God would be mocked out of his intelligence and purposes, 
and permit the tiniest child to be robbed of the smallest right with 
pay prec He felt that the nation and the statesman who temporize 
and tamper with principles are playing with the hottest fire of Heav- 
en’s wrath, and that there is no true conservatism which does not 
consist in the most radical application of immutable justice to every 
race and individual among men. 

Mr. CHANDLER was only radical against what he understood to be 
wrong. He distinguished between the wrong and the wrong-doer. 
While he hated the former he would rescue the latter, who is as 
often a victim asana r. His war was upon systems and policies, 
not upon individuals and communities. 

He was as anxious for the prosperity and happiness and as jealous 
of the renown of the South as of the North. He was great and broad, 
and would have been beloved by Washington and Madison and Jef- 
ferson and by the whole family of patriots who worshipped the prin- 
ciples of the great Declaration which they promulgated, and who 
“trembled for their country when they remembered that God is just.” 

It may be said of him that he was a strong partisan. This is only 
to praise him. The man who is not a partisan is without convic- 
tions, or if he has convictions he is false tothem. That he was a 
bigot I deny. He was simply and sublimely true. He knew not how 
to 1 or apostatize or “keep the word of promise to our ear, 
and break it to our hope.” In disaster and exigency, amid defection 
and demoralization he became the front because he was always in 
the advance, and, wherever others might go, he never fell back. No- 
body and nothing dismayed him. He was like a living rock on the 
eternal battle line between right and wrong. There he stood “fixed 
like a tower“ for support in onset, for shelter and for rally in repulse 
and despair. 

He was not more ultra than others, but he was more steadfast and 
courageously true to his cause. He only went with them to the fall 
length of their common belief and professions—but there he staid. 
His action was not that of mercury in long-tubed thermometers, ris- 
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ing and falling with the weather of expediency, but he found the line 
as Pose he belon and he fought it out there—not only if it took all 
summer, but all winter and all time. 

And so it was that he expired in the hour of his greatest usefulness, 
while he was once more rallying the host and the most vital litical 
truths, as he understood them and as the fathers of the Republic un- 
derstood them, were echoing from his lips on the midnight air of the 
Queen City by the lakes. And still 


Their echoes roll from soul to soul 
And grow forever and forever, 


His career is a rare illustration of the excellence of our institutions. 
It is full of hope to every struggling, brave-hearted youth who feels 
conscious of noble purpose and inherent power. 

ZACHARIAH CHANDLER was a patriot, a statesman, and an honest 
man. He was of God’s noblest work. In such case ` 

"Tis not so difficult to die. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I desire to add 
my tribnte to one who fora much longer time than the majority 
of Senators was a member of this body. ZACHARIAH CHANDLER 
was four times chosen by his adopted State to represent her in the 
Senate. Few have been honored so frequently. This alone would 
be sufficient to say of him in pronouncing his eulogy, for no man 
need desire higher praise than to have said of him that he spent one- 
third of his entire life in faithful public service. That such service 
was rendered by Mr. CHANDLER we all know. That he was appre- 
ciated by his people, none can deny who witnessed the evidences of 
sadness that were portrayed upon the countenances of thousands 
of his constituents as the last sad rites were being paid to his mem- 

. Inall that has been said here of his patriotism nothing has 
been uttered that ought not to have been, for nothing more can be 
said of him than he deserved. Michigan has lost a brave, faithful, 
honest representative, and her people may well mourn. 

I did not expect to do so, nor can I add one word to that which has 
been spoken that would be worthy of him. I merely desired to 
place my words, crude and simple as they are, alongside of those 
more worthy and a propriate addresses which have been placed upon 
the records of the Beastie in memory of one with whom I served both 
in the Cabinet and in the Senate, and who in all the relations of life, 
both public and private, was my friend. 


Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. President, it is with feelings of painful sen- 
sibility that I add my tribute to what has already uttered, and 
these are deeply intensified when I recall the unbroken friendship 
which for more than forty years existed between the late Senator 
CHANDLER and myself. 

Born and amid the hills of a New England State that has 

iven to the country many distinguished statesmen, his character 


1 paor of the spot of his nativity. 

Hise ucational AAA were confined to the studies of the 
common school and the country academy of those days. The wise 
and efficient use he made of them is abundantly demonstrated in the 
honorable record of his life. 

While yet a youth, stimulated by a laudable ambition, he sought a 
wider, a more promising sphere than the circumscribed boundaries 
of his home afforded. e expanding West, with its great possibili- 
ties, beckoned him to its inviting fields. Bidding adieu to the home 
of his childhood he removed to Detroit, then bnt little more than a 
military on the frontier of civilized life. Before 7 hia 
majority he established a mercantile business, carrying into his daily 
life those habits of industry and frugality which he had been taught 
and which were illustrated in all his subsequent career, 

He kad started in life with the unwavering determination to make 
no compromise of principle. In this he was as firm as the granite 
hills of his native State. Success was his motto; but it must be at- 
tained through industry and integrity alone. From this purpose he 
never swerved, and during a business life of many years, marked by 
the vicissitudes which are inseparable from commercial pursuits, his 
reputation was spotless. 

nder the principles which Mr. CHANDLER bronght to his daily 
avocations he rea his reward, not alone in abundant wealth, but 
in the well-earned confidence which the people of Michigan placed 
in his high capability and character. 

Coupled with an earnest devotion to the demands of a business 
steadily enlarging, he took a deep interest in the political and other 
questions of the day. From his boyhood he had displayed that quick- 
ness of comprehension and sterling common sense, that intuitive 
knowledge of men and things, which were of so great service to him 
in those after years when, called from the pursuits of a mercantile 
life, he was invested with duties and responsibilities grave and na- 
tional in their character. 

At an early day, and at a time when the political party with which 
he was identified was in a minority, he had been chosen mayor of 
Detroit. In this his first official position he displayed executive abil- 
ities and those qualifications needful in the exalted stations he after- 
ward so ably filled. 

Nominated in 1852 as the candidate of the whig party for governor, 
he made his first appearance as a political speaker in a vigorous can- 
vass of the State, but failed of an election. 

An anti-slavery whig from principle, opposed to oppression in every 


form, he took a prominent and efficient part in the organization of 
the republican party in 1854, devoting the best energies of his after 
life in promoting its success. 

In 1857 he was chosen by the Legislature to represent Michigan in 
this body. His immediate predecessor was that distinguished Sen- 
ator, Cabinet minister, diplomat, and scholar, General Lewis Cass. 
Called as Mr. CHANDLER was from an active commercial life without 

revious training, to take the place of this eminent man, whose lon 

fe had been spent in the public service, there were those who e 
his success, but those doubts were speedily dispelled. In the Senate 
Chamber, as in every station he was called upon to fill, he never 
failed to prove himself equal to the duties which devolved upon him. 

It is not needful for me to speak particularly of his career in the 
Senate, of the conspicuous position he occupied, and the influence he 
exerted in this body. That has already been done by his associates 
who so well knew and appreciated the excellence of his judgment 
and the earnestness with which his duties were discharged. But I 
may say that the eighteen years of his continuous service was the 
most eventful period in the history of the country. The stability of 
the Constitution and the very existence of the Government were put 
to their severest test. An irrepressible conflict existed in the national 
Legislature and throughout the land; the sovereignty of the Union 
was threatened. During the dark years of civil war which followed, 
the unceasing earnestness with which all his powers were devoted to 
sustain the administration in its efforts for the preservation of the 
Republic are too well known, too deeply engraved in the hearts of 
the people, to need more than a passing notice. In all these hours 
of gloom and sorrow, in all the vicissitudes of victory and defeat, in 
all the demands that were made on the blood, the treasure, and the 
patriotism of the people, he never faltered in his convictions of duty, 
or of the triumph of the flag, and the full restoration of the power 
and unity of the Government. 

There is one thing in the senatorial career of Mr. CHANDLER to 
which Z may refer. While he was identified with all the leading meas- 
ures of Con he was untiring in his devotion to the interests of 
Michigan and the great Northwest. His promptness in aiding the 
citizens of his State without distinction of creed or party was prover- 
bial. His zeal and fidelity in this particular were as broad as the 
Commonwealth that had so gladly honored him. It was this which 
added so largely to his popularity at home; and his warmest friends 
were found alike in all parties. 

Called by President Grant to the Secretaryship of the Interior, he 
assumed the duties of this perplexing bureau, W a tact, an 
energy, and an executive ability that surprised even those who knew 
him best. With clear head and stout heart, prevailing evils were 
stamped out with unfaltering courage. With an unswerving purpose 
he brought order ont of confusion, infusing new life into the various 
branches of the Department, and clearly demonstrated that the public 
service can be successfully accomplished by bringing to its aid un- 
flinching integrity and vigorous common sense. 

At the close of the administration of President Grant, Mr. CHAND- 
LER returned to his home and to private life. Popular fallacies upon 
the subject of the currency had been widely disseminated ; Michigan 
was not exempt from the contagion. These were to be met with argu- 
ment and the delusions dispelled. It was then that he relinquished 
his plans for recreation and an anticipated foreign trip, and again 
buckling on his armor, with his accustomed energy, he led the van in 
a decisive and victorious battle for honest money. 

There are but few leaders of men; Mr. CHANDLER was cay. one 
of the few. For more than a quarter of a century he had been a faith- 
ful servant of the people. In 1878 he was again returned to the Sen- 
ate, and he brought with him the same unceasing devotion to his 
State and his country that had ever characterized his public life. His 
voice again heard in the Senate Chamber had no uncertain sound, 
and was echoed to the ends of the land. 

During the autumnal months of the year which has just closed, 
Mr. CHANDLER was almost constantly occupied in addressing lar, 
assemblies of the people, in various sections of the country, on the 
political topics of the day. In arousing and retaining the interest of 
an audience, few men possess his magnetic power. In these, his later 
efforts, he seemed to display new en and power, achieving a re- 
markable reputation as a most effective public speaker. His fame 
and his popularity were at their zenith. his life been spared, it 
is more than probable that the representatives from the State he had 
so long and so faithfully served would, with one voice have presented 
hia name n their first choice for the most exalted position in the gift 
of the people. 

On the evening of the last day of October he addressed the people 
of Chicago, And never had hespoken more acceptably. Making his 
arrangements to return to his home the next day, he retired to his 
room, and, after pleasant converse with friends, at the midnight 
hour he lay down to rest. It was that peaceful rest which shall 
FENAN Nu ian until the archangel's trump shall be heard at the 
great A 5 

1 eee speak particularly of Mr. CHANDLER’s domestic life, or 
of his warm attachment to those who made up his home circle. We 
have to speak of him as a friend, a citizen, a public man. Strong in 
his convictions, stalwart in his opinions, and fearless in their avowal, 
there was no bitterness in his nature: all his tendencies were to the 
genial side of life. 
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Friend of my youth, companion of my manhood and of my maturer 
years, farewell! Strong in the defense of right, true in friendship 


and unsullied in integrity, may we who = linger be imitators of 
those traits which ennobled your life and have engraved your name 
upon the imperishable pages of your country’s history. 

Mr. President, I move the adoption of the pending resolutions. 
; spe VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 

utions. 

The resolutions were agreed to unanimously ; and (at two o'clock 

and forty-six minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, January 28, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


WALTER D. PLOWDEN. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I find by the Recorp that during my 
absence from the city, on motion of Mr. Dz La Matyr, by unanimous 
consent, leave was granted to withdraw from the files of the House 
the papers in the case of Walter D. Plowden, there being no adverse 
report thereon. I desire to state that the committee have investi- 
re these papers, and are now ready to make a report in the case. 

therefore ask unanimous consent that the former order df the House 
be vacated. 

The SPEAKER, The truth is, in many cases of this sort where 
papas are withdrawn the Chair does not inquire into the motive ; 

ut the effect of the withdrawal is to preyon a report on the case. 
The rule requires that the consent of the committee having charge 
of the matter should be obtained before the papers are withdrawn, 
but by unanimous consent the ruleis vacated. The Chair thinks that 
the new rules will remedy this abuse. 

The Chair revokes as far as he can with the consent of the House 
the order for the withdrawal of these papers, for the reason stated by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin that the committee are now ready to 
report on the case, and if the papers are withdrawn, of course it de- 
prives the committee of that power. 


SAN ANTONIO AND MEXICAN BORDER RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. SHELLEY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals, reported back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. 
No. 2967) to authorize the Secretary of War to contract with the San 
Antonio and Mexican Border Railroad Company for the immediate 
construction of a railroad from San Antonio to a point on the Rio 
Grande at or near the town of Laredo, for the purpose of establishing 
a postal and military highway from the United States military head- 

uarters at San Antonio, Texas, to the Mexican border; and moved 

t the bill and amendments be printed, and recommitted to the 

Cmmittee on Railways and Canals, not to be brought back on a mo- 
tion to reconsider. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EDGAR HUSON. 

Mr. WARD, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Patents, 
197 back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 
182) for the relief of Edgar Huson, and moved that it be recommitted 
to the Committee on Patents, not to be brought back on a motion to 
reconsider, and that the accompanying report be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS, 

Mr. CARPENTER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3969) for the protection of settlers on the public lands of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT H. MILLER. 

Mr. CARPENTER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 3970) 5 pension to Robert H. Miller, of Portland- 
ville, county of Plymouth, State of Iowa; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

DWIGHT o. BOOTH. 

Mr. BURROWS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3971) granting a pension to Dwight O. Booth, late private Sec- 
ond Michigan Artillery; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HENRY HOFFMANN, 

Mr. POEHLER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3972) for the relief of Henry Hoffman; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


MICHAEL GRANERY AND OTHERS. 
On motion of Mr. ROBERTSON, by unanimous consent, the bill 
S. No. 695) for the relief of Michael Granery, Nicholas Wax, and 
oliere Lange was taken from the Speaker's table, read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 

Mr. RICHMOND. I ask unanimous consent that Hon. John W. 
Daniel and Hon. Mr. Ellis, of Virginia, members of the present Leg- 
page of Virginia, be granted the privileges of the floor during this 

ay. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 

SITE FOR UNITED STATES NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 

Mr. MORSE. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table for present consideration the bill (S. No. 891) to locate and pur- 
chase a new site for the United States Naval Observatory. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read for information, after which 
objections, if any, will be in order. ° 

he bill was read, as follows: 


Beit ., That a commission be ted to selecta site fora new Naval 
Observatory, the said site to the relative advantages of facility of access 
from the city of Washington, healthfulness, clearness of atmosphere, freedom from 


obstruction for the horizon, and freedom from objectionable vibrations from traffic 
or other canses, with ability to have sufficient water su 2 
The commission shall consist of one member of the Naval Committee, to 


be chosen by the President of the Senate, one member of the House Naval Com- 
mittee, to be chosen by the Speaker of the House, and the Superintendent of the 
Naval Observatory. 
Sec. 2. That the sum of $75,000, or as much thereof as may ben „18 
sum is reserved for incidental expenses 


ecessary, 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropria 
to es Be Ln said site; but $5, 000 of said ke 

selecting said site, and for detailed drawings, plans, and estimates for said new 
observatory. But no money shall be paid for said site until the 22 
man have given a favorable opinion as to the sufficiency of the title of said selected 


te. 

Sec. 3. That upon selection of a site for said observatory by said commission, 
they shall their action to the President, who shall direct the Secretary of the 
Navy to make the purchase of such site, taking title thereto in the name of the 
United States. 

13 1 Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bi 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken from the Speaker's 
table and read a first and second time. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to offer an amendment. I ask the Clerk 
to read again that portion of the bill which states the questions to 
be considered by the commission. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That a commission be appointed to select a site for a new Naval Observatory, 
the said site to possess the relative advantages of facility of access from the city 
of Washington, healthfulness, clearness of atmosphere, freedom from obstruction 
for the horizon, and freedom from objectionable vibrations from trafic or other 
causes, with ability to have suficient water supply. 

Mr. CONGER. I offer the following amendment to come in after 
the words“ Naval Observatory :” 


If practicable to be upon an even degree of longitude west of Greenwich, and. 


The present observatory is not located on an even degree; and 
there are fractional calculations to be made in reducing all the obser- 
vations for the United States to Greenwich longitude. Iam informed 
that a very slight difference of location at some point around this 
city will bring the observatory exactly upon an even degree of ee 
tude west of e and it is very important that, if possible, 
that be done. 

Mr. MORSE. Ihave no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. IfI understand the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, his amendment is not compulsory. It leaves the matter, as I 
understand, within the discretion of the commission. 

Mr. CONGER. I have inserted in the amendment the words “ if 
practicable.” I merely desire to call the attention of the commission 
to this matter. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. There can be no objection to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. M E moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. BREWER. I ask consent to submit the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department be, and 
he is hereby, directed to report to ihis House, with all comeenientt speed, the num- 
ber of public buildings in process of construction and which have been commenced 
or completed under his direction within the last three years. Also, 

3 abriera tobe ey cost provided by law for each of such buildings, if any such 
mit was fix 

Second. ‘The actual cost of such buildings as have been completed, and the ex- 
cess of the cost of each above the amount limited ; 

Third. The amount expended on such buildings as are in process of construc- 


tion ; 
Fourth. The laaa ra and estimated cost of completing such buildings as are in 
pe (The reasons wh: Peach buildings ha cost or will cost, if such be the fact, 
whys ve cost or su 0 

more than the amount timited or fixed by law. 

The SPEAKER. What action does the gentleman ask upon the 
resolution which has been read? k 

Mr. BREWER. Iask that it be considered and adopted at this 
time. 
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Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. Let it be referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The SPEAKER. The committee under the rule will be required 
to report within one week, should the resolution be referred to it. 
Does the 1 consent to that reference? i 

Mr. BREWER. I suppose I will have to let it 

The resolution was accordingly referred to the 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 


TAX ON SMOKING-OPIUM. 


Mr. DAVIS, of California, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H.R. No. 3973) to im a tax on smoking-opium, &c.; which was 
read a-first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PROBATE COURT OF LAWRENCE COUNTY, DAKOTA, 

Mr. BENNETT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3974) supplemental to the provisions of sections 1866, 1867, 1868, and 
1869, chapter 1, and section 1907, chapter 2, title 23, Revised Statutes 
of the United States, increasing the jurisdiction of the probate court 
of Lawrence County, Territory of Dakota; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. BENNETT also, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 190) requiring the Secretary of War to cause a sur- 
vey to be made by the or Corps of the United States Army of 
the Missouri River, at Yankton, Territory of Dakota, with a view to 
its improvement; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

ALICE MACMAHON. 

Mr. PRESCOTT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3975) granting a pension to Alice MacMahon; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


there. 
ommittee on Pub- 


LOUIS W. DETRICH. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 3976) to increase the pension ef Louis W. Detrich ; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ` 

HENRY s. MORGAN. 


Mr. DEERING, by sempre TY onneni 8 pir Sirer aki 
-3977) nting a pension to Henry S. Morgan, of Fredericksburg 
55 ae read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A. J. MOORE AND G. BRADLEY. ‘ 

Mr. COWGILL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3978) for the relief of Andrew J. Moore and Griffin Bradley, late pri- 
vates in Company I, One hundred and fifty-third Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


WILLIAM d. CUBBERLY. 


Mr. COWGILL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 3979) for the relief of William C. Cubberly, late postmaster at 
Lagra, Indiana; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


DELLA BENNER. 


Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent to introduce 
and have considered at this time a bill authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to place upon the pata the name of Della Benner, 
widow of the late Lieutenant Hiram H. Benner, Company C, Eight- 
eenth pps 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to have placed upon 
the pension-roll the name of Della Benner, widow of the late Hiram 
H. Benner, of Company C, Eighteenth pcm 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 3980) was received and 
read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I offer this bill for the purpose of pro- 
viding in some measure for the care and support of a young wife, 
left in poverty and widowhood, and of two little children, left in de- 
pondent orphanage by the death of the husband and father, a tried and 

aithful soldier, who perished in the holy cause of suffering human- 
ity. I urge its passage for the further purpose of placing on perma- 
nent, lasting record in the archives of its legislation a great nation’s 
appreciation of a courage and heroism that bas no precedent in all 
its annals and no parallel in all the history of noble deeds. I would 
thus pay a fitting tribute to the name pe memory of a man whose 

randeur of character and nobility of action mark him as a central 

gure among those whom history has made immortal for the benefac- 
tions they have conferred upon mankind. 

The touching story of Lieutenant Benner’s kindly sympathy with 
the sufferers from yellow fever during its recent fearful reign in the 
South, his bravery in going to their succor, and his sad yet heroic 


death while engaged in that generous service is fresh in the public 
mind and will not be forgotten while our country has a history. 

It will be remembered how, in the darkest hour of the plague, when 
its daily victims were being numbered by hundreds and even thou- 
sands, the whole people of the North, moved by one common impulse 
of generous humanity, sought to devise some means by which their 
boundless donations of everything needful for the relief of the stricken 
victims could most safely and s ily reach them, that Alexander 
R. Shepherd, the able and indefatigable president of the National 
Relief Association, arranged for a relief-boat to descend the Missis- 
sippi River from Saint Louis, carrying provisions and medical stores 
to all the infected cities and towns below. The supplies and neces- 
sary transportation were quickly procured and forwarded to Saint 
Lonis, but a proper officer was wanted to command the vessel upon 
the perilous voyage it was to undertake. Few men, however brave, 
would have sought such a position, or willingly encountered the fear- 
fuldangersitinvolved. The most fearless and determined might have 
shrank from such a task without dishonor; but there was a man found 
equal to the occasion, and Se ay? by a chivalry that would have 
done honor to any hero of modern or ancient history, and a sense of 
duty to his fellow-men such as is only found in the most exalted na- 
tures and highest types of manhood, he promptly, without solicita- 
tion, volunteered for a service fraught with a hundred-fold greater 
danger than ever confronted a soldier upon the bloodiest field of battle. 
That man was Hiram H. Benner, a lieutenant in the Eighteenth United 
States Infantry, and then stationed on duty at Atlanta, Georgia. 

His services having been accepted, and permission given by the 
proper military authorities, he parted from his comrades, his young 
wife and little children, and hurried to Saint Louis, reported to Gov- 
ernor 8 and immediately embarked upon the voyage of suc- 
cor and relief to others, but, alas! of death to himself. 

. of self, thoughtless of the fearful danger he was braving, 
he lefta place of safety, and intent only spon the high mission whic 
he had sought, bent his journey toward the region where desolation 
and death reigned supreme—where the merciless plague preyed unre- 
strained upon helpiess, trembling victims. When he had traversed 
all the country smitten with the pestilence—when he had well-nigh 
finished the noble work with which he was charged; when about 
to turn his face again toward the North, a woman, without friends 
or 8 flying from the fever, sought refuge upon his vessel 
and kindness at his hands, and with that gentleness and chivalry 
which were a part of his nature, both were cheerfully accorded, and 
his own apartments were surrendered to her use. But, unconsciously, 
she was already a victim of the dreadful contagion, its deadly poison 
was 1 4 flowing in her veins, and from her it was soon commu- 
nicated to her generous and unselfish benefactor. Undismayed, but 
conscious of his peril, he confronted it with the unfaltering coura 
of the true soldier that he was, and battled bravely against the 
shadowy monster that assailed him; but all his sturdy manhood was 
unable to shake off its icy grasp, and he calmly yielded up as noble a 
life, as gallant a spirit, as ever animated a human body. 

Few men who have ever served their government have left behind 
them a more honorable record than Lieutenant Benner. 

Born in Lancaster, Pennsylvania, and enlisting on the 24th of Se 
tember, 1861, at the age of eighteen, as a private in Company E, 
Thirty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, the records of the War 
Department show that he encountered all the dangers, privations, 
and vicissitudes incident to military service during the war. 

He was in the hospital in Nashville from June 24 to November 
13, 1862, and was present with his company and participated in the 
battle of Shiloh, Tennessee, April 7, 1862; before Corinth, Mississippi, 
May 29, 1862; at Triune, Tennessee, December 27, 1862, and at Stone 
River, December 31, 1862. He was taken prisoner at the last-named 
battle, and was paroled at City Point, Virginia, January 20, 1863, and 
was sent to Camp Parole, at Annapolis, Maryland. In March, 186: 
he was sent to Benton Barracks, Missouri. On Jane 9, 1862, rejoin 
his company, and was inthe battle at Liberty Gap, Tennessee, June 


2 

He was in the hospital at Nashville from October 10, 1863, to some 
time in 1864, being reported present on the rolls of his company in 
March and April, 1364. He was present with his company and fonght 

allantly at the battle at Rocky Face Ridge, Georgia, May 9, 1504; 
23 Georgia, May 14, 1864; Rome, Georgia, May 17, 1864, and was 
sgen taken prisoner in an engagement near Dallas, Georgia, May 24, 
1864, and was paroled at Charleston, South Carolina, December 11, 
1864, and furlonghed December 26, 1864, for thing days, then to re- 
port at Camp Chase, Ohio, and was finally honorably mustered ont of 
service at Springfield, Ilinois, February 22, 1865, to date from Febru- 
ary 8, 1865. He was commissioned and mustered in as captain Com- 
pany F, Eighteenth Illinois Volunteers, March 25, 1855, to serve one 
year, and served with his company until honorably mustered out 
therewith, December 16, 1865, at Pine Bluff, Arkansas, 

He was appointed second lieutenant in the Eighteenth Infantry 
June 20, 1867, and was promoted first lieutenant in that regiment 
May 1, 1875. His appointment in the regular Army was recommended 
for soldierly conduct and efficiency by Hon. E. B. Washburne, bis Rep- 
resentative in Con Governor Oglesby, of Illinois, Lieutenant- 


Colonel Webber, commanding Eighteenth Illinois Volunteers, and by 
General] U. S. Grant, the then General of the Army. 
He joined his regiment in September, 1367, an 


served with it in 
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Dakota and Wyoming Territories to April, 1869, and in Georgia and 
South Carolina to September 29, 1878, when he started from his station 
at Atlanta, Georgia, to Saint Louis, to enter upon the service in which 
he lost his life. 

Thus we find him following the banner under which he served 
through all the perils of the war, sickness, battles, and imprison- 
ments—being twice in hospitals, twice a prisoner, and fighting safely 
through nine bloody battles. 

A nobler or grander sacrifice was never laid upon the altar of human- 
ity, a broader philanthropy and higher aim never guided human action, 
and a more heroic death never crowned a more honorable and unselfish 
life. Virtues and heroism such as Lieutenant Benner exhibited illus- 
trated the highest traits of American character, and they should be 
cherished as pronos jewels in the American heart, and be recorded 
upon the brighest p of American history. Such a life, such actions, 
and such a death as his exalts humanity and ennobles mankind. His 
name should live in the annals of his country as one of the most heroic 
of its citizens, and his memory be embalmed in the hearts of his coun- 
8 as one of the noblest aud most unselfish of its martyrs. 
soldier, revering his Government, loving its flag, and following his 
conviction and duty, he fought gallantly against the people of the 
South in our unfortunate civil strife on many a hardly contested field, 
yet, when in the providence of God they were overwhelmed with a 
visitation that darkened their section with the shadow of death and 
filled their households with mourning, he came to their rescue as gal- 
lantly as he had met them in battle, and fonght without fear a noise- 
less, invisible specter, more dangerous than ei human enemy and 
more terrible an army with banners. And in doing so he not 
only exhibited the generosity of his character and the nobility of his 
own nature, but he inculcated a lesson of charity and fraternity broad 
as our whole country, and that will, I trust, bear golden fruit to com- 
ing generations. 

would that the kindly fraternal feeling that sent him on his mis- 
sion of mercy might continue to flow forever from the North to the 
South, like the ceaseless tide of the mighty river that bore him on his 
journey of death; and I would that every wind wafted to the North 
might be freighted with blessings and benedictions from the South. 
In the name of humanity and Christian charity I offer to the name 
and character of Lieutenant Benner the ho and reverence of the 
whole American people; to his stricken wife I tender the sympathy of 
every southern woman, and to his orphaned little ones the prayers 
and benedictions of every southern child. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BOUNDARY BETWEEN NEW YORK AND VERMONT. 


Mr. LAPHAM. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 
2317) giving the consent of Congress to an a ment or compact 
entered into between the States of New York and Vermont ting 
the boundary between said States. As this is a bill entirely local in 
its nature, upon which it is important that action be taken at this 
time, I ask unanimons consent for its consideration. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the bill; 
which was read, as follows: 

‘Whereas the general assembly of the State of Vermont at its October session, 
A. D. 1876, passed an act which was approved on the 27th day of November of the 
same year, declaring that “all that portion of the town of Fair Haven, in the 
county of Rutland and State of Vermont, lying westerly from the middle of the 
deepest channel of Poultney River as it now runs, and between the middle of the 
deepest channel of said river and the west line of the State of Vermont as at pres- 
ent established, is hereby ceded and relinquished to the State of New York, in 
full and absolute right and jurisdiction.” d also declaring ‘‘ that this act 
not take effect until the State of New York shall have assented tothe same, nor 
bry — shall have been approved by an act of the Congress of the United 


Whereas “ the people of the State of New York represented in senate and as- 
sembly” did, by act approved March 20, A. D. 1879, enact that “ sove: 2 
ut- 


132 over all that portion of the town of Fair Haven, in the county 
anà and State of Vermont, lying westerly from the middle of the deepest channel 
of Poultney River, as it now runs, and between the middle of the deepest channel 
of said river and the west line of the State of Vermont, as at t established,” 
“and the same is described in an act of the Legislature of tho State of Vermont 
entitled ‘An act annexing that portion of the town of Fair Haven, lying west of 
Poultney River, to the State of New York,’ hf “iets by the governor of the 
said State of Vermont November 27, A. D. 1876, he cession of the same tothe 
State of New York is hereby accepted by the State of New York ;” and also enact- 
ing that “this act shall take effect when the Congress of the United States shall 
consent to such cession and annexation:" Therefore, 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representati 
America in Congress „ That the consent of the Congress of the United 
States is hereby given to the said agreement, compact, and cession, and every part 
and article thereof. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
. LAPHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
posed and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
GIBBES & CO. 
On motion of Mr. KNOTT, by unanimeus consent, the bill (S. No. 185) 


wes of the United States of 


< a 
for the relief of Gibbes & Co., of Charleston, South Carolina, was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, not to be brought back on 
a motion to reconsider. 

MONUMENT TO GENERAL HERKIMER. 


Mr. McCOOK. Mr. Speaker, yesterday the House passed without 
a dissenting voice a bill introduced by the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. GOODE] ä 8120,000 to carry into effect an act of 
Congress passed in 1781. I ask unanimous consent to have consid- 
ered this morning a bill which has been approved by the Committee 
on Military Affairs, appropriating one-thirtieth of that amount to 
provide a statue to the memory of General Herkimer, who fought a 
decisive battle in the valley of the Mohawk in the year 1777. This 
bill is to give effect to a resolution of the Continental Con, 

The bill (H. R. No. 165) to consummate the resolution of the Con- 
tinental Congress of October 4, 1777, and erect 2 monument to the 
memory of Brigadier-General Herkimer as herein directed, was read, 
as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Ui States 
America in 5 assembled, That the . 
and he is hereby directed, to pay to the Oneida Society, of Utica, New 
York, out of the , from any moneys not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $4,100, for the purpose and to be used by said society in g ont and con- 
summating the resolution of the Continental Congress of the 
America, pea October 4, 1777, providing for the erection of a monument to the 
memory o Brigadier-General Herkimer, who commanded at the battle of Oriskany, 
and was there “killed fighting gallantly in defense of the liberties of these States. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
was 5 5 10 read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McCOOK moved to reconsider the Vote by which the bill was 
pand; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. STONE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the morning 
hour begins at twelve minutes before one o’clock. Reports from 
committees are in order; and the call rests with the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SALARIES OF CERTAIN POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. STONE, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported as a substitute for joint resolution No. 27 a bill (H. R. No. 
3981) authorizing and directing the Postmaster-General to readjast 
the salaries of certain postmasters in accordance with the provision 
of section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


HARRISS & HODGE, 


On motion of Mr. STONE, the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads was discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. No. 3430) for the relief of Harriss & Hodge, and the same 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

POSTAL ROUTES. 


Mr. COOK, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported back, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 3384) declar- 
ing all public roads postal routes. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That all pn roads and highways are hereby declared post- 
routes, and the Postzuaster-General is hereby authorized to put postal service 
upon all such routes when the public necessity may require it. 

ae amendment of the committee was to strike out the following 
words: 

And the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to put postal service upon all 
such routes when the public necessity may require it. 

Mr. COOK. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Illinois, 
LMr. Cannon. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I would be glad to have 
the attention of the House for a short time while I state my impres- 
sion as to the effect of this bill if it should become a law. It is as 
follows: 

a enacted, €c., That all public roads and highways are hereby declared post- 
row e 

The constitutional provision is “the 98 shall have power“ 
“to establish post- offices and post- roads.“ Under this provision Con- 

may establish a post-road anywhere within the limits of the 
nited States, and once established it remains a post-road until the 
same power which made it unmakes it. Heretofore it has been the 
practice of Congress to establish the termini of a post-ronte, and by 
general enactment, section 3972, Revised Statutes, it is provided 
“when there is more than one road between places designated by law 
for a post-road, the Postmaster-General may direct which shall be 
considered the post-road.” Ordinarily the State authorities establish 
a public highway, and especially in the new States. It frequently 
becomes necessary to vacate, change, and relocate roads; and no 
doubt, in view of that fact, Con has heretofore established the 


termini of post-rontes only and, by section 3972 of Revised Statutes, 


just read, given the Postmaster-General from time to time the power 
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to choose different roads between the termini, so as to better accom- 
modate both the United States and the people of the States by chang- 
ing the road actually traveled as the convenience of all concerned 


ma uire. 

Now, this bill makes all public roads and highways post-routes. 
That is all right so far as the United States is concerned, but would 
work a ip to the people of the States if enacted into law. All 
existing public roads at once are established as post-routes, and it is 
not in power of any State, county, or township authorities to 
vacate or change t-route established by Congress. 

Mr, DIBRELL. o you hold that counties have no authority to 
change a road which has been made a post- route! 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. No, sir. 

Mr. DIBRELL. That is your argument now. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Not at all, sir The gentleman has lis- 
tened to me to little purpose, or I have failed to make myself under- 
stood in the statement of a prior proposition, that heretofore Con- 

has been careful in the exercise of this power to avoid this very 
Gickeulty by establishing post- routes from one post-office to another, 
for instance, from Memphis to Little Rock. It has been very care- 
ful to give the Postmaster-General power from time to time to choose 
the route upon which the mail shall be carried, and when it is car- 
ried on a route that route becomes a post-route, and when tho mail 
ceases to be carried on that route it remains no longer a post-route. 
But that is not this preposition; I beg the gentleman from Tennessee 
to observe. This bill proposes to make every public highway, no mat- 
ter where it is, in the United States a post-route, and I the attention 
of the House to the fact that no roads, canals, or rivers (with the ex- 
ception of railroads) ever have been established as post-routes except 
Sor the time during which the mails are carried upon them, For example, 
section 3964 of the Revised Statutes is as follows: 

The following are established post- roads: 

All the waters of the United States, during the time the mail is carried thercon. 

All canals, during the time the mail is carried thereon. 

All plank-roads Fortes the time the mail iz carried thereon. 

I am satisfied, Mr. Speaker, this bill ought to be taken out of the 
morning hour and set for some day for consideration, or referred to 
the Committee of the Whole, so that full opportunity may be given 
for discussion and amendment. 

So much, Mr. Speaker, for the necessity of amending the bill in 
event it is to pass, and now I want to speak of the policy of the pro- 
posed e lose I do not believe it is wise to make all public roads 
and highways post-rontes. We now have the service on 215,000 
miles of post- routes at a cost of nearly $7,000,000 per annum for trans- 
portation alone; in the main it is an excellent service, but subject 
no doubt to some abuses, but here is a 1 to enable the Post- 
master-General in the exercise of his retion to put the service on 
any of the three or four million of miles of roads in the United States. 
There would be no objection to this power if the service is not put 
on routes where it is unnecessary; or in other words, if the Postmas- 
ter-General is not influenced by false information, favoritism, or the 
pertinacity of those wielding political influence, or those who have 
the granting of the money to pay for the service, to put the service 
on rontes where it is not in fact required for the benefit of the public. 

The ordinary common carriers of the country do business for the 
revenues they can derive therefrom, and the question with them is, 
will the proposed service pay? But the Post-Office Department, 
spending in round numbers $40,000,000 r annum, is a machine of 

e Government and is conducted not only for the revenues it will 
yield, but for the accommodation of the whole people, and within 
certain limits for the development of the country. In the very nature 
of things, guard the necessary discretion of the executive officers as 
you will, and in many instances, from the want of knowledge or from 
the persistence of those desiring service, this discretion will be 
unwisely exercised in the future as I have no doubt in many in- 
stances it has been in the past. Hence, I think this 1 e of 
the power and discretion of the Postmaster-General by the whole- 
sale is not wise. It no doubt will be replied that post-rontes are 
now established from year to year upon the request of Members and 
Senators by their insertion in“ post-ronte bills.” This is true, yet I 
have no doubt the mere necessity of establishing these routes from 
aed to year by law keeps much useless or extravagant service from 

ing established. 

To show the es ines | of the proposed extension of the discretion of 
the Postmaster-Gen I will refer to a singlecircumstance. Atthe 
last session of Congress after the estimates had been made by the 
Department and the money appropriated by Congress for the l 
service, two thousand new post-routes were established, and very 
soon after the Ist of July service was put n thirteen hundred of 
these new routes. The Second Assistant Postmaster-General, who 
exercises the discretion as to the necessity for service on all these 
routes, npon being asked about it a few days ago, said in referring 
to this new service: “We put an immense amount of service on. 
Everybody ye ee | to members of Congress—“ who came up 
to the bureau and said that service ought to be put on, had it put 
on for him. I presume the 5 knew what they needed.” 

Now, I do not y that this service was . in whole or 

. part, but I do say that if the service is to be put on all routes inthe 
uture merely upon the request of f whether they be mem- 
bers of Congress or not, that with this bill enacted into law the serv- 


ice will go upon routes with greater facility than routes are now 
established by our ordinary post-ronte bills. Iam not seeking to lect- 
ure members or upbraid myself for service that may have been put 
on upon my request in my eat but my observation teaches me- 
that members of Congress generally ask not only for mail service,. 
but for almost anything else that is requested by persons in their dis- 
tricts. We have to take things as we find them, and in view of all 
these matters I do not believe it is wise to further enlarge the discre- 
tion or power of the Postmaster-General in the premises. 

Mr. COOK. I now yield for ten minutes to the gentleman from: 


Boy oe (Mr. STONE. ] 
Mr. STONE. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, I think, has not been unmindful of that clause of the Con- 
stitution to which the gentleman from Illinois has referred, to wit: 
that ie dag ae have power toestablish post-routes. Now, the pres- 
ent question is this, if Congress has the power to establish post-routes, 
it seems to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads that Con- 
gress has the power to make all public highways post-roads. The same 
authority which gave the last session of this Congress power to establish 
two thousand post-routes, gives to this session power to say that every 
ublie highway in the United States shall bea post-route. Now, Mr. 
speaker, there is nothing so very remarkable or new in this legisla- 
tion. Already the rule for , POETAS has been largely 
extended. By section 3964 of the Rev: Statutes the following are 
established as post-roads. 


1 3064. All the waters of the United States, during the time the mail is carried 


ereon, 
ec paris bert parts of railroads which are now or hereafter may be in oper- 
ation. 


All canals, during the time the mail is carried thereon. 

All plank-roads during the time the mail is carried thereon. 

The road on which the mail is carried to supply any court-house which may be 
without a mail, aud the road on which the mail is carried under contract mado b; 
the Postmaster-General for extending the line of posts to supply mails topos: 
offices not on any established ronte, during the time such mail is carried thereon. 

All letter-carrier routes established in any city or town for the collection and 
delivery of mail matters. 

Now, as is well known here, a part of the time of the members 
of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads and of the mem- 
bers of this House is taken up in this routine duty in reference to the 
work of preparing and reporting a bill for the establishment of post- 
routes, a bill containing not one word of general legislation, but from 
one to four thousand post-routes. In the first session of this Congress 
two thousand of these routes were established and service placed upon 
thirteen hundred of them. 

It is well known to be a fact that the establishment of a post-route 
does not provide for the expenditure of one dollar of the public money. 
Discretion still rests with the Postmaster-General to establish service 
upon the route or not. 

Section 3965 provides: 

The Postmaster-General shall pravigo for carrying 1a mail on all post-roads 
established by law, as often as he, having due regard to productiveness and other 
circumstances, may think proper. 

The present bill if enacted into a law will not in any way change 
or affect this statute. It will still be at the discretion of the Post- 
master-General to say whether service shall be placed upon the 
routes or not. 

Now, if seems to me that there can be no force in the point made 
by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. CAN NON, ] that the city or 
township officers will not have power to change or alter the high- 
ways if they are all declared to be post-routes. The statutes virt- 
ually provide that these officers have now the power to change a 
given highway which is a post-route. It seems to me if this is true 
the same power will be in the officer to change and alter highways. 
if all the public roads are declared to be post-routes. Now, as to the 

neral policy is there any objection or would the gentleman from 

Uinois urge any objection to the General Government having juris- 
diction and extending its power over all of the highways in this 
country for the purpose of postal routes, and extending the facilities 
of the Post-Office Department in creating new post-offices? What is 
the practice? At present if a request is made upon my friend to have 
a post-office established in a gra township in his district it becomes 
necessary for him, and it is the uniform practice, to inform his con- 
stituents that the given town is not on any established post-route, 
and there must be a bill introduced to establish the post-ronte. 

He is requested to do this. As a matter of practice, I suppose, he 
always does it. I suppose all members introduee these bills as formal 
matters. I know our committee-room is crowded with petitions of 
this kind and with requests of this nature. The bill is reported; if 
there be no opposition it passes. That is then a post-route, but not 
a dollar of public money will be expended unless the Postmaster- 
General sees fit to expend money on the road in the postal service. 

Now, if this bill becomes a law all this will be done away with. 
We will go at once to the Postmaster-General and request service 
to be placed between a given post-office and another post-office to 
be named. Instead of requiring legislation to establish the post- 
route, he will direct his attention to the question whether the public 
interest requires this postal service to be placed upon this road. It 
seems to me that this is in the interest of extending the star service 
in this country. There is no difficulty in supplying the mails upon 
railroads and highways leading to country towns; but there ismuch 
difficulty and hinderance and embarrassment even in establishing 
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mail facilities into the newer 4 4 of the country West and South, 
that portion of the country which is being developed; and it seems 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads that it is in the 
interest of the general public to provide that all highways may be 
established as post-ro: for the purpose of enabling the Postmas- 
ter-General to place this service upon them in his discretion. 

I concede, and that is the strongest argument, if it is one that can 
be made against this bill, although it seems to me that it cannot 
be urged with any force, that to a certain degree it may extend the 
discretion of the Postmaster-General. In other words, he is not 
obliged to await the formal action of Con in the establishment 
of a post-route. Nothing more than this, it seems to me, can be said 
against the bill. 

Mr. COOK. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. BLO . I regret that a measure which I deem of so much 
importance to the people of this country should not have been pre- 
sented to this House at a time when the discussion of it could be am- 
ple, so that the House might have that information upon it which is 
ne in order that it may act wisely. Gentlemen have seen fit 
in the discussion of this matter up to this time, in this House and out- 
side of it, to treat it from a theoretical point of view as to what is the 
operation of the postal laws in the eye of a lawyer; but they have 
failed thus far to discuss it from that practical stand-point which is 
obtained from observing the administration of this service for years 
past. In the brief time allotted to me I trust I may be able to present 
something for the consideration of the House in this matter. 

The gentleman who has just taken his seat has rightly stated that 
the railways of the country were made roads, that the steam- 
boats of the country were made post- and that plank-roads in 
vertain 8 were made post-roads. That is true with this 
limitation: while they are post-roads, they are limited by the appro- 
priations made for this service. There is safety in this system; be- 
cause when you undertake to pay a railroad company there is no 
cheat about it; you pay according to the weight of the mails. So 
likewise in reference to the steamboat service. There are certain 
sums appropriated, and the service is limited by the appropriations 
made. The gradual abandonment of the steamboat service for years 
past makes it of the less importance. 

But when you come to the star service, the case is different. You 
do not there pay for the service as 13 get it. Lou are 2 , for 
instance, for a route from Vinita, Indian Territory, to Las Vegas, 
New Mexico, at a rate commencing at $6,000 and running up to 
$150,000; and you do not know, and the Postmaster-General at this 
hour cannot tell you, and has not been able to farnish the Committee 
on Appropriations even the number of post-offices on the road, and 
he cannot tell us the receipts of a single office. This is the wild 
method in which the public moneys are expended. But because 
some gentlemen may see fit in the interest of the public Treasury to 
raise a protest against it, another sees fit to thrust himself forward 
and announce to the American people that he regrets that the rail- 
roads and steamboats and the large contractors are having their way, 
and that the people’s service is to be stricken down. 

I say, therefore, Mr. Speaker, while the question as to railroads and 
steamboats may be a proper object for discretion, yet when you come 
to the star rontes in which the revenues do not begin to approach the 
expenditures there is safety in keeping this matter in our own power. 

ut, sir, gentlemen have seen fit further to tell you that the Post- 
master-General now has the power to put the service wherever he 
pleases, whether there is a post-route or not. ThisIdeny. The stat- 
utes provide that between points where there are post-offices he ma 
put on temporary service, and when Congress assembles he s 
notify Con of his action. He is restrained, therefore, by that 
provision of the law. What is the proposition now? It is to make 
every highway of this country a post-road. Gentlemen tell you there 
is no danger in this; that it is a mere matter of discretion; that the 
Postmaster-General cra Por the service on or not, and that he is 
still held in check by the appropriations. Let us, as I said at the 
outset, discuss the matter as practical men and in the interest of the 
people of this country who have to bear these burdens. Why, sir, we 
are told that the Postmaster-General has been going on increasing 
the star service at a rate which if kept up will bring about a defi- 
ciency of $2,000,000, but that as regards that service he has acted 
inside of the law. Weare told that the way he gets inside of the 
law is by striking down the service necessary for the interests of 
the country. We are told that having made enormous increases on 
certain routes in the Territories, by striking down the star service in 
the States and Territories, to use his own language, by a Cœsarian 
operation, he gets inside of the law. 

According to the construction of that Department, as at present 
administered, the Postmaster-General may put postal service on every 
highway to an extent that will use up all the ooh adap es for that 
service within thirty days, and keep inside the law. And yet gentle- 
men tell us that he is restrained by the phe aimee 

There is one other thing I desire to state. I must be brief in what 


Isay. Let us see how this matter has been accomplished. We have 


been told heretofore that while this has been done, it has been done 
in the interest of the South, where the service has been increased. 
We are now told outside that the object is to build up the service. 
Members of Congress go to the Department and ask to have service 


p on certain routes, and they are told they cannot g it, but will 
ave to wait until Congress shall pass a post-route bi 

Now, while gentlemen may not 5 F. it as strictly within the line 
of legitimate discussion of this bill, I desire to call the attention of 
members to the fact that under this grandiloquent effort to build u 
the service in the South we have a threatened deficiency of 82,000, 000. 

What has been the increase in the Southern States? By reference 
to the authorities I find that in the State of Delaware there has been 
an increased expenditure of $243; in the State of West Virginia there 
has been an inereased expenditure of a little over $2,000; in Mary- 
land, $2,671; Virginia, $4,421; North Carolina, $1,948 ; South Caro- 
lina, $3,421; Geo $12,650. That is about the rate of increase— 
less than $100,000—for all the Southern States except Texas. Yet 
southern men here are asked to vote away the 5 55 8 money by the 
million in order that they may have 84, 000 or 825 additional postal 
service for their States. 

I desire to call attention to this fact and to beg my friends here to 
call a halt in regard to this subject until we shall have an opportu- 
nity to present to this House the facts connected with the adminis- 
tration of the Department. 

Hore the hammer fell.] 
he SPEAKER tempore, (Mr. KENNA.) The time of the gen- 
tleman has ired. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire a moment or two more. 

Mr. COOK. I will yield to the gentleman for two minutes more. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have alluded to this fact simply for the purpose 
of showing that the Department has gone on increasing this service 
beyond what Congress ever intended it should be, and the only limit 
we now have is in to the matter of establishing post-routes. 
Under the provisions of this bill it is proposed to open up the whole 
subject throughout the whole country, and not require the Postmas- 
ter-General to report to Congress, but leave him to go on doing as he 
has done, ignoring the action of previous Congresses and coming to 
this one an saying i “I knew that laws were passed to restrain me, 
but I have ignored the action of your dignified body of 293 members, 
sig ing e my efforts hereafter to get another Congress to sustain me 
in my illegal transactions.” 

If we pass this bill you will simply 2 the opportunities for 
this sort of thing. I beg this House not in this way and at this time 
to increase the number of post-routes. Let us at least postpone the 
subject until we can have ample time for its discussion. 

. COOK. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, [Mr. Money, ] the chairman of the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MONEY. This bill which my friend from 3 Mr. BLOUNT] 
calls a ee uent bill has just one line in it. It is the shortest 
bill that was ever introduced into this House. It provides “ that all 
public roads and erat are hereby declared post-roads.” That is 
all there is in the bill. 

The speech of the ee from Georgia is clear outside of the 
question; it has nothing whatever to do with it. He has been dis- 
cussing the methods of administration by the Post-Office Department, 
and he bas read certain fi to show the improper expenditure of 
the public money of that Department. 

coh ak this bill is e, 5 1 from eee sy = 
yearly preparing and passing bills to establish new post- an 
from the expense of printing such bills. That is all there is in it. 
There is nothing connected with this bill to give the Postmaster- 
General any chance whatever to increase the expenditure for this 
service. It leaves that matter just as it is to-day. There is no in- 
crease of power whatever given him, nor is there anything in the bill 
giving power upon the subject. 

It simply is a provision that the bills heretofore introduced and 
passed as matters of form, without debate, without discussion, with- 
out any examination whatever by the members of the House gen- 
erally, shall be passed at once in this comprehensive way simply to 
avoid trouble. 

I can appreciate the effort of some gentlemen to defeat this bill, 
because they may be anxious to identify themselves with every little 
matter connected with their district. They do not want anything 
done here for the benefit of their district unless they can have their 
own sign-manual impressed upon it. They desire to be able to tell 
their people that whatever they have comes through them directly 
and in no other way. 

The general discussion upon this bill by the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. BLOUNT] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] does 
not touch the real object of the bill. We know to-day that there are 
hundreds and thousands of post-routes which have been established 
by law upon which there is no postal service and never will be. We 
know that there are thousands and thousands of miles of navigable 
rivers upon which there is no postal service whatever, and perhaps 
never will be. 

This bill does not give any new opening for fraud or increase of 
expenditures on the part of the executive department; none what- 
ever. The bill is as plain and simple as can be; its pu is simply 
what I have stated. Gentlemen may say what they please about the 
manner of administering the laws on this subject; let them go on. 

I listen to them with pleasure; I might possibly indorse what is 
said on this cular point, but it is entirely inappropriate to this 
discussion. The effort seems to be to confuse the mind of Congress 
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and log: roll this question with other things which have no connec- 
tion with the bill and can have none. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope the House will pass this bill. It comes here 
with the unanimons recommendation of the committee over which I 
have the honor to preside, and it contains nothing whatever to jus- 
tify the apprehensions which gentlemen have e 2 

Mr. DUNNELL. Before the gentleman takes his seat, I would like 
to ask him a question. Who is to determine whether a given piece 
of road is a public highway or not? 

Mr. MONEY. I suppose that any road which is under the care of a 
county or a State for the purpose of being kept ap for the conven- 
ience of travel is a public highway or a public road. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Well, sir, a great many roads in the West have 
been made by combination among the people for their own conven- 
ience; they have no legal existence at all. Under the operation of 
the present laws for the creation of post-roads we may have the mail 
carried over these unauthorized highways; but under this bill the 
question may be raised in the Post-Office Department whether a road 
between A and B is or is not a public highway; and if that question 
be raised, shall we be under the necessity of establishing that road 
as a public highway according to law ? 

Mr. MOXEY. This bill will not in such a case give rise to any 
difficulty that does not arise under the present law. If it be neces- 
sary, such a road can be declared a post-road just as has been done 
heretofore. We now pass laws every year ee 3 
and under these laws the Postmaster-General acts. is bill be 
passed, he can still act under such laws. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. COOK. I yield two minutes of my time to the gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. CONGER.] 

Mr. CONGER. Nr. S er, the number of post- roads made every 
year in our post-route bills is almost countless. upon the request of 
any member of this House and, for aught I know, of any outsider, any 
route which seems to be necessary is inserted in the bill as a post- 
road. There has neyer been any complaint in regard to this practice. 
Now I have found in my experience (and I presume that the experi- 
ence of other members is the same) that where post-roads established 
by law may run for a long distance parallel to each other, the intro- 
duction of a railroad in the vicinity has necessitated the establish- 
ment of new post-roads, crossing routes already established, and which 
were formerly sufficient. This occurs almost every day in the newer 
portions of our Western States. I have had five cases of this kind 
presented to me this very winter. Ihave been compelled to come and 
ask the committee to authorize new post-roads between points where 
post-roads are already established, but in different directions and in 
a roundabout way. 

The passage of this bill will enable the Post-Office Department to 
shorten routes all over the country, to dispense with many routes 
already established, ary de r and at the same 
time satisfying better the wants of the people. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman ine me 

Mr. CONGER. I am allowed but two minutes. The gentleman 
may talk after ward. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The two minutes of the gentleman 
from Michigan have expired. i 

Mr. BLOUNT. I beg pardon of the gentleman for occupying a sec- 
ond or two of his time. J 

Mr.CONGER. Iam sorry that the gen tleman, after having spoken 
half an hour, should have captured the last half minute of my two 
minutes. 

Mr. COOK. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. CLYMER.] 

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, unfortunately I have been obliged to 
be absent from the House during the greater part of this discussion, 
and possibly what I wish to sa; been said more forcibly by others. 

Under the ordinary course of administration I mieke not apprehend 
danger from so wide a grant of postal routes as this bill pro 
But when I hear an Assistant Postmaster-General of the United States 
say that whenever new post-routes are created it is his right and 
his duty to put service upon them, notwithstanding the limitation of 
the amount appropriated by law, that because a number of roads 
have been established (and here every public road and highway in 
the country is made a pose) he has the right, in advance of any 
appropriation by the law-making power, to exceed by millions the 
appropriations actually made—I hesitate to put any such power in 
the hands of the Post-Office Department as now administered. Where 
there is a bold and open defiance of law based upon the fact that post- 
roads have been established—when it is proclaimed that this matter 
rests upon the will or discretion of an Assistant Postmaster-General, 
I submit to the House whether it is wise for us to commit such a trast 
to a Department thus administrated. If such a bill as this be passed, 
I foresee that during the very next fiscal year, instead of there being 
used for the star service $5,500,000, the amount which Congress ap- 
propriated to be used during this year, we shall have ten or twelve 
million dollars used for this purpose under the arbitrary will of the 
Assistant Post master-General of the United States. 

I am perfectly willing that Congress should judge of this condition 
of affairs for itself; but being cognizant of the facts I have stated, I 
have felt it my duty to give the House warning. If in the next fiscal 
m nearly $7,000,000, 


year the expense of the star service increases 
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as it is now, to $14,000,000, the responsibility will lie with this House, 
not with me. 

Mr. COOK. I will yield now for five minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that gentlemen who 
are opposing this bill are straining at a gnat and attempting to swal- 
low a camel. Every mail-route which has been established and of 
which they are complaining has been established by act of Congress 
every one of them. It has been shown that at the last session of 
Congress there were established two thousand additional post-routes, 
and that on some thirteen hundred of them mail service has been 
pat If there has been any fraud perpetrated on the officials of the 

vernment in this regard, that is no reason why we should not have 
this bill established making all roads and highways post-routes. 

Now, every gentleman here knows you can go to the clerk of the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads and bave a post- route 
established from any one place to any other place, from this city to 
the moon even, and not a single member of this House would inquire 
about it, and the general post-ronte bill including it would come in 
and no member here would inquire where the routes began or where 
they ended. It has not been customary to do so, but the establish- 
ment of these routes has been taken for granted from year to year. 

Now, sir, under the star-route service every steamboat in the United 
States is entitled to carry the mails. The Postmaster-General, under 
existing law, can pa the service on every boat upon every river and 
every lake in the United States without any restriction whatsoever. 
Still these gentlemen opposing the pending bill say we should not 
put it upon all public roads and highways. 

When these pee are established by act of Con, the 
practice of the Post-Office Department is to send out inquiry to the 
postmaster at each end of the route as to whether the mail service is 
necessary or not. If the answer is made in the affirmative then mail 
service is put upon that route, 2 85 also send out inquiries to know 
how many ilies will be supplied by mail service upon a particular 
route, and other inquiries of a like character. Of course t dis- 
cretion is given to the Postmaster-General in placing service upon 
post-routes, and it is only right that it should be so. The Post-Office 
Department does not pretend to put service on all routes established 
by Con until after inquiry has been made whether it is for the 
good of the public service that the mails shall be placed upon any 
particular route. If the Government has been swindled in this respect, 
as has been alleged here upon this floor, we must recollect that the 
act establishing these post-routes was an act passed by Congress, In 
reference to every one of these post-routes it has been established 
by act of Con and mail service put'on it only after proper in- 
quiries instituted by the Post-Office Department. Now, whether the 
postmasters at each end recommended the establishment of each one 
of these post-routes or not, I do not know and do not care; but I do 
say that it is economy on the part of Congress to pass this bill making 

our public roads and highways post-routes. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] argued im substance 
that by establishing all our public roads and highways as post-routes 
the Government of the United States took control of them. That is 
mere nonsense. Every turnpike in the United States and all public 
ferries will charge those carrying public mails 1 like individuals, 
and they will have the right to charge them as individuals are charged. 
Therefore the argument made by the gentleman from IIlinois is not 
at all applicable to this case. I hope the House will pass the bill. 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, this is a very simple bill and ought to 
commend itself to the consideration of this House. Very much of the 

ent used in opposition to it has no reference to it at all. What- 
ever frauds have been practiced on the Post-Office ment, or 
whatever villainy has been perpetrated and practiced on the Treas- 
ury Department, or whatever villainy has been perpetrated in the 
Post-Office ty phere has been done under laws creating specific 
mail-routes and does not apply to this proposition at all. 

As to the constitutional Ag noses urged by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] that Congress alone has power to establish 
post- routes, let me refer to an act for which he voted: 

Sec. 3964. The following are established post: routes: 

All the waters of the United States, during the time the mail is carried thereon. 
. which are now or hereafter may be in opera- 

All canals, oaan the time mail is carried thereon. . 

All plank-roads during the time the mail is carried thereon. 

‘The road on which the mail is carried to supply any court-house which may be 
without a mail, and the road on which the malt is carried under contract made b 
the Postmaster-General for extending the line of posts to supply mails to pos 
offices not on any established route, during the time such mail is carried thereon. 

letter-carrier routes established in any city or town for the collection and de- 
livery of mail matters. 

In 1872 the gentleman was here and, I presume, voted for that law. 

I wish to say farthermore whatever fraud or vrong or villainy has 
been discovered, it has been long known and was discussed by the 
chairman of this committee years ago, as having been perpetrated 
under laws creating special post-routes. 

I wish to say another thing. At the last session of Congress, over 
two thousand mail-routes upon which star service was to be — 
were established by law, and the Postmaster-General so far or- 
dered service on about thirteen hundred of them. Some in my dis- 
trict are still without service. There is scarcely a district that is 
not without service. We have five hundred petitions to establish 
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new t- routes, and when we report a bill in favor of them, I 
a 8 as has been the custom heretofore, no man will rise to 
object to its passage, nor can any objection be raised to it. j 

This does not increase the power of the Postmaster-General or give 
him any facility for the perpetration of fraud, should he wish to prac- 
tice any, which does not already exist by law. 

The great expenditure and great extray: ce of the Post-Office 
Department have been in the free mail delivery and large railroad 
contracts, The city banker, sitting in his office, can have his mail de- 
livered to him twice a day. The rich man, in his gown and slippers, 
too lazy to walk two hundred yards in the snow to the post-office for 
his mail, has it delivered to him at his door twice a day; while the 
poor man living out in the country far in the interior, in the mount- 
ain recesses or valleys, ten, fifteen, or twenty miles from a post-office, 
has to get his mail in the best way he can through his neighbors or 
otherwise. 

The extension of railroads through this country has changed the 
public highways to a great extent. I know of a dozen or more little 
post-offices established at cross-roads and stores which have been 
removed to the railroads. 

I now demand the previous question upon the bill and amendments. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I desire to ask a question 

Mr. COOK. I decline to yield. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I only wish to ask the gentleman if it is 
propanoa to apply this to public highways to be hereafter made ? 

COOK. Yes, it is. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Then I wish to call the gentleman’s 
attention to the statute touching railroads, which says, “all railroads 
or parts of railroads which are now or hereafter may be in operation.” 

r. COOK. I call for the previous question upon the bill and 
amendments. 

Mr. TUCKER. I hope the gentleman from Georgia will allow me 
to offer an amendment to which I think there will be no objection. 

Mr. COOK. I am not authorized by the committee to do otherwise 
than to demand the previous p cag le upon the bill. | 

Mr. CANNON, of Tlinois. en I move that the bill be recommitted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois is not in order pending the demand for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I think that the bill ought to be recom- 
mitted for amendment. 

The question recurred upan ordering the previous question. 

The konie divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 50. 

Mr. CLYMER demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Cook and Mr. CANNON of Illinois, 


were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 83, noes 44. 

Mr. CLYME No quorum has voted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I make the point of order that the morning 
hour bas expired ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. The morn- 
ing hour has expired. 

Fir. BLACKBURN. I move that the House resolve itself into the 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to proceed to the 
consideration of the report from the Committee on Rules. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for the pur- 
of presenting a resolution in reference to printing some reports 
A contested-election cases. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I yield for that purpose. 


PRINTING OF REPORTS—CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES, 


Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution ; which was read, considered, and to: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be authorized to cause tho reports of 
sub-committees of that committee in reference to contested-election cases pending 
before them to be printed for the use of the committee. 

REVISION OF THE RULES. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Icall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky that the House resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of further con- 
sidering the report of the Committee on Rules. 

The motion was a to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and proceeded to the consideration 
of the report of the Committee on Rules, Mr. CARLISLE in the chair. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rue VIII. 

1. Every member shall be present within the hall of the House during its sit- 
tings, unless excused or necessarily heee and shall vote on each question 
put, unl on motion made before division or the commencement of the roll-call 
and decided withont debate, he shall be excused, or unless he has a direct personal 
or pecuniary interest in the event of such question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I stated on 3 afternoon that I had an 
amendment which I popore to offer in my own right, and not by 
the authority of the Committee on Rules. ter careful pom perison 
between that and the one that is proposed to be offered by the gen- 
tleman from ee I have determined not to submit my amend- 
ment, but to yield for the present to him. 

Mr. TUCKER. I move the following amendment to be marked 
No. 2 of Rule VIII. 
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The CHAIRMAN. We have not yetreached thesecond clause of that 


rule. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman, as I understand it, offers this 
clause to come immediately after No. 1 of Rule VIII and te be No. 2. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Amend Rule VIII by inserting after clause 1 the following: 

2. Whenever a qnorum fails to vote on any question, and objection is made for 
that cause, there s be a call of the House, and the yeas and nays on the d. 
ing question shall at the same time be ordered. The Clerk shall call the roll, and 
each member as he answers to his name, or is brought before the House under the 
proceedings of the call of the House, shall vote on the pending question. If those 
voting on the question and those who are present and decline to vote shall together 
make a cor arid of the House, the Speaker shall declare that a quorum is consti- 
— and the pending question shall be decided as the majority of those voting 
shall appear. 


Mr. TUCKER. The p of the amendment I propose is very 
obvious. It is to prevent that which we have very often seen in this 
House and which has occurred very often in preceding Congresses, 
and I offer the amendment without reference to its partisan influence 
in any direction, but it is to prevent the non-agtion of the House 
when a quorum is actually present. 

Mr. SIMONTON. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again . 

Mr. TUCKER. A majority of the members of this House if present 
constitute a quorum to do business. The Constitution does not say 
that a majority voting shall constitute a quorum, but that a majority 
of the House shall constitute a quorum to do business; and the prac- 
tice of the English Parliament, from which most of our rules upon 
this subject have been taken, is that whenever the House of Com- 
mons meets the speaker counts the members who are present and 
announces that a quorum is present if there is a sufficient number : 
so that the speaker of the House of Commons may, as the Speaker 
here, by ocular demonstration become satisfied that there is a quorum 

resent, And the purpose of this amendment is not to make any mem- 
vote when he does not choose to vote, but to have a call of the 
House when a quorum is disclosed as not present upon a division on 
a pending question; and then, as each member's name is called and 
he answers to his name, he is noted as present. He may vote or not, 
as he pleases. If he does not answer to his name the Sergeant-at- 
Arms under the call is sent for him; if he is in the House he is brought 
to the bar, and by ocular demonstration is proved to be present. And 
thus we may have an ascertained quorum of the House though there 
may not be a quorum 9 

If you will look at the debates on the Federal Constitution on this 
subject, you will find that the only danger the framers of that Consti- 
tution Spron was the action of less than a majority of the 
House when more than a majority were absent from the House; but 
there was no apprehension expressed in the debates and no apprehen- 
sion felt that there would be any action by a majority of those voting 
if there were enough present to constitute a majority of the House. 
And so, sir, all of our rules have looked to the question of present and 
absent members. 

If a member is not present the Ser, t-at-Arms is sent for the ab- 
sent member. When brought in he is present and though he may not 
choose to vote, as a number of gentlemen do not choose to vote on 
questions that come before the House, that does not destroy the ac- 
tion of the House. The amendment does not require a quoram to be 
present to make a decision of the House valid, but it only requires. 
there shall be a quoram present to enable the majority to decide upon 
a question. , 

the distinguished gentleman from New 2 [Mr. ROBESON] be 
correct in the statement he made the other day that there must De a 
majority acting upon a question, the effect would be this: under our 
Constitution no measure could pass against a dissenting minority 
unless a majority of the whole House voted for the measure; because 
all that a minority has to do in the House upon any measure is to 
remain silent, and if they do not by voting disclose the fact that they 
are present the argument would be that if there is not a quorum vot- 
ing on the question it is lost, or there can be no decision. 

hai, sir, would result in this conclusion: that unless a majority 

of the whole House voted for any measure to which there was a mi- 
nority dissenting it could not pass the House. There are a t many 
of the State constitutions to which an amendment of this kind has 
been made that there shall be a majority of the whole House to pass 
a bill. But that is not the provision of the Federal Constitution. 
It is simply that a majoa shall constitute a quorum, and then the- 
decision of a question shall be by the majority of that majority. 

I have offered this amendment, as I have said, not from any parti- 
san stand-point, and I mean no disrespect to anybody, and I feel no- 

ntleman on the other side will charge me with disrespect toward 

em; but it seems to me not to be in accordance with the pro 
of the age we live in that we should sit here in a condition of non- 
action under the self-delusion we are not present when we are present, 
and that there shall be a power on the part of gentlemen here upon 
any question of remaining silent and saying, “ You cannot prove I am. 
here unless I choose to open my mouth.” 

Mr. PAGE. Let the amendment be reported again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has been reported twice, but 
if there be no objection it will be read in. 

There was no objection, and the amendment was again read 


Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that this prop- 
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osition is offered as a part ofa body of rules that we have all vin aiet- 
unanimity our desire to see enacted into the formal rules of 
the House. I should have ie e e that the Committee of 
the Whole, following the example of the Committee on Rules, would 
have left out controverted and certainly partisan questions from any 
part of this codification. It was in deference to that spirit that pre- 
ciscly this amendment was not pressed even to a vote in the Committee 
on Rules when we had the subject under consideration, although there 
were members of the Committee who desired just such a rule as this. 

I call attention to the first phase of the question, and ask my friend 
from Virginia, without any regard to its partisan bearing, to see into 
whatastrange and vague condition this House would be left if this were 
adopted. henever the question arises whether there is a quoram 
or not present, it is to be determined according to what he calls “ ocu- 
lar demonstration.” The chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
or the Speaker of the House is to see with his own eyes that there is 
a quorum present. Who is to control his seeing? How do we know 
but that he may see forty members more for his own purposes than 
there are here in the House? And what protection have tleman 
if the Speaker says he sees a quorum if he cannot convert that seeing 
into a list of names on the call of the roll by the Clerk? 

I think my friend from Virginia will see that he lets in the one- 
man power in a far more dangerous way than ever has occurred before 
in any legislative assembly of which he and I have any knowledge. 

Mr. TUCKER. I will ask my friend if the Speaker does not now 
count upon a rising vote? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Les, but we always have the opportunity to cor- 
rect that count by means of a new count by tellers appointed from 
both sides. And even then, before anything can pass, we can have 
the yeas and nays taken, and the names of those voting recorded. 

Aside from the insuperable objection that I have raised to this 
proposition, as a thing that ought not to be tried because of its vague- 
ness, its uncertainty, and the danger that members of the House may 
be imposed vere 5 an unscrupulous Speaker that may come here - 
after I say that aside from all that, and beyond all that, I ask mem- 
bers to consider one fact: This has been a House of Representatives 
since 1789. This House has been the theater of all sorts of political 
storms and tempests. We have lived through the times of great wars 
ofa t civil war, when there were excitements hardly leled 
in the history of parliamentary annals. Yet during all these years 
no man before, so far as I know, no party before has ever thought it 
necessary to introduce a rule that gives the power of declaring the 
presence of members by the single voice of one n; a power that 
will enable him to bring from his sick-bed a dying man and put him 
down in this Hall, so that the Speaker shall count him, and make his 
presence against his will, and perhaps in his delirium, count in order 
to make a quorum, so that some partisan measure may be carried out 
over the body of that dying man. 

Sir, the moment you get over the line, the moment you cross the 
boundary of names, the moment you leap over the iron fence of the 
roll, that moment you are out in the vague, and all sorts of disorders 
may come in. 

y friend refers to the rule of the House of Commons, where it re- 
quires only forty men out of six hundred and seventy or six hundred 
and eighty to constitute a quorum. 

Mr. FUCKER. But they have to be counted by the speaker. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Forty men under the eye of the speaker of the 
House of Commons present no sort of analogy on which to found a 
rule for usin a House of less than three hundred members and where 
it requires one hundred and fifty to make a quorum. Ihope my friend 
from Virginia will not press his proposition to a conclusion as a part 
of the body of our rules, for we shall be compelled to oppose it with 
all our might. 

Mr. BLACKBURN and Mr. SPRINGER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. BLacKBURN,] a member of the Committee on Rules, 
as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that he has no doubt there 
will be an opportunity for all members to be heard upon so important 
a proposition as the one now pending. 

r. BLACKBURN. I should make no objection on behalf of the 
Committee on Rules to a continuation of the discussion upon this 
question, as it is one of considerable importance. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Without the formality of moving to strike out the 
last word 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. I am surprised, Mr. Chairman, that 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD,] whom I knew to be well 
versed in parliamentary law, for I have learned that from intimate 
association with him as a member of the Committee on Rules, should 
huve taken the position that the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] tends to violate all precedents by 

lacing in the hands of one man a power unknown to deliberative 
Bodies. Does not the gentleman from Ohio know that in the present 
existing rules of this House, as well as that pro revision which he, 
as a very eflicient member of the Committee on Rules, has submitted 
for your adoption, supplemented and supported by parliamen law 
from the older countries and also by practice both in England and 
Amorica, always and everywhere the power has been recognized and 


vested in the Speaker or presiding officer to make an actual count of 


the persons present? I will read from Cushing’s Digest of Parlia- 
mentary Law, accepted the world over as authority, in which it is 
provided— 

If, therefore, it appears upon division, or if notice is taken by any momber, that 
a quorum is not present, it then becomes the immediate duty of the presiding ofti- 
cer to count the members, and if they do not amount to a quorum fo suepend all 
further proceedings. 


That is the authority laid down by Mr. Cushing. The present rule 
so recognizes it, and makes it the Speaker’s duty. The proposed rule 
of the House, if amended as proposed by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, instead of consolidating ponr in the hands of one man, takes 
t from him, and requires a call of the House to be had, and only 
those persons present noted that either respond to their names upon 
the call of the roll, or appear at the bar of the House in the custody 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Now, I will not be unfair enough to fail or, refuse to do credit and 
justice to the republican members of the Committee on Rules for the 
manner in which they comported themselves when this question was 
raised during the deliberations of that committee. I do not mean to 
cavil or clamor against the opposition which one or both of them ma 
offer to this amendment on this floor. But I do say that this amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Virginia does not go as far as 
many of the States in the rules of their legislative bodies have gone. 
It does not direct that a member refusing to vote shall be recorded 
as voting in the negative. When a member refuses to answer to his 
name—a duty made imperative by existing rule which says that he 
shall vote unless he be excused—the amendment of my friend from 
Virginia simply provides that when a member shall fail to disch 
this duty im upon him by the highest obligation he can possibly 
bear, an obligation made imperative by the plain language of the 
rule—when refusing to disc such a duty, he shall not be re- 
ported or recorded as voting at all, but his presence shall be noted in 
order to prevent the absence of a quorum. 

I do not mean to commit myself to the theory that there should be 
no power given to a minority to impede or obstruct legislation. I 
know that there are times and occasions upon which I would not 
abridge that power if I were able. Where the zight to offer amend- 
ments has been denied, where reasonable opportunity for debate has 
been refused to the minority, it is not only their right but it is their 
duty to obstruct such legislation. It matters not whether I stand 
here with the majority or with the minority, I shall always advocate 
and demand that right. But I say the report submitted by this com- 
mittee is not, upon any fair construction, amenable to the criticism 
that it is its Seog Sa even as sip lemented by the amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia, to abridge in any material respect the right 
that the minority should hold in this House. Take this revision, adopt 
it as a whole, and incorporate in it the amendment now pending, and 
the minority will still be amply provided with every facility to ob- 
struct and impede legislation w debate has been refused and the 
right of amendment denied. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, the introduction of this proposition 
cannot give ground to any particular political charge against either 
pee ‘or many years gentlemen upon the other side of the House 

ave availed themselves of the power which is sought here to be cir- 
cumseribed. At times this power has been exerce almost daily. 
It never entered into the mind of the gentleman from Kentucky or 
the gentleman from Virginia that such a rule as this would be either 
constitutional or proper. Remarks made upon the question in this 
Hall from year to year will justify this assertion. I do not believe 
that a just eonstruction of the Constitution would authorize the adop- 
tion of this proposition. . 

If I looked merely to party effect—if I looked to a time when I 
would like to have such a rule as this to hold down the unruly de- 
mocracy, as I have in former years desired to have such a rule—I 
would to-day join the gentleman from Virginia (if I thought it 
right) in advocating and voting for this rule; I would endure it for 
this session and the next session; and thereafter, during the long 
years of republican control which are coming, I would enforce it in 
this House upon the malcontents on the other side. 

But, sir, while the Constitution declares what shall constitute a 

uorum to do business in this House, this rule declares that when 
there shall be ascertained by one man a quorum present, a rule shall 
do the business of the House, a rule shall legislate, a rule shall de- 
termine the voice and wish of the Representatives of the people; so 
that on the passage of a bill, although there may be but fifteen voting 
in the affirmative and five in the negative, yet by virtue of this rule 
if there be a majority present by compulsion or otherwise, the vill 
shall be declared on the vote pro and con of but twenty mem- 
bers. Does the great expounder of the State of Virginia claim that 
such a result would be arrived at by any constitutional means! 

Sir, lin common with every member of this House demand that 
there shall be a public exhibition of presence—a public record of 
votes; that there shall be tellers; that there shall be yeas and mays} 
that the yeas and nays shall determine how you and I and every other 
member of this House may have voted and would vote. 

The point made by my friend from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] is a good 
one—that we are committing to the S er of this House or the 
chairman of the Committee of the Whole the right first to determine 
who are present and to determine when there is a quorum. It isuse- 
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less to say that there may not be times when in such an e ney 
as would require the exercise of this power the presiding officer would 
not be partisan. Shakespeare foretold this when in one of his plays he 
said: 
` Get thee glass eyes; 
And, like a scurvy politician, seem 
To see the things you dost not. 

Such politicians will come here on eitheror any side. The force of 
circumstances, the impetuous passions of members which would pro- 
duce such an occasion, will influence men to see that which they see 
not, with or without“ glass eyes.” 

I have no fear that this amendment will be adopted in this House, 
because it would be wrong in itself; it would be unconstitutional; it 
would. be violently partisan. I have no fear that the fair-minded men of 
this House on either side will adopt so violent and partisan a measure. 

[ Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] and 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Concer] both assume that the 
question of the presence of a quorum depends upon the count to be 
made by the Speaker. That is not the purport of the rule submitted 
by the gentleman from Virginia. It provides that when a quorum 
does not vote upon any question the yeas and nays shall bè called, 
and if a majority do not answer upon that call of the yeas and nays, 
there shall be immediately a call of the House, and as each member 
appears, in pursuance of the order of the House for his arrest, and is 
brought before the bar of the House, he shall be recorded as present. 
He is here and answers before the whole House for his presence upon 
the call of his name, 

Mr. TUCKER. My friend will allow me to correct him. The call 
of the House is contemporaneous with the call of the yeas and nays 
on the pending question. 

Mr. SPRINGE So I understand. 

Mr. TUCKER. So that when a members name is called, if he an- 
swer to his name he shows by auricular demonstration that he is 

resent. If he does not answer, he can be brought before the House 
by the Sergeant-at-Arms; and if he then votes his name is recorded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Michigan has stated that 
this rule is unconstitutional and partisan in its character. In my 
judgment, Mr. Chairman, it is neither, One of the greatest absurdi- 
ties imaginable to me is this: it is within the power of a less number 
of members than a quorum of this House to issue a mandate and send 
it to the Pacific coast, to the far-off State of Oregon, to bring inamem- 
ber to this body, and when we have got him here at an expense of 
weeks of time and thonsands of dollars, the man is not here at last 
unless he volantarily opens his mouth and says “Iam here”—and 
votes“ ay” or “no” on the pending question. I say there can be no 
greater absurdity than to presume our fathers made. a constitution 
and gave that power to a less number than a quorum, and after we 
have exhausted it the man was not here at last unless he chose to be. 
He did not choose to be here or we would not have sent for him, and 
when he is brought here he is not here unless he chooses to be. What 
an absurdity. 

Now, what does the Constitution say? Section 5, article 1, says: 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns and qualifications of its 
own members, and a majority of each shall constitute a quofum to do business. 

A majority shall constitute a anonn to do business. That major- 
ity do not vote, but they must be here. Ifthe majority is here the quo- 
rum is here, and if by the rules of the House we have determined 
that fact, then we are a majority ready for business. How do we de- 
termine that fact? Each House may determine the rules of its 
ceedings. Therefore, if we have determined v A rules of our pro- 
ceedings that a quorum is to be ascertained in this way, then a quoram 
is here, the majority is here and ready for business. 

Therefore you will find from this provision of the Constitution, 
Mr. Chairman, that a smaller number may adjourn from day to da; 
and it is authorized to compel the attendance of absent pois eo i 
we may compel the attendance of absent members what virtue is 
there in this provision of the Constitution at all; what use is it to 
us unless it is, as my friend from North Carolina says, to compel them 
to be here to constitute a quoram? What is this constitutional #ro- 
vision for? What is it worth in the Constitution if, after having 
been exercised, it amounts to nothing at last and the man is not 
here? I wish to say by our legislative system, from its analogy to 
the British system, our fathers unders that when this power was 
0 the man was here, and all we have to do is to recognize 

at fact. 

If you will turn to Mr. Cushing’s Law and Practice of Legislative 
Assemblies you will find this provision laid down in reference to the 
House of Commons: 

When, upon a division, it pd ec a quorum is a es the question upon 


which such division occurs ordinarily remains undecided; but where the aggre- 
gate of votes on either side, with the 


tellers and with the Speaker, makes up a 
quorum, the question is decided. 

By the British constitution and by the rules of the House of Com- 
mons, when there does not appear to be a quorum on the vote, but 
when the tellers are taken into consideration who do not vote, and 
when the speaker is taken into consideration, whose presence is 
known, there then is a quorum, the question is decided. at is the 
law of the House of Commons. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
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Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a few words on the 
pueg question. So far as this debate has gone, it has been free, I 

lieve, from all partisan character. The committee on Rules set 
out with a view to have harmony of action. We need reform in the 
rules. Our first resolution in that Committee was to recommend 
nothing which did not have the unanimous sanction of every member 
of the committee, with the right reserved to each member to object 
in the House, if he should choose to do so. 

Now, the pending question is an old one. It is to compel members 
present to vote. The gentleman who has just taken his seat, the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER, ] asks what is the Constitu- 
tion worth unless the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Virginia [ Mr. 1 | is adopted? The rule as reported by the com- 
mittee is as if was made by the founders of our Government. The 
Constitution has been in existence for over three-quarters of a cen- 
tury and the Government carried on all the time uuder this rule as 
reported and without the proposed amendment. Am I now to answer 
him by telling him what the Constitution without the proposed 
amendment is worth? Why, sir, what has been done without it! 
What grand achievements have been accomplished without it—accom- 
plished under the rule as reported by the committee! What grander 
achievements may not yet be accomplished under it without the 
pro amendment! 

hatever has been done has all been done under this rule as it 
stands and as our committee recommend it shall remain. That rule 
has been the rule of this House I think since the First Congress. 
There have been divers attempts to amend it to make members vote 
whether they will or not. You have the right to bring them into 
the House, but no House has ever yet adopted any measure to pun- 
ish a member for not voting. One distinguished Speaker of the 
House once said: “ You may bring a horse to water, but you cannot 
make him drink.” 

I think we had better leave the rule just asit is. All parties since 
the beginning of the Government have occasionally, when in a mi- 
nority, absented themselves to break up a quorum and thus prevent 
the of an obnoxious measure. They do it in our Legislatures, 
It has been done in the Legislature of my State and, I suppose, in 
the Legislature of almost every other State. They have done it from 
time immemorial, and I suppose they will continue to do it. 

I think we had better leave it-just as we find it. I know of no way 
unless we attempt to punish a member for absenting himself or not 
voting when peene Suppose we bring an absent member into the 
House, as we have a right todo. But when he is brought in and he 
refuses to vote, what then. The gentleman from Illinois has just 
now stated that they could be counted to make a quoram, But what 
of that? A quorum—a majority of the House—must not only be pres- 
ent, but must join in the business of the House either for or against 
a measure, to make the action valid. If they are in, and do not vote 
upon the passage of the bill or measure in the House, they do not 
make a quorum in the transaction of business, You cannot pass the 
bill or measure unless a quorum votes! You cannot count those voti 
for the bill, and say of all others, constructively, that they vo 
against it, and thus pronounce the measure carried! Your Journals 
must show the votes—the yeas and sy kobe a quoram for and against 
the measure. But under this amendment there could be no such 
record. You could count the votes of those present and not answer- 
ing to their names only by construction, This could not rightfully be 
done. You must have the votes before you can . them. 

I state to the House, after mature reflection and after studying 
this question carefully for many years, that in my opinion you cannot 
improve upon the lan adopted by the founders of the — 
as set forth in the rule reported by the committee. They made the 
rule as it now stands. You cannot secure votes by compulsion, and 
you cannot create them by construction. 

The rule says any member shall vote except he be interested or ex- 
cused. If any member or number of members refuse to vote you 
cannot provide a rule that will meet the difficulty. 

A member not voting in his seat or going out, so long as he is not 
disorderly, so long as he commits no improper act, is responsible only 
to his constituents. If they send a member here who will not vote 
when in his seat, or will leave the House on roll-call, it is a matter 
that concerns him and them, and not this House. Isay in conclusion 
I think we better let the rule stand as it is. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to offer an amendment to the amendment 
of my colleague from Virginia, [Mr. Tuckzn, ] in tbe shape of a 
proviso. 

I understand, Mr. Chairman, that two things must occur in order to 
reach legislation in this House. The first of these two things is the 
presence of a quorum to do business. That is provided in the amend- 
ment of my friend from Virginia; and when it is ascertained that a 
quorum of this House is present for business, then, I think, another 
step is necessary in order to reach legislation, thata majority of that 
present quorum should concur in legislation. 

The machinery in the amendment of by friend [Mr. TUCKER] pro- 
vides for the first, that there shall be present in this House a quoram 
for the transaction of business, but it strikes me that under the amend- 
ment proposed by him there might be a quorum present ready to pro- 
ceed to business, and yet, if a portion of that quorum present did not 
choose to vote, a minority of the quorum present might enact legisla- 
lation, which I think would be objectionable. For instance, if there 
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were two hundred and ten members present, one hundred voting in the 
majority, and forty in the minority, and seventy present but not voting, 
then, under the amendment offered by my friend, the one kanani 

would enact a law when it was not a majority of the two hundred 
and ten present in the Hall. I do not think it is in the spirit of our 
institutions that a minority of those present in the Hall should at any 
time enact a law for the Government of the United States. 

Take another statement. Suppose that there were two hundred and 
ten members in the Hall, and one hundred and ten voted with the ma- 
jority, fifty in the minority, and fifty present and not voting. Then, of 
the two hundred and ten in the House, constituting the quorum and 

resent for business, one hundred and ten voting in the majority is a 
majority of all present in the House, so when you count those 
present and not voting with the minority, still the bill is enacted or 
passed by a majority of those present in the Hall. In order to meet 
what I conceive to be these objections, I propose the following as a 
proviso to the amendment : 

Provided, That those voting in the majority shall constitute a majority of those 
actually present in the House * ub ti! 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I understood one of the gentlemen 
in favor of the parng motion to intimate, if not assert, that in the 
British House of Commons the speaker may declare upon view, and 
without count, or without any count but his own, that a quorum is 
present. I am sure I do not understand it so. My opinion is that he 
is obliged to have a formal count of the House if it is desired. 

I send up to the Clerk’s desk, to be read, a short paragraph from 
May on Parliament, which is of course a standard authority upon this 
subject. 

The Clerk read as follows : ` 

After the House has been made, if notice be taken by a member that mem- 


bers not = tells the House; and when it is be- 


are t, the speaker immediat 
fore four o'clock business is suspended until the proper number come into their 
House until the 


laces; but if after four o'clock the speaker at once adjourns the 

llowing day. When it appears on the re of a division after four o'clock that 
forty members are not present the House is adjourned immediately, but when the 
House is in committee and forty members are to be wanting, either upon 
a division or upon notice being taken of the fact, the chairman reports the circum- 
stance, when the ker n tells the House, and, if forty members be not then 
present, adjourns the House ‘orthwith. In the mean time, while the House is being 
counted, the doors continue open, and members can enter during the whole time 


occupied by the counting. 

Mr. TUCKER. Will my friend from Connecticut allow me to ask 
him from what page of May the Clerk has read? 

The CLERK. From page 192. 

Mr. TUCKER. From what edition? 

The CLERK. This is the “second edition, revised and enlarged,” 
published in 1851. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand, Mr Chairman, what has just been 
read to mean that there is a re; count and that it is not a mere 
hasty glance of the speaker; that it is not left merely to his discre- 
tion to declare a quorum present. He has to make a formal count 
and state to the Honse its result. I am sure the House of Commons 
would not submit to a decision upon a mere glance of the speaker 
that there is a quorum present, so that a bill should pass by the action 
of less than forty members. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Will the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut permit me to interrupt him? ; 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I would remind the gentleman that 
in the British Parliament they do not vote by yeas and nays on acall 
of the roll. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand that. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, And that makes a great difference as 
regards this question. The vote is taken by tellers or counters and a 

1 of the roll is not required. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They have the roll called when there is a call of 
the House; somewhat as we do; butin the case of ordinary divisions 
they go out, the ayes at one door and the nays at another, and they 
are counted as they come in again. 

Now, the evil, if there be one, in the existing system, that of which 
gentlemen complain, is simply this, that we of the minority claim a 
right, by sitting silent, to prevent less than a majority of the members 
elected from passing a bill. The worst that can be done by a factious 
minority, if that be the term applied to it, is to fight until the actual 
majority of the members elected shall pass the b When vey are 
present that friendly majority constitute a quorum of themselves; 
they do not require the assistance of the minority; they run the 
House themselves and pass their bills. In case of what you call fac- 
tious resistance we drive them only to that. 

The modern State constitutions are all tending in that direction. 
I have not looked at them with this in view, but I know from a cas- 
ual inquiry of gentlemen near me that the new constitutions of Cal- 
ifornia, Minnesota, and Pennsylvania require that a bill shall not be 
re ed as passed unless an actual majority of the members elected 
shall vote for it. 

Mr. ROBESON. New Jersey also. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, we are causing no hardship whatever in tak- 
ing the ground we do against this new rule, and I think we do no 
serious wrong to the country at any time when we sit in our seats and 
decline to vote, If the majority desires to have a bill passed in oppo- 
sition to our wishes, then let the majority come here and pass it over 
our heads. At any rate, I decline to be answerable to anybody but 


my constituents, if I sit in my seat and decline to vote. I hold myself 
responsible to them and to the Constitution alone. I take my posi- 
tion with that horse which is brought to the water, but cannot be 
made to drink, and I am afraid if the proposed rule should be adopted, 
I should say that no Speaker and no House should compel me to ` 
answer yes or no on a roll-call. 

I think it very decidedly wrong, in the first place, that a Speaker 
should be at liberty to recognize or declare a quorum without a formal 
count, and, in the next place, that by any sort of combination of rules 
there should be a law put on the statute-book and declared in force 
which can show perhaps only a quarter or 10 per cent. of the mem- 
bers in favor of it. 

Mr. PHISTER rose. 

Mr. TUCKER. I desire to say just one word, if it will not come 
out of the time of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. PHISTER. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. lt would come ont of that gentleman’s time. 

Mr. PHISTER. I have not had the opportunity to examine and 
8 analyze the language of the amendment offered by the 
honorable gentleman from Virginia; but if I understand its purpose, 
it isto ize and enforce that provision of the Constitution which 
is found in section 5, article 1, as follows: 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns and qualifications of its 
own members, and a majority of each shall constitute a quorum to do business— 
That is a quorum with the capacity to do business— 
but a smaller number may adjourn from day to day, and may be authorized to 
compel the attendance of absent members. 
Now, is it not an absurdity to of compelling the attendance 
of a member as though absent, when he is actaally present? How 
can you assert or presume that a member is absent, when he is in at- 
tendance and known to beso? If he is in attendance, he is in at- 
tendance for the purpose of constituting a quorum having the capac- 
ity to do business. The question is, therefore, what shall be the evi- 
dence of the member’s being in attendance? It is alleged that there 
can be only one evidence of that; and that is that he shall respond 
to his name in a vote by yeas and nays upon the pending proposition. 
The practice under the old rules has been to recognize that a member 
is present participating in the proceedings of the House for the pur- 
of objection, for the purpose of frustrating business, and yet he 
is not present to help to constitute a quorum to do business. Now, 
rbot that an absurdity? Is it not a contradiction in terms and in 
t 
Cannot his presence be ascertained by a call of the House, as is pro- 
paea by the amendment of the honorable member from Virginia? 

an it not be ascertained by the sight, by the Speaker being consti- 
tuted a committee for that purpose, or by other committee on quorum 
being appointed by the House to ascertain whether a quorum is pres- 
ent or not? It is purely a question of evidence. Even if it was to 
be determined alone by the sight of the Speaker as sole committee 
or by the sight of any other committee on quorum to be appointed 
under the rule, is not the sight a more reliable sense than that of 


hearing ? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. PHISTER. I prefer not; this is my first appearance this ses- 
sion on the floor, and I have but little time. 1 y is not the sight a 
more reliable sense than the sense of hearing? The Clerk calls the 
roll of members with a view of ascertaining their votes by yea and 
nay. One member may vote in the stead of another; an outsider 
may vote for a member; the response of a member may be misunder- 
stood. Mistakes may be made in a variety of ways under the present 
rule or practice. Therefore, we are far more liable to have a misun- 
derstanding of the vote of a member, or in ascertaining when a mem- 
ber is present if we rely 3 the hearing than if we rely upon sight. 
If we see a man we know he is here. If a committee should see him 
if the Speaker as a committee of one should see him, then we would 
know that he is present. 

The object of the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia is to 
prevent, respec y speaking, the absurdity of saying that a man is 
not in attendance when he is in attendance ; and, if possible, the still 
greater absurdity of enforcing the attendance of an all or sup- 
a absent member when he is present and making him absent so 

ar as the progress of business is concerned when he is present partici- 
pating in the proceedings by objecting to the business. 

Therefore, while I do not commit myself to the phraseology of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, (for if there is any 
doubt about its construction I hope it will be made accurate,) I must 
say that I consider the purpose of the amendment a commendable one. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, if it was my pw to reply to the 
gentleman who has just taken his seat, [Mr. PHISTER,] it seems to 
me that it would be a suitable and proper reply to say to him that 
the constitutional idea of a quorum is not the presence of a majority 
of the members of the House, but a majority of the members present 
and participating in the business of the House. Itis not the visible 

resence of members, but their judgments and their votes, that the 
onstitution calls for. 

I prefer, however, in the short time which I have, to discuss this 
question upon a different basis. This privilege, which the minorit 
of this House at the last session availed itself of, is a privilege whic 


every minority has availed itself of since the foundation of this Gov- 
ernment. By pure accident, in looking over an index of the RECORD 
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this morning, I found the account of a resolution, which was drawn 
up by a distinguished member of this House from Massachusetts, 
(ar, Butler,) to cause the arrest of a distinguished member from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] for not voting. I believe, however, 
nothing ever came of that resolution. : 5 

Now, what is*the prago upshot of the present practice? Itis 
that the members of the minority of this House upon great occasions 
demand that every bill which is passed shall receive the absolute 
vote of a majority of the members elected. They do this in the face 
and eyes of the country. If they demand upon any frivolous occasion 
that there shall be such an extraordinary vote as that, they do it sub- 
ject to the censure of the people of this land. This practice has hith- 
erto kept this House in proper condition upon this subject, so that 
there has been no improper impeding of the public business. 

It is a valuable privilege for the country that the minority shall 
have the right by this extraordinary mode of proceeding to call the 
attention of the country to measures which a party in a moment of 
madness and of party feeling is endeavoring to enforce upon the citi- 
zens of this land. And it works equally well with regard to all par: 
ties, for all parties have their times when they need to be checked, so 
that they may receive the opinions of the people who are their con- 
stituents and who are interested in the results of their legislation. 

I say that as a practical matter the results hitherto throughout all 
our history have justified the construction which those upon this side 
of the House have put upon this matter, and which has been put 
equally by members of the other side in times past. I must say that 
Iam glad to see that this question is being discussed Hot by divisions 
of party, but that gentlemen are taking views upon it with reference 
to its whole bearing, past and fature as well as present. 

Mr. McLANE. This is the first time in the history of this House 
that gentlemen on either side have ever attempted to justify the pro- 
ceeding which so constantly takes place here, when members of the 
one side or the other of the House undertake to defeat legislation by 
sitting in their seats and refusing to constitute a quorum by voting. 
It is precisely such a proceeding as I should have expected the hon- 
orable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] to have denounced as 
revolutionary, for it is absolutely a revolutionary proceeding. 

Mr. GARFIELD. One that would evidently disturb “ the peace of 
the United States?” 

Mr.McLANE. Itisthe only way in which the “peace of the United 
States” could be disturbed. Ifor one, however, am not very keen to 
adopt the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. TUCKER, ] 
because frequent occasions do occur when I would much rather resort 
to a revolutionary proceeding than submit to the arbitrary and tyran- 
nical conduct of a majority. [Applause on the republican side.] But 
although Iam not keen to adopt the amendment of the honorable 
gentleman from Virginia, I cannot allow myself to pretend for a mo- 
ment that it is a legal or proper proceeding to defeat legislation in 
that manner. 

The gentleman from Kentucky has very well made the point that 
if a majority are present to do business, though they may not vote, 
the business can be done; and under this very clause of the Consti- 
tution which gives us the right to adopt rules we provide that a mem- 
ber may be excused from voting. Ten, twenty, fifty members may 
be excused from voting; and yet though they do not vote they count 
to make a quorum. I presume rie will gainsay that. 

Now, suppose fifty members, thongh not excused, refuse to vote. 
In the langn of the gentleman from Georgia, though taken to the 
water they will not drink. But they are here nevertheless, just as 
perfectly as the fifty excused; and they count to make a quorum 
precisely as if they had voted, if we choose so to declare by rule. 

The amendment of the gentleman from Virginia is not only per- 
fectly constitutional, but it is substantially what the existing rule 
provides in regard to members excused from voting, though it is ex- 
tended to members who are not excused. The rule in the revision 
and in the existing code provides for excusing members; and the 
gentleman from Virginia propose now to extend that provision to 
members who are not exc . 

Mr. STEPHENS. Allow me to call the gentleman’s attention to 
this fact: that the object of this amendment is to give a constructive 
vote to those who actually do not vote. 

Mr. McLANE. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. STEPHENS. If not, what would it do? It requires a ma- 
jority of a quorum on the record—that is, on the Journal—to con- 
stitute a vote of the House. If the object of this proposition is not 
to establish a system of constructive voting as to those who are 
absent or not voting, what do you gain? 

Mr. McLANE. The amendment not only does not provide for con- 
structive voting, but it states distinctly that the member refusing to 
vote shall remain recorded not voting precisely as if he had been ex- 
cused from voting, but that his 8 shall be noted and he shall 
be counted to make a quorum. The analogy I present is that if the 
House had excused him he would still not have voted, but would have 
been counted to make a quorum. \ 

Mr. STEPHENS. But when you take the yeas and nays upon the 
passage of a bill, it is never passed unless a majority of the House, a 

uoram, vote upon its p . If there be not a majority of those 
thus voting, after leaving cor the excused, the meaure cannot be car- 
ried. If this amendment means anything practical, it must be to 
provide for a constractive vote. 


Mr. McLANE. Less than a majority can pass a bill, if those pres- 
ent make with those excused from voting a majority of the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Most assuredly not, I think. It requires a ma- 
jority of those joining in the business to transact the business of the 
otis Those excused do not join in the transaction of the business 
from whith they have been excused. 

Mr. MILLS obtained the floor. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
having had under consideration the revision of the rules had come to 
no resolution thereon. 


DEATH OF HON, ZACHARIAH CHANDLER. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Bunch, its Secretary, communi- 
cated the resolutions of that body upon the announcement of the 
death of Hon. ZACHARIAH CHANDLER, late a Senator of the United 
States from the State of Michigan; which were read, as follows: 

Is THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


January 28, 1880. 
Resolved, That the Senate received with 


rofound sorrow the announcement of 
the death of ZACHARIAH 88 late a tor of the United States from the 
State of Michigan, and for nearly ni 


neteen years a member of this body. 

Resolved, That, to express some estimate held of his eminent services in a len; 
public career, rendered 3 by fearless, patriotic devotion, the business 
the Senate be now suspended, that the associates of the departed Senator may pay 
fitting tribute to his public and private es. 

Resolved, That the loss of the country, sustained in the death of Mr. CHANDLER, 
was manifest by expressions of public sorrow through the land. 

Resolved, That, as a mark of respect for the memory of the dead Senator, the 
members of the Senate will wear crape upon the left arm for thirty days. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate communicate these resolutions to the 
House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That, as an additional mark of respect for the memory of the deceased, 
the Senate do now adjourn, 

Mr. CONGER. I offer the resolutions which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Resolved, 'That the House of Representatives has received with profound sor- 
row the announcement of the death of Hon. ZACHARIAH CHANDLER, late a United 
States Senator from the State of Michigan. 

Resol That business be now suspended to allow fitting tributes to be paid to 
his public and private virtues; and that, as a further mark of respect to the mem- 
ory of the d. , the House at the close of such remarks shall adjourn. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. Mr. Speaker, for over twenty years the name of 
ZACHARIAH CHANDLER has been a household word in the State of 
Michigan. His business, social, private, public, and political life be- 
longs solely to and is a part of the history of that State. He was 
born December 10, 1813 in New Hampshire, in sight of the granite 
hills of New England and came to Michigan in 1833, before he be- 
came of age. Soon after his arrival in Michigan he engaged in mer- 
cantile business, and laid the foundation of his great fortune, showing 
the same careful, 5 energy, foresight and straightforward in- 
tegrity and honesty that followed him through life. hile thus en- 

in active business, with quiet, persistent, and unflagging assi- 

uity, he acquired that knowledge of men and books 5 in 
his after life a surprise even to his best friends. Constantly em- 
ie bee by day in the busy marts of trade and commerce, clear-headed 
and keen, he attended to his constantly increasing business. Busy 
hours over, the book and the library gave him their richest treasures. 

Blessed with a home and fireside where one of the best and noblest 
of women was ever ready to welcome him and brighten his life, 
whose domestic charm of manner was only surpassed by the winnin 

ace always shown in receiving the welcome Friends of her husband, 

is life in early manhood was passed without a thought, as I believe, 
of a public career. 


My own first and earliest recollections of him were, when as a boy, 
I was placed in his class in the Sabbath school of the First Presby- 
terian church of the city of Detroit. He was then one of the active 
young men of that church, earnestly engaged in all church-work. 

He took no active part in political life until 1851, when he was 
elected mayor of Detroit. In 1857 he was elected Senator in place of 
General Lewis Cass, re-elected in 1863, and again in 1869. He was 
Senator continuously from 1857 to 1875, eighteen years. He was ap- 
pointed Secretary of the Interior in October, 1875, and again elected 
to the Senate in 1879. During his senatorial terms occurred some of 
the most memorable events in the history of this nation. 

Looking back now, it is easy to see how, step by step, the United 
States was N drawing nearer and nearer to the most tremen- 
dous struggle of ancient or modern times, to that crime of crimes, 
a civil war. In all the events that go to make np the history of those 
years, Mr. CHANDLER was one of the living, energetic actors. 

The gradual extension of slave territory in the United States was 
arousing the attention, the crimes perpetrated under the code of 
slavery was raising to the pitch of horror the religious and moral 
sentiment, not only of the people of the United States, but of the 
world. The Kansas civil war was swelling and raising its portentous 
head on the western frontier. Old John Brown and his hardy sharp- 
shooters in Kansas were educating themselves and the nation to a 
hatred of slavery and the extension of slave territory. Free speech, 
free territory, and free men was being raised as the war-cry of a 

t political uprising. After events showed that Mr. CHANDLER 
ad given these matters close attention. 

There was filibustering in Cuba and in Nicaragua by the South 
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in hopes of ing slave States to offset the rapid growth of the free 
States of the Northwest. Threats of resistance and secession were 
openly: ach by the South. The crack of the slave-whip was heard 
even in Congress over the heads of independent men from the North. 
The doctrine that any citizen with his slaves had aright to enter upon 
any territory of the United States and retain his slaves, called squatter 
sovereignty, was 3 the land. The atrocious Lecompton act 
was passed. The fugitive-slave law, with all its attendant horrors, 
was g enforced, and Northern States passed acts to protect the 
liberty of their colored citizens. 

Like a flash of lightning from a clear sky came the attack of John 
Brown and his army of ten or fifteen men on Harper’s Ferry, in Vir- 
ginia; and the whole South was thrown into a paroxysm of terror 
through fear of a servile war. 

Upon all these subjects Mr. CHANDLER had given his views to the 
nation in the Senate. 

The democratic convention at Charleston followed in May, 1860. 
The war of factions—the South against the North—was the fatal 
wedge that then and there disrupted the old democratic pan Sub- 
stantially the opening gun of the rebellion was fired by that con- 
vention, and its echoes have never ceased to reverberate to this day 
in the democratic party. From that fatal day in Charleston events 
rapidly hastened to war, actual war. Abraham Lincoln was elected 
re traitorous hands were busy, traitorous hearts were 
plotting, to betray, break down, and destroy thig Government. 

A Secretary of the Treasury utterly uprooted the credit of the Gov- 
ernment and substantially made it a bankrupt. A Secretary of War 
sold its cannon and guns or shipped them to southern arsenals, and 
sent its effective Army to out-of-the-way places on the distant front- 
ier. A Secretary of the Navy sold our ships and naval stores and 
ammunition, sent loyal officers to sea in rotten unseaworthy hulks, 
and scattered the serviceable ships and vessels to our most distant sta- 
tions. An Attorney-General advised the President that he could not 
use force against a State. A Chief-Justice refused to issue warrants 
to arrest traitors. Every Department was demoralized or in traitor- 
ous hands. 

Lincoln was inaugurated, and then came the first gun of actual 
war at Sumter. 

sgt a all these stormy scenes CHANDLER was ever and always 
watchfal, ready, alert, brave, and outspoken. 

In the debates and stormy scenes of the Senate he took his full 
share both of responsibility and debate. Long before his “ blood-let- 
ting letter” he had warned the southern Senators that their actions 
meant, for them, revolution or a halter. He denounced the Lecomp- 
ton act, the fugitive-slave bill, and the prosecutions under it. His 
painting of the Kansas horrors, burnings, whippings, and tortures of 
men and women who dared advocate free speech and free Territories 
for freemen will stand with the tremendous philippics of the old 
Greek and Roman orators and statesmen. But time will fail me to 
enumerate all his labors. 

During the civil war and the years of reconstruction following his 

business 8 his ud executive _ „ his snort 
rophetic foresight, his extraordinary sagacity and wisdom in the 
5 of affairs brought him to the front. 

His judgment in regard to one of the noted generals in command 
of the Army of the Potomac showed his wonderful sagacity and de- 
cision of character, and the strong reliance he had upon the great 
under-currents of popular opinion and wisdom to justify his action. 
He denounced this general, and in the most positive manner charged 
him with failure as a military commander and as utterly incompe- 
tent to conduct successfully a great campaign. This charge, made 
and substantially proved in the Senate and before the country, re- 
sulted in a change of commanders of the Union Army, and, as a fur- 
ther result, final victory. It was sought subsequently to reverse this 
decision by an appeal to the people of the country in a presidential 
campaign, but the result showed that CHANDLER was right, and his 
action as proper and patriotic, was triumphantly vindicated by the 
nation, and the removed general became the defeated presidential 
candidate. 

With the close of the war came another class of legislation, and 
here, as everywhere else, CHANDLER’S clear-headed business apart 
ence and ready facility of ping details and grouping principles 
and reaching successfully the end came into play. There were recon- 
struction acts and financial acts of stupendous a, ates to be con- 
sidered, revenues in unheard-of amounts to be collected, taxation to 
be adjusted, and amounts to be raised that the most san- 
guine; a nation of freedmen to be raised to the standard of citizens, 
a race of slaves to be educated to understand the rights and duties 
and obligations of freemen; banking and Joan acts, legal-tender and 
ourrency acts; treaties to be renewed; new relations with foreign 
nations to be entered into, old relations to be strengthened ; interna- 
tional and constitutional questions, new and old, arising out of a war 
unheard of in its magnitude and astounding as to its results, to be set- 
tled; wounded soldiers to be cared for; an army to be disbanded; the 
Southern States to be rehabilitated ; amendments of the Constitution 
to be adjusted to the changed condition of te poopie; in a word, the 
autonomy of the nation was to be re-established. All these and a 
thousand other subjects had to be and were considered by him appa- 
rently with equal ease, and the proceedings of the Senate will show 
his participation from day to day in them all, 


The 
war and the rehabilitation of the nation are fast away. Lin- 
coln, Seward, Chase, Stanton, Greeley, Wilson, Sumner, Morton, and 
now ZACHARIAH CHANDLER, have vanished from the scenes, and in 
the records of history and the memories of those still remaining must 
rest their glorious fame. 

From Senator CHANDLER’s first entrance into public life he was 
always the vigorous, rapid, sledge-hammer dealer of telling blows— 
no fears or quaking as to results. When the blow was delivered it 
was straight from the shoulder, vigorous and effective, delivered be- 
cause he believed it necessary and withont thinking of the tremendous 
effect of the stroke. 

To the looker-on often the effect was not immediately apparent; 
it did not seem much of a blow; but the next day, the next week, the 
next month the effect would be manifest. Men would be talking of his 
power; and a little peck of ten minutes would be printed in every 
newspaper, talked of on every corner, read at every fireside, in the 
city, in the country, on the mountain, in the valley, on the plain, in 
the palace, down among the miners, up the woodmen, in the 
drawing-room of the swift-rolling express train, in the forecastle of 
the fast-speeding ocean steamer, in the pulpit, in the pew, on the 
rostrum, on the stage, rousing the laggard, encouraging the timid, 
3 the brave, nerving the patriotic, striking terror to the 

tor. 

One element of his power was in his use of clear Anglo-Saxon words 
meaning arene | what he said and saying exactly what he meant, and 
doing it so clearly that each hearer knew he was but crystallizing into 
thought and 3 the exact floating idea in his own mind in the 
words that ought to be used. 

He had a masterly way of using plain words for plain people, with 
plain meaning. He used no tricks of rhetoric, no flowers of speech, 
no studied expression, no graceful gesture. They would have been 
utterly out of place with him. But his facts would be true and tell- 
ing—his speec 8 but strong, his gestures un 757 but 
poverta He was listened to by his friends because of their love; 

istened to by his enemies because his power compelled their atten- 
tion. Warm, positive, and magnetic to his friends, he was stern, un- 
yielding, ag ive in the presence of his enemies; always, how- 
ever, battling for the right as he believed it. Firm and steadfast in 
475 convictions, with him the contest must go on until he was victo- 
ous. 

As he was always ready to give blows, so he could receive them. 

The story is told of him, that amid the exciting seenes 5 
the withdrawal of senatorial traitors in 1861, when some of them, 

to madness by his merciless accusations of traitors, turned, 
and with fiery southern eloquence hurled stinging epithets and bloody 
threats and words of frenzied fury at him, he sat with asmile of scorn 
and derision, looking them steadily in the face, as though he heard 
them not but pitied their agonized emotions. Afterward, on being 
asked why he did not reply, he said, “Let me tell youastory.” Holding 
his hands in front of him with his two thumbs together, he said, “Do 
you see, one of my thumbs is shorter than the other, twisted and 
broken. Well, onee driving a yoke of oxen in my younger days, I 
got very mad at one of them, and raved and tore around consider- 
ably, and finally as the ox did not seem to care much about it, in m 

I struck him as hard as ible with my fist, thinking to b 

a rib at least. The sturdy old ox shifted his cud from one side to the 
other, looked around at me very quietly, whisked his tail gently, as 
though a fly was tickling him—while I was just howling with a 
broken thumb. So,” the Senator coneluded, it often happens, that 
the man who sup he is giving some one else a stunning blow 
finds he has only broken his own thumb.” 

When Mr. CHANDLER first appeared in the national political arena 
in 1856 he announced himself as a candidate for Senator. General 
Cass, whose term was about to expire, looked at the andacious young 
man with undisguised disdain, and was not slow to express his con- 
tempt for the “ young man who,” he said, “ might know how to meas- 
ure calico and tape, sell needles and thread, but was not fit to take 
his place in the council of the nation,” and added, “ we will remit 
him to his counter.” One can imagine the expression of countenance 
with which, in language more strong than polite, young CHANDLER 
replied, ‘‘ General Cass will find that he spelled his own name with- 
out a C when he made that remark.” From that moment there was, 
on the part of the coming Senator, constant, steady, hard work to one 
end, and when the Legislature assembled Mr, CHANDLER was elected 
and General Cass relegated to private life. 

In character and in person Mr. CHANDLER was like a granite block 
struck from the rugged mountains of his native State; rough-hewn, 
with jagged corners here and there, but solid, strong. His power of 
resistance to wrong or injustice, whenever or whence it might come, 
his capability of sustaining any load, his power to carry and readi- 
ness to assume any responsibility made necessary by his position was 
that of the nite rock always. His public life contains no instance 
of failure. ends and patriots could unhesitatingly rely upon his 
help, assistance, and counsels to sustain the nation and its defenders. 
Enemies and traitors to his last day could rest assured that he was 
watchful and ready to interfere between them and injury or insult 
to the nation or the soldiers of the Union. To him traitors were a 
concrete, ever-present reality, not an abstract, far-away entity. The 
definition of treason in the Constitution of his country had a personal 
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pointed application toindividuals. Its clear-cut definition, “ Treason 
against the United States shall consist only in levying war agaiust 
them or in adhering to their enemies, giving them aid and comfort,” 
his mind instantly applied personally, and a citizen of the United 
States who made war against his own country was & traitor, not an 
“erring brother,” or one who had only been engaged in some un- 
pleasantness.” An unrepentant rebel was a traitor ever and always. 
Yet no one was more ready than he to receive heartily any one 
* desirons of returning to his allegiance to his flag and his country. 

The great leader of the rebellion, who, with the oath of allegiance 
almost warm upon his lips, went out from the Senate of the United 
States, where he had given his pledge of loyalty to the Government, 

y, his own Government, freely and voluntarily, with hand upraised 
to heaven, and calling God to witness his truth, to levy war against the 
United States, which act the Constitution had declared treason, was 
to him a traitor, whose name should never be enrolled on the roll of 
honor—the pension-roll of the patriotic, loyal, maimed, and wounded 
soldiers of the Union Army. CHANDLER’s last speech in the Senate 
went to the hearts of his countrymen, and willlive with those of the 
distinguished oyators and patriots of the early days of the Republic. 

That there was one man at least in the Senate of the United States 
who dared to lift an indignant voice for patriots and e and 
against traitors and treason, gladdened the hearts and strengthened 
the hands of millions of citizens. The distinction between right and 
wrong, between loyal citizens and rebels, between patriots and trait- 
ors, seemed to be fast dying out, till a few burning words, in a mid- 
night session, forced ont of his inmost heart by insulting wrong, went 
like a zig-zag stroke of lightning through the wordy sophisms, and 
revealed to an indignant popia the insult that was being attempted 
to land, country, flag, and all the patriotic impulses of the nation. 

It is said that the eagle, when the storm arises, the lightnings flash, 
and thunders roll dea hones winds and black portentous clonds are 
rushing through the heavens, spreads his broad wings and soars above 
the storm. Thus it was with our dead friend. hen peril threat- 
ened the country, when disaster spread ruin and desolation, when 
men’s hearts failed from fear, CHANDLER rose above the storm, scanned 
the ruin, the disaster, the peril and dismay, ped the situation, mas- 
tered it in all its details, and calmly and quietly led the way ee 

He was a born commander and leader of men a power that would 
and could and did overcome all obstacles, In the or in the storm, 
in the whirlwind or in the tempest, always and ever self-poised, cool, 
daring, positive, ready for action. He was not the light-house to 
show others the way; he was the daring navigator who, when the light 
went out and rocks on either hand, could seize the helm and convey the 
ship safely into port. 

Harely as this country been so thoroughly shocked as it was on 
the morang of November 1, 1879, when thelightning flashed through 
the land— . 

Senator CHANDLER was found dead in his bed this morning. 


The air had been full of his utterances; the papers loaded with the 
closing speeches of this honest-hearted, earnest-minded old man in 
the campaign then ending. His last speech but one was made, and 
the flash, “ fo is dead,” came with the stunning effect of a blow. 
Never so well known, never so earnest, never so admired and loved 

and appreciated by his friends; never so powerful against, hated, and 
fear y his enemies; but with harness on, his steady, manly voice 
ringing in the ears of his countrymen, he went down as the warrior 
in the shock of battle; ay, and at the very moment of anticipated 
victory, although the shout of actual victory he was never again to 
hear in this world. 

Farewell to thee ! illustrious with a lion’s heart! 

Farewell to thee! uncompromising patri with a true soul! 

Farewell to thee! indefatigable worker, with an iron frame! 

Farewell to thee! undaunted friend, with a faithful breast ! 

Farewell to thee! loyal citizen, with patriotic impulses! 

Farewell to thee! stalwart politician, intrepid counselor, 

Fearless adviser, genial companion! 
We mourn for thee! A Senator without reproach ; 
A man without stain ; 
A soul above suspicion. 
„The air is thick with death. His flying shafts 
Strike down to-day the bravest in the land ; 


And here and there, how suddenly he 
His fatal arrows! Nor can long withstand 


The mailed warrior, or the statesman mann 
Against him. But why should he hasten on 
la > 5 * to strike one down 
Just in the zenith of his strength and glory of renown? 


Receiving, giving sternly, blow for blow! 
* * 


* * * * 
“Champion of right! But from eternity’s far shore 
Thy spirit will return to join the strife no 


more, 
Rest, statesman, rest! Thy troubled life is o'er.” 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, the t tree in the 
forest sometimes breaks the stillness of the day by the suddenness 
of its fall: so ZACHARIAH CHANDLER startled a continent when he 
went down to death! Thirty-six hours before he died he was the 
guest of my own city. He spoke there, both in the afternoon and 


evening, each time to a large concourse of people. He retired at 
twelve o’clock, and rested well through the night. 

Many of our citizens bade him -bye at the early train for Chi- 
cago; and little did they think as the cars rolled ont into the light 
of that beautiful morning that it was the last he was ever to behold 
on earth! Yet so it was, for within twenty-one hours thereafter he 
was dead. 

I think only those who saw him during these last hours of his life 
could realize the suddenness of his death. Thongh the grim mes- 
senger walked beside him, no shadow fell upon his pathway. His 
thoughts were all of life; he could scarcel ve been thinking of 
the possibilities of death; his every act and energy was devoted to 
the work before him; he talked of nothing else, and apparently he 
thought of nothing else. 

He was the avant courier of republicanism. His voice had rung out 
from Maine to Wisconsin. He had moved the people by the potency 
of his presence and the earnestness of his appeals. He Pelieved that 
national destiny itself trembled in the balance, and he imparted this 
belief to the masses wherever he went, for they knew that his heart 
was in his work and his convictions were in his words. 

Amid scenes like these it could hardly have been possible that he 
had a thought of what wastocome. He could scarcely have dreamed 
that while yet the plaudits of thousands were ringing in his ears he 
was to meet, in the heart of that at city, in the dead hour of the 
night, in the silent loneliness of his room, that dread messenger, who 
gave no warning and accepted no delay; yet so it was, for he awoke 
oniy from the sleep of lifo to sink back again in the sleep of death. 

o, Mr.S er, none but those who remember the earnest manner 
and pathetic voice with which he besought the chairman of each suc- 
cessive meeting to telegraph him at Detroit on the night of the elec- 
tion the result of the contest can realize the overmastering interest 
which had taken ion of him. The news he so longed to hear 
did indeed flash alg the wires, but whether it died out in the dark- 
ness of that shoreless sea, or whether it penetrated the mystic regions 
of the great beyond, no word ever comes back to tell us. 

We who speak of ZACHARIAH CHANDLER here to-day must speak 
of him as he was, for he never feared to speak for himself. And his 
words will be cherished and remembered when ours are lost and for- 
gotten. No flowers of rhetoric, no high-wrought historic parallels, 
5 half-drawn apologies for what he was or What he did, will do for 

im. 

He was a plain, blunt man. He was combative, he was aggress- 
ive, and in what he believed to be right he was relentless. Ho was 
a man of the people, he was a friend of the poor, he loved liberty, 
he hated oppression, he abhorred treason, and he detested hypocrisy. 
He was a partisan, he was a patriot, he was a hero! 

Like the oak he resembled, he was reared in storms and rocked ‘in 
tempests. Strong and massive in body, he was stronger in will; firm 
in ee exes he was formidable in argument; quick to see the salient 
points of a question, he brought his broad common sense to bear upon 
it, and not infrequently by a single sally he broke through and de- 
molished a whole battle-line of sophistry. Who can ever forget the 
expression of that face, or the instantaneous effect produ upon 
thousands, when from the rostrum he put that one question: 


If this is not a government, what did the rebels surrender to at Le Tee 
e ede ee e eee States of 
erica 


Or when, on that memorable night, in the Senate of the United 
States he made that terrific onslaught which startled both sides of 
the Chamber and roused the whole country, what member even of 
the opposition who did not feel the force of what he said? In the 
lan of Mr. Webster, it was one of those outbursts of passion and 
power which, if they come at all, come “like the outbreaking of a 

ountain from the earth, or the bursting forth of volcanic fires, with 
spontaneous, original, native force!” 

This was the secret of Mr. CHANDLER’s power. His methods were 
clear and practical, his reasoning synthetic, and his attacks sponta- 
neous and irresistible. While others were examining the bricks and 
mortar in the structure, and carefully calculating the resistance to 
be overcome, he selected his point of attack, and with crowbar and 
sledge breached the walls and carried the citadel by storm. 

Savants and philosophers may style these methods crude and West- 
ern, but while the names of Douglas, Morton, and CHANDLER live the 
poopie will believe them to possess an innate force which all the 

earning of the schools cannot give. 

The opinion is often expressed that certain very good and compe- 
tent men are holding back a political millennium by their persistent 
refusal to accept office and enter upon public life. Somebody has 
un iously said of such, that shay veer made up of two parts of 
selfishness and two of timidity. I know not how the fact may be, 
but if it be true, ZACHARIAH CHANDLER did not belong to this class. 
He never took counsel either of his selfishness or his fears. He was 
not possessed of that happy temperameut which enabled him to stand 
quietly by while aggressive wrong was crushing out defenseless 


right. 

By the very nature of his make-up, he was forced to enter the arena. 
And thus he met all the malignity, denunciation, and abuse which 
ever come to the earnest, the faithful, and the true. Yet nothing 
could dissuade him. The critical might carp, the mediocre patronize, 
and the malign scoff and deride, but all the pigmies of earth and sky 
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ceuld not stay the dauntless old hero in the work he had marked out 
for himself. To such a man the holding of civil office was the merest 
incident in the world; for whether in public or private life he was 
the natural defender of the people. s 

That Mr. CHANDLER was intense and bitter, that he sometimes 
wrongly suspicioned the motives and acts of others, is only to say that 
he belonged to the class of positive men ; but tbat under it all there 
was a broad and generous sincerity and a heart as tender as a child’s 
none who knew him need to be told. He was, indeed, in earnest ; 
but if any supposed his earnestness took on only the cold malignity 
of hate, they studied his character to but little purpose. I could only 
claim to know him as we all knew him here, yet I do not care to be told 
that he was moved by other than the loftiest and purest motives. 

Only the night but one before he died, in my own house, in com- 
mon with others, I saw that firm lip quiver and those stern eyes 
moisten as he recounted the measureless wanes which had been vis- 
ited upon the poor freedmen of the South; and I believe mortal man 
was never actuated by higher or holier motives than he when he 
swere by the God that made him that he would never bate one jot nor 
tittle of effort until these monstrous wrongs should be righted. 

I allude to these things here in no partisan spirit, for that should 
be banished from these halls to-day; but I speak of them only to 
be just to him in his grave, as he was just and fearless before all the 
world. And I feel sure that could he have left any injunction be- 
hind, it would have been: „If you speak of me at all, in the lan- 
guage of sacred song, speak of me— 

Just as I am,” 


Burke I think it was who said that trae sentiment was the logic of 
common sense. Such, I think, was the sentiment of ZACHARIAH 
CHANDLER. It was plain, practical, and direct. 

No more touching provisions can be found in the wills of public men 
than in those of Thaddeus Stevens and Mr. CHANDLER. While the 
former made no provision for the care of his own grave, he set aside 
a sum of money and directed that the “sexton keep his mother’s 

ve in good order, and plant roses and other cheerful flowers at its 
‘our corners every spring.” 

So Mr. CHANDLER, with just words enough to express his meaning, 
said, in effect, to his wife and daughter, “ You are my only heirs; as 
you have loved and trusted me, so I love and confide in you. I lay 
my fortune at your feet, and that you may be unfettered in its en- 
joyment and use, I relieve it from any word coming back from the 

rave,” 

Could affection be more tender? Could confidence be more com- 
plete? Where shall the well-springs of the human heart be better 
studied than in the wills of these two remarkable men? 

Impartial history will assign Mr. CHANDLER his proper place in the 
ranks of America’s public men. We cannot do that here to-day. It 
may, however, be safely said that if Seward, Chase, and Sumner 
might draft the plans for the fabric of freedom, Wade, Stevens, and 
CHANDLER might lay its foundations and lift its walls to completion. 
Noble trio! How fiercely they wrought; how well they triumphed. 

The last of them now sleeps on the banks of the river he loved so 
fondly. And to-day Wisconsin comes with her foster-mother, Mich- 
igan, to lay a garland upon his grave. He loved to tell us that the 
boundaries of his own county of Wayne once embraced both our 
States. Representatives of Michigan, your loss is our loss; and over 
our common calamity a nation grieves to-day. We come tomingle our 
tears with yours, and to utter the fervent prayer that he who sleeps 
so near your metropolis may rest in peace so long as that city shall 
stand—yea, so long as the waters that roll by it flow outward to the 
sea. 


Mr. HUBBELL. Mr. Speaker, it is said that “death loves a shin- 
ing mark, a signal blow.” Than in ZACHARIAH CHANDLER, whose 
death to-day we mourn in common with the whole patriotic people 


of the nation, the “fell sergeant” has had few more brilliant marks, 


has struck few nobler lives, and the Republic bas had to mourn no 
more useful citizen, no more upright or purer patriot. 

Mr. CHANDLER was a native of New England. He was born at 
Bedford, in the State of New Hampshire, December 10, 1813; in the 
State which gave birth to and molded the character of Daniel Web- 
ster; in the tone of strong convictions, of sterling integrity, of un- 
compromising patriotism, and inflexible devotion to freedom. Here 
in his native State, building up a vigorous frame and robust health 
among its granite hills—here amid its noble associations and grand 
institutions of learning; amid a people rejoicing in their revolu- 
tionary history—in its perils and privations and its glories and tri- 
umphs—loving freedom and hating oppression, ZACHARIAH CHAND- 
LER imbibed those rigid principles of justice, that invincible love of 
freedom and of country, that incorruptible integrity which he trans- 
planted in his new home in the then “far West,” and which distin- 

ished every act of his public life, and in support of which he died 
fiterally in harness. 

In his home in 1 the State of his adoption, these 18 
qualities were combined with and regulated by an intelligence an 
sagacity so rarely at fault as to enable him to amass an ample for- 
tune, Ae him at the head of the business men of the State, and soon 
point him out as a man of mark, as a man of rare and genuine merit, 
of great force of character, of intrepid courage and sterling worth, 
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and won for him the respect, confidence, and enduring love of its 


people. 

No man was ever trusted in public or private life as was ZACHARIAH 
CHANDLER by the people of me, se and no man ever ended a pub- 
lic career against whose integrity less could be said. 

No position in their gift, however high or responsible, no honor, how- 
ever great, was too high for his merits or too great for their love. 
Thus in 1851 he was mayor of Detroit; in 1852 the whig candidate 
for governor; in 1857,a Senator of the United States; in 1863, re- 
elected as Senator; in 1869, again re-elected; and again in 1879. In 
1875 he was given by President Grant the portfolio of the Interior. 
In every trust he acquitted himself honorably, fearlessly, ably, and 
returned it impressed with the marks of his genius. 

In nothing, indeed, was Mr, CHANDLER an ordinary man. As a 
husband and a father and a friend, ever faithful, trusting, and true, 
his great, manly heart delighted in exhibitions of the tenderest devo- 
tion. He never abando. a friend, and was ever truest and most 
devoted to him in the hour of his misfortune or trials. He was not 
a place-seeker nor a time-server; but he was a lover of his country 
and a hater of its enemies, and always filled to the measure the place 
he occupied; and being a man of strong convictions and dauntless 
courage the enemies of his country always felt his presence, and were 
never ee his bitterest invectives. 

Mr. Speaker, I knew Mr. CHANDLER intimately. He was to me a 
“friend, philosopher, and guide,” and I should be unjust to his mem- 
ory did I not speak of him as he was—a man who always acted his 
honest convictions without regard to or fear of the consequences. 

As a Cabinet minister, with the portfolio of the most complicated 
and troublesome Department of the Government, noted for its in- 
trigues and scandals, the Interior, with its important divisions and 
the intricate and delicate character of many of their important duties 
very difficult to comprehend and to intelligently manage, and ren- 
dered doubly so by ontside combinations for the promotion of private 
advantage and fraud—in that responsible and difficult trust, his 
masterly executive ability, his great common sense, his disciplined 
business habits, his integrity, his wonderful industry, his intuitive 
knowledge of men and their motives, and his great courage and nerve 
rendered his administration such a marked success that his able and 
accomplished successor publicly admitted that his ambition was to 
leave the Department in as good shape as he received it. He never 
pert with men whom he believed to be dishonest. To illustrate 

is blunt and direct methods, pardon an anecdote: Soon after he took 
charge of the Interior Department, I met him here in Washington and 
the usual salutations had hardly passed between us when he said: 
J have been reforming in the Interior Department to-day.” And 
in reply to my query as to what he had done he replied: “I have 
emptied one large room and left it in charge of a colored porter, who 
has the key, who cannot read or write, and who is instructed to allow 
no one to enter it without my orders, and I am under the impression 
that the public interests are safe so far as that room and its busi- 
ness are concerned until I can find some honest men to put into it.” 
A further conversation developed the fact that by plain business 
methods he had collected his proofs, and thus armed he could only 
deal a deadly blow. Thus early he mastered all the intricate and dif- 
ficult details of the service; early he clearly comprehended its needs 
and vigorously and laboriously applied himself to their practical ac- 
complishment. In short, he established order where chaos previously 
ruled, reorganized details, secured efficiency, and effected a due re- 
sponsibility in all the branches of the service. 

Honest himself, he tolerated no doubtful practices, no improper rela- 
tions in the Department. Fraud vanished at his touch. Incompe- 
tency and imbecility met their reward, and he transmitted the port- 
folio to his successor with the Department purged of many injurious 
scandals, and the service, in all its details, greatly simplified and 
improved. 

a Senator, Rome, in the days of her highest virtue and test 
strength, had none nobler, purer, or more fearless, Entering the 
Senate during the stormy debates and violent struggles of the sec- 
tions on the question of slavery, Mr. CHANDLER stepped at once to 
the front as a 5 and trusted leader on the side of freedom. 
The times were full of peril, and terribly tested all the metal in men's 
souls. But during that struggle, in debate, from 1857 until 1860, car- 
ried on on the one side by patriotic, liberty-loving men, who hated 
slavery and antagonized it because they dreaded its extension, and. 
on the other by men who worshiped slavery, were bound to extend 
and perpetuate it or destroy the common government inherited from 
the fathers, who recognized the code, and under its bloody rules 
tried to intimidate the representatives of the people from the North- 
ern States in the discharge of their duties, no man ever did or will 
say that ZACHARIAH CHANDLER ever faltered in the discharge of his 
duty as he saw it. He abhorred the code, condemned alike by the 
laws of man and of God, yet while in the discharge of his public 
trasts it had no terrors for him, and never caused him fora moment 
to falter in the full and complete performance of his duties. 

It is not my purpose here to enter into that memorable debate upon 
the question of slavery and the rights of the States which preceded 
and culminated in the war of rebellion, more than to say that Mr. 
CHANDLER’s sagacity readily penetrated the designs of the southern 
leaders, readily saw that slavery was ep be means to the consumma- 
tion of their purpose—the disruption of the Union. Indignantly and 
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vehemently he raised his voice in exposure of this traitorous plot. 
He was “no orator as Brutus” was. He apparently despised all mere 
ornaments of speech, but in his vigorous, terse English he left no 
doubtras to his meaning and purpose. And thus he fearlessly labored 
everywhere and on all occasions to arouse the country to a sense of 
the impending danger, and to prepare it for a conflict of arms in sup- 

rt of the Union. He had no faith in compromise, but felt that the 
inevitable and deadly conflict must come, and tried to prepare his 
countrymen for it. The events which rapidly followed demonstrated 
the wisdom as it did the justice of his conclusions and his course. 
The rebellion came upon us with its appalling sacrifices and suffer- 
ings, and awfully vindicated his sagacity and the justice of his charges 
against the southern leaders. 

Great names and great men, so called, unless distinguished by worth 
and patriotic motives and corresponding actions, received from him 
no homage. His country to him was all in all. Every patriotic man 
he claimed as a friend, and to every patriot, to all patriots, of every 
grade or character, if their sincerity were demonstrated by works, he 
yielded his whole support, all his weight and influence. 

But the man who laid himself down in the pathway of his country’s 
honor and glory, the man who, whether from imbecility or design, ob- 
structed or impeded his country’s triumphant march to victory, to 
perfect and permanent peace, to that man ZACHARIAH CHANDLER 
ya an inflexible foe, and to him he fearlessly proclaimed his hos- 
tility. 

Ap a member of the Committee on the Conduct of the War he was 
active, terribly in earnest, and untiring in industry, and rendered to 
the nation the most important services. Nonamé, however high, baf- 
fled his inquiries or escaped his judgment. > 

Notwithstanding he had regarded McClellan’s appointment as wise 
and judicious, yet, for reasons already made a part of our country's 
history, he boldly arraigned him in the face of the country, in the 
teeth of his great popularity and the great power he wielded in com- 
mand of the armies, as utterly incompetent for the weighty duties of 
his high position, and demanded his removal, as justified by the high- 
est reasons of expediency and the loftiest motives of patriotism. 

Believing that Pope, at second Bull Run, was sacrificed by Fitz- 
John Porter, and that our loss of life and disaster at that battle was 
caused by Porter's criminal insubordination, he boldly denounced him 
as a traitor to his country and demanded his trial and punishment. 

Against all men whom he believed to be untrue to his country in 
her hour of peril, his great patriotic heart instinctively rebelled, and 
they were made the victims of his terrible denunciations. 

The war of the rebellion ended, Mr. CHANDLER took a prominent 
part in that legislation which reconstructed the States in rebellion 
and gave them representation in the halls of Congress, and here as 
elsewhere his career was marked by the same distinguishing traits 
of character. 

Coming into the Senate again in 1878, he immediately stepped to 
the front and the country knew that plain, honest old ZACH. CHAND- 
LER, as they loved to call him, was again in his seat, and the demo- 
cratic party, which he never loved, was made painfully aware of his 
presence, Stripping the guise of flimsy pretexts from off the reasons 
actuating the men who forced the extra session, he sounded the key- 
note of alarm—the bugle-call of the campaign of 1879, in which he 
labored day and night, closing his great work in one of the ablest 
and grandest speeches of his life in the Garden City of America, 
where, ere the dawn of day succeeded his great effort, he died. The 
life of a great, earnest, honest, and broad-souled man went silently 
out with the watches of the night, and in his death the Republic 
mourns an upright and useful citizen, a noble Senator, a peerless 

atriot, and humanity an besa i friend. Apparently in robust health, 
n the vigorous exercise of all his great faculties, peacefully and 
serenely, without a struggle and free from pain, his noble spirit sank 
into the“ blind cave of eternal night,“ passed triumphantly from the 
bo scenes and duties of worldly life to the judgment-seat of his 
od. 
Thus yields the cedar to the ax's edge, 
Whose arms gave shelter to the princely eagle, 
Under whose shade the ramping lion sept; 
Whose top-branch overpeer'd Jove's sp g tree, 
f And kept low shrubs from winter's powerful wind. 

But though dead, he is not forgotten. In every patriot’s home, in 
the home of every friend of humanity, of every friend of freedom and 
free institutions, his name will long be cherished with endearing 
pride; and history in recording his actions, in reviewing his services 
to his country and to mankind, and in its judgment of his character, 
will as surely rank him high among the good and great men of his 
times, = 

Peace to his ashes. 


Mr. CRAPO. Mr. Speaker, the life of ZACHARIAH CHANDLER is a 
marked illustration of that character which is developed by our 
American institutions and which is distinctly American. In no other 
country and under no other system of society and laws do we look 
for the manifestation of such individual growth and power. Start- 
ing from the humble surroundings of a New England farm, with the 
limited advantages of a plain and simple country home, with the 
training of the unpretending fireside and village school, he emerges 
into self-reliant manhood. Then follow the struggles of life amid 
the activities and hardships of a western settlement; the competi- 


tions of business, bringing substantial rewards; the contests for 
higher position, while “ho ding securely the advances made; the 
reaching out for wider influence and greater mastery over the thoughts 
and acts of men; and, finally, the control and power which made 
him a recognized leader and a mighty force in the land. With no 
external advantages to aid him, he overcame obstacles and conquered 
opposition and secured for himself commanding position and influ- 
ence. He was conscious of his own inherent strength ; he knew that 
he lived in a country full of opportunities to the earnest and faith- 
ful man; and he realized that in this free land men have equal right 
to place and wealth and power if they have will and strength to win 
them. He asked no odds and he accepted no gifts. What he was 
and what he possessed came as the result and reward of his own per- 
sonal efforts. He did not drift into high positions, but earned them 
by sheer exertion and force of character. His history is the record 
of a successful man; and we can find few moro impressive examples, 
even in this country which is so full of personal achievements. 

In private life Mr. CHANDLER was bluff, NEON and sincere. He 
was outspoken with the candor of positive éruth. He did not con- 
ceal his admiration of one whom he liked, and he was equally open 
in the expression of disapprobation of one he disliked. He was frank 
and generous in his approval, and he was equally free and severe in 
his condemnation. There was an integrity in his friendship and an 
earnestness in his recognition of friends which endeared him to those 
who knew him intimately. 

The personal qualities which marked his private intercourse were 
still more conspicuous in his public life. There was always the same 

itiveness of manner and speech. His large frame, his vigorous 

ealth, and commanding presence were not more remarkable than the 

robustness of his mind, his stout heart, his stalwart courage, and resist- 
less 5 

His political opinions were formed during the controversies of the 
Missouri compromise and the attempt to establish slavery in Kansas. 
He entered public life just as the struggle for national supremacy 
was culminating into war. He regarded it as a question of liberty 
orslavery, of national unity or its dismemberment. He saw with clear 
vision the terrible magnitude of the issue, and this made him a par- 
tisan. It was impossible for him with his consciousness and convic- 
tions to be otherwise than a partisan. He was intensely in earnest. 
He feared southern aggression, and unceasingly fought it; he de- 
tested disloyalty, and was bold in his discoveries of it; he abhorred 
the rebellion with intolerant hatred, and labored for its destruction. 
He would grant no concession where he believed the principle was 
vital, and, however hot or bitter or uncertain the fight, he neither 
gave nor asked for quarter. During the dark days of war his heart 
never faltered and his voice never trembled. He exacted the utmost 
fidelity and diligence from those who supported the Union cause, and 
had little respect or charity for those who brought failure to its arms. 
His watchfulness and aggressiveness did not cease with the war. 
When conciliation seemed to have failed, and the old strife, which it 
was supposed had been buried on the battle-field, was revived in 
Congress, Mr. CHANDLER naturally came to the front, and with the 
same defiant courage of opinion which gave him master influence 
during the war, he proclaimed in the Senate, and before the people, 
the dangers which threatened the peace and good order of the nation, 
in language which could not be misunderstood. 

Perhaps in a less turbulent period of our history Mr, CHANDLER 
would not have occupied so prominent a place. He was not a great 
statesman, but he was needed in an exigency, and most nobly did he 
meet the requirement. No man better understood the patriotic im- 
pulses of the people, and no man had greater power in expressing and 
arousing popular sentiment. He was in sympathy with the masses; 
he had an intense sense of justice between man and man; he esti- 
mated men 1 to their true worth; he never stood upon his 
dignity, nor by word or manner indicated any parn superiority. 
The coarse dress or rough manner did not repel him, but every man, 
however plain or humble, was at ease in his presence. He stood nearer 
to the people and had a stronger hold upon them than any other Sen- 
ator. 

The secret of his success and his control of the popular mind may 
be found in his sincerity, his intensity, his constancy, and his direct- 
ness. There was no deceit in his nature. Yon were never left in 
doubt about his views; and, what is more, ke was never in doubt 
himself. You always knew where to find him. He used vigorous 
Saxon. His utterances were plain and terse. His illustrations, 
although sometimes extravagant, were full of rugged meaning, and 
what they lacked in elegance was made up in force. Whatever he 
said he meant should be understood just as he said it. 

There was nothing negative about him. His policy was never timid 
nor vacillating. However great the responsibility, he never hesitated 
to assume it, but he always went to the front. It was this positive, 
aggressive, uncompromising spirit which gave him leadership and 
enabled him io infuse courage into men of less boldness. He wasim- 
patient of opposition, and as ready to condemn his own party asso- 
ciates as his opponents when their policy was at variance with his 
own. 

Mr. CHANDLER was not free from faults, and he never attempted 
their concealment. Every one knew what manner of man he was. 
He made no claim to greatness, nor to any special merit. The men 


who denounced him asa bitter partisan, and who threw stones of hate 
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and ridicule against him, even now, before the period of passionate 
strife in which he was an actor has entirely passed away, have ac- 
knowledged his virtues. 

His personal integrity, his resistless energy, his burning patriotism, 
his rugged frankness, and his fearless devotion to duty, made him con- 
spicuous in the legislation of the country and in the councils of his 


party. 

He died with the harness on, in the mid-day of his fame and use- 
fulness, actively pakopaine with all the fervor of hisnature in the 
le which he believed of vital consequence to his countrymen. 
e cannot but admire the character of a man who “ was the archi- 
tect of his own fortune,” and who, under a beneficent and free gov- 
ernment, which gives equal advan to all, relying upon his own 
brave heart and strong arm and indomitable will, won a name and 
wielded a power which will continue far beyond the generation in 

which he lived. 


Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, on the Ist day of November last the 
sad announcement was made that Senator CHANDLER was dead ; that 
his lifeless remains were found in bed at the Pacific Hotel, in the 
city of 9 The report was doubted at first by the friends of 
the deceased Senator, but all doubt was soon removed, and the city 
and State of his adoption arrayed themselves in the habiliments of 
mourning. Senator CHANDLER was known to more of the people of 
Michigan than any other of her citizens. The name of ZACHARIAH 
CHANDLER, or “ Old Zach,” as he wasmore commonly called, was famil- 
iar in every household, and was spoken with the utmost freedom by 
old and young alike, but to-day, to them, his voice is stilled in death. 
To-day his name is spoken with sadness and sorrow from the Atlan- 
tic to the Pacific, at least in every Northern State. Mr. CHANDLER'S 
life in many respects was an eventful one, Born in the town of Bed- 
ford, amid the ragged hills of a New Hampshire home, he soon began 
to exhibit those traits of character which in after life made him so 

rominent. In 1833, when but twenty years of age, he became sat- 
isfied that his native State was no field in which to develop his busi- 
ness powers, and he sought a home in the then undeveloped great 
Northwest, and found it in the city of Detroit. What a broad field 
was then opened to the view of the energetic young New Englander! 
Nearly all our country west of Buffalo at that time was but an un- 
inhabited wilderness. Michigan was but a Territory, with a few 
thousand inhabitants, and contained within its territorial govern- 
ment what is now known as the State of Wisconsin. The city of 
Detroit was but a small town, its inhabitants being largely engaged 
in trade with the natives of the forest. But the city of Detroit to- 
day is one of the great cities of the Northwest, while Michigan has 
a population of a million and ahalf of people, and Wisconsin pony! 
an equal number, and both of these great States are teeming wit 
all the enterprise and industry of the age. Such result was obtained 
during the years of Mr. CHANDLER’s residence in Michigan, and was 
largely due to his fostering care while in official life. onder not, 
then, that the city of Detroit and the State of Michigan mourn the 
loss of her honored dead, for he was always a watchful guardian of 
their interests. The plain result of his watchful care for his State 
and his desire to advance her eae genie while in public life is visible 
along all the great chain of lakes and rivers which encompass her 
borders. No one has done more to advance and build up the inter- 
ests of the Northwest than the late Senator. 

When Mr. CHANDLER arrived in Detroit, like thousands of other 
young men who then songht a home in the West, his test wealth 
was his robust constitution, and his chief capital to start with in the 
great battle of life was his habits of industry, his self-will, pluck, 
and integrity. Soon after his arrival he entered into a business part- 
nership in the dry-goods trade with one Franklin Moore, a brother-in- 
law. This partnership continued but for a few years, when Mr. Moore 
retired from the firm, Mr. CHANDLER continuing in the business until 
he accumulated a fortune and became the most prosperous merchant 
in the State. Mr. CHANDLER’S political life commenced in 1851, when 
he was nominated by the whigs of Detroit and elected mayor of said 
city. His extensive business had made him acquaintances and friends 
all over the State, and in the fall of 1852 he was nominated as the 
whig candidate for governor, but, while runnin ly ahead of his 
ticket, he was defeated by Hon. Robert McClelland, his democratic 
opponent. He made his first political speeches in his canvass for the 

overnorship, and soon became the recognized leader of the whigs of 

State. He took an active part in the formation of the republican 
party at Jackson in 1854, and a leading part in the campaigns of 1854 
and 1856, speaking in every part of the State, and his plain logic, 


clear and forcible language gained him friends wherever he went. 
When the republicans obtained control of the islature in 1856 the 
the election of Mr. 


and people with es unanimity demand 
HANDLER to succeed General Lewis Cass in the Senate of the United 
States. He took his seat in the Senate on the 4th of March, 1857, 
and was twice re-elected, and served continuously for eighteen years. 
The venerable HANNIBAL HAMLIN is the only one of his first asso- 
ciates in the Senate who is serving in a like capacity to-day, and, I 


believe, the only one now in public life. Nearly all others sleap the 
last sleep. At the time Mr. CHANDLER entered the Senate excitement 
ran high over the repeal of the once famous Missouri compromise, 

in the Territories was soon 
om and oppression. 


and the great contest relating to slav 
fought out between the friends of 


In this conflict, Mr. CHANDLER stood boldly up for the fandamental 
rights of man, and was a fit representative of his great liberty-loving 
constituency. The continuous eighteen years of Mr. CHANDLER'S 
senatorial career were 3 fraught with momentous events, and 


were the most eventful years of American history. It was during 
these years that the bondmen were made free, that the nation was 
saved, the Union restored, and liberty preserved to the American 
pore. It was during these years that the rights of man were more 

mly nteed by amendments to the fundamental law of the 
land. It was during the later years of Mr. CHANDLER’s life that the 
financial credit and the iftegrity and honor of the nation were at 
stake; when demagogues sought to build up a political organization 
upon their country’s shame. In the settlement of all these great 
questions, the vote and voice of the late Senator truly represented 
the patriotic sentiment of the people of his State. In October, 1875, 
Mr. CHANDLER was chosen by President Grant as one of his constitu- 
tional advisers, and placed at the head of the Interior Department, 
where he remained until March 4, 1877. His appointment, at first, 
did not meet with the commendation of the self-assumed, high-toned, 
theoretical politicians of his party; but when he passed over the In- 
terior Department to his successor, the people and press of all parties 
vied with each other in commending the manner in which he had 
conducted the duties of his office. He demonstrated by practical 
experience that he was the best reformer of the civil service who 
chose his assistants and employés because of their practical knowledge 
of the duties they were selected to perform, rather than he who se- 
lected them because they succeeded in answering questions relating 
to matters which in no manner 8 to their official duties. As 
Secretary of the Interior he purified that Department of the Govern- 
ment, and showed an executive talent surpassed by no one who had 
filled the position. 

Upon the resignation of Senator Christiancy in the spring of 1879, 
Mr. CHANDLER, as is well known, was chosen by the Legislature of 
Michigan to fill the vacancy caused by such resignation. In his long 
official life his great executive and business ability, his industry and 
strict integrity, have met the highest commendation of the press and 
pronl of all parties. No one has ever been bold enough to charge 

ACHARIAH CHANDLER with corruption or peculation in office. Sen- 
ator CHANDLER was in many respects truly a great man. He wasnot 
t in his style of oratory; he was not great in his classical learn- 
ing or in his knowledge of the sciences, but he was great, powerfully 
great, in his knowledge of men. He was one who could mold public 
opinion and assimilate the jadgments of men, and such a man is truly 
great. He was a leader of men; he drew about him in his political 
councils not only the aged, but the young, the vigorous, and active; 
he was a man of the people and from the people, and herein lay his 
strength. In his notions he was practical. His language was plain, 
and his ideas were clear and always forcibly expressed. There never 
could be any misapprehension as to which side of a business or polit- 
ical question he was on. Mr. CHANDLER was a partisan, but he was 
was first of alla patriot. While he held his country above party, 
455 he firmly believed that the stability of the nation and the polit- 
cal equality and welfare of all ome poopie depended upon the success 
of the party he so faithfully labored for and loved so well. He was 
bold, fearless, and ive in his language and demeanor; he was 
uncompromising in his utterances, and never shrank from character- 
izing offenses in their true yee Had he been less fearless he might 
at times have excused his language by uttering words spoken by 
another : 
Judge me not entl 
Of manners eri and violent of 3 
If when the public safety is in — 
My zeal flows warm and eager from my tongue. 

But he made no apologies. He preferred to leave his countrymen 
to judge his words and motives from his patriotic acts. Mr. CHANDLER 
was a positive man. He threw the whole power of his intellect against 
that which he believed to be wrong, and he never wavered in his 
struggle to promote right and advance - truth and justice. He was 

ossessed of great energy and great mental and physical powers, and 

ə never doubted his ability to accomplish that which he set out to 
perform. He adopted the motto of another: “Attempt the end and 
never stand to doubt.” If we look back over the pages of the world’s. 
history we will find that the men of the mold of Mr. CHANDLER, 
men that were positive, aggressive, bold and fearless in the right, 
were the men who came to the front in advancing the t princi- 
ples of political and religious liberty. Mr. CHANDLER above all was 
an honest man, in official as well as private life. He was plain in 
his dress and simple in his habits, He was generous with his means 
and the friend of the needy and unfortunate, and thousands of such 
in his adopted city dro a tear over his bier as they viewed his 
manly form in death. He was a firm believer in the integrity of the 
American people, and during the political campaign of 1878 he took 
the strongest ground in favor of maintaining our national credit. He 
asserted that after mature reflection the American people would no 
more think of repudiating the nation’s obligations than they would 
think of submitting to a dissolution of the Union itself, and he gave 
tlis fact as an illustration of the integrity of our people. He said, 
during the late war, while he was in Washington that he loaned to 
our soldiers several thousands of dollars, in small sums of from two 
to ten dollars to each, but that the whole amount was repaid to him 


“gle of parties which often convulsed the 
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with the exception of about $10, and he was satisfied the peor men 
who owed him that small amount had given their lives for their coun- 


1155 Speaker, during the three short years that I have had the 
honor of a seat in this body, very many of our desks have been draped 
in mourning. Our legislative associates have fallen all around us. 
Not only the small in stature and the physically weak, but these who 
seemed to stand like mighty oaks in the forest have been stricken 
down by the icy hand of death. Surely “God moves in a mysterious 
way.” 

When we separated and went to our homes last summer no one 
seemed more likely to return in the vigor of health and strength than 
he for whom we mourn to-day; but asa great political contest in 
which he had taken an active part was about to close, he slept. His 

pularity was never so great as on the day of his death. He had 
Soa a recognized leader of his party, and his words gave strength 
and wisdom to an aggressive host. It will be hard to fill his place 
in the councils of the nation or in the leadership of his party. 

Mr. Speaker, I first became acquainted with Mr, CHANDLER in 1856, 
and he was then known by the familiar name of “Old Zach,” yet he 
was under forty-three years of age. For the last twelve years of his 
life I knew him intimately, personally and politically, and our rela- 
tions were very friendly. . 

Sir, I feel that the nation has lost a patriotic statesman, his State 
its most illustrious citizen, and he who speaks to you a noble friend. 
But ZACHARIAH CHANDLER İs gone. In the beautiful “Elmwood,” 
on the banks of a mighty river, his friends laid him to rest, where 
his ashes will mingle with the dust of other illastrious dead. 

In common with the people of the State he served so well, and which 
honored him so greatly, and of the Nation whose rights, honor, and 
power he was such an uncompromising defender, and of the thou- 
sands of personal friends who loved him we cast upon his bier the 
faithful tribute of affection and high regard, and so bid him a last 
farewell. 


Mr. ROBESON. From rock-bound coast and rugged mountain- 
side, from quiet farms and busy villages, and from her thronging 
centers of culture and of trade, New England pours her eager sons 
along the epee of every progress. From the elevating influence 
of her noble social system, from her clustering churches, from her 
teeming school-honses, from her free town-meetings, they carry the 
impress of their New England origin, education, and character into 
every field which human ambition dares to invade or human energy 
avails to conquer. What manner of men they are, who, born of Puri- 
tan stock and inheriting the energies and capacities of Puritan char- 
acter, develop them in the free air and under the boundless horizon 
of the prairies, and amid the activity and vitality of pioneer and 
frontier life, we know and the world is beginning to realize. Carry- 
ing with them everywhere the mental and moral qualities of their 
New England origin, they develop them in scenes of more intense 
vitality and amid the struggles of larger elements of natural force. 
Thus is produced a race uniting in themselves almost every condition 
of hysical, intellectual, and political development; a race which 
makes a new and mighty element of power, challenging the atten- 
tion and commanding the respect of the world. 

These reflections are suggested by a picture as remarkable as any 
in the history of our country, and which would not be possible in 
any other land or under different conditions of government and polit- 
ical progress. Amid the crowd of emigrants who in the earlier years 
of the present century turned their backs upon home and birthplace 
in New England to seek their fortunes in the wing West were 
two young men, born in the little State of New pshire, who both 
finally settled in the beautiful city of Detroit, which, sitting like a 
queen on the banks of Adak ey highway, has for so many years com- 
manded the trade and cof the Northwest. Their stern New Eng- 
land mother had thrown off each in turn as the northern eagle soaring 
from her eyrie shakes in mid-air her frightened fledglings from her 
back to try for themselves their new-grown pinions in the upward 
flight and dare alone the splendor and the danger of thesky. The elder 
of the two was among the earlier settlers of the northern region, a 
soldier in its defense, and a pioneer in its development. Reaching at 
an early period conspicuous official position, his strong character and 
great abilities swayed to his own views the principles and the actions 
of the people among whom he lived. Representing in the Senate of 
the United States the great State of Michigan, he was for many years 
the political champion and leader of opinion in the Northwest. 

The other, whose recent death is the occasion of these ceremonies, 
leaving at a later period the scenes of his youth, carried with him to 
his adopted State the same inborn qualities of energy and strength 
of character, enriched by the same intense love of his country, but 
molded in a different school of political faith, developing into differ- 
ent ideas of political policy, government, and pro; e one was 
the veteran champion and representative of the older democracy ; the 
other soon became a leader of the new ropo boaan: In the strug- 

tate they were ever repre- 
sentative antagonists, and as one of the early fruits of the great polit- 
ical revolution which swept the Northwest, the younger was elected 
to the seat of the elder in the Senate of the United States, a position 
which he held until a very recent period, keeping in the hands of 
these two sons of New Hampshire, almost unbroken from the time of 


its organization, the senatorial power and influence of the great State 
of Michigan. 

For many years antagonists io ponpoal strife, rivals for political 
office, and representatives of different political policy, the great 
peril which threatened their common country brought them at last 
together, and, uniting them in a common endeavor for its rescue and 
safety, engendered a personal friendship which was broken only by 
the death of the elder; and to-day Lewis Cass and ZACHARIAH CHAND- 
LER sleep almost side by side beneath the soil of the great Common- 
wealth which they both loved so well, which was the scene of their 
political rivalry, and which honored each in his turn with its confi- 
dence and highest trust. Their graves, like those in the old cemetery 
at Portland, where lie face to face the commanders of the Enterprise 
and the Boxer, cover indeed the remains of rival champions, but rep- 
resent now quiet after strife, equality after rivalry, and the utter 
subjection of all human power to His will “ whose mercy endureth 
forever.” 

The Senate of which Mr, CHANDLER became a member was as re- 
markable as any which has been known in the history of our country. 
The principles involved in its contests were those upon which de- 
pended the future character and direction of our Government and its 
influence for all time ; and the men to whom, in the providence of God, 
their illustration was committed were worthy of their high trust. 

The political party to which he belonged was at that time greatly 
in the minority in the Senate, and many of its members had, like him- 
self, been chosen for the qualities which mark the courage of high 
convictions rather than for official or governmental experience, but 
like him they brought to the contest, energy, activity, and constancy, 
noble impulses of duty, the courage of lofty pur , clear concep- 
tion of the ends to be finally reached, and a Rel determination to 
dare, to do, and to suffer all that might be necessary for their accom- 
plishment. 

It would not become the occasion to recount the many struggles, 
trials, and triumphs of that great contest; it is sufficient now to say 
that Mr. CHANDLER brought to the side of his party the most valuable 
and decisive qualities of mind and heart. Vigorous and energetic, 
yet thoughtful and astute; of large views, yet with clear conceptions; 
of liberal ideas, yet with fixed principles; of high aspirations, yet 
with concentrated purposes—these were qualities born on New Eng- 
land soil indeed, but developed on broader fields and amid the strug- 
gle of more elemental forces. A heart open as day to every man 
sympathy; a steadfastness which did not yield, and a fait which 
never faltered; a simplicity which told of honor, and a courage which 
was born of freedom—these were qualities of heart which belonged 
to the man himself, which enshrined him in the love of friends, and 
took hold on the affections of the people. 

During the whole period of our acquaintance, my own association 
with Mr. CHANDLER was intimate, close, and confidential. Of his 
senatorial career I need not speak further; his record is written on 
the pages of his country’s history. But of the closer and more confi- 
dential relations of Cabinet life and duty in which we were associated 
0 I may bear special testimony. There, as everywhere, he 
exhibited the highest qualities of character and of heart; he was at 
once liberal to every person, just to every interest, and constant to 
every duty; his every action was honor and all his endeavors were 
for the right; and each day he grew more and more in the love and 
in the respect of his chief and of his associates. 

In the fullness of his strength, in the plenitude of his influence. 
in the richest development of his faculties, clad with the regalia o 
a nation’s confidence, and covered with love as with a garment, he 
has fallen in the night, and the scenes which once knew him so well 
will know him no more forever. The successes to which he contrib- 
uted will endure for others, but the mind enriched and N 
the enlightened heart, and the elevated spirit which achieved them 
are lost to his country and his friends just as, equipped and trained 
for severer struggles, the veteran turned to new conquests. Here we 
must pause; we can go no further. This is the “ be-all and the end- 
all here;” beyond is “tha undiscovered country, from whose bourn no 
traveler returns ;” but here is the moral and a lesson: Life is far too 
short to realize to man more than the merest possibilities of his nature, 
The heart is full of aspirations, and the mind of possibilities which are 
not, which cannot be, realized in this world. At each step which we 
take forward we see nearer and clearer the far-off goals, toward which 
the spirit aspires, but which human ambition may never reach, but, 
like the stars which shine down the long avenues of heaven, their 
endless line of “lights on lights beyond“ tells like prophecy the im- 
mortal destiny of man. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, conscious as I am of the exalted 
place Senator CHANDLER held in the hearts of the people whom I have 
the honor in part to represent, I should feel that I disregarded 
the wishes of ny immediate constituents should I permit this occa- 
sion to pass without attempting to give expression to their high ae 

reciation of his character and their profound sense of irreparable 
oss. 

I am not apprehensive, sir, that I shall expose myself to the impu- 
tation of fulsome eulogy of the dead, or unjust detraction from the 
merits of the living, by declaring that no citizen of Michigan stood 
higher in the public regard, or could, by his death, have so disturbed 
the public repose, as the distinguished Senator whose sudden demise 
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has given occasion for this solemn observance. That he occupied a 
foremost place in the State’s esteem is evidenced by the prolonged 
and illustrious service to which her partiality repeatedly called him ; 
that he is sincerely lamented is attested by the manifestations of 
public and private ps attending his imposing obsequies. 

The qualities of head and heart which thus endeared him to the 
people of Michigan were so conspicuous that they readily suggest 
themselves to every one familiar with his public career, for the prom- 
inent and distinguishing features of his character were so pronounced 
that they could be neither disguised nor misunderstood. 

Chiefest among these was his unchallenged honesty. Holding, for 
a quarter of a century, some of the most responsible positions in the 
gi of his State and the nation, whether participating in the legis- 

tion of the country or in the administration of its laws, his course 
was ever marked by the same unswerving integrity. 2 as 
he did, by his pronounced partisanship the fiercest assaults of his 

litical antagonists, yet no adversary was ever bold enough to attack 
Bis official integrity or impugn his personal honor. 

Nor would he brook dishonesty in others. It is said, that when 
Secretary of the Interior, becoming satisfied that a certain bureau in 
that Department needed thorough renovation, he sent for the head of 
the division and directed the immediate dismissal of twelve of his 
most prominent subordinates. The chief of the bureau expostulated 
with the Secretary and finally declared that it would be impossible 
to transact the business of his department without their assistance. 
“ Very well, sir,” replied the Secretary, “then the business of your 
department will be suspended ; for unless you make these removals 
by four o’clock this afternoon, that branch of the public service will 
be closed.” It is needless to add that the orders of the Secretary 
were immediately executed and the subordinates disch K 

If it be trne that “an honest man is the noblest work of God,” then 
ZACHARIAH CHANDLER was one of nature’s master- pieces. 

“ He never sold the right to serve the hour, 
Or paltered with eternal truth for power. 

Then, again, he was a man of matchless courage. Positive in his 
convictions, he was bold in theiraflvocacy. His course of action once 
determined upon, supported by an approving conscience, no fear of 

pular disfavor or personal discomfiture could swerve him from his 
Bad pu No matter what the emergency, he was always equal 
to it. Where éthers donbted, he was confident; where others fal- 
tered, he was immovable; where others queried, he affirmed. Whether 
engaged in preserving the nation’s life or sustaining the national 
credit, whether in the Senate orin the cabinet, he was the same fearless, 
intrepid leader. There was no error, however popular, he would not 
assail—no truth, however despised, he would not champion. As illus- 
trative of his indomitable cou in t emergencies, it is related 
of him that immediately after the battle of Bull Run, when the Re- 
public seemed tottering to its downfall, he called upon the President 
to advise with him in relation to the exigencies of the hour. Mr. 
Lincoln was in despair, and met Mr. CHANDLER with the exclama- 
tion: “The country is lost! what shall we do?” “Do,” responded 
the stalwart Senator, “call immediately for three hundred thousand 
volunteers.” “But will the people respond ?” questioned the Execn- 
tive. “Yes, sir, if you were to make it a million.” And it is said 
that he never quit the executive chamber until he bore the order 
from Mr. Lincoln to Secretary Stanton directing the summons. He 
was one of the few public men who, in the consideration of great 
questions, not only had positive convictions, but the moral courage 
to avow them, regardless alike of public opinion or personal conse- 
quences. It mattered not how popular a measure might be, or how 
much its advocacy might enhance the chances of party success, Sen- 
ator CHANDLER never yielded his convictions for a momentary advan- 
tage. It mattered not how exalted any man might be in the public 
regard, if Senator CHANDLER believed him unworthy of the advance- 
ment he would not hesitate to assail him. And he never resorted to 
3 expedients to achieve temporary success or allay popular 
clamor, 

Unpracticed he to fawn or seek for power 
By doctrines fashioned to the varyimg hour. 

And, finally, he was faithful to every public duty and true to his 
friends, Treachery found no place in his character. He never be- 
trayed a public trust or a personal friend. 

Fortunate will we be if it can be said of us when we are gone, as 
it can be truthfully declared of him: He was an honest public ser- 
vant, a fearless champion of the right, and a faithful friend. 


Mr. HAWLEY, I gladly take a few moments to manifest my sorrow 
for the death of Mr. CHANDLER, and my high respect for the many 
8 and praiseworthy elements of Bis character. It was a 

k, brave, manly, strong nature. Whatever he loved he loved 
indeed; when he hated at all he blazed. When he enlisted for a 
cause he gave it his soul and mind and body. He furnishes an emi- 
nentexample among a multitude of men stalwart in all things—phys- 
ical, mental, and moral—who have swarmed westward for a century 
and built up an empire. He carried with him the traditions of his 
New England home. His force and good judgment bore him upward 
in business; his honesty secured him abundant trust and confidence; 
his public spirit compelled him to enter public life. He rejoiced in 
the inspirations of conflict, and had a righteous contempt for neutrals. 
“Some say there is a God; some say thors is no God.“ Mr. CHANDLER 


would never have said, “the truth lies between the two extremes.” 
A man once prominent in American letters and politics, who failed 
to secure the success in public life to which his intellectual abilities 
apparently entitled him, described, as lessening his availability for 
pe itical leadership, his irresistible tendency to see in the strongest 
ight the arguments and sentiments of his opponents, and to permit 
his vigor of action to be modified accordingly. Mr. CHANDLER never 
suffered tbrough any such weakness. He was never in danger of 
being turned into a pillar of salt. 

Willing enough to concede that his opponents might be sincere, he 
would rejoice in that sincerity as giving promise of a finer battle. It 
vong never have occurred to him that it ought to save them from 

efeat. 

His roughness and readiness provoked criticism. Men more schol- 
arly, judicial, deliberate, and many-sided, and by reason thereof often 
less valuable in times of stormy action, were apt to undervalue Mr. 
CHANDLER. But his advice and judgment were sound in the startling 
crisis of war, and, while it was not a surprise to those who really 
knew him, it was a great satisfaction to see him become in time of 
pence s Secretary of the Interior, pointed to as a model of integrity 
and vigor. 

His opponents made a common mistake in deeming the sledge-ham- 
mer combatant lacking in the of friendship. He hated man, 
things; I do not think he hated any man. He 1 5 lived throug) 
enough of rade conflict in private and public to know that we ma: 
judge opinions and principles by the light we have, but should esti- 
mate men by the light they have. 

All the time he lived he was indeed a live man. And though he be 
dead the magnetism of his ngture is here to-day, and will be felt for 
generations. 


Mr.DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, the late Senator CHANDLER attained 
political eminence and secured the admiration of the American peo- 
ple because he had and exhibited in action some of the best traits of 
an attractive human character. He had integrity, honesty, patriot- 
ism, boldness and moral bravery. These qualities were the pillars 
upon which, in a large degree, rested his national fame. They gave 
him success in each great theater of his life. 

When his remains awaited burial in the city of Detroit, his fellow- 
citizens, in 1 numbers and irrespective of party, in their unani- 
mously oopen resolutions, made conspicuous these shining charac- 
teristics. His honesty, his uprightness, his uncorruptedness in the 
transactions of life were in daily play, and came to be the univer- 
y conceded qualities of the man, 

This animating and controlling principle greatly augmented, with- 
ont doubt, the force of those other traits to which reference has been 
made. He did not yield to the temptations which come to men will- 
ing to acquire gain and place by the use of deceptive and otherwise 
unworthy methods. As he hated fraud, he demanded a clean record, 
a full exposure of all the motives which shaped and impelled the 
actions of men. Hisdenunciations of men who inaction were not what 
their professions would meke them, were signally severe. For such 
men, he had no excuses, If he was intolerant, his honesty made him 
so. There was no sham in this great distinguishing element in his 
character. It was firmly rooted and unceasingly operative. It did 
not leave him when he passed from private into public life. Durin 
his eighteen years of service in the Senate of the United States, 3 
of it opening paths to personal profit, which touched and hurt other 
men, he made such a record for honesty, in its largest signification, 
that it left in the background and to be forgotten forever whatever 
of faults, if any, may have touched his personal character. 

After a short retirement from the Senate, he became the Secretary 
of the Interior. He was exempt from assaults at no period in his 
political career. They were renewed when he returned to Washing- 
ton to assume the duties of an executive office and take his place in 
the Cabinet of President Grant. These attacks, however, never 
reached his 3 If they had been made with that view, he 
could have used the words of Shakespeare and said: 


There is no terror in your threats: 
For I am arm’d so strong in 1 
That they pass by me as the idle d, 
Which I respect not. 


If the history of the lamented Senator be written, no pages in it 
will be brighter or more illustrative of the man than those which 
shall set forth the thorongh and needed reforms which he wrought 
in the Department of the Government over which he presided. Civil 
service with him had an honest meaning. It must have its illustra- 
tion in the full labor of men loyal to the Government and competent 
to do the work assigned them. He hated civil-service rules, because 
in their practical operation they were too often a cheat. Not long 
had he served in this new capacity before there came from every 
quarter the free and hearty acknowledgment that he possessed ex- 
ecutive and administrative abilities of a high order. 

The congressional legislation of 1854 brought the subject of our 
enlogies from his comparative obscurity and led the ide Aa his long 
and eventful public career. The republican party was born of that 
legislation. In the formation of the party he took an early and con- 
spieuous pert In after years, and indeed till his death, he was in it 
a wise and sagacious adviser and supporter. His consummate ability 
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in party organization kept him for many years at the head of the 
national republican committee. 
The Ipon of the Missouri compromise he regarded as a blow aimed 


at the life of the nation. This act aroused into the intensest activi 
his sublime love for the Union. From this hour his voice was heard. 
The directness and severity with which he spoke of measures which 
he deemed hostile to the public good, may be charged to his ardent 
love of country. He was an extreme partisan because he sincerely 
believed his party alone could save and best serve the Republic. He 
did not think it possible to save it by any other political organization 
oragency. His 1 devotion to the Union would not 
suffer him to consider for an hour any terms of compromise or con- 
ciliation. The sincerity and hon of his motives were never ques- 
tioned by those who knew him. His vast labors for the Government 
during the war, and the soldiers who were standing against its ene- 
mies, were inspired by a deep and generous patriotism. No man will 
do him justice who does not credit to it all he did and sacrificed for 
it when its life was in peril. His words were indeed barbed, but his 
nature would not suffer the coinage of any other. 

I have said, Mr. Speaker, that one of the marked traits in the Sen- 
ator’s character was his boldness. His honesty made it impossible 
for him to evade or conceal. He did not hesitate at any time or in 
any place to utter his convictions or use right names. He spoke as 
he felt. Words with him were par to their legitimate use. k- 
ness marked the man and was the offspring of his honesty. He said 
what he thought the occasion required. It would not have been pos- 
sible for him to do less and be himself. He was rugged in conviction 
andin utterance. His speeches in the Senate during the extra session 
of last year, were charged with the severest denunciations, for they 
came of the views which he had entertained concerning the war and 
its chief actors. He could not have made them otherwise. 

It may be said that the Senator, though sincere, was extreme and 
daring, yet such a man is safer in the councils of a nation than a timid 
man, for the latter is quite certain to surrender his whole cause WHEN 
some crisis is reached and when the highest order of courage is the 
stern necessity of the hour. The brave man will never deceive 
either friend or foe. 

The last speeches of Senator CHANDLER in the Senate brought him 
invitations to address the people in many States of the Union. He 
spoke many times in Ohio, Maine, Massachusetts, New York, Wiscon- 
sin, and Illinois during the months of August, September, and October. 
Vast crowds greeted him wherever he spoke. The masses loved his 
directness of speech. They honored him for what be was and what 
he said. Faneuil Hall resounded with the loud and long applause 
which followed his words. His reception in every place was an ovation. 

Turning his face homeward, he reached the city of Chicago on the 
31st of October. Here, when the echoes of his last eloquent appeal 
to the thousands who here so enthusiastically heard him, had scarcely 
died away, the spirit of the bold Senator, the incorruptible statesman 
and the earnest patriot, took its flight. Here ended a life grandly 
useful and heroic. This generation cannot forget its greatness, and 
coming generations will admire its singular devotion to the Republic. 


Mr. STONE. Mr. Speaker, in the death of ZACHARIAH CHANDLER 
a great political party has lost one of its recognized leaders, and the 
nation one of her most distinguished sons. His life and acts have 
been interwoven with the history and progress of the State of Mich- 
igan and of this nation during the last twenty-five years. 

The life of Senator CHANDLER adds another name to that long list 
of men in this country who, by dint of persevering application and 
energy, have raised themselves from the lower ranks of 1 
eminent positions of usefulness and influence in the nation. The 
presidential chair and the Halls of Congress have contained many 
such self-raised men—fitting representatives of the industrial charac- 
ter of the American people—and it is to the credit of our institutions 
that such men have received due recognition and honor at the hands 


of the people. 

Mr. Sts education was limited to that of the common 
schools and an academy of his native State, New Hampshire. 

In 1833, at the age of twenty years, he removed to the ay of Detroit, 
and soon after engaged in the mercantile business, in which he was 
very successful. 

His public life began by his election to the office of mayor of his 
adopted city in the year 1851. He was in 1852 brought minently 
before the people of Michigan as the whig candidate for governor. 
Although the contest was a hopeless one he made a spirited and ener- 
getic canvass, and established a prestige in the State which he ever 
afterward enjoyed. From this. time to the day of his death Mr. 
CHANDLER took an active interest in the politics of his adopted State 
and the nation. In the winter of 1856-57 he was elected to the United 
States Senate, to succeed Lewis Cass, being the first republican 
Senator from Michigan. 

In the Senate he took hold of his work with the same energy and 
directness that had characterized him as a successful merchant and 
business man. He saw the coming greatness of the Northwest and 
devoted himself chiefly to the commerce and industries of the lake 
region, becoming so thoroughly acquainted with the subject that he 
was soon considered an authority on all questions touching the inter- 
ests or development of that part of the country. 

He especially demanded for the Northwest a place on the Commit- 


tee on Commerce in the Senate, a committee of which he was after- 
ward chairman for so many years. It is said that the first bill he ever 
presented was one to improve the Saint Clair Flats by deepening the 
channel over them. This bill, and his next to deepen Saint Mary’s 
River, he pushed with that untiring energy which marked his course 
afterward in such matters. During the debate in the Senate on the 
Saint Clair bill Mr. CHANDLER “T want to see who is friendly 
to the great Northwest and who is not; for we are about making our 
last prayer here. The time is not far distant when, instead of coming 
here and begging for our rights, we shall extend our hands and take 
the blessing. After 1860 we shall not be here as 2 pee 

Time will not permit us on this occasion to follow him minutely in 
his successful career in the Senate. Long identified with the inter- 
ests and prosperity of Michigan, no man accomplished more for 
hergmaterial interests than Mr. CHANDLER. Outside of political and 
party lines he has been of t service to the State, and his death is 
there considered a great calamity. He will fill an honorable page in 
the history of his country’s struggles and triumph over human slavery. 
He hated oppression wherever he found it, and counted no conse- 
quence in denouncing the oppressor. 

Senator CHANDLER was a man of decided convictions and utterances. 
His boldness and frankness of speech often led to a misconception of 
his character, and made the impression that he was tyrannical and vin- 
dictive. His nature was eminently genial, tender, and sympathetic. 
He felt keenly the wrongs of others, and was never more outspoken 
than when defending the cause of the weak and 3 

Pending rebellion, he was loyal, hopeful, helpful, and a military 
division in himself, to help Lincoln, Grant, and Stanton. He was 
devoted to the Union in its hour of peril. His earnest, persevering 
labors amid the darkest days of its trial and difficulty, his courage 
and steadfastness in the pursuit of his noble aims and p iu the 
interest of the nation, were no less heroic of their kind than the brav- 
ery and devotion of the soldier whose duty and whose pride it was 
heroically to defend it upon the battle-field. No human being can 
accurately say how muchof our final victory during war and reconstruc- 
tion was vitally and n ministered by ZACHARIAH CHAND- 
LER. He was absolutely invincible and fearless. I wish to pay a brief 
tribute to the fearless independence of his character, to his integrity, 
his honest adherence to 1 which he believed to be right, 
to the rugged force of his talents; all of which made him an impor- 
tant element in the affairs of the nation during the last quarter of a 
century. Few men in this country ever wielded a stronger politi- 
cal influence than Senator CHANDLER. He was a man of firm convic- 
tions, and, though an ardent partisan, wes just. His character was 
unimpeachable. Throughout his course of public life not even his bit- 
terest opponents ever had aught to say against his honesty. 

Few men have taken such a firm, deep hold on the confidence and re- 
gard of the country. His sturdy patriotism and his uncompromising 
loyalty carried and captivated the popular heart. He had something 
in his composition that compelled respect and confidence from the peo- 
ple. One of Napoleon’s favorite maxims was, The truest wisdom is a 
resolute determination.” If it is a blessing to be possessed of a stout 
heart, then Senator CHANDLER was eminently blessed. The people 
of Michigan, and all who knew him, had unbounded confidence in 
the will-power and energy of “ Old Zach,“ as he was familiarly called 
at home. I believe it is true that it is not the men of genius who 
move the world, and take the lead in it, but men of steadfastness 
and invincible determination. 

Mr. CHANDLER was strong with the le because he was con- 
spicuously one of the people, moved by their honest impulses, filled 
with their strong sense, and sharing their earnest convictions. There 
was no pretense or false show about him. He was brave, true, manly, 
square, and direct, and was never afraid to call things by their right 
names. He made no claim to polish or the art of rhetoric. He was 
a strong man, rather than a scholarly one; a man of great common 
sense; a practical rather than a brilliant statesman. His practical 
sagacity, his resolute will, and great cou made him a greater force 
than many of finer polish and larger acquirements. He was a natu- 
ral leader, and no man in our history as a State ever had a more faith- 
fal following. He leaves a gap which it will be difficult to fill. Upon 
the nation which honored him, and the State which loved him, the 
news of his death fell with great suddenness and the force of an aw- 
fulshock. But he could not have chosen a better time to die had he 
been given the power of choice, for he went in the zenith of his fame 
aud usefulness—in the midst of activity and labor, and with the har- 
ness on. His last public utterances were for an honest government 
and an undivided nation. 

A widespread and public sorrow on the announcement of his death 
attested the prone sense of the loss which the State of Michigan 
and the whole country sustained. Former political animosities were 
forgotten, and all, without distinction of politics, creed, or nativity, 
seemed to feel that the State and nation had lost a strong pillar. 

Let us imitate his virtues and cherish his memory. 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, if we were to call the roll of the dead 
who have fallen from the ranks of those who have mustered in this 
our country’s Capitol, we should hear the names of many historic 
souls familiar to the ears of the people of all lands, and not among 
the least of those would be found the name of him on whose account 
we meet here to-day to pay a last tribute of respect. 
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My personal relations with the late Senator ZACHARIAH CHANDLER 
were limited to occasional and incidental 8 during the last 
two years of his life. To those who knew him well and intimately 
during the many years of his long, eventful, and useful life it must 
be left to speak of him in his social and family relations. But his 
public life and acts belong to the whole country ; and in so far as he 
was the instrument of good to mankind ; in so far as his life was exem- 
plary and worthy of imitation ; in so far as he was a of Amer- 
ican manhood and an honor to his country and race, he belongs to 


history. 
While his life and public services may not have been 2 
grand, they were transcendently great. It Kas often been said, with 
a view of detracting from individual ee: that men only become 
great because they have lived and n called on to grapple with 
great events. It is not to be denied that great occasions develop 
at intellects and great men. It is also true that men who have 
gh and responsible public duties cast on them, as a rule, meet and 
them, often to the surprise of their friends, with singular 
faithfulness and ability. But in the long and eventful period in our 
country’s history through which the lamented Senator lived many 
strong men faltered, hesitated, and fell. 

The differences in men are rarely to be measured by their differ- 
ence in natural and purely intellectual endowments; they consist 
more commonly in the differences in zeal, energy—physical energy— 
perseverance, devotion to duty, to friends and conntry, pride of suc- 
cess, love of honor, self-respect, high resolve, dauntless spirit, and 
above all, a desire to do good. nator CHANDLER most i 
not all of these endowments, and more largely than most of the great 
and men of the world. 

If I were compelled to name the one leading characteristic which 
he was endowed with ina higar degree than another, and which ruled 
him in private and public irs throughout his useful life, I should 
say it was heroism. Though not a warrior in the period of war, his 
whole life was a heroic one. Heroes are not found alone in the fie 
furnace of war; they are common to the paths of peace. He 
true heroism, é theself-devotion of 8 manifesting itself in action.“ 
His was not only of that kind of heroism denoting fearlessness of 
danger, passive courage, ability to bear up under trials amid dangers 
and sufferings; nor was it only that fortitude, bravery, and valor 
which is essential to those who go forth to conflicts with living oppo- 
nents in personal mortal combat as duelists or in battle; it was made 
up of that intrepidity and cou which shrinks not in the presence 
of appalling dangers. Senator CHANDLER was unpretentious, and as 
a husband, father, and friend was kind, patronizing, and gentle; but 
when stormy times came his brow seemed to darken, and that great 
body of his, which appeared to the beholder to be one of the motive 
forces of creation, strode fearlessly to the front, and there by common 
consent held sway until all danger was passed. 

Many courageous men, not truly heroic, falter and fail to enter the 
lists when a conflict is imminent. Not so the deceased Senator. He 
was a leader when the times or occasions demanded true valor. It is 
in the lead where men fall or are sacrificed. The leaders in charging 
a foe are the most conspicuous marks, and they are the first to receive 
the manly fire of bold enemies and often the cowardly arrows of hid- 
ing ie in the rear, not unfrequently springing from the bow of envy 
or jealousy. 

e 3 in a sin d , and died in old age with his armor 
on. In a successful civil as in a successful military life—and in the 
eyes of an often undiscriminating public success in either is the only 
test of true greatness—it is easier to be led to scenes where honor and 
glory are won than to be one of the few who lead there. 

In the bloody conflicts of war the perenne of those who cannot, if 
well commanded, meet the actual conflict of battle with a good show 
of courage is woy suon indeed, yet the large mass of men are phys- 
ical cowards. . CHANDLER had no element of cowardice in him. 
He was always a natural leader. 

As a business man he sought out a comparatively new State and 
attained success by foresight, energy, and enterprise. He left a large 
fortune. This same foresight, energy, and enterprise he carried wi 
him throughout his public life. He was devoted to his friends and 
magnanimous to his foes, but not to the latter until he was sure they 
were conquered. 

As a political leader he was known to be a violent isan. This 
came from his having no half-way convictions of duty and right. 
When he had work to do he struck heavy blows. He did not lightly 
tap a nail on the head to start it on its course, but drove it home at 
a single blow. He was said to be uncompromising in his character. 
This was unjust to him, save in all matters where his country or prin- 
ciple was involved. He was honest, and integrity in private and 
public affairs was a pole-star for his guidance. He may have erred, 
and doubtless did, in many 8 t is only human to err. His 
impetuous and fiery nature may have sometimes caused him to go 
astray, but he was willing to make amends for any wrong he had 
done to another when in his power. 

Like all positive men who come prominently apon the stage of life, 
he had not friends alone, but violent enemies. t like a t oak 
that withstands the tornadoes as well as the gentler winds for a cen- 
tury, and grows stronger and firmer in its fiber, Senator CHANDLER 

w in mental and moral stature by reason of the violence of his foes. 

e, like the oak, could not have flourished alone in the sunshine of 
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life. He needed, if he did not deserve, its stormy days to prepare 
him for his high destiny. It has been said by another who ban to 
bear more than seemed to be his share of violent opposition, “that 
he could as little afford to spare his enemies as his friends.” They 
fitted and qualified him for better and nobler duties. Mr. CHAND- 
LER’s body and mind were alike of the rugged, not to say rough, 


cast. 

His light, though not such as would be called in high literary cir- 
cles brilliant, yet it burned fiercely, reaching on occasions a white heat, 
in the presence of which his opponents withered. In debate he was 
fearlessly outspoken. He could take as well as give herculean blows. 
Better men may have lived than plain old ZACHARIAH CHANDLER, but 
none excelled him in love of country or of his fellow-men. For sub- 
terfuge and dodging he had a brave man’s scorn. He always spoke 
his mind and ac boldly up to his convictions, He was for war 
when peace no longer seemed possible. As early as 1860 he gave it 
as his opinion that “‘a little blood-letting would be good for the body- 

litic.” He was then for war, and in the national halls of legislation 

me his voice and votes for its rigorous prosecution. 
© believed in the fiat of the emancipation which made plain Abe 
Lincoln’s name immortal. It has been said that he was indiscreet, 
boisterous, and headstrong. So far as this may have been true it 
was because he had in great affairs absolutely no nonsense about him. 
Asa polikonk enemy of his has said, “ He went straight for the thing 
in sight, and generally came off with it.” 

His warm and generous nature would not allow him to betray a 
friend or thrust an enemy in the back. If throughout his whole career 
his life was not one in all respects to be imitated by the young men 
of the country, it cannot be said that he corrupted them. 

It was my fortune to meet him for a day near the close of his life. 
He was then on duty for a cause in which his heart and soul were 
enlisted, and in that cause he died. He had then entered upon his 


last oan i A It was bounded by no State lines. He addressed 
the people in Ohio on the political issues which he deemed vital to 
them; he flew to place rapidly, and was gone, and the 


m place 

“& talking lightning” told us he was in the distant State of Massachu- 
setts, and thundering his plain but convincing speech in Faneuil Hall 
to the learned men of Boston. We heard of him elsewhere in that 
State and in the State of New York; then came the news that he 
was in the far Northwest—the State of Wisconsin—ponring livid, 
convincing arguments out to her ple. The morning papers an- 
nounced that. he was to address the assembled multitudes in that 
magic, wondrous city of Chicago on the night of October 31, 1879. 

o early papers on the next day gave us his speech, but with it 
came the startling announcement—Zacu. CHANDLER is dead! Strong 
men and women mourned. His friends and foes stood dazed in the 
3 of the sad tidings. They did not know how to contemplate 

im from the stand-point of death. He died as a hero might wish to 
die—like a plumed knight “ booted and spurred.” It is fitting that 
here in these halls that knew him so long we should pay him a last 
tribute and shed copious tears to his memory. As we contemplate 
him dead—in his final chamber of repose—in the poet’s language we 
may truthfully say: 


7 lurks no . — here no envy swells, 
ere no damn: dges; here are no storms, 
No Aah ae ay silence 2 sleep. 


Mr. CON GER. Mr. Speaker, the name and fame of ZACHARIAH 
CHANDLER, of Michigan, needs no heralding in this House, in this Con- 
gress, in this nation. None is more familiar to the American people; 
none ever more honored by the citizens of his own State. 

Those of us who speak of him to-day bring our lovin 
mournful tribute to his memory as we pay the last official honors to 
one who served so long and so well in the Congress of the nation. 

I may not here the Jong years of my personal friendship and 
regard, nor shall I venture to give expression to the emotions which 
crowd upon me as I remember the obligations of friendship, of kind- 
ness and enco ment which have assisted my public labors and 
been so pleasant in my private life. 

Nor do I design to give even a sketch of the private or public life 
o me distinguished statesman and patriot whose untimely death we 

eplore. 

Others, here and elsewhere, will better ‘orm that sacred duty, 
and gather together the abundant material furnished by three-score 
years of an eventful life to instruct, enlighten, and gratify the people 
whom he served so long and so well. 

If I am permitted to refer to some scenes and events of his life, not 
so likely to be mentioned by others—to allude to some remembrances 
of circumstances which he himself in private conversation has spoken 
as influencing his life and forming his character, I shall perhaps fur- 
nish some little aid to those who desire to know the peculiarities of 
his life and analyze the motives of his action. 

Mr. CHANDLER was born December 10, 1813, in the time of our 
second national struggle, and the earliest impressions of his child- 
hood and the first lessons around the New England fireside were 
colored by the intense patriotism which frontier and border war- 
fare had imparted to those who had been alike ready to fight the 
other States in behalf of the Hampshire grants and the rest of the 
world in behalf of the nghi of the nation. A 

At the age of twenty he left the granite hills and the beautiful 


though 
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valloys of his native State to find a field of labor and the chances of 
fortunein the then far West. He brought little with him but energy, 
resolution, and that Puritan integrity natural to his race and unsul- 
lied through his life. 

In the first flush of youth, hopeful, ambitions, undisciplined, he left 
the land of steady habits, settled customs, and a homogeneous people, 
to dwell in a region and among a people as unlike his own as could 
be found on the continent. 

Michigan from 1612 to 1760 had been a part of New France, ruled, 
under French laws, by French governors, and in all respects a French 
people; from 1760 till 1787 under English governors and English laws; 
and till 1835 under various territorial governments. 

In 1833 the whole population, French, English, and American, was 
about sixty thousand, and Detroit, the chief city and capital, less than 
ten thousand. To such a territory and city in 1833, at the age of 
twenty years, came ZACHARIAH CHANDLER todwell among that mixed 
people thenceforward while he should live on earth. 

I should love to linger over this transition period of his life, amon 
the scenes and incidents and personages and events that molded an 
fashioned that tall, awkward, wondering, resolute White Mountain 
boy—then and before and afterward and always called Zach—into the 
merchant prince, the rich capitalist, the shrewd politician, the success- 
ful statesman, the unswerving patriot, and, better and nobler than all 
the fearless advocate and bold defender of all the free institutions of 
his native land and of the rights and liberties of all the dwellers 
therein. 

I would be tified if I might embody in this grateful tribute to 
the memory ofat friend with whom I have been familiar for more than 
a third of a century some record of his ho and ambitions, his 
thoughts and reflections, his pann and struggles, from the hour when 
he stood a stranger in that old-fashioned City of the Straits till that 
evening when, amid the shouts and era lanse of many thousand citi- 
zens of a wonderful city beyond the lakes, unnamed and unknown in 
those days of his early manhood, he retired weary and secretly stricken 
to his chamber, and, when, alone 

Nor wife, nor child, 
Nor one of all his myriad friends, 
To bid his parting soul farewell, 
his great spirit quit the familiar scenes of earth, and through the 
upper air, still vibrating with the applause of those who had just list- 
ened to his last thrilling words, sought rest in the unknown realms 
of immortal life! 

Mr. Speaker, we have all an inward consciousness that “time and 
place and circumstance” are but the common names of those mysterious 
powers and influences and agencies that rule within and around us, 
to mold and fashion our mortal life; that, under the Divine economy, 
our nature, ever struggling with ers and principalities, with bee 
seen and unseen, with right and wrong, with truth and error, wit 
justice and oppression, is constantly and imperceptibly changed and 
fashioned and molded by all our earthly associations. 

There's a divinity that shapes our ends, 
Rongh-hew them how we will. J 

In 1833, when this youthful wanderer made his home in Detroit, all 
was strange, and new, and wonderful. The.quaint old city—the 
French habitans, gay, vivacious, exclusive; the old English families, 

roud, phlegmatic, reserved, not yet reconciled to their lost domin- 
ion; the remnants of Indian tribes whose fathers, if they did not 
themselves, remembered Pontiac, and Bloody Run, and Brownstown, 
and Tecumseh, and Hull’s surrender, and the Thames, and who trav- 
ersed the trails and and floated on the waters, and traveled 
over lands once all their own, and who lingered continually about their 
favorite old home on the straits; hunters and trappers and fishermen 
gathered there; voyageurs who knew every coast and every portage 
to “ far-off Athabasca” crowded the shores and loitered around in sad 
indolence as they heard the rushing sound of steam and saw the mys- 
terious vessels that, without sail or paan usurped their dominion 
and occupation; sailors were there who had fought with Perry on the 
waters below; fur-traders who had brought thither their treasures 
from unknown mountains and plains; immigrants gathering from all 
the world; merchants from the interior and far-off West. Bat time 
would fail to give more than a passing glance at the scenes and asso- 
ciations into which our adventurer was plun and amidst which 
his character was to be formed, his energy to be tested, his triamph 
to be gained. 

Amid such scenes he must, of course, be earnest, resolute, almost 
aggressive. He must be inquiring, thoughtful, decided. He must be 
just and honorable in all his intercourse with this varied and peculiar 

pulation. He must be fearless and uncringing with the supercil- 
ious and haughty, affable, and cordial with his equals and friends, and 
bold in defense of the weak, else he would long since have gone down 
er the forgotten and unknown. 

And such indeed were the elements of his character, predominating 
over all faults and foibles, illustrating many peculiarities, offensive 
to his opponents and sometimes incomprehensible to his friends. 

I have not the time, on this occasion, to illustrate the different 
phases of his character from actual events in his life. His honesty 
and personal 3 have never been assailed or questioned. 

Never in the varied transactions of mercantile or commercial life 
has his good name been tarnished. In the fever heat of political 
-warfare no charge of corruption has pointed to him. 


There was a time in the late political contest when his pride and 
ambition and the crowning wish of his life looked to a return to his 
long-honored place in the Senate, when he was told secretly by an 
old and trusted friend that if he would give his influence to aid in 
securing a certain political appointment to a friend of one who could 
secure the result he could be elected. With an emphatic soars he 
replied: “I have lived among the ple of Michigan for almost half 
a century an honest man, and I will never secure my election even by 
a promise which at another time I might be willing to make volun- 
tarily.” 

Equally characteristic of the man was his celebrated letter to the 
88 of his State, so much eriticised, so much approved the blood - 

etting letter, so called. 

He saw treason spreading through the land, poisoning the fountains 
of justice, invading the halls of legislation, be soe pe free insti- 
tutions of the country, selfish, unreasoning, inexorable, gathering 
forces for the conflict, already arming for the strife. 

What should he, the watchman on the tower, say to his people? 
Let the Union be destroyed? Let the Constitution be shattered ? 
Surrender ignobly the inheritance to treason and traitors? No. War, 
if it must come, blood and life, if necessary, wealth and property and 
comfort and long years of struggle, but this Union must and shall 
be preserved. No sukrender to traitors! No yielding to timidity! 
No endurance of vacillation, either in court or camp! 

He spared neither high nor low, neither the head of the Army nor 
the subaltern in the field. He had the great courage to attack alone 
the management of the campaign and to change commanders. The 
history of his labors through the war will never be written. They 
5 ony partially known to the country, and not fully even to his 

ends. 

When the war was over he demanded the fruits of victory—sub- 
mission to the Government, freedom in spirit and in fact to the en- 
franchised; absolute protection to the citizen in all legal and polit- 
ical rights wherever the flag floats; recognition of the fidelity and 
valor of Union soldiers; confidence and support to the Union men of 
the South; suppression of violence and anarchy and kukluxism; no 
recognition or payment of rebel claims for losses in the war. 

On these and like subjects he could not be silent. He was not vin- 
dictive. He would not yield to injustice ; but, looking upon the shat- 
tered hearth-stones, the maimed and suffering soldier, and the innu- 
merable graves of patriot citizens, he demanded the results of victory, 
no more, no less, and that the great struggle should close the con- 
test, once and forever. 

Mr. Speaker, the record of his life and character will be more fully 
made up by abler hands than mine. This time and place permit but 
& saree at a few of the characteristics of the man. I can but feebly 
echo the voice of ten thousand citizens of our'mourning State in any 
expression of admiration for our departed statesman—of sorrow for 
his untimely death. In Michigan a million and a half of ple are 
mourners. No party lines divide our citizens as we lay the tribute 
of respect upon his tomb. No citizen has died more universally known; 
none been attended to his last resting-place with more 9 
sadness. The thousands who thronged the streets on the day of his 
funeral and endured the tempestuous winter storm for hours unmoved 
as the long cortege moved“ with slow funereal tread” to his final 
phere acd goo were but the representatives of millions throughout 
our land who cried as of old, Know ye not that a great man hath 
fallen in Israel this day?” 


Mr. BRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, ZACHARIAH CHANDLER was born in 
the district I have the honor to represent. Among my constituents 
are the friends and associates of his early life. is birthplace, in 
the beautiful valley of the Merrimac, is only a short distance from 
my own home. There his boyhood was spent, and there he came forth 
to fame and fortune. His boyhood gave promise of the great char- 
acter which his manhood fulfilled. From very humble beginnings, 
by his own energy and force of character, he worked his way to the 
front rank of the statesmen of his country. 

He adds another and a most honorable name to the bright list of 
New Hampshire’s illustrious sons. Proudly we bear the honor of his 
birth, and while his adopted State may be first, let New Hampshire 
be next at the memorial altar. , 

The Granite State believes in men like Senator CHANDLER. We 
believe in a statesmanship of positive ideas. Not only do we honor 
his political principles, but for his very nature we loved the man— 
for his open, generous, philanthropic nature ; schon 5 exercising his 
great aggressive vigor against the wrong, always taking the part of 
the weak and oppressed. 

An outline of his busy and eventfal life has already been given by 
those who have preceded me, and I purpose only to offer a few sug- 
8 on the character of the man whom we have met this day to 

onor. Of his abilities there can be but one opinion. All the requi- 
sites of a great executive he certainly —decision, method, 


energy, self-reliance. He was not merely a great executive; to his 
capacity as such was added that broader vision, that greater origi- 
nality, in short, that statesmanship which belongs to great adminis- 
trators. The executive need evolve only methods, the administrative: 
measures. Tried by any theory, or measured by his own great success, 
Senator CHANDLER’s abilities lifted him to the dignity cf a great 
administrator. This might rest alone upon his business success; it 
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might rest upon his management of the Interior Department for the 
brief period he was at its head; it might rest upan his republican 
leadership of the last twenty years, a leadership that was more and 
more acknowledged until at his death it almost approached suprem- 
acy. This capacity for administration was shown in all these rela- 
tions, and even in his legislative career it was this faculty which 
comes oftenest to the front. He possessed the qualities of a legislator 
of no mean or secondary order; 17 85 was invaluable in the committee, 
but he was not the less of consequence upon the floor of the Senate. 

Trace the history of this country through a long and most mem- 
orable period, and constantly as you may see his hand in its meas- 
ures you as constantly hear his voice in its debates, He was bold 
and aggressive ; endowed by nature with that clearness of logic, that 
directness, intensity, and vigor of statement that rendered him no 
“nnknown quantity” in debate. Any attempted analysis of his 
character seems superfluous, his every quality is so well known to 
the world. He has been prominently before the nation for a quarter 
of acentury—an era measured by its great achievements, unparalleled 
in the annals of mankind; all the while closely identified with the 
legislation of his country and with the leadership of a great party 
which has done more for human liberty than any other known to 
history. 

The nb particular characteristic of the man was his strength. 
Other men were more finished. We have many finished men, but 
few really strong ones. He was a man whose every thought was 
strength, and with whom to think was to do. Strength of convic- 
tion, strength of purpose, strength of methods, strength of state- 
ment—these were in a supreme degree. History will never lose 
the impress of his character. 

He has been accused of a too zealous . but there is no 
warrant for this charge. True he was no “half-and-half;” there was 
no duplicity, no dissimulation in his composition. If he believed at 
all, it was with his whole great heart; and with his intensity of con- 
viction he may have been wont to regard success as a duty; but his 
enemies, if such he had, will not accuse him of unworthy and dis- 
honorable means. 

His methods were bold, as they were vigorous. He struck hard, 
but he struck openly. Indeed his whole nature precludes suspicion, 
There were no dark or secret traits in his character. He did every- 
thing openly and above-board, and despised . aud 
hypocrisy as only he had the scorn to despise them. ith all his 
tremendous earnestness, he was yet a chivalrous and generous antag- 
onist; generous as he was in all the relations of life. 

His eee was of the kind to which generosity constitutionally 
belonged, for his faults were only those which belong to the warmest 


natures. 

Altogether he was one of those men whe make history, and stamp 
their impress upon the age in which they live; a man whose fame is 
still destined to increase like that of every true statesman whose 
work is grounded in conviction. 

History will rank him among the most eminent of those whose names 
are inseparably associated with the cause of human rights, 

Time has already vindicated his prescient radicalism, and posterity 
will place him with the heralds who have gone before their fellows 
to proclaim a better day. te 

n the official career of Senator CHANDLER, from the beginning to 
the close of his public life, we have a realization of the poet’s earnest 
prayer when he sang: 

God give us men; a time like this demands 

Strong minds, hearts, true faith, and ready hands; 
Men whom the lust of office does not kill ; 

Men whom the spoils of office cannot buy; 

Men who have honor; men who will not lie; 

Men who can stand before a demagogue 

And damn his treacherous flatteries without winking 
Tall men, sun-crowned, who live above the fog 

In public duty and in private thinking. 


Mr. BARBER. Mr. Speaker, it did not occur to me that I should 
take part in these proceedings until the resolutions of the Senate 
were read in this Hall this afternoon. I rise now from a sense of 
duty. I should do injustice to my own feelings, and I am sure to the 
feelings of a very large number of the residents of the city I have 
the honor to represent in part on this floor, should I remain silent on 
this occasion. I come not, however, with any elaborate eulogy. My 
acquaintance with Senator CHANDLER was very brief. I saw him for 
the first time in March last, at the extra session. My contact with 
him was but slight. I cannot, therefore, speak of him either from 
long acquaintance or intimate relations. But it does so happen that 
the last great speech made by the Senator was delivered in the con- 

ional district which I have the honor to represent. On the even- 
ing of the delivery of that speech I called upon him at the Grand 
Pacific Hotel in Chicago. I had a cordial ting—a long and a 
pleasant interview. As I recall his stalwart form, and bluff, hearty 
manner, I feel like exclaiming, 
And shall I see his face a; n 
And shall I hear him speak! 

I went with him to the hall, I sat upon the vps I saw him 
face as fine a political audience as was ever assembled together, and I 
heard him deliver one of the grandest speeches ever uttered upon this 
continent. I shall not attempt to describe the enthusiasm of that 


occasion. Mr. CHANDLER had never spoken in this great city before, 
and he had informed one of his most intimate friends who was with 
him that he regarded it as the peculiar and crowning honor of his 
life that he had been invited to speak in the great commercial me- 
tropolis of the Northwest. He seemed to regard it as somewhat of a 
recognition of the position which ho had at last reached in the esti- 
mation of this country. No man ever had a greater triumph. The 
great city of the lakes was never moved by an orator in that manner 
before. The echoes of that speech rung out through the Northwest 
like the clear, strong blast of a bugle. 

I saw the Senator retire from that platform amid the thunders of 
applause and bearing on his brow the laurels he had won, He had 
given upon that occasion the most decisive evidence of oratorical 
power by the manner in which he moved and controlled that vast 
multitude assembled to hear him. 

But, sir, the scene changes. On the morrow I stand by his cold 
and lifeless form. 

The present moment is our ain, 
The niest we never saw. ` 

Mr. Speaker, as one of the escort I went with the remains of the 
distinguished dead to the city of Detroit. Amid the hush of his awe- 
stricken friends we laid him down. Illinois to Michigan delivered 
up the illustrious dead. 

Mr. Speaker, among the patriotic names of this country that of 
Senator CHANDLER is written high up, where it may be read by all 
the ages. You cannot erase it without tearing from the records one 
of the most important chapters in the history of humanity. Glory 
to his memory! Peace to his ashes! 


Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Chairman, it cannot be too late, however late 
the hour, to pay our tribute of respect and affection to the memory 
of ZACHARIAH CHANDLER. 

There is a thought in connection with his life and the history of his 
State which has been referred to by the gentleman from New Jersey, 
[Mr. RoBEson,] and which may be still further developed. It only 
lacks two years of being a full century since Lewis Cass was born, 
and he and ZACHARIAH CHANDLER have filled seventy-three years of 
that period with active, prominent public service. And through all 
those seventy-three years there has shone like a star in both their 
lives the influence of one great event. 

In the stormy spring of 1861, when the foundations of the Repub- 
lic trembled under the tread of assembling armies, I made a pilgrimage 
to the home of the venerable Lewis Cass, who had just laid down 
his great office as chief of the State Department, and for an hour I 
was a reverent listener to his words of wisdom. And in that con- 
versation he gave me the thought which 1 wish to record. He said, 
“You remember, young man, that the Constitution did not take effect 
until nine States had ratified it. My native State was the ninth. It 
hung a long time in doubtful scale whether nine would agree; but 
when at last New Hampshire ratified the Constitution, it was a day 
of greai rejoicing, My mother held me, a little boy of six years, in 
her arms at a window and pointed me to a great man on horseback 
and to the bonfires that were blazing in the streets of Exeter, and 
told me that the horseman was was General Washington and the 
people were celebrating the adoption of the Constitution.“ 80,“ 
said the aged statesman, “I saw the Constitution born, and I fear I 
may see it die.” 

He then traced briefly the singular story of his life. He said: “I 
crossed the Alleghany Mountains and settled in your State of Ohio 
one year before the beginning of this century. Fifty-four years ago 
now I sat in the General Assembly of your State of Ohio, In 1807 I 
received from Thomas Jefferson a commission as United States mar- 
shal which I still preserve, and am probably the only man living 
to-day who bears a commission from Jefferson’s hand.” And so, run- 
ning over the great retrospect of his life and saddened by bloody 
5 that 1861 brought to his mind, said, ‘‘I have loved the 

nion ever since the light of that bonfire and the sight of General 
wungon greeted my eyes. Ihave given fifty-five years of my life 
and ny t efforts to its preservation. I fear I am doomed to see it 
perish. 

But a better fate awaited both him and the Union. Another son 
of New TEAREN took up the truncheon of power from his failing 
hand, and, with the vigor of youth and liberty, maintained and de- 
fended the Union through the years of its supremest peril. ZACH- 
ARIAH CHANDLER, whose birthplace was not more than thirty miles 
distant from that of Lewis Cass, resumed the duty as Michigan's 
Senator with the vigor of young and hopeful manhood. And he 
po forward that great work until his last hour and died in the 

all glory of its achievement. The State of New Hampshire may 
look upon this day and these names we celebrate as her pride and 
special glory. 

The great Carlyle has said that the best gift God ever gave to man 
was an eye that could really see; and that only a few men were recipi- 
ents of this gift. I venture to add that an equally rare and not less 


important gift is the courage to tell just what onesees. Besides hav- 
ing an eye, ZACHARIAH CHANDLER was endowed in an eminent degree 
with the courage to tell just what he saw. 

If from these seats, Mr. Speaker, every Representative should speek 
out the very inmost 1 of the people he represents, this Hall 
e spirit aud aspiratious of the American 


would be luminous with t 
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people. The ruling principle of Mr. CHANDLER’s life was this: that 
what he saw npu lic affairs he uttered; and having said it, stood b 
ce 


it—not with m or arrogance, but with the sturdiness of thoroug 
conviction. To a stranger he might, perhaps, appear rugged and 
harsh—even to cruelty; yet his heart was fall o gentleness when 
he had satisfied his sense of duty. 

As a political force Mr. CHANDLER may be classed among the Cy- 
clopean figures of history. The Norsemen would enrol him as one of 
the heroes in the halls of Valhalla. They would associate him with 
Thor and his thunder hammer. The Romans would associate him 
with Vulcan and the fo of the Cyclops, who made the earth trem- 
ble under the weight of his strokes. 

What man have we known who, without specially cultivating the 

aces of oratory, was able to condense into ten minutes a more en- 

uring speech than the one which he delivered at the extra session of 
1879? Under the pressure of his intense mind an hour of ordinary 
speech was condensed into a sentence. 

He was not an orator in the ordinary sense of fine writing and 
graceful delivery; but in the clearness of his conceptions and the 


courage and force with which he uttered them he was a most remark- 
able speaker. 
Somebody said long ago that “one man with a belief was a greater 


power than ten thousand who have only interests.” Mr. CHANDLER 
Was emphatically a man with a belief. 

In the minds of most men the kingdom of opinion is divided into 
three territories—the territory of yes, the territory of no, and a broad, 
unexplored middle ground of doubt. That middle und in the 
mind of Mr. CHANDLER was very narrow. Nearly all his territory 
was occupied by positive convictions. On most questions his mind 
was made up more completely than that of any man I have known. 

His was an intense nature— 

Dowered with the hate of hate, the scorn of scorn, 
The love of love. 

It is curious to observe that, as a general rule, long service in a leg- 
islative minority unfits men for the duties that devolve upon a ma- 
. jority. The business of the one is to attack, of the other to defend ; 
of the one to tear down, of the other to build up. 

The leaders of the anti-slavery struggle in this country were per- 
haps the most skillful in assault of any political party in our history. 
But when, after years of service in the minority, they came into power, 
but few of their prominent leaders were fitefor the constructive work 
of maintaining anadministration. Mr. CHANDLER wasone ofthat small 
number who displayed in constructive legislation abilities fully equal 
to those which he exhibited asa member of the minority. His admin- 
istration of the Interior e e was an ample vindication of his 
high qualities as an executive officer. 

his Congress will miss him in its councils. His party and his 
State will greatly miss him. I know he is sincerely mourned in m; 
own State, where within three weeks of the hour of his death I h 
the honor to preside over the largest political assemblage I have seen 
in many years. The name of ZACHARIAH CHANDLER called together 
that great multitude, who sat at his feet and listened with reverence 
and enthusiasm. 

Reviewing his life and summing up his qualities, we may fitly 
apply to him the words which the laureate of England applied to 

ellington: 

O iron nerve, to true occasion true, 
O fallen at length, that tower of strength, 
Which stood foresquare to all the winds that blew. 

Mr. WILLITS. ZACHARIAH CHANDLER needs no eulogy to perpet- 
uate his name in the State of Michigan ; his nineteen years’ service in 
the Senate of the United States is recorded in the annals of that dis- 
tinguished body; and nothing that we can say to-day can add to or 
diminish his fame. His public like his private life was an active 
one and was well-known and conspicuous from the first. March 4, 
1857, he succeeded in the Senate of the United States a statesman long 
honored by the State of Michigan; who had taken a leading part in 
its early history, having been its territorial 5 from 1813 to 1830 ; 
who had for four years been Secretary of War under Andrew Jack- 
son, seven years minister to France under Jackson and Van Buren, 
the candidate of a Beg barre for the office of Chief Executive of the 
nation, Senator of the United States, and finally Secretary of State 
under James Buchanan. It was such a man as this ZACHARIAH CHAND- 
LER succeeded; a man who had gathered to himself the honors of 
two continents, conferred bag ed g every position he had occu- 
pied, and for half a century added leaf after leaf to the well-filled 
chaplet that had fallen so compre i 785 his brow. Lewis Cass was 
an honored name in the State of Michigan; it was a household word 
in the homes of the hardy pioneers who had followed him into the 
new State he had helped to found. Their children in like manner 
revered the man who had extinguished the Indian title to the lands 
they now occupied and had made a name historic in the annals of his 
country. 

It was no whim that relegated Lewis Cass to private life. It was 
no accident that brought ZACHARIAH CHANDLER to the front instead. 
The people of the Peninsular State are not volatile or visionary, or 
forgetful of those who have shown themselves worthy of honor. 
There is none of the feeling exhibited by the Athenian clown, as 
related by Plutarch, who was tired of hearing Aristides everywhere 


called the Just. The State of Michigan was in no just sense unmind- 
ful of the great worth of Lewis Cass, and would have delighted to 
continue him in the high position he had so justly attained, if events 
had not conspired to render it impossible. ith these events he had 
failed to keep himself fully abreast. There are times when public 
sentiment will not endure & political laggard. Lewis Cass, with all 
his breadth of intellect, with the experience of a statesman and the 
amenities of the finished scholar and gentleman, was not a positive 
man, was not an original man. Times were on the threshold when 
both of these qualities were to be needed. He was a true man at 
heart, loyal to his country, and so honest that, when at last he saw 
the fallacy of his position, he resigned his high place rather than 
compromise his fealty to the Union. But he was too old to fight, and 
he was unable to devise a plan to still the waves of the rising revo- 
lution. He had to give way to a sentiment he had been slow to per- 
ceive and utterly unable to comprehend. 

Among those who had been quick to perceive the logic of events 
was the man whom we honor to-day. He was selected by the people 
of the State of Michigan to succeed Lewis Cass; not because he had 
had large experience in political affairs, for he had had none; not 
because he had culture and refinement, for he had neither, as under- 
stood in the school or the drawing-room; not because he was learned 
in the law, or skilled in the arts of diplomacy, for he was wont to 
boast that he cared for neither the abstruseness of the one nor the 
duplicity of the other; but he was selected because he was a strong, 
positive man who was in full sympathy with the revolt against the 
political tendencies of the party in power, and with which Lewis 
Cass had been identified for half a century; he was selected because 
he was a hearty hater of sham, an opponent of the compromises that 
had insidiously taken more than they had purported to give, and de- 
manded more than the people of his State were dis to yield; 
because, in the ‘irrepressible conflict” then impending, he was on 
the side of the liberty which the fathers had aspired to, but from 
which the sons had apostatized. In all these characteristics he was 
the representative of his people, who had the utmost confidence in 
his integrity, strong common sense, and positive adherence to the 
convictions born of this common sense. 

From the advent of ZACHARIAH CHANDLER in the Senate of the 
United States to the end of his career, so unexpectedly terminated, 
he justified the confidence reposed in him. In the terrible conflict 
that convulsed the land he was an important factor, moving and 
controlling events and policies by the tremendous force of his will and 
the dictation of a restless energy. Untrammeled by the subtleties 
of the dialectician, he held in supreme contempt the faltering hes- 
itation of generals and the doubting quibbles of lawyers in the face 
of an armed enemy. To him war had its own laws, construed by the 
supreme necessity of the hour and enforced by the musket; the road 
to essential justice was in a straight line, with no devious paths lead- 
ing into an ambush. Emancipation of the DARNO race, prompt, decisive, 
by proclamation, presented to him no legal difficulties. He would 
utilize the force which might be let loose upon rebellion, and would 
for all time take from the master the slave for whose thraldom he had 
risen in arms against the Union; retributive justice should supple- 
ment unwarranted revolution. 

He was restless over the delay of the proclamation, and when the 
preliminary one had been issned in September, 1862, he had none of 
the fears and doubts of the conservatives who protested against it as 
unconstitutional and sought to have it recalled. In the intervening 
months he visited Washington, before the final proclamation was 
issued, to counteract, by his presence and his 8 views, the effort 
to have the step abandoned. On his return I met him at the depot, 
at my own home, and was informed exultingly : “Lincoln will stick.” 
In all these years he seemed to comprehend by inspiration what 
some men never learned at all or acquired only by experience. He 
was not swept along by the tide; he was a component part of the 
tide itself—one of the forces of the times, one of the men who make 
history. Nevertheless, he was not much given to speech-making, or 
formulating statutes. The records of Congress do not show for him 
as much, measured by the square foot, as for the long line of disputa- 
tive spouters who have gone to the same graves as the speeches they 
made. He would never have devised the electoral commission; he 
could not have done so if he would; but he supplemented it with 
organized facts without which its findings would have had altogether 
another termination. 

He was a practical man not given to theories; not like Archime- 
des, who from principles elaborated in his study constructed his pul- 
leys and 7 the one of which demolished the Roman fleet, and 
spare pitch and toss with the Roman ships, but rather like Marcel- 

us, who in his practical way captured the unguarded tower which 
overlooked doomed Syracuse. He was a man of affairs. By his own 
exertions he made an independent fortune, of which he never stole a 
cent. No man ever charged him with larceny, or hypocrisy, or luke- 
warmness to a friend, or placability to a foe, or cowardly desertion 
of a conviction, or compromise of a principle. He was a generous 
fighter, who never fired a musket with hostile intent, and yet worth- 
ily earned the title of Michigan’s t war Senator. Over this title 


no worthy soldier on the shores of the great lakes of the Northwest 
has ever been captious or envious. He was the soldiers’ friend, and 
he divided with them the high esteem in which they held all the 
moving spirits in the great contest in which loyal men shed so much 


592 


of their loyal blood. None have mourned his untimely death more 
than the heroes of that war, and when the news of his death was sent 
to the ends of the globe on the morning of the 1st day of November 
last, none bowed with a heartier sorrow over the memory of the man 
they revered than the men who had so faithfully in the field vindi- 
cated the policy advocated by the illustrious Senator in the councils 
of the nation. 

When the sad news reached me, I was on my journey home from 
Chi I had parted with him the midnight before. I was the 
last man that saw Senator CHANDLER alive. I now and shall to my 
latest hour recall the room in the Grand Pacific Hotel in which we 
had this last interview. The fire was burning low; the hotel was as 
silent as the grave in which he now lies; we were as much alone as 
if we sat by a solitary Sean day in the pathless desert. After about 
8 minutes’ conversation I left him alone with Death stealing 
over the threshold of his room, I did not see him there, but is it my 
imagination that recalls footfalls as I passed along the silent, dimly 
lighted corridors to my own room? As the recollection comes to me, 
it seems as though these echoes may have been the footfalls of the 
grim destroyer who so closely follows the steps of mortal man. I 
recollect now that there was a sense of something unsaid, whatit was 
I cannot recall, that led me to sey e, turn back as if to rap at his 
door and speak to him again; but knowing he was weary I ined. 
and went my lonely way. I can hardly wish now that I had followed 
the impulse, for it is unlikely that my Pegg would have chan a 

0 


the purpose of that Providence that the issues of life and 
arting word 
may have 


then marked him for death; but who knows what 
might have been said? Who knows but the impulse I 
been only a response to one he himself had, and which had spoken 
to me as spirit talketh to spirit, calling for some word of sympathy, 
some kind remembrance? But he is gone, and I shall never know 
whether he called or not till we again meet face to face. Till then 
I can only join with the multitude of mourners in lamenting the great 
loss we all sustained in the loss of a great man, and in laying this 
last token upon his grave. 

I move the adoption of the resolutions. 

The question being taken on the resolutions, they were adopted 


unanimously ; and in obedience to the second resolution the House 
(at six o’clock and twelve minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


The ee memorials, petitions, and other ps were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. BEALE: The petition of William B. Taliaferro, for the re- 
moval of his 8 disabilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. BOYD: The petition of Orrin L. Shipper, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of T. B. Irish, of Mason, Michigan, 
for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: Memorial of citizens of Harrison County, Ken- 
tucky, for the passage of a law to prevent unjust discriminations in 
freight charges by railroad companies—to the Committee on Com- 


merge, 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petitionof citizens of Plymouth County, 
Iowa, for the amendment of the patent laws so as to protect inno- 
so purchasers and users of patented articles—to the Committee on 

atents. 

By Mr. COWGILL: The petition of James B. Slusser and 181 
others, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee 
on Military Afnirs. 

By Mr. LOWNDES H, DAVIS: A bill for the improvement of the 
Current River, in the States of Arkansas and Missouri—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, } 

By Mr. DEERING: The Lege of Walter Fleming and 54 others, 
citizens of Hardin County, Iowa, for such amendments to the patent 
laws as will furnish protection to innocent purchasers of patented 
articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Bremer County, Iowa, for the pas- 

of the equalization bounty bill—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of Alex. Mitchell, M. Bodden, and 
78 others, citizens of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, against the construc- 
tion of a bridge over the Detroit River—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Two petitions from citizens of Rhea and Bledsoe 
Counties and the Sequatchie Valley, Tennessee, for an immediate ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the Tennessee River—to the same 
committee, 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of W. H. Harris and 15 others, 
citizens of Minnesota, for the p of the equalization bounty 
bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FIELD: The petition of the Boston Marine Society, against 
the passage of any laws changing the present pilot-service system of 
Boston, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GEDDES: The petition of Frank J. Bell, James Richie, and 
other citizens of Richland County, Ohio, for laws regulating interstate 
commerce—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Daniel Bell, John Dennis, and other citizens of 
Richland County, Ohio, for the amendment of the patent laws so as 
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to make manufacturers and vendors solely responsible for infringe- 
ments—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GIBSON: The petition of Edward A. Yorke and others, of 
New Orleans, Louisiana, for the amendment of the law relative to 
the seizure and forfeiture of vessels for breach of the revenue laws— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GODSHALK: The petition of Ezekiel Herrmann, to be 
refunded money paid by him for a substitute for his son, who, by 
reason of disability, was not liable to do military duty—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: The petition of John W. Murphy and others, 
citizens of Illinois, for the passage of a law to pay the soldiers of the 
late war the difference between the depreciated currency in which 
they were paid and coin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL: The petition of William Watt, W. N. Rumbangh, 
and 75 others, citizens of Allen County, Ohio, for the passage of the 
equalization bounty bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HAWK: The petition of William Bennett, for back pay 
and bounty—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill making appropriation for deepening the 
channel of Saint John’s Bar, Flori to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill making ee for deepening the channel of 
Volusia Bar, Florida—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill making appropriation for deepening the entrance to 
Cumberland Sound, between the States of Georgia and Florida, known 
as Fernandina Bar—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill making appropriation for improving navigation on 
the Wekiva River, Florida—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill making appropriation for straightening and otherwise 
improving the channel of Saint John’s River, Florida, from Volusia 
Bar to e Munroe—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Florida, for an appropriation for 
deepening the entrance to Cumberland Sound between the States of 
Georgia and Florida—to the s@me committee. 

By Mr. MILES: The petition of citizens of Connecticut, for the 
passage of the Weaver bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition ef Uriel Crocker, that duplicates of 
certain lost United States bonds may be issued to him—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of E. J. Washburn and 75 other sol- 
2 for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
calling the attention of Congress to needed legislation concerning 
the right of way in navigating the inland waters of the United 
States—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, resolutions of the Vessel Owners and Captains’ Association 
of Philadelphia, opposing any change in the navigation laws—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. OVERTON: The petition of John Carr and 14 other sol- 
diers, of Wayne County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the equal- 
ization bounty bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POEHLER: The petition of W. H. Whitney, for pay for 
injuries sustained by him by reason of his confinement during the 
late war as a prisoner of war in the hold of the confederate cruiser 
Alabama—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Henry Huffman, for pay for certain work 
done by order of United States officials—to the Committee of Claims, 

By Mr, REAGAN: The petition of Edward F. Parker, of Minne- 
sota, for an appropriation for the improvement of the harbor at Grand 
Marias, on Lake Superior—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. ROSS: The petition of citizens of New Jersey, that a pension 
be ted Charles R. Vail—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

so, the petition of masters and owners of vessels engaged in the 
coasting trade of the United States, that no owner, agent, or trustee 
of any ship or vessel duly enrolled and licensed and engaged in the 
coasting trade or fishery shall, by virtue of the laws of New York, 
be compelled to take or pay a pilot not voluntarily employed on en- 
tering or 8 from the port of New York by way of the East 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SIMONTON: The petition of citizens of Tennessee, for a 
post-route from es ee to Mason, Tennessee—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: The petition of Hon. Herman Stump, president 
of the Maryland State senate, Hiram McCullough, speaker of the house 
of delegates of Maryland, and others, for an rgd Bp to dredge 
and deepen the channel of the Susquehanna River at the port of 
Havre de Grace, Maryland—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON: The petition of William A. 
Martin and 20 other soldiers, for the equalization of pay of soldiers— 
to thé Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND: Papers relating to the private land 
claim of J. Clay Morgan and Francis Valle—to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers relating to the claim of John B. Davis, 
for pay for carrying United States mails—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 0 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of M. M. Martin and others, citizens 
of West Virginia, for the improvement of the Little Kanawha River— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 
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By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of John F. Young and 77 others, 
citizens of Scranton, Kansas, for the of the tight sappie: 
ment to the homestead act—to the Committee on Public ds. 

By Mr. CASEY YOUNG: The petition of Sarah J. Goss, for arrears 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 29, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting letters from the Chief of 
Engineers and Colonel John Newton, Corps of Engineers, relative to 
the improvement of Harlem River, New York, as provided by the 
river and harbor acts of June 18, 1878, and March 3, 1879; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the commissioners of the Soldiers’ 
Home, in the District of Columbia, for an amendment to section 4820 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, so as to make it com- 
pulsory on the part of pensioned voluntary inmates to contribute the 
amount of their pension toward the support of the institution ; which 
was eure to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

rin 
F PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the memorial of Daniel Mitchell 
and others, citizens of Illinois and soldiers in the late war, remon- 
strating against the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) for the examina- 
tion and adjudication of pension claims; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KERNAN, I present the petition of Drexel, Morgan & Co., 
be other 3 of T who se nok claiman: ts, praying for 
e amago o a law, as yas can one properly, authorizin. 

the istri ution of the moneys remaining of the Geneva award fun: 
for the reason that to their knowledge very many citizens of the Uni- 
ted States suffered great loss by the acts of the so-called confederate 
cruisers, and, although the Government was paid by Great Britain, 
2 have not received indemnity. at therefore pray that there 
shall be legislation by Congress which will give to all rightful claim- 
ants upon that fund an immediate and convenient opportunity to 
present their claims to some popoy constituted tribunal. I move 
the reference of the petition to t mmittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KERNAN. I present the petition of S. W. Carey and oth 
citizens of New York, who are claimants under the Geneva award, 
the petition of D is, Nephew & Co., and 28 others, citizens of 
New York, who are not claimants, both making the same prayer for 
speedy legislation to provide for the distribution of the Geneva award 
fund. I move their reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. AN presented the memorial of John Williams and othe 
citizens of New York, and soldiers in the late war, and the memori 
of Lorenzo D. Smiley and others, citizens of New York, and soldiers 
in the late war, eraser espe ainst the passage of the bill (S. No. 
496) for the examination an udication of pension claims; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD presented the petition of J. A. F. Hull and oth- 
ers, citizens of Iowa, and the petition of W. N. Heaton and others, 
citizens of Iowa, praying for an amendment to the Constitution 
granting to women the right to vote; which were referred to the 

ommittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, presented the petition of Carl Epping and 
wife and C. B. Phillips, praying for the passage of a law granting 
them compensation for property appropriated by the Army and Navy 
of the United States during the late war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the memorial of James B. Stevenson and 39 oth- 
ers, citizens of Bloomington, Ilinois, remonstrating any re- 
duction of the duty on zinc; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. SLATER presented the petition of A, B. Elmer and others, mem- 

bers of the county court of Baker County, Oregon, praying for the 
p: of an actinvesting in that court title to certain land in Baker 
City for municipal purposes ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 
Mr. WALLACE 5 the memorial of Charles Lawrence, pres- 
ident of the Vessel Owners and Captains’ Association of Philadel- 
phia, ee eee any change in the navigation laws; which 
was refered to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present a letter from Hon. Samuel Dibble, of 
South Carolina, addressed to myself, and, as it refers to a public mat- 
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ee k Sat it be read and referred to the Committee on Education 
an r. 

The letter was read and referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, as follows: 

Onancesunes, S. C., January 26, 1880. 

DEAR Sm: Permit me to call your attention to the omission in Senator BRUCE’S 
bill of the two most advanced and prominent South Carolina institutions for the 
higher education of the colored race—the South Carolina Agricultural College and 
— Institute, and the Claflin University, both of Orangeburgh, South Car- 

a. 


For convenience, the two institutions at present unite in the work of instruction, 
but they have distinct faculties, distinct property, and are under distinct boards 


of trustees. 
Claflin University has a faculty of five professors and instructors and six acres 


of ground and a fine one A ing. a — 
State Agricultural a four professors one hundred 

hi 4. = il gia i à 
ma reason we a Claflin building ng and give them the | 9 


Truly yours, 
x S. DIBBLE, 


Chairman Executi State A. h 
. 
Hon. M. C. BUTLER, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. BALDWIN presented the petition of Merrick, Fowler & Essel- 


tyne, Gillett & , Balch & Morton, T. W. Palmer, and 45 other busi- 
ness men and firms of Detroi Michigan, praying for the appoint- 


ment of a marine statistician whose duty it shall be to annually com- 
pile statistics of the loss of life and property throughout the lake 
region, and the valuation thereof; which was referred to the Commit- 


tee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I present the petition of Alfred H. Love and sev- 
eral hundred citizens, representing various States, on the subject of 
what may be termed the peace A a icy, praying for the ap tment 
of a commission to negotiate with other nations in regard to interna- 
tional arbitration. As the petition is very short and the whole coun- 
r in the subject, I ask that it be read. 

petition was read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, as follows: 


Whereas the success of the Geneva arbitration and numerous settlements of dif- 
ficulties between states and nations by similar peaceable means have been highly 
satisfactory; and 

‘Whereas Congress 


gh seve resolution, June 17, 1874, authorizing and re- 

ane ihe President of the United States to with civilized 

regard to international een or oe Se 

system, whereby matters in dispute different 

without recourse to war; and 
Whereas Ru 


B. Hayes, President of the United States, in his inaugural 
address recommended a tribunal of arbitration : "Therefore, * 

e earn respectfall ition that a commission be appointed to nego- 
dale with such; VV 
FFC of these KVC 
tion of several powers, and which we are convinced will redound to hap- 
piness, , peace, and good-will among the nations. 


Mr. CALL presented the petition of T. J. Green and others, citi- 
zens of Columbia County, Florida, praying for an amendment of the 
patent laws so that the manufacturer and vendor may alone be re- 
sponsible for the infringement of patent-rights; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented the petition of C. L. Frazier and others, citizens 
of Columbia County, Florida, praying for the passage of an act pre- 
venting fluctuations in freights and unjust discriminations in trans- 
portation charges; which was refe to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. HOAR presented the memorial of the officers and members of 
the Boston Marine Society, remonstrating against the enactment of 
any law which will impair the efficiency of the pilot service of the 
port of Boston ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also 8 the petition of Mary A. Derby and others, heirs 
of John 8. by, deceased, of Needham, Massachusetts, praying for 
the passage of a law granting them compensation for French spolia- 
tions ; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of J. P. Davis and others, 
citizens of Lamoille County, Vermont, referring to hardships that 
they suppose to exist under the present patent laws in respect of 
innocent purchasers of patents, and sai a for an amendment to 
the patent laws so as to make the manufacturer and vendor alone 
pine, eee for infringements; which was referred to the Committee 
on ts. 


Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Augustine Henesy, late of 
8 F, Seventy-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, pray- 
ing for a re ; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

. THURMAN presented the petition of Charles H. Bulkley, 

lia E. Holden, heirs of Henry G. Bulkley, de- 
ceased, praying compensation for the use by the Government of a 
steam-dryer; Which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN OHIO. 
Mr. THURMAN submitted the following report: 


Susan Bulkley, and 


The managers on the of the Senate and of the House of Representatives 
appointed to confer on the ing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill of the No. 582, to provide for circuit and 


district courts of the United States at Columbus, Ohio, and transferring certain 
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b southern district in said State, after a full and 
conference, do respeotfully recommend as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
8 bn 

n A. G. THURMAN, 
A. H. GARLAND, 
Managers om the port of tha Beate 
nagers on 
x . CONVERSE, 
D. B. CULBERSON, 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. THURMAN. I believe we shall facilitate the public business 
better by giving to-morrow to the committees. Therefore, if there 
is no objection, I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. The petition of John Merrymon, president of 
the American Agricultural Association, praying for the enactment of 
a law by Congress granting a charter to that association, was pre- 
sented the other day, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 
We find that there is a bill accompanying the petition, which was 
not formally introduced. The committee have instructed me to report 
back both the petition and draught of a bill, and move that they be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2804) for the relief of the ad- 
ministrator of John D. McGill, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 325) for the erection of a pub- 
lie building at Danville, Virginia, repo it with amendments, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was re- 
ferred, reported a bill (8. No. ret authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to purchase additional lots of 83 adjoining the new 
building for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. THURMAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 676) to amend class 2 of the general in- 
corporation laws of the District of Columbia, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 736) oposite ee extension of letters-patent 
to inventors and patentees or their lawful representatives, and for 
other purposes, asked to be discharged from its further consideration 
and t it be referred to the Committee on Patents; which was 


aoed to. 

r. ALLISON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1076) for the relief of Amanda M. 
Cook, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2787) making appro- 
priations for fortifications and other works of defense, and for the 
armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, and 
for other ' purposes, to report it with amendments, and I give notice 
that I shall call the bill up at an early day. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Iam directed by the Committee on 
Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3497) to 
provide for a deficiency in the 5 for furniture, and re- 
pairs of the same, for the House of nis vegeta bi for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1880, to report it with amendments, and I give 
notice that on the morning of our next meeting I shall move to take 
the bill up for consideration. 

Mr. Y, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 56) for the relief of Edward Braden and 
J. W. Angus, repo: it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAILEY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. pte (ef the 
amount 9 by the act of Congress approved „1877, 
to pay ‘ce mail contractors,” reported it with an amendment. 

. PRYOR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 66) for the relief of Hortensia H. Cook, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; which was or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bills. No. 857) authorizing the conversion of national gold 
banks, re it with amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 


ferred the petition of Brown & Wolf, praying com tion for prop- 
erty taken from them by the Army of the nited States, submitted 


an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
3 were discharged from the further consideration of the pe- 
on. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 831) for the relief of certain employés of the United States 


Government in the District of Columbia, submitted an adverse re- 
port thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 90) granting the right of way through the pub- 
lic lands to the Cheyenne, Black Hills and Montana Railroad and 
Ben 2 Company, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. No. 299) for the relief of Joseph N. Lewis, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; 2 55 7 was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the petition of Isaac F. Moore, late private Com- 

any H, Twenty-fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, praying in- 
emnity for a horse lost in military service of the United States, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the committee were discharged from the further consideration of 


the petition. 

r. MCDONALD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1534) to exempt postal employés from 
serving upon e reported adversely thereon, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
§. No. 911) to declare the legal effect of permits granted by the 
dent of the United States to purchase products of the insurrec- 
tionary States, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 905) in relation to writs of error from the supreme court of 
the Territory of Dakota, reported it with amendments. 


SALARIES OF SENATE EMPLOYÉS. 


Mr, HILL, of Georgia. The Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate have taken testimony as directed 
by the resolution of the Senate passed April 17, 1879, in relation to 
the equalization of the pay of the employés of the Senate, and have 
instructed me to report to the Senate the testimony they have taken 
on that subject, and move that it be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was > 


REPORT ON THE ECLIPSE OF 1879. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I am instructed by the Committee on 1 to 
which was referred a resolution ordering the printing of 5,000 addi- 
tional copies of the report of the Naval Observatory on the eclipse of 
1879, to report it without amendment and recommend its passage, and 
also to ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to; as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives 
printed Sooo additional phere of the one of the Naval O) 
of 1879; of which 1,500 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,500 copies for 
> use 55 House of Representatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of the Naval 


REPORT OF DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Iam instructed by the same committee, to which 
was referred a resolution of the House of Representatives to provide 
for the printing of 2,500 copies of the report of the health officer of 
the District of Columbia, to report it without amendment, and rec- 
ommend its passage; and I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and concurred 
in; as follows: 

the House eee the Senate concurring,) That the Public 
2 nae jorized and ai : 


Resolved 
Printer be, and is h 4 rected to t 2,500 es of the rt 
of the health pot reg a District of Columbia —.— of maid Benit fa 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VANCE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S, No. 11 ») for the relief of V. S. M. Chapman; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pa: 
referred to the Committee on Claims. r 2 

Mr. WITHERS (by soques) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1159) for the relief of Jacquelin 
M. Wood, of Lynchburgh, Virginia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KERNAN (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 1160) to provide for celebrating 
the one hundredth anniv of the treaty of and the 18 
nition of American Independence by holding an international exhi- 
bition of arts, manufactures, and the products of the soil and mine, 
in the city of New York, in the State of New York, in the year 1883; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. JONES, of clipes asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1161) creating the port of Tampa, 
Florida, a port of entry; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SLATER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1162) confirming the title to block numbered 
14 in Baker City, Oregon, to Baker County; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
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Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1163) for the relief of the 
Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians, in the State of Wisconsin ; 
which wás read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. > 

Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1164) to graduate the price and dispose of the 
residue of the Cherokee strip lands in Kansas ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1165) for the relief of Lewis 
Johnson & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1166) granting a pension to James H. Stevens; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1167) for the relief of Henry P. Rolfe ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENDLETON (by 3 asked, and ed unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1168) for the relief of James 
H. Hamilton ; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. W. ACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1169) granting a pension to John Harner; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McDONALD asked, and by unanimous eonsent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1170) for the relief of Henry C. De Ahna; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 

Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1171) to promote the administration of crim- 
inal justice in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1172) to amend section 5 of an act approved 
March 3, 1875, granting to railroads the right of way through the pub- 
lic lands of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. VANCE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 71) directing restoration of the 
official letter-books of the executive department of the State of North 
Carolina; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO A BILL, 

Mr. PADDOCK. I present certain amendments intended to be pro- 
posed to the bill (S. No. 753) to provide for the sale of the remainder 
of the reservation of the co erated Otoe and Missouria tribes of 
Indians in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and for other pur- 
poses, and in connection therewith a letter from the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs in reference to the pro amendments. I move 
that the amendments Po prmtea and, with the letter, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had pasea the followi 
bills A joint resolution; in which it requ the concurrence o 
the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 165) to consummate the resolution of the Conti- 
nental Con; of October 4, 1777, and erect a monument te the 
memory of Brigadier-General Herkimer as therein directed ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2649) to authorize the Comptroller of the Currency 
to issue $500 in new notes to the National Bank of Pontiac, Illinois, 
to replace a like amount which have never been signed ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2817) giving the consent of Congress to an agree- 
ment or compact en into between the States of New York and 
Vermont Dag tigen! the boundary between said States ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2914) to authorize the President to reserve from 
sale or other disposition certain timber lands in the State of Cali- 
fornia, and for other J 

A bill (H. R. No. ) to carry into effect the resolution of Con- 
gress adopted on the 29th day of October, 1781, in regard to a monu- 
mental column at Yorktown, Virginia, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3968) for the relief of certain actual settlers on 
the Kansas trust and diminished reserve lands in the State of Kansas ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3980) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
paa upon the pension-roll the name of Della Benner, widow of the 

z Lieutenant Hiram H. Benner, Company C, Eighteenth Infantry ; 
an 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 189) legalizing the health ordinances 
and regulations for the District of Columbia, 

The message also announced that the House had the bill 
* No. 891) to locate and purchase a new site for the United States 


aval Observatory, with an amendment in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSTON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of William H. Newman and L. A. Von 
— be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
laims. 
On motion of Mr. ANTHONY, it was 
Ordered, That the petition and papers of Isaac Lindsey, praying for an exten- 
sion of patent for weaving hair-cloth, be taken from the files — bor si to the 
Committee on Patents. 4 
On motion of Mr. SAULSBURY, it was 


Ordered, That the P sos gad Bee the case of the American Grocer Association be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that De papers in the case of George 
Heard, filed at the last Congress, be taken from the files in the office 
of the Secretary and placed upon the table to accompany the bill (S. 
No. 309) for the relief of George Heard, which has been favorably 
reported from the Committee on Public Lands, so that they can be 
used in the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 


AWARDS OF VENEZUELAN COMMISSION. 
Mr. JOHNSTON. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration : 
That the President, if not incom ible with the public interests, be 


Resolved, 
requested to inform the Senate if any money been paid by the government of 
Venezuela on the awards of the mixed commission under the i 


De s en 
the 3 5 
ence during the year 1879 manii the governments of Venezuela and the United 
States relative to said awards. 

: The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I think there is a word or two omi which are 
used as a matter of usual form in addressing the President of the 
United States. The resolution reads, “if not incompatible with the 
Eon interests.” That would leave us to be as much the judge as 

e. The usual phrase is, “ if in his opinion not incompatible with the 
public interests.” I suggest that correction. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, I have no objection to the amendment at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Isu it is a mere accidental slip. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. The 
question is on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 

The resolution was to. 

NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION, 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask the Senate to consider at this time the bill 
(S. No. 1094) to incorporate the National Education Association. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. This is a pretty serious matter, proposi 
to inco! te people all over this country and not in the District o 
Columbia. I would rather the bill should not be considered to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois objects, and 
that takes the bill over in the morning hour. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will make a suggestion, which I think will 
facilitate business very much, that bills not on the printed Calendar 
be not called up until we have a new Calendar printed. My atten- 
tion was called to this bill, but it was not on the printed Calendar and 
I could not tell when it would come up. I hope that such bills will 
not be called up, and I shall be compelled to o to most of them 
if they are called up before they appear on the ted Calendar, when 
we can have an opportunity of examining them, see whether we have 
any objection to them or not, and then can make an intelligent ob- 


jection. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills and joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, and refi as 
indicated below: 

A bill (H. R. No. 165) to consummate the resolution of the Conti- 
nental Congress of October 4, 1777, and erect a monument to the mem- 
ory of 5 Herkimer, as therein directed to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. No. 2649) to authorize the Comptroller of the Currency 
to issue $500 in new notes to the National Bank of Pontiac, Illinois, 
to replace a like amount which have never been signed—to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

A bill (H. R. No. 2914) to authorize the President to reserve from 
sale or other disposition certain timber lands in the State of Califor- 
nia, and for other p to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (H. R. No. 2817) giving the consent of Congress to an agree- 
ment or compact entered into between the States of New York and 
Vermont respecting the boundary between said States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (H. R. No. 3980) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
pie upon the pension-roll the name of Della Benner, widow of the 

Lieutenant Hiram H. Benner, Company C, Eighteenth Infantry— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. No. ago to carry into effect the resolution of Con- 
gress adopted on the day of October, 1781, in regard to a monu- 
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mental column at Yorktown, Virginia, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. No. 3968) for the relief of certain actual settlers on the 
Kansas trust and diminished reserve lands in the State of Kansas— 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


DISTRICT HEALTH ORDINANCES. 


The joint resolution (H. R. No. 189) EENEN the health ordi- 
nances and regulations of the District of Columbia was read the first 
time by its title. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam directed by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, having had the same subject before them, to ask that the 
House joint resolution be amended in a single and that it be 
pos npon its passage this morning. I ask that the resolution be re- 


P The oint resolution was read the second time at length. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee asks for the 
resent consideration of the joint resolution. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It ought to be referred. It involves too much, I 
think, to D panos at once. 
Mr. HA S. Ifthe Senator from Vermont will allow me to make 
a statement, I think his objection will be withdrawn. 
` Mr. EDMUNDS. Certain 


N ly. 

Mr. HARRIS. A recent decision of the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia settles the question that these health ordinances 
cannot be enforced. The health officer and the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia urge the immediate adoption of this joint reso- 
lution, because of the fact that, not being able to enforce a single one 
of these ordinances, the health officer says there is great danger of a 

read of the epidemic of small-pox in the city. They are o ances 
that have been enforced here for the last five years or more, andu 
such examination as I have been able to give them I am inclined to 
think that they are all worthy of adoption, except a single one that 
I zopan to except from the joint resolution by an amendment. In 
addi on 


to this, if it is legitimate to refer to w 1 
other end of the Capitol, there is a revisal of the laws of the District 
of Columbia now pending there, in the form of a bill that deals with 


this whole subject, and at no distant day that measure will come to 
the attention of this body for its consideration, when whatever there 
may be in these ordinances will be revised and the final action of the 
Senate taken upon the subject. 

I will send to the Clerk’s desk, if the Senate will indulge me, the 
communication from the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
and the health officer, which s better than I can of the necessity 


of the case, in to which I feel no personal interest, I having 
been instructed by the Committee on the District of Columbia to 
make the motion that I have made. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I have listened with great interest to what the 
Senator has said, but I have seen so much of rapid legislation relating 
to the District of Columbia, a deal of which has been vastl 
worse than the small-pox, that I think I should rather run the 
of the small-pox for twenty-four hours than the risk of “ going it 
blind” in making by act of Congress a code of health laws for the 
District that none of us have seen except the committee. I have 
great confidence in the committee and I have no doubt I shall en- 
tirely agree to everything they have recommended, but I do not think 
there is such an extreme of the small- 


fore I make myself ble to the inhabitants of this District 
for saon a 8 of 3 uf I want to see dh I do not think 
the delay o t roposed legislation in print so that we may 
be able to look at the 5 whl be of great danger in respect 
of the spread of any epidemic disease here. I am sure I shall be quite 
ready to assist the committee in going forward with the matter to- 
morrow or any other time when we shall have an opportunity to see 
what this pr ition is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the communication of the 
commissioners printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be printed in the RECORD. 

The communication is as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, January 26, 1880. 
Sim: The commissioners have the honor to forward to your committee, with their 
— the (eg eres con din letter of the gn ec giir the District requesting 


e passage of a join 
him of the em 2 


J. DENT, President. 
Hon. Isuam G. HARRIS, 
Chairman Senate Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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HEALTH DEPARTMENT, DISTRICT OF COL 
Washington, January 24, . 
Sir: Ihave the honor to invite the attention of the Senate Committee on the 
District of Columbia to the urgent necessity for some immediate legislation which 


& 
EI 
7 
] 
E 
$ 
p 
4 
§ 


gress. 
Section 26 of an act of Congress February 21, 1871, entitled “ An act to 
of Columbia, 


provide a government for the Di created a board of health for 
said District, whose duty it was made “ to declare what should be deemed nuisances 
injurious to health, and to provide for the removal thereof, to make and enforce 
regulations to prevent domestic animals from at to prevent the sale 
of unwholesome food, and to perform such other dui as t be imposed upon 
said board by the — 5 Assembly.” An act of approved June 23, 
1874, made it the further duty of this board to make ions to se- 


cure a fall and 22 record of vital 


statistic, inclading the registration of 
u e 
of the dead in said trict.” 


d 

ties have antes: TAAIE DA Se SE VER; A few 
weeks since, however, the supreme court of the District of Columbia (or one of the 
members of that court) decided that it was not the intention of Congress to author- 
ize the board of health to impose fines and penalties, and that the ordinances were 


therefore null and void. 
The result of this decision has been to leave the District authorities without 
neg DO TEOR IER AASR gar or ning wesw 


and contagious 


laws, as revised, and now under consideration by the Dis- 

of tatives, fully covers the subject af public 

ordinances, Ko., to been 
therein by said committee—but as there may be delay in 
I would request that, if possible, a 

nances regulai once, that we may have ani 
of law under which to actin protecting the public health. 

Trusting thatthe necessity for immediate action in this matter may be seen, and 
that such a joint resolution may be adopted as will provide for the present emer- 


Ï have the honor to remain, sir, yours, very reepectfull; x WAA 
Health Oficer District of Colum 


Hon. I. G. HARRIS, 
Chairman Committee on District of Columbia, United States Senate. 
NAVAL OBSERVATORY SITE, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill of the Senate (S. No. 891) to 
locate and purchase a new site for the United States Naval Observa- 


tory. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was read, being, 
in line 2, section 1, after the word “site,” to insert “if practicable, 
to be upon an eyen degree of longitude west of Greenwich and.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


EDUCATION IN ALASKA. 


Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be instructed to inquire 
what, if any, provisions have been made for the 
what, if . measures are required for that 
same by bill or otherwise. 
COMMITTEE ON INTEROCEANIC CANAL, 
Mr. GORDON. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration : 
Resolved, That a committee of nine be appointed to take in consideration the sub- 
eel pesack documents soe D a iy eal eon ke eee 
said committee. e ee 3 


Be it That said committee be authorized to confer and act con- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to this resolution? 
The Chair hears none, and it is agreed to. How shall the committee 
be appointed ? 

Mr. GORDON. By the Chair. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask that the resolution be read 
again, by general consent. 

The C Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I wish to say to the Senator from 
Georgia that the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Sea- 
board; 1 heard a member of it say a short time ago, was in some way 
considering this question. I ask the Senator whether he knows any- 
thing of that fact! 

Mr. GORDON. No,I have not so understood. The subject has 
been before the Committee on Commerce of the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I feel it my duty to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the number of ial committees that have 
heretofore been formed; and I am not now ing of this proposi- 
tion ee Probably this Congress, including the extra ses- 
sion, has organized more special committees than any previous Con- 
gress has done for some time. The has been so great that 
now we are considering a deficiency bill to cover the expense of these 


committees, I call the attention of the Senate to that point. I know 
nothing of the merits of this resolution; Iam not speaking to a 
but I suggest to the Senator whether some standing committee co 
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not consider the question as well as a special committee, and proba- 
bly save to the country a great deal of expense in the end? 

. GORDON. I will only say in reply to the Senator that this 
question has been before the Committee on Comme and I am sat- 
isfied that the Committee on Commerce will not be able to consider 
the subject, nor will any other standing committee. It is the most 
important subject now before the American people. It is a subject 
of vast moment. Certainly if any — ever did deserve special 
consideration this question does, and the exigencies demand its im- 
mediate consideration. If the Senator were aware of the facts as I 
am, Iam satisfied he would not make any opposition to the resolution. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Mr. President, as the Senator from Georgia has 
said, this is a subject-matter which has already been referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, of which he is chairman. As one of the 
members of the Committee on Commerce, I am not aware of any 
action by it, unless the committee acted this morning, and its meeting 
this morning is the first one I have not been present at during this 
session or during the whole time I have been on the committee, It 
seems to me that the committee which has charge of this subjectnow 
ought to be consulted before it is transferred to another committee. 
I think that the Committee on Commerce has ample time to consider 
this subject. : 

The Senator from Georgia has said that the Committee on Com- 
merce will not have time for its consideration. I cannot see the force 
of that objection for this reason: e member of the committee, 
however much of his time may be occupied in that committee, is not 
the less busy by being put on a new committee. This new committee 
has to be taken from the other committees of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired, and this 
debate proceeds by unanimous consent. 


Mr. HEREFORD. I have ae more to say except that I am 
opposed to the peage of the resolution until the Committee on Com- 
merce has considered it. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Senator 
from West Virginis to move to reconsider the vote by which the res- 


olution was pa ? 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, Yes, sir. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Ilinois. Did the resolution pass ? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It did. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I did not know it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider is pending. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The resolution goes over with that motion 


pending. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business is the joint res- 
olution (S. R. No. 49) in relation to United States Treasury notes. 

Mr. McDONALD. I desire, in accordance with notice given the 
other day, to move to lay aside the pending business and any prior 
order that I may move to take up Senate bill No. 19, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to ascertain and the amount of land 
located with military warrants in the States described therein, and 


for other 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does not think that motion 
nec as no one seems inclined to proceed with the unfinished bus- 
iness of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the unfinished business! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution in relation to United 
States notes. 

Mr. EDM I hope, Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana 
will not ga his motion to take up to-day the bill named by him. 
Tt is a bill of, great importance in t of the amount of money to 
be taken from the Treasury, as well as the principle which it involves, 
and it requires quite an extended examination of the history of the 
statutes, and particularly the 8 under them, and what Con- 

has been called upon to do hitherto, in order to discuss the sub- 

ect upon those just considerations and merits that ought to be dis- 

under. I have been trying to go through with it in order to 

see what I thought my duty required me to do in respect of voting 
on the bill. I have not had time to finish that examination. If the 
Senator will allow the matter to go over to Monday, I shall be very 


lad. 
3 Mr. McDONALD. I have no desire to unduly press this matter, 
although I wish to have it early considered, and on the request of 
the Senator from Vermont I will consent to let it stand until Monday. 


THOMAS KEARNEY. 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
House bill No. 2188. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unanimous consent is not now required; 
it comes up as a matter of right, the morning hour being over, and no 
other matter pending. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 2188) for the relief of Thomas Kearney. It is a 
direction to the proper accounting officers of the Treasury, in settlin; 
the accounts of Thomas Kearney, late collector for the district o 
Corpus Christi, in Texas, to credit and allow him $12,470.50 in gold, 
and $340 in silver, public money, of which he was robbed, while his 
life was in jeopardy, by Sergeant Connor and Private Jackson, United 
States soldiers, on the highway in Texas, ou the 6th of May, 1870. 


Mr. MAXEY. The bill passed the House of Representatives on the 
23d of January, was submitted to the Senate Committee on Finance, 
and was reported favorably by that committee, and the report of the 
House committee adopted. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. a 


JOHN M. M’CLINTOCK. 


Mr. BAYARD. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill No. 142. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 142) for the relief of John M. McClintock. It is a 
direction to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to reopen and 
reconsider the claim of John M. McClintock for the refunding of cer- 
tain taxes alleged to have been improperly and illegally and 
collected for the amount of $3,600; and if, upon reopening and recon- 
sidering the claim, the Commissioner shall find these taxes, or an 

of them, to have been illegally or improperly assessed and col- 

ted from the claimant, it is made his duty to audit and ascertain 
the amount of taxes so illegally and improperly collected, deducting, 
however, any legal unpaid taxes which the claimant should have paid 
and did not, if any there shall be, under section 103 of the act of June 
30, 1864, entitled “An act to provide internal revenue to support the 
8 to pay interest on the publicdebt, and forother purposes.” 

Mr. ED S. Let us hear the report, Mr. President. 

Mr. BAYARD. There is a report. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. KER- 
NAN February 13, 1879: 

The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1581) for the 
relief of John M. McClintock, having had the same under consideration, beg leave 


engaged 

and local „CCC dur- 

ing the years 1865, 1868, 167-1888, 1 k net 

1 — has been assessed and has paid to the collector of internal revenue of the 

nited States for the third district in the State of 
ternal assessed 


land the sum of $3,600. The 
said collector of in revenne and collect 


the escribed amount 


gross amount of all the — oa of such express business. 


a la 
i gaged in local expressage merely ; and that the carry of 
passengers and baggage on no continuous or fixed ronte was not "an e rene bead. 
ness within the intent of the statute —the Commissioner of In 
Hon. J. W. Douglas, on the 6th of April, 1870, instracted S. B. Dutcher, super- 
visor, New York, that ‘‘it is only those who do their business on regular routes 
that should be regarded as in an express business and liable under section 
104. If taxes under section 1 neg banede pour pacing Bye Gara 
— rule. aiie you will see that collection is suspended and claims for abate- 
men 2 
Under the above ruling of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, the claimant 
in this case, in the form and manner prescribed by the rules of the Commissioner, 
filed his application for the refanding of the said amount of internal tax, but his 
claim was rejected b said Commissioner of Internal Revenue without formal 
opinion 


struing the law (sec. 104) in their favor, a was made Doe DOn 
% ve his claim former 
have 


t, rejected 
no authority to act in the premises as requested by claimant. Th rd 
of the Internal Revenue Office shows that the sum of $3,600 was paid by theclaim- 


relief have been favorabl; EI by DONA eaten anad 
vo. recomm. 
that the bill be passed. z * 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have one question decided sim- 
ply for my own information and srame; and that is, whether this 

a bill affecting the finances and therefore belonging to the Finance 
Committee, or whether it relates to a claim inst the Government, 
and therefore belongs to the Committee on Claims? e havea l; 
number of cases of this kind before the Committee on Claims. e 
may adopt one rule, and the Finance Committee may adopt another. 
It is proper that the Senate should know and understand in what 
respect such claims as these shall be regarded. If they go to the 
Finance Committee I want the Committee on Claims disc from 
all of them, for I do not wish to be coming in conflict with the other 
committees of the Senate. If this is a claim that belongs to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, it ought to go there, and the Finance Committee 
ought not to act upon it. 

{hold in my hand one of the bills laid on my table this morning. 
It is House bill No. 2802, for the relief of the owner of the bark Grape- 
shot. It is an old claim, to have a certain amount of a. in the 
een to the owner of this vessel. We have had such claims 
as that before the Committee on Claims time and again. Now, how 
does that go to the Finance Committee? Here it is referred to the 
Finance Committee, and I have found and have here my desk 
bills which I am watching and have marked, half a dozen of them, 
which have gone to the Committee on Finanee; some of them hav- 
ing formerly been reported adversely by the Committee on Claims 
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and being of a class which have always been considered claims when 
presented to the Committee on Claims. 

We have before the Committee on Claims a bill that was formerly 
before the Committee on Indian Affairs, and was reported adversely 
by that committee; and so it is now presented to the Committee on 
Claims. Some of these cases have been reported adversely by the 
Committee on Claims, and now they are being taken to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. I suppose if they shall be reported adversely 
there, they will be taken to some other committee. 

It is a matter of utter indifference to me; the Committee on Claims 
has more work than it can do, and we are certainly not attempting 
to absorb jurisdiction; we are not wanting these cases; but the Sen- 
ate ought to determine this question, and we ought to know its view 
and have one uniform rule, and let them all go to the same committee. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I am very sure that it would be a 
great relief to the Committee on Finance if the Committee on Claims, 
of which the honorable Senator from Missouri is so able a head, should 
take the entire jurisdiction of cases involving claims against the 
United States in the construction of revenue laws by the officials. 
This case is one of a class. By construction of the revenue laws, the 
Department exacted a tax from a citizen, which the judicial branch 
of the Government subsequently decided was improperly exacted. 
This bill is to enable the accounting officers of the Treasury to con- 
form their construction in settling the accounts of the debtor, to ac- 
cord with the decision of the courts on the subject. From time im- 
memorial I believe such cases have been passed upon by the Finance 
Committee. 

Iam sure that committee would be relieved greatly if the Com- 
mittee on Claims would take all such cases from their jurisdiction ; 
but I simply repeat that the unvarying practice has been that claims 
of this character growing out of a contested construction of the rev- 
enue acts of the OAA shall be referred to and settled by the 
Committee on Finance. That is why this case, which is one of a 
class, followed the rule and came to that committee, was reported by 
it after full and thorough action, and the present bill is but a con- 
tinuation of similar bills of the same class, and seeks to make the 
construction of the law and the decision of the Department coincide 
with the construction of the judicial branch in cases brought before 
it. A test case was made in New York to settle whether these taxes 
on local express companies were properly payable under the law of 
1864 or not, and the court after long delay decided that the parties 
were exempt. The Department had prior to that time decided that 
they were liable. Now we simply say that the pops interpretation 
put upon the law by the judicial branch shall be followed in this 
case. It cannot therefore be considered in the nature of a private 
claim. It is a subject of accounting by a citizen to the Department, 
and having the question controlled by judicial interpretation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have had no time to examine this bill; butin 
the Forty-fifth Congress, and I believe in the Forty-fourth Congress 
also, a bill precisely similar to this, and referring to the same class 
of business in Boston or in Philadelphia, was ore the Committee 
on Claims, was considered by the committee, and reported favorably. 
As a matter of course, any Senator will understand that the Commit- 
tee on Claims would be more than willing to be released from the 
business that is now before it, but the question is whether this is a 
claim against the Government or not, and whether it should go to 
the Committee on Claims. 

I say that committee did have a bill like this, and the members of 
that committee will recollect it; it was reported by Senator Wadleigh 
and was passed by this body; and in that connection this very same 
subject was considered, and in that case relief was ted. Now, we 
have a number of cases before the Committee on ims, some where 
parties were assessed twice and paid the second assessment and the 
officers of the Government refused to refund. We have a number 
of claims of that kind. We have a number of cases where the claim- 
ants claim that the assessment against them was illegal, and yet the 
were forced to pay it. Now,shall we consider them or shall we 
that the Committee on Claims be discharged and the cases sent to the 
Committee on Finance? I do not know what was the rule of the Sen- 
ate prior to 1875, but I state a fact which the records of the Senate 
will show, that this class of claims since 1875 has been uniformly sent 
to the Committee on Claims, and that the beginning of the Forty- 
sixth Congress was the first time when a — 73 was made and they 
were sent to the Committee on Finance, and I find a large number of 
them have taken that course. I have no doubt the billis just, but it 
is simply a question of where these cases shall be considered. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STOREHOUSE AND DEPOT AT OMAHA, 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 62) introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. SAUNDERS, ] authorizing the Secretary of 
War to expend a sum of money heretofore appropriated for the erec- 
tion of a storehouse and depot building at the city of Omaha, in the 
State of Nebraska, have considered the same; and there has been 
referred to it also House joint resolution No. 163, for precisely the 
same p Lam instrueted to report back the House joint reso- 
Intion to the Senate and recommend its passage. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution. Economical 
considerations demand its immediate As my colleague [ Mr. 
SAUNDERS] resides at Omaha, and as he introduc«i a similar resolu- 
tion in the Senate, I give way to him for an explanation, if one is 


required. 
Mr. SAUNDERS. I ask the Senate to consider the joint resolution 
just reported by the Senator from Missouri. 3 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 163) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to expend a sum of money heretofore appropriated for the erec- 
tion of a storehouse and depot building at the city of Omaha, in the 
State of Nebraska, was read. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. There was an appropriation made last June for 
the building of a storehouse for the benefit of the military headquar- 
ters at Omaha, to save the expense of sending everything needed four 
miles, as they now have to do, to the fort. Thirty thousand dollars 
was appropriated at the last session of Congress, but it was found 
afterward that there was a section in the Revised Statutes that re- 
quired the Legislature of the State to cede its jurisdiction over the 
site before this money could be expended. The title is all perfected. 
We have the signature of the Attorney-General to that effect. Every- 
thing is in readiness. I have letters here to show that they are pre- 

aod to go on with the work, and are desirous to pursue it imme- 
iately, but they are awaiting some action of this kind which will 
enable the Secretary of War to expend the money. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before I assent to the consideration of this meas- 
ure, I should like to find ont a little about it. The Constitution pro- 
vides, as we all know, that the dominion of the United States over 
places acquired for naval dock-yards and military sites, and so on, 
shall be exclusive, and we have always been in the habit, I believe 
without 3 unless it was an accident, before we took lands in 
the States and built military structures upon them, of obtaining from 
the State a cession of the jurisdiction se that our officers and opera- 
tions on that land should be under the dominion of the United States, 
and not under the dominion of the State. If I understand correct] 
the statement here, it appears that the law now requires that. We 
did provide the money, and it was said that the citizens of Nebraska 
were going to give the land; but here is an expenditure of which 
this $30,000, I suppose, is only the first installment, for a permanent 
military structure, a kind of depot or quartermaster’s establishment. 
It appears to me rather doubtfal whether it is a wise thing for the 
United States to poner to ere money upon this property until 
we shall be able t from the State of Nebraska the right to con- 
trol it. It will be liable to taxation, I suppose; it will be liable to 
all the dominion that the State of Nebraska has over private prop- 
erty. It seems to me that the Senate ought to think a little before 
we take that extraordinary step. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Will the Senator allow me to explain? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Catam 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The bill that appropriated this money provided 
that the land on which the depot should be built should not cost any- 
thing to the Government. The citizens of Omaha have donated five 
acres of valuable land for this purpose, and the title has been ap- 

roved both there and by the Attorney-General here. The Attorney- 
meral has assured the War Department that the title to the land is 
perfect so far as giving the fee-simple on the part of the donors is con- 
cerned ; but a question is raised whether the money can be expended 
without something of this kind authorizing the Secretary of War to 
proceed. The title is perfect to the land in this Government at this 
time and is on record; but the State Legislature will not meet till 
next winter. We want to expend the money now because everything 
is ready. Now the Government has to haul everything four miles 
from Omaha to the fort, whereas this depot is on the line of the road. 
The money, I will state, will go back to the Treasury on the 30th of 
June next unless it is used, and they are all ready now, as Ican show 
by the 8 report. They have the plans and specifica- 
tions all ready awaiting something of this kind. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any instance known to my friend from 
Nebraska where the United States has Figs aise to erect permanent 
military structures at the expense of the Government upon private 


i agit i 

. SAUNDERS. Yes, sir; one at Fort Omaha. They took part 
of it and afterward bought forty acres of land there. Dominion was 
relinquished by the Legislature over the property purchased, as it 
will be in this case. On the other part I donot think the jurisdiction 
was ceded when the property was taken. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will be a pretty strong reason for not going 
any further if we have now got public buildings on private property 
there, which the State is 5 to cede to us under the provisions 
of the Constitution or has not ceded. 

. SAUNDERS. The Legislature has ceded it, but not at the time 
the property was taken. The Government did the work before, and 
the slature took action afterward, just as it will do in this case. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Does the Senator from Vermont conceive 
it to be n in case of the acquisition of property for forts and 
arsenals that the Legislature of the State wherein the land is situated 
should cede jurisdiction over it in order to enable the Government 


to utilize it for public 3 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not said that, Mr. President; but I say 
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that it ap 


d to be thought important in the Constitution, and it 
has been found so by some sad experiences since, that the soverei 


urisdiction of the Government over its own forts and arsenals should 
exclusive of that of the State, just as in the same way the sover- 
eign jurisdiction of the State over its own military or civil establish- 
ments must be exclusive, and ought to be exclusive of that of the 
United States. My point is not that we cannot lawfully appropriate 
this money, if we choose to give it, to build structures upon the private 
property of citizens, or upon property that private citizens have con- 
veyed by deed to the United States. We can appropriate the money 
for it; but then the question is, whether doing that has ousted the 
State of any of its original jurisdiction over that land as private 
property. That is the question. 

Mr, JONES, of Florida. I have had occasion to look into this mat- 
tera good deal. These cessions have carried with them consequences 
that at one time were not thought to follow. Itisa very well estab- 
lished principle of law in this country that where the State cedes 
jurisdiction over any portion of her territory to the United States for 
any of the purposes contemplated in this part of the Constitution, 
the persons or inhabitants living or residing within that territory 
lose their political rights within the State. So I know it isin my 
own State. I know now of two thousand people within the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States who are held to have no political rights 
whatever in the State, they being within the sole and exclusive juris- 
diction of the United States because the State ceded to the General 
Government all her authority over the Pensacola navy-yard. Ithought 
it was a very unwise thing todo. With pape to the military res- 
ervations no such cession was ever made. The forts in my State are 
erected on property acquired by the Government by private purchase, 
but no cession of jurisdiction over them ever was made by State 
authority ; still they are utilized for all public purposes just the same, 
and I have never thought it necessary to go through the form of a 
cession of jurisdiction to enable the Government to use property for 


ese 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But suppose the State should choose to tax that 
land for illustration ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do not think it could do it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That raises the very question. It surely could 
not do it if we had a cession; but it would not be so certain it could 
not do it if we had not. I should very much doubt if the United 
States were to buy up the whole county in which I live in the State 
of Vermont, that the inhabitants thereof were going to escape taxa- 
tion or any other duty that they owed to the State of Vermont when 
that purchase had been made by the United States without the 
consent of the State. I do not think it very safe to assume a prop- 
osition of that kind. Of course in the case of a very small pur- 
chase, very likely the State would not care to tax it; but it might 
be that she would; it might be that the State would wish to execute 
some particular process that she had against the commanding officer 
of the fort or arsenal, or whatever it might be, at a time when it 
would be very unfortunate for the. Uni States that it should be 
done. The theory of the Constitution, therefore, was that there 
should be, in respect of dock-yards, arsenals and so on, so far as they 
were necessary and so far as the State chose, a political dominion of 
the Government whose property they were, for reasons that it is 
quite unnecessary to go into an extensive discussion about, because 
we all understand them and probably we understand them alike. 

That is all my point about it. I do not say that the United States 
cannot acquire private property in the sense of ownership, just like 
any other corporation, in a State, without her consent. I rather 
think she can e that is a question that might be argued with 
considerable force on both sides; and thus it is that I call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to what appears to me the doubtful propriety 
(except in the case of some extreme emergency where we cannot 
wait) of proceeding to expend money for permanent structures upon 
property the dominion of which we cannot obtain or do not obtain 
or have not obtained from the State itself. If it be necessary to have 
exceptions, as in many of the State grants for ticular p 
where the two dominions do not necessarily conflict, they can be put 
in; but in the ordinary sense I should say it was extremely unwise. 

My duty is done in calling the attention of the Senate to it. I shall 
not object to the consideration of the joint resolution. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 


ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, that the joint resolution is up for consid- 
eration, I wish to ask the chai of the committee whether he has 
the statement or evidence that the Attorney-General has approved 
this title? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. i 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and thirty-two min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at three 
o'clock p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 29, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. W. BRUSH, 
D. D., Methodist Episcopal church, Austin, Texas. 
ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
Hon. Lawrence Weldon, a prominent citizen of Illinois, be admitted 


to the i Mire ey of the floor for two days. 

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to object in this in- 
stance, but I do think that gentlemen should state the position oc- 
cupied by those to whom the privileges of the floor are to be granted, 


in their own States, before the House grants that privilege. 

I fear we are breaking away from the rule which has worked so 
beneficially for the comfort and convenience of the House in the prog- 
ress of its business. 

Mr. WHITE. I would like to inquire where we are to stop in this 
matter of granting the privilege of the floor. 

me STEVENSON. I have not asked the privilege before for any 

ntleman. 

Mr. WHITE. Neither have I. 

Mr. KENNA. We are now revising the rules and will remedy that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con- 
sent that the privilege of the floor be extended for two days to the 
gentleman named. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and the request was granted. 


PUBLIC ROADS POST-ROUTES. 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The order of business being demanded, 
the morning hour now begins at fifteen minutes past twelve o’clock. 
The unfinieh ed business is the bill (H. R. No. 3384) declaring all pub- 
lic roads post-routes. 

The pending question was on seconding the demand for the pre- 
vious question, and the House was dividing at the expiration of the 
last morning hour, when the point was made that a quorum had not 


voted. 

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, that point of order was made by my- 
self, and if there be no objection, I now withdraw it, as I do not 
wish to delay the House, because it is evident that a quorum is now 


resent. 
N The SPEAKER. If the point of order is not insisted upon that a 
qoror did not vote, the previous question will be considered as 
seconded. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. | I would like the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Cook] for a moment. I will not insist on 
the point of order if he will allow an amendment making these pub- 
lie 2 0 and highways post- routes merely while the mails are carried 
upon them. 

At. COOK. Ihave no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. On the division yesterday on seconding the 
demand for the poon question the ayes were 83 and the noes 
44. The point of order that a quorum did not vote is now with- 
drawn, and the previous question is seconded. The 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] asks unanimous consent to su 
ment. 

Mr. STONE. The gentleman from Illinois authorizes me to state 
the amendment he pro It is to insert, after the word “ post- 
routes,” the words “ while the mails are carried thereon.” 

Mr. COOK. That is the language which is used in the law as ap- 
plying 5 rivers, and canals. 

D VELL. Let the bill be read as proposed to be amended. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Be it enacted, £c., That all public roads and highways are hereby declared 
Pectin tee SO ine N NE O anh te — 3 
authorized to put postal service upon all such routes when the public necessity 
may require it. ‘ 

Mr. BLOUNT. I must object to the amendment suggested by the 
79 — from Illinois. It is a new thing and we have no chance 

iscuss it. 

The 3 The question recurs: Shall the main question be 
now put 

The main question was ordered. 

The question was on agreein gto the amendment of the committee 
to strike out the words “and the Postmaster-General is hereby au- 
thorized to put postal service upon all such routes when the public 
necessity may require it,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en, and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The aes was on the of the bill. 

7 LYMER. I demand the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
bill. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. HAWK. Let the bill be again read as amended. 
The bill, as amended, was read, as follows: 


dass enacted »dc., That all public roads and highways are hereby declared post- 
row . 


tleman from 
it an amend- 
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The question was taken ; and there were—yeas 135, nays 100, not 


voting 57; as follows: 
YEAS—135. 
ik Dibre Knott, Simonton, 
Aldrich, N. W. ee” Ladd, Slemons, 
Aldrich, William Dwight, Lapham, Smith, A. Herr 
ERTH Brine. revel wont 5 
„ We, 3 
Bailey, Farr, M. A Starin, 
Felton, i Steele, 
Bayne, Finley, Martin, Joseph J. Stephens, 
Fisher, n, Stone, 
3 1 — 3 e 
‘ors: cKinley, g 
Blake, E Ar Miller, af Thomas, 
Boyd, Gilles Money, Thompson, Wm. G. 
* Brewer, Godshalt, Mul ~ Tillman, 
Browne, Hammond, John Murch, Townsend, Amos 
Burrows, Harmer, New a 
Butterworth, Harris, John T. Nicholls, pdegraif, J. T. 
8, Hask Updegraff, Thomas 
Camp, Hawk, O'Connor, pson, 
Carpenter, Hayes, h; Urner, 
Caswell, ton, Overton, Valentine, 
Conger, Heilman, P: Vi \ 
we aga Henderson, zos er, Voorhis, 
‘ound, 
Corian, 4 Washburn, 
Crapo, Houk, Price, Weaver, 
Cravens, Richardson, J. S. Wellborn, 
Culberson, Hubbell, d. White, 
Daggett, ‘ull, Ryan, Thomas Wilber, 
Davis George R. Freel 8 Will ao 
co, „ 
Da xis, Horace Keifer, Wood, w. alter A. 
1 Kenna, Shelley, ocum. 
De La Satyr, Kitchin, Sherwin, 
NAYS—100. 
Ath Colerick, Killinger, Ro 
Bachman, Davie, Joseph J. Le el, Sa ar 
er, „ . vre, t 
Barber, Davis, Lowndes H. aie 
Beale, Deuster, Louns È Singleton, J. W. 
Bicknell, Dickey, Marsh, Sparks, 
ver 2 $ Martin. Edward L. Springer, 
Blount, Ellis, McCook, Thompson, P, B. 
Bouck, Forney, McKenzie, 9 R. 
Bragg. o ker, 
Bri a McMahon, Turner, Oscar 
Budin de,” M ; 
er, Goode, Van Aernam, 
Cabell, Gunter, onroe, Van V. 
Caldwell, Hammond, N.J. Morrison, Waddill, 
Cannon, Hatch, orse, Wait, 
. Hawley, Myers, wane 
halmers, erbert, Neal, 
Chittenden, Herndon, New, Whiteaker, 
$ 7 Phister, 
pina Alvah A. 8 r, Williams, 
ymer, unton, Willis, 
Cobb, Hurd. W 
u „ Rice, Wright. 
NOT VOTING—S7. 
Acklen, Field, Klotz, Robertson, 
Atkins, Fort, Loring, 
Barlow, Gibson, Mitchell, Roth 11 
Biss Harris, Benj. W. Morton, Russell, W. a. 
Bowman, Henry, Muller, Ryon, John W. 
aes Se O'Brien, Jae O. R. 
enn e Teal wie e 
o um > Yy, 
Cox, James, Osmer, Wood, Fernando 
Crowley, Johnston, Pacheco, Young, Casey 
Dick, Ji Persons, Young, Thomas L. 
Einstein, Kelley, Philips, 
Ewing, Kei > Pierce, 
Ferdon, King, Richardson, D. P. 
So the bill was 
During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 


Mr. MER. My colleague 
paired with Mr. SMITH, of New Ji nape 

Mr. MONROE. Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, is paired with Mr. 
PIERCE, of New York. 

Mr. PAGE. My colleague from California, Mr. Berry, is absent 
by leave of the House. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. COOK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
= and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


LANDS SOLD FOR DIRECT TAXES, 


Mr. KNOTT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill Son R. No. 321) for the 
relief of owners and purchasers of Jands sold for direct taxes in insur- 
rection States; and the same was referred to the Committee of 


m Pennsylvania, Mr. Dick, is 


ary 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and the accom report 
ordered to be printed. * panying 


SECTION 740 OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. NEW. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
unanimonsly to report back favorably for present consideration the 
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bill (H. R. No. 2932) amending section 740 of the Revised Statutes, 


with amendments. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That section 740 of the Revised Statutes d the sam: 
hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 8 si 

s; a 9 ape Vant 23 — one bg ied or division het Page pe of a 
local e circuit or ct courts thereof, against a e defendant, 
inhabitant of such State, must be brought in the district or division where he re- 


sides; but if there are two or more defendants, resi in different districts or 
divisions of the State, it may be brought in either district or division, and a dupli- 
cate writ may be issued against the defendants, directed to the marshal of any 
other district or division in which any defendant resides. The clerk issuing the 
duplicate writ shall indorse thereon | it is a true copy of a writ sued out of the 
court of the proper district or division; and such original and duplicate writs, 
when executed and returned into the office from which they issue, shall constitute 
and be proceeded on as one suit; and any 8 or bones rendered therein 
execution may be „directed to the of the district or division of any 
district or division in the same State. In all cases of removal of suits from State 
courts to the courts of the United States, such removal shall be to the United States 
courts held in the district or division in which said State courts are held; and the 
time within which the removal shall be perfected, in so far as it refers to the terms 
of the United States courts, shall be deemed to refer to the terms of the United 
States courts held in such district or division.” 


The amendments reported from the Committee on the Jndiciary 
were as follows: 


— — 9, after the words "district or division,” insert the words “as the case 
tte n 
In line 25, after the words “district or division,” insert the words “as the case 


may be. 

‘At the end of the bill add the following: 

“As aforesaid. And all cases which may be removed from the district to the cir- 
cuit court, either by appeal or writ of error, may in like manner be taken from 
the district court of any division to the circuit court next to be held in the same 
division; and if no circuit court be held in such division the appeal 
error shall be taken to such circuit court within the State as shall be ordered by 
the said district.” 

Mr. CONGER. Is that bill reported from any committee? 

The SPEAKER, It is reported from the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

MI. CONGER. I hope it may go to the Committee of the Whole 
for consideration. It is a very important bill, and there are some 
rovisions in it which no one can understand without further exam- 
nation. 

9775 SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make a point of order on the 
Mr. CON GER. I do, if it be subject to one. 
The SPEAKER. What point? 

Mr. CONGER. I heard but a portion of the bill read. I would 


like to hear it read again. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. CONGER. Upon hearing the bill read again, I perceive that 
it does not contain the provision which I supposed was in it. I have 
no objection to its eration at this time. } 

The amendments re from the committee were then agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I would inquire if this is the unanimous report 
of the Committee on the Judiciary ? 

Mr. NEW. It is. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be e and read a 


and it was aecordin; agly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. NEW moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pea, and also meved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TERM OF SERVICE OF JURORS. 


Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 3336) to 
prescribe the time of service of jurors. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, £c., That no person shall serve as a court 
United States more than three weeks during pk pag nha ron Powder 
That rs may sit as long as may be necessary to decide causes the of which 
a Ae ve been ron itore the expiration of such term of service. 
2. MASTONA ATHA aa may be AOAC to DEAA 
tha Dasinese of courts whieh sis mora thas: thes weaks. : 

Sec. 3. This act shall take effect within one month after its approval. 

Mr. CONGER. I raise a anid of order upon that bill, that it will 
lead to additional expense in the drawing of new jurors, and there- 
fore it should first be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. That point of order, the Chair thinks, rests upon 
a very remote contingency. This bill is general in every particular; 
it makes no appro riation. 

Mr. CONG: o; but it makes a positive enactment that no 
juror shall serve over three weeks at one time, unless at the expiration 
of that time he may be impaneled on a case the trial of which is still 

oing on. This law provides that the judge shall make provision for 

drawing and summoning of a new venire during the session of 
the court. é 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is a contingency which he 
is not called upon to contemplate. In order that a point of order 
shall lie against the bill it should be shown that it requires the ap- 
propriation of money to carry it into effect. 

.CONGER. There is no question that if the bill is ever enforced 
at all it wonld require additional expense. 

The SPEAKER. That is in the nature of an argument against the 


1880. 
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bill by such members as may be opposed to it. The Chair thinks the 
bill should upon its face require an appropriation in order to make it 
liable to a — of order. 


Mr. CONGER. The bill is positive that this shall be done. It 
seems to me that upon a moment’s reflection it must be seen that it 
will increase nditures. That is apparent upon the face of the 
bill. Ican y imagine a case where an increased expenditure by 
the compulsory terms of a law can be more apparent than in this 


case. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that in order to be subject to 
the point of order the bill should contain an affirmative declaration 
requiring an appropriation or expenditure of money. That is in ac- 
cord with former ese, of the Chair, that the bill shall contain 
an affirmative statement that an appropriation or expenditure should 
be made. The Chair does not see that this bill comes within the 


rule. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I ask that it may be sent to the Committee 
of the Whole for consideration. 

Mr. HERBERT. I prefer that it be considered in the Honse at this 
time. 

Mr. WHITE. Let the bill be again read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. WHITE. I would like to gure if this is a unanimous report 
of the Committee on the Judiciary 

Mr. HERBERT. Ihave been instructed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary to report this bill and put it upon its passage at this time. 
There was considerable discussion in the committee upon the bill, 
and at that time the members were not unanimous in its favor. Ido 
not know whether any gentleman upon the committee intends to op- 
pose its passage or not. If so, it is the understanding of the com- 
mittee t oy member of the committee has a perfect right to 
op the bill if he sees proper. 

. CONGER. Yes. 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not know whether any member of the com- 
mittee desires to it or not, 

Mr. WHITE. 2 time of service of jurors to three weeks ? 

Mr. HERBERT. I will state. In some of the courts of the United 
States jurors are now compelled to as long as six and sometimes 
eight weeks at atime. That is an intolerable p upon any man 
engaged in business, whether he be a farmer, or a merchant, or what- 
ever his business may be. It is a hardship upon such a man to take 
him away from home and compel him by law, without any volition 
of his own, to serve for $2 aday for eight consecutive weeks. Atthe 
last session of the present Congress we reduced the pay of jurors 
from $3 a day to $2. Business men cannot afford to serve the Gov- 
ernment for this pay so long as six or eight weeks at atime. They 
are always getting excused on every possible pretext ; and the courts 
cannot resist the excuses that are made. 

In the State I have the honor to represent in pas we have, and 
have bad for years, a law similar to that proposed in this bill, except 
that in Alabama no person is allowed to serve as a petit juror more 
than one week in any one year. There is a similar law in the State of 
Georgia and in the State of Texas. In other States similar provis- 
ions are gradually being adopted, especially for courts which set for 
any length of time. In the State of Massachusetts there is a i 
law for the county of Suffolk, limiting the term of service of jurors 
to thirty days. In the State of Ohio the limitation is the same as 
that proposed in this bill; no person is compelled to serve more than 
three weeks, and I am told by the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
BRAGG] that such is the law in his State. 

It can readily be seen why such a law as this ought to be passed 
for the United States courts. Most of the State courts sit in every 
county twice a year, and the term of the court is generally not more 
than from one to three weeks. Consequently, as to the State courts 
there is no great necessity for a law of this kind, except where courts 
are continuously in session, as in the cities. But the United States 
courts throughout the Union sit sometimes for a much longer period 
than three weeks, This is the reason which influenced the commit- 
tee to recommend the of the bill. 

The provision of the bill is mandatory. It is that no person shall 
serve more than three weeks. The question was discussed in the 
committee, whether the provision ought not to be made permissive, 
whether it ought not to be left to the juror in each case to say whether 
he would be willing to serve longer than three weeks. The consider- 
ation which influenced us to report the bill in its present shape was 
this: the law now requires that jurors shall be drawn and summoned 
beforehand ; and the judge of the court when ordering juries to be 
drawn cannot well foresee which of the jurors might be willing to 
serve more than three weeks and which of them would avail them- 
selves of the privilege of such a law as this. Hence the judge would 
not know how many to summon for the fourth week, for instance, or 
the seventh week. To obviate any difficulty of this kind, we have 
provided that no person shall serve as a juror longer than three weeks, 
thus assimilating the law of the United States to the law in many of 
the States. 

We have provided that when a trial of a case has begun during the 
three weeks for which a jury has been sitting, that jury shall sit as 
long as is necessary to conclude the trial of the pending cause. Itis 

er provided in the bill, as an additional „ that the law 
shall not take effect for one month after its approval, so as to give 


75 courts time to adjust their machinery to the requirements of the 
W. 

I am instructed by the committee to ask for the A of the bill. 
If any gentlemen on the other side desire to op it, I am willing 
to allow a reasonable time for discussion. [Mr. CONGER rose.] How 
much time does the gentleman from Michigan desire? 

Mr. CONGER. ere has been no opportunity, of course, to dis- 
c 


uss— 

Mr. HERBERT. How much time does the gentleman ask? 

Mr. CONGER. I am replying to that question. 

Mr. HERBERT. I will not yield the floor to any gentleman ex- 
cept for a definite time. How much time does the gentleman from 
Michigan ask, if I yield to him? 

Mr. CONGER. I was saying, Mr. Speaker, that this is a new ques- 
tion to the House, and I have not time, nor have other members 

Mr. HERBERT. I have not yielded the floor. : 

sr CONGER. Is the gentleman so impatient that he cannot hear 
me 
‘ we HERBERT. I simply want it understood that I do not yield 

oor. s 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman may hold the floor. I never under- 
take to take the floor without permian: I say that members of the 
House, so far as I am aware, have not had any opportunity to ex- 
amine this bill and its bearings. I would like an opportunity to do 
so. It seems to me that the bill does not provide for contingencies 
which may arise and which would necessarily cause confusion 
and expense. The judge would not know in advance the exact time 
during which his court would sit; and it might happen that in order 
to finish the business the term might necessarily be continued two 
or three days beyond the three weeks within which it was expected 
all the business would be concluded. Under this law, if a judge had 
not directed beforehand the drawing of a new jury, he might be com- 
pelled to adjourn the court, leaving the business unfinished. 

Mr. HERBERT. That case would rarely happen. Almost always 
cases are set in courts for the first, the second, the third, or the fourth 
week, &. Asa po rule judges are able to say beforehand how 

. CONGER. There is another point to which I wish to call the 
ara e attention, and which needs some inv tion. If it be 

e fact that the change of law paying jurors but $2 a day makes 
the necessity for passing this proposition, then I think the Committee 
on the Judiciary should have inquired into the re caged of res 
the old law or ean, ig So so as to make it eq le and just to 
jurors. That seems to be the only argument now. 

Mr. HERBERT. No, sir; there are other reasons besides that. I 
do not wish to take up time to go at length into a discussion of the 
bill, but I am willing to give the tleman from Michigan on the 
other side, if he desires it, reasonable opportunity to oppose it. How 


much time does the man wish? 
Mr. CONGER. I have already said I wish, as other tlemen 
around me do, to examine this bill, and therefore have asked it should 


go to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HERBERT. I am instructed to pat the bill on its by 
the committee. Ihave no power to yield to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Mic a gentlemen are not ready to argue the 
question I demand the previous question. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask two hours for the discussion of this bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. I am willing to yield to the gentleman five or 
ten minutes. 

Mr. CONGER. I cannot take time in that way. 

Mr. HERBERT. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to refer the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. That would not be in order pending the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. CONGER. I understand it is in order to commit. 

_The SPEAKER. Not pending the demand for the previous ques- 


tion. 
Mr. CONGER. Yes; if the two are pending at the same time. 


The SPEAKER. o gentleman has not the floor to make the 
motion. The gentleman from Alabama bas the floor. 
Mr. CONG Yes; and he has made his demand for the previous 


question. 

The SPEAKER. He has. 

Mr. CON GER. He cannot hold the floor while we are determining 
the demand. 

TheSPEAKER. Buthe has aright to have his demand determined 
before anybody else can get the floor for a motion to commit. 

Mr. CO. GER. Subsequent to the demand for the previous ques- 
tion does the Chair say other motions are not in order z 

The SPEAKER. ere are other motions in order, but the motion 
to commit is not one of them. 4 

Mr. CONGER. The motion to adjourn would be in order. 

The SPEAKER, It would. 

Mr. CONGER. A motion to commit would be in order now. 

The SPEAKER. It would not; but a motion to lay upon the table 
would be in order. 

Mr. CON GER. But, under the rule, precedence is given to the 
motion to commit. 
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The SPEAKER. The rule will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


‘When a question is under debate, no motion shall be received but to adjourn, to 
revious to commit 


are arran Lemp reer pled papa oE certain, 
=f tly bein be again allowed on the 
same day, and at the same stage of the bill or proposition. 


Mr. CONGER. I admit my mistake; I had the impression that the 
motion to commit preceded the demand for the previous question. 
Mr. KNOTT. Before the gentleman from Alabama demands the 


revious question 
E The SPEAKER. He has demanded it. 


Mr. KNOTT. He will withdraw it for one moment, 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONGER, I suggest then, if the gentleman from Alabama 
withdraws his demand for the previous question, I have the floor. 

Mr. KNOTT. No, sir; I have the floor, 

Mr. CONGER. If the gentleman from Alabama withdraws his 
demand for the previous question, I have the floor. 

The SP. SR. If the gentleman from Alabama withdraws his 
demand for the previous question and yields the floor, that is another 


ing. 

Mr HERBERT. But I do not yield it. 

Mr. CONGER. Then the question is on seconding 

Mr. HERBERT. I wish to say there is nothing partisan, nothing 
political, nothing sectional in this question at all. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to debate. 

Mr. HERBERT. I d the previous question. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 99, noes 29. 

Mr. CONGER demanded tellers. 

Tonea were ordered; and Mr. CONGER and Mr. HERBERT were ap- 
n The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 101, noes 


Mr. CONGER. Has the moming hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point against a 
quorum? The morie hour has expired, and if there is a second 

Mr. CONGER. I will make that when it comes up again. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired unless there is a 
second to the demand for the previous question. If there be a second 
that will take it out of the morning hour, and the question must be 

osed of at once. 
. CONGER. There is no second if there is no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from Michigan makes the 
point of order that there is no quorum. 


Mr. CONGER. I do. 
Taa SPEAKER. Then this question goes over until the next morn- 
our. 


. CONGER. And by going over it will give us an opportunity 
to examine the bill. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I move the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to continue the con- 


sideration of the rt of the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. TALBOTT. Will the gentleman let me introduce a joint res- 
olution from the ture of the State of Maryland ? 

Mr. BLACKB The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] was 


or off yesterday by an objection, and if I yield at all I must yield to 


m. 

Mr. WARNER. Irise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. Willthe gentleman from Kentucky indicate what 
he wants done? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have risen to move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to 
consider the report of the Committee on Rules. I do not desire to 
cut off any gentleman who wishes to make any motion that will give 
rise to no debate. 


BERLIN INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION. 


Mr. MORTON. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs to shy the following joint resolution, which was re- 
fe to that committee, in relation to the international German fish- 
ery exhibition to be held at Berlin in April next. The subject is one of 
great importance to the whole country, and the committee unani- 
mously recommend the speedy passage by the House of the resolution 
as amended by the committee. The accompanying letters from the 
Secretary of State, the Secretary of the , the Secretary of the 
Interior, Professor Baird of the Smithsonian Institution, the Amer- 
ican minister at Berlin, and also a letter from Mr. Von Behr, a mem- 
ber of the German Parliament and president of the international fish- 
ery exhibition at Berlin, all of whom ney urge there ntation 
of the United States at the exhibition, will give full detailed infor- 
mation in reference to this subject: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, January 26, 1880. 


222 ] ùĩTV?dd cf AEN bes ales of tho mentions allow ty tie 

a and ma‘ ew, bui wn e 

oo States should be adequa‘ resented at 
ap’ 


g internatio: at n, I deem it 
iy call the earnest attention of your committee to the subject, in order that 
y the passage of a proper act accompanied by an appropriation of a sufficient sum 
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a reg opened representation of American piscicultural progress at that exhibition 
ma; 

e subject was brought to the attention of Congress by means of a letter ad- 

to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of the House of Repre- 

sentatives, dated the 20th of January, 1879. th that letter were inclosed copies 
of a dispatch from the late Mr. Ba: Taylor, minister at Berlin, and a letter 
Professor Spencer F. Baird, the United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, 
r 70 t advantages which would accrue from our participation in that 
exhibition. It does not seem necessary now, as the subject is al: y before Con- 
gress in another form, and its importance and urgency are believed to be generally 
understood, to reproduce 00 ondence. 

A joint resolution, introduced by Hon. Mr. DEUSTER on the 15th instant, is now 
before Con for consideration. That resolution appropriates $20,000 “to enable 
the United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries to exhibit America in Berlin 
in April, 1880, a fair and full collection of the different specimens of American 
food-fishes, casts thereof, models of, and implements, &., used in the prosecution 
of American fisheries,” and is now understood to be before your committee. 

In view of the a rg of an appropriation being made immediately in order to 
be effective, I deem it not improper to call attention to the points in which Mr. 


Devuster's resolution seems to come short of the legislation needed. The resolu- 


the 
8 by the Commissioner of Fish 


that the necessary action of Con, be taken within three weeks from the 


instant, or the proposed participa’ of the United States in the Berlin fish exhi- 
bition will be im ble. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
WM. M. EVARTS. 
Hen. S. S. Cox, 
Chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


House of Representatives. 
EPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, January 22, 1880. 

DEAR PROFESSOR BAIRD: I have had a number of letters from Germany, espe- 
cany from my brother-in-law, Dr. Adolph Meyer, of Kiel, relative to the fishery 
exhibition in that country, and expressin the anxiety of those interested there 
that the United States be rep: wir urgency is so great that I cannot 
but say to you that, in aS e inter bors, Fee prs be done to Sung about a 
full representation of what has been-accomplished in this country in that respect, 
especially as there seems to be a good 8 of our excelling all others, and 1 
would respectfully and warmly recommend this matter to your consideration. 
3 seems to be more hope now that Congress will make the necessary appro- 
p on. 

Very truly yours, 


Professor SPENCER F. BAIRD, 
Smithsonian Institution. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 26, 1880. 
Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 19th in- 
K juced into the House of 
sentatives on the 15th instant, haying for Be! object the appropriation of $20, 
er an 


C. SCHURZ. 


to enable the United States d Fisheries to exhibit in Ber- 
lin, in A; „a collection of the different specimens of American food-fishes 
casts, &. In my opinion, it is very important that this Government be enabled 


to participate in the exhibition in question, and such measures should be adopted 
as shall enable the United States to make a fall and fair exhibit of its food-fishes 
and the important interests connected therewith. An ya ees gaa of $20,000, or 
80 much as might be necessary for the purpose indicated, would therefore 
e ee 

Es ¥ JOHN SHERMAN, 


Hon. P. V. DEUSTEB, 
House of Representatives. 


T DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. O., January W, 1880. 


My Dran Sin: I have received your kind letter of this date, and beg leave to 


say in reply that I earnestly hi oint resolution providing for the partici, 

tion of e United States M the Nees exhibition in Germany will 3 
have received a number of letters from men 3 in science, and es y 
in pisciculture in Germany, expressing great anxiety that the United 8 of 


whom the most complete and instructive exhibition is expected, be represented on 
1 and I venture to express the hope that you will do all in 
8 ring about so desirable a res 

ery truly yours, 


Hon. P. V. DEUSTER, 
House of Representatives. 


of letter to Professor Baird from Mr. Von Behr, member of the German Par- 
and president of the international fishery exhibition, to open at Berlin 


April 20, 1880. 
ScHMOLDOW, NEAR GRIEFSWALD, January 1, 1880. 


DEAR Sin: There is the New Year, but where are the announcements of your 
exhibits for our t show? Most men would mourn and keep silent. Not I. 
Dum spiro spero. I can't, I won't believe that you don’t send us your precious 
things. Would I ever have entered into the idea of exhibition wi 
hope, no, the firm conviction, that you would partake! Surely not. It was you 
who gave to the world the impulse for the great enden of iculture by 
millions. It is yon—you led us the way, and now you will aside. I dare per- 
mit myself to say, it is not at all like United States not to partake in such a work, 
which claims right of calling itself the most unselfish, the most friendly to 
mankind, which we try to provide with excellent and cheap * 
far less known, far less advanced, will come and do their besi 

in two qualities, as president of the Commission for Fish 
Fisheries and as president of the Smithsonian, with the beautiful claim of promot- 
ing knowledge, you would not send us your best, Excuse my warmness ; think back 
all my letters. I dare say you never read anything in that as real, true acknowl- 
edgment of your kindness to me, of your non. such position in piscibus.” No, dear 
sir, I shall not believe that you don't send before we are to open, on the 20th of 
April, our proud halls, and Iam to repeat to all, all that ask, yes, heisnothere. And, 


C. SCHURZ. 


Plenty of natio; 
and Professor 


ut the firm . 
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if I am to say that, it will take me all, ell potty, at of this my dream, to doa 
f i Once more I ask you 3 orities a fresh 


I dare say, United States never came too late, 

and if as late as first days of March, wire tells me: . We come. We need square 

meter; we shall do our very best to have them built in the poor g weeks, 

The opening must be on the 20th of April. The world knows it. Oh, we shall have 

plenty of useful and most in ogy, Te zay best men in my country 
„Bu ou 


are b and are most cleverly wor the United S t No 
never. To-day week your Congress — he can't say no, to you and to old 
ermany- 
Lord — — Fert and assist you. 
Yours S 


BEHR. 


[No. 75.] 
LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, Berlin, January 5, 1880. 
von B mem- 


e pressed me very strongly to urge upon our Govern- 
international fishery 8 to be held in Berlin, 
in April of the present . He laid before me statements which convince me 
that it will be an ex i Lo Monae arg and valuable collection, and that a body 
of men will be brought together whose paj and discussions will 5 
increase the eee knowledge of the means of creating, improving, 
maintaining fisheries in various parts of the world. 

He said to me that all interested in th here were anxious above all 


that our own country should take part in such an exposition, and that we now ran. 


as the first as re progress in this de ent. He thought what we could 
send from the Smithsonian Institute y, under e of Professor Baird, 
would be highly honorable to the country and of great to the world at large, 
while we ves would receive in return valuable information. 


His main wish was that an effort be made to induce to take the neces- 

pert of car collootious as shall bo judged most proper te roprosact as mn this respect 
our 

PT called his attention to the short time 8 us, and told him That feared 

it was too late to get the required action. He said that if the action were taken 

by the end of coping k it would be in ample time. To this I ans that this 

was a very short time indeed in which to carry through a measure of this sort, but 

that I would lay the matter before you. 

I have also the honor to inclose a letter from Mr. von Bunsen to Mr. Secretary 
Schurz on this subject, with his request that it be delivered to its proper address. 

Ishould hesitate to bring to your notice a communication of this sort, were it 
not that Mr, von Bunsen assures me that the foreign office will shortly forward a 
dispatch in addition to the one already sent to the German minister at Washing- 
ton, and that an effort is made to induce the chancellor, Prince Bismarck, 
interesi kunani 3 — . respect, obedient serva: 

* N 
Four MAND. D. WHITE. 
The Hon. WX. M. EVARTS, 
Secretary of State. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that this should be acted on 
to-day or else it will be too late; and the Chair also learns that is 
the unanimous rt from the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

a WILSON. And that committee respectfully asks for action 

to-day. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, no, the Committee on Rules have been 
criticised enough for the time taken up in the discussion of the revis- 
ion of the rules, and therefore I can yield the floor for no purpose 
which involves debate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the gentleman allow me to state the reason 
why there should be action to-day? 

. BLACKBURN. That means of itself debate. If there is any 
8 the Chair will state it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can only state what has already been 
stated by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

Mr. WILSON. Let the resolution be read and it will explain itself. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution concerning an international . to be held in Berlin, 
Germany, in April, 

Whereas all civilized nations take part in the international fishery exhibition to 
be held in the city of Berlin, Germany, in April, 1880, it is deemed both right and 
expedient that the prominent and effective action of the United States in 


of the artificial tion of fish and the stocking of depleted fishing-waters 
x occasion 1 Theref 


should be cuously and well exhibited on the $ ‘ore, 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica That to enable the United States Co: 


in Congress assembled, mmissioner of Fish 
and Fisheries to exhibit America in Berlin in April, 1880, a fair and full collection 
of the different specimens of American food-fishes, casts thereof, models of, and 
implements, &c., used in the prosecution of American fisheries, the sum of 
Harea appropriato out of any moneys not otherwise a in 
ban the ted States, or so much thereof as may be necessary for the purpose, 
to be immediately available on the passage of this resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The amendment of the committee will now be 


reported. 
Ehe Clerk read as follows: 


Add as follows: 

2. That the United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to represent the United States, either in person, or by a deputy 
to be appointed by the dent of the United States, and that at his discretion 
he may use any portion of the collection at present forming a of the National 
Museum in making out the proposed exhibition for the Uni States. 

3. That tho United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries be, and is hereby, 


instructed to present to Con, through the Department of State, a pope 
the Berlin exhibition, sho the recent and present condition of The 
fishery and of fish culture in foreign countries. 


Mr. MORTON. I demand the previous question upon the joint res- 
olution and amendments. 

Mr. McMILEIN. That is a bill making appropriations, and must 
have its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee makes the point 


of order that this bill must have its first consideration in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. The Chair sustains 
the point of order, and the joint resolution and amendment will be 
referred to that committee, and, with the accompanying report, or- 


dered to be printed. 

Mr. MORTON. I gre notice, Mr. Speaker, that this will be called 
up next Tuesday in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

nion. 

STOPPING PAPER INFLATION. 

Mr. WARNER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, reported back, with amendments, a bill 
(H. R. No. 3348) to stop paper inflation and to provide for needed in- 
crease of volume of currency by free coinage of gold and silver and 
gold and silver certificates; which was ordered to be printed and re- 
committed, not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 

INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 

Mr. KING. I ask unanimous consent to offer the resolution which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
eee pe enaa pare aaa aade ee hip-canal, 


roposed unication tlantic and Pacifi frig on 
comm: ant 0, 
ee eee the miscellaneous 


of the House of Re tatives, at the same rate 
per diem allowed the clerks of other committees of the House, and also a sergeant- 


at-arms, pher, and interpreter, whenever the same may become necessary, 
to be paid out of the same fund. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Let that resolution go to the Committee of Ac- 
counts. ~ 
The resolution was referred to the Committee of Accounts. 
REVISION OF THE RULES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I now insist on my motion that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
for the purpose of further considering the report of the Committee 


on Rules. 

Mr. CONGER. Pending that motion, I desire to offer a suggestion. 
I ask unanimous consent that two hours, if n , be allowed for 
general debate on the Lay erie, proponon, the amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. TUCKER. ] è 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iobject. My reason for objecting is that I am 
informed that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] will with- 
draw the pro rule. 

Mr. CONGER. If the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia 
be withdrawn, of course I do not desire debate. 

The motion of Mr. BLACKBURN was 


to. 
The House accordingly resolved i into the Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union, and resumed the consideration of 


the report of the Committee on Rules, Mr. CARLISLE in the chair. 
The rule under consideration was the following: 


Ruiz VIII. 

1. Every member shall be present within the Hall of the House di its sittings, 
unless excused or ni 8 and shall vote on each qu put, un- 
less, on motion made before vision or the commencement of the roll-call an: de- 
cided without debate, he shall be excused, or unless he has a direct personal or 
pecuniary interest in the event of such question. 


An amendment was pending, offered by Mr. TUCKER, as follows: 


Amend Rule VIII by inserting after clause 1 the following: 
2. Whenever a quorum fails to vote on any question, and ee is made for 
; there shall be à call of is Howes cod the and nays on the . 

ing question shall at the same time be ordered. The K shall call the roll, and 
each member as he answers to his name, W before the House er the 
proceedings of the call of the House, shall vote on the pen question. 
voting on F t and decline to vote shall together 
make a majority of the House, the Speaker shal declare that a quorum is consti- 
2 and the pending question be decided as the majority of those voting 
shall appear. 


> | Which Mr. Hunton had moved to amend by adding the following 


proviso: 

Provided, That those voi in the majority shall constitute a majority of those 
actually present in the raring ES sented 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The debate that has occurred upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] has 
sufficed to satisfy the Committee on Rules that its further consi 
tion will involve at least the consumption of one or more days, and 
result probably in the defeat of the amendment. And if it should 
result otherwise and that amendment should be adopted, the Com- 
mittee on Rules are of the opinion that it may in no small measure 
affect the final vote on the adoption of the series or system of rules 
which have been submitted for the consideration of the House. In 
view of these facts I ask the gentleman from Virginia to withdraw 
his amendment and thereby enable us to proceed with the adoption 
or rejection of the report as a whole, and not delay the action of the 
House further. I desire to add that I make this request not because 
the Committee on Rules object to the admission of any amendment 
that may be offered by any member of the House, but simply be- 
cause we take a practical view of what may be the probable result 
of the amendment. 

Mr. TUCKER. I offered on yesterday my amendment to the report 
of the Committee on Rules, believing as I did not only that the pro- 
vision which I had offered was in accordance with the Constitution, 
but that it was demanded by the Constitution; and I believe that it 
is in accordance with right policy that that rule should be adopted 
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o this House. At the same time I am not so wedded to the adoption 


a new rule which is contrary to the practice of this House for so 
many years, and in respect of which I find so many gentlemen on my 
own side of the House, as well as the solid phalanx on the other side 
of the House, in opposition to it, as to press it to a vote when it may 
delay the action of the House u the whole report of the commit- 
tee. I therefore, under these circumstances and on the su ion 
and at the request of my friend from Kentucky who makes this re- 

from the Committee on Rules, withdraw the amendment from 

e consideration of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks leave to 
withdraw his amendment. Is there objection ? 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. I believe the amendment is a one. 
It has been thoroughly discussed, and I object to its being withdrawn. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I submit to the Chair that the gentleman from 
Virginia has the right to withdraw his amendment under the existing 
rules of the House before an amendment is made to it or yote had 
upon it. 

Ehe CHAIRMAN. The Chair was under the impression when he 
asked if there was objection to the withdrawal of the amendment, 
that inasmuch as an amendment had been p: to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from V. ia, it could not be withdrawn 
without the consent of the commi The Clerk will read Rule 40, 
which ts the withdrawal of a proposition notwithstanding the 

of an amendment. 

The Clerk read the rule, as follows: 

40. After a motion is stated by the Speaker or read by the Clerk, it shall be 


deemed to be in the possession of the House; but may be withdrawn at any time 
before a decision or amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. There is another rule which applies to the for- 
mal amendments offered in Committee of the Whole, and which pre- 
vents them being withdrawn except by unanimous consent of the 
committee. But the Chair is of opinion that under Rule 40, inas- 
much as there has been no decision upon the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Virginia and no amendment toit adopted by the committee, 
that tleman has the right to withdraw it. The amendment is 
— aan withdrawn. 

Mr. CONGER. There is no e D oe believe, as suggested 
on a tortie Jay aha ODay go back to rule again for amend- 
ments 


CHAIRMAN. The rule to which that reservation related was 
that in reference to the execution of a bond by the Sergeant-at-Arms, 


Rule IV. 
Mr. CONGER. And it does not apply to this? 


ap 
The CHAIRMAN. It does not app to this. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend Rule VIII by inserting after the word prevented,“ in the second line of 
clause 1, the following : 
And after the hour of half-past one o'clock p. m. members shall not be called 
7.7... ee E eee application to 
e Door! eeper may deem portani that . 
So that it will read: z 
Rix VIII. 


shall be present within the Hall of the House we its sit 
; and after the hour of 5 


except when u 1 lication to the Doorkeeper he may deem it im t 
that thoy be notifi Every mauber shall vote on each question Salon on 
motion made before division or the commencement of the roll 
without debate, he shall be excused, or unless he has a direct personal 
ary interest in the event of such question. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I do not desire to detain the com- 
mittee with any further remarks in regard to this amendment, for I 
submitted the other day such remarks as I had to offer. It is simply 
intended to prevent members being ealled from the Hall, except — 
important matters, during the business sessions of the House 
the hour of half-past one. 

Without giving offense to friends I, for one, desire that when we 
enter upon the business sessions of this House I may be itted to 
remain here in order to hear the explanations of bills which may be 
reported, and the remarks of gentlemen who may desire to advocate 
or oppose pading nann, or any other business which is bein 
transacted by the House. Iam not tenacious about this matter. 
would like to see the amendment adopted ; but if it be the judgment 
of this House that it better not be, I suppose I can stand this fusilade 
of the cards of callers as well as others can. 

Mr. STEELE. Is this 5 amendment open to amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It 

Mr. STEELE. Then I move to amend at the proper place (I do not 
know 3 where that is) by inserting the words “and that every 
member shall vote right when he does vote.“ [Laughter.] 

It occurs to me that the p 


ition of the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. WILLIAMS] contemp. 


tes the making every doorkeeper of 


this House a judge as to whether or not any member in the Hall shall 
Now, I have very great respect for these 


be sent for to come out. 


doorkeepers, but I think members of Gongress have quite as much 
sense on that point as they have. 

Mr. WILL of Wisconsin. Ifthe gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr. STEELE. Certainly I will. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I am willing to accept his amend- 
ment, if he shall insist upon it, although I am not sure that it will 
not destroy the democratic party. [Laughter. 

Mr. STEELE. Is that so? The gentleman from Wisconsin is one 
of those who cannot think upon any subject without lugging in poli- 
ties. God help such men! [Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I will join you in that prayer. 

The question was taken by a viva toce yote on the amendment of 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin ; but before the result was announced, 

Mr. O’NEILL said: I desire to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. WILLIAMS] if he will not accept an amendment to come in at 


“The GHATRMA 

The MAN. The committee is dividing upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. L. I move to amend his amendment by inserting at 
the proper place the words and that members of the House be per- 
mitted to invite callers into the lobby in rear of the Speaker’s chair.” 
I must say that we are very inconveniently situated relative to see- 
ing those who may call upon us at the doors of this Hall. There is 
no place where we can take a gentleman in order to be able to con- 
verse with him, so far as I have found in my experience. I do think, 
however, that gentlemen here sometimes introduce into the lobbies 
of the House those who are excluded under the strict rules of the 
House. But I do not object to that. If a gentleman can get his 
friends in where he can have an opportunity to converse with them 
let him do it, and I will not complain of any member or of any officer 
of the House for permitting it. 

It strikes me, however, that it is a matter of very great inconven- 
ience to members of this House that there is no place here where we 
can invite a gentleman who comes to see us, who may be hurried to 
get away from the city, and with whom we cannot converse unless we 
ask him to remain over and see us at our rooms. I make the sugges- 
tion in good faith. I doubt very much whether there is a member of 
this House who has not seen and experienced this great inconvenience. 

Now, I want to say this: ple are welcome to send their cards in 
to me at any time of the day, whether the proposed amendment shall 
prevail or not. I do not want to keep away from my constituents 
when they come to this Capitol for the p of seeing me. It is 
no burden to me to see any one of them at any time when I am not 
immediately engaged in the performance of my duties in the House. 
If I can I will try to see any one who may call on me, and I do not 
want to put it in the power of any officer of this House to prevent 
those who call on me from sending their cards in to me. t, cer- 
tainly, is a very poor privilege of the American citizen. 

I hope the proposition of the gentleman from Wisconsin will be 
voted down, and I would like him to yield to me to offer an amend- 
ment that we may have at least the privilege of asking those who 
may call to see us to come into the lobby in rear of the Speaker's chair. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will reduce his amendment to 


Mr, O'NEILL. I will do so in a moment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Ido not think I can accept the 
amendment of my friend from Pennsylvania [ Mr. O'NEILL] after the 
remarks he has made. I for one am quite as willing as any other 
member can be to see any American eitizen 

Mr. BURROWS. Without regard to race or color? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. But I would like to have about 
two hours and a half here to attend undisturbed to the transaction of 
public business ? 

Mr. O'NEILL. I have reduced my amendment to writing, and I 
now offer it from a sense of what I consider to be a matter of great 
convenience to members of this House, and for no other reason. The 
lobby in rear of the Speaker’s chair is never filled with people. It is 
very rarely that a half a dozen people are there. Occasionally I see 
a member taking his ease there and resting in one of the chairs; that 
is all very right. But I think it hard when persons come here to see 
their Representatives upon important business that there is no place 
where those Representatives can take such persons. Now, there is no 
8 so convenient as the lobby in the rear of the Speaker's chair. 

propose to add to the amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
these words: 

And that members of the House be permitted to invite callers into the lobby in 
rear of the Speaker’s chair. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. O'NEILL, and 
it was not to. 

The question was then taken upon the amendment of Mr. WILL- 
IAMS, of Wisconsin, and it was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: Pestle 1 

2. Pairs shall be announced b; Sio Clark, asot tio oompie m of the secon: 

em which list shall be published 
eee eee tne Devo 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Committee on Rules have directed me to 
offer the following amendment: s 

In line 3 of the pending clause insert, after the word published.“ the words 
“in the RECORD.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. CONGER. Does this amendment preclude the entry of the 
pairs in the Journal? 
Mr. BLACKBURN. That was, I will say, the object of the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not understand whether this is to be a part of 
the journal entry, or is to be merely published in the RECORD, 

Mr, BLACKBURN. I see the point the gentleman makes, I will 
state that this is the first time pairs have ever been recognized by 
rule at all. Their announcement has hitherto been tolerated, but no 
recognition has been given to them by the rules. For the sake of 
economy of time this c of Rule VIII was devised, requiring that 
written memoranda of all pairs be furnished by members to the Clerk, 
to be read at the time the vote is announced, and to be published in 
the Recorp. But we do not think it necessary (and I doubt whether 
the gentleman from Michigan will upon reflection think it necessary) 
to encumber the Journal with the statement of pairs. The RECORD 
will contain that statement in full. As the gentleman knows, the 
Journal is only a limited record of the P ings of Congress. In 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD we find the official p i stated 
in detail. This rule, with the amendment just submitted, will require 
that such pairs as may be announced by the Clerkin accordance with 
written memoranda furnished to him shall be published in the REC- 
ORD; but it does not provide that they be published in the Journal. 

Mr. CONGER. If this proposed rule recognizes pairs for the first 
time, and if they are to be published in the RECORD, it seems to me 
they should be published in the Journal also, as there might ee 
be mistakes in regard to these pairs and legislation might be affec 
by such mistakes. Isubmit that the Journal should have a full record 
of. votes, and whatever is recognized by rule as properly connected 
with voting. Either pairs should not be recog: at all, or they 
should go into the Journal. 

The . The Chair will remind the gentleman from 
Michigan that the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky has 
been voted upon, and there is now no question before the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I desire that the gentleman from Michigan and 
the Committee of the Whole shall understand the p of the 
amendment. We desire to secure t accuracy; and the CON- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD the next morning after any vote may have been 
taken will enable each member to see whether the pairs have been 
announced correctly. This provision simply formulates in the shape 
of a rule a practice that has prevailed for many years. A quarter of 
a century ago members used to send to the Clerk written memoranda 
55 pairs that had been formed on any question coming before the 

onse. 

The Journal is but an abbreviated opsin of the proceedings of the 
House. The RECORD is the extended official statement of its work. 
This amendment proposes that in the RECORD there shall be pub- 
lished, immediately after the names of those not voting, a list of 
pors which may be reduced to writing by members, furnished to the 

lerk, and read from the desk. 

Mr. CONGER. Let this clause be passed over with the understand- 
ing that the 8 is reserved to amend it hereafter by inserting the 
words “in the Journal and.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair su ts that an amendment would 
be in order after the amendment which the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. DUNNELL] has been seeking the floor to offer. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the reservation be made, so that if hereafter it 
be Me, Sel 1 to offer such an amendment it may be done. 

Mr. B URN. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Mich- 
igan that when leave of absence is ted no reason for such leave 
is ever stated on the Journal. I simply pro to protect the Journal 
from that cumbersome work which would be ag hart if every pair 
announced to the House must be carried to the Journal. The Con- 
ba a ape it 5 — 5 me, pac as fod hs the inspec- 

ion of every member of the House upon the su morning, 
affords ample protection against any mistakes or misstatements which 
may possibly occur. 

. CONGER. I do not know that such an amendment as I have 
indicated would be desirable. I sone ask that the right be allowed 
to go back and insert it if hereafter it be deemed necessary. 

r. BLACKBURN, I will state further to the gentleman from 
Michigan that these pairs as announced will be kept in a book re- 
served for that p , in which the entries will be just as 

as in the Journal of the House. Thus there will be a test of the ac- 
curacy of the statement in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michi asks that the 
right to return to this clause may be reserved for the purpose of 
moving an amendment providing that shall be N in the 
Journal as well as in the RECORD. Is there any objection? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not understand that there is to be reserved 
the right to return to this provision of the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has just announced that the gentle- 
man from Michigan asks the reservation of this right. 

Mr. SIMONTON. I object. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not mean to object; but I would rather 
have these rules settled as we go along. 

Mr. CONGER. All I desire is that ikate may be opportunity to 
back and insert this amendment if it be necessary. Ton not at all 
certain that we shall desire it. 


Mr, BLACKBURN. Such an amendment can be offered in the 
House. I simply desire to protect the Committee on Rules from the 
establishment of a precedent which may be troublesome hereafter. 


Mr. CONGER. It is better to have leave of the House to do it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman from Michigan has that right 
in the House, 

Mr.CONGER. Not if the previous question is demanded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. He has unless the previous question cuts him 
off. If the gentleman wishes to offer an amendment, I would rather 
have it now. 

Mr. CONGER. It is not important oes to dwell upon at length. 
I think it may be desirable hereafter to offer it, and therefore I desire 
to reserve that right. 

Mr. SIMONTON. What is the request? 

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman from Michigan asks the right 
to return to this clause of Rule VIII, for the purpose of moving an 
amendment, if we propose that the announcement of pairs be 
published as well in the Journal as in the RECORD. 

Mr. SIMONTON. I object. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky a 
question in reference to this rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts that the amendment which has provoked discussion be- 
tween the gentleman from Kentucky and the gentleman from Michi- 
gan has been adopted and is no longer open to discussion. 

Mr. ROBINSON. My question does not refer to that amendment, 
but is to the rule as it now stands, and it is whether the gentleman 
from Kentucky understands these lists which are to be furnished by 
oon ene abe verified by the si 22 ue the Boronic gat 77 

ishing it, or Whether a piece of paper which says A is paired wi 
may ale to the Clerk’s desk and there left and that shall be con- 
sidered a sufficient ntee for publication in the RECORD. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The name of the member Sp ry Sky paii, 
of course, will be attached to the memoranda which he f es 
the Clerk and that is all that the rule intends to require. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The point in debating this clause of the rule, so 
far as I understand it, is to save time and that we may be rid of this 

romiscuous announcement all over the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir, a double announcement. 

Mr. ROBINSON. If that is the object not much time is saved, and 
I submit to the Committee of the Whole that it seems to me that it 
is of great conneq ence we should have the personal indorsement 
and guarantee of member who stands in his seat and says that 
his colleague, Mr. A, is paired with the gentleman from Mississippi, 
and soon. We have that now, and the member announcing the pair 
also states how the members would vote on the question before the 
House if they were present, 

Under this clause of the rule, we leave it to an entirely irresponsi- 
ble g goanag, handed to the Clerk, 

The C This is all in the nature of general debate which 
has been expressly terminated by order of the House. It is now in 
order to discuss amendments. 

Mr, ROBINSON. I move to strike out the last word. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] 
has had for some minutes in the hands of the Clerk an amendment 
which will now be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Rule after the word “y in clause add the follo : Pro- 
r 

Mr. DUNNELL. I am v. lad, Mr. Chairman, this rule has been 
reported by the chairman o committee, although it dignifies 
and between members. It will save, if followed, a 
8557 deal of time and render our work so much more acceptable. 

ut I think the amendment which I have proposed, if adopted, will 
save more time, because we may have seven or ban Fp times during a 
single sitting the announcement of these pairs. this amendment 
be adopted the announcement is made but once, after the second 
roll. „When the announcement of pairs is to be made, As the rule 
now stands that announcement must be repeated after the roll-call 
on every vote; so the clerks will be reading off a list of pairs here 
3 half a dozen times during the same sitting of the House. 

y amendment simply provides that this announcement of pairs 
shall be made but once during any legislative day. I think that 
arta ares ought to 5 55 to reste oe of the Hoot z 

z URN. Speaking for m; am posed acce 
the amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota. e object of the 
Committee on Rules in ting this new rule was to economize time, 
which I am sure the gentleman from Massachusetts will appreciate 
and ‘oat N 1 Tomina him that im te contusion 55 dent to 
taking the vote eas and nays it uently occurs that the same 
is announced fron this side oy ths House and again announced ‘from 
that side of the House. The Committee on Rules thought the time 
would be economized by requiring this list of pairs to be furnished 
to the Clerk in writing, so that but one announcement of a pair 
would be made on any vote. 

Now, if the gentleman from Massachusetts 8 am perfectly 
willing to insert after the word “mem „ in the second line, 
clause 2 of Rule VIII, the words “and signed.” 

Mr. ROBINSON. By them. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. By them, if they choose; but I do not think 
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that is necessary, because that second clause declares pairs shall be 
announced by the Clerk at the completion of the second roll-call 
from a written list furnished him by members. If that list be not 
signed by a member of the House, what evidence has the Clerk that 
it has been furnished by a member at all? It must be signed by a 
member to carry prima facie evidence to the Clerk that a member of 
the House has furnished it. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Let me suggest a gentleman may carry to the 
Clerk a piece of 3 5 5 signed by anybody. 

Mr. BLACKB . What evidence would that piece of paper 
carry to the Clerk that it had been furnished by a member of the 
House? 

Mr. ROBINSON. If I carry it to the Clerk myself it is the best 
evidence—the evidence of his own sight. 

The CHAIRMAN. No such question is now before the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Having said so much on that point, I will sim- 
ply say of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota 
that for myself I cannot see the e for announeing a pair be- 
tween gentlemen more than once in any legislative day. 

And in that connection, let me add, it is oniy of recent years that 
a list of those members not voting has been published in the RECORD 
atall. Prior to that time and until very recently no record was ever 
made except of the members voting in the affirmative and negative. 
Of recent years a record has been made of those not voting, but to this 
day no recognition of pairs has ever been made at all. 1 think the 
rule proposed by the committee requiring a written list to be fur- 
nished by members necessitates the signature of the member furnish- 
ing the list, and the amendment offered by the gentleman from Min- 
nesota that the announcement of such pairs shall be bnt once in any 
legislative day seems to me a still further complement of the offer of 
the committee to expedite the calling of the roll. 

Mr. DUNNELL’s amendment was adopted. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Is it in order to submit an amendment now? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I move, then, after the word “members,” in the 
second line of the second clause, to insert these words: “and signed 
by them. 

"ure. BLACKBURN. I have no objection to that, and there is no 
objection I think on the of the committee. 

r. HAWLEY. Would it require both of the members tosign the 
announcement of the pair? It would seem so. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The member making the report. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Let the amendment be reported again. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let me ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Roprxson] to change his amendment so as to insert the words 
after the word “furnished” instead of after the word “members ;” 
and let it read : 

Pairs shall be announced by the Clerk after the com 
from a written list furnished him and signed by 


Mr. ROBINSON. I will modify my amendment in the manner sug- 


ed. 
fas ACKLEN. I offer as an amendment to the amendment what I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out these words: “from a written list furnished him by members,” and 
ane statements furnished and signed by the member presenting 

Mr. CLYMER. Now let the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. ROBINSON] be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “by mem and insert and ed by the member 
making the statement to tho: Gk an 

Mr. ACKLEN. I think that covers the ground; and with the per- 
mission of the committee I withdraw my amendment to the amend- 
ment. . 

The question being taken on Mr. RoBINSON’s amendment, as mod- 
ified, it was to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the clause the following: 

But no be announced unless one of the parties to the pair Se abeent by 
leave of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I can see no use in having a pair if 
in the first place the two members are on the floor. In the second 
place if members absent themselves without leave of the House, I do 
not think they should enjoy the privilege we are now to confer upon 
them of having their pairs announced. I think the adoption of the 
amendment would secure a better attendance of members so as to 


of the second roll-call, 


promote the dispatch of public business. 
The question being taken on the amendment it was not to. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. LIoffer the amendment which I now 
send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add to the clause the following: 


A list of all members absent without leave shall be inserted at the end of the 
Journal and read by the Clerk as a part thereof. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. My object in offering this amend- 
ment is that the Clerk, on the day following the day on which the 


member is absent, shall have before the House a list of those who 


have neglected to discharge their duties upon this floor. I wish in 
other words to make it conspicuous in the Journal who are absent 
from their seats and from their posts of duty. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Here the committee informally rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, was communicated to the House. 

The m announced that the Senate to the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 891) to locate and 
purchase a new site for the United States Naval Observatory. 

The m further announced that the Senate had a reso- 
lution, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, for the 
printing of 5,000 additional copies of the 5 of the Naval Observ- 
atory on the eclipse of 1879; of which 1,500 copies shall be for the 
use of the Senate, 2,500 copies for the use of the House of Represent- 
atives, and bane oe for the use of the Naval Observatory. 

The message er announced that the Senate agreed to the reso- 
lation of the House of Representatives authorizing and direc the 
Public Printer to print 2,500 copies of the report of the health officer 
of the District of Columbia for the use of said health officer. 

The pre further announced that the Senate had passed a bill 
(S. No. 142) for the relief of John McClintock, in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 

The message further announced that the Senate agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the di ing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 582) to provide for uit and dis- 
trict courts of the United States at Columbus, Ohio, and transferrin, 
certain counties from the northern to the southern district in sai 


message further announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment a bill and joint resolution of the House of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2188) for the relief of Thomas Kearney; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No, 163) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to expend a sum of money heretofore es Lge gars for the erec- 
tion of a storehouse and depot building at the city of Omaha, in the 
State of Nebraska. 

REVISION OF THE RULES, 
The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I move to strike out the last word, only for the 
of making an inquiry of the gentleman from Kentucky. I 
notice on page 4 of his report, under the title “of the members,” a 
statement that the Committee on Rules desire to provide “ that no 
member outside the railing inclosing the seats shall be counted.” 
That is to define what shall be the floor; but while that is in the 
report, I find nowhere in the rules any such definition. I call the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Kentucky to what appears to be an 
omission. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is true that is not in the rules. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And yet the report says the committee desire to 
provide that no member outside the railing inclosing the seats shall 

counted as within the Hall. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will state to the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. HaAwLEY] that “the floor of the House” has never been 
defined in terms by any rule. But the rule to which he refers simply 

uires that a member, when desiring to vote, shall come within the 
that incloses the seats of mem of the House, 

Mr. HAWLEY. But there is no such rule. Where is it? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There is a ruling made in the Thirty-fifth 
Congress at its first session, soon after the occupancy of the present 
Hall. I refer the gentleman to 164 of the Manual and Digest. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But that Manual and Rules are those for which 
are to be substituted these we are now considering. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is not the 5 of the Committee on 
Rules to do more than it has done. The ruling declared “that in 
order to be entitled to vote a member must have been upon the floor 
of the Hall, and not outside any of the doors leading to it.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is that the rule? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir; but a ruling of the Speaker of the 
jag Acs Congress, which upon ap was sustained by a vote of 
the House. The rule to which the gentleman from Connecticut refers 
is simply meant to simplify and make more convenient the duty im- 
posed upon the Speaker in the matter of a count by a rising vote. If 
members are permitted to vote in all the vacant places in the rear of 
the 5 be difficult to arrive at anything like an accuracy of 
count. is rule simply requires that upon a division each member 
shall come within the railing to be counted. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is exactly what I am driving at. The gen- 
tleman says “ this rule;” there is no such rule. But in their report 
the Committee on Rules says: 

‘The principal changes made under this head are as follows: i 4 

Second. That no member outside of the railing inclosing the seats shall be counted. 

Now, that is all right enough; but it is not in these rules. 

Mr. BLACKB No, sir; because it is not in the power of the 
Committee on Rules or of the House of resentatives to refuse te 
= ee of this House the right to vote if he be upon the floor of 
the House. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Then the report of the committee requires 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, it does not require. The intention of the 
committee was, as far as possible, to bring members inside of the 
railing to give their votes upon arising count. But the committee 
did not understand that it had the power, nor does it believe that the 
House of Representatives has the power, under the Constitution of 
this country, to refuse the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY] the right to cast his vote, though he be outside of the railing. 
It is simply a suggestion by the committee. The gentleman can vote 
if he is anywhere upon the floor of the House. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What does this page 4 of the report mean, then? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Page 4 means no more and no less than what 
I have already stated to the gentleman from Connecticut: that in 
order to arrive at anything like an accuracy of count it is simply 
requested or suggested, there being an utter absence of power to 
enforce it, that upon a rising vote members shall come inside of the 
bar that incloses our seats here. But if the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut shall see fit to cast his vote from the remotest corner of this Hall, 
there is nothing within the power of the House, much less within the 
power of the Committee on Rules, to deprive him of his constitutional 
prerogative to vote. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not object to a word of that. But I do not 
understand why you have said that you have made a provision in the 
rules requiring that no member shall be counted unless within the 
bar of the House, when you have not made it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. e have not said so. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

There being no objection, the pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

The Clerk read the following: 

Rute IX. 
QUESTIONS OF PRIVILEGE. 
s of privilege shall be, those affec the rights of the House col- 
Peg er ren per ep 


its and togrity ; second, the rights, 
ter, and cme OF aah individually in their Representative 
only ; and ve of all other ques except motions to fix the 
day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, and for a recess. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to amend the rule just read by inserting, 
aiter the words “in their representative capacity only,” the words 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And such conduct as disqualifies them from holding any office of honor, trust, 
or profit under the Government of the United States. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If a member of this House has been guilty ofany 
conduct which disqualifies him under the laws of the Uni States 
from holding any office of honor, profit, or trust under the Govern- 
ment of the United States, that ought certainly to be such a question 
of privilege as will entitle this House to act upon it at any time. 
That is the object of my amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman will see how exceedingly unwise 
it would be to introduce an element of that sort into our rules, un- 
less it shall say that the had been convicted of the crime and 
sentenced to the disqualif cation. If the gentleman shall put it in 
the way he now d any man might say: “I judge such a person 
ought to be disqualified, and I,therefore make the point upon him.” 
The gentleman certainly could not expect that this House will be- 
come itself the judge of whether a man had committed a crime of 
that sort or not, shall turn itself into a criminal court for the trial of 
a man on a question of that kind. If the gentleman is going to offer 
an amendment of that kind at all, it ought to apply to a case where 
a m has been convicted and sentenced by a proper court, 

. SPRINGER. The gentleman knows very well that all persons 
are To to be innocent of every offense until they have been 
tried and convicted. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Therefore they are not ty of offenses which 
disqualify them from holding any office of honor, trust, or profit, 
unless they have been convicted of such offense. 

Mr. G IELD. But the amendment of the gentleman does not 
ayr” conviction.” $ 

„SPRINGER. The law presumes every man to be innocent of 
everything until he has been convicted. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The House may not presume that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is not necessary that the rule should recite 
the common law on the subject. The rule simply recites the fact that 
the member is guilty; and there is a recogni means provided by 
law of ris Dow question. 

Mr. CONGER. t the amendment be read again. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the clause be read as it will stand if amended. 
There is nothing wrong in the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows the clause as proposed to be amended 
by Mr. SPRINGER: 

estions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House col- 

lectively, its safety, dignity, and the 2 of its proceedings ; second, the rights, 
character, and conduct of members individually in their tative capacity 
only; and such conduct as disqualifies them from holding any office of honor, trust, 
or profit under the Government of the United States; and shall have precedence 
of all other questions, except motions to fix the day to which the House shall ad- 
journ, to adjourn, and for a recess, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I concede the correctness of the criti- 
cism of my friend from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD.] But assuming that 
a member should forfeit his seat on this floor by reason of any crime 


he may have committed, that is fully covered by the preceding por- 


tion of the clause in which it is declared that— 
: estne of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House col- 
ectively. 


If there should be unworthy members here, members who ought to 
be expelled because of the commission of crime, it is a question for 
the investigation and action of the House. It certainly affects the 
s dignity ” of the House if any member has committed a crime against 
the laws of the country which would warrant his expulsion. I think, 
therefore, that the object of the amendment is fully covered by the 
tangaa already embraced in the clause. 

. REAGAN. Iam afraid we shall make a blunder if we adopt 
the amendment pro It seems to me subject to the criticism of 
the gentleman from Ohio. Its language is “ guilty ” of any offense ; 
it does not say “ convicted ” of any offense. If we saw proper to take 

urisdiction, we might have to try a criminal charge here. I think, 

owever, that the rule as it stands = as far as we ought to go. Even 
if it does not, I believe we should make a mistake by adopting the 
amendment in the form presented. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SPRINGER, it 
was not to. 

Mr. IS, of Virginia. I move to amend by striking out in line 
3 of the pending clause the word “character.” The clause will then 
provide that the second class of questions of privilege shall be those 
affecting the rights and conduct of members individually. I will 
state my object in offering this amendment. It has apparently been 
the purpose of the Committee on Rules to narrow the grounds of 
„personal explanations” in this House. The House has been again 
and again mortified by the proceedings attending “ personal expla- 
nations” on this floor. Now it seems to me that if we omit the word 
“character,” the language “rights and conduct of members” will 
embrace everything which the committee designed to include, while 
it will not leave open a wide door for “ personal explanations” such 
as we have too often heard. 

What is character as distinguished from conduct? Character is 
but the offspring or result of conduct. Every question affecting the 
rights or the conduct of a member affects to some extent his charac- 
ter. I think that if the word “character” be left in we open the 
door for those disreputable scenes which we have so often witnessed. 
A member may rise on this floor to defend himself from an attack 
made by a newspaper in his district, charging him with some offense 
committed twenty years before. He may that this affects his 
character as a Representative, because if guilty of the offense charged 
as having been committed twenty years ago he ought not to be here 
among respectable men. The amendment I have o; will narrow 
the ground for “ personal explanations.” 

Mr. REAGAN. It will be seen that the word “character” is quali- 
fied by the succeeding words, “in their representative capacity.” 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I say that a man’s character in his rep- 
resentative capacity arises only from his conduct, his acts. These are 
the questions for investigation. His actions constitute his character. 
When you strike out the word “character” questions affecting a 
member’s conduct will embrace all that properly should be included 
without leaving open a wide door for the introduction upon this floor 
of all kinds of newspaper assaults. 

Mr. FINLEY. What distinction does the gentleman make between 
“conduct” and “character ?“ 

Mr. FRYE. I think the gentleman from Vinge (Mr. Harris] is 
mistaken in his construction of this clause. He must take the lan- 
guage, “rights, character, and conduct,” as qualified by the succeed- 

g words, “in their representative capacity.” The rights referred 
to are the rights of a member in his representative capacity only ; 
the character referred to is the character of a member in his repre- 
sentative capacity only; the conduct referred to is the conduct of a 
member in representative capacity only. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I want to ask my friend a question 
which I know he will answer frankly. He has not been in the habit 
of answering frankly; but I know he will do so to-day. How does a 
man obtain character in his representative capacity except as arising 
from his conduct in his representative capacity? 

Mr. FRYE. There might be a very great difference. The conduct 
of a member in his representative capacity might refer to certain 
conduct on the floor of the House calling for censure. A question of 
privilege might be raised on that. The character of a member I will 
not undertake to define; but it is that reputation which he might get 
by fea id affecting his character, perhaps in the way of P of 
vo 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. That would affect his conduct. 

Mr. FRYE. Or corruption or anything of that kind. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Vi ia. That will affect his conduct, Charac- 
ter is the result of conduct. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Confusion arises in discussing this, from the fact 
that the word “ character” ought not to be there at all for another 
reason. It is not character that is meant, it is reputation. Nobody 
outside, by anything he can say or do, can affect my character. I 
make my character, but mischievous men may make me a bad reputa- 
tion on a good character. It is reputation that ought to bethere. If 
you do anything, I move to strike out “ character,” and insert “ rep- 
tation.“ I would still strike them both out, but I will wait to see 


whether the word “ character” is to go out or not. 
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The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. HARRIS, of Vir- 


inia. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 50. 
So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was disa- 
t 


0. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I offer the following amendment, to 
come in at the end of Rule IX: g 

The foregoing, and none other, shall be questions of privilege. 

Mr. Chairman, my object in offering that is the same I had in offer- 
ing the preceding amendment. It will be observed by next to the 
last rule proposed here, Rule XLIV, it is provided “the rules of par- 
liamentary practice comprised in Jefferson’s Manual shall govern the 
House in all cases to which they are ee and in which they 
are not inconsistent with the standin es and orders of the House, 
and joint rules of the Senate and House of Representatives. Now 
this rule does not preclude any other question which has been held 
to be a question of privilege from being such, but it says such ques- 
tions shall be questions of privilege. Then in the last rule I have 
read a provision is contained that the rules of parliamentary prac- 
tice comprised in Jefferson’s Manual shall govern the House in all 
cases to which they are applicable. They are to be applicable where 
not inconsistent with the present rules. Now, if you turn to this 
book you will find almost every question has been held to be a ques- 
tion of privilege, and a privilege which may be exercised by per- 
sonal Hf ergy 

Take that last clause together with this rule and every question 
which arises will be a question to be decided by Jefferson’s ual 
as well as by this new rule. 

Gentlemen may say that is not embraced in the new rules as one of 
the questions of privilege. To them I reply it has been so held in 
Jefferson’s Manual to be a question of privilege, Unless you add the 

roviso I have suggested we will have all the scenes we have hereto- 
‘ore had since the foundation of the Government down to the present 
time. L hope there will be a restriction declaring that these, and only 
these, shall be considered questions of gles, vad 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to hear the amendment again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think this amendment should not be adopted. 
It has been held by Speaker BLAINE and by other § rs of this 
House that all questions relating to the impeachment of the President 
of the United States or of a public officer were privileged questions. 
That question is not embraced here. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ah! Will the gentleman from Illinois allow 
me a moment? I am afraid the gentleman from Illinois, as well as 
the gentleman from Virginia, has failed to draw the distinction be- 
tween privileged questions and questions of privilege. The Commit- 
tee on Rules have sought to draw that line very sharply. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ivile questions are questions which the 
rules make privileged by their terms, and questions of privilege are 
such as are questions of privilege by the general common law of par- 
liamentary bodies. That is the distinction. We make many ques- 
tions privileged questions. For instance, the Committee on Printing 
may report at any time, and that is a privileged report, because our 
rules make it such. Questions of privilege are such as by the general 
common law of legislative bodies take priority over all other busi- 
ness. The question as to the impeachment of a public officer is one 
of those questions. I do draw the distinction, and this rule is in- 
tended to cover just the case I have indicated. 

Mr. BAKER. I move to strike out the last word. I desire to make 
asu tion. If there is any difficulty, such as snyer e by the 

ntleman from Virginia, we ought not to encumber these rules by 

e addition of an entire paragraph when a single word of four let- 
ters would accomplish the object—by inserting the word “only” be- 
tween “shall” and “be” in the first line, so it will read “ Questions 
of privilege shall only be,” &c. 

Mr. 8, of Virginia. I accept that amendment as a modifi- 
cation of mine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question then is on the adoption of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia as modified. 

Mr. FRYE. I understood the gentleman from Virginia to accept 
the ret of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. He did. 

Mr. FRYE. Of course there is no objection to it, only the other 
word “ only” oceurring later should be stricken out. 

The CH. 8 at will be done. 

Mr. BAKER. It is said the reading would be better by having the 
word “only” follow the word“ be;“ so it will read: “Questions of 
privilege shall be only,” &c. I so modify my amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am satisfied the gentleman from Virginia in 
offering his amendment here does not desire to make a rule of this 
House conflict with the provisions and requirements of the Consti- 
tution itself. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. No, sir; you cannot do it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Of course it would be inoperative. What 
would the gentleman say about the question of impeachment ? 

Mr. IS, of Virginia. The Constitution provides for that. It 
stands above all rules and above Congress, and therefore you need 
not make my, rule about it. It is made a rule by the Constitution 
and is impliedly embraced in the rules themselves. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am not caviling with the gentleman. Now, 


Mr. Chairman, if we adopt the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Virginia would we not have the ninth rule of this House 
directly in conflict with the provisions of the Federal Constitution, 
because that instrument di this House has the sole power in 
the matter of impeachment? That is a question of privilege, and the 
very highest question known to this deliberative body. It is hedged 
around with constitutional provisions. If we were to add that these 
questions enum „among which the question of impeachment 
is not found, and none other, are to be considered questions of privi- 
lege, would it not, by proving inoperative, put this House, by the 

option of this system of rules, in the awkward position of attempt- 
ing to override the Constitution of the United States? 

. HARRIS, of Virginia. Just at that point of my friend’s re- 
marks let me ask a question. I do not presume the rule undertook 
to control the great constitutional questions which are provided for 
in that instrument, but if it did, it is provided in these rules that 
rege of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the 

ouse collectively. What is the right of the House? It is to impeach 
an officer. That is the highest question of pri under the rule. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not mean to say, Mr. Chairman, that the 
adoption of any rule would or could in any way impair the constitu- 
tional prerogative of the House of eee That is not my 
point at all. I call the attention of the gentleman from Virginia to 
the fact that the adoption of his amendment, which seems to me 
to be unnecessary, would put the House in the ition of at least 
apparent antagonism to one of the fundamental provisions of the 
stitution. 
The Committee on Rules did not enumerate the matter of impeach- 
ment here under questions of privilege, because it is a constitutional 


prerogative of this House. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I still ask my friend the question 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am answering frankly. I it would 
leave the power of the House unimpaired. 

Mr. HARRIS, of 3 Is it not provided in the rules that 
eee of privilege be first those affecting the rights of the 
ouse collectively ? 


Mr. BLACKBURN, I answer the gentleman and say, yes. I will 

say it does not affect the ere of the House on questions of im- 
ent at all, but it will at least result in an apparent effort to 

ignore and to deny to the House a prerogative and power which the 

mstitution imposes. 

Mr. 3 I should like to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
a question. 

e CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out the last word. 


ganon on another question is be 


it what should be 
. bodies questions of the highest Pace: 

The C The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Harris. ] 

The aa n being taken, the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. WLEY. I move to strike out the word “character” and 
insert the word “reputation.” „Character“ is what we are; “ rep- 
utation” is what people think of us, what they paint us to be. 

The amendment was to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Rule X will now be read. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I desire to ask the Chair how that rule will be 
treated in Daing vee for amendments ? 

The CHAIR . The portion relating to each committee will be 
considered as a distinct clause. 

The Clerk proceeded to read Rule X, as follows: 


RULE X. 


On Banking an Curren to consist of eleven members. 
On Coinage, Weights, and Measures, to consist of eleven members. 
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On Naval Affairs, to consist of eleven members. 

On Roads, to consist of eleven members. 
On the Public Lands, to consist of eleven members. 

On Indian Affairs, to consist of eleven members. 

On to consist of eleven members. 

On to consist of eleven members. 


to consist of eleven members. 


Mr. HAWLEY. If not too late, I suggest that we strike out the 
word “specially” in the first line. If anything is ordered it is ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to going back? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not see the necessity for that change. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The only necessity is to get rid of superfluous words 
so as to make a good job of this. 

Mr. BLACKBURN . I desire to conciliate the gentleman from Con- 
necticut as far as possible with to these verbal amendments, 
but I do not see the necessity for this. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to going back? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I object. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River, to consist of eleven mem- 
rs. 


Mr. GIBSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In Rule X, line 24, strike out the words “ Levees and,” and insert after the word 
“river” the words and its tributaries ;” so that it read: 

On Se HEED SE in SENADO ee Se tm TEDEN se een ot ore 
mem 

Mr. FRYE. I suggest to the gentleman from Louisiana that the real 
controversy as to that will arise under the clause distributing the 
various duties to the several committees, and that the amendment 
be reserved and offered at that point. Then if the House sanctions 
the amendment which the gentleman from Louisiana desires, consent 
will be given to go back and amend the title. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let the consent be given now to go back to 


amend the title of the committee if necessary. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understands the purpose of the amend- 
ment to be to the name of the committee. That is a matter 


which would not come up under the other rule. 

Mr. GARFIELD. It does more than that. It changes the scope of 
the committee by adding all the tributaries of the Mississippi River; 
and if, when we get to the substantive clause in the next rule, the 
view of the gentleman from Louisiana prevails, the suggestion is that 
his right to go back be now reserved. 

Mr. GIBSON. On that understanding I am willing to withdraw 
my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this clause with the 
pending amendment will be passed with the privilege of returning to 
it hereafter. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Mr. CHALM With reference to the same committee I offer 
` the following amendment: 

Rule X, line 25, strike out “eleven” and insert "thirteen ;” so that it will read: 

To consist of thirteen members. 


Mr. GARFIELD. Let that also be passed over. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. These two amendments are simply passed over 
for consideration under Rule XI. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands they are passed over with 
the agreement that if the committes in considering Rule XI should 
determine to enlarge the scope of this committee so as to make it con- 
form to the name proposed by the gentleman from Louisiana, it may 
return to Rule X and consider those two amendments. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the report and read as follows: 


„ I offer the following amendment to the clause 
last : 

Strike out eleven and insert “' fifteen ;” so it will read: 

On Invalid Pensions, to consist of fifteen members. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If they have three clerks I think they ought to 
have fifteen members. h 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ihave no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. BROWNE. I hope that amendment will prevail. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

4 es Clerk resumed the reading of the proposed rule and read as 
ollows: 

On Pensions, to consist of eleven members. 

On Claims, to consist of eleven members. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I offer the following amendment to the clause last 

Strike out eleven“ and insert “fifteen ;” so that it will read: 

On claims, to consist of fifteen members. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I know that the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions and the Committee of Claims are both overworked committees. 
I have no authority to speak for the Committee on Rules ; but, speak- 
ing only for myself, I beg to say there is no objection to this amend- 
ment on my part. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


X— 39 


The Clerk read as follows: 
laims, to consist of eleven members. 


On the District of Columbia, to consist 
ce Revision of the Laws, to consist of eleven members. 


5 bers. 
He shall also appoint all select committees which shall be ordered by the 
House from time to time. 

3. The first-named member of each committee shall be the chairman, and, in his 
absence, or being excused by the House, the next-named member, and so as 
often as the case shall happen, unless the committee by a majority of their — 
elect a chairman. $ 

Mr. FRYE. After the word “chairman,” occurring in the second 
line of clause 3, there should be a semicolon instead of a comma. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iwill say to the gentleman from Maine that I 
have an amendment which covers the point he is now making. I 
assure the tleman the punctuation has been carefully attended to. 

Mr. FRYE. In this case the punctuation would make a very great 
difference to the meaning. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It would. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert a semicolon after “chairman,” in line 2 and strike out the comma after 
the word and in the same line. A 


Mr. BLACKBURN. That leaves the rule precisely as it stands 


y- 

The amendment was to, 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to amend, in the fourth line of clause 3, by 
striking out the word “their” and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
“its;” also, by striking out the word “elect” and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word “elects.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) t us see about that a moment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I do not think that is right. A committee al- 
ways speaks in the plural, and I do not think we ought to change the 
order and custom of years. A committee is not “it.” My friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] would reduce it to the neuter gender and 
the sin number. 

Mr. BURROWS. You say “would reduce it.“ [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARFIELD. The committee. 

Mr. BAYNE. I offer this amendment in no spirit of criticism. I 
disclaim any spirit of criticism, because I know long custom has 
sanctioned the use of the plural adjective pronoun “ their” in such 
a case as this i of the neuter pronoun “ it.” : 

Nevertheless, I think the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GARFIELD] is somewhat mistaken in saying that the word “com- 
mittee,” a collective noun, denotes the plural any more than the word 
“ House” denotes plurali The fact is that the unity which indi- 
cates and defines a collective noun, which is to be followed by a sin- 

verb, is applicable to any body of persons which acts in a col- 
ective capacity as a committee acts. The words which are applied 
to designate a committee are always of the singular character, as 
“that committee,” “this committee,” “one committee.” We use the 
plural when we say “two commit ” “these committees,” those 
committees,” and we indicate the plurality of existence by using the 
proper words to denote plurality. 
ow, if you will examine this clause you will see the absurdity 
of using the word “their” as applied to a committee. For instance, 
we say this House resolves itself into a Committee of the Whole 
House. Now what are the constituents of this House as a Committee 
of the Whole different from the House as a House of Representatives? 
There is not a icle of material difference. The only difference 
that I can imagine is the fact that the Sergeant-at-Arms takes down 
the American eagle, and the Speaker gives place toa chairman. All 
the elements that constitute this House are precisely the same as 
those that constitute a Committee of the Whole; yet the word “House,” 
denoting this body, in the Constitution and in the rules under consid- 
eration, is used as a collective noun in the singular number. 

So faras my observation extends collective nouns have been com- 
ing one by one into the category in which I would place this one. It 
is poang gs the analogies. It is the survival of the fittest that 
is taking place. It manifests itself in the spirit of generalization 
which is accomplishing so much in these bes 5 And I say that the 
word “ their,” as it is, stands out in these rules as a patent solecism. 

The proper word to be used in that connection is the word “it,” 
a word denoting unity. Suppose that a committee consists of but 
one person, as if may rey well do. Would oo apply the term 
“their” to that committee? How will you dis ngaa the fact that 
a committee consists of more than one person ? t would enable 
us to ascertain that fact? We cannot ascertain it from the word 
“ committee” itself, but we must refer to something else, some extra- 
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neous sources of information, to indicate to us that the committee 
consists of more than one person. 

Now, take the word “corporation,” or the word “court,” or the word 
“House,” or the word “assembly ;” take any word indicating a bod 
that acts in a collective capacity, and the nog egal ronom shoul 
be used instead of the plural. I hope, for the e of keeping our 
very excellent rules in the best atical shape, that my amend- 
ment will prevail. It certainly is a correct one. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment—to strike out the words “ by a majority of their number;” so 
that it will read: 

The first-named member of each committee shall be the chairman, and, in his 
absence, or being excused by the House, the next-named member, and so on, as 
often as the case shall happen, unless the committee elect a chairman. 

Of course they cannot elect a chairman except by a majority. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, they can. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Allow me to call the attention of the gentle- 
man to the effect of hisamendment. A quorum of a committee might 
meet, and, under his amendment, a majority of that quorum, but a 
minority of the committee, might displace the chairman named by 
the Speaker and elect one in his stead. 

Mr. BAKER. I would inquire how it happens that after an amend- 
ment is offered to the fo clause and a speech made on it we can 
get back to the third clause! 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee is now engaged in considering 
the third clause. 

Mr. WARNER. Leave in the words “ by a majority.” 

Mr. BURROWS. I will modify my amendment by adopting the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. WARNER, J so that it will 
read, unless the committee by a majority elect a chairman.” 

The amendment was to. 

The question then recurred on the amendment of Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. BRIGHAM. In justification of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, I would call attention to the language em- 
ployed in the second clause of Rule 23, on page 38 : 

Whenever a Committee of the Whole House finds itself without a quorum. 

If the singular pronoun is proper in this case, it is equally proper in 
the case now before the committee. If some of the criticisms which 
have been made here are correct, the clause I have just read should 
read: 

Whenever a Committee of the Whole House find themselves without a quorum. 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BAYNE, it was 
not agreed to; there being—ayes 35, noes 49. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4. The chairman shall appoint the clerk of his committee, subject to their ap- 
proval, who shall be paid at the public expense, the House having first provided 
therefor. Bute 11 

POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES. 

All legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
arae Ss e, as follows, namely: Subjects relating— 

1. To the election of members: to the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to amend by striking out in the clause 
last read the word “ election” and inserting “ elections, returns, and 
qualifications ;” so as to read: 
sik the elections, returns, and qualifications of members: to the Committee on 

ections, 

The amendment simply uses the Jangaage employed in the Con- 
stitution of the United States. I presume there can be no objection 


to it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope the gentleman will not insist on this 
amendment. Everybody knows that the single word “elections” 
covers the whole case. If the gentleman puts on the additional 
words proposed by his amendment, he would also have to add the 
words “ and Delegates,” thus ing an unnecessarily long and cum- 
brous title. The present title is not misunderstood by anybody. I 
hope we shall let it remain as it is. We donot want to have painted 
on the door of a committee-room a long title when a short one will 
do just as well. So also in the heading of our letter-paper a short 
title is better. It is really an economy of wind to say elections sim- 
ply, instead of sayi 1 that the gentleman proposes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. e gentleman might have economized himself 
very much in that ect if he had understood this amendment be- 
fore making his speech. The amendment does not refer to the name 
of the committee, but to the subjects referred to it. It proposes to 
make the clause read : 

To the elections, returns, and qualifications of members: to the Committee on 
Elections. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Qualifications and returns are included in the 
word “elections.” : 

Mr. SPRINGER. Our fathers when they made the Constitution 
did not so understand, because they used exactly the terms embraced 
in my amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Well, our fathers made our rules; and we have 
lived under them nearly a hundred years and have found them com- 
3 enough to cover er case. I confess that I thought at 

that the amendment ref to the title of the committee, still 


I do not consider it at all necessary. 
Mr. SPRINGER. The amendment simply uses the terms used in 


the Constitution of the United States “elections, returns, and quali- 
fications of 12 7 a ome bre act there 8 ne 1 vegies to it. 
ink it is q e e r e. tho gen eman 


r. 

himself will examine the matter y, think he see t 
inappropriateness in adding these words. The Committee on Elec- 
tions is not a committee to consider returns, but to consider elections. 
It would be a very great piece of folly, I think, to say that we had a 
committee on returns and elections. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the lan of the Constitution. 

Mr, KEIFER. The Constitution of the United States does use the 
words which the gentleman proposes to insert here; but it uses them 
with reference to the power of the Senate and the House of Repre- 
sentatives in the determination of these questions. We want a Com- 
mittee on Elections simply. The common acceptation of the words 
„Committee on Elections“ has been so well understood that it is en- 
tirely unn and I think the gentleman on reflection will see it 
soe be a little ridiculous, to add the words proposed by his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It would be no more ridiculous than the Consti- 
tution of the United States is ridiculous. 

Mr. KEIFER. Oh, yes; a good deal more. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Constitution, in section 5, declares that— 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
own members. 

Now, if the honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ketrer] and his 
colleague [Mr. GARFIELD] had been members of the constitutional 
convention they would have suggested to the framers, “That is a lit- 
tle ridiculous.” 

Mr. KEIFER. Not at all, because the clause refers to the power of 
each House. x 

Mr. SPRINGER. They would have said, “You need not put in 
those terms at all. The House of Representatives has nothing to do 
with the returns of members.” I say that the term “elections” does 
not necessarily cover all the subjects mentioned in the Constitution 
of the United States. > 

Mr.GARFIELD. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest that the 
Committee of Elections has nothing in the world to do with the 
returns and qualifications of members, unless there is a contest about 
anelection? All members about whose seats there is no contest hand 
their returns to the Speaker or the Clerk; their certificates are read 
at the desk; they are sworn in; and that is the end of it. When 
there is a contest about any member’s election, that case goes to the 
Committee of Elections, and then the returns are sent to that com- 
mittee. The House is the judge of the whole thing. The Committee 
on Elections we may have appointed takes into consideration only 
the cases of contest. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The rule, as just read, provides that— 

3 i ion shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
oeding „as follows, namely: Subjects relating. 

Now, subjects relating to the elections, returns, and qualifications 
of members are ref to this Committee on Elections. 

Mr. REED. Well, are not returns and qualifications subjects relat- 
ing to the election of members ? 

r. SPRINGER. Of course they are. 

Mr. REED. What, then, is the need of having more words about 
it? [Lau 18 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not hear what the gentleman from Maine 
said. I am surprised the gentleman uses so many words. I am afraid 
this Committee on Elections is supposed to have some fearful pur- 
pe by the minority of this House in offering this amendment, and 

will therefore withdraw it to relieve them of their fears. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

2. To the revenue and the bonded debt of the United States: to the Committee 
on Ways and Means; 3 

3. To appropriation of the revenue for the support of the Government: to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WHITE. I offer the following to come in at the end of the 
clause last read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the general a; 1 
for the onditiary e 8 Rir adeg eee of e 
interest on the public debt. All other appropriations shall be made by bills con- 
taining only items of appropriations relaang to the subject-matter of the bill. 

Mr. WHITE, Mr. Chairman, a careful reading or careful attention 
to this amendment makes its meaning obvious. The value of a rule 
of that kind in the last two years of this Congress can possibly hardly 
be estimated. It is hardly necessary for me, in view of the history 
which has recently been enacted here in reference to appropriation 
bills, to refer in detail to the great advantages of a rule of this kind 
inthis body. We learn by experience that many of the States of this 
country have yielded to the demand in this respect and have saved 
their islatures from scandal and preserved economy in adminis- 
tration by adopting a constitutional amendment to this effect. The 
great State of Pennsylvania for years was subject to obloquy, scandal, 
criticism, by reason of the c of log-rolling and of incorporation 
of special legislation in appropriation b At the late constitutional 
convention it adopted the excellent constitutional amendment which 
is substantially the rule just read in your hearing. 

And I will add that the Secretary of the Treasury in his last report 
calls attention to this subject. I hold that report in my hand, and I 
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find there a practical ion from him in this respect. With a 
view to promote economy he ventures to for the consideration 
of the respective Houses a ent organization of an appropria- 
tion committee for each House which shall have leave to sit during 
the recess, with power to send for persons and papers, to examine 
expenditures, &c. 

e asks also that a rule be 8 by the respective Houses limit- 
ing appropriation bills to items of appropriation and excluding legis- 
lative provisions. This must bein accord with the ju ent of eve 
experienced legislator upon this floor, and certainly is in accord wit 
the common sense and 3 of the country. 

I thought this was the right place to put it in, because it specific- 
ally and in comprehensive e defines what shall be the duty 
of the Appropriation Committee. ile this does not infringe upon 
their judicial character, upon their discretionary character, yet it 
excludes from their jurisdiction everything except the 5 
the manipulation of the public revenues for the su of iffer- 
ent departments of the Government. I think this is the right place 
to put it in. While I should like to see it a constitutional provision, 
no doubt it will be a great check and protection to this Congress by 
making it a part of the rules of this House. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Let the amendment be again read. 


The amendment was again read. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Ishould prefer to have the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WHITE,] offer his amendment to the 
third section of Rule XXI as pro by the Committee on Rules. 
If, however, he insists u inserting it here, I will now say what I 
desire on this subject. he will turn to the third clause of Rule 
XXI as recommended by the committee, he will find the following: 

No appropriation shall be reported in an; eral aj riation or be in 
Geter — ane — — thereto, fea expenditure 2 y L by 
law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such lic works and objects as 
Berein e een aw bin Se expt suc being perane fo te 

ere’ * 
subject-matter of the bill shall retrench 

Mr. GARFIELD. Task the Speaker to let me interrupt him to sug- 

est it is manifest this debate ought to be on the clause to which he 
ies referred. Ihope his colleague will withdraw for the present the 
pending amendment and reintroduce it at the proper place. If we 
start in there, it will mar the harmony of the rule. 

Mr. WHITE. I only do this because the committee had alread 
established a precedent by adding the word in brackets in the sevent 
clause. Of course I will defer to the sense of the House and the sug- 
gestion of my coll e. 

Mr. GARFIELD. It will save time. 

Mr. WHITE. Let it be considered as pending. 

Mr. FRYE. Not in that form. 

Mr. WHITE. Then I withdraw it, with the right to introduce it 
hereafter. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will recognize the gentleman to offer 
the amendment when that Rule XXI is being considered. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to clause 3, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend clause 3 by adding the words: And the several E shall be ref when 
tu 


to the Committee on ony deere to be back to the House after due 
consideration, with suc. mendations as the general res of the Gov- 
ernment require them to make, and the committee in w. the bill originated 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER. This amendment, Mr. Chairman, does 
not propose any radical innovation st these rules as reported by 
the committee. If gentlemen will observe the report of the com- 
mittee, it will be found that clause 7 of this same rule introduces a 
principle which I desire to apply to several appropriation bills, a prin- 
ciple which has been introduced and sustained by the Committee on 
Rules in reference to the Committee on Commerce, and I desire to 
refer to words found on page 10 of this report. The Committee on 
Rules in justifying their ee that the Committee on Commerce 
shall report the river and harbor appropriation bill to the House for 
reference to the Committee on Appropriations, refers specifically to a 
practice in the Fortieth Congress, when the chairman of the Appro- 
priations Committee, by a distinct agreement, allowed the Committee 
on Commerce to mature a bill and report it to the House to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on 3 and it was by that com- 
mittee reported back to the House, with such recommendations as in 
their judgment the general expenditures of the Government required. 

In addition to that indorsement which the Committee on Rules, 
intelligent, discreet, and careful as they have been—in addition to 
that indorsement, we have in the speech of the distinguished gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] a very marked and cordial indorse- 
ment of a proposition almost identical in language with the one I 
now propose, in the assertion by him that during the four years of 
his chairmanship of that important committee thet prackion was care- 
ro a by that committee in its treatment of the river and 
harbor bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say this: I have not risen in any spirit of 
criticism or cavil. I have proposed no other amendment to these 
rules, but I do propose this, after mature deliberation, as being in the 
interest of economy, efliciency, and expedition in framing appropri- 
ation bills. I will say that if this practice has been discreetly and 


judiciously observed in connection with the Committee on Commerce, 
see no reason why it should not be observed in reference to the Com- 


mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and other committees. 

It has been said that the Committee on Commerce legislates; that 
it prepares its bills and reports them to the House for improvements 
not previously authorized by law ; and hence it is a committee which 
should have exceptional privileges. Now,I undertake to say that 
every committee in this House has the same right per se to legislate 
and appropriate. It is legislating by the Appropniasion Committee 
for the several Departments to increase or diminish their force of 
employés, and to increase or diminish their pay. The Committee on 
Appropriations not only legislates for the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, but it frequently tears up all the work we 
have done in our estimates for a public building. We perhaps limit 
its cost to $500,000. The Committee on Appropriations perhaps adds 
a million or a million and a half, or possibly three millions, to the 
work of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out the last word. 

. The gentleman’s five minutes have expired. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, with the view of 3 my time to my coll ©. 

The CHAIRMAN. This can only be done by unanimous consent, 

Objection was made. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker). Mr. Chairman, I desire to enter 
my dissent to the views su ted by the majority of the committee 
in their report, that it logically follows because this House may be of 
the opinion that certain functions shall be given to the Committee 
on Commerce, therefore the duties of the Committee on Appropria- 


tions should be scattered among the various other committees which 
have been designated. Itis due to myself to say that. 
Mr. GARFIELD. And I agree with you. 


Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker). It is avery different question. In 
regard to the scattering of the service of this committee among the 
various other committees of the House 1 have very decided views. 

I believe that whichever party may be in the ascendant in this 
House the pary discipline and the pora bra peas as to economic 
expenditures of the public money will! in the direction of hav- 
ing a single head to control. 

he fact is that the committees to which the gentleman desires to 
have referred these appropriation bills make all the laws which bind 
the Appropriations Committee as to the e ditures. The Commit- 
tee on Unio — as I said once before when I was upon the floor, 
are a law unto themselves. The authorization of the appropriations 
in the river and harbor bill is the only law which looks to the com- 
letion of the work provided for in the appropriation ; whereas the 
mmittee on Appropriations simply on estimates furnished and from 
the lawson the statute-book make the appropriations with the excep- 
tion allowed under the third clause of the twenty-first proposed rule. 
That is the only exception, and, therefore, it is a mistake to 1 
that the Committee on Appropriations can do what it has 
charged with doing; it can only make law except in the direction of 
retrenchment. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I move to strike out the last word. 

I desire to reply to the remark of the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Speaker of the House, and a member of the Commit- 
tee on Rules, and to say that the Committee on Appropriations does 
legislate. When the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

ter having exhaustively considered the needs of the public service, 
having considered the report of the Secre of the Treasury, having 
called for specific information from the locality, have determined on 
what they consider a suitable appropriation in the aggregate for a 
public runes Bo a certain city, the Committee on Appropriations, 
as a matter of fact, has overridden, and does override, the legislation 
on that subject, and has continued the ec de appa double, treble, 
and, perhaps, 8 the limit originally fixed by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds and poprove by Congress. 

say, Mr. Chairman, that if it be right and proper for the com- 
mittee on which I serve to have the jurisdiction of limiting appro- 
priations originally, it is nothing but S and proper that that com- 
mittee should have something to do and say with an estimate which 
extends the appropriation beyond the limitation fixed by law. And 
I say Ss. sted when the Committee on Appropriations reports a bill 
establishing clerical force in the departments, and extending or re- 
ducing the salaries of employés, it does legislate to that extent. 

I can refer, in the official meee of the Supervising Architect of the 

to a number of buildings in this eountry on which the ex- 
penditures have been largely beyond the limitation of law as now 
upon the statute-book, until we have absolutely no law for the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, save and except the will of 
the 1 Committee. I can point you to an illustrious ex- 
ample of that in the city of New York, where there was a large appro- 
riation in 1874 for completion, specifically including machinery, 
iture, fixtures, &. Mareh, 1875, the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, withont consulting the Committee on Public i and 
Grounds, appropriated nearly $400,000 for completion, &c.; in July, 
1876, $250, for completion, and, one month , nearly a quarter 
of a million more for deficiency. 
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This was done under the present system of one economical head 
for all appropriations, and it is just possible that the grand aggregate 
expenditures in those years were less than in the year previous by a 


wholesale lopping off of appropriations imperatively demanded in 


other sections of the country or in other branches of the public serv- |, 


ice, the growing necessities of which could not be brought home to 
the minds of the Appropriations Committee in the time allotted. These 
large ditures have been made in the city of New York and other 


large cities of the country by the Committee on Appropriations, I do 
not say unwisely, I do not say they did what they should not have 
done, but I do say that the conclusion in my mind is irresistible that 
had the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds been required 
by the rules to report such e aera, and the Committee on Ap- 
propriations had been directed by the House to report the relative 
merit and amount of other appropriations carefully matured by other 
committees, the resulting action of the House in Committee of the 
Whole must have been in the interest of equality and economy of 
expenditure. 

say the same principle applies to the Army. If the Committee 
on Military Affairs decides that the estimates of the Secretary of War 
for the support of the Army on account of recent reo ation or 
otherwise are 8 in excess of what is required for that purpose, 
why should the Committee on Appro riations make a report in excess 
of the real wants of the Army, ae on the estimates simply, with- 
out consulting the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER, If my time is extended I would be happy 
to hear the gentleman’s question and to answer it. 

Mr. BLO If what the gentleman says is true, which I do not 
admit, and if the Committee on Appropriations exceed the limit fixed 
by law for the completion of public buildings, is it not competent for 

t gentleman or any member of his committee to have that struck 
out on a point of order? 

Mr. § LLENBERGER. We have a great many privil on 
this floor, but they are not of much value in the absence of intelligent 

_preinvestigation when the Committee on Appropriations at the heel 
of a session bring in half a dozen bills which we not consider and 
amend lest we defeat the bills. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) This is a new character of com- 
plaint. By inference, at least, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
seems to charge the Committee on Appropriations with extravagance. 
We have generally heard in this House the committee attacked be- 
cause of their economical views. 

As regards the particular matter to which the gentleman has al- 
luded : the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds always pro- 
vide by law for the erection of public buildings, and they usually 
make a limitation as to the amount of cost; then the Committee on 
Appropriations say each year how much money shall be oP ropri- 

for that p during that- year. As has been sta’ y the 

gentleman from rgia, [Mr. BLouNT,] the Committee on Appro- 

riations cannot increase the amount and thus change the original 
ie relating thereto except by unanimous consent of the House, for 
a single objection would prevent such action being taken on an a 
propriation bill. If therefore the cost of a public building is to 
increased the proposition must originate with the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CONGER. Or by amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I am speaking of legislation in this 
House. Of course I cannot of what they do in the Senate. I 
would transgress the rules if I did. ; 

My wish is to show to the gentleman from Pe lvania [Mr. SHAL- 
LENBERGER] who submits this amendment and makes this complaint 
in reference to the Committee on Appropriations that there is no 
valid ground for his statement in that particular. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is already pending, and debate 
has been exhausted upon it. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not wish to debate; I want to understand the 


roposition. 
p The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SHAL- 
LENBERGER ]moved an amendment upon which debate was 
Thereupon he moyed to strike out the last word of his own amend- 
ment, and debate upon that has been exhausted. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I will withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment. 

Objection was made by several members. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the pro forma amend- 
ment cannot be withdrawn. 

Mr. WHITE. I only want to understand if the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ee DY his amendment, which is a 
comprehensive one, means that the different committees of this House, 
the Committee on Commerce, the Committee on Military Affairs, the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, &., are to originate 
the appropriation bills for the several de ments to which their re- 

tive committees relate, report them to this House, and then have 
them immediately taken charge of by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions for such action as that committee may see fit. Is that the prop- 
osition before this House ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the pro forma amendment 


to strike out the last word, to the withdrawal of which objection has 
been made. 

The orma amendment was not agreed to. 
Mr, ROW. I desire to offer a substitute for the third clause 


of the pending rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The substitute will be read, after which the 
Chair will determine whether it is in order or not. 

The proposed substitute was read, as follows: 


To appropriations for expenditures of the executive, cr wate be yee udicial 
departments, for the consular and diplomatic servi: sundry ci ce, and 
general deficiencies, to the Committee on Appro i 


The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is in order. 

Mr. MULDROW. I desire to state that, if that amendment shall 
be adopted, it will be followed by proper amendments which will give 
to the Committee on Military irs, the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, the Committee on Invalid Pensions, the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, the Committee on Patents, 
the Committee on Agriculture, and also the Committee on Missis- 
sippi Levees the 8 of appropriation bills for their respect- 
ive departments, and also the control and ed roveny of the different 
appropriation bills to be brought before the House by those commit- 
tees. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped, after three weeks 
had been consumed in discussing the report submitted by the Com- 
mittee on Rules, and not one hour of that three weeks devoted to 
anything except the wrangle between the several committees of this 
House for power, that when we came to consider this report under 
the operation of the five-minute rule we might have been relieved 
from a continuation of that discussion. 

I take it that anything that any Sagara can now say as to the 
merits of the proposition to leave the power of the Committee on 
Appropriations in the hands of that committee, or to divide it amo 
the several committees of this House, will not have the slightest effec 
or the least influence upon the vote of any member upon this floor. 

I do not stand here as the advocate or champion of the Committee 
on 8 It is by accident alone that I am the only mem- 
ber of that committee who happens to be a member of the Commit- 
tee on Rules. I do not care for, nor have I aught of concern in, the 
decision of the issue, But I had hoped that gentlemen would not 
have been premature in pressing their amendments to this third clause 
of Rule XI, instead of waiting to present them, where they naturall, 
belong, as the clauses relating to these different committees shall 
be reached in their order. 

I have but this to say: I have grave doubts in my mind whether 
the best interests of the country would be subserved or not by keep- 
ing the general appropriation legislation of Congress in the hands of 
the Committee on Appropriations. I very much fear, however, that 
if yon divide the duties of that committee and give to each of the 
committees indicated by the gentleman from 3 (Mr. MUL- 
DROW] absolute and unrestricted charge and custody of the t- 
ive appropriation bills, we will find our aa very much swollen. 
However, with that I am not concerned. I do not care whether the 

wer of the Committee on Appropriations be left intact or not. I 
do not care whether these different committees be given the absolute 
custody and control of these respective appropriation bills or not. 

But this I do mean to say: the Committee on Appropriations is not 
liable to the criticisms which have been pronounced upon it. It is 
the only committee of this House that at the conclusion of each 
session of Congress finds its table cleared of work, and all the service 
done which has been imposed upon it by the House. I call upon the 
chairman of any one of the committees of the Forty-fifth Con 
to which it isnow pro to send these general appropriation 7 
to rise in his place and say, if he can, that when that Congress en 
its session the work sent to that committee by order of this House 
had been completed and its labors finished. The Committee on Appro- 
priations stands alone, of all the committees of this House which 
ever has any work to do, in completing and finishing that work at 
each and every session of Congress. 

But I will say this: however it may be, if it shall prove to be the 
pleasure of this House to divide this work, and to distribute these 
several appropriation bills to the different committees named, then 
this must ad itself to the consideration of this House, to be de- 
termined as a question of prudence in legislation: whether it had not 
better put some limitation, some revisory power, some drag to be 
applied somewhere, in order to check the natural and inevitable 
tendency to extravagance and exorbitant disbursements of the public 
money. 

It will not do for gentlemen to tell us, as my friend from Texas 
[Mr. ReaGan] told us the other day, that it would never be permitted 
for one committee of this House to be made simply the clerk or 
amanuensis for another. If that objection be valid, if there be nd 
or warrant for its presentation, then the House of Representatives is 
nothing but a clerk to the Senate. While holding absolute power to 
originate all bills for forge bts. and by practice holding abso- 
lute power in the matter of bills of general appropriation, we are by 


parity of reason nothing but a clerk to the Senate, to whom we sub- 
mit our bills after we have drafted them, for revision or amendment. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. MULDROW. I move to amend by striking out the last word 
of the substitute. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is it per- 
missible for a gentleman to move to strike out the last word of an 
amendment or a substitute which he himself has offered, in order to 
prolong the debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course he can move to do so; but it is N 
a modification of his own amendment, which he has a right to make; 
and it is not debatable, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then, as the time has been fairly divided, I 
must object to debate by the gentleman on that modification. 

Mr. MONEY. I move to amend by striking out the last word of 
the substitute of my colleague. 

I do not see that the Committee on Appropriations can especially 

lume itself upon 8 its work and presenting it to the House. 

e fact is that this Committee is a privil committee. It keeps 
this House waiting here two or three months until its bills are pre- 

ared. It can report those bills whenever it sees fit; and it can take 
be this floor any other committee holding the floor even by a special 
assignment. It has all power to withhold action in this House upon 
its bills or to hurry action upon them, and to set aside a special or a 
general order that may have been made in favor of any other com- 
mittee or any other public business in order that the work of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations may take precedence. Isit, then, any credit 
to this committee, either to its inte gence, its public spirit, its indus- 
try, or its enterprise, that it is enabled to perform its work when 
every other committee, however important its business, is compelled 
to defer to the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. KENNA. Will the gentleman allow me to put a question? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KENNA. If the bills of which the Committee on Appropria- 
tions now has jurisdiction were distributed to the committees named 
in the proposed amendments, would not the committee in charge of 
each particular bill enjoy the same privilege and power to put off 
other measures that the Committee on Appropriations now enjoys? 
Would there be any difference in the result? 

Mr. MONEY. That is not the question I was discussing. I was 
meeting the claim made by the Committee on Appropriations, through 
its member who has charge of the report of the Committee on Rules, 
that the Committee on Appropriations is the only committee of the 
House that ever finishes its business. I made a conclusive answer. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What was the gentleman’s answer? 

Mr. MONEY. = answer was that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has the pri of introducing its work at any time, and to 
take from the floor oft the House any other committee, however im- 
portant its work, though it may hold the floor by the special or gen- 
eral order of the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yet my question still remains unanswered. 

Mr. MONEY. What is the question ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman from Mississippi say, as 
chairman of one of these committees claiming additional powers, that 
in the Forty-fifth Congress that committee cleared its table and dis- 

- charged the work sent to it to do? 

Mr. MONEY. Ifthe work of any committee has not been done, it 
is, as I have stated two or three times, because the floor has been con- 
stantly occupied by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. Chairman, I heartily indorse the substitute of my 3 
It is no disparagement to the Committee on Appropriations, to their 
high character, their zeal for the public service, their industry, their 

intelligence, to say that they are not as competent to popes lo this 
House bills on any particular subject as the committee to w special 
charge that subject has been given. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I never intimated they were. 

Mr. MONEY. The gentleman’s modesty, perhaps, forbade such an 
intimation. Isay that the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
over which I have the honor to preside, is more competent (not by 
reason of the individual character of any of its members, but byreason 
of the fact that they are charged solely with the conduct of affairs 
soang to the Post-Office) to report a bill which shall meet the neces- 
sities of the postal service of the whole country than the Committee 
on r I speak of this only as one instance among many. 
Any of the committees to which the amendment of my colleague pro- 
poses to refer particular subjects of appropriation is more competent to 
prepare appropriation bills on its particular subject of examination 
than any other committee, I care not what its character or ability. 
To assume that the Committee on Appropriations, having charge of 
appropriations for all the various Departments of the Government, 
is more competent to transact the business for each Department, has 
more intelligence, more accurate and minute information, higher zeal 
for the public service than other committees of the House, is a dis- 
paragement not only to the intelligence but to the public spirit of 
other committees. For this reason I heartily support the substitute 
offered by my colleague. 

[Here the hammer ge 

Mr.MULDROW. Mr. Chairman, the question involved in this sub- 
stitute offered to the third clause is one of principle and also one of 

ower. In the first place, in my judgment, the principle is that the 

abors of this House should be distributed among the several com- 
mittees of the House. The responsibilities of the House should be 
distributed, the work of the House should be distributed as far as 


possible, by the Speaker to the several committees, under the direc- 
tion of the rules of the House. 

In the next place, it is one of power. This House should have rec- 
ognized the fact, it seems to me, that no one committee should be 
clothed with more power than is found necessary to encompass the 


public interest. I make no complaint inst the action of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. They have done well, we all confess, but 
still that is no argument that these other committees, to whom this 
work is assigned, may not also do well. If then, these other com- 
mittees, which have special charge of these special matters, have, 
as I conceive they have, the power to understand more thoroughly 
the various matters of appropriation which come before them, it 
is proper that they should have charge of reporting those bills to 
ha House and urging the reasons why the appropriations should be 
made. ` 

Again, sir, it does seem to me that our experience in this House has 
shown that the former system has been a great drawback upon a 
majority of the members on this floor, for the reason that in reference 
to many matters in which they are interested they have not had the 
opportunity to present them to the House, because the floor has been 
constantly occupied by the members of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. It is no fault of theirs, but it is the fault of the rules of 
the House that that work has been assigned to them which ought to 
have been assigned to other committees, where it could be as well 
attended to, and in my judgment better attended to, because those 
other committees are conversant with more facts than are in posses- 
sion of the Committee on Appropriations. I therefore object to the 
motion of my friend from 3 to strike out any words from 
the substitute which I have offered. I trust he will withdraw it, and 
that we shall come to an immediate vote on the proposition. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I move to strike out the last word in the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, an amendment which I 
think has not yet been made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is in order and will proceed. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Chairman, since the days when the mother 
of James and John asked for an important appointment for those two 
apostles, one on the right hand and the other on the left, when the 
Master came into His kingdom, until now, the question of who shall 
de greatest has been one of the most difficult and tronblesome which 
men have ever encountered. And that is really the essence of this 
question. Men object tothe greatness and importance and privileges 
of the Committee on Appropriations. The Committee on Appropri- 
ations do have great privileges and great power, and it is a commit- 
tee which any man may well have an ambition to serve on. But 
there is a primacy in the order of things in this House and in Con- 
gress which cannot be overlooked. Shakespeare has well said, 
Where two men ride of a horse one must ride behind.” 

A MEMBER. Oh, no; that is Hudibras. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If Hudibras said it, it is none the less good; and 
the necessity of having the appropriations of this Government made 
and made only by one responsible group of men, cannot be argued 
down by any of our ambitions or any of our personal desires. It is a 
question which stands out impersonally, high above all our little am- 
bitions. It ought to so stand for its relation to the publie good, and 
not for its relation to my ambition or yours. 

But I wish to say for the comfort of those who may have any sort 
of jealousy of the power of the Committee on Appropriations, that 
it is by no means a one-sided question. I know that no man can do 
his full duty on the Committee on Appropriations without incurring 
the risk of ing one of the most unpopular men in the House. 
He must tread on the toes of a great many people. He must run 
counter to the wishes of a large number of good men, as well as of 
committees. It is anything but an enviable place, although it is a 
powerful one. 

I do say, sir, without the slightest question in my own mind of the 
trath of the statement, that the scattering of these appropriations as 
suggested by gentlemen here, will be absolutely breaking down all 
ee good order and good management of our finances. It 
cannot be otherwise. 

We know the ngi of our session depends on the appropriation 
bills. Whatever other things fail, these must pass. However far 
into the hot weather of the sammer we go, we must go by the press- 
ure of the 5 bills; and unless we say to one committee 
take this in charge and make it your chief business, we give you the 
primacy, we give you the priority, we waive all other t ings off to 
2 through and accomplish it—I say unless we do that, there 
can be no reasonable end to our session. And there can be no safety 
to our Treasury. I hope, therefore, gentlemen will not break down 
the old conservative habits we have thrown around the Committee 
on pl aida ieee 

Ionly regret our friends on the other side are not willing to throw 
away that clause suggested by the Speaker that has let in so much 
legislation on the appropriation bills and which, in my judgment, 
has made this raid on that committee possible. I think if they had 
no extraneous legislation put on these bills whatever, the jealo: 
and envy and ill-feeling and antagonism would all have disapp 
before now. But it is too late now to remedy that; I suppose possi- 
bly it cannot be remedied in this House; but at any rate let us swal- 
low our disappointments and reduce our feeling of hostility, and let 
the Appropriations Committee stand as it senda in the rule. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman let me ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Yes, sir. 5 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In order that the Housę may arrive at a proper 
understanding of this matter, which has been discussed at len in 


the light of the long experience the gentleman himself has had serv- 
ing upon and at the head of that Committee on Appropriations, let 
me whether or not it is not the fact that the great bulk of the 
work that devolyes upon that committee in the matter of the dis- 
bursements of the revenue of this Government is not a matter of dis- 
cretion with the committee at all, but that four-fifths of it, if not 
more, is made in absolute obedience to the law and without discretion 
on the part of that committee at all? 

Mr.GARFIELD. Yes; considerably more than four-fifths fixed by 


law. * 

Mr. COOK. Then why could not any other committee do it if the 
committee is bound by the law? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman from Georgia does not rise 
from his seat to suggest an interruption. » ; 

Mr. COOK. Well, I rise now to ask the gentleman, is not every 
other committee as much bound by the law asthe Committee on Ap- 
propriations? 

e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has ex- 


ired. 
= Mr. SPEER. I wish to move an amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. At this time no further amendment is in order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Amendments to the amendments are now pend- 
ing, and 17 7 875 law does not admit of further amendment. 
Phe CHAIRMAN. he gentleman from Pennsylvania has offered 
an amendment to the original clause, and the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi has offered a substitute for the original i ating and there is now 
pending an amendment to each one of those amendments. That is 
as far as can be gone under the rules of the House. Until these 
amendments to the amendments are disposed of in some way no other 
amendment is in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for the reading of the pending amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask whether there is not pending an amendment 
to strike out the last word ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is pe . 

i recognized on that amendment. 
the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WRIGHT] who is now on the floor, 

Mr. GARFIELD. I am willing to withdraw the amendment strik- 
ing out the last word. 

r. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I object, as the gentleman from 
Penns 3 ae 785 * floor, a we a to Dier = 

Mr. , of Virgini t me a parliamentary question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. If these amendments be adopted, will 
they have the effect of passing over the present appropriation bills, 
now completed or nearly completed, to the new committees to which 
they have been assigned, and are they to go over the whole work de 
novo, and thus keep us here three or four months 7 

The C . That is nota a 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. If it is not a parliamentary question 
that will be the effect of the adoption of these amendments to the 
rules as 1 8 70 by the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. WRIGHT. e gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Chairman, said well 
when he remarked to this House that the Committee on Appropri- 
ations was a committee of immense moment, that stupendous mat- 
ters were submitted to it for its consideration. Then confine it, with 
this qualification with regard to its powers, to the legitimate business 
which would naturally under the rules come before it. Why make 


ita monopoly ? 

I concede, as that committee is now composed, it is made up of men 
of character, of standing, and intelligence. Cannot the same thing be 
said with regard to other committees, which have under control many 
matters connected with the Government, which do not now have the 
power to make ree Those other committees, if this rec- 
ommendation of ommittee on Rules be carried out, will be merely 
clerks to the Committee on Appropriations, merely sub-committees to 
examine subject-matters referred to them. When they spend their 
time on those subjects to whom do they report? In fact, gp eae 
not to the House, but to the Committee on Appropriations. ere is 
no reason for this. If it were the case that there were but thirteen 

entlemen who had the qualification to say what amount of money 
ould be appro riated for this branch of the service and what for 
another, if they had the only intellect in this House for that Sap 
there might be some reason for the adoption of such a rule. But, sir, 
such is not the fact. 

I maintain that the standing committees who have ch 
reopen of the moneys to the Army, the Navy 
Office Department ought to have those measures come before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House upon their recommendation, and that their 
recommendation should not be in effect made to the Committee on 
a fe PORT 

said the other day, when I had the floor and was making some re- 
marks on this subject, I would not vote against the adoption of these 


of the 
and the Post- 


rules with regard to this one question if it was to affect their passage 
erally; but I maintain that the power can be more safely placed 
ntheCommittee of the Whole House where all may have opportunity 
for debate and where there is no chairman of a Committee on Appro- 
priations either to move that the committee rise or in the Housé to 
call the previous question. The question of the appropriations to be 
made to the different branches of the Government is one that legiti- 
mately belongs to the Committee of the Whole House. It does not 
belong to any committee selected by the Speaker. 

I am in favor of not robbing the Committee on Appropriations of 
any power that naturally belongs to them; but the fault tind is that 
they should be the big sponge that is to absorb all subjects connected 
with the different branches of this Government. There is no princi- 
pre of national policy init. Itis against the idea of parliamen 

w. I do not want to infringe upon a single right that belongs to 
the Committee on Appropriations, but at the same time I do not want 
to load them down with the whole legislation of this House upon the 
“ig Faa of appropriations. 

[Here the —— fell. 

Mr. BROWNE rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BROWNE. I desire to make a privileged motion. I move that 
the committee rise. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I hope the committee will not rise until a vote 
is had on this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not debatable. 


ACKBURN. I call for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered ; 32 members voting therefor, being more than 


one-fifth of a quorum. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appoints the 


tucky, Mr. BLACKBURN, and the gentleman from 
to act as tellers. 

The committee divided ; and the tellers reported ayes 92. 

Mr. BLACKB . Ido not call for further count. 

So the motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the report of 
the Committee on Rules, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN OHIO. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I rise to present a privileged report, a report of 
a committee of conference. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


rere from Ken- 
diana, Mr. BROWNE, 


The on the part of the House and of the Senate appointed to confer on 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill of the House (No. 582) to 


rovide for circuit and district courts of the United 
States at Columbus, Ohio, and transferring certain counties from the northern to 
5 district, in said State, after a full and free conference, do recommend 


as 7 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
to said bill, and do concur in the same. 


GEORGE L. CONVERSE, 


D. B. CULBERSON, 
BENJAMIN BUTTERWORTH, 
Managers on the part of te House. 
A. G. THURMAN, 
A. H. GARLAND 
MATT H. CARPENTER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. CONVERSE. This is the unanimous report of the committee. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report. ` 
Mr. GARFIELD. Ido not agree to that repor; and for a vote 
upon it. I move to lay the report on the table. 
The SPEAKER. That is not in order. 


Mr. GARFIELD. Then I call for the yeas and nays on the ques- 


tion of ing to the report of the committee. 

Tho SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to call for the yeas 
and na: 

Mr. Pending the demand for the yeas and nays I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the following 

8 for leave to withdraw papers from the files of the House: 
Mr. EvINs, for leave to withdraw papers in the case of C. L. 
Keller, there being no adverse report thereon ; and 

Of Mr. CALDWELL, for leave to withdraw papers in the cases of 
Messrs. Allard & Crozier, of Paducah, Kentucky, and of W. H. Slack, 
of Paducah, Kentucky, there being no adverse report thereon. 

These requests will be referred to the Committee of Claims, which 
has charge of the cases to which they relate; and hereafter the Chair 
will refer all such requests, whether the cases have been reported 
upon adversely or not, to the committees having charge of the sub- 
jects to which they relate. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimons consent, leave of absence was ted as follows: 


To Mr. HUMPHREY, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family; 

To Mr. KILLINGER, for one week ; 

To Mr. HUBBELL, until Thursday next, on account of important 
business ; 
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To Mr. URNER, for two days, on account of important business; and 

To Mr. WARNER, for four days, on account of important business. 

The motion of Mr. KEIFER was then 2 to; and accordingly (at 
four o’clock and thirty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other pa were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of seamen, masters, and vessel- 
owners of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, for the repeal of the shipping 
act of June 7, 1872—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. AINSLIE: The petition of citizens of Lewiston, Idaho Ter- 
ritory, for an appropriation for the improvement of Clearwater 
River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BAILEY: The petition of Captain H. E. Burke, of Ulster 
County, New York, and 30 others, captains, pilots, and engineers, for 
a reduction of the license fees of captains, pilots, and engineers—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. BOYD: The petitions of Francis M. Nance and others, and 
of W. C. McElrea and others, citizens of Illinois, for the passage of a 
law to pay soldiers of the late war the difference between the depre- 
ciated currency in which they were paid and coin—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLAFLIN: The petition of Thomas McIntire and others, 
for e e of ions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COVERT: The petition of Hubbard Corwin and others, 
citizens of New York, for the erection of a bell-buoy on Rockaway 
Shoals, at the mouth of Rockaway Inlet, on the south shore of Long 
Island—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of Jeremiah Ludlow and others, and of William 
R. Post and others, citizens of Suffolk County, New York, for legi 
tion giving relief to claimants under the Geneva award—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DUNNELL : The petition of Robert Hutton and 30 others, 
citizens of Minnesota, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Robert Hutton and 30 others, citizens of Min- 
nesota, for the passage of the interstate-commerce bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FORSYTHE: The petition of soldiers, citizens of Clark 
County, Illinois, for the N ot the bill equalizing bounties—to 
the Committee on Military i i 

Also, the petition of citizens of Crawford County, Illinois, for the 

of a law to protect the innocent purchasers of patented arti- 
cles—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of soldiers, citizens of Cumberland County, Illi- 
nois, a st the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Crawford County, Illinois, for the 
passage of a law regulating interstate commerce—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, the peson of Henry H. Wright and 127 others, citizens of 
Effingham County, Illinois, for the passage of a law placing soldiers 
of the late war on an equal footing with bondholders in the matter 
of their pay—to the Committee on Mili: Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETTE: The petition of W. L. Wilkin and 15 other 
ex-soldiers of the late war, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of citizens of Urbana, Kansas, for 
the parap of the Weaver soldier bill—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Dennis Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENKLE : Paj relating to the claim of Mrs. Rachael 
Weems, widow of John Weems, deceased, for additional compensa- 
tion for services rendered by her husband in raising cannon, &c., 
from Barney’s sunken flotilla—to the Committee of Clai 

Also, the petition of James T. Blakistone, for pay for seryices as a 
Pe in the Forty-fifth Con to the same committee. 

By Mr. HILL: The petitions of E. E. Pocock and others, and of W. 
N. Snook and others, of Paulding County, Ohio, that Congress pro- 
vide water communication between the Ohio River and the northern 
lakes—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, the ponton of Horace Hill, Henry Shufelt, and 100 other cit- 
izens of Fulton County, Ohio, for the passage of the bill equalizing 
bounties—to the Committee on Mili Affairs, 

By Mr. HORR: The petition of citizens of Michigan, for the amend- 
ment of the patent laws so as to protect innocent purchasers of pat- 
ented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Michigan, for the erection of a light- 
house at Little Traverse, Michigaa—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of John Hedgecoth, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Hiram K. Hedgecoth, of similar import—to the 
same co ttee. 

Also, the petition of Jesse Ferguson, for arrears of pension—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. HOUSE: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Clara Ida 
Grass for pay for property taken and destroyed by the United States 
Army d g the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Alse, papers relating to the claim of J. Bloomstein for pay for 


goods seized and damages for imprisonment by the United States 
authorities at Nashville, Tennessee, in 1863—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HULL: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Fernandina, 
Florida, in relation to the improvement of Fernandina Bar—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Columbia County, Florida, for pro- 
tection from the oppressions of railroad monopolies—to the Commit- 
tee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Columbia County, Florida, for the 
amendment of the patent laws so as to protect innocent purchasers 
of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. KEIFER: The petition of Rev. B. F. Lee, president of 
Wilberforce University, and others of its offieers, that said univer- 
sity shall be given an equitable share of the unclaimed soldiers’ 
bounty, belonging to colored soldiers and sailors, proposed by a pend- 
ing bill to be distributed to institutions of learning for pte per- 
sons—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Also, the 338 of Churchill Robinson and 47 others, citizens of 
Frankfort, Kentucky, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KNOTT: The petition of William L. Riley, for pay for work 
done on the public grounds in Washington, District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petitions of George M. Brown and others, 
and of William G. Lord and others, for legislation giving relief to claim- 
ants under the Geneva award—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LORING: The petition of Franklin County (Massachu- 
setts) Agricultural Society, for legislation to prevent the spread and 
to eradicate the disease among cattle, known as pleuro-pneumonia— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. EDWARD L. MARTIN: The petition of T. P. Rodney and 
others, citizens of Delaware, for the improvement of that part of Nan- 
ticoke River known as Deep Creek—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Columbus Watkins and 134 others, citizens of 
Delaware, for the improvement of the Appoquimmink River—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of P. D. Snively and 42 others, cit- 
izens of Stark County, Ohio, for the of a law to protect shi 
pers from unjust discriminations and fluctuations in freights—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of John Henninger and 45 others, citizens of Stark 
County, Ohio, to amend the patent laws so as to protect innocent pur- 
chasers and users of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of John Wetzel and others, ordnance- 

ts United States Army, for increase of pay for assimilated 
rank—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CONNOR : The petition of citizens of Charleston, South 
Carolina, for a survey of the Santee Canal in South Carolina and for 
an appropriation to open the same—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: A communication of Commander G. B. White, 
United States Navy, to Mr. Henry Winsor, chairman of the commit- 
tee on foreign and coastwise commerce of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, concerning the right of way of vessels navigating the inland 
waters of the United States—to the same committee. 

By Mr. OVERTON: Protest of the Vessel-Owners’ Association of 
Philadelphia, against any change in the navigation laws—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of Captain B. B. Mitchell and 49 other soldiers, 
of Bradford County, Pennsylvania, for the of the bill equal- 
izing bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POEHLER: The petition of C. F. Ireland and 56 others, 
citizens of Swift County, esota, for the passage of a law fixi 
the price of land at peracre as maximum price to be cha 
by railway companies who have forfeited their land grants, making 
it a condition-precedent to their being reinstated in possession of the 
same—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petitions of P. J. Sarton and 17 others, citizens of Wa- 
basha County; of M. E. Billings and 19 others, citizens of Goodhue 
County ; and of Richard Kendall and 27 others, citizens of Le Seuer 
County, Minnesota, for the of a law to regulate interstate 
commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of J. O. Strandnass and 17 others, of Goodhue 
County ; of Richard Kendall and 27 others, of Le Seuer County ; and 
of F. W. Shaw and 17 others, of Wabasha County, citizens of Minne- 
sota, for a law to protect innocent purchasers of patented articles— 
to the Committee on Patents. N 

By Mr. REAGAN: The petition of masters and owners of vessels 
engaged in the coasting trade, for the passage of a law to prohibit 
the involun employment and payment of pilots on East River 
and Hell Gate, New York—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. THOMAS RYAN: Four petitions of Kansas soldiers, against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496, known as the sixty-surgeons bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Kansas soldiers, for the passage of the Weaver 
soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the Pobunu of citizens of Wabaunsee County, Kansas, for 
relief from the oppression of transportation monopolies—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Kansas, for pay for losses sustained 
on account of the raid of Cheyenne Indians in 1878—te the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 
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Also, a paper relating to the claim of O. D. Lemert for additional 
pay se an officer in the United States Army—to the Committee on 
X Affairs, 


r. SLEMONS: Memorial of the National Cotton Exchange, 
— for an amendment of the census law—to the Committee on 
e Census. 


Illinois, while 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of citizens of Concord, Illinois, 
for the passage of a law equalizing bounties—to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 


tary 

By Mr. URNER: The petition of William Staubs and others, for the 

of the Weaver soldier bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WARNER: The petition of J. R. Randall, that Dr. C. P. 
Culver be paid for valuable services rendered the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures in the Forty-fifth Congress—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of Josephus Cox and 18 others, citizens of Ohio, 
against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The 8 8 of Griggs, Johnson & Foster 
and 100 other citizens, of Duluth, Minnesota, that Co: aid the 
construction of a railroad from the Falls of the Sault Ste. Marie to 
some point on the uette and Mackinaw Railroad, near Manis- 
tique Saha. by a grant of sixteen sections per mile in the counties of 
Chippewa and Schoolcraft, Michigan, for a distance not exceeding 
seventy-five miles—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. CHARLES G. WILLIAMS: The petition of John Kimball 
and others, citizens of Rock County, Wisconsin, for a law to alleviate 
oppressions imposed by transportation monopolies—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of 105 citizens of Rock County, Wisconsin, for 
the amendment of the patent laws so as to protect innocent pur- 
chasers of patented articles and to make manufacturers and vendors 
alone responsible for infringements—to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petitions of R. W. Freeman and 24 others, 
citizens of Hillsdale ein of B. W. Herring and 82 others, citizens 
of Litchfield; and of Ward and 32 others, citizens of Washte- 
naw County, Michigan, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of R. W. Freeman and 24 others, citizens of Hills- 
dale County; of B. W. Herring and 66 others, citizens of Litchfield; 
of Frank H. Ward and 24 others, citizens of Washtenaw County; and 
of Henry A. Carr and 15 others, citizens of Washtenaw County, Mich- 
igan, for 7 regulating transportation companies - to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WISE: The petition of 1,005 citizens of Pennsylvania, for 
an appropriation of $150,000 to improve the Youghiogheny River with 
locks and dams—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petitions of John Haidle and 123 others, of 
Bath, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 269) known 
as the Wright supplement to the homestead act—to the Committee 
on Public ds. 

Also, the petition of J. L. Schmehl and 40 others, citizens of Blan- 
don, TRA County, Pennsylvania, of similar import—to the same 
committee, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 30, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read. 

Mr. WILSON. In relation to the report made by my colleague on 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. Morton] upon the subject 
of international fisheries, I desire to state that upon submitting that 
report yesterday he gave notice that on Tuesday next he would move 
to go into Committee of the Whole for the pu of considering that 
subject. If allowable, I desire to have the Journal corrected by an 
entry to that effect. 

The SPEAKER. The statement to which the gentleman refers was 
in the nature of debate 5 in the RECORD, It is nat neces- 
sary that it should be en upon the Journal. 

The Journal of yesterday was approved as read. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair at the instance of the gentleman from 
Lhe Virginia [ Mr. 1 a ae the governor of 9 9 

irginia, Hon. Henry M. Mathews, and gentlemen accompanying him, 
Honorables Jonathan M. Bennett, John Brannan, and J. N. Camden, 
distinguished citizens of West Virginia, be admitted to the n 
of the floor for to-day and to-morrow. Is there objection 

Mr. WHITE. I oh ien to anybody but the governor. 

The SPEAKER. The governor is entitled to admission under the 
rule of the House, : 

TE TALAAN, I hope the gentleman will not be illiberal and 
unkind. 


Mr. WHITE. We must stop at some point, or we shall be incom- 
moded by the number admitted to the floor. 
Mr. W. N. Do not stop it on me, when every one else has had 
i gd for such courtesies granted. 
e SPEAKER. Is there ig Spree to the request of the gentle- 
man from West Virginia, [Mr. WILsoN ?] 
There being no objection, the request was granted. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN OHIO. 


Mr. CONVERSE. I notice by the RECORD of this morning that in 
relation to the report of the committee of conference on the bill of 
the House No. 582, to provide for circuit and district courts of the 
United States at Columbus, Ohio, &c., it is stated that upon the read- 
ing of the report Mr. GARFIELD demanded the yeas and nays. 

t is not according to my recollection. My recollection is that 
the vote was taken upon a ing to the report, and the Chair de- 
clared that the report was to, and thereupon a motion was 
made to reconsider that vote and to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table; and while the Chair was putting that question, Mr. GAR- 
FIELD ed for the yeas and nays to the report. 

The SPEAKER. t is correct, but the Chair never takes advan- 
tage of any member in any respect in regard to such matters. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] claimed the right to have the 
question taken on ordering the yeas and nays upon agreeing to the 
report, notwithstanding the viva voce vote that had been taken. The 
Chair would state in addition that the call for the yeas and nays was 
in the nature of a further count upon agreeing to the report. If the 
Chair did not allow that to be done, he might arbitrarily decide that 
a bill had when some member was on the floor demanding the 
yeas and nays upon it. It has been the uniform practice of the Chair 
in all instances never to deny the right of a member to call for the 
yeas and nays under such circumstances. The Chair would state also 
that the conference report will come up immediately this mo 
after such matters as can be disposed of by unanimous consent sh 
have been disposed of, 


ERIE AND WABASH SHIP-CANAL. 


Mr. ORTH, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals: 


Rover npn Frya the eee i 3 BA — 8 e to 
uire e expediency of pro ‘or a public survey for the ages as- 
pe 5 eee es 10 O, 


ing the practicability of constructing a from Toledo, Ohio, by way 
of the Wabash and Erie Canal, to the navigable waters of the Wabash River at or 


near La Fayette, Indiana, with leave to report by bill or otherwise. 
INTERNATIONAL SHEEP AND WOOL SHOW. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 3982) to authorize and direct the Commissioner of Agricult- 
ure to attend in * or by deputies the international sheep and 
wool show, to be held in the Centennial building, Fairmount Park, 
3 September, A. D. 1880, and to make full and complete 
report of the same, and for other p ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF ALLEGHENY RIVER. 

Mr. WHITE, by unanimons consent, submitted the report of Gen- 
eral H. D. Wright, Chief United States Engineers, upon the expendi- 
ture of the appropriation for the improvement of the Alleghen 
River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, an 
ordered to be printed. 

DEATH OF HON, RUSH CLARK. 
Mr. PRICE. I ask unanimous consent that the hour fixed for the 


delivering of eulogies upon my late colleague from Iowa, Hon. RUSH 
CLARK, be chan from two o’clock to-morrow until immediately 
after the morning hour to-morrow. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. ACKLEN. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I dislike to occupy the valuable time of this House 
in a matter of personal interest, but my attention has been called to 
an article in the New York Herald and also in the Detroit Post and 
Tribune 

The SPEAKER. Do those articles affect the gentleman in his rep- 
„ 7 

Mr. A0 . They do. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. ACKLEN. They are so grossly untrue and such a vile attack 
upon me, not only as a gentleman but as a Representative, that a 
proper sense of justice to my constituents as well as to myself forces 
me to speak that my silence may not be misconstrued. I quote the 
following from the Detroit Post and Tribune of January 26: 


On the 13th of Jam , taking advan of a moment when no other member of 
5 


pon 5 flicial port df th . ave 
as a eo Te of the gress: 
“Mr. . — I ask unanimous 5 the report of the Committee on 
pg ear el mee te rer wn race ppg pcm DRESA E OVOS 
of Ni be referred to the Committee of the Whole ordered to be printed. 
“There no objection, it was ordered ly.” 
The allı rt thus handed in by ACKLEN was received, duly 3 
laid upon the desks of members. Some days after ward the members of the - 


mittee on Foreign Relations were astonished at seeing these proceedings in the 


1880. 
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ed ACKLEN what it meant, and received 
an rep) and sum- 
moned ACKLEN before them, when it that neither the committee nor the 
chairman had ever nor ani nor read the report which ACKLEN had 
a off on the House as the report of the committee; and, further, the commit- 
8 that e ferd krka to the 3 8 e 
be instituted to expel him in disgrace. 

The article then proceeds to say that I apologized to the House and 
withdrew the report, but that this was done “in a quiet way, and at 
such a moment as to attract the least attention. But those who un- 
derstood it explained to the other members, and a hot feeling of in- 
dignation has been growing ever since.” 

need hardly say, Mr. Speaker, that this is perhaps one of the most 
willful and malicious perversions of fact on record. 

On Monday, January 19, my colleague, Mr. KING, who had lately 
returned from Louisiana, called my attention to the article in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, quoted in the extract which I have read, 
and also to a report, No. second session Forty-sixth Congress, 
which bore his name. I informed him at once that there was evi- 
dently a mistake, as I had never made any such request of the House 
nor offered any such report as coming from his committee; that I had 
requested to have a 0 made by me in the Forty-fifth Congress, 
with manuscript attached, (Report No. 96, Forty-fifth Con sec- 
ond session,) printed, as it referred to a matter already on the public 
Calendar, and that Í would gladly ask that the report bearing his 
name be withdrawn and make a statement to relieve him from any 
embarrassment in the case. Now, what was it I said on January 13? 
On 75 point I submit the following letter from the chief reporter of 
this House: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Thechairman ask 
ly. A y he called the committee 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 30, 1880. 
our request, the reporter on duty at the time 
“ae examined notes, and 


Dran Sm: In accordance with 


J. J. McCELHONE. 
Hon. J. H. Acklxx. 2 
How was it, then, that my old report of the Forty-fifth Congress, 
with the manuscript attached, which I requested to be printed to 
accompany amatteralready on the public Calendar, came to rinted 
as Mr. KINd's report? y, simply in this way—but first I desire 
to here submit the following letter from the journal clerk of the 
House: 
WAsHINGTON, D. C., January 30, 1880. 


DEAR SR: In reply to Te to my recollection of the circumstances 


attending your request on 8 have a report ted, I can merely say that 
Iremem S the contusion in the ouse Was so great at tirna thes I ovali nak une 
derstand at the desk what it was you desired, and left it and camo up the aisle near 
your desk to ascertain. I was much hurried, and the confusion was great, but 

recollect your stating something abont a matter on the public Cal „though 
I could not hear very 


ly. Iju . to make a report to go 
on the Calendar. Mr. Krxo’s name was in -mark on the outside of the wra; 
per, and this naturally led me to su’ t the request was to print a paper 
connection with some case on the public Calendar, or else to reprint your report of 
et phono Congress, which on examination of the papers I found to be incorpo- 


Very respectful, „ 
T N HENRY H. SMITH 
Journal Clerk. 

Hon. J. H. ACKLEN. 

Now, in the Forty-fifth Con I was a member of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs and had referred to me the petitions of Woolsey 
Teller and Eliza Livingston. On these I made a report, (No. 96, Forty- 
fifth Congress, third session,) which simply recommended the passage 
of the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is 8 pm to take such steps 
as in his opinion may not be Page ow with ic interests to secure an 


early settlement and tof the claims of W. y Teller and Eliza Living- 
ston, citizens of the United 8 and other citizens thereof against the govern- 
ment of Nicaragua, by an in onal arbitration or 


This report, however, contains all the facts and papers, and numbers 
ten printed pages, 

During the latter part of the Forty-fifth Congress I was so seriously 
unwell that I did not attend the sessions of the House, and my re- 

rt was rosea not e upon. The egg in the mean time act- 
ing upon the suggestions o e Secretary of State, appointed Hons. 
HAGIN, CONKLING, KIRKWOOD, EATON, and Moneas b committee 
on the par of the Senate to examine the paperson file in the Depart- 
ment of State in all claims of our citizens against the government of 


Nicaragua. 
of the Senate, on Wednesday, April 


Following then in the footste: 
23, 1879, in the morning hour, r the call of committees for reports, 


ee o pago 742, RECORD, first session Forty-sixth Congress,) I intro- 
u 


in substance, ou the part of the House, the same resolution 
which had a the Senate. Finding that my resolution was likely 
to stick in morning hour without action, as this s. in our leg- 
islative p dings is seldom reached, I, on May 5, 1879, sent a copy 
of this resolution and accompanying papers to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs bey io the petition-box. (See 1069, RECORD, first 
session Forty-sixth Congress.) By doing this I had two chances of 
reaching it for action: one in the morning hour; the other when the 
committee might report it to the House. The Committee on Foreign 


Affairs referred the matter to Mr. KING, and I gave him my old report, 
together with a manuscript statement of the action of the Senate. 
On June 30, just before the adjournment of the extra session, this res- 
olution, which was ding in the morning hour, was by unanimous 
consent (see peas 0 and 2441, RECORD, first session Forty-sixth 
Congress) pl on the public Calendar, where it now stands. (See 
Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union.) It here appears as follows: 
June 30—Mr. ACKLEN: x 
335 a OUERT 
„ 8 V. e 
fass into all claims of citizens of the United. States against the government of 


a for indemnity for lives of relatives taken, wounds and other 


injuries inflicted, and property taken, injured, or destroyed, which claims have 
heretofore been filed in the Department of State and now remain pending and un- 
satisfied; and said committee shall ascertain determine what amounts and to 
what persons the government of Ni is liable to make compensation on 
account thereof, report the same, with the evidence in reference thereto, to 
Congress at its next session; and said committee shall give such public notice as 
it may deem n of the times and places when and where it will sit to hear 
said s and testimony in support of the same, and shall have power to send for 
persons and papers and administer oaths, It shall also obtain and nse all proofs 
relative thereto on file in the Department of State and such other evidence as any 

interest may produce and offer that it may — ent thereto. It 

; and the n 


in 
Walk have wer to employ a clerk and a steno; her ecessary expenses 
of said — — sh. be paid out of the contingent fand of the House on the 
vouchers of the chairman of said committee. 

Having it now on the public Calendar, where it might be reached 
any day, I ee ee lost all interest in the same matter before the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. I therefore asked my colleague, Mr. 
Kua, to return me the report and manuscript which I had given him, 
because it can be readily seen I might have use for them any day. 
Finding that my old report had been pretty well exhausted—it was 
my first congressional report and I scattered them extensively—I con- 
eluded to have it reprinted together with the manuscript statement 
of the Senate’s action. This action is of frequent occurrence in both 
Houses, so I therefore made the request on January 13, 1880, as stated 
in the letter of the chief reporter of the House, and not as it appears 
in the RECORD. 

Thus, Mr. Speaker, through an error for which I am in no wise re- 
sponsible or to blame, have I been made the BR Esi of bitter, unj 
and scurrilous 8 abuse. These articles have been spre: 
the length and b of the land, and therefore, after consultin, 
with members of the Committee on 38 Affairs, among whom 
am proud to number personal friends, I offer the following, ask its 
pemaes and reference to that committee, that my exoneration may 

as full as the attack has been foul. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be, and they are hereby, re- 

uested to examine into the truth or falsity of the statement rend by Mr. ACKLEN 
— the Detroit Post and Tribune, and report back to this House. 

Mr. WILSON. As a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
I desire to make one remark. The gentleman from pee, sy [Mr. 
ACKLEN] has never been summoned before the committee by its order. 
What may have occurred between him and the chairman of the com- 
mittee I do not know. The first intimation the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs had of this subject, so far as I know, was that a member 
of the committee, General G, of Louisiana, communicated to the 
committee the fact that a report had been made by Mr. ACKLEN. 
General Kine held that this report had done him injustice; that it 

laced the Committee on Foreign Affairs in a very improper light 
fore the House, and that some explanation was necessary, There- 
upon General KING produced a statement which he said Mr. ACKLEN 
would make upon the floor of the House, if acceptable to the com- 
mi and that if acceptable to the committee it would be accepta- 
ble to him. The statement was read by Mr. KING, and subsequently 
communicated by Mr. ACKLEN to the House. 

I think it proper to say this much in justice to the gentleman who 
has just taken his seat, and also in justice to General KING, my col- 
ne on the Committee on Foreign Affairs, who is not now on the 


oor. 
Mr. ACKLEN. There can be no possible objection to the resolu- 
tion. 
Mr. GARFIELD. Reserving my right to object, I ask that it be 


again read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana has risen to a 
Diag of privilege in reference to a matter which the Chair thinks 

oes affect him in his representative capacity. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman may have a right to raise the 

uestion of privilege; but the question whether the House will adopt 

e resolution he submits is another thing. I would like to hear the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be again read. 

The Clerk in read the resolution. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If the Committee on Foreign Affairs do not ob- 
ject to this I do not. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ACKLEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE SUSQUEHANNA. 


Mr. TALBOTT, by unanimous consent, presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of Maryland, instructing the Sen- 
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ators and requesting the Representatives from that State to urge the 

. necessity of an appropriation by the general Government for the pur- 
pose of deepening the channel of the Susquehanna between the city 
of Havre de Grace and Spesutia Island; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


ORDER OF PROCEEDINGS FOR TO-MORROW. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I move that when the House adjourns 
to-day it 1 to meet on Monday next. 

The SPE R. The Chair will state that by a resolution adopted 
some days since on motion of the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. PRI CR, I 
to-morrow at two o’clock was for the presentation of resolutions 
relating to the death of Mr. RUSH CLARK, lately a member from Iowa. 
This morning, before the gentleman from New York [Mr. FERNANDO 
Woop] came in, the gentleman from Iowa obtained consent to change 
the time heretofore fixed so as to have the resolutions come up 
immediately after the morning hour. The gentleman from New 
York will see that to-morrow has really been assigned for this pur- 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD subsequently said: I desire to inquire of 
the Chair whether the ceremonies in relation to the death of Mr. 
CLARK will take place to-morrow immediately after the reading of 
the Journal or after the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. Immediately after the morning hour. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Some of the committees will probably 
sit all day to-morrow, and other members may desire to visit the De- 
pinne Iwould suggest, therefore, that the hour for the presenta- 

on of these resolutions be changed, and that they be offered imme- 
diately after the roneo the Journal, with the understanding that 
"ithe SPEAKER. if the time be changed as suggested, no oth 
0 3 e time be c as no other 
business will be done, because the adjournment will take place imme- 
diately upon the conclusion of these 83 The gentleman 
from New York rg ge that the delivery of eulogies be commenced 
immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. PRICE. It is to me by several gentlemen around 

me that that would be a better arrangement. It asy be so; but I 
2 


cannot see it. If these eulogies amount to nothing, if they are only 
a matter of form, then I suppose empty benches will answer just as 
well as the ordinary attendance of mem 


rs; but if it means anythin 
to say a few words in reference to the life and character of a 3 


co) e, it certainly means that the proceedings are worth listening 
to by at least a few members. 

. FERNANDO WOOD. I have no desire to interfere with the 
arrangement made by the gentleman from Iowa. I withdraw my sug- 


gestion. 
CONSTRUCTION FUND FOR THE NAVY. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, by unanimous consent, reported 
from the Committee on Naval irs a bill (H. R. No. 3983) to pro- 
vide a permanent construction fund for the Navy, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

HARRIS of Massachusetts. I desire to say that at a future 
time I shall ask the assignment of a special time for the considera- 
tion of this bill. 


CONTAGIOUS DISEASES OF DOMESTIC ANIMALS. 


Mr. KEIFER. I ask unanimous consent to present for reference to 
the Committee on Agriculture, and to be printed in the RECORD, a 
important petition—a petition of J. O. B. Renick and others, 
citizens of Ohio, praying for the creation of a commission under na- 
tional authority to have charge of the investigation of the nature 
and treatment of contagious diseases of domestic animals. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD with- 
out the names. It is as follows: 
To the honorable the Senate and “cane 0 
ed, citizens of the State of Ohio, interested in the t - 

2 5 great agri 


Representatives 
United States in Oongress assembled : 
‘The und 


cultural ind of the country, tfully direc’ attention of your honora- 
8 the on Pac necessity that exists for the creation of a 


semination of these 


cate such as ma; 
In view of the m: th 


and 


necessity for immediate action is most urgent. 
In our 3 — — pap lon should consist of not less „ 
Bay one com an en ee sangon, one grower, 
— the third a business man— familiar with questions ting to 8 in 


vo 
It seems obvious, from the well-known fact that these contagio: 


tagious diseases in- 
crease with the increase of domestic animals and the multi tion of facilities for 
their transportation, that the Government of the Uni representing a 


live-stock interest than any other coun 


this subject. 
‘The Commissioner of Agriculture, as well as other heads of Departments at Wash- 


ington, however N they may be, would not be able to devote the time neces- 
"r for the proper discharge of these onerous duties, 

o therefore pray honorable body to provide at once for the appointment 
by the 8 with the advice and consent of the Senate, of such a commission, 
with an adequate appropriation for its support. 

DECEMBER, 1879. 


REFUNDING INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES. 


Mr. 1 consent, (and by request,) introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. ) to refund certain duplicate internal revenue taxes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


POST-OFFICE DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent to 
submit the following resolution for consideration at this time. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That the Committee on So ge ag be, and they are hereby, in- 
structed to report to this House the Post-Office deficiency bill, with exception of 
items of appropriation relative to star service,” by the day of February next. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Before that resolution is acted on—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do most emphatically object to be instructed 
by Cones who knows nothing about the business of that com- 
mittee. 


LIGHTING PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. BUCKNER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3985) to reduce the expenditures of the Government in lightin 
the public buildings of the United States; which was read a first aud 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

M. F. CLARK. 


On motion of Mr, GILLETTE, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
76) for the relief of M. F. Clark was taken from the Speaker's table, 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims, 
not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


UNITED STATES COURTS OF OHIO. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the unfinished business com- 
ing over from yesterday’s session, which will again be read, the pend- 
ing question being on the demand forthe yeas and nays on the adop- 
tion of the report of the committee of conference. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘The managers on the of the House and of the ini 
on the . two Houses on 6 the py to 
the bill of the Heuse . to provide for cireuit and district courts of the United 
States at Columbus, „and transferring certain counties from the northern to 
the southern district in said State, after a full and free conference, do recommend 


That the House reosde from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
to said bill, and do concur in the same. 


A. H. GARLAND, 
MATT H. CARPENTER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

Mr. GARFIELD, I ask the gentleman in charge of the report to 
allow me to make a statement. My absent colleague—— 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. S er, my absent colleague, Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH, of Cincinnati, explained to me before he was called away 
from the city yesterday that in signing this report as he has done he 
did not intend to commit himself to the support of the bill. It 
appeared to him afterward that the signing of the report carried the 
approval of the whole bill with it, and put him in a position he did 
not desire to occupy. He says he signed the report with this view: 
that if the bill was to pass the amendment of the Senate was a good 
one and ought to be concurred in. But it did not appear to him, as 
he saw afterward, that the only action the House could take upon this 
was simply to concur in this amendment, and that did pass the bill. 
It was on that account I desired last night to stop any proceedin 
on it in order that I might put him right upon the record; for, in 
signing this report, he would appear to be approving the whole measure. 

wish to say further he has looked into that more than I have. 

Doubtless his constituents have more interest in it than mine. Al- 
though it takes some counties from the northern judicial district, yet 
his opinion was, and I understand that to be the view of a number of 
gentlemen from the southern part of the State, that it would be a 
great inconvenience to so send the business of a considerable portion 
of the counties in the eastern quarter of the State, perhaps the south- 
eastern quarter, where their connection is mainly by river with Cin- 
cinnati and more inconvenient, as they think, than it would be with 
Columbus, being a sort of third or middle district although not in 
terms a district, and dividing the jurisdiction of the court by com- 
pelling the judge, whose residence is in Cincinnati, to travel between 
the two cities, Cincinnati and Columbus, to transact the judicial busi- 
ness of his district. 

I have stated this ia order that 
the nature of the objection to this 


entlemen here may see precisely 
ill. The only possible way that 
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objection can now get any voice or have any force is to vote a 
the conference report altogether. I have ä this exp 


tion in justice to my colleague, not having myself sufficiently studied 


it to have as an opinion as I ought to have to take action on it, 
Mr. CO I desire a word of explanation in reply to my 
coll e, [Mr. GARFIELD.] If any gentleman will look at the map 


of the State of Ohio, he will find it lies almost in a square. The 
State is divided into two judicial districts by a line running nearly 
through the center of it from east to 8 forming the northern 
and southern judicial distriets of Ohio. e northern judicial district 
is divided into eastern and western divisions, one court being at Cleve- 
land, and the other twice a year at Toledo. The people of the south- 
ern district are obliged to go to the city of Cincinnati, in the very 
southwestern corner of the district and of the State, to attend the 
Federal courts. The southern district from northeast to southwest 
is not less than two hundred and seventy-five miles in length. And 
for nearly twenty years the people of Southeastern Ohio have been 
going that distance to attend the Federal courts instead of being 
allowed a court near to their own homes. The bill transfers eight 
counties from the northern to the southern judicial district of Ohio, 
and then divides the southern district into a western and eastern 
division, with twenty-nine counties in the latter, and provides for a 
court twice a year at Columbus, in the eastern division. 

We have, Mr. AS Spreng eleven railroads centering at the city of 
Columbus, and radiating from it like the spokes of a e Sey a 
There are over seventeen hundred miles of railroad Geos and 
in use in this eastern subdivision of the southern judicial district. 
Out of the twenty-nine counties which it is pro to put into this 
subdivision, there are twenty that are now obliged to travel through 
the city of Columbus, and one hundred and twenty miles further, in 
order to get justice, as administered by Federal law. Those counties 
embrace 7,314,017 acres of land, out o: 1,743 in the entire State. 
And to show you the importance of this measure, I desire to give 
some other statistics. Our vote last year, in the twenty-nine coun- 
ties, was 195,560 (showing a population of nearly a million) out of 
670,711 votes cast in the entire State. 

Our property upon the tax duplicates in this eastern subdivision 
was by the statistics published last year $411,186,424, while the tax- 
able property in the entire State was $1,552,577,504, and we paid for 
State and local taxes in that subdivision $5,723,520.69, out of a total 
tax of 826,324, 445.30 in the entire State. From the statistics of our 
State it appears that there were during the same year 9,851 money 
judgments rendered in the State courts in this subdivision out of 
34,750 in the entire State. The amount of the money judgments 
during the year in the twenty-nine counties was $4,827,525, and in 
the whole State was Ag niet ge showing over one-fourth—nearly 
one-third—of the entire legal business of the State is transacted in 
this subdivision. 

There is another fact that I desire to call attention to: it is that Ohio 
is the second State in the Union in its production of iron and coal, and 
two-thirds of it is the product of this eastern division. 

In that same connection, Mr. S er, I may be allowed to say to 
the gentleman from 3 and his Committee on Manufactures, 
who have, on my motion, the subject of tests of iron and steel before 
them, that in tests that were made some years ago at Watertown, 
New York, certain Ohio iron was found to possess a tensile strength 
of over ninety thousand pounds to the square inch, while the best 
Swiss iron a tensile strength of only eighty thousand pounds to 
the square inch, thus showing iron from Southeastern Ohio to be the 
best in the world. 

But, sir, what have the 1 8 of Southeastern Ohio done that nearly 
a million of them should be compelled to travel from one hundred to 
two hundred and seventy-five miles in order to reach a Federal court, 
while other States and localities are allowed courts near at hand? I 
have looked at the records a little, and desire to remind gentlemen 
that other portions of the United States are allowed convenient facili- 
ties for the transaction of judicial business, while very little has been 
extended to us, as will appear from the consideration of the following 
facts: I find from the records that the northern district of Ohio has 
two courts, that the State of Connecticut has two courts, that the 
State of New Hampshire has two courts, that Indiana has three courts, 
Kentucky three, Maine three, Tennessee three, West Virginia three, lit- 
tle Vermont has three, North Carolina has six, and Virginia has seven— 
old Virginia, the State that gave this very eastern subdivision of the 
judicial district of Ohio to the Union without money and without 
price, with all its rich mines and fertile lands. 

Mr. WILSON. She gave the whole State of Ohio. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Yes, as my friend reminds me, she gave the 
whole State of Ohio, without money and without price; she gave 
the whole State of Indiana, without money and without price; all 
of Illinois, without money and without price; all of Michigan, with- 
out money and without price; all of Wisconsin, without money and 
without price; and she carved out of her territory the State of Ken- 
tucky, and afterward, upon the political dissecting board, she was 
dismembered of one of her very cheeks, from which was formed West 
Virginia. God bless old Virginia, the mother of States and of Pres- 
idents! [Applause.] She has seven Federal courts, and I say if she 
wanted seventeen she should have them all by my vote. New York 
has twelve courts. 

We have an area in this subdivision which is now denied a court 


greater than any one of eight States of this Union, namely, New Hamp- 
shire, Massachusetts, Connecticut, New Jersey, Delaware, Marylan 
Vermont, Rhode Island. It is twice as large as Connecticut and five 
times as as Delaware. And I desire to remind gentlemen that 
the State of Rhode Island has two courts now, and yet into this east- 
ern subdivision which is denied a court you can put eight States like 
Rhode Island, and there would be room for almost one more, making 
almost nine. 

We have a larger popolation than existed in twenty-two of the 
States or any one of 


ida, Kansas, Loui Maine, Mauma, Minnesota, Mississippi, Ne- 
braska, 50 ew Jersey, Oregon, Rhode d, 
South Carolina, Texas, Vermont, and West Virginia. 

Why are the people of Southeastern Ohio required to travel to the 
city of Cincinnati for Peed There are but two hundred thousand 
people in the city of Cincinnati, and there are nearly a million who 
are compelled to travel to obtain justice more than one hundred 
miles. For whose benefit? For the benefit of less than a hundred 
lawyers and about thirty saloon and hotel keepers. And that is all 
there is of it. 

Here is a letter from a former member of this House, from which 
I desire to read at least a few words. I refer to Mr. Danford, whom 
the gentlemen on the other side all know, and who lives in Eastern 
Ohio. He says: 

Yours of yesterday received. I have noticed the pending of bill providing for 
United States courts at Columbus. Itis a matter of t interest to us here. We 
are compelled from this county (Belmont) to travel through Columbus and one 
hun and twenty-five miles whenever any of the numerous a cor- 
porations doing business in this State choose to drag us there. In fact the incon- 
venience of the United States courts is almost a denial of justice to our people. 

I have here also a letter from Justice Swayne, of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, who has practiced law and sat on the bench for 
more than forty years in that part of the State and is familiar with 
the courts and with the people. He says: 

In answer to your note — Jonoa I have no hesitation in saying that in my 
pay eyes the public com ence would be much promoted by having two terms 
of circuit and district courts of the United States held at Columbus, Ohio, 


ev J 
No iawn tas look at the map of the southern district without being struck by its 
e and 5 extent. 


© ju k, marshal, and district attorney could serve 6 as 
they do at Toledo and Cleveland in the northern district. The addi 80 
to the United States would be the rent of the necessary rooms, which would be 


. The experiment is found to work well in the northern, and I cannot 
doubt it would do so in the southern district. 

Mr. WILSON. It wouldsave mileage to the Government. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Yes, it would save mileage to the Government. 
It would save mileage to witnesses, and it would save mileage to liti- 
gants. Justice Swayne adds: 

Such has been my opinion as to holding terms at Columbus for the last fifteen 
years. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the increased jurisdiction of the Federal courts 
makes it 55 that justice should be brought home near to the 
people. The jurisdiction under the election laws, laws con: pat- 

co banking, currency, 


ents, revenue laws, concerning coinage, 
ö eral courts now have jurisdiction, an 


the small amounts of which F. 
the transfer of cases from State courts—in which it must be remem- 

bered that corporations foreign to the State are doing much business 

in railroadin ng, insuran: 3 and can bring or transfer their causes 

to the Federal courts—all these make it necessary to bring the courts 

home near to the people. 

I would like to mention a case which occurred in the county of my 
coll e who sits before me, [Mr. EwINd. ] There were two elec- 
tion trustees who innocently received an illegal vote. They were 
prosecuted at Cincinnati, and the a of travel, hotel bills, wit- 
ness fees, and lawyers’ fees, were $1, $500 apiece. 

Prosecution under the revenue, patent, or election laws, to a man of 
moderate means who lives two or three hundred miles from the seat 
of justice, to a man of small property, means bankruptcy, and he will 
pay $30, $50, or $100 unjustly rather than be dragged off that distance 
to court, and thus justice is not only denied, but the distance of the 
courts serves as a means of oppression. 

I hope, Mr. S. er, that this report will be concurred in. This 
idea of going down the river for the purpose of attending court 
amounts to nothing. Cincinnati already has on the river one hun- 
dred and fifty es under this bill. Her admiralty jurisdiction 
amounts to nothing, because the line of the State is the low-water 
mark on the west side of the river. The courts at Louisville, Coving- 
ton, Charlestown, Wheeling, and Pittsburgh have that jurisdiction. 
There is no reason cfr ais Fg more than one hundred miles north of 
the city of Cincinnati should be required to go to that city in order 
to attend the Federal court. The court had better go tothem. That 
would be the more economical course. The twenty-nine counties are 
all nearer and all better served—every one of them—b; re 
the court at the city of Columbus than they would be by allowing i 
to remain at the city of Cincinnati. , 

I demand the previous question. 

1 TOWNS „of Ohio. I desire to say a single word on this 
subject. 

e SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] 
yield to his colleague? 7 
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Mr. CONVERSE. How many minutes does the gentleman want? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. Only two or three. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. The gentleman who submits this con- 
ference report seems to arae that there is a disposition on the part 
of members to prevent a district court being established at Colum- 
bus. Ido not understand that there is any such disposition. It is 
conceded on all hands that the southern district ought to be divided, 
and a district court established at Columbus orat (Chillicothe. But 
my objection to this bill is that, under the guise of dividing this 
southern judicial district, the northern district is divided. 

The northern judicial district embraces, I think, aboutthree-eighths 
of the territory of the State. The courts in that district are held 
now in two pre Cleveland and Toledo. This bill sce tea ve 
the taking of eight counties from that northern district and adding 
them to the southern district. I object to that, and contend that 
there is no occasion whatever for it. 

I would be glad if this House would vote down this report and 
recommit the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary, in order that 
it may be properly consid so that a fair, impartial, and proper 
district may be formed, for which every member of this House can 
vote, and in which every citizen of Ohio can be accommodated and 
receive 5 and speedy justice. I hope the gentleman will 


Mr. CONVERSE. I yield five minutes to- my colleague, [Mr. 


Mr. E G. Inre To the statement of my friend who has just 
addressed the House, 4 . TOWNSEND, II call the attention of mem- 
bers to the fact that the counties of the northern district of Ohio 
affected by this bill are but 5 in number, and that nearly all the 
people in those eight counties have a much easier and 8 access 
to Columbus than they have either to Cleveland or Toledo, where the 
courts of the northern district are now held. As to the counties in 
the southern district, which this bill provides shall have the priv- 
ilege of sessions of the United States courts at Columbus, they have 
found it is so troublesome and expensive to transact their business in 
the Federal courts at Cincinnati that they have for wey are past 
been seeking the erection of a new judicial district embracing the 
center and eastern portion of the State. Mr. Plants, Mr. Shellabar- 
ger, myself, and others, in former Congresses, have introduced and 
ills for that purpose. 

his bill does not provide for a new judicial district. I may say, 
indeed, it adds nothing to the mse of the Federal administration 
of justice in the State of Ohio, while it accommodates a ery large 
portion of our population, who are now subjected to exceedingly long 
and expensive travel to attend the sessionsof the courtin Cincinnati. 
All these counties in the southern district which by this bill are given 
the privilege of having their judicial business transacted at Colum- 
bus have their rai center there. That is the city of our State 
easiest of access to them, while they lie much farther from Cincinnati, 
and their access to it is indirect and circuitous. 

As my colleague [Mr. CONVERSE] has intimated, the route to Cin- 
cinnati by way of the river may be counted as nothing for all that 
paat of our Ohio River border lying more than one hun and 
miles above Cincinnati—lying, say, above Lawrence County whic 
with all the counties below it is left untouched by this bill. The river- 
route to Cincinnati for all the counties above Lawrenceisslow and little 
resorted to. The splendid energy of Columbus in building railways 
into Southeastern Ohio is fast relieving the people of that part of our 
State of dependence on the river as a line of travel. The people of 
all that region can now reach Columbus much more 8 than 
Cincinnati. In fact, a large part of them now go through Columbus 
and thence one hun and ten miles to the Federal courts at Cin- 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. BRIGHT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3986) to amend sections 3285 and 3310 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER GILNER. 

Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R, No. 
3987) for the relief of Peter Gilner ; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. s 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of 
the House of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 2188) for the relief of Thomas Kearney. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I now call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the mprning 
hour commences at five minutes past one o’clock. This bein 1 
the first business in order during the morning hour is the call of com- 
mittees for reports of a private nature. 

MICHAEL GRANERY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. KNOTT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, Senate bill No. 695, for the relief 
of Michael Granery, Nicholas Wax, and Moliere Lange. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to a third reading. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to Michael Granery, Nicholas Wax, and Moliere Lange each the 
sum of $500, in refundment of so much money exacted from them as 
joint obligors on a bond taken by Colonel D. A. Pardee, provost-mar- 
shal of the district of Baton Rouge, Louisiana, in 1863, for the appear- 
ance of one B. F. Rhodes, the eh gag of which was improperly and 
illegally enforced by the marshal, in full and complete satisfaction 


Mr. WHITE. I raise the point of order upon that bill that it con- 
tains an appropriation and should receive its first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KNOTT. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WHITE ] 
3 his point of order until Ihave made a statement of the 

Mr. WHITE. Iwould like to hear the statement, for in the absence 
of any statement I should insist upon my point of order. 

Mr. KNOTT. This bill has three times passed the Senate of the 
United States, and it has three times been favorably reported to this 
House. I will state briefly the facts because of which the relief 
sought is claimed: In 1863 a man named B. F. Rhodes was arrested 
and taken before the provost-marshal at Baton Rouge, Louisiana. 
Rhodes being sick the provost-marshal determined to admit him to 
bail—a proceeding void perhaps in itself for want of competent au- 
thority. Rhodes executed his bond, his sureties being the bene- 
ficiaries named in this bill. The bond was given in the sum of §1,500, 
each of the sureties Leip bound for $500. Rhodes was immediately 
taken to the residence of his sister, where shortly afterward he died 
of small-pox. After his death the provost-marshal demanded of each 
of his three sureties the sum of . They refused to pay. There- 
upon he arrested and imprisoned them, and while under this duress 

ey were compelled to pay each the sum of 8500. 

Now, it is manifest that, even ting the provost-marshal had 
the right to take this bail-bond, there was no default either on the 
pary of the principal or any of the sureties. In consideration of these 

ts, the Committee on the Judiciary has twice reached the conclu- 
sion unanimously that the money ought to be refunded to these par- 
ties. Their receipts taken from the provost-marshal show that they 
paid the money to him; and the report of the Provost-Marshal-Gen- 
eral shows that the money was accounted for and paid into the Treas- 
g Be the United States, where it now is. 
ese men are in humble circumstances, and this sum, which is but 
a pittance to the United States, is a matter of great moment to them, 
and is justly their rhoney. Three several times they have failed to 
obtain justice in this House, simply because their case was not reached 
upon the Private Calendar, although in each instance there was a 
unanimous report in their favor. I do hope that there will be no 
objection to this bill, and that these poor men may get this money to 
which 3 fh entitled. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand the gentleman to say that this prisoner 
died of small-pox before the time named in the bond for his appear- 
ance had expired. 

Mr. KNOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHITE. Why did not these men come earlier to Congress for 
relief? The circumstance occurred in 1863, I believe. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I will state that at every session of Cope 
since that time they have applied for relief. They have been vigilant. 

Mr. WHITE. e bill seems to be right. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. KNOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
a ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
ta 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


cinnati. 

Now, I submit that as it involves practically no additional expense, 
this consideration of convenience should control the decision of the 
House and lead it to pee to the people of Central and Eastern 
Ohio the privilege of having sessions of the district and circuit 
courts of the United States in Columbus. I hope that the House 
will vote to do so, by agreeing to the report of the conference com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WHITE. Does this provide for the appointment of another 
district judge? 

Mr. E G. Not at all. 

Mr. WHITE. The judge of the southern distriet 

Mr. EWING. The judge of the southern district is simply required 
to hold terms of the circuit and district courts in Columbus. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I now call for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the yeas and nays 
upon agreeing to the report of the committee of conference. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. CONVERSE moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motiqn was to. if 

Mr. CONVERSE. The day after the House ordered that a com- 
mittee of conference be * upon this bill, I entered a motion 
to reconsider that order. I move that that motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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RELIEF OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 

Mr. KNOTT. I am also unanimously instructed by the Committee 
on the Judiciary to report back sundry bills for the relief of political 
disabilities, each bill being accompanied with a petition. 

CHARLES CARROLL SIMMS. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3988) to remove the political disabilities of 
Charles Carroll Simms, of Yirginis, was read a first and second time. 

The petition was read, as follo 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 


I would respectfull: nest to be relieved from my political disabilities. I en- 
of the United States in October i 


CHARLES CARROLL SIMMS. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third ing, was ac- 
8 rend the third time, and passed, two-thirds voting in favor 
thereo 

Mr. KNOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
parent ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM B. TALLIAFERRO. 

The bill sean No. 3989) to remove the political disabilities of Will- 
iam B. Talliaferro, of Virginia, was read a first and second time. 

The petition was read, as follows: 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress : 


The tion of Wil B. T. a a E erae y 
sents he was ed by the President of the United States asa captain 
in the Eleventh t United States Infantry in April, 1847, and in A of 
the same year a major in the Ninth Regiment of Infantry; that these ts 
were created for uring the war with co and were disbanded and the 


your pe honorably out of service at Fort 
Adams, Rhode Island. „ the returns made to the 
* Department. and now on file in the Adjutan: 8 Office ; that your pe- 


States offi- 
cer in the war between the Southern States and the United States, and pega 
e 


. He therefore respectfully prays that an act may be passed for his 


WILLIAM B. TALLIAFERRO. 

JANUARY 26, 1880. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I think this petition does not set forth 
any case for this House to act upon. The fourteenth amendment re- 
fers to no such war as the petitioner fe bdr was en in. I am 
for one unwilling to pass a bill of this kind upon such a statement 
as is embraced in this petition. The petitioner says he was 1 
in a “ war between the Southern States and the United States.” There 
is no such war ized in our Constitution or laws. There was a 
war of rebellion aga this Government; and to that the fourteenth 
amendment refers—not to a “ war between the Southern States and 
the United States.“ Let the petitioner bring himself within the lan- 
guage of the constitutional amendment, and then we shall be pre- 

to act. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the petitioner describes himself 
as “an officer in the confederate service.” 

Mr. CONGER. Let the petition be again read. 

The petition was in read. 

Mr. CONGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, article 14 of the amendments to 
the Constitution imposes disabilities upon any person “who, havin 
previously taken an oath as a member of Congress, or as an officer o 
the United States, or as a member of any State islature, or as an 
executive or judicial officer of any State, to support the Constitution 
of the Uni States, shall have engaged in insurrection or rebellion 
5 the same, or given aid or comfort to the enemies thereof.“ 

is provision of the Constitution says nothing about a “war be- 
tween the Southern States and the United States,” or a war of any 
other kind against the United States. The petitioner, in order to 
bring himself within the provisions of that article when asking for 
the amnesty which two-thirds of Congress may grant, must show 
himself to have been en in insurrection or rebellion against the 
United States, or that he has given aid and comfort to the enemies 
thereof. Let a man who comes here asking amnesty of the Con 
of the United States under the constitutional provision bring Him: 
self within that provision. If he was not engaged in insurrection or 
rebellion and has not given aid or comfort to the enemies of the United 
States he need not come to Con at all. If he does come let him 
come and acknowledge his te been engaged in insurrection, in 
8 giving aid and co er e enemies of his country. 

en he es a proper occasion for asking amn of the Congress 
of the United States, but not till then. j ihi 

The SPEAKER. e Chair thinks the tone of this petition and the 
words in which it is expressed do not exhibit in the least any dis- 
position to be hypocritical on the part of the petitioner. It is in the 
usual form. The words which the gentleman lays stress upon in the 
ca ire of the war he was ed in 

Mr. CON GER. It is in that very description, sir 


The SPEAKER. Oftentimes, in like manner, the facts in relation 
to the history of officers asking this relief have been stated in their 

titions. 
is CONGER. I am not aware I ever heard on that point such a 
statement, and if it has been done I, for one, as a member of the 
House, shall continue to protest iving such rose-colored 
terms to that upon which our Constitution im disabilities. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is always on the side of pensioners 
and in favor of relieving disabilities, and only for that reason made 
the statement he has. 

Mr. CONGER. I myself do not rank pensioners and those who ask 
for amnesty exactly in the same class. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would erect all into full citizenship 
when they ask for relief from disabilities imposed by the Constitu- 
tion, as well as accord pensions to all who have suffered for the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. KNOTT. As the Chair has already, and I think properly, re- 
plied to the gentleman from Michigan—— 

The SP R. The Chair did not mean to reply to wo {poe but 
merely meant to say this petition seemed to be in tone and language 
of the usual character of such prayers for relief. 

Mr. KNOTT. Very well, sir, I demand the previous question. 

Mr. HAYES. Read the petition again. 

The petition was again read. 

Mr. CONGER. I move the bill and report be referred back to the 
committee with a su tion that a proper petition be filed. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Kentucky, who is entitled to 
the charge of the bill and to be recognized, has called for the previ- 
ous question. 

Mr. CONGER. I made the motion which I have the right to make 
while I had the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair always accords the right to the mem- 
ber reporting a bill to test the sense of the House. f 

Mr. CON! If the gentleman desires to test the sense of the 
House on a two-thirds vote, he can do it. 

Mr. KNOTT. I desire only to say, Mr. Speaker, after the gentle- 
man from Michigan had taken his seat, I took the floor in my own 
right and demanded the previous question, after which some - 
tleman on the other side for the reading of ae powers hat 
is precisely the condition in which the case stands before the House. 

e House divided; and there were—ayes 100, noes 54. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question-was then ordered to be put. 

Mr. KNO Mr. Speaker, I desire to state to the House that a 
more respectful petition could not be presented to this body than 
Mr. Taliaferro has presented here, asking relief at our hands. Out of 
the great number of such bills — by this House I undertake to 
say such criticism as has been offered on this petition was 3 
sented before. If Irightly comprehend the ground of objection taken 
by the gentleman from Michigan, it is that this petitioner, not pans 
understanding the taste of the gentleman from Michigan on that su 
ject, has not spoken of the recent war as a rebellion. He had, how- 
ever, good authority for characterizing it as he did. The Supreme 
Court of this country has recognized what is termed the rebellion as 


a public war in this country. 
the validity of the four- 


ut be that as it may, he has recogni 
teenth amendment. He has shown heis in the category of those who 
are disabled by that amendment. If he has failed to characterize the 
war as a rebellion, he has certainly stated to us sufficient to show he 
gave aid and comfort in that war to the enemies of the United States ; 
and, following this candid avowal, he has tfully asked this 
body to do for him what it has done for hun Under his pecul- 
iar circumstances, it is a matter of doubt whether he is under the 
political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment. In order 
that all doubt on this subject may be cleared away, izing fully 
the competency of the Congress of the United States to remove that 
doubt, he comes here and humbly petitions as a citizen of the State 
of Virginia to the United States for this favor. If there is any sense 
of justice remaining in this body, I think this respectful petition will 
not be disregarded. 

Inow call for a vote. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being a eer it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. T. OTT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first test the sense of the House 
by a division. 

Mr. CONGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 172, nays 53, not voting 67; as follows: 


YEAS—i72. 

Acklen, Buckner, Converse, 
A Blackburn, Cabell, Cook, 
Aldrich, N. W. Blake, Caldwell, Covert, 
Armfield, Biand, Calkins, Cravens, 
Atherton, Bliss, Carlisle, 
Atkins, Blount, Chalmers, Davidson, 
Bachman, Bouck, Chittenden, Davis, Joseph J. 
Bailey, Boyd, 8 Davis, Lowndes H. 
Beal = Gofkoth, Dibeall À 

e, 
Bicknell, Bree Colerick, Dickey, 
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h Hunton, Morrison, onton, 
Dunnell, arb Morse Singleton, J. W. 
Elam, utchin n 
Ellis, J ohnaten, Muldrow, Smith, William E. 

k ones, 2 s 8 
Ewing, ‘enna, > yers, peer, 
Felton, Ketcham, Neal, ringer, 
ey, el, New, Steele, 
Fisher, A Nicholls, Stevenson, 
Ki O'Connor, Taylor, 
Forney, Klotz, O'Neill, Thompson, P. B. 
„ Knott, Page, 
Ladd, Persons, Townshend, R. W. 
Garfield, Le Fevre, Phelps, Tucker, 
Gedd Lewis, My A Oscar 
Gillett preg Tengen’ tw 
G e, ' eagan. pson, 
Lounsbery, Richardson, D. P. Vance, 
G ' we, Richardson, J. S. Van Voorhis, 
Hammond, N. J. Richmond, ‘ad 
. W. Ben! F. bertson, Wait, 
h, Martin, Edward L. Robeson, Weaver, 
Hawley, m Robinson, Well 
McCook, Rothwell 
Henderson, McKinley, Russell, Daniel L. Whiteaker, 
Henkle, McLane, T Whitthorn: 
Herndon, McMahon, Ryon, sa W wine ‘Thomas 
Hostetler, Miller, Sawyer, Wilson, 
Houk, M es, ban 
House, Money, Shallenberger, Wood, Fernando 
Hul, Monroe, Shelley, Wright. 
NAYS—53. 
Aldrich, William Da McGowan, Thomas, 
9 Davis Fone es, Thompson, Wm. G 
Bayne, Deering, Mitchell, Updegraff, 
wer, Errett, Newberry, U 4 
Browne, A N alentine, 
Burrows, ee acheco, Van Aernam, 
Hammond, John Prescott, te, 
Cannon, Hawk, Price, Wilber, 
Carpenter, yes, Reed, Williams, C. G. 
Caswell, éilman, Sapp, wite 
Claflin, Horr, Sherwin, Wood, Walter A. 
Conger, Joyce, Smith, A. Herr 
Cowgill, Keifer, Starin, 
Stone, 
NOT VOTING—67 
Anderson, Dwight, Jor i Ross, 
er, „ Kelley, Russell, W. A. 
Barlow, Ferdon, Killinger, npea, O. R. 
Belford, Field, Lapham. 8 , Hezekiah B. 
Beltzhoover, Fort, Joseph J. Stephens, 
Berry, EI MeoCoii tt, 
Bowman, McKenzie, Townsend, Amos 
K Harmer, Muller, ee 
Bu John T. Ni rner, 
Clardy, O'Brien, Voor! 
Clark, Alvah A H A yeni ‘ard, 
Clark, John B. Herbert, er, arner, 
7A Hiscock, Overton, Washburn, 
— Hubbell Pierce, — 
' u; s oung, Case; 
—— Humphrey, Pound, Young, Thomas L. 
Dick, James, ce, 


So the bill was passed, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made : 

Mr. TALBOTT. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. URNER. If 
he were present, I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I am requested to announce that Mr. 
BELTZHOOVER is paired with his colleague, Mr. OVERTON. 

Mr. FROST. My coll e, Mr. CLarpy, is absent from the House 
on account of sickness. resent, he would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. MULDROW. My colleague, Mr. HOOKER, is absent on account 
of sickness, 

Mr. HILL. My coll Say WARNER, is paired with my colleague, 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH, If Mr. WARNER were present, he would vote Cay.“ 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama. My colleague, Mr. HERBERT, is paired 
with Mr. LAPHAM. If my rece were present, he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. McKENZIE. I am paired with Mr. HUBBELL. If he were pres- 
ent, I would vote “ ay.” 

x Mr. CAMP. My colleague, Mr. DWIGHT, is detained at his room by 
sickness. 

Mr. PAGE. Iam paired with colleague, Mr. BERRY, on all po- 
litical questions, but I am satisfied that on this question he would 
vote “ay;” therefore I desire to record my vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. § H, of Pennsylvania. Iam requested to announce that 
m; 3 Mr. BELTZHOOVER and Mr. OVERTON, are A ait 

MONROE. I am requested to announce that Mr. INGLETON, 
of a is paired with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. UP. , of Ohio. My colleagues, Mr. BUTTERWORTH 
and Mr. WARNER, are paired. 

Mr. PHILIPS. I am informed that in my absence yesterday I 
was paired with Mr. DWIGHT. Not knowing of the fact I voted. I 
desire, accordingly, to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I un- 
derstand I am paired with Mr. Harmer. 

Mr. FISHER. My colleague, Mr. Drok, is paired with Mr. SMITH, 
of New . 

Mr. FINLEY moved to dispense with the reading of the names. 

Mr. ARMFIELD objected. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


JOHN S. MAURY. 


Mr. KNOTT also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 3990) to remove the political disabilities of John 8. 
Maury; which was read a first and second time. 

The petition was read, as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled : 
Your petitioner Sey sng resents that prior to the year 1861 he was a lieu- 
tenant at the United States Navy, but upon the outbreak a the late rebellion he 
joined the confederate forces, by reason of such cipation in the rebellion 
© is, by the fourteenth amendment to the Constitui placed under certain po- 
litical disabilities which he respectfully prays your honorable bodies will by bill 


remove. 
JOHN S. MAURY, 
Late Lieutenant United States Navy. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to say that that ponon is in the pro 
form provided for by the Constitution of the United States, and I 
have no objection to its reception and the action of the House thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the House will have none either. 

Mr. CONGER. Of course the Chair has its wishes, and I have no 
desire to influence my friends around me. They take their responsi- 


bility ; I take mine. 
The bill was ordered to be en, and read a third time; and 
being en it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


two-thirds voting therefor. 
I, WILKINSON. 

Mr. KNOTT also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, ted 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 3109) to 
remove disabilities of I. Wilkinson. 

The petition was read, as follows: 


ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND, January 21, 1880. 
To the honorable United States Senate and House of Representatives : 


paa ee uest to be relieved from all political disabilities imposed u 
me by fourteenth amendment of the Constitution. 1 


At the breaking out of the late war I ed the commission of lieutenant 
which I held in the United States Sayo ‘© with my native State of Virginia. 


Jam, very respectfully, your o ent servant, 
y I. WILKINSON. 


The bill was ordered to be en, and read a third time; and 
being en; „it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
two-thirds voting therefor. 

JOHN OWINS. 

Mr. KNOTT also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 2 sa 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. to 
remove the political disabilities of John Owins, of Portsmouth, Vir- 


ginia. 
The petition was read, as follows: 
PORTSMOUTH, VIRGINIA, January 14, 1880. 
To the honorable Senate and House ives 
oy tsa Cnttod Santee, Washington, D. O.: 


I 8 represent that on the 7th day of March, 1842, I entered the United 
States Navy as a warrant officer, ( and resigned on the 19th day of April, 
1861, to enter the confederate ce. 

I now respectfully ask that my political disabilities be removed by your honor- 


y: JOHN OWINS. 


Mr. CONGER. I make the same objection to that petition that I 
made to the other, that it does not bring the petitioner within the 
provisions of the Constitution, and I for one desire to say now that 
unless men who have been en in insurrection and rebellion and 
come here to ask amnesty of Congress according to the Constitution 
and the law—unless they put themselves within the provisions of 
the Constitution, if I am alone in it, I shall object to the considera- 
tion of their petitions. 

Mr. KNOTT. I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is unnecessary, and will 
submit the question on the engrossment and third reading. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

3 e ee on the Passage of tepit sug being taken, 

e Speaker t the “ayes” appeared veit. 

Mr. CONGER. I call fora Ador 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 111, noes 42, 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BURROWS. I rise to a question of order. Has not the morn- 


ing hour expired ? 

Tue SPEAKER. It has. ° 

Mr. BURROWS. Icall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The „ e from Kentucky demanded the 
previous question. The Chair stated he thought that was unneces- 
sary, and submitted the question on the en ent and third read- 
ing of the bill. If the previous question been seconded, that 
would have carried the bill over the expiration of the morning hour. 
The previous question not having been seconded, the bill goes over 
till next Friday. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I rise to move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. è 

The SPEAKER. Pending that motion, the Chair desires to lay 
before the House certain executive communications. 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. COFFROTH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, e 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. No. 891) to locate and purchase a new site for the United 
States Naval Obseryatory. 

MARE ISLAND, CALIFORNIA, 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy, in answer to a reso- 
lution of the House of Representatives of January 21, 1880, for any 
and all information in ion of his Department relating to the 
formation of bars and deposits of mud, sand, and gravel at or near 
Mare Island, California, 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Let that be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

The communication was referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

ROCK ISLAND HARBOR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to an obstruction of the harbor on the Missis- 
sippi River at the city of Rock Island, Illinois. 

Mir. HENDERSON. Imove that that letter be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SECTION 4820 REVISED STATUTES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Seere- 
tary of War, 558 of commissioners of Soldiers’ Home, 
Washin , District of Columbia, for certain amendments to section 
4820 of the Revised Statutes; which was referred te the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

LIGHT-HOUSE SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
af of the Treasury, relative to the building of a steamer for the 
light-house on the Mississippi and Ohio Rivers; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

SAMUEL BEATTY AND ALEXANDER DRAKE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting 9 in the claims of Samuel 
Beatty and Alexander Drake; which Were referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

IMPROVEMENT OF ALLEGHENY RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to the improvement of the Allegheny River, in 
Pennsylvania; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

LAUNDRESSES IN THE ARMY. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
of War, transmitting the petition of First Se t John H. 
Willis Battery M, Third Artillery, relative to the act of June 18, 1878, 
abolishi g laundresses ; which was referred to the Committee on Mil- 


itary Affairs 
PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the annual report of the 
Commissioner of Patents for the year ending December 31, 1880; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I now renew my motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole for the purpose of considering business on the Private Cal- 
en 


dar. 
Mr. HUNTON. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment. 
Mr. BRIGHT. I will do so with the understanding that the busi- 
ness the gentleman desires to call up shall give rise to no debate. 
IMPROVEMENT OF THE GROUNDS SOUTH OF THE CAPITOL. 
Mr. HUNTON. Iam instructed by the Committee for the District 
of Columbia to ask consent that House joint resolution No. 169, mak- 


an appropriation for filling up, draining, and placing in good 
pa tha 3 the grounds south of the Capitol along the line of 
the old canal, and for other purposes, returned from the Senate with 


amendments, be taken from the Speaker's table for the purpose of 
concurring in the amendments. 

There was no objection, and the bill with the Senate amendments 
thereto was taken from the § er’s table. 

The amendments were, in line 3, after the word “do 
sert “or so much thereof as may be necessary; in line 6, after the 
words “p of,” to strike out the words employing the poor of 
the District in the work of; in line 8, after the word “condition,” 
to insert “the old canal;” and, after grounds,“ to insert “of the 
United States;” in line 9, before the word “ canal,” to strike out the 
words “the old” and insert “‘said;” in line 11, after “work,” insert 
“employ the labor to do the same by the day, week, or month;” and 
at the end of the joint resolution to add “ and make report of the same 
to Congress; so as to make the joint resolution read: 


That the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys in then not otherwise ap- 


. up, draining, and placing in good sanit: 
ee tion the old canal, the grounds the United late rega the Capitol, shear 


” to in- 


the line of said canal. Thecommissi e ee eee pee art 
of said work, employ the labor to do the same by the day, week, or month, see 
that eX is properly conducted, and shall disburse the money and make report of the 
same 

Mr. HUNTON. I move that the amendments of the Senate be 
concurred in. > 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONSOLIDATION OF LAWS, ETC., FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
by unanimons consent, reported as a substitute for House bill No. 2061, 
to revise, consolidate, and amend certain acts of the late corporations 
of Washington and Georgetown, of the levy court of the county of 
Washington, and of the Legislative Assembly, and the ordinances of 
the late board of health of the District of Columbia, certain regula- 
tions of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, made in pur- 
suance of the provisions of the act of Congress approved June 11, 
1878, and certain acts of Congress haying relation to municipal affairs 
in the District of Columbia, a bill (H. R. No. 3991) with the same 
title; which was read a first and second time, ordered to be printed, 
and recommitted to the Committee for the District of Columbia, not 
to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering business on the 
Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] 
ma pes take the chair as chairman of the Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask to be excused. 

Mr. TUCKER. Take the chair. 

Mr. CONGER. I will be too hard on you. I ask to be excused. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
will please take the chair. 

The House 5 itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. MITCHELL in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of business on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FINLEY. I rise to a parliamen inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FINLEY. By Rule 129, the first and fourth Fridays of each 
month are objection days. This is the fifth Friday of the month. I 
desire to inquire whether this is objection or consideration day ? 

TheC It is consideration day. The rule expressly pro- 
vides that the first and fourth Fridays only shall be objection days. 

Mr. FINLEY. The rule provides the first and fourth Fridays 
of each month shall be objection days. This is neither the first nor 
the fourth Friday. 

Mr. McMAHON. I suppose that where certain days are fixed by 
the rule as objection days, all other days are consideration days. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the conclusion of the Chair. 

GEORGE EYSTER. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2796) for the relief of George Eyster; reported from the Committee 
of Ways and Means by Mr. DUNNELL. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, de., That the acces! fog the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap ited, to 
George Eyster, of P elphia, the sum of $882.50, the same being 
stolen from said Eyster while he was assistant treasurer of the United States by a 
subordinate in his office, without the fault or negligence of said George Eyster. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee of Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1448) for the relief of George Eyster, assistant treasurer of the United States at 

iladelphia, having bad the same under consideration, make the following a sag 


© amount 


Sit cane appear in S ropat 2 Ways and Means of the 
and also by the same committee of the Forty-fifth Con- 

i your committee make a part of this report. 
These facts are well sustained by the in the case, and are as follows: 

Soon after the passage of the new mint law, roved February 12, 1873, and 
operative on and since April 1, 1873, the Treasury ent issued instructions 
for the examination of the gold coin in his office, so that such portion as fell below 
the limit of abrasion fixed in the law might be recoined. office had on hand 


$5,000 in guarar eag 
When this discovery 
weighed, full weight as well as light, when it was 
weight bags contained an excess of $200, leaving a net short of 8800 
weight containin 15 the excess bad been counted, ieee up, and marked by the 
clerk who had heretofore charge of the receipt of from the customs-office. 
The bag referred to was one peculiar in appearance as well as in the manner in 
whichit was marked. The ‘over had necessarily a connection with the “short,” 
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in this connection the peculiar character of the bag containing the excess was 
pert Besid it was discovered that the bag b was found to be short 
1 although it bad been p among those that were sep - 


an 
an t. 

Mr. Ester mediately investigated the matter, summoned to his presence Ben- 
jamin F. Bond, the clerk referred to, and 2 to him many questions, both in pri. 
‘vate and before witnesses. His answers for the most part were equivocating and 
very unsatisfactory. He protons an ignorance of such matters that must or 
should have been within his knowledge. 

conviction, before he had been examined by Mr. Eyster, 


The clerk expressed th 
thes the La would be laid to his (Bond's) ci , and when it was popoe to 
ess to do that; that the money 


weigh the coin, Bond protested that it was use 
would be found all righ’ ° 
Mr. Eyster, in view of the above facts, felt it his 2 rept e e which 
he immediately did, and caused the remaining bags in the office g Bond's 
mark to be ; wherew they discovered that in numerous instances he 
had put up bags of ee one or more pieces short, which would account 
for the increase in the deficit $800 to $862.50, with the exception of a counter- 
feit half eagle found in one of his bags. 
It is not at all probable that an honest man could put up a single bag with one 
short withont finding his account for the day one piece over; but when this 
sometimes twice in a single day or week alatet bry: ee in a few 
weeks or months, without once findin he had anything over, if was from caro- 
lessness, why was it not manifested just once or twice in 3 one of the bags 
over? No; the committee are of the opinion, based upon the of the case, 
that Bond was a dishonest clerk, 
o of the treasury at Philadelphia, he found this 
aware of his capacity and usefulness, retained him 


th 
in Philadel 
The district attorney, in a letter dated February 28, 1876, discourages a prose- 
cution in the United States court for the reason that, in his opinion, the offense is 
statute of the United States. 


through an ligence or remission of the official duty of Mr. E; S 

Baer oe — asked Con to authorize the 283 of the to 
credit him with the sum of 50. Before Congress had passed any act thus 
authorizing the Secretary to credit this amount, the Sec’ . Eyster 
to pay the amount of the deficit into the Treasury of the U: States. Havin; 
done this the petitioner now asks that there be paid to him out of the Treasury o: 
the United States the sum of 50. Your committee report back a substitute to 


H. R. No. 1448, and recommend its passage. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

Mr. REAGAN, Is the bill before the Committee of the Whole for 
consideration ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. REAGAN. Only a few days ago a bill very similar to this in 
principle was before the House. How many others of a similar char- 
acter 3 may be I know not. 

This is a case of loss of the Government money in the hands of a 
bonded officer, through no fault or dereliction on the of the Gov- 
ernment. The bill proposes to relieve this officer, and is accompanied 
by a statement that even the man who is e with having em- 
bezzled or stolen the money was not liable to prosecution. Now, of 
what use is it to require bonds of public officers if in every case in 
which public moneys pass out of their hands they are by some means 
to be relieved from the loss? What security is there for the public 
Treasury if we are to pursue this course of permitting public officers 
to trust whom they please with the N capac of money and when 
it is lost come to Congress for relief? we are to adopt this prin- 
ciple of relieving all officers charged with the custody of public funds 
as soon as they those funds, without any fault, neglect, or omis- 
sion of duty on the of the Government, it seems to me we had 
better stop taking bonds at all and let these officers make up their 
accounts, crediting themselves with money stolen, and we no 
further trouble about it. 

are what I said a few days ago on a similar bill. Start these 

ents as you are parios them in this Congress, and I predict 
t the cases coming to us for relief will increase with exceeding 
rapidity. If an officer finds that when there has been a loss of mone: 
in to him he has nothing to do but to come to Congress and, 
notwithstanding his bonded ob igation, obtain release, you will in a 
very short time find plenty of officers needing relief. We shall in 
this way directly encourage peculations upon the Treasury ; we shall 
encourage bad practices and worse principles. When men accept these 
positions of 8 give bond for the faithful performance 
of their duties, they ought to understand that they are to take care 
of the eee money intrusted to them or make up the defficiency. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, the report which has been read, 
a report of the Committee of Ways and Means, is I believe unanimous. 
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. GAN] must remember, if he will, 
that the action proposed in this bill nds with that pursued by 
the Government for very many years. I think there has not been a 
Congress from the foundation of the Government in which there did 
not arise one or more cases like this. C there has been no 
session since the tleman from Texas has been here when we have 
not relieved bonded officers of the Government from losses which 
they have sustained without any fault or negligence on their part. 
I believe that in allinstances like this, of asters and other public 
officers, the committees have required it should be clearly proved that 
the officer was absolutely free from all possible fault or neglect in any 


way. 
I hold, Mr. Chairman, that when an officer of the Government hav- 


ing possession of public funds, even though he has given bond, goes 
straight forward in the discharge of his duty without any shadow of 
neglect or fault, and is overtaken by the misfortune of having a por- 
tion of those funds abstracted by a dishonest clerk, the Government 
He bigs much better afford to pay him that money than he can afford 
o lose it. 

Mr. MORSE. And in this case the clerk was not appointed by him. 

Mr. DUNNELL. In this case, as the gentleman suggests, the clerk 
was not an appointee of the officer. He was in the office when Mr. 
Eyster took possession of it. 

Mr. REAGAN. But was promoted by him. 

Mr. DUNNELL. He was in the office when Mr. une entered it, 
was regarded as an honest, upright clerk; such was his character u 
to the time when he was promoted by Mr. Eyster with the TORE 
mous approval of the officers of the Government there. 

Now, if we relieve this man as the bill proponas, I do not think it 
will be an encouragement to any man to be careless or negligent in 
the discharge of his duties as a public officer. If this man is allowed. 
this sum of $882.50, I do not believe it will make him in the least 
degree careless or negligent hereafter, because if he should come 
here again for relief he must show an absolutely “ clean bil.” He 
must demonstrate that he was free from fault and negligence. 

I hold that the Government cannot go to the extent which was pro- 
posed here in debate the other day. en an officer is overtaken by 
misfortune through the bad faith of some clerk of whom he has not 
the slightest 8 has developed dishonesty under peculiar 
temptations, to hold the principal officer in cases of this kind abso- 
lutely responsible for the money thus abstracted would be too severe 


a rule. 
I believe, Mr. Chairman, that we do not pay very exorbitantly claims 
coming before us here. I believe that more 88 claims are defeated 


in committees than bad claims passed; and, as I have said, I would 
rather see a doubtful case through occasionally than that this 
Government should = janes to those who are entitled to it. I 
think this man is entitled to relief. 

Mr. FINLEY. Has Mr. Eyster made good this money to the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. DUNNELL. He has. 

Mr. FINLEY. The report does not show that. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The report shows in the latter part that he asked 
the Department to credit him with the money that had been 
lost, and the Department would not do so. 

. SPARKS. It was e to him, 

Mr. DUNNELL. It was charged to him and he paid it. Now he 
comes in and asks that he be repaid. 

Mr. SPRINGER. When this bill was reached on last Friday I 
objected to it, not for the reason that I yh pose to it on its merits, 
because I did not know what the merits of the case were, but since 
then I have had an opportunity to examine it. I think it isa bill 
which ought to pass, and for this reason: The Government of the 
United States can better afford to lose this sum of money than the 
officer in question, as it appears this officer was not in default in the 

htest in this matter. 
. FINLEY. Let me inquire in this connection whether the offi- 
cer was not in default in keeping in his employ a man whom the re- 
rt =e had been abstracting money daily, which he could not have 
one without this officer being guilty of laches? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will answer the 8 from Ohio. The 
report shows the abstraction was without the knowl of this pub- 
lic officer, but was so studiously concealed from him and covered up at 
the close of each month as to be absolutely beyond the power of reason- 
able diligence to detect. 

The evidence in this case shows the public officer was without any 
fault. That he is an honest, efficient, and capable officer there is no 
oe or question. When a public official, in the of the 

inary duties of his office, is not guilty of the negligence in the pro- 
tection of the public funds, but goes forward faithfully discharging 
his duties and exercising that reasonable precaution in guarding the 
public funds that ordinary business men would exercise in the man- 
ment of their own business, I say it is unjust that such a man 
ould suffer by reason of the dishonesty of a subordinate. 

ae BUCKN ER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCKNER. What reason can be given that this assistant treas- 
urer did not take a bond for the faithful discharge of the duties of 
each one of his clerks ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not know whether the law required him to 
do so or not, but I think the law should be so amended that each of 
these public officials who is charged with the disbursement and hand- 
ling of public funds should give a bond to the Government, and be 
responsible to the Government upon that bond for the protection of 
the public funds which he handled, and that a public officer should 
not be required to be Gi Sag a for the dishonesty of subordinates 
who were in the office when he took charge of it, and for whose ap- 
pointment he was not responsible. 

I believe in the Government dealing e 7 justly with its pub- 
lic officials; and wherever a public officer shown by his conduct 
that he has exercised the same diligence and the same care in the dis- 
charge of his public duties that a private individual would do, the 
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Government can better afford to meet losses from these unavoidable 
accidents, unavoidable thefts, if I may use the harsh term which is 
perhaps proper in this case—that the Government is better able to 
sustain these losses than the public officer who is faithfal, and not 
wanting in ordinary prudence and diligence in the protection of the 
public funds. 

Mr. REAGAN. Lask the gentleman to yield to me. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield to my friend from Texas. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
is this: You speak of this being a theft; now, if this public official 
keeps a thief in his office, ought he not to be held responsible for the 
occasion of that theft? 

Mr. SPRINGER. After he finds out the man is a thief and he kee 
him in office, then he should be held responsible. But that is not the 
case here. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ought he not to be diligent in inquiry ? 

Mr. FINLEY. That's it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He has been diligent. The evidence shows he 
was a faithful official, and ased the ordinary precaution for securing 
honesty in the discharge of the duties of his office. 

Mr. FINLEY. Who has the floor? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have the floor. I have not yet yielded it. 

Mr. FINLEY. I thought the time for discussion had been ex- 


hausted. 
The CHAIRMAN. The 1 is entitled to an hour, as there 
has been no order closing debate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The five-minute rule does not apply until the 
general debate has been closed, and that has not yet been done. I 
now yield to my friend from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I want to say one word, and that is 
to call attention to the fact that both the gentlemen who have spo- 
ken, the gentleman from Wisconsin and the gentleman from Illinois, 

lace the grounds upon which relief is asked in this case upon the 
act that it is better for the Government to lose this money than for 
a private individual. 
hat is the Government of the United States as represented through 
its Treasury? Is it not the people and the whole people, of the coun- 
try? It has very often astonis ed me, sir, to hear gentlemen talking 
about the “Government” relieving the wants, necessities, or accidents 
of others. They seem to go upon the idea that the Government is 
a thing with exhaustless treasure, costing nobody anything, that there 
is no injustice in taking its funds from it, and that there is no moral 
imprepriety in failing to protect it. But, sir, it is the people's Treas- 
ury, and if we vote a dollar of money out of that Tre: , and give 
it to some one not legally entitled to it, we take it wrongly from the 
people. I have never understood in the course of my life the philos- 
ophy which treats the property of the Government, and the using of 
Government moneys, in any other way than we treat any question 
transferring the money of one citizen to another. That is all there 
is of that point. I trust we shall not proceed upon the idea that we 
do no wrong to anybody by taking the money out of the Treasury. 
We take it from the people. We require them to be taxed to pay it. 
There is nothing disclosed in this that any oe had been taken 
my, this officer to protect himself against loss. He kept this man in 
office—the report shows that he found him there—a man of good rep- 
utation—he was handling money by the millions, no bond, no snn 
asked of him. It was his own voluntary trusting of this man. Is 
there a man on this earth, managing his private business, who would 
trust in the hands of another man such vast sums of money with no 
steps taken for its security at all? 
ut, sir, independently of all that, I repeat what I said the other 
day on another case from New Orleans like this, and what I may have 
to repeat on a number to come, that whenever it gets to be fashion- 
able to reimburse men who have lost money belonging to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, when the Government is in no default, you 
will find sub-treasurers, postmasters, internal- revenue officers—you 
will find that the whole brood will get to losing money constantly, 
and it will become a fashionable disease, and there will be no end to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Spone to the gentleman from Texas, suppos- 
ing he intended to me a question, but as he has made a speech 
replying to a portion of the remarks I have submitted, I desire, there- 
e Rae heard further on this subject. 

The gentleman from Texas misrepresents me. He states that I said it 
„ for the Government to lose this money than for a pri- 
vate individual to lose it. I made that statement, however, with this 
addendum, that it would be better for the Government to lose it 
than for a private individual to lose it who was not in any way in 
default himself. I take the case of my distinguished friend from 
New York, who, perhaps, has a mercantile house being carried on in 
the city of New York, which he may have left in the hands of a fore- 
man, and one of the subordinate clerks may be guilty of embezzle- 
ment. Now, would you not say he would be a master if he 
should go to that foreman and say, pay me the money that my dis- 
honest clerk stole? 

Mr. SPARKS. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPARKS. Yon said it is better for the Government to lose 
where the officer is not in default, but at the same time the Govern- 
ment has not been in default? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the point I tried to make. I said the 
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Government was not in default, and if not provided for in the law 
now the law-making power should provide hereafter that every man 
charged with the handling of the Government money shonld be com- 
lled to give a bond and to be responsible for the funds placed in 
is hands, so we should not hold the chief officer responsible and re- 
quire him to give bond for the honesty of a vast number of subordi- 
nates, over whom he could exercise no control beyond ordinary dili- 
gence. 

Why, we relieved the Treasurer of the United States (Mr. Spinner) 
in a case not much different from this, and I believe there was no 
objection to it. He had thirty or forty thousand dollars stolen from 
the Treasury when he held the office of Treasurer of the United 
States, and without any opposition, as I understand, Congress relieved 
him from that loss. 

My friend from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] supplies the fact that I 
could not remember, namely, as to the amount of the sum for which 
we relieved Ex-Treasurer Spinner—$61,000. That is the sum which 
Congress voted to Mr. Spinner to make good his loss. And what were 
the circumstances? It was an ordinary burglary committed on the 
Treasury Department of the United States by which this amount of 
money was stolen from the Government of the United States; and 
Mr. Spinner was as much responsible for the loss of that $651,000 as 
Mr. Eyster is responsible for the loss of $800 in this case. 

Mr. REAGAN. But Mr. Spinner did not trust the man with the 
money which he stole. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It might have been urged that Mr. Spinner ought 
to have had the door locked when the thief was coming, or that he 
ought to have had a faithful person on guard, and that he did not 
take those precautions. But we all believed Mr. Spinner exercised 
the reasonable diligence which a public officer should exercise who 
has custody of public funds, and for that reason Con relieved 
him of the responsibility. If Mr. Eyster had not exerc the ordi- 
nary diligence of a public officer, and had by any negligence allowed 
this money to be stolen or embezzled by a dishonest clerk, I would 
hold him to his bond. But I hold that where, as in this case, an offi- 
cer has established by along term of service a reputation for honesty 
during a long management of the public funds, it is unjust to hold 
such a public efficer responsible in a case of this kind, and he onght 
to be relieved. If he were guilty of the slightest neglect I would not 
relieve him, but would hold him to the hard conditions of his bond, 
which I think are hard in this case and in every similar case where 
we seek to hold officers responsible. 

Mr. BROWNE. The other day I opposed the granting of relief to 
the assistant treasurer of the United States at New Orleans because 
I believed that in that case the report of the committee did not show 
that the officer was free from fault. If I comprehend the report of 
the committee in this case, it is that the loss occurred in consequence 
of the dishonesty of a clerk over whose appointment the officer had 
no control. The clerk was put there by the Government, and its 
officer had no authority under the law to exact from him a bond of 
indemnity. I have always believed that where the loss of the public 
funds was occasioned by an inevitable accident the officer ought to 
be relieved. If the Treasury, as in the case referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER, ] was robbed by a burglar, with- 
out fault on the part of the Treasurer of the United States, there was 
certainly no impropriety in Congress giving relief. 

Now, I cannot see any difference in principle between the case 
where a burglar from the outside enters through the door in the night- 
time, breaks open the money-chests and abstracts the money, and the 
case where the Government itself puts the thief in a position where 
he can take the money. It appears that a person was put there pur- 
oe etd the Government, who turns ont to be a thief; he is put by 
the Government in custody of the bonds, and is thus given the op- 
portunity of committing the theft. If it be true, as is reported by 
the committee in this case, and I take it to be so, that the Govern- 
ment of the United States puts a clerk into the Treasury without the 
consent of the officer having charge of the funds, at least it assumes 
the right and authority of placing him there, and if, after the Gov- 
ernment pe him there, giviog him the opportunity, he commits the 
larceny, I think the officer ought to be relieved. But if it turns out 
to be true that the clerk is of the officer’s own election, or if it turns 
out to be true that the officer might under the law indemnify himself 
by requiring a bond and has failed to do so, in either of these cases the 
loss ought to be made good. It is negligence on the part of an offi- 
cer intrusted with a public fund to take into his employment a per- 
son having in any measure the control of it, and not to require from 
him a bond where, under the law, he had the right to exact one. That 
is a negligence, and in such a case he ought not to be relieved from 
its consequences. I think it would be an exceedingly unsafe and 
hazardous precedent to give the treasurer or othercustodian of the pub- 
lic funds the authority to appoint a clerk, and if he exercises that right 
and makes the appointment of a clerk or other agent who turns out 
to be dishonest, for the Government, in that case, to give the officer 
relief. For there he exercises the power of selection, and I apprehend 
whether there be any statute on the subject directing or allowing it 
to be done or not, under the common law, under the recognized law 
of the country, under such circumstance, he would have the right to 
exact from his employé an obligation with security indemnifying 
him against any loss either by negligence or by dishonesty. 

I shall always vote against giving relief in either of the cases I 
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have mentioned, either where the dishonest employé is of the officer’s 
own selection, or where under the law he has the right to exact from 
the employé a bond and fails to do so. But in the case where the 
Government exercises the authority to appoint, and puts into anoth- 
ers employment a clerk or other custodian of the funds, it makes him 
the bailee; he is the Government’s agent. If the Government puts 
a clerk there and he turns out to be a thief, after the principal has 
exercised proper discretion and reasonable diligence, in all such cases 
I shall vote, and vote cheerfully, to relieve the officer. 

Mr. SPARKS, I think this case goes further in this direction than 
any case that has ever before been brought before this House. The 

ntleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] has most clearly presented 
i The clerk of the assistant treasurer of the United States at Phila- 
delphia abstracted $800 of the money of the Government then and 
there in the custody of that officer. Of course, the assistant treas- 
urer had to account for and make good the money so lost. 

Now, this officer by this bill desires to be relieved of this loss and 
have that amount refunded to him, upon the ground that he himself 
was not in default, but that a clerk in his office was the thief. Why, 
sir, that case is just as broad as the claim of a banker would be in 
whose bank I may have deposited my money, and from which his 
clerk has stolen it, when he (the banker) should ask me to relieve 
him from the payment of that money which I 1 in his hands 
for the reason that it has been stolen by his clerk. I can see no dif- 
ference. 

Do any of these gentlemen here insinuate that these assistant treas- 
urers of the United States have clerks forced upon them? I know 
that is not so. They have the control of their own clerks, and are 
responsible for the acts of their clerks, or else there can be no safety 
to the public. Istate that to be the fact. No authority of the Gov- 
ernment is exercised in the appointment of clerks for assistant treas- 


urers. 

Mr. BROWNE. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPARKS] 

rmit me a moment ? 

Mr. SPARKS. Certainly. R 

Mr. BROWNE. I want that question made clear. I understood 
from the statement of the gentleman who has charge of this bill [Mr. 
DUNNELL] that in this instance the Government exercised the right 
or the power of appointing the subordinate of this assistant treas- 


urer—— 

Mr. SPARKS. That is a mistake. 

Mr. BROWNE. And that in consequence of the dishonesty of this 
subordinate so gad Ge by the Government this money was lost. 

Mr. SP. S. Iwill explain that. In this case, as shown by the 
1 80 of the committee, the assistant treasurer found this clerk in 
office, and he continued him there by making him his own officer. 
Gentlemen will also perceive that in this particular case this assist- 
ant treasurer himself promoted this man. He not only kept him in 
the position he found him in, and from which, when he went into 
office, he had the right to remove him and put in his place his own 
confidential 1 but he promoted him. 

Mr. MORSE. Had he the right to remove that man without the 
consent of the Government ? 

Mr. SPARKS. Unquestionably he had the right to remove him. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Let me correct the gentleman. This man was in 
the office of the assistant treasurer, 

Mr. SPARKS. Yes. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Confirmed in that position by the Treasury De- 
partment. He was not there by virtue of an appointment made by 
the assistant treasurer. 

Mr. SPARKS. By whom was he appointed ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. By the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. SPARKS. These clerks are not appointed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. DUNNELL. This clerk was there, having been nominated by 
the assistant treasurer and confirmed by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. He was in office with a good record up to the time that this as- 
sistant treasurer took the office, and he continued in the discharge of 
the duties of his position, this assistant treasurer keeping the man 
who had previo 7 a good record. 

Mr. SPARKS. I cannot yield toall this interruption. If the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] states that these clerks are 
not spree of the assistant treasurers and controlled by them, 
then I am either in error or he is; that is a square issue. 

Now, I say that the clerks of assistant treasurers are appointed by 
and belong to them, so far as the power of controlling them is con- 
cerned. No clerk can be kept in the office of an assistant treasurer, 
in opposition to the wishes of that officer. That is my statement, 
and i makes a square issue. Does the gentleman say to the con- 


The assistant treasurer has the power to appoint his clerks. It may 
be necessary for him to receive some confirmation from the Secretary 
of the Treasury. But he is the clerk of the assistant treasurer, and 
when that officer goes into office he has the power to clean out all of the 
clerks at once, and appoint such clerks as he may choose to enable 
him to discharge the duties of the office for which he is responsible 
to the Government. That is the rule and the law. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. SPARKS. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I will ask the gentleman if he had been put into 


this office as Mr. Eyster was, and had been told by his predecessor, 

the outgoing assistant treasurer, that there was a clerk there who 

had been in the office for a number of years, who had a perfectly good 

record, would the gentleman accepting so important an office as that 

uays “ cleaned out” that clerk without any earthly evidence against 
im 

Mr. SPARKS. The gentleman asks me a fair question and now I 
will answer it as fairly. Yes, sir; if I am appointed to an office in- 
volving the custody of millions of the public money, I will select men 
that I myself know to be honest and reliable to assist me in the dis- 
charge of the duties of that office, and not take or keep men of whom 
I know nothing except from the recommendation of others. 

Now, I want to state to the gentleman another fact, that there is 
no careful assistant treasurer in the United States who does 
not do that. Ihave had some practical experience on that subject. 
I was once myself a land office receiver, and thereby became ac- 
quainted with these matters. I know that of the assistant treasurers 
with whom I have had business relations, not one of them ever 
dreamed of going into office and being compelled to keep the clerks 
who were there under their predecessors. Does it stand to reason 
that they would do it? Does it not stand to reason that a man hav- 
ing charge of millions of the public money would insist upon select- 
ing that class of confidential agents that they knew well and in whom 
they had fall confidence, to assist them in taking care of and properly 
controlling such large money interests as are committed to their 
charge? I take it that such is the fact, the rule, and the law. 

It is trne that when a man comes into office and finds a clerk there 
he may, if the clerk is satisfactory and sufficiently recommended to 
him by his predecessor, retain him; but he must stand the conse- 
quences. It then becomes his own appointment, and by retaining him 
he makes him his own officer. In such case to insist that the assist- 
ant treasurer should be relieved because his own agent and confiden- 
tial clerk thus selected should abstract and steal the people’s mone 
is, it seems to me, to open a very wide door to peculation and fraud. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is it not a fact also that large salaries are given 
to these officers in order to compensate them for every possible loss 
„tr. SPARKS I he salary is graded rdi 

r. . I suppose the sa is according to the re- 
2 incurred as well as the labor to be done. £ 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And every time we attempt to reduce the salary 
of one of these officers, is not the hue and cry raised that his respon- 
sibility is so great? 

Mr. DUNNELL. This officer during his official term has handled 
hundreds of millions of dollars without one cent of deficiency other 
than this. The salary paid him was $4,500 a year. 

A MEMBER, What was his bond? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Two hundred thousand dollars. 
ar SPARRE. The booi 25 S Loe ee are, both sat tay 

and the responsibility of the bondsmen care scrutinized. 

Mr. BUNNELL. A clerk whose dishonesty was not deveioped until 
after his . and could not be foreseen by his principal, 
takes out half a dollar at a time from this bag and that, making alto- 
gether $882.50. There were over $6,000,000 counted on that very day. 

Mr, SPARKS. We are not 1 that this money was stolen. 
We take it for granted that the committee has reported the facts 
that this amount of money in the assistant treasurer's office was ab- 
stracted by his clerk, the money being in the custody of the assistant 
treasurer and he being responsible for the acts of his clerk asa banker 
would be accountable for the acts of his clerk. 

Now, what was the Spinner case which my colleague has alluded 
to? In that case the loss was occasioned by a burglary. The office 
of the Treasurer was entered by burglars, and the money stolen by 
them. Therefore General Spinner could come to Congress with some 
show of reason and ask reimbursement for the money which had thus 
been taken, not by any act of his or of any agent for whom he was re- 
sponsible, but by thieves for whom he certainly was not responsible 
who entered the office and stole it. 

We have had some other cases of that sort, and they present grave 
questions. It is not every case of that kind, by any means, in which 
I would approve of reimbursement. I hold to the doctrine presented 
by the gen eman from Texas, [ Mr. REAGAN, ] that these officers should: 
be held to a rigid account for every dollar coming into their hands, 
unless lost by means wherein there is no fault on their part and where 
the Government is clearly in default. In the ease of General Spinner 
the Government may have been in default. Perhaps it was incumbent 
on the Government to provide a safe or a building so strong that 
burglars could not enter it. Perhaps, therefore, in cases of that kind 
relief ought to be granted. It strikes me, however, as a correct gen- 
eral principle that the officer should be held responsible for all losses 
except where the Government is very clearly in default. 

Let me give an illustration. Suppose the Government funds are 
being conveyed by an agent from point to point under an escort fur- 
nished by the Government; the escort is overpowered or proves. 
unfaithful; and we will further suppose that it was a part of the 
contract entering into the relation of custodian that the escort should 
be furnished by the Government; in cases of that kind I should think 


the Government ought to suffer the loss or refund the money ; but in 
no case should it do so where there has been no default on the part. 
of the Government. In cases like this now before the House, where 
there has been simply a loss of money through the larceny of an agent. 
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se by the officer asking to be reimbursed, a clerk indorsed and 
promqted by the assistant treasurer himself, it certainly is not in- 
cumbent upon nor will it do for Congress to refund the money and 
thereby reimburse the officer for such loss. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. Chairman, I was not disposed to take part in 
this discussion. I had made up my mind to sapport the bill, and in 
doing so follow the unanimous report made by the Committee of 
Ways and Means. Having found that in the last Congress Mr. Rob- 
bins, of North Carolina, then a member of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, made a report similar in effect and purpose, recommend- 
ing the repayment of this money, and also that in the Forty-fourth 
Congress Governor Thomas, of Maryland, then a member of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, made a report recommending the passage 
of such a bill, I had determined to vote in accordance with those re- 
ports. 

I will sa 
case to W 


to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SparKs] that the 
ch he has referred, that of General Francis E. Spinner, for 
many years Treasurer of the United States, was in many respects ex- 
actly similar to this. The bill which we passed reimbu him for 
a number of items. The largest of those items was for a loss occa- 
sioned by burglary; but the same section of the law, to which I ask 
the attention of the committee, and 9 March 3, 1873, contains, 
as the gentleman will find, several allowances for embezzlement by 
dishonest clerks and employés. The section is as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $61,174.52, lawful sored be, and it hereby is, appro- 

riated, out of any moneys in the eee not otherwise appropriated, to reim- 
Purse Francis E. 8 inner for losses in in his office as Treasurer of the United 
States, through embestiament on the 8 employés and otherwise, without neg- 
ligence or fault on 8 namely: by the embezzlement of Seth Johnson, 
late interest-teller, $37,894.20; loss e embezzlement of F. A. Marden, late 
chief of division of accounts, $11,413.97; part of a package of new notes stolen 
from the division of issues, $11,500; amount found short in an actual count of 
$131,000, specimen currency, $71.77; amount found short in an actual count of the 
paying teller's cash, twenty cents; amount found short in an actual count of a 
package of new notes, $1; amount found short in an actual count of a 2 of 
new notes, temporarily made by the original counter, $20; amount found 
in an actual count of the funds of the redemption division, $131.37; amount found 
short in an actual count of the funds of the cash division, $142.01 in all. $61,174.52. 

I do not think that in this Con or in any other we shall estab- 
lish a principle which will forbid reimbursement of a public officer 
for losses occasioned by the dishonesty of a clerk. 

There are upon the statute-book yest of precedents made by for- 
mer Congresses for the passage of a bill of this kind. The case of 
the assistant treasurer at New York, Mr. Hillhouse, was very similar 
to this. In that case a large amount of money—thousands of dol- 
lars—had been embezzled by a dishonest clerk, as is recited in the act 
itself, which is as follows: 


An act for the relief of Thomas Hi 


house, assistant treasurer of the United States 
in New York City. 


nal-revenue stamps embezzled by James I. Johnson, a clerk in bis 
the default or ni ce of said assistant treasurer. 
Approved March 5, 1874. 


Here is also an act passed by Congress and apes by the Presi- 
dent which is a p nt for this kind of remedial legislation : 
An act for the relief of Captain Charles McClure. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
America in 


8844. 
a clerk in his employ, the amount being lost without neglect or fault of said Me- 


ure. 

Approved March 3. 1873. 

There are also other cases where relief has been given in like man- 
ner to make 1 the embezzlement of subordinates ; for instance, in 
the case of the cashier of William B. Thomas, formerly collector of 
the port of eee ye and also in the case of the embezzlement 
by a subordinate under John L. Thomas, collector of the port of Bal- 
timore. I might go on multiplying precedents. 

A gentleman appointed to a responsible position like that of United 
States assistant treasurer, upon entering his office finds employed 
there a body of clerks who are recommended to him by his predeces- 
sor as honest and 8 of performing all their duties. Naturally 
he retains those clerks. Especially in such institutions as the sub- 
treasuries of the United States it is a very delicate thing, indeed, to 
remove a man from a position if he has been correct in his dealings 
as an official. 

And besides, Mr, Chairman, according to the theory of the gentle- 
man from Ilinois you might as well argue that the Secretary of the 
Treasury should be chargeable with such losses, for he at last is the 
one who really appoints the clerks in the office of the assistant treas- 
urer at Philadelphia, or the office of the assistant treasurer at Boston 
or elsewhere, as the case may be. Those assistant treasurers cannot 


Secretary of the ry. So in all positions subject to duty under 
the Treasury Department. 
One word er in this matter. I hold in this very instance, as 


a gentleman of great integrity of character, extremely carefal in all 
his acts, and vigilant, that it was prudence and care on his part which 
at last discovered this loss of eight or nine hundred dollars through 
this subordinate. Under the law establishing the mints in the United 
States in 1872 or 1873 the Secretary of the Treasury ordered all the 
assistant treasurers at the various sub-treasuries in the country and 
all the superintendents of mints of the United States to have a re- 
count of bullion. The law almost required it to be done. This count 
was made under the supervision of careful officers in Assistant Treas- 
urer Eyster’s office. As they were coming to the close in reference to 
the bullion, which under the order of the Secretary they were obliged 
to count, it was because of the extreme care on the part of Mr. Eyster - 
and his cashier that this error of $800 or so was discovered. I say it 
was the vigilance and watchful care of this officer which brought 
this loss to light. 

Now, what did he do? As soon as he discovered this amount in 
default which had been embezzled by this man Bond he disch 
him. Mr. Eyster had been in office two or three years, Bond 
held over, coming to him highly recommended by his predecessor, and 
he promoted him, I suppose, because he fonnd in him ability in the 
discharge of his business and, as was supposed, integrity, But that, 
sir, does not argue against the treasurer as being wanting in diligence. 
As soon as he discovered this man had done wrong he disch him. 
Subsequently, as appears by the report, Mr. Eyster paid the amount 
of the loss into the Treasury of the United States. 

I think, in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, taking these three reports 
from three distinct Committees of Ways and Means of this House, 
this Congress, from that fact alone, would be perfectly justified in 
pasing this bill. I hope the bill will be passed. It is but just to a 

ighly meritorious official. 

r. FINLEY. I have no doubt from the fact stated by the report 
of the committee they were justifiable in 8 the conclusion 
they did, that the man who took this money without authority was 
a thief. I think the facts fully carry ont the committee in comin 
to the conclusion that the man who stole the money was a thie 
Gentlemen, however, insist we should make good this money to Mr. 
Eyster because they claim he himself was guilty of no want of care 
in permitting nearly a thousand dollars to be stolenfrom him. Of 
course Mr. Eyster showed t deal of diligence in locking the 
stable after the horse was stolen. My opinion of the matter is that 
if he had exhibited one-half of the diligence before that he did after- 
ward, we would not be called upon here to make good a thousand 
dollars stolen from his rs There is sufficient on the face of 
this report to show that Mr. Eyster has been guilty of negligence in 
this matter, and it is setting a bad 
this money which was stolen from 
own appointment. : 

Mr. KELLEY. That is a mistake; he found him in office when he 
came to it. 

Mr, FINLEY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The report reads he 
found him there when he came there. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes. 

Mr. FINLEY. As soon as he assumed the duties of the office, if he 
continued in office the clerks and employés, they at once became his. 
He certainly had the right to remove them. If he confirmed the ap- 
pointments he found there, then they became his by virtue of that 
confirmation. If he, furthermore, poet this man to a higher 
office, then undoubtedly he became his. 

Now, then, the agent of this man steals a thousand dollars from the 
Government. The committee say he stole it. The committee say it 
was the act of a thief; and yet I find in the report here that the 
district attorney gave the opinion that the thief this man had ap- 
pointed and promoted could not be prosecuted under the law for lar- 
ceny. It is the first time in my experience that I ever heard that a 
thief could not be prosecuted for larceny if the proof conld be made 
against him, and to this day that man’s agent has not been prose- 
cuted but is at large. 

But was it not negligence in Mr. Eyster to permit his own 8) 

bags out 
gs 


8 for Congress to refund 
r. Eyster by an employé of his 


to take from these money day by day in small sums wit 
ever counting the ba As the committee report, it is a loss which 
would have been detected, or ought to have been detected, by the use 
of proper diligence. Now, then, was it not negligence on his part 
not to make the discovery ; not to know that his clerk was abstract- 
ing the 3 ? 
ut his negligence did not stop here, for it appears on reading this 
report that after it was discovered that Mr. Bond, this agent or clerk, 
had abstracted this money, forit appears that it was stolen, Mr. Eyster 
did not go to work to count the money on hand in those bags; Dut it 
appears he simply counted the bags which bore the mark of Mr. 
Bond, the defaulting employé. For all we know another dishonest 
clerk or agent may turn up when he counts the other bags, and that 
some other agent or dishonest clerk has abstracted a thousand or two 
thousand do and we would have Mr. 1 ei coming here again 
asking that he shall be reimbursed for that loss. Now, that was the 
duty of Mr. Eyster, and he ought to be held responsible for the honesty 


of his clerk, and the honest keeping of the money intrusted to his care. 


Gentlemen say that his salary is so low and his bond is so large 
that this would work a great hardship. My answer to that is, if he 
cannot employ clerks in whom he has full confidence, and with whom 
he is willing to intrust the money on asmall salary and a large bond, 
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all he has to do is to resign, and they will find somebody else who 
will take care of it and perform the service. He is not bound to re- 
main, and I believe it is setting a bad precedent to make good to any 
officer the losses sustained by the dishonest act of his clerk, for 
whose honesty he is accountable. If this loss had occurred in con- 
sodun of a fire or of a burglary, or of some casualty over which 
he no control and could not prevent, it would raise an entirely 
different question. But here we have his own servant, his own 
agent, the m he both 5 and promoted, e e this 
money, and J think it would be “ye and improper to reimburse 
him for this loss. I think he should be held responsible. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that the Committee 
ef Ways and Means have three times investigated this case. Three 
different Committees of Ways and Means have examined it, and have 
always arrived at the same conclusion, that Mr. Eyster had not been 
guilty of negligence, or in any way been derelict in his duty. 

What were the circumstances of the appointment cf this dishonest 
clerk? It had been made by Mr. Eyster's predecessor. The clerk was a 
man who had borne uniformly through life a good character and en- 
joyed the confidence of his employers and of the community. He was 
not subject to removal by Mr. Eyster, as he could not have been ap- 
pointed by Mr. Eyster. The assistant treasurer may nominate a 
clerk when there is a vacancy, but the Department at Washington 
confirms it. He is a clerk of the Department, and can only be re- 
meved by the Department on cause shown. 

Now, Mr. Eyster's first suspicion arose from the discovery of this 
peculation, and as soon as suspicion was created he took immediate 
action for the removal of the man and for his punishment. Thereis 


no possible of negligence chargeable to him. The case comes 
again within the line, a ong e, of precedents in which men have 
been reimbursed under similar circumstances. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Is there any case where money has been pe 
into the Treasury by a defaulting officer, and appropriation has been 
made by Congress to pay it out again? Have there not been cases 
where the parties have settled with the Government and paid the 
money into the Treasury ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I do not hear the gentleman’s question distinctly. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. What I desire to know is this: Is there any prec- 
edent, where the money has been paid by the defaulting officer into 
the Treasury, that an appropriation has been made by Congress to 
reimburse and return it to the party by whom it was paid? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir; if I understand the gentleman’s ques- 
tion 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Will the gentleman cite an instance? 

Mr. KELLEY. I cannot reply immediately from memory. I know 
that there have been such cases. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. The Spinner case is not such a case, neither is 
the Hillhouse case, which has been alluded to here. 

Mr. KELLEY. My colleague hands me a paper, in which I find 
the following bill for the relief of Mr. Spinner: 

SEC. 2. That the sum of $61,174.52, lawful money, be, and it hereby is, fe eased 
ated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to burse 
Francis E. Splaner for losses inourced in his office as rer of the United 
States, through embezzlement on the part of employés and otherwise, without 
negligence or fault on his pen ely: loss by the embezzlement of Seth John- 
son, interest teller, $37,894.20 ; loss by the embezzlement of F. A. Marden, late 
chief of division of accounts, $11,413.97; part of a package of new notes stolen 
from the division of issues, $11,500; amount found short in an actual count of 


$131,000, en currency, $71.77; amount found short in an actual count of the 
paying teller's cash, twenty cents; amount found short in an actual count of a 
package of new notes, $1; amount found short in an actual count of a package of 


new notes, tem ə by the o al counter, $20; amount found 

short in an actual count of the of the redemption division, $131.37; amount 

oe anon in an actual count of the funds of the cash division, $142.01; in all, 
1 

* March 3, 1873. 

There is another act, which became law on the 1st of March last: 
An act for the relief of Albert U. Wyman, late Treasurer of the United States. 
That the Seore of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 

to Rey to Albert U. . late Treasurer of the United States, out of any money 
in the Treasury not ether wise a riated, the sum of $2,351.70, to reimburse said 
Wyman for two bonds of the United. States known as “sixes of 1881," of the de- 
nomination of $1,000 each, and coupons thereon, purchased by him to replace two 
bonds of like issue and amount, bored peck Seg o First National Bank of New- 
port, Rhode Island, lost or abstracted from the vault of the national-bank division 
while Treasurer of the United States. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Now, if the gentleman will allow me, I will ask 
him whether General Spinner paid that money into the Treasury or 
whether it was simply ac upos the books of the 3 against 
him, and he could have no relief until that bill was passed 

Mr. KELLEY. I do not know how that fact is; but I know that 

ay is equity, and that it is no less equity if a man, finding him- 
self or the time being indebted, hands the money to the Govern- 
ment, that it shall not be out of interest or suffer derangement in its 
accounts, and then comes to it expressing his confidence in his own 
Government that it will do by him as it has invariably done by other 
faithful officers who have not been guilty of negligence or malfeas- 
ance; and that is the case of Mr. Eyster. A clerk appointed by the 
Treasury, who served under him, despoiled the Treasury, and he made 


his accounts good; and he now comes and asks his Government to 
reimburse him for the crime of a Treasury clerk, over whom he had 
no control, although he had supervision. That clerk is liable to in- 


dictment, and for aught I know has been indicted and punished ; and 
yet you say the law makes him indictable, but we will inflict the pecu- 
niary ty upon a man who could not have prevented the crime, 

Mr. REAGAN. The report shows he could not be indicted. 

Mr. KELLEY. I hold in my hand a case of the Supreme Court in 
which it is held that such clerks may be indicted. It is the case of 
the United States against Hartwell, Page 385 of 6 Wallace. 

Mr. FRYE. If the gentleman will allow me I will state that that 
case to the extent of Bodina sek this cashier was the disburs- 
ing officer of the Government; that he was not a clerk of the sub- 
treasurer. And you would adopt the doctrine here to-day, or it is 
urged by gentlemen on the ether side, that the Government shall hold 
the assistant treasurer responsible for the stealings of a man whom 
the United States courts determine was the disbursing agent of his 
own Government. I say it is an outrage upon justice or equity. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have said all I had to say on the question. 

Mr. MILLS. One would suppose, from the ar, ents which have 
been made, that every head of a 8 in this Government was 
an insurer against all losses incu in that Depurtment by the acts 
of subordinates. Have gentlemen considered just exactly where this 
leads? The Secretary of the Treasury, for instance, is required by 
law to appoint so many clerks; the Postmaster-General so many; 
all these Departments are required to have so many clerks; so many 
of one class, so many of another. Is it intended by these gentlemen 
that the Secretary of the Treasury is responsible for any defalcations 
that may occur by any one of the five hundred or one thousand clerks 
who have been appointed by him? He is compelled by law to make 
these appointments; he cannot escape making these appointments; 
and he to take his chance in making his selection, as every other 
man has to do, of selecting as best he can honest and capable men. 

To say that a salary of $5,000 or $6,000 is a sufficient tee 

ainst a liability for losses of ponens half a million of dollars is sim- 
ply an absurdity on its face. at man of pecuniary onsibility 
would accept the office of Secretary of the Treasury, or that of any 
other head of a Department with a salary of $8,000, and be responsi- 
ble for the loss of $10,000,000? It is simply to offer a premium for 
rascality to establish such a precedent. It is simply to issue an inter- 
diction against men of pecuniary responsibility from filling such 
offices. It is to farm out the offices to soldiers of fortune, as one high 
court has declared. 

That is the argument that is made in the interest of economy here, 
that heads of Departments in this Government are to be responsible 
for the thousands of subordinates under them whom they are com- 
pelled to ee by the authority of law. They cannot help it; they 
cannot evade it. And the argument is still carried further, and it is 
said that the heads of Departments are responsible for subordinates 
that they neither have appointed nor have power to remove. And 
we are asked for precedents for this thing. , Sir, if there be no 
precedent, and it is right, let us make one; if there are a thousand 
precedents, and it is wrong, let us disregard them. 

The question at last turns upon this: Is the officer responsible for 
the peculations and frauds of a subordinate whom he was compelled 
to appoint under a law which he could not help obeying? and is his 
little salary of $4,500 given to him by this Government to cover as 
with insurance a possible loss of a million of dollars ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It is his bond that covers that. 

Mr. MILLS. The only liability that the law fixes upon the su 
rior officer is to exercise ordinary diligence. If he has not been guilty 
of any neglect, if he has not disre; ed his own duty to the Govern- 
ment, he is not responsible in the eyes of the law, in the eyes of the 
Government, or in the eyes of any honest man for the loss of subor- 
dinates under him. And for Congress to establish the precedent that 
every man taking a position as head of one of the Departments of 
this Government opens a policy of insurance over the defalcations of 
the thousands of subordinates he may appoint, is simply to issue a 
1 to all men of peculiar responsibility that they are pro- 

ibited from taking such positions. 

The question was taken upon laying the bill aside, to be reported 
favorably to the House; and upon a division it was agreed to—ayes 
95, noes 39. 

REFUNDING OF TAXES ON MANUFACTURED TOBACCO. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2797) for the relief of certain citizens of Lynchburgh, Virginia, and 
refunding to them taxes improperly collected from them on manu- 
factured tobacco; reported from the Committee of Ways and Means 
by Mr, PHELPs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, directed 
to pay to the following enumerated citizens or firms of Lynchburgh, Vi nia, or 
to ve N Ba yea coe out of my momy i — the not otherwise 
appropriat sums, respectively, $ 

"Eo È Ford, jr., & Son, the om of 784.755 z 

To John T. ith & Co., the sum of $2,512.53 ; 

To Winfree & Allen, the sum of $1,117.70; 

To John H. Smith & Co., the sum of 31,834.60 


To F. M. Dunnington & Co., the sum of $1,819.54; 
hambers, the sum of $4,093 ; 


To Robert Mays, the sum of $3,252. 
To Tanner & Asher, the sum of $309.45 ; 
In full satisfaction of their claims for internal-revenue taxes improperly collected 


of them on manufactured tobacco. 
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Mr. PHELPS. I ask that the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee of Ways and Means, to whom was referred the petition of C. 
Ford, jr., and others, with an accompanying draft of a bill (H. R. 2797) for the relief 
of sundry citizens of 8 have had the same under consideration, 
and submit the following report: 

The persons asking to be relieved in this case are C. Ford, jr., and others. In 
the year 1868, and for some time prior thereto, they were manufacturers of plug- 
tobacco in Lynchburgh, and in the months of and May in that year sold at 
the current rates in that market, — 2 a Younger & Co., commission nts, to 
M. Seisfield, then a resident merchant there, and generally reputed and believed 
to be a man of responsibility and integrity, 103,306 pounds of tobacco, manufact- 
ured by themselves. The United States internal-revenue tax on the tobacco was 
forty cents a pound, amounting on the quantity sold to $41,322.40. 2 

By the provisions of the Revised Statutes of the United States then in force, the 
manufacturers were liable to pay the tax, but a custom prevailed in that market, 
more or less general and uniform, by which the manufacturer, with the assent of 
the United States assessor, and under a written permit from him, sold and deliv- 
ered his stock E Sa to the United States tax, with an agreement with the pur- 
chaser that he should pay it, a difference in the price being made in his favor 
equivalent to the amount of the tax. Such an arrangement, sale, and delivery were 
made by these parties, the purchaser having paid cash for the tobacco, less the 
amount of the tax. 

Under this arrangement, to which the United States assessor was thus a party, 
the tobacco was as the property of Seisfield, and the lists made against 
him, and duly receipted for by the United States collector, and in the month of Au- 


gust, before the tax was collected, he shipped the tobacco and absconded. 
The collector, th demanded the tax from the manufacturers, and opon 
their refusal to pay, disi ed and took possession of their establishments and 


advertised the same for Ina when the proprietors, in August, 1869, to avoid the 


sacrifice of their Pong and the destruction of their business, consented to a com- 
romise and paid the collector $26,196.60, in the following several sums, and were 

1 by the Government: 
William D. Mille „%„„„„6%õõũ˖10⸗xꝛ x 81, 193 60. 
C. Ford, ir. & - 7,584 75 
John T. Smith & Co 2,512 53 
Winfree & Allen 1.117 70 
John H. Smith & Co 1,834 60 
F. M.D was 1,819 54 
Ferguson & DIE cipannsckcandeceucqnécaystawagabssunatmelssardscan 4,093 00 
Hanconk & Moorman... 6c ccveic ccc sccacasswasswsedsvcqeucenssntcauase 2, 478 93 
Robert Mays: „„ eee eee ese 3, 252 50 
Water ARAN a<cuvh ssa esse nscnedwevsbaassasudeseuldacsaccasccaceses 309 45 
26, 196 60 


nal-revenue assessor for 
should be assessed against and 
tax was deducted from the price of the tobacco under that arrangement, the com- 
mittee think they are entitled to relief, and recommend the passage of the bill. 
Mr. PHELPS. The parties which it is proposed to relieve by this 
bill are respectable citizens of Lynchburgh, Virginia, who, in the 
rosecntion of their legitimate business, have paid as taxes into the 
8 of the United States more than 85,350,000. The transaction 
by which they disposed of the tobacco referred to in the report was 
made in pursuance of a local custom prevailing at that place, and 
which had the sanction of the United States revenue officer, given in 
a written permit issued by the proper officer. Without his sanction 
and without his permission the transaction would not have been made, 
and these parties would not have parted with the possession of their 


roperty. 
£ The material facts in this case are all set out in the report, and they 
establish incontestably the equity of the claim presented by these 
parties. The Committee of Ways and Means of the last Congress 
unanimously reported this bill, and that committee of the present 
et also report it with nearly the same unanimity. I move that 
the bill be laid aside, to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. CONGER. This is a case where those who were in duty bound 
to pay taxes to the Government did not pay them until they were 
compelled to do so by the enforcement of the law. The only excuse 
they now give for asking that this money be paid back to them is 
that they by some process instituted a custom unknown to the law, con- 
trary to the law, and in contravention of the law, whereby the purchas- 
ers of this tobacco were understood to a to pay the taxes upon it. 
Now, that did not relieve them in law from the duty of paying the 
tax; they could not relieve themselvesfrom that duty by any such 

ent. 

The revenue officer had no right whatever, under any law of the 
United States, to permit such a custom by which the Government 
could be deprived of this tax. It is said that this tobacco was sold to 
purchasers who, by the custom then in force, were understood, among 
these parties and by some officers of the Government, to be the par- 
ties who would pay the tax; and, having obtained possession of the 
property, these purchasers went away without paying the tax, or failed 
in business and were unable to pay it. That is the case, if I under- 
stand it aright. 

This is a bill for the relief of I do not know how many persons 
ten, fifteen, twenty; I do not know but more—all embraced in one 
bill, without any regard to the peculiar cireumstances of each case. 
We are asked to vote back to them the taxes paid by them under the 
law, because the purchasers of their property failed in business or 
went away. I have to say that if we establish such a precedent as 
that we will call around us a swarm of men almost innumerable, who 
could just as propesiy and just as honestly ask the Government to 
pay back to them taxes which they ought to have paid and which 


d pay, and which werk | ask to have restored to them, simply 
some officers of the Government, orig- 


they di 
because they, in common wi 


inated a custom con to law. It is a proposition to pay a pre- 
mium to encourage an officer to assent to propositions made by tax- 
payers which will relieve them from the responsibilities of payi 
the taxes imposed by law, and will compel the Government to 

2 those who are under the law not at all liable for the payment of 
the tax. 

In the Committee of Ways and Means I, in common with other 
members of the committee, disa from the conclusions to which 
the mayors arrived, and opposed the making a favorable report 
upon this bill. I op it t ere ea. t oppos it here. I can see no 
good reason why such a precedent shoul established. I object to 
this bill, in addition, because it couples together a large number of 
persons who have individual claims, each standing upon its own 
merits. 

Mr. PHELPS. It was but a single transaction. 

Mr. CONGER. These claims may have arisen out of the same set 
of transactions, but the sales to the person with whom the supposed 
agreement was made were all separate sales, made at different times 
and under different circumstances. It is because of the very fact that 
they are coupled together and attempted to be passed together, be- 
cause they refer to the same subject-matter, because they relate to 
sales of tobacco by these different persons to one individual who 
failed to pay the tax, that I object to the bill. That in itself is a 
serious objection to the passage of the bill; that in itself would make 
the passage of this bill a dangerous precedent; it would invite the 

ple of a whole community, of a whole parish or county, of a whole 
State, to come together to Con and ask for such relief. 

Now, if the Treasury of the United States is so full that we can go 
back for years and pay out of it the money which has been collected 
for taxes according to law, paid by those who may or may not have 
properly infiuenced an officer of the Government, it would be well 
that it should be known and understood. It would be well that it 
should be known and understood that the more men having some- 
what similar claims who can be associated together in a bill the bet- 
ter can they procure their rights, as they call them, or the better 
procure this relief from the Government, than if they should present 
their individual claims separately. 

I do not see the necessity of hurrying through this class of bills. 
We sit here for months with men knocking at the doors of this 
Chamber for their pay as public officers. The marshalsof the United - 
States have performed their duties and paid the expenses of the 
Government of the United States out of their own pockets, and they 
are unpaid. We cannot get reports on that subject ; we cannot have 
an opportunity for action. But if somebody who was bound to pay 
a tax under the law has paid it, and there can be presented an 
flimsy excuse whatever for reaching our hands into the Treasury an 
taking money to make repayment where taxes have been paid ac- 
cording to law, suth a case receives early hearing and is rushed 


through. 

There is a responsibility upon this House to pay, first, the known 
and acknowledged indebtedness to public servants who have not only 
given their time to the public service, but have paid the expenses of 
this Government out of their own pockets for almost a year. Ib is 
time that their cases should be heard. When we have paid this in- 
debtedness of the country, it will be time enough to consider whether 
we can be liberal enough to refund taxes properly assessed, properly 
demanded, and properly paid—taxes which, if refunded, the Gov- 
ernment has no legal right to receive from any other source whatever. 

Let gentlemen tell us why we should be in such hot haste to draw 
money from the Treasury to refund taxes which were properly paid 
under the law, while we are refusing from month to month to hear 
the demands of our own officers who have been left without fees and 
who are simply asking restoration of the money that they have paid 
on behalf of the Government. If any one will tell me why the Gov- 
ernment in this case should lose its taxes, if any one will tell me why 
a man who, by some collusion perhaps with an officer of the Gevern- 
ment, threw off upon another individual the responsibility of payin 
taxes which the law did not assess upon him, and the 3 0 
which the Government cannot enforce against him, then I may cease 
n to this bill. 

. TUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I beg the attention of the commit- 
tee 2 a few moments, while I state this case with all fairness and 
candor. 

In the year 1863, before stamps were required to be placed upon 
packages of tobacco sold by a manufacturer, when taxes were paid 
upon assessments made by assessors in the different districts, a num- 
ber of manufacturers in the city of Lynchburgh, in 3 were en- 
deavoring to make a profit by engaging in the manufacture of tobacco. 
A man named Seisfield, having a large warehouse there, carried on 
an extensive business as a wholesale dealer in tobacco. It was agreed 
between the assessor and these parties engaged in the manufacture 
of tobacco that if they sold their tobacco to Seisfield they might re- 
move it without the payment of tax to the warehouse of Seisfield, to 
whom the tax would be charged. Hence, in selling their tobacco, 
these gentlemen deducted from the amount they demanded from Seis- 
field che tax which was due. In the sale of their tobacco they never 
received anything for the tax, the assessor saying that it might be 
charged to Seisfield. The assessor gave a written permit for the re- 
moval cf the tobacco to Seisfield’s warehouse without the payment 
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of which was cha on the books to Seisfield. The taxes were 
not collected from Seislield for four or five months, these parties in 
the mean while going on with their business and ishing him to- 
bacco. At the end of five months Seisfield absconded ; and then the 
assessor and collector came upon these parties and demanded pay- 
ment of the tax, levied upon their factories, their residences, their 
whole property. These men being thus, as it were, held by the throat, 
eai ya they possessed in the world being liable to sale, consented, 
on being Tet oft, to pay 000 of the $40,000 charged against them. 
They were advised to do this by the agent sent down there by the 
Treasury Department to look into this matter, who reported that they 
had acted in perfect good faith, and advised them to appeal to Con- 
gress for a remission of the tax. 

As the gentleman from Michigan has said, in the requirement that 
these taxes should be paid, there was nothing to which these parties 
could technically object. The proceeding by which the payment of 
the tax was to be transferred to Seisfield was no doubt irregular and 
illegal, though it was not only allowed by the assessor, but approved 
upon consultation with the Commissioner of Internal Revenue who 
said, “I do not care what you do about it; all you have to do is to 
collect the tax.” Upon this consent of Government officials the Com- 
missioner of In Revenue as well as the assessor—these parties, 
acting in entire good faith, parted with their iy pated without mak- 
ing any charge for the amount of the tax which they were afterward 

ed upon to pay. 4 

It oa to a that the case stands as if the parties in this case had 

iven to the collector of taxes an order upon Seisfield for the tax; 

t order is accepted by the collector in payment of the tax; and 
now not haying collected it from the drawee, he comes back on the 
drawer for tax lost by his own negligence. 

Mr. CONGER. If a check is protested it comes back to the drawer 
for payment. That is the case here, I agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. TUCKER. That is not the case here. The payee cannot come 
back on the drawer unless he has made due 33 of the draft, 
due demand on the drawee. In this case the demand was not made 
for five months, and the collector never came back on the dra wer 
until the drawee had absconded. I ask the gentleman whether he 
thinks it fair for this Government to hold these parties responsible in 
such a case? 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman now comes to what he considers 
the equities. 7 

Mr. TUCKER. No, sir, the equities are the law of all bills of ex- 
change. This is one of those cases in which, as Lord Mansfield said, 
the principles of commercial law are as wide as the world; there is 
no statutory limitation upon them. The law is not one thing in one 
place and another thing in another. It is universal law, applicable 
everywhere, that if I give a draft to a man who does not use due 
diligence in presenting it, and meanwhile the drawee absconds, he 
cannot come back on me and demand payment, 

Mr, CONGER. Why did not they avail themselves of that legal 
right? 

r. TUCKER. Because they were then in the position of havin 
all their property exposed for sale with no power to enjoin it, wit 
no power for relief except to come here to the great inquest of the 
nation. 

Mr. REED. I should like to make an inquiry of the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. TUCKER. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. I see in this report it says the stock was delivered sub- 
ject to the United States tax, with an agreement with the purchaser 
that he should pay. With whom was that agreement made? 

Mr. TUCKER. With the assessor. And Iwill say now to my friend 
from Maine, thatin the whole testimony—and I know the parties per- 
fectly well—there is not the slightest shadow of imputation on the 

ood faith of these parties, or any purpose on their part to defraud the 
1 

Mr. REED. One other question. 

Mr. TUCKER. Certainly 

Mr. REED. You say the matter was brought to the notice of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue and he said he did not care pro- 
vided the tax was collected? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. Was that prior to this arrangement with the assessor? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes, sir. 

Now, sir, I was going to say so far from these parties attempting to 
avoid their liability for any tax, these very men to whom this money 
ought to be returned bg into the United States in taxes on tobacco 
since the war over $5,000,000. And that is a city that is paying nearly 
two millions of internal revenue on tobacco every year. I say, there- 
fore, these gentlemen come here just in this attitude before the House: 
They say we have been yer! tiene to pay this tax after we have given 
an order on a man, which the assessor accepted as payee of the tax, 
to whom we sold the tobacco less the tax, in order that he might pay 
the tax to the assessor. We ask the Government to say whether it 
is going to hold this gre in its pocket which we paid on this to- 
bacco when it has been en from us under the circumstances we 
have shown. I appeal not only to the be 8 but to the sense of jus- 
tice of this House. I do hope that this bill will be laid aside, to be 
reported to the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. FRYE. I wish to ask the gentleman another question. 

Mr. TUCKER. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Has the tleman stated what appeared in evidence, 
that this was not an isolated case but that it was the custom? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes, sir; it was the custom, perfectly well under- 
stood in the trade. 

Mr. REED. This matter is entirely new to me; but I should like 


statement of facts made by the tleman from Virginia. 
that the parties to this transaction knew it was illegal—the parties 
who participated in it, and who come here for relief. 

Mr. TUCKER. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. . 

Mr. TUCKER. I did not say the parties knew it was illegal. The 
truth is, at that time of day, in 1868, the people of Virginia knew 
nothing about the law except as they got it from the collector. 

Mr. D. Very well. 

Mr. TUCKER. d when the collector and assessor said this was 
the law and appued to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue they 
ninien and that is all. 

Mr. REED. And when they submitted it to the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, he said he cared not what arrangement they made 
provided the Government got the tax. Co uently the parties 
must have known that they were to be msible for the payment 
of the tax ; that if they trusted Seisfield under this arrangement they 
were liable to be called upon by the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue for the tax; and, under these circumstances, it seems to me they 
must have comprehended that they warranted the payment by Seis- 
field and this arrangement was made simply for their convenience. 
If a Government officer, transcending the bounds of his known duty, 
makes an arrangement merely for the convenience of a party and it 
is understood that by law all taxes are payable just the same as if no 
such arrangement was made, I do not see how the party can come 
here and claim exemption. 

And, further than that, Ido not see how any government can be 
carried on upon any such basis. If the United States is to be bound 
by the acts of its officers in violation of law, we are not having a 
reign of law but a reign of office-holders. And I submit on the state- 
ment made by the gentleman from Virginia it is establishing a dan- 
gerous and unpleasant precedent to remit the tax under these circum- 
stances. It was well known that every pound of tobacco was to pay 
tax, and it was well understood that the taxes were to be paid by 
the manufacturers at first-hand. 

It is claimed now an arrangement has been made including the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and on investigating that arrange- 
ment it seems the Commissioner of In Revenue consented to it 
only with the express understanding that at all events and under all 
circumstances the United States Government was to have the tax. 
The Government has to a certain extent got the tax. Why should it 
warrant Mr. Seisfield’s honesty for the tax any more than for the price 
of the tobacco? The tax was a part of the price of the tobacco. If 
it does not warrant the whole price, why should it warrant any part 
of the price? 

Mr. TUCKER. I do not desire to prolong this debate. 

Mr. CONGER. Let me say a word. 

Mr. TUCKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to add to what I have already said that after 
the statement of the gentleman from Virginia that when this matter 
came to the attention of the Departments they gave full force to all 
the equities of the case, and did make such an arrangement that the 
United States should lose something, one-half of the tax due; made 
a proposition it seems with those liable for the tax that if they would 
pay a part, and share the loss with the Government, they would be 
allowed to go free as to the remainder. The Government, it seems, 
accepted some $26,000 instead of the forty or fifty thousand, or what- 
ever sum it may have been, and divided with these sufferers, con- 
doned their ment with an official contrary to law and accepted 
& portion of this tax, and so settled the matter. Not satisfied with 
the settlement, which certainly in law and in equity and in good 
conscience was very favorable to those who . tax to the Uni- 
ted States, and who were in law bound to pay it, they come now and 
ignore that settlement and ask that the portion which they did pay 

all be restored to them. 

If unsatisfied with the Government in yielding so much, let them 
come here and test the question whether they shall pay all as a mat- 
ter of law, and as a matter of right. To the supporters of law, unin- 
fluenced by considerations of sympathy for these men, who undoubt- 
edly lost money through the purchase by Seisfield of their tobacco, 
my would be compelled to refund the other portion to the Treasury 
of the United States, and thereby save the imposition of additional 
tax upon the other people of the United States. 

Mr. REAGAN. It Sf ers Mr. Chairman, an arrangement was 
made outside the law, between the officer of the Government, the 
manufacturers of the tobacco, and the purchaser of that tobacco, and 
that the purchaser did not act honestly; that he was dishonest by 
absconding, and that the manufacturers thereby were required to pay 
the tax upon the tobacco. Now,I do not think the whole people 
should be held responsible for what these parties have suffered, but 
that the latter should be bound to protect themselves. We cannot 
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undertake to guarantee the honesty of men who deal in tobacco or 


sa eae else. R ; 
r. TUCKER. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. WHITE. Do I understand we are asked to refund money here 
which was paid by these parties simply as a compromise ? 

The C MAN. Does the gentleman desire to debate the ques- 
tion? 

Mr. TUCKER. The House is dividing. [Cries of “ Vote!“ 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order pending a division of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise for information, and I submit that I have a 
right to doso. I understand this amount of money was paid on a 
compromise; that the original amount of the tax claimed against 
this property was forty-one thousand and some odd hundred dollars, 
and that the property itself was seized, and that then it was compro- 
mised for 000, 

Mr. TUCKER. No, sir. It was not the property which was liable 
for the tax that was seized. It was their homes, their factories, and 
their whole business; and while the Government held this property 
in its possession, then the compromise the gentleman speaks of was 
made under duress, ' 

Mr. WHITE. Then,I understand the entire amount of the tax 
originally claimed was $41,000 and it was compromised by the parties 
who ask relief, for $26,000 ; and now they ask to go back of the com- 
promise, and claim that the Government shall refund the money thus 

id 


as TUCKER. Isay they ask to go back of a compromise made 
with the Government under the circumstances of duress to which I 
have referred, and they ap to the equity and sense of justice of 
the Government to refund the tax. f 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion that the bill be 
laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 88, noes 31, 

So (further count not being called for) the bill was laid aside, to be 
reported favorably to the House. 

Mr, FINLEY. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. MITCHELL reported that the Committee of the Whole 
had had under consideration the Private Calendar, and had directed 
him to report two bills with a recommendation that the same be passed. 

CHARLES CLINTON. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the consideration of the two bills just 
reported from the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
the unfinished business is the bill (H. R. No. 1542) for the relief of 
Charles Clinton, of New Orleans, late assistant treasurer at New Or- 
leans, which comes over from a former Friday. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The House will remember when this bill was 
reached as unfinished business on the last consideration day it was 

assed over that the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] might 

present at its consideration. It is not my purpose to say anything 

in addition to what was said while the bill was under consideration 

except this, that the action of the committee to-day on a bill very 

similar in its character, and in a case in my judgment not so strong 

as this, should be sufficient, I think, to induce the House to reverse 
the action of the committee on this bill and pass it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I call for the re order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. This bill comes over 
as unfinished business, having on à former Friday been reported ad- 
versely by the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. C SLE. The vote in the committee on this bill was less 
than a quorum, as shown by the RECORD; while to-day, on a very full 
vote on the other bill, there was a majority in its favor. The 
principle involved in the two bills is substantially the same, and 
whatever action should be taken on the one I think should be taken 
on the other. I yield the floor to the gentleman from Lonisiana, 
{Mr. erases 

Mr. MCMAHON. I would suggest to the gentleman from Louisiana 
that he should not proceed to-day, when there is not a quorum present. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish merely to call the attention of the House to 
the facts in this case. But as gentlemen around me desire it, I yield 
for a motion to sees 

Mr. SPARKS. 1 move that the House do now adjourn. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

Mr. UPSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolu- 
tion of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 163) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to expend asam of money heretofore appropriated for the erection 
of a storehouse and depot building at the city of Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska. 

j LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was ted to Mr. CHIT- 
TENDEN, for four days, on account of important business. 

The motion of Mr. SPARKS was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 


four o’clock and twenty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other pa were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. WILLIAM ALDRICH: Papers relating to the Indian depre- 
dation claim of H. A. Bateman—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of John A. Pitts and others, that 
the benefits of the pension act be extended to Thomas Max- 
well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAILEY: The petition of Engineer Robert Stewart and 27 
others, captains, engineers, and pilots, for the reduction of license fees 
of engineers, on mrs and pilots—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BAYNE: The petition of Peter Gilner, to be relieved from 
the consequences resulting from an unjust sentence of a military 
court-martial—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BICKNELL: The petition of Henry A. Smith and 22 other 
Indiana soldiers, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: Papers relating to the claim of W. F. Daval, 
for additional pay for furnishing iron-work for the construction of 
the T ee the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. B : The petition of Isaac L. Dusenberry, for the cor- 
rection of his military record—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: Pa: relating to the pension claims of Fielding 
Bradford, Alfred G. Fifield, Frank T. Hill, and Dennis Sullivan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCKNER: A bill to improve Cuivre River, in the State of 
Missouri—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of N. B. Dudley, J. S. Flowers, 
and others, citizens of Kentucky, for legislation regulating railway 
freight cha to the same committee. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of citizens of Osceola County, 
Towa, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petitions of citizens of Logansport, Sulli- 
van, Bluffton, Worthington, Huntington, Muncie, Crawfordsville, 
Rushville, Pendleton, ord, Evansville, Indianapo lis, Terre Haute, 
LaFayette, Seymour, Auburn, Peru, Portland, Greensburgh, Washing- 
ton, New Harmony, Covington, Brazil, Goodland, Princeton, New 
Albany, Martinsville, Zionsville, Vevay, Lebanon, La Porte, Nobles- 
ville, Crown Point, Aurora, Fort Wayne, Lawrenceburgh, Marion, 
Cambridge City, Edinburgh, Winchester, Delphi, Shelbyville, Marion, 
Kendalltown, Mount Vernon, and Pennington, Indiana, for the repeal 
of the law taxing money deposited in banks and requiring a two- 
cent stamp to be placed upon bank checks—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Also, the petition of George L. Castle, and 10 others, Union soldiers, 
for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLAFLIN: The petition of D. W. Ford and others, of Cam- 
bridge, Massachusetts, against the passage of the Bentley pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of William Gurley, of Boston, Massachusetts, for 
an increase of pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CLYMER: The petition of Franklin Saul, against the pas- 

è of Senate bill No. 496, and for the passage of the land-warrant 
bill—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of 112 citizens of the United States, for the pas- 
sage of Senate bill No. 843 of the Forty-fifth Congress and Honse bill 
No. 3524 of the Forty-fifth Congress, in reference to invalid pen- 
sions—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COLERICK: The petition of 1,000 citizens of Allen County, 
Indiana, for a ship-canal connecting Lake Erie with the navigable 
waters of Wabash River—to the Committee on Railways and Cauals. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of John McKay and 65 others, citi- 
zens of Macomb County, Michigan, for an amendment of the patent 
laws to protect innocent purchasers of patented articles, and to make 
manufacturers and vendors alone responsible for infringements—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of W. N. Storm and 10 other officers and soldiers 
of the United States, of Millington, Michigan, against the passage of 
Senate bill No. 496, or a similar bill, as against the rights and inter- 
ests of pensioners and applicants for pensions—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of John McKay, S. D. Andrews, and 70 others, 
citizens of Macomb County, Michigan, for the enactment of laws to 
prevent unjust discriminations and unreasonable fluctuations of 
freight 8 the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COOK: The petition of citizens of Georgia, for a post - route 
from Waresborough to Hazlehurst, Georgia - to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of citizens of Chickasaw County, 
Iowa, for the amendment of the patent laws so as to protect inno- 
cent purchasers of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of Angus McCrae and B. E. Ladd, 
contractors for building the gateways to the national cemeteries at 
Chattanooga and Vicksburgh, to be reimbursed for losses on their 
contract, amounting to $5,021.60—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. DICKEY: The petition of George H. Washburn and 60 
others, citizens of Highland County, Ohio, against the passage of Sen- 
ate bill No. 496, known as the sixty-surgeons bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, the petitions of L. M. Williams and 191 others ; of A. M. Will- 
iamson and 33 others, of Brown County, Ohio; of Philip G. South and 
52 others, of Clermont Saf Ohio; of Paul Milner and 38 others, 
of Highland County, Ohio, for the J anes of the Weaver soldier 
bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of James S. Shaw and 82 others, of Clinton 
County, Ohio, and of George H. Washburn and 67 others, of High- 
land County, Ohio, for the passage of the equalization of bounty bill— 
to the same committee. A 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of S. Hall and 40 others, citizens 
of Minnesota, for the passage of the interstate-commerce bill—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of S. Hall and 40 others, citizens of Minnesota, 
for the amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FERDON: The petition of Catharine Henry, widow of 
Hiram Henry, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: The petitions of Charles R. Martin and others, 
of Seneca County, Ohio, and of H. C. Chadwick and others, of Wyan- 
dot County, Ohio, for the passage of a bill equalizing the pay of sol- 
diers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORSYTHE: The petitions of William Middelton and 51 
others, of Effingham County, Illinois; of John Sharpand others, of Illi- 
nois; and of B.B. Bacon and others, of Shelby County, Illinois, for the 
passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Shelby County, Illinois, for the 

assage of a law protecting innocent purchasers of patented articles— 
fo the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Wayne County, Illinois, for the 
passage of oa regulating interstate commerce—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of members of Cherry Point Grange, No. 1223, 
Marshall County, Illinois, for the passage of the Reagan bill—to the 
same committee. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Illinois, for the passage of the 
bill providing for the building of a ship-canal from Chicago to the 
Illinois River, and for the improvement of the Mississippi River— 
to the same committee. red 

Also, the petition of citizens of Clark County, Illinois, for an ap- 
propriation to purchase the patents of Henry Fohlbush for the cure 
of hog-cholera—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The 8 of Willard L. Petty and 14 
others, of Athens, Ohio; of 125 citizens of Ashtabula County, and of 
W. P. Beebe and 75 others, citizens of Athens, Ohio, for the passage 
of a bill to regulate interstate commerce, and for relief from railroad 
monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Jerry Wood and 108 others, soldiers of Ohio, 
for the p of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JAMES: Papers relating to the claim of Nicholas Bush 
for pay for subsistence and transportation of United States troops 
during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON : The petition of A. D. Kibbee and 37 others, 
citizens of Illinois, for the amendment of House bill No, 2526, intro- 
duced by Hon. A. M. Briss, of New York, as to pensions—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: The petition of John Disbro and 200 others, citizens 
of Williams County, Ohio, for the passage of the bill to regulate in- 
terstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HORR: The petition of citizens of Michigan, against the 
passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTON : The petition of market dealers of the District 
of Columbia, in regard to licenses—to the Committee for the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. HURD: The petition of C. U. Clark and others, and of J. 
M. Barbour and others, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEIFER: The petition of Jesse Mead and 135 others, citi- 
zens of Clark and Champaign Counties, Ohio, for the enactment of 
laws to alleviate oppressions arising from transportation monopolies— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KETCHAM : The petition of Stephen O. Potts and others, 
of Columbia County, New York, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of Stephen O. Potts and others, of Columbia 
County, New York, for the amendment of the patent laws so as to 
protect innocent purchasers of patented articles—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. KITCHIN : Memorial of the Board of Trade of New Berne, 
North Carolina, asking for an appropriation for the improvement of 
Trent River, North Carolina—to the Committee en Commerce. 

Also, the petition of T. R. Emery, J. R. Hatch, and others, of Jones 
County, North Carolina, for an additional appropriation of $40,000 
for the improvement of Trent River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LAPHAM : The petition of Rowland Ward, for an increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. LORING: The petition of A. Rhodes & Co., for the adop- 
tion and use by the Government, in the Government buildings, of 
Sleeman’s improved 1 gas regulator to the Committee on the 
Ventilation of the Hall. 


Also, the petition of William H. Foster and others, citizens of Sa- 
lem, Massachusetts, for the repeal of the law taxing money deposited 
in banks—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MONROE: Papers relating to the pension claim of Isaac 
Rashon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'BRIEN : Papers relating to the pension claim of Mary C. 
Murray—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DAVID P. RICHARDSON: Papers relating to the pension 
claim of James B. F. Randall—to the same committee. 

Also, papera relating to the claim of J. G. Horton, for pay for sery- 
ices rendered as a surgeon in the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of William F. Young and other soldiers, for addi- 
tional pay—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROSS: The petition of Benjamin Van Brunt and others, for 
such laws as will prevent further fishing with purse-nets on the coast 
of New Jersey from Sandy Hook to Cape May—to the Committee on 
Commerce. j 

By Mr. SAWYER : Papers relating to the claim of James Bridges 
for pay for rent of gorey used by United States authorities under 
a contract—to the Committee of Claims. 

ed Mr. SCALES: Papers e to the Indian depredation claims 
of J. W. Caldwell, C. W. Cooper, E. C. Fuller, A. G. Henson, John 
Hensley, William M. Hardin, J. P. Lindsey, James Martin & Broth- 
ers, and Daniel E. Moore—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Paperi: relating to the pension claims of Lu- 
cinda Barrett, James F. Christian, and John A. Ferrill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the 8 of Gideon L. Phelan, J. W. Adams, and 10 others, 
citizens of Illinois, late soldiers in the United States Army, against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496, in reference to pension claims—to 
the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the swamp-land claim of Randolph County, 
Illinois—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of James S. Reardon for pay for 
8 under a contract with the Government to the Committee of 

aims. 

Also, papers relating to claim of John Heberer for pay as an enroll- 
ing oeer of the United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, In.: Memorial of citizens of Kentucky, 
in behalf of the Wilberforce University—to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND: The petition of Henry Froace and 25 
others, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. UPSON: Papers relating to the claim of Vidal Hernandez, 
for pay for transportation of cotton seized by United States military 
authorities in Texas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of citizens of North Carolina, for a 
post-route from Micaville, via B. S. Young’s, Double Island, and Day- 
ton’s, to Green Mountain, North Carolina—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers relating te the pension claim of John M. Taylor—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of Hugh Campbell and others; 
of W. B. Quinn and others, and ef E. H. Atwood and others, relative 
to railroad exactions and for the passage of an interstate-commerce 
bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Hugh Campbell, for the amendment of the 
patent laws so as to make the vendors and manufacturers of pat- 
ented articles solely responsible for infringements—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

By Mr. CHARLES G. WILLIAMS: The petition of the Walworth 
County (Wisconsin) Veterans, that soldiers totally disabled by dis- 
ease receive a pension of $50 a month—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WISE: The petition of 232 soldiers of Pennsylvania, for the 
passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petitions of James Gordon and 49 others, 
citizens of Western Star, Ohio, and of Jacob G. Knaus and 51 others, 
citizens of Berlin, Illinois, for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 269) 
packs as the Wright supplement act—to the Committee on Public: 

ands, 

Also, the petition of Owen Hicks and 53 other soldiers of the late 
war, of the townships of Union, Ross, and Fairmount, Luzerne County, 


Pennsylvania, for the passage of a law allowing them the difference 


between the value of legal-tenders and gold in payment for their 
services—to the Committee on Military irs. 

By Mr. THOMAS L. YOUNG: Memorial of the National Cotton Ex- 
ehange, for an amendment of the census law in relation to statistics. 
re i 3 the Committee on the Census. 

Also, the petition of William A. Johnson and others, for the equal- 
ization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. $ 

Also, the petition of Charles A. Dean and others,-for the passage 
of the Weaver soldier bill—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Captain Robert Carrick, for appointment 
bor’ the Army and to be placed on the retired list—to the same com- 

ttee. ý 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 31, 1880.” 


The House met at twelveo’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 7 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KNOTT. I desire to call the attention of the House to a state- 
ment contained in the RECORD of this morning, as follows: 

Mr. Price. I ask unanimous consent that the hour fixed for the delivering of 
eulogies upon my late colleague from Iowa, Hon. RUSH CLARK, be changed from 
two o'clock to-morrow until immediately after the reading of the Journal to-morrow. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

This statement is incorrect, the time which was assigned for the 
eulogies having been immediately after the morning hour; but it 
has probably resulted in the absence of a number of members, and 
it is obvious there is not a quorum present. 

I therefore ask unanimous consent that the morning hour be dis- 
pensed with and we proceed immediately with the memorial services. 

Mr. KEIFER. I hope that consent will not be granted until some 
purely formal matters are disposed of. 

Mr. PRICE. There is evidently not a quorum of the House pres 
om 750 I will not antagonize the proposition of the gentleman from 

entucky. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent to report a bill 
from the Committee on Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose? 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. For present consideration. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I object, unless the same privilege be extended 
to other gentlemen. There are a number of reports on which many 
of us desire action. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. Will my friend hear the bill read? It 
simply relieves four men from disabilities which they have incurred 
in regard to the entry of public lands; that is all there is in the bill. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. It is a perfectly inoffensive bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Is it the unanimous report of the 
committee! 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. It is. 


CYRUS B. INGHAM AND OTHERS, 


Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, by unanimous consent, reported from the 
Committee on Public Lands, as a substitute for House bill No. 1231, 
for the relief of G. A. Wood, and House bill No. 2366, for the relief of 
Cyrus B. Ingham, a bill (H. R. No. 3992) for the relief of Cyrus B. 
Ingham, of the Territory of Dakota, Harvey Bryant and Gnilford A. 
Wood, of Kansas, and Richard Parker, of Minnesota ; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, dc., That the right to homestead, pre-emption, and timber-culture 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISPENSING WITH THE MORNING HOUR, 


Mr. KNOTT. Has my request been preferred to the House for dis- 
trae with the morning hour to-day? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to yield for 
propon aone that would receive unanimous consent. 

. KNOTT. Isuppose that these things can come in by unani- 
mous consoni after the House shall have given its assent to my 
request. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question to the House. 
The question was taken on dispensing with the morning hour for 
to-day, and it was agreed to, two-thirds voting in the affirmative. 


ELECTION CONTEST—HARALSON VS. SHELLEY. 


Mr. KEIFER. I present the memorial of Jere Haralson, of Ala- 
bama, praying for a redress of grievances. It relates to his pending 
contest with Mr. SHELLEY, of Alabama, the sitting member in this 
House from the fourth congressional ‘district of that State. I ask 
that the memorial be printed in the usual form and referred to the 
Committee of Elections. I have spoken to the chairman of that com- 
mittee in relation to it. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I would like to ask the gentleman if that matter 
has been before the Committee of Elections! 

Mr. KEIFER. This memorial has not been before the committee; 
but the subject-matter of it, the contest, is before the committee. 

Mr. S. RD. Lobject. > 

Mr. KEIFER. I consider it a privileged matter, not coming within 


the ordinary rules, but a matter which relates to the seat of a mem- 
ber upon this floor, and therefore is not subject to a single objection. 


Mr. FINLEY. Let it follow the course of other petitions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that it is not an ordinary 

tition, but one that relates to the seat of a member on this floor. 

hat removes it from the general class of petitions. A subject-matter 
which relates to the right of a member to a seat on this floor has 
usually been regarded as privileged. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let it be printed and referred to the Committee of 
Elections. 

Mr. ACKLEN. In my experience before the Committee of Elec- 
tions I have observed that all papers are referred to that committee - 
relating to the subject of contests for seats, and such papers as the 
committee may deem necessary have been ordered to be printed under 
a general rule to that effect. It does not need any order of the House 
8 this paper printed. If the Committee of Elections desires to 
have it printed, it can have it done without any order of the House 
requiring it. Therefore I do not see the necessity of the gentleman 
presenting this matter in the House and having an order made by 
the House to print it, when he can have the same order made by his 
own committee, for I believe the gentleman is a member of the Com- 
mittee of Elections. 

Mr. KEIFER. 
at all. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I must object to it at present. 

The SPEAKER. If it relates to a contest involving the right of a 
member to a seat in this House, it is a privileged matter. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Ido not deny the question of privilege, but I be- 
lieve the gentleman desires to have the paper ordered to be printed ; 
he does not simply ask its reference. 

The SPE R. If the paper is once before the House a majority 
can determine the question of printing. 

Mr. ACKLEN. It is for the majority to decide whether it shall be 
printed or not. 

Mr. SAMFORD. If it pertains to a contested-election case, is it not 
proper that it should go to the Committee of Elections? 

e SPEAKER. That is what the gentleman asks; and the Com- 
mittee of Elections will, of course, také cognizance whether it comes 
within the law or not. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I understood that the gentleman desired to have 
it printed in the Recorp. 

r. KEIFER. Not at all. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Then I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I have made no objection to referring the matter 
to the Committee of Elections. The gentleman asked to have it 
printed, and I objected to its being printed. 

The SPEAKE That is a question for the majority of the House 
to determine. 

Mr. KEXFER. The memorial is long enough to make it important 
that it should be printed for the convenience of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair takes it for granted that it is a re- 
spectful paper. 

Mr. KEIFER, Itis. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question of printing 
to the House. 

The question was taken upon ordering the memorial to be printed; 
and upon a division there were ayes 58. 

Before the noes were counted, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, said: We do not understand what 
the question is. Will the Chair please state it? 

The SPEAKER. This is a communication from Mr. Jere Haralson 
on the subject of a contest for a seat in this House, now pending before 
the Committee of Elections. The question is whether this commu- 
nication shall be printed, 

Mr. KEIFER. Not in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Not in the RECORD, but in the usual form. 

Mr. HERBERT. It will be proper for the Committee of Elections, 
when this paper has been referred to them, to decide whether they 
will recommend its printing or not. It seems to me we ought to leave 
the whole question with the Committee to which the document is to- 
be referred. 

Mr. FRYE. This is a colored contestant, and he wants the com- 
munication printed. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Allow me to inquire whether it is desired merely 
that the payor be printed for the convenience of members of the Com- 
mittee of Elections, 

Mr. KEIFER. That is what we desire. 

Mr. STEVENSON. It is not proposed to print it in the RECORD ? 

Mr. KEIFER. No, sir. I have not asked that. 

y The SPEAKER. Itis proposed to print itin ordinary document 
‘orm. 

The negative vote was then taken on the motion of Mr. Kener that 
the communication be printed. 

The SPEAKER announced that the result was—ayes 58, noes 35. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Is there a quorum voting? 

The SPEAKER. There is not. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Then I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 

Mr. FRYE. Soma bar Mele’ Agere is the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair will appoint tellers. The gentleman 


It would not come within the rule of the committee 
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from Louisiana [Mr. ACKLEN] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 


KEIFER] will act as tellers. 

Mr. PHISTER. Will the Chair permit me to ask a question of the 
gentleman from Ohio who offers this proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. PHISTER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio, a mem- 
ber of the Committee of Elections, whether, according to the usual 
custom of that committee, this matter has been before the committee 
or a sub-committee, and whether they have requested that the docu- 
ment be printed. 

Mr. KEIFER. I will answer by saying that the document has 
never been before the Committee of Elections or any sub-committee ; 
they have never had occasion to look at it. 

Mr.PHISTER. ThenI cannot support the gentleman’s proposition. 

Mr. ACKLEN, I would like to ask the gentleman one question, 
which I hope he will answer to my satisfaction. 

Mr. KEIVER. I will try to. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Hasnot the Committee of Elections the right under 
a rule of the House to have printed such papers as the committee 
det desire without a special order of the House? 

r. KEIFER. Not such a paper as this. Papers of a certain class 
testimony, &. he) printed under that rule. 

Mr. ACKLEN, I believe the rule embraces all papers relating to 
election contests. 

Mr. MANNING. Having this moment entered the Hall, I may not 
be properly advised as to the application which the gentleman from 
Ohio has made. I am a member of the sub-committee to which this 
case has been referred; and I am taken b; rise that the gentle- 
man should have asked for the leave which I understand he has asked. 
If there is any merit in the application, I am not aware of it. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let me answer the gentleman. He has already been 
made aware that I had a memorial which I was asked to present. 
That is this memorial. It has never been before the Committee of 
Elections, or the sub-committee, for consideration; but in view of the 
action which we were unanimous in taking in the sub-committee, it 
is proper that the paper be printed so as to be laid before the sub- 
committee at its next meeting. 

Mr. MANNING. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is right in saying that 
I have heard of this paper. Perhaps it would not be right that I 
should go further and relate the conversation between the gentleman 
and myself touching the merits of that paper. He has had it for some 
little time. We have several times given notice to Mr. Haralson to 
appear before the sub-committee, of which I amchairman, to say what 
he desired to say insupport of the contest now . him- 
self and General SHELLEY. We received only twoor three days agoa 
letter which was addressed by Mr. Haralson to his attorney inthis city, 
after a letter was received by Mr. Haralson from the Committee of 
Elections telling him of the action of the sub-committee. We post- 
poned the case several times, giving Mr. Haralson great indulgence— 
greater perhaps than any other contestant whose case has been brought 
tothe notice of the committee. 

Now, I cannot see the purpose of my friend from Ohio in asking 
the House to print this paper. It can be referred to the committee 
and brought to their attention in that way. If the gentleman desires 
to ask merely its reference, that is another thing. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have asked its reference and that it be printed, 
not in the RECORD but in the ordinary form, in order that it may go 
before our committee for consideration. . 

Mr. MANNING. And asking its reference is one thing, but askin 
it to be printed is quite another thing. We have some rules in that 
committee which it is well to observe, 

Mr. KEIFER. To print evidence ? 

Mr. MANNING. And that is not to print everything, as you know, 
but only to print those matters which elucidate the questions we are 
to inquire into. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think it is well to print this. 

Mr. MANNING. I will say furthermore we have not heard of a sim- 
ilar application for printing testimony before that committee until 
the committee has acted on it. 

Mr. KEIVER. This is not a matter of testimony—— 

Mr. LOWE. What is the substance of the memorial which it is 
asked shall be printed? We ought to know that, so we may vote on 
it understandingly. 

Mr. KEIFER. It might be read. 

Mr. LOWE. I do not think we should be asked to order the print- 
ing of a document before the Committee of Elections until we know 
what is the substance and character of the document. 

Mr. KEIFER. It is a memorial to the House asking for certain 
power to go forward, or rather asking the House to take testimony 
-on the partof this contestant and of a character which he represents 
he cannot take himself for reasons which he assigns in this memorial. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask, Is the memorial respectful 
in its character? 

respect. 


Mr. KEIFER. It is, in eve: 

Mr. FRYE. This matter being before the House, is it not the right 
of any member to demand it shall be read; and if read, will it not be 
printed in the RECORD? 

The SPEAKER. If the House is called to vote on any question, 
then it will be read of course. 


Mr. KEIFER. I did not ask to have it read. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from „ the memo- 
rial did not ask to have it read, as he has stated. 

Mr. FRYE. I understand that the gentlemen on the other side are 
refusing to let it be printed. I do not believe a request of this kind 
was ever made before in this House and refused. It relates to the 

ight of a member to a seat in this House and a gentleman rises and 
8 5 stating it relates to the seat of a member, that the memorial 
may be printed and referred. I do not believe such a request was 
ever refused before, and I do not see why it should be refused in the 
case of this colored man. 

Now, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIER] has put the matter 

before the House on motion; and if refusal is made to the printing of 
this paper, I do not see but I have an undoubted right to ask it shall 
be and, if read, it will be printed in the RECORD. 
Mr. MANNING. I am not so familiar with the precedents as the 
gentleman from Maine. It will be very well for him to go over the 
precedents before he charges us with having refused so reasonable 
a request. I cannot understand why the gentleman from Ohio, in 
view of the facts of this case, which are wall known to him, and of 
tho indulgence of the committee granted on several occasions to this 
contestant, and, finally, of an order made by the unanimous action 
of that committee—and I am not overstating the case, as the gentle- 
man from Ohio himself concurred in that conclusion—— 

Mr. KEIFER. I have already stated that. 

Mr. MANNING. Yes; it was the unanimous action of the commit- 
tee that he should appear and show cause why his contest should not 
be dismissed, or we would report to the House that it should be dis- 
missed. I wish to inquire why not haye Mr. Haralson before the 
committee to answer that reasonable request made to him, not once 
but several times, and then in the event that we are unwilling to 
hear him, that we are unwilling to print anything which should be 

rinted pursuant to the rules of the committee, then this House can 
asked to act over our heads. 

Now, so far as precedent is concerned, I am of the opinion that the 
course I su t is the one which should be observed, and which 
doubtless will prove to be in harmony with the precedents and against 
none of them. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Is it not a matter of fact, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Mississippi, that if the Committee of Elections de- 
sire the printing of this paper they can have it printed under a gen- 
eral rule without bringing it to this House at all ? 

Mr. MANNING. I have made ples: but poorly understood if I 
have not impressed that fact upon this House. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I wish the House to understand it. 

Mr. MANNING. There is no disposition, let me remark to the gen- 
tleman from Maine, as he has seen proper to call attention to the fact 
that this was a colored man, and possibly that has something to do 
with it—I say there is no disposition on the part of the committee 
because this is a colored man to make any departure from the ordi- 
nary practice in these cases. There has been no such disposition on 
the part of the committee in this case. I call upon the gentleman 
from Ohio to say whether he does not concur with me that there has 
been no disposition on the part of that committee to take any advan- 

of this colored man. 
. KEIFER rose. 

Mr. MANNING. But every disposition to give him the amplest op- 
portunity to be heard. 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman will give me an opportunity to be 
heard I will answer him. 

Mr. HOUSE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio what is the 
character of the paper he asks to be printed? . 

Mr. KEIFER, I have tried to state that without going into detail. 

Mr. HOUSE. There has been so much confusion over here I did 
not hear the gentleman, . 

8 AN 5 TON. What is the question before the House, Mr. 
peaker 

Mr. PHISTER. Mr. Speaker, to solve this difficulty, I move to refer 
the question to the Committee of Elections, Sct Geter have a meeting 
on Tuesday next, and can then decide it. It will not be long to wait. 

Mr. HOUSE. I should like to have an answer to my question. 

Mr. KEIFER. I cannot answer when you are asking questions all 
the time. 

Mr. HOUSE. Well, answer now. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire to say, first, in reference to the suggestion 
15185 by the gentleman from Wissiscippi, that he is right substan- 


— 

Mr. HOUSE. I do not yield the floor for that. I wish to know 

what is the name of the paper what is the character of it. 
eSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, under the rule, is really 
entitled to the floor himself. 

Mr. HOUSE. Very well, sir; let him have it. : 
Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman from Mississippi is right in saying 
they have granted very considerable indulgence to this gentleman. 
The committee has not undertaken to dismiss his contest or anything 
of that kindin a hurried way. It has given him notice, and that no- 
tice has not yet expired, to appear before the committee to show cause 
why his contest should not be dismissed, and as he says, properly I 
think, we all concurredin that. But he wants to know why he is not 
permitted to go before that committee and ask that certain things be 
printed, and so on. 


— 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 635 


Mr. MANNING. Let me correct the gentleman. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let me say this is a memorial, not to the sub-com- 
mittee of the Committee of Elections, but it is a memorial to the House 
of Representatives, which the committee has nothing to do with, or 
the sub-committee, until it is referred there by the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Why not let it go through the pe- 
tition-box, then ? 

Mr. KEIFER. Why not let it go through the petition-box! Be- 
cause it is usual to print such a matter as this. Such important pa- 
pers are always printed. Ihave not asked to have it read and printed 
in the RECORD, but it is a matter which must first go through the 
House. 

Mr. FINLEY. Then the point I made is well taken. 

Mr. KEIFER. I cannot yield for interruption. It can only be 
printed by order of the House. 

Mr. F. Y. I insist on my point of order. 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s point of order? 

Mr. FINLEY. This is a memorial to the House. 

The SPEAKER. 23 

Mr. FINLEY. And should go into the petition-box, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules that point of order, because 
the Chair thinks 

Mr. MANNING. Is it in order for me to move to lay the gentleman’s 
motion upon the table! 

Mr. R. I would hardly expect my colleague on the com- 
mittee to make such an extraordinary motion as that. 

Mr. MANNING. I am meeting the extraordinary motion on the 
part of the gentleman from Ohio with an extraordinary motion. 

Mr. KEIFER. This is a thing which is done in every such case so 
far as my wae ee goes, and it is a most extraordinary thing to find 
objection made. o gentleman cannot complain Ihave not advised 
him of this memorial. Mr. Haralson is the only man who has a right 
to complain of me in this respect, because, as I advised with other 
members of the sub-committee, I did not hastily present this until I 
could hear from him further. And it is a singular fact he has not 
hitherto been able to get anybody to present the memorial, relying 
on me perhaps to have it done long ago. For reasons I have already 
stated to the committee I have not done it. 

Mr. MANNING. Will the gentleman permit me to ask one question? 

Mr. KEIFER. It is a proper memorial. 

Mr. MANNING. One question. 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANNING. Do you remember that notice was given to Mr. 
Haralson perhaps two months to appear before the committee 
and press his contest? Do you remember that? 

Mr. KEIFER. I remember there was some notification given a 
long time ago to him or his counsel, I do not remember which, Iam 
not controverting that. This is an original appeal to the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. MANNING. I understand that; but I want to ask the gentle- 
man if that memorial has not been in his hands for some time 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANNING. A considerable time? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes, sir; and I am derelict in not having presented 
it earlier. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I rise to a question of order. Is 
it not the rule of this House that petitions and memorials should be 
referred to the various committees through the petition-box? If so, 
is not this motion out of order? 

Several MEMBERS. That has been overruled. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair admitted this paper because it related 
to the right of a member to his seat on the floor. The Chair has not 
any doubt that a contestant has the right to appeal to the House 
touching his right to a seat. He therefore allowed the memorial to 
be presented. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] then said in 
answer to an inquiry of the Chair whether it was a respectful paper 
that it was so in every respect. The Chair then submitted the motion 
that it be printed in lieu, as the gentleman stated, of having it go 
into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. The Chair entertained that mo- 
ion If the House does not desire to print the paper it can vote it 

own. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, before it is voted down I ask that the paper be 
read. Isubmit that I cannot be càlled upon to vote upon a paper 
till I hear it read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause Rule 141 to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

141. When the reading of a paper is called for, and the same is objected to by 
any member, it shall be de ed by a vote of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will also read a paragraph from the 
Digest in reference to the construction given to the rule just read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The rule above recited is not construed to apply to the single reading of a 
or proposition upon which the House may be balled upon to give a vote, or 6 The 
several regular readings of a bill, but to cases where a peper Has been once read, 
or a bill has received its re; ing and another is called for, and also where 
3 penna desires the re g of a paper having relation to the subject before the 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has always ruled that where the House 
is called upon to vote upon a paper or on any motion or question it 
has a right to hear it read, so that it may vote understandingly. 


Mr. MANNING. May I be pardoned for asking the gentleman from 
Ohio one other question: Whether that dereliction which he has con- 
fessed in the face of the House proceeds from his doubt heretofore as 
to the substantial merit of this memorial on the part of Haralson ? 

Mr. KEIFER. No, sir. I wish to say it proceeded from the fact 
that the paper came into my hands without having been presented 
to me personally by the memorialist., It was accompanied by a mem- 
orandum, as to which I did not know whether it came from proper 
authority or not. I had no communication until recently with the 
memorialist. I think it is a very proper matter to come before the 
House, and that the presentation of it to the House is the only proper 
course if the memorialist is right in his statements. I hold a letter 
in my hands urging me to present this memorial, and I have taken 
the first opportunity after getting that letter to present it. 

Mr. SAMFORD, Irise to make a ey ry hea Is it al- 
lowable to have a paper read when the House is dividing 

The SPEAKER. A quorum did not vote, and tellers were asked for. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Precisely. Now the question I ask is whether it 
was in order to call for the reading of a paper while the House was 
dividing ? 

The SPEAKER. The House was not dividing. It is not dividing 


now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think there can be no objection to the printing 
of this memorial. Under the ordinary motion to print it would be 
printed Copy a a public document. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is all I have asked. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think there should be no objection to that and 
that the memorial should be referred to the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is my motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I also think it would be well to add to the mo- 
tion that the committee be authorized to inquire into the truth of the 
allegations contained in the memorial. 

. KEIFER. We can do that with a resolution later, if that is 


necessary. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This memorialist makes some charges here against 
prominent citizens of Alabama, 

Mr. KEIFER. Not by name, I think. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; by name. 

The SPEAKER. Instructions can be given to the committee on 
that subject. 

Mr. KEIFER. If, then, the objection is withdrawn—— 

Mr. MANNING. I have withdrawn no objection. 

The SPEAKER. It was the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Sam- 
FORD] who 5 57 

Mr. SAMFORD. Certainly I did. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman objected to the paper being printed 
in the RECORD, not in pamphlet form. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I objected to the presentation of the memorial. 

The SPEAKER. That the Chair overruled, The gentleman him- 
self, subsequently, the Chair thinks, qualified his objection to the 
printing. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Not until I was told the object was not to have 
the paper printed in the RECORD, 

The SPEAKER. That is not the object now. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have not asked that. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Then I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. So the Chair understood. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have just come into the Chamber, and do not 
understand all the proceedings of the House which took place previ- 
ous to the time when I addressed the Chair. I did not know what 
was the state of the question. I hope that all objection will be with- 
drawn to the printing of this memorial in the ordinary form, and to 
its reference to the Committee of Elections. That certainly will do 
no harm to any one. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is all I have asked. 

The SPEAKER. That was the original suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, (Mr. KEIFER.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. U think I can assure the gentleman from Alabama 
1 SHELLEY ] that the committee will do nothing that is not entirely 
right. 

‘Mr. MANNING. If the gentleman from Ohio will vouch for the 
terms of this memorial, and that its allusions to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. SHELLEY] are respectful, I will make no further objec- 
tion. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not think there is anything in the memorial 
that is at all objectionable in thatrespect. I have no doubt there are 
statements in it, which the memorialist must necessarily make, that 
in some sense might involve the contestee; that will be inevitable. 
But there is nothing personal in these that will affect the gentleman 
improperly. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair himself made that inquiry in order to 
keep on the safe side, If there is no further objection the memorial 
will be referred to the Committee of Elections, and printed in the 
usual form. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ISABEL L. EVANS. 
Mr. CABELL. I ask unanimous consent to have taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Senate bill No. 367, granting an increase of pension to Isabel L. Evans. 
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There was no objection; and the bill was accordingly taken from 
the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CAPTAIN J. B. CAMPBELL. 


Mr. BRAGG. I ask to have taken from the Speaker's table for con- 
sideration at this time Senate bill No. 317, for the relief of Captain 
J. B. Campbell. A bill identical with this has already p the 
House and is now before the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request to the House. 
The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] asks consent to have 
taken from the Speakers table for consideration at this time a bill 
of the Senate for the relief of Captain J. B. Campbell. The Chair is 
informed that a bill in the exact language of the Senate bill has 
already passed the House and been sent to the Senate. There is, there- 
fore, in each House a bill in exactly the same words which has been 
poe by the other House. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 

RAGG] asks that the Senate bill may be taken from the Speakers 
table and considered at this time. ; 

Mr. BRAGG. I have been instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to make that request. 

The bill (S. No. 317) for the relief of Captain J. B. Campbell was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, and read a first and second time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Sta 
ing. at the time it was rendered, to the sum of $2,100.50, and the farther sum of 
8191 
bee 


n obtained 
in the line of his duty as captain of the United States Army. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McCOID. I have a couple of resolutions of merely local inter- 
est which I desire to have passed this morning, in order that they 
may go the one to the Committee on Commerce and the other to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. e resolutions will be read, after which objec- 
tions will be in order. 


COURT-ROOMS IN KEOKUK, IOWA. 
Mr. McCOID asked consent to submit the following resolution : 


Resolved, That it shall be in order for the Committee on eee of this 
House, if they deem it expedient, to report in the Sany ci bap erran billa 
rovision authorizing the Attorney-General to take a lease from the attorney of 
eokuk, Iowa, of so many rooms in the city hall in said city about to be erected as 
may be necessary for the proper accommodation of the United States courts holden 
in said city, and =e an appropriation of such sum as the committee may deem 
reasonable to pay for said lease. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I do not object to the reference of that resolution. 
Mr. McCOID. Let it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 
The resolution was accordingly referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 
DRY-DOCK AT KEOKUK, IOWA. 
Mr. McCOID also submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Commerce : 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed to consider the propriety 
of the erection of a dry-dock at Keokuk, Iowa, on the Mississippi River, and report 
thereon by bill or otherwise as early as possible. 


ASSESSMENTS FOR SPECIAL IMPROVEMENTS IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois, I ask unanimous consent to have taken 
from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Senate joint resolution No. 64, extending the pro- 
visions of the first section of an act entitled “ An act fixing the rate 
of interest upon arrearages of general taxes and assessments for spe- 
cial improvements now due to the District of Columbia, and for a 
revision of assessments for special improvements, and for other pur- 

” approved June 27, 1879. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speakers 
table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia. > 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN asked leave for withdrawal from the files of the 
House of papers in the case of Mary Callan ; which application was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

COLLECTION OF INTERNAL REVENUE, SECOND DISTRICT, GEORGIA. 

Mr. SPEER. I ask unanimous consent to introduce for present 
consideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it is stated in the public journals that citizens of the second Georgia 
collection district have been resisting the execution of the internal-revenue laws; 


a 
~ Whereas it is also stated in such journals that the collector of said district has 
been instructed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to employ fifty deputies 
loading muskets, with 


to maintain the supremagy of the law, and that fifty breech- 


e ammunition, have been issued to said deputies by said Commissioner; 


an 

Whereas it is farther stated that an expedition of eighty armed men, deputized 
as aforesaid, have been, on and after the 14th day of January, instant, raiding 
through the counties of Cherokee, Gilmer, Union, Fannin, Towns, and Rabun, in 
the State of Georgia, under the command of the internal- revenue authorities; and 

Whereas it is further stated that portions of said force have been fired on and. 
fusiladed by said illicit distillers, and that said force fired on the people of the 
country and kept them at bay with their long-range pieces ; and 

Whereas it is also stated that the large majority of the 4 0 were in sympathy 
with the law-breakers, which reason occasioned the necessity for said 2 
force of armed men and for said raid; and 

Whereas it is also stated, by the officer in command of said raid, that there is 
less violation of law than heretofore, and that the people are much more F 0 to 
aid the officers in putting down lawlessness, and that law-abiding citizens of those 
counties so raided are to act as deputies, and that therefore there is no ne- 
cessity for such raiding es; and 

Whereas such reports purport to be authenticated by the Internal-Itevenue De- 

en 


t: 

Resolved, That the honorable Secretary of the Treasury be requested to lay before 
Congress all evidence on file in the Internal-Reyenue ce, and all papers and re- 
ps of the collector of said district, and letters and other documentary evidence- 

official sources, going to show the true state of affairs touching the enforce- 
ment of the internal-revenue laws in Northeast Georgia, and tending to explain. 
the necessity for raiding expeditions of armed men at the instance of the Internal- 
Revenue De ent, and which may give information to the House of Represent- 
atives on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution? 

Mr. WILLITS. I object. 

Mr. SPEER. I ask, then, that the resolution be printed, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

LIBRARY IN THE SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting an estimate for the 
completion of the catalogue in the library of the Surgeon-General’s. 
Office; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

REFUND OF INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES. 

Mr. ELLIS, by unanimous consent, (and by request,) introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 3993) to refund certain internal-revenue taxes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways. 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. HOGARTY. . 

Mr. HASKELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3994) for the relief of William P. Hogarty; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

RELIEF OF DEPOSITORS OF FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS-BANK. 

Mr. O'CONNOR, by unanimous consent, presented a memorial of 
1,500 depositors in the Charleston, South Carolina, branch of the 
Freedman’s Savings-Bank and Trust Company, praying the passage 
of the bill to return to the freedmen of the South their savings de- 
posited with the Freedman's Savings and Trust Company; which was. 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

SOLDIERS AT THE CASCADES, 1856, 
Mr. BRENTS, by unanimons consent, presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory, relative to 
nting extra pay to certain soldiers for meritorious services at the 
ascades in 1856; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
MILITARY RESERVATIONS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to inform 


this House what military reservations in Washington Territory can be restored to- 
the public domain without detriment to the military service, 


MRS. S. A. WRIGHT. 


Mr. BALLOU, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Com- 
mittee on Patents, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. 
No. 2414) for the relief of Mrs. S. A. Wright; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DAVID 8, BOOTH, M. D. 

Mr. THOMAS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3995) for the relief of David S. Booth, M. D., of Sparta, Randolph 
County, Illinois; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

BERRY JOHNSON. 

Mr. THOMAS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3996) granting a pension to Berry Johnson, Company K, Fourth 
United States Heavy Artillery, (colored ;) which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JEREMIAH CLAXTON. 

Mr. THOMAS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3997) granting a pension to Jeremiah Claxton, late private Com- 
pany E, Sixtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers; which was read a. 

irst and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
SAMUEL W. HESTER. 


Mr. THOMAS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
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No. 3998) granting a pension to Samuel W. Hester, of New Columbia, 
Illinois; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
‘Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ARMY OFFICERS NOT ON REGIMENTAL DUTY. 


Mr. SPARKS. By the unanimous instruction of the Committee on 
e I submit for adoption the resolution which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secre of War be, and he is hereby, requested to furnish 
this Honse with the names and lineal rank of all officers of the Army not on duty 
with their regiments or corps, but doing duty elsewhere, and the nature of that 
duty; the length of time each has been absent from his regiment or corps; the 
length of time each so absent has been performing the duty he is now engaged 
upon; the total amount of extra pay and cash value of emoluments, if any, each 
has received over and above that due to his lineal rank by reason of such duty 
away from his regiment or corps; the amount of extra compensation each is now 
drawing yearly, and the reasons why, if any, such extra compensation should now 
be allowed. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SPARKS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PRICE OF GAS IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. NEAL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. mend | 
to require the Washington Gaslight Company to make semi-annua 
reports to the Secretary of the Treasury, and to fix the price of gas; 
hidh was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


PROHIBITION OF LOTTERY SCHEMES, 


Mr. NEAL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4000) to prohibit the publication of lottery schemes in the District of 
‘Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and 
-ordered to be printed. 

DAVID D. EDWARDS. 


Mr. NEAL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4001) granting a pension to David D. Edwards; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

UTTERLY HELPLESS SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


On motion of Mr. COFFROTH, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. 
No. 815) to increase the ions of certain pensioned soldiers and 
sailors who are utterly helpless from injuries received or disease con- 
tracted while in the United States service was taken from the Speak- 
er's table, read a first and second time, ordered to be printed, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, not to be brought back 
by a motion to reconsider. 

ESTATE OF J. W. MICOU. 


Mr. SAMFORD, by unanimous consent, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No, 4002) for the relief of the estate of 
J. W. Micou, deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL D. GUSTIN. 


Mr. SAMFORD also, by unanimous consent, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 4003) to pay Samuel D. Gustin for 
supplies furnished to the Army of the United States; which was read 
2 and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. g 

. CHARLES DEMARS. 

Mr. FORT, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this Honse be authorized and required to pay to 
-Charles Demars, a one-armed ex-soldier in the Union am and for Soveral years 
-employed in the Doorkeeper's department on the disabled soldiers’ roll, and now 

discharged, a sum equal to one month's salary, as is usual in all other cases. 
DEATH OF HON. RUSH CLARK. 


Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I arise for the purpose of submitting res- 
-olutions of respect to the memory of Hon. RUSH CLARK, late one of 
my coll es in this House, and I ask that the resolution introduced 
by me on the 14th day of this month be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the special order for Saturday, the 31st day of January, 1880, at two 
o'clock p. m., shall be the presentation of suitable resolutions in reference to the 
death of Hon. RUSH CLARK, late a member of this House, and the expression by 
members of the esteem in which he was held by his associates on this floor. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, for an hour we stop the wheels of 
legislation, and turn our backs upon questions which cause diversit 
-of opinion and clash of conflicting interests, to give attention to the 
consideration of a subject and an event which no legislation can 
-affect and no statute can chan 

Death, it is well understood, is no respecter of persons. He strikes 
alike in cabin, cottage, or palace. Place, pauo, or power make no 
-change in his purpose. On this floor he has repeatedly asserted his 

rerogative asa privileged member. No resolution or statute devised 
$y human ingenuity or enforced by human power controls in any 
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degree his movements. When he demands the previous question it 
is always seconded, always sustained. No motion to postpone, com- 
mit, or amend isin order. The grim monster never lacks a quorum, 
and can always command a majority, for “all that tread this earth 
are but a handful compared to those that slumber in its bosom.” 

My late colleague, Hon. RUSH CLARK, commenced his career in this 
House at the opening of the Forty-fifth Congress with apparently 
as good a prospect of long life as most of us, and beeause of his fewer 
years much better than some of us. But, sir, in the meridian of his 
manhood, with hopes and aspirations reaching onward into the future, 
and upward toward the achievement of deeds which might make 
the world glad that he had lived, he was in an unexpected moment, 
and almost without notice, arrested by the summons which sooner or 
later will be served upon all of us, and compelled to exhibit his ac- 
counts and his character where forever the debits and credits of the 
former must remain as he placed them, and the latter know no change 
except in degree. 

Mr. CLARK was born in Bedford County, Pennsylvania, October 1, 
1834; graduated at Jefferson College in that State in 1853, and re- 
moved to Iowa City the same year, where he resided until his death. 
He was a member of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa from 
1860 to 1864, and for two years of that time speaker of the house; he 
was also a member of the board of trustees of the Iowa State Uni- 
versity, in ali of which positions he discharged the duties devolving 
upon him in such amanneras to command the respect and confidence 
of all classes of people. 

My acquaintance with Mr. CLARK was of a general and not of an 
intimate character until I met him as a member on thisfloor. I shall 
therefore leave others to speak more particularly of his character as 
a man and a citizen. I may be permitted, however, to say that as a 
man Mr. CLARK was social, unassuming, and kind in his deportment. 
As a legislator, either State or national, his constituents could rely 
implicitly on his energy, industry, and honesty in attending promptly 
to all the business which belonged to his position, and the members 
of this House who served with him in the Forty-fifth Congress, and 
in the first or special session of the Forty-sixth Congress, until his 
death, will bear witness to the fact that few members were more con- 
stantly in their seats during the sessions of the House than he. 

Mr. CLARK was apparently in as good health as usual on the even- 
ing of one day, and on the evening of the next he had no place among 
the living. ə going down of the sun on the evening of the 27th of 
apa 1879, found him busy with the cares and activities of this life. 
The setting of the sun on the evening of the next day found him a 
dweller in the spirit-land. 

This sad event, Mr. Speaker, forces the conviction upon all of us 
who still occupy positions on the time side of the river of death 

That when the angel of shadow 
333 
And eae mete faint at the oar, : 
Hay 
Iko signal of his release 
In the of the Holy City, 
The chimes of e peace, 

But, sir, no eulogy that I can pronounce, no tribute that I can bring 
to the memory of my late coll e, can equal that which was ac- 
corded him by the people of his own “ibe his neighbors and acquaint- 
ances who had known him intimately for more than a quarter of a 
century, and who turned out en masse to his funeral. His monument 
is in the hearts of those who knew him longest and best. Mr. 
Speaker, Mr. CLARK is no longer of this earth. He will answer never 

in to the roll-call in this Chamber. He has been called to visit 
that “undiscovered country, from whose bourn no traveler returns,” 
And may I not add, sir, that these sudden and solemn calls so fre- 
uently made apon members of this House during the last two years 
should admonish us who remain to 
So live, that when the summons comes to join 
5 
His chamber in the silent halls of death, 
We go not, like the quarry slave at night, 
Seourged to his dasgeon, bat, sustained and soothed 
By an unfaltering trust, approach the grave 
Like one who wraps the drapery of his couch 
About him, and lies down to pleasant dreams 

I submit the following resolutions: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That this House has heard with deep regret of the death of Hon. Rusu 
CLARK, late a member of this House from the State of Iowa. 


Resolved, That as a testimony of respect to his memory the officers and mem- 
bers of this body will wear the usual badge of mourning for the space of 


days. 
That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted by the Clerk to the 
family of the 13 x 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to communicate a copy of these proceed- 
ings to the Senate, and that as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased this House do now adjourn. 


Mr. COFFROTH. Mr. Speaker, RUSH CLARK, our deceased brother, 
was born in the district that I have the honor to represent in this 
Con Therefore, it is fitting in me to rise to second the resolu- 
tions presented to this body in respect to him and to bring my tribute 
to his worth and my praise to his many ennobling qualities. RusH 
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CLARK was born in the beautiful village of Schellsburgh, Bedford 
County, Pennsylvania, on the 11th day of October, 1834. His father, 
Jobn Clark, was of Scotch-Irish family and was born in Cumberland 
County, Bap blero His mother was born near the line between 
the States of Pennsylvania and Maryland. opposite Hancock. His 

nts were among the early settlers of the ovely valley in which 

UsH was born, and they were universally respected and beloved far 
and near by all who knew them for their hospitality and their upright 
Christian walk. N 

RusH CLARK was the sixth son of John and Mary Clark. His deep 
and fervent love for his father and mother made him linger lon 
around the threshold of his childhood’s home. During the peri 
when he was at home basking in parental affection I first e his 
acquaintance. How well I now remember his happy home, the warm, 
brotherly and sisterly love that ever greeted him! He was gener- 
ous and kind, intellectually bright, and full of life, energy, and un- 
tiring zeal. He did not doubt when he met obstacles or reverses in his 
Daray ; he moved on with renewed courage until he overcame every 

ifficulty and accomplished his aim. 

His boyhood days were pleasant and happy. He imbibed and in- 
ea into his being the loveliness of the country in which he lived. 

here the morning sun kissed into life and beauty the many flowers 
that grew up around his home; there the os shadows of the 
mighty 8 rested upon the earth he trod. He was surrounded 
by relatives and friends who encouraged him to deeds of kindness 
and honor. A relative who loved him and knew him well writes me, 
“Tf I were called upon to pass a eulogium ever so brief, it would be 
that Rusu CLARK loved his mother and lived for the good he might do 
others.” What more need be said in praise of our deceased brother? 
He will live in the memory of all those who knew him. The great 
good he did for others surpasses in grandeur the greatest intellectual 
and political achievements of his wonderfully successful life. Ecclesi- 
astes taught that “a good name is better than precious ointment.” 
Lord Bacon said, “Death has this also, that it openeth the gate to 
good fame and extinguisheth envy.“ Thus it will be with the memory 
of our deceased brother. His good name, his kind disposition, his benev- 
olence, his pleasing manners, his great ADIN and his social qualities 
will be remembered long after his body molders to “mother dust.” 

He was liberally educated. He attended the schools at Schellsburgh ; 
then went to the Ligonier Academy in Westmoreland County, a place 
of learning of high reputation, under the ch: of an elder brother; 
from there he entered Jefferson College an uated with the 
highest honors. He then went West to carve for himself a name and 
fame in a new country far from his relatives and the friends of his 

uth. He located in Iowa City, then the capital of the State, read 

w, and was admitted to the bar. He gallantly and ä = 
gled in his profession to attain eminence, and soon made for himse 
a reputation that secured him a good practice. In 1860, at the age 
of twenty-six, he was elected a member of the General Assembly of 
Iowa, and was continued in the position until the close of the session 
of 1864, and was er of the house in 1863 and 1864. He also held 
a number of positions of trust and honor in the State, and was elected 
in 1876 to the Forty-fifth Congress, and in 1878 re-elected to the 
Forty-sixth Congress, 

Mr. Speaker, we separated in the days of his boyhood, and only met 
again here at the extra session. I did not then imagine that in afew 
days we would se te to meet no more until the t waters of the 
deep, the mountains, and the bev 7 give up their dead. The last 
time I saw him alive was the night before his death; when we parted 
he said, “ We will meet at the House to-morrow.” We did not meet. 
Death during the night laid its icy grasp upon him, and when the 
hour arrived when we should have met at the House, his spirit was 
taking its flight from “the shore touched by the mysterious sea that 
never yet has borne on any wave the image of a homeward sail.” 

How sudden was his death! He was in the prime of life. Many 

ears of distinction and honor were raped fore him. He was 
ee! because he was Sher candid, and sincere, and looked with 


the eye of charity upon the failings and mistakes of men. “He be- 
lieved in the power of kindness, and ee with 6 
the gulf that separates the fallen from the pure.“ We are upon 


to mourn the loss of one who in a brief time accomplished much, but 
promising more and more if he had not been cut off so early in life. 
Ne’er gathered the Lary mel fruit more fair, 
Never the shadows of dark despair, 
Fell on a deeper woe. 
Gone from his task half Near yee 
sweet, 


Gone from caresses kind an 


Into Death's arms of snow. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no Jan to describe my feelings when I 
viewed his form encased in the casket of the dead. Handsome in 
death as he was 2 in life, I remembered that Shakespeare had 
defined death to be “the blind cave of eternal night,” and I trem- 
bled at the thought, but I quickly drew sweet and enduring consola- 
tion from the divine Dina of the Saviour of mankind when he 
declared: “In my Father’s house are many mansions; if it were not 
so I would have told you. I go to prepare a place for you.” Bulwer 
has feelingly expressed: 

! The stars go down 

To rise 15 some fairer shore, 

And bright in Heaven's jeweled crown 

They shine forevermore. 


His remains are interred in his adopted State. The people of Iowa 
will cherish his memory for his devotion to their interests, and the 
statutes and public records of that State will be a lasting monument 
to his intellect and legal ability. His friends in Pennsylvania will 
forever mourn his loss and the country at large will regret the early 
and sudden demise of an able Representative in Congress— 

Gone from his country’s august claim, 
Where he, from the lofty dome of fame, 
Hung like a bright polar star; 
Swift as a sunbeam snatched away 
Bys sudden cloud when April day 
roods in the heavens afar. 


Mr. SAPP. Mr. Speaker, Death, always an unwelcome messenger, 
is especially so when he claims as his victim one with whom we have 
been closely associated. This thought is impressed upon my mind 
on this occasion, set apart in commemoration of the death of my late 
colleague, Hon. Rusu CLARK. In sorrow for the necessity which ex- 
ists, I, too, sir, second the motion to adopt the resolutions before us. 
There are times when obituaries become an imperative duty, and a 
conviction of this is the motive that governs me to-day. Our rela- 
tions for many years were such that it makes this duty a painful 
one; but I cannot allow this occasion to pass without paying a brief 
tribute to his memory. I have not the gift of eulogy, and will not 
attempt to make one; but I would, while these solemn rites are 
passing, lay a few garlands of regard and affection on his grave. 

Mr. CLARK died at his hotel in this city on the 28th day of April 
last, suddenly and unexpectedly. No intelligence of his yg Ae and 
approaching dissolution had reached his constituents, ere and 
Tanods bg his home until after Death, the conqueror of all, had done 

work. 

I parted with him in the afternoon of the day preceding his death 
to visit my home in the West. He was then buoyant and hopeful, 
saying to me as I left him that he never felt better in his life. On 
the following morning but one I was startled by the shocking intel- 
ligence that he was dead. And in the same hour, by the electric 
spark, the sad announcement that “Hon. RUSH CLARK, of Iowa, is 
dead” sped away to his far-off home, to his friends and trusting con- 
stituents. 

Mr. CLARK was a native of Pe Ivania, sachin been born at 
„ Bedford County, in that State, on the Ist day of Oetober, 


His education was begun in the public schools, after which he re- 
ceived an academic training preparatory to entering Jefferson Col- 
lege, at which institution he 5 with honors in 1853. Shortly 
after this, filled with that spirit of enterprise which has led to the 
wonderful growth and development of the great West, he emigrated 
to Iowa, selecting as his home Iowa City. He first commenced the 
study of medicine, but in a short time, finding this profession uncon- 
genial to his tastes and wishes, he turned his attention to the stud 
of law, and, when prepared, was admitted to practice in the seve: 
courts of that State. From that time until his death he kept an 
office and practiced this profession with success. 

Mr. CLARK was repeatedly called upon by his fellow-citizens to fill 
laces of honor and trust. He was elected by the people of Johnson 
ounty to represent them in the General Assembly in 1860, and was 

re-elected to that office in 1862, serving during this term as speaker 
of the house of representatives. He was elected to and held the 
honorable and responsible position of trustee of the Iowa State Uni- 
versity from 1862 until 1866. He was again elected a representative 
to the State Legislature, which position he resigned upon being nom- 
inated by the party to which he belonged as their candidate for Repre- 
sentative to the Forty-fifth Congress, and to which he was elected. He 
served with fidelity and ability, as all of us know who served with 
him in that Congress. So faithfully and well had he served the peo- 
ple who elected him that he was renominated without opposition and 
was again elected by avery large majority to this Congress. 

I shall not attempt to give even a general statement of the way he 

ormed the arduous and responsible duties of Representative here, 
ut this much may with Lang nay be said, that in the discharge of 
his public duties the great leading and controlling question with 
him was: What is right? And when he had settled that question he 
firmly adhered to his convictions, never permitting considerations of 
policy or expediency to divert him from the right. He was unre- 
mitting in his attention to the business interests and wants of his 
constituents, ever devoting himself to the discharge of his whole duty 
to them and to the country. He was prompt, regular, and constant 
in his attendance upon the sessions of the House and the meetings or 
his committees. 

Mr. CLARK a quick, active mind, enabling him at a glance 
to comprehend a subject requiring thought and study with many 
others. As a man he was always, under all circumstances, urbane, 
kind, 9 genial. His generosity knew no bounds. Ever 
thoughtful of the happiness and well-being of others, he was of neces- 
sity a marked favorite in the community in which he lived. Possess- 
ing these noble qualities in a high degree, he endeared himself to all 
with whom he was intimately associated. 

But there are none, sir, who know so well the full measure of his 
noble generosity, of his kind and 5 heart, as do the grief - 
stricken wife and children who were the recipients of all that is good 
and noble in a husband and father. Yet we should pause here and 
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draw the veil over a sorrow so sacred. It is not for us to intrude 
therein. It has been said that a merciful Providence confers on man 
a most gracious boon when He conceals from him the “time that he 
shall cease to be.” Spared the weary hours of pain, the wan specter 
of anxiety and anguish, the relentless warnings of the pale messen- 
ger, ho receives unheralded the final stroke. To those who so believe 
there may be comfort in the death of our friend whose early sum- 
mons we all so much deplore. His call was so sudden, so unexpected 
that it is difficult to believe that the seal of death has really been 
placed upon him, that he has crossed the cold river to the spirit land, 
and that all there was of earth to him has forever passed away. 
Truly “in the midst of life we are in death.” 


Mr. MANNING. Mr, Speaker, the inexorable voice of mortality is 
again heard in these halls of legislation for the sixth time in the 
recent past, and pursuant to an immemorial custom, we have 
our dally routine of labors that we may pay fitting tribute to the 
memory of our departed associate, RUSH CLARK. 

I ask but a brief s in which to contribute a modest chaplet on 
the same hallowed sbrine, in addition to the 8 graceful tributes 
which have been presented by those who were longer and more inti- 
mately acquainted with our deceased friend than myself. 

We were all greatly shocked by the suddenness with which he was 
stricken down while at his post of duty in this city, on the 28th day 
of April last, and while in the midst of a public career honorable to 
himself and his people. j 

The simple story of his life is a far better eulogy than the plaudits 
of admiring frien He was born in Schellsburgh, Pennsylvania, on 
the 1st of October, 1834, and was therefore called to enter the great 
beyond in the forty-fifth year of his age. His alma mater was Jeffer- 
son College of the same State; and immediately after graduating at 
that college in 1853 he removed to Iowa City, Iowa, where he con- 
tinued to reside, and in a short time thereafter entered upon the prac- 
tice of the law. As a lawyer he soon enjoyed that distinction to 
which he was entitled by his marked ability, energy, and integrity. 
In 1860, when the war clouds were lowering upon the country, in the 
hope of serving his State at this critical 1 he was elected to 
the Legislature and at once took front rank among the leaders of the 
party to which he belonged. 

In 1861, when the tocsin of war first sounded in the land and the 
whole population was springing to arms, he accepted service upon 
the staff of Iowa's governor with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, and 
was at once active and efficient in sending forward to the war armed 
men for the maintenance of the Union of States. 

In 1862 he was re-elected to the Legislature, and was elevated to 
the position of speaker, the delicate and responsible duties of which 
place he discharged with dignity, ability, and fairness, although at 
thai time he was only about twenty-eight years of age. 

Soon after the restoration ae prasa he resumed the practice of his 
profession, forming a copartnership with Judge W. J. dock, which 
continued until dissolved by his untimely death. He re-entered the 
halls of his State Legislature in 1876, although to do so involved a 
sacrifice of his nal and business interests. At the ensuing con- 
gressional election he was rewarded by his party for the eminent and 

atriotic service he had rendered his State and country by electing 
Bim to the Forty-fifth Congress, and again in 1878 by returning him 
to the Forty-sixth Congress. 

Those who knew him upon this floor know how faithfully and 
promptly he responded to every duty that devolved upon him, and it 
is not strange that his generous im strong mental faculties, pare 
private and public character, and love of country’s honor and welfare, 
secured for him a warm place in the hearts of his constituency, whose 
interests he ever guarded and protected with so much zeal and effi- 
ciency. An exalted public spirit ever animated his breast; and every 
movement, whether 5 in legislative halls or elsewhere, Which 
in his judgment tended to benefit the country in large or small degree, 
and bring peace and fraternal relations to the whole people, received 
his utmost aid. 

Now that his life is finished the testimony is cheerfully borne by all 
who knew him, without regard to party affiliations, that he left to his 
family, friends, and country a name without a stain. 

The following resolutions adopted by the citizens and professional 
associates of his distant home attest the esteem and affection of those 
in whose midst his life had been spent: 

As citizens of Iowa City, desiring to ress our sorrow in view of the d 
4 and nei W Hos Rush CLARE wo resolve, eee 


1. That we chi a grateful remembrance of his many public and private vir- 
tues, his genial aupa on and courteous bearing, and his pay and able advocacy 
of a that tended to promote the material, and educational prosperity of 
our city. 

2. That we ice in the merited distinction which he attained in his profession 
and in the! tive councils of tho State and nation, and we deeply mourn that 
— life sh so suddenly close in the midstof so much promise of usefulness and 

mor. 

3. That our pathy is hereby tendered to the family and relatives of our de- 


is bereavement robs them of one whose 


omestie virtues rendered him peculiarly dear to them. 
Truly, it can be said of him, “ He was the noblest work of God—an 
honest man.” 
He was too brief a time a Representative in the Congress of this 
Government to afford him either time or opportunity to adequately 


ed Fiend, Snowing as we do that this 


impress upon the country the many sterling qualities of head and 
heart which so much adorned his e ter, and which would have 
resulted in benefiting so greatly all who were so fortunate as to come 
within the reach of their influence. In all the range of his social and 
political relations his bearing was marked by such loftiness and purity 
of purpose that the profoun respect was paid him by his adver- 
saries, and the sincerest affection by those with whom he co-oper- 


ated. 

Be it known, Mr. Speaker, to the credit of our humanity that while 
we pause in our labors to observe the time-honored custom of laying 
our tributes upon the tomb of a departed colleague, party distine- 
tions are unknown, as is beautifully illustrated by the intermingling 
at this hour of the voices of his political friends and adversaries, 

His mind had received the training and discipline of a quarter of 
a century of active mental labor, and the invigoration of countless 
collisions in intellectual gladiatorship, both in temples of justice and 
upon the hustings—ever wielding the scimitar of argument with 
manliness and dignity. As a statesman he was conservative in all 
his views, appealing always to the pure and elevated judgment, and 
not to the passions or prejudices of the people. On the page of RUSH 
CLank's history it can be truthfully written that he “was of the 
most artless, candid, open, and benevolent disposition, disinterested 
in the extreme; of a temper mild and placable even to a fault, with- 
out one drop of gall in his whole constitution.” 

But he is gone forever from the earth, and only his deeds can live 
after him, which, let us believe, will improve and elevate those who 
remain. The gladsome songs, the voice of loved ones, the beauties 
of nature are no more for him. 

Rest and sleep, sleep and rest! There are many who mourn you— 
eyes that are dimmed with tears as they remember with grateful 
hearts your many generous acts of kindness. There are those who 
feel that your place can never be filled. The best portion of a good 
man’s life are the little, nameless, unremembered acts of tenderness. 
and love,” with which your life was made redolent and glorious. 

From these events of Providence we should receive not alone the 
impression that in the midst of life we are in death, but also that as- 
death ends life is filled up with duties. 

Our brother has fallen asleep. May he steep on in peace until the 
last gens revielle of recorded time shall awake him again and sum- 
mon him from on high to mount the radiant heights of glory on the 
dread morning of the resurrection. Death is not the end; 

It but breedeth an infinite 
Limits are for time, and Ten k killa time 
Eternity's beginning is forever. 


Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, the Great Reaper has been in our midst. 
He who considers neither age, nor sex, nor condition of man, who 
inexorably and impartially cuts down the young, the middle-aged, 
and the old, has laid his icy hand upon one of our number in the 
prime of life, in the full enjoyment of every intellectual faculty and 
in the mid-career of manly activity and usefulness. 

RUSH CLARK, of Iowa, has “ swept through the gates,” and he will 
come in and go out with us nomore forever, His accustomed seat in 
this Hall is now filled by another. His life in this world is ended ; 
his mission accomplished, and he h one to join the innumerable 
caravan in that undiscovered coun m which there is no return. 

Well and truly has it been said by one of earth’s wisest sages, 
man’s life is but a hand-breadth; a solemn truth, of which, in the 
hurry of business, in the toil and turmoil of life, and in the pursuit 
of the 8 of our hopes, aspirations, and desires we too often 
lose sight, until rudely brought to our recollection by such a death 
as that of our late associate. We determine upon our plans, we lay 
out our work, we arrange our programme for the long vista of years, 
which, panorama-like unfolds itself before us, when suddenly, may- 
hap without warning, our lives are required of us, and the bright 
and brilliant future fades away into the black nothingness of death. 
And this is all we are certain of in this world. Why even now— 

Our hearts, 
Like muffled drums, are beating 
Funeral marches to the grave. 

Mr. Speaker, it was not my good fortune to have known Mr. CLARK 
previously to the assembling of the Forty-fifth Congress in this Hall 
in the month of October, 1877. We met here and then for the first 
time, strangers to each other as we were to most of those who were- 
to be our associates during the life of that Congress. An acquaint- 
ance early formed soon ripened into a friendship which continued 
without a jar until he yielded up this life on the 28th day of April 
last to the resistless demand of that master of the human race, Death! 

I early discovered that he was a man of high sense of honor, of 
irreproachable integrity, of fair abilities, fine literary and professional 
acquirements, and sterling patriotism; that he possessed a heart of 
as tender susceptibilities as a woman, without pretension and without 
sham. He fully appreciated the responsibilities of life, and met them 
in aright, manly way. To him— 

Life was real, life was earnest, 
And the grave was not its goal. 

There was nothing sordid nor mean about him; nothing low, base, 
nor groveling. His aspirations were ever upward and onward, “ad 
astra per aspera ;” and he appreciated this earth and the things thereof 
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only so far as they aided him to achieve that which was of the intel- 
lect and the spirit. His inspirations were: 

Build thee more mansi Om 

As the swift poh roll, * N 

Leave thy low vaulted past, 

Let each new temple, grander than the last, 

Shut thee from heaven with a dome more vast, 

Till thon at art free, 

Leaving thine outgrown shell by Time's unresting sea. 

Mr. Speaker, I said he was a man of sterling patriotism; and so he 
was. It was bounded by no narrow State lines. The whole country 
was his fatherland, and he alike rejoiced in the prosperity of the East, 
the West, the North, and the South. Although a citizen and a Rep- 
resentative of one of the most flourishing of the States of the Union, 
a State which, is already a very giant among her sister States, and 
whose future is as bright and promising as the most sanguine of her 
children could ask for, a State which our associate loved right well 
and he was proud of Iowa, of her enterprising ponie; of her past 
history and brilliant future, yet the fountains of his heart did not 
congeal as he passed beyond her border. He loved the whole coun- 
try as well, for he was more an American than he was an Iowan, and 
he could illy appreciate the feelings and judgments of those whose 
horizon was bounded by the contracted limits of their own petty 
State, and whose vision was so limited that they saw nothing to love 
and admire and to excite their patriotic emotions in the grand real- 
ity that they are citizens of 8 and proud and free Republic 
of America. With him before all else was the nation; the State oc- 
cupied a secondary place in his heart, his judgment, and affections. 

He was an earnest advocate of republican principles and polity, 
because he believed those principles to be foun upon the firm 
basis of justice and right, and that the continued supremacy of the 
republican party was essential to the peace, the prosperity, and well- 
being of the seg Tee poopie 3 yet he judged not unkindly those who 
conscientiously differed from him in opinion. I question whether a 
single member of the Forty-fifth Congress ever heard from his lips 
an unkind word or an uncharitable expression. 

He was possessed of a large heart, and his sympathies were with 
the people. Oppression and wrong, wherever or by whomsoever ex- 
ercised, he denounced with honest indignation. Incapable himself 
of wrongfully depriving any one, even the humblest and most ob- 
scure, of the rights bestowed by Providence or guaranteed by law. 
he could illy brook to see others do so, and was unable to understand 
how any one ing the instincts of an honest man or the princi- 
ples of a gentleman could persuade himself to reap the fruits of a 
crime or enjoy the emoluments of office obtained by outrage upon the 
sacred rights of the people. He desired to see our Government in 
truth and in fact, as it is in name, “a government of the people, by the 
peop and for the people.“ 

Genter, I desire to say but a word more. I honored Mr. CLARK 
for his many estimable qualities of heart and intellect, for his manly 
independence, for his quick 5 of the right, and his firm 
determination at all times to do the right as power and insight were 

iven him to discern it, regardless of the consequences to himself. 

ut although in all these views and opinions my judgment heartil 
approved and my heart fully sym athized, yet beyond them all 
loved him because he was my friend—sincere, earnest, and true; and 
for this I drop the silent tear upon his grave, and pay this last trib- 
ute of respect to his memory. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the humble and brief trib- 
ute which duty as well as inclination leads me at this time to brin 
as friendship’s offering to lay on the grave of my honored friend and 
dead predecessor, though long delayed, will be none the less sincere 
and heart-born. And the eloquent and well-timed utterances of those 
who have preceded me leaves but little more to be said. 

Many circumstances led to a more than usual intimacy and friend- 
ship between Mr. CLARK and myself. We were near the same age, 
both born and reared to,manhood’s years in the same State, the old 
Keystone; and in the morning of young manhood both, in the latter 
part of the year 1553, left our native State and went to the young 
and then extreme frontier State of Iowa, scarcely known in the bright 
constellation of our grand sisterhood of States at that time. He was 
without friends and but little means, among strangers and in a strange 
land. He had nothing to rely apo except his own energy and high 
resolve to conquer difficulties and overcome obstacles by an upright 
life and honorable conduct; and like every true-hearted American 
2 he had unfaltering faith in the future of his country. He loved 

er institutions, her laws, and, above all, felt the pope givin fact 
and realized the grand truth that the highway to usefulness, honor, 
and fame was not monopolized by the accident of birth, nor was the 
pathway to renown by divine right the property of either class or 
person, and the gates to the temple of fame opened not at the touch 
-of golden keys. izing no aristocracy except the aristocracy of 
brains, by his own energy, industry, and honest labor he sought to 
achieve whatever of success in life he might, knowing that under our 
Government these ways were open to the poorest and humblest bo 
in our broad land who with an honest purpose fights the battle of life 
with a intent. 

The occasion of our first esti: Demag the forming of an 
‘ance which in after years ripened 


uaint- 
to a friendship unbroken during 
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his life, and which will for all coming time remain to me a sacred 
memory, is worthy of special note at this time. It has lately become 
a question of some interest as to which State called, and, in fact, held 
the first republican State convention, several claiming that honor, 
I deem it fitting to state upon this occasion that on the 22d day of 
February, 1854, in the then capital of Iowa, a republican State con- 
vention assembled under the call of a few citizens of the State, and 
upon that day and occasion I had the honor of being present as a del- 
egate, and then and there met for the first time Mr. CLank. He was 
not a delegate, but being a resident of the city and in active sympathy 
with the movement was present, and very materially aided by his 
wise, well-digested, and carefully prepared counsel informing the plat- 
form of principles adopted by the convention, which then nominated 
for governor that noble man and grand statesman, James W. Grimes, 
whose subsequent career in the councils of the nation made his name 
a familiar household word, and whose acts and doings make one of 
the brightest p in our country’s history, and who at the followin 

election, then held in the month of August, 1854, was chosen as chie 

executive of the State, and, as I claim, the first republican nominated 
or elected to a State office. With these scenes I ask that the name 
of my honored prodoonidor stand associated for all time to come, and 
as a tribute to his worth, who, although so young and inexperienced, 
dare, in the face of a defiant majority stand true to his convictions 
and sacrifice present success that conscience should remain approved. 

It was my privilege to know him welland long, nor can I now real- 
ize that more than a quarter of a century has passed since I first met 
him, and that those years bridge the chasm separating that day from 
the time of his decease. In these years I was associated with him as 
an attorney of the same judicial district, and practicing often at the 
same bar, I watched with pride his career in the General Assembly 
of our State, rejoiced when I saw him called to preside over their 
deliberations as 1 of the house, and all his public acts received 
the plaudit of “Well done, good and faithful servant,” and in all these 
various positions of honor and trust which he through the partiality 
of his countrymen was called to fill he discharged the duties of each 
with that same marked ability and integrity which silenced the fault- 
finder, and in the presence of his pure, unsullied life as a public man 
the tongue of slander was mute and vituperation died on lips that 
would detract, and after he had disc these duties, public con- 
fidence so firmly established called to him to come up higher, and he 
was intrusted with the proud honor of representing his district in 
this House, and though among the youngest of those who achieve 
this distinction, he brought to the work a varied experience and ripe 
judgment, which enabled him to do credit to himself and honor to 
those he represented. 

But a strange, mysterious Providence, to mortal wisdom incompre- 
hensible, as he was just entering upon his second term in this House, 
at an unexpected moment called him to go hence, and in obedience to 
the inexorable summons he went from an active, useful life, in the 

rime of matured manhood, out into the mysterious realms unexplored 
by mortal man and from which no human voice gives back a response 
to ours. And faith and hope only give assurance that we may meet 
in. I received from him the last letter he ever penned. It was 
written the Saturday before he died, and the startling words“ RusH 
CLARK is dead” flashed along the wires and were read by many a 
moistened eye hours before I received and opened his last letter, and 
as I read the lines the truth came with crushing weight, that the hand 
which so lately penned those lines was then palsied in death and the 
eye that watched the page as the words of confidence were formed 
was forever closed. How true the poet’s words: 
The boast of heral the pomp of power, 
And all that — . that wealth e'er gave, 
Await alike the inevitable hour, 
The paths of glory lead but to the grave, 

Mr. CLARK possessed a high order of oratory; not, it is true, that 
kind which sweeps like a tornado, not that heroic, impassioned elo- 
quence which capivara the imagination, leaving the reason and 
judgment untouched, but a clear, classical statement, compact and 
fo forcing conviction on the hearts of all who heard it that his 
utterances were the result of honest convictions. Always gentle- 
manly and courteous, sensitive himself, he was ever tender of the feel- 
ings of others; and even in the fiercest contests before courts and 
juries, where intellectual swords flashed keen and bright, whatever 

e may have felt he never forgot himself so far as to utter a word or 
sentence which required a su uent explanation or apology, and 
yet when once convinced of the right he was heroically loyal to those 
convictions. He never betrayed a friend or compromised a principle. 
As a husband he was kind, considerate, and devoted. As a father he 
was sincerely and wholly attached to his children, and was a most 
indulgent parent, and in their midst, under his own roof-tree, sur- 
rounded by wife and children, so enshrined in his manly and lovin 
heart was the place and circumstances which gave to him unalloy 
pleasure, not enjoyed under any other cireumstances. 

That beautifal home is new lonely, dark, and sad. Gloom and sor- 
row brood in the hearts of those he loved so well and tenderly. And 
while human sympathy in the presence of se a sorrow feels 
that it can do but little, still it gives to those lowering clouds the 
silver lining. 

And if it be true that the good deeds men do die with them and the 
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evil deeds survive, I thank Heaven that his life was such that no 
intentional wrong on his yor survived him. To his orphaned chil- 
dren he left a heritage of honor and an unblemished character, in 
coming years the comtemplation of which will bring to their hearts 
only joy and gladness. d at his grave, on the beautiful hillside 
near his former home, they may in aftertime repair and there recall his 
example and emulate his virtues. 

Could he have written his own epitaph, he would have them read: 


When to their hall my Father's voice 
Shall call my t, in their choice, 
When Toa e gale my form shall ride. 
Or dark in mist descend mountain’s side, 
Omay my shade behold no sculptured urns 
To mark the where earth to earth 


returns ; 
ened scroll, no praise-incambered stone— 
My shall be 2 name alone. 
If that with honor to crown my clay, 
b 
By that — — or with that forgot. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, well may we stand uncovered and 
with solemn mien in the presence of death. On either hand are only 
the crumbling walls of mortality; behind, all the world, alike forget- 
ting and forgotten; before us the silent, unsounded sea stretching 
away to the echoless shore. Across the starless waste another of our 
number has gone. The ordinary business is suspended while we pay 
the customary tribute to his memory and connect, perchance for the 
last time, his name with the records of this House. Others may 
speak of Rush CLARK as they knew him in these Halls; of his patient, 
untiring labor; of his faithful, conscientious discharge of duty, his 
devotion to his convictions of right, and his unswerving loyalty to his 
country and to truth. The tribute I would bring springs from the 
pleasant associations of almost a quarter of a century of intimate 
acquaintance, and is that which a friend pays to the cherished mem- 
ory of a friend. Tis melancholy communion we hold by an open 
grave, with the vanished years speaking to us of all their joys and 
sorrows— 

In tones as voiceless as the steps of thought. 


Starting in our profession very nearly the same time, living for a 
while in the same Jadicial district, and practicing in the same courts, 
our pathways for 


years ran close together. Close at fied polot of 
time and and professional contact. His career lay along the 
heights, on which fell the full effulgence of erndition’s light; mine 
the plodder’s path, that only skirts the mountain’s base. 

ile many who enter the contest for the honors, so tempting, and 
yet so hard to win, in the legal profession, are , or become 

i when they have reached the steps of the temple of jus- 

tice or are jostled within its vestibule, RUSH CLARK did not rest until 
he had pressed his way to its very altars, and a to its service 
all the en and enthusiasm of his noble nature. He knew that no 
half-hi devotion would find tance there or bring the cov- 
eted reward. He studied and practiced his profession with a proper 
conception of its dignity and exalted character. He was not of those 
who regard it as a means to a selfish and sordid end, an occupation 
or calling by which he might simply amass wealth, or a mere step- 
ping-stone to the gratification of political ambition. 

views of the law were broad and comprehensive. To him it 
was a science, beautiful and symmetrical; a fabric and inspir- 
ing, not a net-work of technicalities to ensnare the weak while the 
strong might escape its restraints. His conception of its majesty is 
well expressed in the words of Hooker: Her seat is the bosom of 
God, and her voice the harmony of the world; all things in heaven 
and earth do her homage; the very least as feeling her care, and the 
greatest as not e from her power.“ 

As a practitioner he was careful and laborious, seldom entering 
upon the trial of a case without full and thorough preparation. He 
made his client’s cause his own, and carried into the contest all the 
zeal and energy of mind and body. Tenacious and vering, he 
seldom abandoned a case of importance until he had the decision of 
the court of final resort. 

In many respects he was a strong advocate. He had a clear, logi- 
cal, and well-disciplined mind. His style was terse and forcible, and 
his manner prosaik and dispassionate. His very earnestness made 
him impressive, and his well-known honesty in the maintenance and 
5 of his views and opinions gave him weight before courts 
and juries. 

He had fairly won and deservedly held an enviable position at the 
bar of his State, and left a name and record which are among the 
richest of his legacies to his family and friends. 

Mr, CLARK was a man of cordial qualities and gracious manners. 
His purity of life and character, his hon and probity none ever 
questioned. Everywhere he went, and in all the relations of life, he 

thered abont him hosts of warm personal friends, and “ grappled 
them to his soul with hooks of steel.” Within the sacred precincts of 
that home of which he must have been the light, and it the joy of 
his life, we will not intrude. It could not have been other than the 
abode of peace and love—that sweetest of all boons to mortals given— 
endeared by affection and hallowed by the joys and sorrows shared 
with each other and borne together under the shelter of its roof. 

From 1853 he had made Iowa City his home. His manhood was 
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spent there. ARTY E ASK fue ap apak ayer meg 
triumphs. He allied himself with every movement for the advance- 
ment of the growth and as. of his adopted city. Liberal and 
generous to a fault, kind-hearted and obliging, ever ready with an 
encouraging word and a helping hand, he e endeated to that 
community as few men do. The immense throng that waited at the 
depot, far in the night, for the funeral train, and gathered again 
along the streets and in the cemetery, where his mortal remains were 
committed to the dust, while the heavens were h with black and 
the clouds dropped their tears, attested the hold he on the hearts 
of that people. 

When the aged man dies, full of years and honors, “goes down like 
a shock of corn fully ripe,” we are prepared for the event, and there 
is resignation in our sorrow, for his end is as natural as the falling of 
the leaves when the autumn winds sweep the forest. 

But Mr. CLARK’s sun went down while it was yet noon. In the 
prime and vigor of manhood, in the midst of life and usefulness, his 
summons came. And as we looked at his vacant seat in this Cham- 
ber, and then into the faces of those sorrowing fatherless children 
and disconsolate widow, as they in sat down among the familiar 
scenes of that desolated home; when we remembered how much of 
love and hope and happiness was wrapped up in his being, and what 
the possibilities of his future, and how all in so brief a moment had 
been dashed to the ground, we felt like exclaiming, “ How unsearch- 
able are His judgments and His ways past finding out.“ 

On the banks of that beautifal river where for so many zen he 
lived, labored, and loved, he sleeps well, while the garland of earthly 
honors that bound his brow in life has but changed to a wreath of 
fadeless beauty in the land beyond the shadows. 

When a man dies we are apt to think the loss to community 
and the country irreparable and his place cannot be filled, but 
the cold waves of Time close over him, others take up the burden that 
he has laid down, and the great world moves on. It is a reasonable 
hope, born of the experiences of the past, that the wise Creator, whose 
foot-prints are seen all along the highways of history, will raise up 
the men and devise the methods necessary for the Sopop 
of His infinite designs, that embrace, as we trust, the hig good 
and supremest welfare of mankind. This thought helps to reconcile 
us to inevitable and pos upon our unwilling attention our 
own insignificance. He of whom we to-day his niche in 
time, and with an abiding faith in Him whose wisdom is over all, 
whose power protects all, and whose mercy encircles all, ‘‘fought a 

fight, finished his course.” Over the dark billows that now 

ivide us is only the light of the star of Bethlehem, bright with the 

promise of immortality. To this we finally all come, when every 

other refuge fails, whether doubting or believing, hoping or despair- 

ing, and here at length is the anchor cast, for weal or woe, “ when 
our rest together is in the dust.” 


Mr.CARPENTER. Mr. Speaker, less than a year ago, while at my 
home in Northwestern Iowa, I read in a recently received number of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the memorial addresses in honor of Bev- 
erly B. Douglas. Among them was one delivered by RUSH CLARK. 
I remember in reading his sympathetic words nothing more deeply 
impressed me than the thought that I could see in his utterances an 
illustration of that principle in the human mind which leads one in 
analyzing the character of another to make those elements prominent 
which constitute the strong points of his own nature. So now, the 
kindly and noble-sonled RUSH CLARK, whose generosity and unsel- 
fishness had been proverbial in Iowa for twenty years, emphasized 
the fact that the immediate friends of the deceased testified to his 
goodness of heart and openness of hand.” One could also read in this 
address that the appreciation of a generous public for honorable ser- 
vice and manly effort formed the under-current of his thought, and 
reflected the inspiring p of his own laborious life. In course 
of his remarks he recited the evidences of t and attachment to 
the dead Congressman shown by the le of Virginia, whose atten- 
tions and hospitality to the officers of the House and committee of 
Con were everywhere manifest on the route from the capital to 
his former home; and in this connection he said: 

At the time ed by the friends, we met them at the of Mr. 's 
residence and Stiended i ahi ey to the church. The N village 3 
be present to attest their respect for his memory. 

As we read these words between the lines, and in the light of sub- 
sequent history, they seem to be not only a tribute of respect to the 
dead, but a half prophecy of like evidences of appreciation at the 
side of their author's own new-made grave. In less than five months 
from the day they were spoken, the lips that uttered them were closed 
in death. It seems almost like a coincidence worked by the hand of 
Providence that these words thus fitly describe the scene at the grave 
which so soon opened in the cemetery of that beautiful city of the 

rairies bo receive all that was mortal of the noble and generous- 

USH. 

I had met him occasionally during the last nineteen years, and 
knew him as busy men living one hundred and fifty miles apart sonie- 
times know each other. Buton comingto Washington at the begin- 
ning of the first session of the Forty-sixth Congress, and Saimy myself 
occupying a seat nearer him than any other of my Iowa colleagues, 
as I balled upon him day after day for information in respect to the 
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application of rules with which I was unfamiliar, I came to under- 
stand more of his character and to more thoroughly appreciate his 
worth. I also learned why it was that, notwithstanding he was a 
lawyer of strength and acuteness, a clear and ive speaker, a 
man of untemitting industry and devotion to his duties—so much so 
that before sending him to Congress his fellow-citizens had chosen 
him three times to represent them in the State Legislature, where his 
services had been so conspicuous that he had been elected speaker of 
the house of representatives for one of these terms—he should still be 
known all over the State by the familiar and friendly name of Rusu. 

Who that hears me to-day has ever known a man of a 
spirit so generous and a patriotism so exalted as to subordinate his 
own interests to his friends, his fellows, and his country, that the 
discriminating and great-hearted public did not learn to express 
its 5 and favoritism by ing him some pet and familiar 
name 

But, notwithstanding he was the object of so much love and esteem 
his friends could not hold him back from the chilling embrace o 
Death. And now that we have come to lay the last green sod upon 
his grave, may we not hope that wife, children, relatives, and friends, 
who leaned upon him here, and whom he cared for with such unex 
ampled love and tenderness, may find as they continue life’s journey 
that though the way may seem longer and lonelier than heretofore, it 
will still be smoothed and cheered 1 Who in all that 
constitute a erous manhood and kindly heart are neither more nor 
less than such, as was our good friend RUSH CLARK. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the relations existing between 
the late Hon. RUSH CLARK and myself were of the most friendly and 
cordial character. My acquaintance with him began long before we 
were associated here as members of this honorable body. He repre- 
sented a district in which I had many acquaintances and friends, and 
with portions of which I had been familiar from early manhood. 
From that fact we were brought into closer and more intimate rela- 
tions with each other when we became members of the Forty-fifth 
Congress, and what before had been a pleasant acquaintance ripened 
into a sincere and confiding friendship. Hence, Mr. Speaker, on this 
occasion I speak not simply as a oulogist, but asa friend. I desire not 
merely to do honor to the memory of a deceased member of this body, 
but to pay a tribute of respect to one whom I regarded with all the 
feelings and sentiments of a warm and generous friendship. 

It is not my purpose to speak at length of the paa and public 
virtues of Mr. CLARK. This has been done, and better done, by his 
colleagues who have preceded me. Iwill, however, say that in pri- 
vate life Mr. CLARK was beloved by all who knew him and shared 
his society and his friendship. In public life he was respected and 
honored by all associated with him who knew his many virtues and 
his manly worth. I never knew a man more conscientious and faith- 
ful than he in the discharge of a public trust. As a member of this 
body, I have no doubt but that his fidelity in the discharge of his 
public duties and the constant, unremitting attention he gave to the 
many wants aud interests of his constituents wore his life away. 
The arduous labor he performed here at his desk and at his room dur- 
ing the silent watches of the night a conta the way for the success- 
fol 3 of disease, if it did not induce the very disease of Which 
he died. 

He worked more, Mr. e than he had the strength to work, 
and no one who intimately knew him could fail to observe that he 
often seemed to be overworked, overtaxed; yet I can never forget his 
warm friendly tings, his cheerful demeanor, and how brave 5 bags 
masomplaining y he bore up under the burdens resting upon as 
a Representative. 

Mr. CLARK was not only a faithful public servant, but he was faith- 
fulin all the relations of life. As a counselor and advocate he was 
able and faithful, and deservedly occupied a high position at the bar 
of his county and State. As a member of this body, while he took 
no active part in the debates of the House, yet he was in constant 
attendance upon its sessions, ee Bap accurately observed its pro- 
ceedings, and took a deep interest in them. 

I doubt if any man ever brought into the public service as a legis- 
lator a more earnest, sincere desire to serve well and faithfully his 
constituents and his country. Asa citizen he took a deep interest 
in all that pertained to the welfare of the community in which he 
lived, as well as of his State and nation; and he enjoyed in a high 
de the respect and confidence of his fellow-citizens, neighbors, 
and friends. But, Mr. Speaker, he has obeyed the mandate which 
sooner or later must come to all of us. He has laid down life's duties, 
responsibilities, and cares, and is at rest in the cemetery of the beau- 
tiful city in which he lived. I confess, Mr, Speaker, when I heard, 
as I did on the day of his death, that Rusu CLank was dying I was 
greatly shocked. It was one of those sudden admonitions which 
sometimes come upon us, overwhelming us with sorrow and remind- 
ing us of the great uncertainty of human life. I had met Mr. CLARK 
but the evening before his death as we were walking on Pennsylvania 
avenue. I had a ponens conversation with him, in which we dis- 
cussed the probabilities of an adjournment of the extra session of 
Con and we spoke of our anxiety to get home; and now, ina 
few brief hours, he was dying, he was going home, and there to rest 
forever. Such is human 


Mr. Speaker, some poet has truthfully said: 
Death is here, and death is there, 


Death is bi everywhere ; 
Lal S beneath 


All around, abov: 


Is death, and we are death ; 

First our pleasures die, and then 
Our hopes and fears; and when 
These are dead the debt is due; 
Dust claims dust, and we die, too. 

Surely those of us who have served here in this Hall for the last 
few years need no poetic admonition that Death has been here. We 
know, as we have seen one after another of our fellow-members 
stricken down, that Death is here; and that no distinctions, no gifts, 
no honors, however great, can save us from his ruthless hand; when 
the summons comes we must all obey. 

Mr. Speaker, those of us who accompanied the remains of RUSH 
CLARK to the home he loved so much, and to their final resting-place, 
could not mistake for a moment the . he had upon the af- 
fections of the people among whom he lived and worked and 
toiled for so many years. The multitude which in the rain and in 
the darkness of the night met us on the arrival of the train, and 
thronged the line of our march from the depot to the residence of 
the deceased, demonstrated in a remarkable manner the love and re- 
spect which the people cherished for a noble citizen and a faithful 

resentative, and the great sorrow which had been so suddenly 
visited upon them. I was myself deeply affected at the demonstra- 
tions of sorrow which everywhere met us at his home, and by the 
very general expression of deep and tender 3 for the grief - 
stricken wife and fatherless children. I sincerely trust and believe 
the memory of our departed friend will leng be cherished by the 
le he served so well, and that the God of the widow and the father- 
ess may keep and bless his bereaved wife and children. 

The SPE R. The question is on the adoption of the resolutions. 

The question being taken on the resolutions they were adopted 
unanimously; and, in obedience to the fourth resolution, the House 
(at two o’clock and twenty-seven minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The ee memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of the Captains and Vessel Own- 
ers’ Association of Philadelphia, for the repealof the shipping act of 
1872—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BAKER: The petition of Thomas Carter and 92 others, sol- 
diers in the war for the suppression of the rebellion, for a law to pay 
the soldiers who served in said war the difference between the paper 
money in which they were paid and its value in coin at the time of 
such 8 the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRENTS: The petition of citizens of Washington Terri- 
tory, for an appropriation to construct a military telegraph between 
Pomeroy and Fort Colville with a branch to Camp Coeur d’Alene— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: The petition of George F. Drew, governor, 
and 200 others, citizens of Florida, for an appro riation for deepen- 
ing the entrance to Cumberland Sound—to the Cominitoes on Cor - 
merce, 

By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: The petition of J. Bute & Co. and othe: 
to be refunded the 4 per cent. additional tax and the $1 per thousan 
on cigars assessed against them by the ruling of Commissioner Doug- 
lass, under the act of March 3, 1878—to the Committee of Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. DICKEY: The petition of William Hockett and 37 others, 
of Westborough, Ohio, for the equalization of bounties—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Samuel Meyers, of Hillsborough, Ohio, and 184 
others, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FINLEY: The petition of Seneca Grange, No, 280, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Seneca County, Ohio, for legislation pr: ‘ecting the 
users of patents in certain contingencies—to the Committee on Pat⸗ 
ents. 

Also, the petition of Seneca Grange, No. 280, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Seneca County, Ohio, for legislation against transportation monop- 
olies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of 45 soldiers of Geauga County, 
Ohio, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. F 

Also, the petition of Carey Claxton and 58 other soldiers of Ohio, for 
the passage of a bill equalizing bounties—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Alexander Poland and 49 others, citizens of Ohio, 
against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Hannah Foot, widow of Roger Foot, late a sol- 
dier of the war of 1812, and of Rebecca Stone, widow of Merritt Stone, 
late a soldier of the war of 1812, for pensions—to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. BENJAMIN W. HARRIS: The petitions of B. Joy Jeffri 
M. D., and 12 others; of Julius H. Seelye, Elihu Root, and Edw: 
Hitchcock; of Noah Porter and 5 others, and of E. G. Robinson and 
Eli W. Blake, jr., for Con to take into consideration a general 


law of control ef color blindness and visual acuteness in the Navy 
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and merchant marin 
mission of definite and uniform standards of testing these necessary 
qualifications—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL: The petitions of S. M. Cameron and others, and of 
E. B. Mapes and others, of Defiance Copot Ohio, for an amendment 


and the agreement by an international com- 


to the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the 5 of F. H. Smith and others, and of C. D. Rep- 
logle and others, of Defiance County, Ohio, for the p. of the law 
re ting freights on railroads—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. 50 : The petition of Michael Haynes, for the removal 
of disabilities incurred while a soldier of the United States during 
the late war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MARSH: The petition of C. H. Whiting and others, of Illi- 
nois, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the same com- 
mitiee. 


By Mr. McGOWAN: The petitions of William F. Hewitt and 14 
others, and of J. A. Robinson and 22 others, of Calhoun County, 
Michigan, and of B. B. Johnson and 35 others, of Barry County, 
Michigan, for legislation regulating interstate commerce—to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

Also, the petitions of E. W. Morford and 36 others, of 5 
and of J. A. Robinson and 9 others, of Calhoun County, Michigan, 
for legislation to protect innocent users of patented articles—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MILES: The petition of 2 E. Rhodes, an assistant en- 
gineer of the United States Navy, that he be credited in the appro- 


iate records of the Navy Department and Navy ae ng” r with the 
. rformed by him in the volunteer navy—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. PRICE: The petition of Thomas Doughty and others, for 
the amendment of the steamboat-inspection law—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. JOHN W. RYON: The petition of 22 Union soldiers of Penn- 
sylvania, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, SHELLEY: The petition of William L. Lanier, president 
of the Alabama Central Railroad, that the duty on steel rails be re- 
duced from $28 to $10 the ton—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: Resolutions of the city council of Chicago, 
Illinois, relative to the p: of a bill to amend the statutes in re- 
lation to the 5 ae of dutiable goods—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: The petition of C. M. McCollough and others, 
that Congress make an appropriation for dredging and deepening the 
channel of Elk River near Elkton, in Cecil County, Maryland—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WEAVER: The petitions of Samuel H. Davis and 42 others, 
of G. R. Turner and 133 others, of William Morris and 80 others, and 
of A. J. Turnbull and 62 others, citizens of Iowa; of W. H. Hanson 
and 52 e 1 Kansas; of Harney Bane and 144 others, 
of Newnan, Illinois; of R. Rees and 52 others, of Keene County; of 
Daniel McHenry and 66 others, of uon, and of Virgil Gray and 
33 others, citizens of Aurora, Illinois; of Paschall Seeds and 117 others, 
of Salem, Ohio; of James McAnn and 41 others, of Whitinsville, 
and of W. A. Slocum and 40 others, citizens of Spencer, Massachu- 
setts; of A. R. Raymond and 34 others, of Palermo, of Charles B. 
Bonta and 60 others, citizens of Weedsport, New York; of W. B. 
Blake and 22 others, of Hopewell, and of William Harsha and 36 
others, citizens of Cannonsburgh, Pennsylvania, for the passage of 
the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. Z 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of John Quigley and 212 others, 
citizens of Arnot, Tioga County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the 
bill (H. R. No. 269) known as the 14 popplemens to the home- 
stead act—to the Committee on Public ds, - 


IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 2, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
5 of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
TOY! 
£ EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate of December 3, 1879, transmitting a letter from the Chief of 
1 and the report of Lieutenant-Colonel G. K. Warren, Corps 
of Engineers, relative to the improvement of the Taunton River, 
Massachusetts, with estimates of the cost of such improvement; 
ae bed referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 

rin 

e also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the § n-General, in- 
closing an estimate of the amount required to complete the printing 
and binding of the catalogue of the library of the „ 
office, and recommending an appropriation of $6,500 for that p s 
eee referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered 5 be 
P 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a letter from Theophilus French, Auditor 
of Railroad Accounts, relative to a deficiency of $1,400 in his salary, 
and a letter from Thomas Simmons, Assistant Attorney-General, rela- 
tive to the efficient and valuable services of this Auditor to the De- 
partment of Justice; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with section 229 of the Revised 
Statutes, a statement of the expenditures of moneys appropriated for 
the contingent expenses of the military establishment during the fiscal 
year . June 30, 1879; which was ordered to lie on the table and 


be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers and a report 
of —.— F. Harwood, Corps of Engineers, of an examination ein 
accordance with the provisions of the river and harbor act of March 
3, 1879, of the Saint Joseph River, from its mouth in Michigan to Elk- 
hart, Indiana; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CREDENTIALS, 
Mr. JONAS 3133 the credentials of RANDALL LEE GIBSON, 
elected by the islature of Louisiana a Senator from that State for 


Leng hares beginning March 4, 1883; which were read and ordered to 
be ` 
PATENT-OFFICE REPORT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual report 
of the Commissioner of Patents, in compliance with the require- 
ments of section 494 of the Revised Statutes, for the year ending De- 
cember 31, 1879; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate : 
bill (H. R. No. 3384) declaring all public roads routes; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2932) amending section 740 of the Revised Statutes; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3992) for the relief of Cyrus B. Ingham, of the 
Territory of Dakota; Harvey Bryant and Guilford A. Wood, of Kan- 
sas, and Richard Parker, of Minnesota ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3990) to remove the political disabilities of John 


Maury; 

A pill (H. R. No. 3109) to remove the disabilities of I. Wilkinson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3988) to remove the political disabilities of Charles 
Carroll Simms, of vanes and 

A bill (H. R. No. ) to remove the political disabilities of Will- 
iam B. Taliaferro, of Virginia. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. R. No. 169 
making an appropriation for filling up, draining, and placing in 
sanitary condition the grounds south of the Capitol, along the line 
of the old canal, and for other purposes. 

The message farther announced that the House had concurred in 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. pps to provide for circuit and 
district courts of the United States at Columbus, Ohio, and transfer- 
ring certain counties from the northern to the southern district in said 
State. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 


ing bills: 
a bill (S. No. 317) for the relief of 8 J. B. Campbell; and 
A bill (S. No. 695) for the lief of Michael Granery, Nicholas Wax, 


and Moliere Lange. 
5 ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The mego further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution ; and they were 
thereupon pen by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2188) for the relief of Thomas Kearney ; 

A bill (S. No. 891) to locate and purchase a new site for the United 
States Naval Observatory; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 163) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to expend a sum of money heretofore appropriated for the erection 
of a storehouse and depot building at the city of Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I present the petition of Houghton Brothers and 
others, citizens of Maine, praying that Con will enact a law at 
the present session for the distribution of the balance of the Geneva 
award fund. As Iam told that the Committee on the Judiciary will 

robably report this morning on that subject, I move that the peti- 
ion lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of J. A. Wilson and 34 others, 


attorneys and ers of Jackson County, Michigan, praying for the 
passage of the bil. No. 999) for the appointment of off i 767 7 0 5 
raphers for the circuit and district courts of the United States; whic. 


was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. BRUCE presented the petition of Rey. A. Jackson, Rev. W. 
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Robinson, and 75 others, citizens of Greenville, Mississippi, praying 
for the of the bill (S. No. 865) to provide for the investment 
of certain unclaimed pay and bounty moneys now in the of 
the United States, and to facilitate and encourage the education of 
the colored race in the several States and Territories, and that the 
University of Wilberforce be included therein; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Mattie S. Whitney, of Mississippi, 
praying compensation for 33 taken by the United States 
troops in that State during the late war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, eee the memorial of George 
W. Holeton and others, citizens of Wisconsin and soldiers in the late 
war, remonstrating against the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) for 
the examination and adjudication of pension claims; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES. I presenta petition signed by Rey. Sheldon Jackson, 
superintendent of the Presbyterian schools in the Territories, and 
Rev. John Lanahan, pastor of the Foundry Methodist Episcopal 
church, in Washington City, in which they represent to Congress 
that the Territory of Alaska, when purchased by the United States, 
had a system of education maintained by the Russian government ; 
that 5 00 our taking control of that Territory the Whole system 
expired, and the entire Territory has been left without any means of 
education; that the present generation is growing up in ignorance and 
relapsing into barbarism ; that the United States is e e its 
Treasury from the Territory every 2 $317,500, more t 4 per 
cent. interest 2 the ori; pure ; that it pays back for the 
beriefit of the tory only $65,000 of this sum, and they pray that 
out of the $250,000 net revenue received into the Treasury every year 
from Alaska $50,000 of it may be otro for some system of 
education to those people whom we have obligated ourselves to Rus- 
sia to provide for in the treaty of purchase. I move that the peti- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and I commend 
it to their careful consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MCDONALD presented additional evidence in the case of Gal- 
lus Kerchner, of North Vernon, Indiana, praying compensation for 
stone used in the arsenal building at Indianapolis, Indiana; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, ¢ 

Mr. FARLEY presented the petition of William M. Evarts and 
others, members of the bar and citizens of New York, praying for the 
passage of the bill (8. No. 999) for the appointment of official ste- 
nographers for the it and district courts of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of Mary E. Shepley, widow of 
James H. Shepley, late first lientenant Company E, First Minnesota 
Volunteers, praying to be allowed the benefits of the acts of January 
25 and March 3, 1579, providing for arrears of pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Ernst Hein, of Utica, New York, 
late corporal Company C, Thirteenth ~~ Massachusetts Vet- 
eran Reserves, praying for an honorable discharge from the United 
States Army, and that the charge of desertion be removed ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented additional evidence in the case of 
Thomas E. Brawner; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to accompany the bill (S. No. 748) granting a pension to 
Thomas E. Brawner. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented the memorial of William Oscar Free- 
man and others, honorably discharged soldiers of the late war, and 
citizens of Ohio, remonstrating against the pasugo of the bill (8. No. 
496) providing for the nation und adjudication of pension 
claims; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented the petition of Moses Coffey,-of Casey 
County, Kentucky, praying for an increase of pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I present the petition of D. Ellis Conner and 
numerous other citizens of Bath County, Kentucky, praying that a 
pension be granted to Jacob Ginter, of that county, an old and de- 
crepit soldier of the Mexican War. ere was, I believe, a bill intro- 
duced during the last Congress by my colleague, [Mr. BxOR, I grant- 
ing a pension to Mr. Ginter and to George Oakley. I move that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Pensions, and that the pa- 
pers relating to these cases be withdrawn from the files of the Senate 
and refe to the same committee. I hope that the committee will 
act 2 upon this question, for if anything is to be done for 
these soldiers it had better be done before they go where a pension 
will do them no good! 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE presented the petition of L. S. Chawse and others, citi- 
zens of Lampasas County, Texas, and the petition of B. S. Purcell 

and others, citizens of Fayette and Lee Counties, Texas, praying Con- 
to so amend the patent laws as to make the manufacturer or 
vendor of all patented articles alone responsible for infringements ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He og pa the petition of B. 8. Purcell and others, and the 

ition Se T. Hodges 28 others, on te of Lee ree buco 
ounti 'exas, praying that Congress y appropriate legisla- 
tion, slleviste the oppressions imposed upon them by the transporta- 


tion monopolies that control the interstate commerce of the country ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

. MAXEY presented the petition of H. C. Cook and others, citi- 
zens of El Paso County, Texas, Drying tor the establishment of a 


post- route from Ysleta to the mouth of Delaware Creek, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GROOME presented the petition of James T. McCullough and 
89 others, citizens of Elkton, Maryland, and its vicinity, praying for 
an appropriation for the improvement of the Elk River, near that 
town, accompanied by estimates furnished as to the cost of the im- 
provement; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONAS presented the petition of Mrs. Clara H. Flower, of Rap- 
ides Parish, Louisiana, praying that the claim of her children for 
cotton taken by United States troops during the late war be referred 
A the Court of Claims; which was referred to the Committee on 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of G. S. Hughes and others, citi- 
zens of Atchison County, Misso: uri; the petition of D.P. Hubbard 
and F citizens of Linn County, Missouri; the petition of A. M. 
Ferrell and others, citizens of Jefferson County, Missouri; the petition 
of A. P. Pollard and others, citizens of Callawa 8 2 
si grat of E. T. Todd and others, citizens of Cass County, Mis- 

; the petition of J. J. McKee and others, citizens of Bates County, 
Missouri; the petition of J. M. Mitchell and others, citizens of Johnson 
County, Missouri; the petition of J. B. Shaws and others, citizens of 
Howard County. Missouri ; the petition of M. Girdner and others, citi- 
zens of Barton County, Missouri; the petition of E. Weber and others 
citizens of Clark County, Missouri; the petition of J. J. Sawyer and 
others, citizens of Cape Girardeau County, Missouri; the petition of 
Charles Dundas and others, citizens of Benton County, Missouri; the 

tition of William M. Thomas and others, citizens of Washington 

ounty, Missouri; the petition of W. J. Stone and others, citizens of 
Vernon County, Missouri; the petition of P. H. King and o 
citizens of Mercer County, Missouri; the petition of D. S. Engle an 
others, citizens of Nodaway County, Missouri; the petition of J. M. 
Menchen and others, citizens of Cooper County, Missouri; the peti- 
tion of J. T. ango ani others, citizens of Barry County, Missouri ; 
the petition of A, ey and o citizens of Andrew County, Mis- 
souri; and the petition of M. Kennedy and others, citizens of ere 
ler County, Missouri, praying for the p: of a law to prevent 
fluctuations in freights and unjust discriminations in € for 
transportation by railroad companies; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of L. M. Doane and others 
and the petition of B. F. Wadsworth and others, citizens of Jefferson 
County, Colorado, praying Congress so to amend the patent laws as 
to make the manufacturer or vendor of all patented articles alone 
responsible for infringements ; which were to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD presented the petition of David Gill and others, 
citizens of Buchanan County, Iowa, praying for an amendment to 
the patent laws so as to make the manufacturer and vendor alone 
responsible for infringements; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

He also presented the petition of Samuel Anderson and others, cit- 
izens of Buchanan County, Iowa, praying for the pamare of a law to 
prevent fluctuations in freights and unjust discriminations in trans- 
portation charges; which was ref to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I 8 the memorial of J. H. Easby and 154 
others, Union soldiers in the late civil war, remonstrating against 
the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) for the examination and adjudica- 
tion of ion claims. I think it right to say, Mr. President, that 
that bill is now undergoing investigation by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and I am strongly inclined to believe that the memorialists 
misunderstand both its purpose and its effect in case it should become 
alaw. I move the reference of the memorial to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNSIDE pementa the memorial of R. H. Jackson, captain 
First Artillery and brevet brigadier-general, United States Army, and 
Royal T. Frank, captain First Artillery and brevet lientenant-colonel F 
United States Army, remonstrating against the paeng of the bills now 

nding in the Senate for the relief of W. A. Winder and Dunbar R. 
. — ; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the memorial of J. D. Wood and others and 
the memorial of John McRae and others, citizens of Illinois and sol- 
diers in the late war, remonstratin inst the passage of the bill 
(8. No. 496) for the examination an ee of pension claims; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. $ 

He also presented the petition of J. O. Pickering and others, citi- 
zens of Kansas; the poruon of Jesse J. Pursell and others, citizens 
of Pennsylvania; and the petition of W. O. Gleim and others, citi- 
zens of Ohio, all soldiers in the late war, praying for the enactment 
of a law for the equalization of bounties; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of George Myers and others, soldiers 
of the late war, praying for a of the bill (S. No. 1078) to 
pani increase of pensions in cases; which was referred to the 


ommittee on Pensions. 
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He also presented the oft iene yo of Henry Slaughter, of paren, a 


Illinois, pra: to be allowed an addition to his pension ; which was 
wie ln preted the pli of Gongs W- Paha, superintendant 
e presen’ e tion Parker, superinten: 
of the Saint Louis, Alten, and Terre Haute Railroad, raying for a 
reduction of the duty on steel rails; which was apnd to the Com- 

mittee on Finance. 

Mr. McDONALD presented a resolution of the Board of Trade of 
Indianapolis, Indiana, in favor of the establishment of an inland port 
of entry at Indianapolis, Indiana; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions passed at a meeting of ex-Union sol- 
diers, citizens of Butler, De Kalb County, Indiana, and si b; 
Abner F. Pinchin, presiden and D. D. Diehl, secretary, in favor of 
Hio peewee at a Di to equali . and sailors of 
the late war, so that they may be paid the difference which existed 
between the value of mbacks and gold at the time of their pay- 
mi which were 33 to: the Committee ag Finance. 5 1 

. HEREFORD. I present certain papers to accompany the 
(S. No. 419) for the relief of the legal representatives of Daniel Bed- 
inger, deceased, and move that they be referred to the Committee on 
Claims, before whom that bill is pending. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 41) to extend the jurisdiction 
of justices of the peace in the District of Columbia, and to regulate 
proceedings before them, asked to be disc from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary ; 
which . to. ; 

Mr. B R. I am also instructed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was ref the bill (S. No. 528) to abol- 
ish the office of water registrar of the District of Columbia, and to 
transfer the charge and control of the water supply to the Chief of 
Engineers in charge of the Washi m Aqueduct, to report it ad- 
versely. The Senator from New pshire [Mr. ROLLINS] who 
introduced the bill desires that it be placed on the Calendar. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 
the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 855) for the relief of Narcissa Gibson, widow 
of the late Captain Alexander Gibson, United States Navy, reported 
it without amendment, and Submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the me- 
morial of Colonel William Crooks and others, praying that a pension 
be granted to Lucy Chaska, an Indian widow, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs; which was to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of Harriet „of Dover, New Ham praying to be allowed a 

on, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to 
printed, and the committee were discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 702) granting a pension to Mary A. Tindall, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
8. No. 956) granting a pension to John nobelo Muscatine County, 
owa, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 

printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 970) for the relief of Thomas U. Rothrock, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Armstead Goodlow, late of Company E, Twenty-third United 
States Colored Troops, praying that he may be allow: of 
pension from the date of his discharge, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the committee were 
discharged from the further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Milton L. Sparr, praying to be granted an increase of pension, 
submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1193) grant- 
ing a pension to Milton L. Sparr. 

e bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 


wit 


e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Mrs. Emma M. Moore, praying to be allowed a pension, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, 
ma ms re were discharged from the further consideration of 

e petition. 

Mr. McPHERSON subsequently said: I ask that the report in the 
case of Emma M. Moore be reconimitted to the committee, as amem- 
ber of the committee desires it to go on the Calendar, in order that 
a bill may be prepared according to the suggestion made by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] to the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. HEREFORD. ] 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 

Mr. McDONALD. Iam directed T the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 143) for the relief of 
Louisa M. Mansfield, to rt it adversely. Inasmuch as the Senator 
from Connecticut, [Mr. Eaton,] who introduced the bill, is not in 
his seat, I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e bill will be placed on the Calendar, 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. McDONALD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
were referred the a of S. W. Venable, of Petersburgh, Vir- 
ginia, praying that his claim for captured tobacco be refe; to the 

ourt of Claims, and the petition of Dunlap & Crawford, of Louis- 
ville, Kentucky, praying that their claim for captured tobacco be 
referred to the Court of laims, submitted an adverse report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged 
from further consideration of the petitions. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1046) ting an increase of pension to the 
widow of Major Thomas T. Thornburgh, late of the United States 
Army, reported adversely thereon, and moved its indefinite postpone- 


ment. 

1 SAUNDERS. I hope the bill will not be indefinitely postponed 
at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the Calen- 
dar, with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I am also directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 722) granting a pension 
to Sarah Dayton, to ask to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion. No application has been made to the Pension Burean for a pen- 
sion. We the person for whoge benefit the bill is presented is 

ionable under the law, and the committee do not report bills in 
vor of any one for a pension who has not made application to the 
Pension Bureau and refused. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD, from the same committee, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 797) granting a pension to Henry C. Smith, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill eon: indefinitely. 

Mr. OOD. Iam also directed by the same committee to re- 
port back the petitions of John Snider and Jesse F. Phares, praying 
to be allowed pensions. They were both scouts in the Union service 
during the war. The committee are of opinion, in which I do not 
concur, that they should not be pensioned, and report adversely upon 
their applications. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee will be discharged from 
the further consideration of the petitions. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I ask that the cases be placed on the Calendar, 
with the adverse report of the committee. \ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands they are mere 
petitions not accompanied by a bill, and consequently they cannot go 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You cannot pata petition onthe Calendar. You 
would have to introduce a bill and have it recommitted. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I will ask then that the petitions be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Pensions in order that a bill may be pre- 
pared to accompany them, so that the bill when reported may be 


placed ice the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petitions have just been reported 
adversely from the committee. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I move that they be recommitted to the com- 


mittee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to that. 
The proper course, the Chair thinks, would be to introduce a bill for 
the relief of these persons and have it referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and when the bill should be reported back adversely it 
could be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. ED. S. The difficulty about that (if I may be pardoned) 
would be, if this report be adopted, these papers could not be sent 
to the committee under the rules of the Senate. Therefore the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia desires the petitions to be sent back for the 
time being until he may introduce a bill so as not to foreclose the 
case on the petitions. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I did not understand the remark of the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was suggesting why I thought the course the 
Senator proposed was the proper one in order to enable him to use 
the op See nie 85 of these claimants’ applications for pensions. 

Mr. FORD. Then I hope there will be no objection to the 
petitions going back to the committee or lying on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petitions will be recommitted tothe 
committee if desired. The Chair hears no objection to that ‘cowrse. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from West Virginia can introducea 
bill afterward and have it referred. 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 38) for the relief of Robert hy and 
Calvin Green, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 658) to amend the act establishing the southern claims com- 
mission so as to extend the same to the Indian tri reported ad- 


versely thereon ; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on'Private Land Claims, to 
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whom was referred the bill (S. No. 818) to provide for ascertaining 
and settling private land claims in certain States and Territories, 
reported it with amendments, 

r. EDMUNDS. Iam directed by the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill (S. No. 225) to provide for ascertaining and set- 
tling private land claims in certain States and Territories, to report 
it adversely and move that it be indefinitely postponed, because the 
subject is covered by the bill I have already reported. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am directed by the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill (S. No. 600) to provide for ascertaining and set- 
tling private land claims in certain States and Territories, to report 
it versely for the same reason. Imove that the bill be indefinitely 

med. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1005) for the relief of the widow and children 
of Dr. Lemuel H. Draper, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary; which was to. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 551) granting a pension to James O'Connor, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Sol. S. Robinson, praying to be allowed a pension, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
committee were discharged from the further consideration of the peti- 
tion. . 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of citizens of Anderson County, Kansas, praying that a ion 
be granted to Thomas J. Rumbly, late of Company D, Ninth Regi- 
ment Kansas Volunteers, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which 
was ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Margaret Miller, praying that an act be passed granting her 
arrears of pension, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Joseph B. Shollenberger, praying for a pension, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ord to be printed, and the 
committee were discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 132) granting a pension to Fannie Lull, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 337) granting a pension to James H. Poland, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. P LETON. The Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was recommitted the bill (S. No. 605) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to deposit certain funds in the United States Treasury in 
lieu of investment, have directed me to submit a report accompanied 
by sundry papers and a new bill. 

The bill (S. No. 1195) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
deposit certain funds in the United States Treasury in lieu of invest- 
ment was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I desire to say, by order of the committee, that 
they have redrafted this bill, taking into consideration the sugges- 
tions of the Senator from Vermont fur. EDMUNDS] and the Senator 
from New York [Mr. CoNKLING] made the other day upon a similar 
bill, and have endeavored to make it conform as nearly as possible 
to the several ons that were made, believing that they were 
well taken. I give notice that I shall at an early day call up the 
bill, believin as now drawn it has met all those objections. 

Mr. PENDLETON , from the Select Committee to make provision 
for taking the Tenth Census, to whom the subject was referred, re- 
pat a bill (S. No. 1196) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 

r taking the tenth and subsequent censuses,” approved h 3, 
1879; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GROOME, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 208) Emon a pension to Archibald Nelson 
and John Nelson, minor children of John Nelson, reported it without 
5 and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 


be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 382) granting a pension to Ellen W. P. Carter, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 338) 5 a pension to Dederick Blanck, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Theodore S. Sayre and others, praying the pasange of an act 
granting a pension to Colonel Peter Claesgans, of Utica, New York, 


submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1197) grant- 
ing a pension to Peter C 8, late lieutenant-colonel of the One 
hundreth and forty-sixth New York Infantry. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the rvport was ordered to 
be printed. 

DISTRICT HEALTH ORDINANCES. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam instructed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 
8 legalizing the health ordinances and regulations of the Distriet 
of Columbia, to report it, with an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute; and I ask for its immediate consideration. The joint resolu- 
tion refers to the recent report of the health office, and it is regarded 
as important that it be acted upon promptly. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the 2 resolution in the morning hour? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear what the amendment is. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Since the adjournment on Thursday, when this 
matter went over on my suggestion, I have examined the subject and 
am entirely satisfied that the recommendation of the committee is 
correct. I see by their amendment they have enumerated the ordi- 
nances legalized in a xay that everybody can know exactly what it 
is that we legalize, and I am entirely satisfied to allow the joint res- 
olution to be considered now, under the circumstances of its imme- 
diate necessity. 

Mr. T. I wish to say in regard to the joint resolution 
that it is very long and on a very important subject; and if enacted 
into a law it provides very many penalties, I think, upon hearing it 
read. I should like to have the joint resolution go over until to-mor- 
row, and be printed as it is proposed to be amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. One objection takes it over. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not wish to antagonize the joint resolution, 
but desire it to go over for the reason just stated. 

Mr. BUTLER. As it is a matter of very great consequence to the 
health of the District, I give notice that I shall ask the Senate to- 
morrow at the expiration of the morning hour, or at the close of the 
morning business, to proceed to the consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion, and in connection therewith to act upon the substitute reported 
from the committee. 

THE GENEVA AWARD. 


Mr. THURMAN. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom were referred various petitions and memorials on the 
subject, to report a bill forreviving and continuing the court of com- 
missioners of Alabama claims, and for the distribution of the unap- 
1 moneys of the Geneva award. 

The bill (S. No. 1194) for reviving and continuing the court of com- 
missioners of Alabama claims, and for the distribution of the unap- 
propriated moneys of the Geneva award was read twice by its title. 

— THURMAN, I wish to give notice that on this day week I 
shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 
22 VT. Meanwhile the bill will be placed on the 

endar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say in connection with the report that 
it is not the unanimous report of the committee. Myself and sundry 
other gentlemen of the committee do not ac ig to it. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that the bill be printed in the Recorp. It isa 
sie short bill, and one of public interest. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and it will 
be printed in the RECORD of to-morrow. 

e bill is as follows: 


A bill for reviving and continuing the court of commissioners of Alabama claims, 
and for the distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the Geneva award. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 

merica in Congress assembled, That an act approved June 23, 1874, 
act for the creation of a court for the adjudication and disposition of ce moneys 
received into the Treasury under an award by the tribunal of arbitration consti- 
tuted by virtue of the first article of the treaty concluded at Washington the 8th 
of May, A. D. 1871, between the United States of America and the Queen of Great 

Britain,” be, and the same hereby is, revived, re-enacted, and continued, all the 

provisions thereof to take effect from and after the approval of this act, except as 

changed or modified by this act. 

Sec. 2. That the number of jages for said court shall be three; and the agree- 
ment of two of the judges shall be necessary to decide any question arising before 


said court. 
Sec. 3. That the Judges of the court hereby re-established shall convene and or- 
—- thecity of 1 5 22 as soon as practicable after their appointment; and 
6 court so organized s exist eighteen months; and all claims provable under 
this act shall be verified and filed with the clerk of said court within six months 
from its ization, or they shall be held to be waived and barred. And should 
it be foun per pore rey to complete the work of the said court before the expira- 
tion of the said eighteen months, the President may by proclamation extend the 
time of the duration thereof to a period not more than twelve months beyond the 
iration of the said eighteen months; and in such case all the provisions of this 
act shall be taken and held to be the same as though the continuance of the said 
pamita been originally fixed by this act at the limit to which it may be thus 


exten 

SEC. 4. That so much of the twelfth section of the said act as provides that no 
claim shall be admissible or allowed by said court by or in of any insurance 
company or insurer, either in its er his own right or as assignee, or otherwise, in 
the right of Bad sempre yor insured, as aforesaid, unless such claimant shall 
show to the 0 court that during the late rebellion the sum of its 
or his losses in respect to its or his war risks ex 
miums or other gains upon or in respect to such war risks ; and in case of any such 
allowance, the same shall not be greater than such excess of loss,” be, and the same 
is hereby, repealed. 


the sum of its or his pre- 


States of 
tled An 
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and allow all claims properly i 

from damage done on the high seas by confed- 

e late re jon, including vessels an: cargoes attacked 
m, although the loss or 


and taken on the high seas, or pursued by them 
e occurred within three miles of the shore, and whether such be made 


by the e ame property owner or by an und 
age, which claims shall be considered as claims of the second class. 
Sec. 5. That the 8 rendered by said court under this act shall be paid 


o time for the filing of claims 


this act. 
Sxc. 6. Judgments rendered in the first class shall be first paid. If the sum of 
e after provision for expenses and the judgments in cases of the 
© 50 una ted shall be insufficient to pay the claims of the second 


first 
class in fall, the be paid pro rata. 
Sxc.7. That this act shah noe be construed as in any way renewing, extending, 
intments of judges or officers of the 


or continuing any of the commissions or a 
Skid court of commissioners of Alabama issned and made by virtue of said 


act. 
„ 8. eas ae seems KOSATI See yment of the salaries of the judges 
y this oot aml for ths lave fal expenses of the 3 
lished, are hereby Bo pe cg out of any moneys in the Treas- 
riated ; of which shall be reimb: out of the said 
‘ore any of the judgments rendered under this act shall be 


REPORTS ON NAVAL EDUCATION, 
Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, to which was 
referred the following resolution, reported it without amendment: 


That 1,000 additional es of the re of Professor Soley to the 
eee of the Navy on the 3 ot ee and of the report 
of Lientenant-Commander ted for the 
use of the Navy 


Chadwick on the training of seamen, be prin 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
NEGRO-EXODUS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. VOORHEES, from the select committee on n 
from Southern to Northern States, reported the follo 


emigration 
g resolution : 


By unanimous consent, the resolution was read the second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. McMILLAN (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to in uce a bill (S. No. 1173) for the relief of the heirs 
of Nathaniel Heard; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. DAWES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1174) in relation to the compensation and 

mses of pension agents; which was read twice by its title, and 
ee to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 5 an increase of pension to Henrietta 
M. Davis; which was twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying pa referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1176) for the relief of Dr. T. 8. Verdi; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 
> Mr. ROLLINS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1177) making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Exeter River, in the State of New Hampshire; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1178) for the relief of Jason C. Bradeen ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BRUCE and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1179) for the relief of Mattie S. Whitney; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LOGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1180) granting a pension to Elizabeth Wolf, 
widow of John F. Wolf; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the peter ant as panen; referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKREL ed, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1181) for the relief of Dodd, Brown & Co., 
of Saint Louis, Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying Papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1182) to increase the efficiency of the National 
Board of Health; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the select committee to investigate and report the best means of pre- 
venting the introduction and spread of epidemic diseases. 

Mr. RERN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1183) granting a pension to Timothy Quinn; 


8 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
ensions. 

Mr. HEREFORD (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1184) to restore certain 
causes to the docket of the Court of Claims, and to provide for the 
hearing thereof; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1185) granting a pension to Jesse F. Phares; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a be 1 057 ae 1186) ce 1 idon to John Snider; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanyi re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. ee eee 

Mr. BAILEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1187) for the relief of Adelicia Cheatham; 
which was read twice by its title, and, wi e accom) ing papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. eee 

Mr. CALL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1188) ting arrears of pension to Emma M, 
Moore; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1189) to divide the district of Kansas into 
two divisions, and to prescribe the times and places for holding courts 
therein, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JONAS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1190) for the relief of L. Madison Day; which 
was read twice by its title, and, together with the pres on the files 
relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. WHYTE. I should like to introduce a bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent, morning business 
will be received. 

Mr. WHYTE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1191) for the relief of James Monroe Heiskell; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WINDOM asked; and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1192) to authorize the city of Winona to con- 
struct, operate, and maintain a wagon-bridge across the Mississippi 
River at Winona; which was read twice by its title, and refe; to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. 8 request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a joint resolution 8. R. No. 72) authorizing and 
requiring the Attorney-General to examine in the case of Albert 
Speyers, an American citizen, of New Vork City, on the und of 
error in the decision of the umpire, under the American and Mexican 
commission; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HARRIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 73) authorizing the dent 
of the United States to call an international sanitary conference at 
Washington, District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the select committee to investigate and report the best 
means of preventing the introduction and spread of epidemic diseases. 

Mr. C RON, of Wisconsin, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a joios resolution (S. R. No. 74) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to h tents, &c., to the Grand Army 
of the Republic in the State of Wisconsin; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. In connection with the joint reso- 
lution, I present a resolution of the Legislature of Wisconsin, pra; 
that Congress authorize the Secretary of War to furnish the tents an 
equi referred to in the joint resolution just introduced. I move 
that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. McDONALD, it was X 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of John Fletcher be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate, there being no adverse report in the case. 

On motien of Mr. BECK, it was 

That the tion and of J. B. Davis be taken from the files and 
8 the a ai — on — 

INSTRUCTION IN DRAWING. 
Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: ‘ 

Resol Secretary In and he is hereby, directed to 
famish the Senate with a statement containing all the information in hfs 
222 spent de tie a's ae 
or e 6 CO. 0 ure an mec © an 
schools and other institutions of the country, with reference to the utility 


of such instruction in promoting the arts and industries of the people. 
EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR CHANDLER. 
Mr. FERRY submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the 
copies of the eulogies di 


the Hi ng aber Fr coneurring,) That 12,000 
: 9 ‘ouses of Congress upon the late Zach- 
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ariah Chandler be printed, 8,000 for the use of the House of Representatives and 
000 for the use of the Senate; and the Secretary of the Treasury have printed 
e portrait of Mr. Chandler to accompany the same. 


BILL RECOMMITTED. 
On motion of Mr. MORRILL, it was 
Ordered, That the bill (S. No. 1094) to incorporate the National Education Asso- 
ciation be recommitted to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
GEORGE HEARD. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. No.309) for the relief of 5 75 Heard, which will only 
take about one minute, it being a short bill, which was passed by 
both the Senate and House at the last Congress without any objec- 
tion, but failed to be received by the President in time for his signa- 


ture. 
5 as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 

e 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that there is no 
report accompanying the bill. 

Mr. coc . There is no printed reportin the case. A state- 
ment of the Commissioner of the eral Land Office is with the pa- 

rs in the case, which was furnished on application, in answer to a 

etter from — — 5 

Mr. EDM S. Then let us hear that read; or perhaps the Sen- 
ator can state the facts. I will take his statement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will state the facts just as they are. Mr. 
Heard located a land warrant which had been issued to Chester Heb- 
ner, upon one hundred and sixty acres of land in Pettis County, Mis- 
souri. The papers were sent here to Washington. There was a sup- 
posed defect in the assi 5 the land warrant. The Commissioner 
of the General Land sent the papers back to Warsaw, to be 
returned to Mr. Heard in order that the assignment might be cor- 
rected. They were burned up early in 1861 in the land office at War- 
saw, and Mr. Heard never heard of the transaetion until recently, 
when he applied for a patent and was informed of the action taken 
and that the land warrant had been burned np. He then paid $200 
cash for the entry, and now asks that a duplicate of the land warrant 
be issued to him. 
lhe W So that it is the same land that he wished to enter 

ore 

Mr.COCKRELL. He has paid for the land, and now simply wants 
another land warrant in lieu of the land warrant which they refused 
to permit to be located because of this technical defect. 

. EDMUNDS. All right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
REMOVAL OF CORPORATION SUITS. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (S. No. 1089) to amend section 640 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the removal of 
suits by corporations, and to make further provision relating to suits 
by and against corporations. 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No motion is n the morning hour 
Tavna paned and the Calendar being under consideration. 

Mr. BAILEY. I hope the Senator from Vermont will not ask that 
that bill be taken up to-day. It is the desire of myself and several 
other Senators to make a somewhat critical examination of that bill, 
and we are not prepared for its consideration now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly; I am willing that the bill shall go 
over under such circumstances. I should like to take it up as soon 
as I reasonably can inasmuch as it is designed to relieve a good many 
citizens of the United States from what they consider to be a real 
8 in respect of the present law about the removal of suits 

y corporations. I shall be glad to get it up as soon as I can consist- 
ently with the convenience of the Senator from Tennessee, 

Mr. BAILEY. I su, t that the Senator can call it up on Wednes- 
day or Thursday of this week. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were sever- 
7 twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on the 
udic $ 


iary: 
A bill (H. R. No. 2932) amending section 740 of the Revised Statutes ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 3990) to remove the political disabilities of John 


S. Maury; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3109) to remove the disabilities of I. Wilkinson; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3988) to remove the political disabilities of Charles 
Carroll Simms, of Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. No. ) to remove the political disabilities of Will- 
iam B. Taliaferro, of Virginia. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3384) declaring all public roads postal routes was 
read twice by its title, and ref to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3992) for the relief of B. In , of the 
Territory of Dakota; Harvey Bryant and G A. Wood, of Kan- 
pee snd Richard Parker, of Minnesota, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


APPEALS FROM TERRITORIES IN CAPITAL CASES. 
Mr. McDONALD. Task for the present consideration of Senate 


bill No. 905. I wish to say that Senate bill No. 19, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to ascertain and certify the amount of land 
located with military warrants in the States described therein, and 
for other Purposes, which I ted to call up this morning, by the 
roe of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] will not be 


Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 


That a writ of error from the Supreme Court of the United States to the supreme 
court of any Territory shall lie in criminal cases where the accused shall have been 
sentenced to capital punishment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word “ the,” in line 6, to strike 
out down to “court,” in line 10, as follows: 

Court rendering such judgment shall, by its order, pos! the execution thereof 
from time to time and term to term until the of the supreme court 
in the case is received and emtered upon the records of such lower court. 

And in lieu thereof to insert “allowance of such writ shall operate 
as a supersedeas ;” so as to read: 

And in such case the allowance of such writ shall operate as a supersedeas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next mendment was, in line 16, after the word ‘‘shall,” to strike 
out the word also; “ in line 17, after the word “in,” to strike out 
“ said,” and insert “any ;” and in line 19, after the word “ have,” to 
strike out “one year,” and insert “six months ;” so as to read: 

FFT tried or determined in Ter- 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was to add : 
prome Gourt of the United estes, as in this act provided, slall have ‘precedence 

0 as ive len 
of bearing in said court. w 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A billin relation to writs of 
error to the supreme courts of the Territories in capital cases.” 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE CLARK. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
Aas, its Clerk, communicated to the Senate the intelligence of the 
death of RUSH CLARK, late a member of the House from the State of 
Towa, and transmitted the resolutions of the House thereon. 


DEFICIENCIES IN CONTINGENT FUNDS. ` 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, I move to take up House bill No. 


Ls VICE-PRESIDENT. It comes up as a matter of course when 
called. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 3497) to provide for a deficiency in the appropri: 
ation for furniture, and repairs of the same, for the House o: pre- 
sentatives for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880. 

The bill was reported by the Committee on Appropriations, with an 
amendment at the end of the bill to add: 

That the following sums and the same are hereby, a riated, out of an; 

in the Treasury . appropriated, rh — 3 — 
of the Senate, namely: 
miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, for the fiscal za 1880, $20,000. 

For furniture, and repairs of the same, for the fiscal year 879, $12. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, so that the House of 
Representatives may know the causes of the deficiency of $20,000, I 
submit a short letter from the Secretary of the Senate, which I should 
like to have go in the RECORD with the bill. 

The letter is as follows: 

OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE, 
PE e yoda a 

Sm: The 0. of the select an 
the pose gages Pace, teeny Sage safe in this office, sequire a larger ex- 
penditure than was anticipated for “ miscellaneous items.” 

The amount appropriated for that for the current fiscal = is nearly 

and if is estimated that an ad tional sum of $20,000 will 


meet the demands of the Senate during the balance of the fiscal year. Should 
the amount estimated be greater than is required, the excess cannot be expended. 


nee at 3: JNO. C. BURCH, 
Secretary United States Senate. 
Hon. H. G. Davis, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
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The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to provide for defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for contingent expenses of the Senate 
and House of Representatives.” 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of, executive business. 

The motion was”: to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours and three minutes 

mt in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at three 
clock and thirty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 2, 1880. 
The House met at ot o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W.P N, D. 


The Journal of Saturday last was read and approved. 
ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


On motion of Mr. HOSTETLER, by unanimous consent, Hon. J. H. 
Willard, a member of the Legislature of Indiana, was admitted to the 


privileges of the floor. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The mang hour begins at ten minutes past 
twelve o’clock ; and this being Monday, the first business in order is 
the call of States and Territories, beginning with the State of Maine, 
for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for reference to their 
appropriate committees, not to be brought back on motions to recon- 
— rA Under this call memorials and resolutions of State and terri- 
torial Legislatures, and also resolutions calling for information from 
Departments, may be presented for reference. 

. ACKLEN. Iask unanimous consent that the call of States and 
Territories be continued until it is completed, notwithstanding the 
termination of the morning hour. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

CAROLINE TWOMBLY. 

Mr. LADD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4004) granting a pension to 
Caroline Twombly ; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

GOVERNOR FREDERICK SMYTH. 

Mr. BRIGGS introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 191) to 7 bp 
Governor Frederick Smyth, of New Hampshire, manager of the Na- 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SOCIETY FOR THE PROTECTION OF CHILDREN IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. LORING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4005) to ineo te a 
society for the protection of children in the District of Columbia ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. BUTLER. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of e introduced a joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 192) a pointin Benjamin F. Butler, of Massachusetts, a man- 
ager of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BLUE HILL NATIONAL BANK, DORCHESTER, MASSACHUSETTS. 

Mr. FIELD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4006) authorizing the Blue 
Hill National Bank, of Dorchester, Massachusetts, to change its loca- 
tion and name; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES RUSSELL LOWELL POST, GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC. 
* Mr. FIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4007) donating two 
condemned howitzer guns, with their carriages and 1 to 
the Charles Russell Lowell Post, No. 7, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Boston, Massachusetts; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. FIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4008) donating con- 
demned cannon, carriages, and appurtenances to the Charles Russell 
Lowell Post, No. 7, of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Boston, 
Massachusetts; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INNER HARBOR, BLOCK ISLAND, RHODE ISLAND. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island, submitted a resolution requesting 
the Secretary of War to furnish information concerning the obstruc- 
tions at the entrance to the inner harbor at Block Island, Rhode 
Island; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


MARIA L. LEE. 
_ Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4009) authorizing and direct- 

the Secre of the Inte or to place the name of Maria L. Lee, 
e of Abel H. Lee, on the pension list; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PATENTS. 


Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4010) to so amend section 
4895 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as to authorize as- 
signees of patents in certain cases to apply for and obtain re-issues 
of the original patents; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


SUNDRY CIVIL EXPENSES OF THE GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4011) to amend and 
extend the provisions of a certain clause in the act of Congress ap- 
proved June 20, 1878, making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government, and to provide for the payment of workmen un- 
der the late board of public works in the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTY ON CERTAIN ARTICLES IMPORTED INTO THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4012) to establish 
the rates of duty on certain specified articles imported into the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


AID FOR THE SUFFERING POOR IN IRELAND. 


Mr. PHELPS also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 193) pro- 
viding national aid for the relief of the suffering poor in Ireland, and 
making an appropriation therefor; which was read a first and second 
time, ref to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
CAPTAIN SAMUEL B. HORNE. 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4013) for the relief of 
Captain Samuel B. Horne, Eleventh Connecticut Volunteers; which 
* time, and referred to the Committee of 

š HENRY E. TALCOTT. 

Mr. HAWLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4014) granting a 
pension to Henry E, Talcott; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


TIMOTHY QUINN. 


Mr. WALTER A. WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4015) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to place the name of ‘Timothy 
Quinn on the pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CIRCUIT COURT, NORTHERN DISTRICT, NEW YORK. 


Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4016) to amend the Re- 
vised Statutes fixing the time and place of holding terms of the cir- 
cuit court in the northern district of New York; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ANNE S. MELLACH. 


Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, (by request,) introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4017) to increase the pension of Anne S. Mellach; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
MACHINISTS OF THE UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. O’NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4018) for the relief of ma- 
chinists of the United States Navy; which was read a and sec- 
mn Hne cae to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 


JOSEPH TAYLOR, UNITED STATES NAVY. 


Mr. O'NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4019) to appoint Jo- 
seph Taylor (late an acting surgeon in the United States Navy) an 
assistant surgeon in the Navy, notin the line of promotion ; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

HARRIET CARR. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4020) 
granting a pension to Harriet Carr; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

N. P. HORMELL. 


Mr. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4021) pas an increase 
of pension to N. P. Hormell ; which was read a and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF THE LATE WAR OF THE REBELLION. 


Mr. COFFROTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4022) granting pen- 
sions to the soldiers and sailors of the late war of the rebellion who 
were wounded, injured, or contracted disease while in the military 
and naval service of the United States in said war, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS IN CERTAIN CASES. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4023) to amend 

the act approved June 18, A. D. 1874, entitled „An act to increase 

ns in certain cases,” to further increase and regulate pensions 
the loss of a leg or arm; which was read a first and second time, 
* to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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CHARLES OBERG. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4024) granting a 
pension to Charles Oberg; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MICHAEL CARNEY. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4025) granting a 
pension to Michael Carney; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JOHN R. BURTNETT. 


Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4026) granting a 
pension to John R. Burtnett ; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JAMES M. PAGE. 

Mr. ERRETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4027) ting a pension 
to James M. Page; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JESSE T. MYERS. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, Qy Ap k introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4028) granting a pension to Jesse T. Myers; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

SAMUEL M. FREEMAN. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, (by request,) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4029) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of 
Samuel M. Freeman; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

GEORGE W. FLOOD. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill — R. No. 4030) for the relief of 
George W. Flood; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

ISAIAH PRICE. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4031) 8 Isaiah 
Price, Third North Carolina Mounted Infantry, to the on-roll; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

JOEL W. COOPER. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4032) to restore Joel 
W. Cooper, Third North Carolina Mounted Infantry, to the pension- 
roll; which was read a first and second time, and refe to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JOHN M. TAYLOR. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4033) granting a pen- 
sion to John M. Taylor, Company A, Second Kansas Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

HENRY GEE, 

Mr. SMITH, of Georgia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4034) for the 
relief of Gee; which was read a and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

JAMES BUCHANAN. 

Mr. SMITH, of Georgia, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4035) re- 

storing to the pension-roll the name of James Buchanan, of Blakely, 


Early County, Georgia, first lieutenant of Geo: militia in the Flor- 
ida Indian war of 1836, and whose name was ped from the rolls 
under the act of February 4, 1862; which was a first and second 


time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
JONATHAN DENTON. 

Mr. SPEER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4036) granting a pension 
to Jonathan Denton, of Towns County, Georgia, a nS of the war 
of 1812; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

MINERVA EVANS. 

Mr. SPEER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4037) granting a pen- 
sion to Minerva Evans, of Pickens County, Georgia; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

E. PACE. 

Mr. SPEER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4038) for the relief of 
E. Pace, of Jackson County, Georgia; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

SAMUEL HOWARD. 

Mr. SPEER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4039) to place the 
name of Samuel Howard on the pension-roll; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JAMES EVANS. 

Mr. SPEER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4040) for the relief of 
James Evans, of Lumpkin County, rgia; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee óf Claims. 

MRS. MARGARET s. FAIN. 

Mr. SPEER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4041) to grant a pen- 
sion to Mrs. t S. Fain, widow of Colonel William C. Fain 
United States Army; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


W. L. VAUGHAN. 


Mr. SPEER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4042) for the relief of 
W. L. Vaughan; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

JOHN R. NICHOLS AND OTHERS, 

Mr. SPEER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4043) for the relief of 
John R. Nichols, Samuel S. Smith, R. R. Santler, and E. J. Christy, 
administrator of John H. Christy, deceased; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


LETTERS HAVING INSUFFICIENT POSTAGE. 


Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4044) to provide for the 
delivery of letters bearing insufficient postage ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTION OF CONGRESSIONAL PRINTER. 


Mr. SHELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4045) providing for 
the election of a Congressional Printer, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. M. J. DONAHOE. 


Mr. FORNEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4046) for the relief of 
Mrs. M. J. Donahoe; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 


DESTRUCTION OF TRINITY SHOALS STATION. 


Mr. HERNDON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4047) to appropriate 
$2,000 to reimburse certain rag ei who lost their property by the 
destruction of the station at Trinity Shoal, Gulf of Mexico, of the 
coast of Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


RAILWAY POSTAL EMPLOYÉS, 


Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4048) to designate, classify, 
and fix the salaries of persons in the railway mail service; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


JUSTICES OF THE PEACE AND CONSTABLES FOR ALASKA, 


Mr. MULDROW (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4049) au- 
thorizing the 8 of justices of the peace and constables in 
the Territory of Alaska, and for other p ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4050) to divide the State of 
Louisiana into two judicial districts; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

. INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4051) to appoint a com- 
mission of military, naval, and civil engineers to examine and re- 
port upon the routes for interoceanic communication ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Ship Canal, and ordered to be printed. 


CADET MIDSHIPMEN. 


Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4052) to repeal part of 
an act regulating the appointment of cadet midshipmen, &c. ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MEDIATION BETWEEN PERU, BOLIVIA, AND CHILI. 

Mr. KING also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 194) request- 
ing the President of the United States, if not in his opinion incompati- 
ble with public interest, to tender to the belligerent powon of Peru 
Bolivia, and Chili, now at war, the good offices of this Government 
for the restoration of peace upon an honorable basis; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS FOR SPOLIATION. 

Mr. ELAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4053) to provide for the as- 
certainment of claims of American citizens for spoliations prior to the 
31st day of July, 1801; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY C. SEARLES. 

Mr. MONROE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4054) for the relief of 
3 C. Searles, postmaster at West Richfield, Summit County, Ohio; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

JACOB LONG. 

Mr. MONROE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4055) to restore to 
the pension-roll the name of Jacob Long, late a private in coupe 
B, One hundred and twenty-fourth iment Ohio Volunteers; w. 
was read a first and second time, an referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

CLARK ELDRED. 

Mr. MONROE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. aire) granting a 

bounty-land warrant and a pension to Clark Eldred, a survivor of the 
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war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 
JOHN MILLAR. 

Mr, MONROE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4057) graning a 
pension to John Millar; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PENSION CLAIM AGENTS. 


Mr. GARFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4058) to regulate the 
practice of attorneys or claim agents before the Pension Bureau; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. FRYE. Let that bill be read at length. 

The bill was read in full, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

ZEPHANIAH CYNBAUGH. 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4059) granting a pe 
sion to Zephaniah Cynbaugh, of Atwater, Portage County, Ohio; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. ; 

SARAH COLE. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4060) ting a pension 
to Sarah Cole, mother of Thomas J. Foster, late private Company H 
Twenty-fi giment Illinois Volunteers; which was rod aiat 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ADELLA MARSHALL, 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4061) ting a 
pension to Adella Marshall, minor child of Austin W. Mars , Com- 
pany E, Tenth Regiment Ohio Cavalry ; which was read a first and 
second time, anä referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

DAVID F. JONES. 

Mr. FINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4062) granting a pension 
to David F. Jones, private Company D, 8 nt Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry; which was read a and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

SARAH STOUT. 

Mr. FINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4063) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarak Stout, widow of Christian Stout; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

ELIZABETH A. NEIBLING, 

Mr. HURD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4064) for the relief of Eliz- 
abeth A. Neibling; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

DR. JOHN LAPPERT. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4065 
granting a pension to Dr. John Lappert; which was read a first an 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MRS. ELIZA SCOTT. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4066) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Eliza Scott; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ROBERT H. BELTS. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4067) for the relief of Robert 
H. Belts; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

REGISTRY AND ENROLLMENT OF FOREIGN-BUILT VESSELS. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4068) to provide for 
the registry or enrollment of any vessel built in a foreign country ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GREEN CLAY SMITH, 


Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4069) providing 
for the relief of Green Clay Smith, and for other purposes ; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 8 


Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4070) for the 
relief of W. H. Helm; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

CLAIMS. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4071) 
for the benefit of citizens of States which did not go into rebellion 
and who have claims against the United States Government; which 
was read a first and second time, (the first reading being in full upon 
the demand of Mr. FrYE,) referred to the Committee on the J udiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ALANSON WILLIAMS. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4072) granting a pen- 
sion to Alansan Williams, of Cumberland County, Kentucky; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 
WEBSTER C. WEBB. 


Mr. CALDWELLalso introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4073) to place upon 


the muster-roll of the United States volunteer forces the name of 
Webster C. Webb, as second lieutenant Company G, Seventeenth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, and to amend said roll in other re- 
spects; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
ommittee on Military Affairs. 
LANDON C. MILLER. 


Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4074) ntng a 
pension to Landon C. Miller, of Monroe County, Kentir: which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

THOMAS B. STRING, 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4075) for the relief of 
Thomas B. String, late captain Company L, Eleventh Kentucky Cav- 
alry ; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

THIRTY-NINTH KENTUCKY INFANTRY. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4076) forthe 
relief of certain soldiers of the Thirty-ninth Regiment of Kentucky 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JEPTHA BOONE. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4077) for 
the relief of Jeptha Boone, of Powell County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

DESTRUCTION OF SALT WORKS, MANCHESTER, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4078) for 
the relief of those suffering from the destruction of the salt works 
near Manchester, Kentucky, pursuant to the orders of Major-General 
Carlos Buell; which was at a first and second time, referred to the 
Conmnittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PAUL C. BEDFORD. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4079) for 
the benefit of Paul C. Bedford, of Montgomery 8 Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

L. S. CASEY. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4080) for 
the benefit of L. S. Casey, of Whitley County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ELIZABETH BEVINS AND ARCHIBALD HOFFMAN, 


Mr. THOMAS TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4081) for 
the benefit of Elizabeth Bevins and Archibald Hoffman, of Pike 
County, Kentucky ; which was read a first and second time, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

CLAIMS OF LOYAL CITIZENS. 
Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee, introduced a bill H. R. No. 4082) to re- 


peal the act of July 4, 1864, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and C 
ordered to be printed. 


CATHERINE BARBER, ETC. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4083) 
authorizing the Commissioner of Pensions to place upon the pension- 
roll the names of Catherine Barber, widow of George N. Barber, and 
minor children, Ester E. Barber, George N. Barber, jr., and Rose C. 
Barber; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

N. F. GREEN. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4084) for 
the relief of N. F. Green, executor of C. P. Green, deceased; which 
2 75 read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of 

aims. 

NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4085) 
to increase the efficiency of the National Board of Health; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Epi- 
demic Diseases, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL SANITARY CONFERENCE. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee, also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 195) authorizing the President to cal] an international sanitary 
conference to meet at Washington, District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Epidemic 
Diseases, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH A, FEBUARY. 


Mr. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4086) to restore the name 
of Joseph A. Feb: to the pension- roll; which was read a first and 
second time, and to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ALEXANDER HICKS, 


Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4087) granting a pen- 
sion to Alexander Hicks; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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MRS, NANCY TIPTON. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4088) for the relief of 
Mrs. Nancy Tipton; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

THOMAS MAXWELL. 

Mr. ATKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4089) granting arrears of 
pension to Thomas Maxwell; which was read a first and second time, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

STEPHEN A, GEASLAND. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4090) for the relief of Ste- 
phen A. Geasland, of Roane County, State of Terinessee; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 

Affairs. 


+ HONORABLY DISCHARGED NON-COMMISSIONED OFFICERS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4091) for the relief of cer- 
tain honorably discharged non-commissioned officers named therein ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA J. EDWARDS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4092) granting a pen- 
sion to Martha J. Ed of Monroe County, Tennessee, widow of 
Thomas N. Edwards, late scout and guide for Fifth Ohio Ca $ 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

JEFFERSON L. CARSON. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4093) for the relief of 
Jefferson L. Carson, of Monroe County, Tennessee; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


ELIZABETH VANBEBBER. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4094) va, 7 pa 

sion te Elizabeth Vanbebber, of Tennessee, widow of John N. - 

bebber, late of the United States Army ; which was read a first and 

second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
JAMES A. DAVIS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4095) ces a 5 2 
sion to James A. Davis, sergeant Company B, Third Tennessee Cav- 
alry; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JANE DAGLEY. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4096) granting a pen- 


sion to Jane Dagley, widow of Terrell Dagley, late of Company E, 
Third Tennessee Volunteers, of Anderson County, Tennessee; whic’ 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. . 

ELISHA DISNEY. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4097) granting a pen- 
sion to Elisha Disney, late of Company E, Second Tennessee 
of Anderson County, Tennessee; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

WILLIAM HENDERSON. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4098) restoring William 
Henderson, of Anderson County, Tennessee, late of the Mexican war, 
to the pension-roll of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

WILLIAM ROBINSON. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4099) for the relief of 
William Robinson, of Loudon County, Tennessee; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

NANCY DIVINE. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4100) restoring the name 
of Nancy Divine, widow of Joseph Divine, deceased, lieutenant-colo- 
nel Third Tennessee Mounted , of Monroe County, Tennes- 


see, to the pension-roll of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


GEORGE W. BROWNING. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4101) to place George 
W. Browning on the pension-roll; which was read a first and second 
time, and to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

H. Q. WALKER. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4102) for the relief of 
H. Q. Walker, of Loudon County, Tennessee; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


WILLIAM H. DAWSON. A 

“Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4103) for the relief of 

William H. Dawson, of Monroe County, Tennessee; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


GEORGE W. OSBORN. 
Mr. HOSTETLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4104) granting relief 


to George W. Osborn; which was a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. j- 


MARY J. CONNER. 
Mr. MYERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4105) for the relief of Mary 
J. Conner; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SAMUEL B. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. MYERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4106) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel B. Robertson; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MRS. INEZ L. LYON. à 

Mr. MYERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4107) granting an 
increase of pension to Mrs. Inez L. Lyon; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

G. L. EMIL SHERER. 

Mr. MYERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4108) 8 pen- 
sion to G. L. Emil Sherer; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CHARLOTTA A. WELTON. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4109) granting a pension to 
Charlotta A. Welton, widow of John A. Welton, of Knox County, 
Indiana; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

THOMAS WADSWORTH. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4110) to restore the 
name of Thomas Wadsworth to the pension-roll; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

WATER-ROUTE BETWEEN LAKE ERIE AND THE WABASH RIVER. - 

Mr. COLERICK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4111) to provide fora 
water-route to facilitate transportation between Lake Erie and the 
navigable waters of the Wabash River; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN PENSIONERS. 

Mr. COLERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4112) for the re- 
lief of certain pensioners; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE WABASH AND ERIE CANAL, 

Mr. COWGILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4113) authorizing an 

appropriation for a survey and estimate of an en mt and im- 
rovement of the Wabash and Erie Canal, of the States of Ohio and 
diana, so as to connect the navigable waters of the Wabash with 


h | the navigable waters of Lake Erie; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ardered 
to be printed. 
AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. BROWNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4114) amending section 
554, Title XIII, chapter 2, Revised Statutes of the United States ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SALES BY DECREE OF COURT. 


Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4115) providing that 
the sales of property on the order, judgment, or decree of the circuit 
or district court be made by the marshal ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CHARLES HAY. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4116) granting 
Charles Hay, who was a soldier in the war of 1812, a pension; whi 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

DENNIS CARTER. 


Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4117) granting a 
pension to Dennis Carter; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

TAYLOR PUCKETT. 


Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4118) granting a 
pension to Taylor Puckett; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JEROME B. GERRARD. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4119) granting a 
pension to Jerome B. Gerrard; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MATHIAS FOSHER. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4120) granting Ma- 
thias Fosher, a soldier of the war of 1812, a pensien ; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. 

CHARLES WINDER. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4121) for the relief 
of Charles Winder, late sergeant Company I, Forty- Indiana Vol- 
unteers ; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 


Committee on Military Affairs. 
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AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 
Mr. BROWNE also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 196) 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States of 
8 which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTY ON PRINTING PAPER, ETC. 

Mr. FORT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4122) to place certain arti- 
cles imported and used in the mannfacture of paper, of glass, and 
of woolen fabrics on = 8 and 55 reduce the pes duty on 

rintin per used for s, pamphlets, magazines, and newspa- 
5 5 whieh was read a first pea pec ord referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
KNIGHT & RICHARDSON. 

Mr. STEVENSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4123) for the relief of 
William S. McKnight and James W. Richardson, late partners doing 
business under the firm-name and style of McKnight & Richardson ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

CHARLES B, PHILLIPS. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois, (by request,) introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4124) for the relief of Char B. Phillips; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

DAVID L. LASATER. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4125) 
granting a pension to David L. Lasater ; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JOHN Y. BOVELL. 

Mr. FORSYTHE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4126) granting a pen- 
sion to John V. Bovell, late t Compan = iSty-sixth Bogi- 
ment Illinois Volunteers; which was a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JAMES F. BOTTORFF. 

Mr. FORSYTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4127) granting a 
pension to James F. Bottorff, of Newton, Jasper County, Illinois; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

JUDGMENTS, ETC., IN FAVOR OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4128) to limit the time 
in which judgments and demands in favor of the United States against 
individual debtors shall be in force; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES M’FARLAND, 

Mr. BOYD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4129) granting an increase 
of pension to James McFarland, a survivor of the war of 1812; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

WILLIAM EDMONDS. 

Mr. SHERWIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4130) ting a - 
sion and arrears of pension to William Edmonds, of Illinois; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT SAINT LOUIS. 

Mr. WELLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4131) to anticipate the 
annual appropriation toward completion of the custom-house and 
post-office at Saint Louis, Missouri; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLES CHOTTEAU. 

Mr. WELLS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4132) for the relief of 
Charles Chotteau, of Saint Louis, Missouri; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


DODD, BROWN & CO. 

Mr. WELLS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4133) for the relief of 
Dodd, Brown & Co., of Saint Louis, Missouri; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

` MELVILLE H. HUDSON. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4134) granting arrears 
of pension to Melville H. Hudson, late drummer 3 C, Third 

seco 


Regiment Kansas Volunteers; which was read a first an nd time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


AMELIA CARTER. 


Mr. SAWYER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4135) ting a 
pension to Amelia Carter, of Clay County, Missouri ; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. - 

ALBERT LEWIS. 

Mr. SAWYER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4136) to remove the 
charge of desertion from Albert Lewis, late private Company L, 
Fifth Kansas Cavalry, and to allow him back pay and bounty ; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 


WEST POINT PROFESSORSHIPS. 

Mr. FROST introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4137) to repeal so much of 
section 1309 of the Revised Statutes as provides for ap: 
of Spanish at the Military Academy at West Point, and to substitute 
therefor a professorship of the German language; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN DURANT. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4138) granting 

1 to John Durant, de pre C, Twenty-third Regiment 
ois Volunteers, now of Carroll County, Missouri; whieh was read 

s first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 


WITNESSES IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. PHILIPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4139) providing for com- 
pulsory process for witnesses, and taxing their fees in the event of a 
defendant’s discharge or acquittal under indictment in any United 
States court; which was a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

INSTRUCTIONS TO JURIES, ETC. 

Mr. PHILIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4140) isig the 
practice in United States circuit and district courts as to the time and 
manner of instructing juries and arguing the cause; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EIGHTH MISSOURI STATE MILITIA. 

Mr. PHILIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4141) for the relief 
of certain soldiers of the Eighth Cavalry, Missouri State Militia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

. EMMA PORCH. 

Mr. PHILIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4142) for the relief 
of Mrs. Emma Porch, of Centretown, Missouri; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military 


FREE COINAGE OF STANDARD SILVER DOLLARS. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4143) for the free coinage 
of the standard silver dollar, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF OSAGE RIVER. 

Mr. PHILIPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4144) to provide for the 
survey and improvement of the Osage River; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE W. LANE. 
Mr. WILLITS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4145) to grant a pension 
to Ses, W. Lane, of Wheatland, Hillsdale County, State of Michi- 
; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
ommittee on Invalid Pensions. 
SMITH E. G. RAWSON. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4146) for the relief of Smith 
E. G. Rawson ; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

DISABILITY PENSIONS. 


Mr. NEWBERRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4147) to grant addi- 
tional pensions to those who have lost an arm or leg in the service of 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM SMITH. 

Mr. BREWER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4148) granting a pension 
to Hiram Smith, of Flint, Michigan; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


FRANK LESTER. 

Mr. BREWER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4149) granting a 
pension to Frank Lester, late of Compay C, Ninth Michigan Infan- 
try; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

RAYMOND REYES. 

Mr. HULL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4150) granting a pension to 
Raymond es; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


M’LELLAN’S COMPANY, SEMINOLE WAR. 


Mr. HULL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4151) to 9 Captain 
George E. McLellan’s company for services rendered the United States 
Government in the Seminole war; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


JOHN W. ANDERSON. 


Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4152) granting a pension to 
John W. An late Captain Company A, Eleventh Sag in Iowa 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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s SOLDIERS’ REUNION. 

Mr. BOUCK presented joint resolution of the 
State of Wisconsin relating to soldiers’ reunion, an weary certain 
favor; which was referred to the Committee on Military i 


BRIDGING DETROIT RIVER. 

Mr. BOUCK also presented joint resolutions of the i of 
the State of Wisconsin relating to the bridging of the Detroit River ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


LIGHT-HOUSE ON LAKE MICHIGAN. 

Mr. BOUCK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4153) for the construc- 
tion of a light-house on Lake Michigan, Wisconsin, at the entrance 
of the Green Bay and Sturgeon Bay Canal; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 


i lature of the 


FRED. PRIBEE. 


Mr. BOUCK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4154) granting a pen- 
sion to Fred. Pribee, of Oshkosh, Wisconsin; which was a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MORTGAGES AND DEEDS OF TRUST, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, (by request,) introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4155) to regulate the foreclosure of mo: and deeds of 
trust in the District of Columbia, and to prevent fraudulent releases ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONERS. 

Mr. HAZELTON introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4156) to extend the 
provisions of the act of ou entitled“ An act for the relief of 
certain pensioners,” approved March 3, 1879, to certain other ion- 
ers ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

OLIVER s. PUTNAM. 

Mr. HAZELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4157) granting a 
pension to Oliver S. Putnam; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ANN ANNIS. 

Mr. CASWELL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4158) grant- 
ing a pension to hin is; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CATHARINE BRENNAN. 

Mr. CASWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4159 

granting a pension to Catharine Brennan; which was read a first an 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
JANE s. TAPLIN. 

Mr. CASWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4160) 
granting a pension to Jane S. Taplin; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

GEORGE H. WARREN. 

Mr. POUND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4161) for the relief of 
George H. Warren, appropriating certain moneys therefor; which 
ee read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of 

aims. 

BARK ANNIE JOHNSON. 
Mr. DAVIS, of California, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4162) author- 
izing the Secre of the to issue an American register to 
the bark Annie Jo m; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


CALIFORNIA COLLECTION DISTRICTS. 


Mr. PACHECO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4163) to amend sections 
2582, 2593, 2607, and 2684 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relating to the collection districts of California; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


EMPLOYÉS IN RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE, 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4164) to designate, 
classify, and fix the salaries of persons in the railway mail service; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH SCHOTT. 

Mr. POEHLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4165) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Schott and her minor children; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

HENRY BELLAND. 

Mr. POEHLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4166) granting a 
pension to Henry Belland; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


FORT HARKER MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4167) to provide for 
the disposal of the Fort Harker military reservation; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FORT RILEY MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. ot to provide 
for the sale to actual settlers of a portion of the Fort Riley military 
reservation, in the State of Kansas; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SURVIVING OFFICERS, ETC., WAR OF 1812, 


Mr. ANDERSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4169) 
to amend section 1 of an act approved March 9, 1878, granting pen- 
sions to surviving officers, soldiers, sailors, and their widows, of the 
war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH SHAW. 

Mr. HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4170) for the relief of 
Mrs. Sarah Shaw; which was read a first and second time, and, with 
pi accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 

‘airs. 


ALEXANDER MONTGOMERY. 
Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4171) granting an 
increase of pension to Alexander Montgomery; which was read a 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


D. M. PAGE, 


Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4172) for the relief 
of D. M. Page; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH PUBLIC LANDS TO RAILROADS, 


Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4173) to amend 
section 5 of an act se sie March 3, 1875, granting to railroads the 
right of way through the public lands of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES FERGUSON. 


Mr. KENNA introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4174) to pay James Fer- 
guson for buildings destroyed by United States troops; which was 
3 a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War 

aims. 

DAMAGES FOR INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 

Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4175) authorizing the 
Court of Claims to hear and determine all claims arising out of depre- 
dations committed by Indians beyond the limits of their reservations 
against the citizens of the United States and for all depredations 
committed by Indians against the person or pro of the officers 
or employés of the United States residing within any reservation; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. LAMAY. 

Mr. OTERO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4176) for the relief of John 
B. Lamay for expenses incurred by him in the education of certain 
Pueblo Indian children at Santa Fé, New Mexico; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

EDUCATION OF PUEBLO INDIAN CHILDREN. 

Mr. OTERO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4177) for the educa- 
tion of Pueblo Indian children of New Mexico; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORIAL CAPITOL AND JAIL, NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. OTERO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4178) making an appro- 
riation for the completion of the territorial capitol and jail at ta 
é, New Mexico; which was read a first and second time, referred to 

the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 
MRS. WILLIE L. BELGER. 

Mr. MAGINNIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4179) for the relief of 
Mrs. Willie L. Belger; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

THOMAS F. TALBOT. 

Mr. DOWNEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4180) for the relief of 
Thomas F. Talbot; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

SALE OF FORT BRIDGER MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. DOWNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4181) authorizin; 
the 5 and sale of the abandoned military reservation o 
Fort Bridger, in the Territory of Wyoming; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. MOORE. 

Mr. DOWNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4182) for the relief 
of George W. Moore; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

NEW ORLEANS, BATON ROUGE AND VICKSBURGH RAILROAD. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4183) to repeal the 
twenty-second section of the act entitled “An act to incorporate the 
Texas Pacific Railroad Company and to aid in the construction of 
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its road, and for other purposes,” and to declare the rights and privi- 
— and lands ted in said twenty-second section to the New 
Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburgh Railroad Company forfeited, 
and that the said twenty-second section be re-enacted in favor of the 
New Orleans Pacific Railway Company; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad, and 
ordered to be printed. 
NATHANIEL G. SMITH. 

Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, introduced a bill u R. No. 4184) for 
the relief of Nathaniel G. Smith; which was a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RAILROAD BRIDGE ACROSS ATCHAFALAYA RIVER, 


Mr. ELAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4185) to authorize the con- 
struction of a railroad bridge near Simmesport, Louisiana, across the 
Atchafalaya River; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE s. SIMON. 

Mr. LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4186) for the relief of 
George S. Simon; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

SAMUEL HARPER. 

Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4187) for the relief of Sam- 
uel Harper; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

REMOVAL OF WRECKS AND SUNKEN VESSELS. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4188) providing for the 
removal of wrecks and sunken vessels lying in the course of commerce 
and obstructing EM genre) by the Light-House Board, under certain 
circumstances; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY WOECKENER. 


Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4189) for the relief 
of Henry Woeckener; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

JAMES 8. ROBY. 


Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4190) ting a pension 

to James S. Roby, late private Company A, Tenth Regiment West 

Virginia Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and second 

time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
LOUISIANA TERRITORY. 


Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4191) to authorize the 
Secretary of State to appoint agents to procure copies of all papers 
in possession of the governments of France and Spain relating to the 
history of Louisiana Territory; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY A. RIPLEY. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4192) for the relief 
of Mary A. Ripley ; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 


OWNERS, ETC., OF THE BRIG OLIVE FRANCES. 

Mr. MURCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4193) for the relief of the 
owners, officers, and others, of the brig Olive ces; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH BITTNER. 

Mr. YOCUM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4194) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Bittner, widow of Lieutenant Robert R. Bittner, late of 
Company B, Eleventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

J. B. F. RANDALL, 

Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4195) granting a 
8 to J. B. F. Randall, late second lieutenant in Company B, 

wenty-fourth New Tork Volunteer Cavalry; which was read a Hirst 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


EDWARD FARR. 

_ Mr. PRESCOTT introdaced a bill (H. R. No. 4196) granting a pen- 
sion to Edward Farr, late a private Company E, One hundred and 
seventeenth Regiment New York Volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JAMES HARRIS. 

Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4197) granting a 
pension to James Harris, a private in Captain G. G. Comstock’s com- 
pany, Sixty-eighth Regiment New York State Militia, war of 1812; 
which was l a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

CHARLES SEELEY. 


Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4198) for the relief of 
Charles Seeley, late a first lieutenant of the One hundred and ninety- 


eighth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 
JEREMIAH PHELAN. 
Mr. EINSTEIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4199 


ope Jeremiah 
Phelan (who was lieutenant in First iment California Infantry 
Volunteers and captain of Company B, Fourth Regiment California 
Infantry Volunteers, and is now hospital steward in the United Sta 
military service) upon the retired list as a commissioned officer of 
United States Army; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


JOHN A. MARLEW AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BAILEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4200) granting arrears of 
pay to John A. Marlew and others, late letter-carriers at Albany, New 

ork; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

SMITH E. G. RAWSON. 

Mr. CAMP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4201) for the relief of Smith 
E. G. Rawson; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. CAMP (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4202) to 
increase pensions in cases; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EMMA s. STUDER. 

Mr. CAMP (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4203) to 
restore the name of Emma S. Studer to the pension-roll of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

INDUSTRIAL HOME FOR GIRLS. 

Mr. NEAL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4204) to pe 
vide an industrial home for girls in the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY SIMMONS. 

Mr. McCOID introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4205) for the relief of 
Henry Simmons, late colonel United States Colored Infantry ; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


LAND TITLE IN BURLINGTON, IOWA. 


Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4206) confirming and 
vesting the title to a certain tract of land in Burlington, Iowa, in the 
“independent school district” of said city; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TERMS OF NORTHERN DISTRICT COURT OF NEW YORK. 

Mr. JAMES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4207) to amendthe Revised 
Statutes fixing the times and places for holding terms of the district 
court in the northern district of New York; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES G. HELM. 


Mr. THOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4208) for the relief of 
James G. Helm, of Illinois; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


C. F. FUSTING. 


Mr. HENKLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4209) fer the relief of C. 
F. Fusting, postmaster at Catonsville, Maryland; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

PETER GALLAGHER. 


Mr. HENELE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4210) for the relief 
of Peter G her, of Washington, District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims, 

JOHN DIXON. 


Mr. ROTHWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4211) for the relief 
of John Dixon, of Missouri; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the Committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same : 

An act (H. R. No. 582) to provide for circuit and district courts of 
the United States at Columbus, Ohio, and transferring certain coun- 
ties from the northern to the southern district in said State; and 

A joint resolution 55 R. No. 169) making an appropriation for fill- 
ing up, draining, and placing in sanitary condition the grounds 
south of the Capitol, along the line of the old canal, and for other 


purposes. 
VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the appointment of Visitors 
to West Point as follows: 
Frit he ciel of Georgia, Mr. PaILIrs of Missouri, and Mr. MCKINLEY 
0 0. 
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COMMITTEE CHANGES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair also announces the following commit- 
tee changes: 5 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, transferred from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions to the Committee on Public Expenditures, and Mr. 
Mason, of New York, from the Committee on Public Expenditures to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, by arrangement between those 
two gentlemen ; 

On the Committee on Education and Labor Mr. Putxies, to fill a 


vacancy ; 

On the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, 
Mr. Paris in place of Mr. Tuomas, of Illinois, who declined farther 
service on that committee. 

GOVERNMENT IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair also presents the memorial of a public 
meeting of inhabitants of the District of Columbia on the subject of 
government in the District. ` i 

Mr. KELLEY. Lask that that memorial be printed in the RECORD; 

There being no objection, the memorial was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, and was referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. 

The memorial is as follows: 

Jo the honorable the Senate and House of Rep’ 


resentatives 
the United States of America in assembled : 
The und a Aai ri 8 7 by a „ the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, assembled at Fellows’ Hall, in the city of W: 


ashington, on 
the 23d day of January, 1880, by direction of said meeting respectfully present the 


following memorial : 

Your memorialists with respect represent that the act of 21st February, 1871, 
mutilated ent in this District by giving the tment of the 

vernor and one of the branches of the Le; to the President and Senate, 
eee of the vote of ts weg ar that the act of June 20, 1874, abolished popular 
government entirely, and act of June 11, 1878, declared that abolishment to be 
permanent. 

This legislation was in derogation of common right, in violation of irrepealable 
law, and subversive of the American system of democratic representative institu- 
tions. 


It needs no argument to show that citizens of the United States are entitled to 
self-government, for such is the principle lying at the foundation of all law in 


State of the Union. 
This twas to the inhabitants of this District by the com be- 


is founded in pry 0 only, s 

That the people of State ought to have the sole and exclusive right of regu- 
part 888 d its ad by C 
wasa 0 an y Congress 
Biere pi aein Ai ogen or prire Egat hrr bag Breis è inhabitants of 
. States, which Congress cannot abrogate, and is bound 
to 

This guarantee of local government chosen by the le was well understood b; 
the wise and patriotic men who framed and 6 the Fed 
Consti! eclared by Madison in the forty-third number of the Feder- 


Following out the terms of the compact of cession, and of its covenant with the 
finding local government existing in the District in the cities 

of Alexandria, town, and the levy courts in the counties, maintained these 
institutions, and by one of its earliest acts of ee created the mu- 
ni corporation of the city of Washington, which continued to exist for seventy 
years. 


It is a perversion of terms to hold that the grant Bocce ele ned agai Md 
exercise exclusive legislation in this District implies 8 — ‘eae 
ers 
e rights which the inhabitants of the enjoyed as citizens of 


ed 
but by their own consent; and these ri, — never delegated to the United 
but aon ry their enjoyment being “inestimable to 

us form le to tyrants only.” 


Long ago Judge Tucker, in his notes on Blackstone’s Commentaries, warned his 
hearers against the dangers of a latitudinous construction of the powers of Con- 
gress over this District. He said: “A system of laws incompatible with the nature 


and principles of a representative r not likely to be introduced 

at once, may be matured ae and its influence ch the States, 

and finally lay the foun on of the most important changes in the nature of the 
eral N. 


This language seems hetic, as the deliberate extin ihment of ular 
rights here seems designed as an example. Hence it is sot eolaly in the 57 — of 


acter of free government at large. ith what countenance can the representatives 
of the American people declare to the world adetermination todeprive of the right 
and benefit of local government a population of 160,000—larger that of some 
of the States? To continue this wrong 
eee ee eee and to assert that 
tation is just, while o ence is due where no free will exists. 
Wherefore the ialists on behalf of the inhabitants they represent pra: 
that laws may be enacted reorganizing popular government in this District an 
„ ete restoration of the rights of people as American citizens. 
y order 


of the committee, 
THOMAS J. DURANT, Chairman. 
Attest: 
J. P. KLINGLER, Secretary. 
AUDITOR OF RAILROAD ACCOUNTS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Seere- 
tary of the Interior, relative to a deficiency in the be Sg for 


the salary of the Auditor of Railroad Accounts; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


MANUFACTURE OF POST-OFFICE ENVELOPES. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 


master-General, relative to a deficiency in the appropriation for the 
manufacture of post-office envelopes ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

W. H. HILL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting papers in the claim of W. H. Hill; which 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

FENDALL CARPENTER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting papers in the claim of Fendall Carpenter; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

REFERENCE OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. WAIT, by unanimous consent, the papers in the 
case of the claim of the heirs of the late J age Packwood, of Con- 
necticut, were ordered to be taken from the files of the House and 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. HAWLEY, by unanimous consent, the papers in 
the case of the claim of the heirs of the late Dr. Philip Turner were 
ordered to be taken from the files of the House and referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. ERRETT 
for three days. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WELLS, from the Committee on abd Sonnets reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 4212) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department. and for 8 krony 
3 with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 
1881, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
ordered to be printed, and recommitted to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 
LOUISIANA TERRITORY. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent to have printed a letter 
of Hon. Charles Gayaré, together with a schedule of the papers and 
documents already procured, relating to the discovery aad’ history 
of the territory of Louisiana, to accompany the bill introduced by 
me this morning, authorizing the Secretary of State to appoint agents 
to procure copies of all papers in ion of the governments 
of ce and Spain relating to the history of Louisiana. 

There was no objection, and it was so o; 

SUSPENSIONS OF THE RULES. 

The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories for the intro- 
duction of bills and joint resolutions on leave ha been concluded, 
the next business in order are motions to nd the rules. The 
Chair will recognize first those gentlemen who have been instructed 
by their committees to submit such motions, giving the preference to 
3 over individual members, as has been the uniform prac- 

ce. 

CONTINUATION OF RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr. REAGAN. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce to 
move to suspend the rules so that the House may now pass a bill to 
appropriate money for the continuance of improvements of certain 
navigable waters. 

The bill, which was read, appropriates as follows: 

To deepen the channel of the Susquehanna River, above and below 
the port of Havre de Grace, and to complete the work commenced in 
June, 1879, at the foram Ba light 8 the vicinity of 
Spesutic Island, $28,000; for continuing the work on Muscle Shoals, 
in the Tennessee River, $110,000; and for continuing the work on 
Davis Island dam, on the Ohio River, $75,000; said appropriations 
to be available from the p: of this act. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Lask un us consent that the gentleman from 
Texas be allowed to make a statement in relation to this bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. REAGAN. will ask that the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
TALBOTT, ] who represents the district in which the first 2 
tion contained in the bill is to be applied, be allowed to make a brief 
explanation in relation to that; and then I will yield to other gen- 
tlemen to explain other portions of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Texas designs to yield the 
floor in that way, he had better modify his motion so as to suspend 
mo rules, in order that the bill may be considered in the House at 
this time. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iwill submit that motion. 

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds N Sy the affirmative. 

The rules were accordingly suspended, and the bill (H. R. No. 4213) 
to appropriate for the continuance of improvements on certain navig- 
able waters was received and read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will now yield to the gentleman from Maryland, 
(Mr. aes 

Mr. TALBOTT. The first part of the pending bill refers to certain 
improvements in the Susquehanna River, near Havre de Grace. The 
appropriation is altogether proper and not cog in amount. I will 
state to the House that prior to 1870, running back for ten or fifteen 


years, there was an annual appropriation for deepening the channel 
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of the river at that poas and impo ving the harbor of that port. My 
ecessor, Mr. Archer, of Maryland, I think it was, who was a mem- 
of the Committee of Commerce, recommended in 1870 that that 
appropriation be discontinued. The river at that point is about a 
mile wide, and the appropriation was discontinued on the recommen- 
dation of Mr. Archer, because the channel had been deepened to the 
proper depth at Havre de Grace, to enable vessels to enter that port 
without difficulty. 
Since 1870 nothing has been done for the improvement of the chan- 
nel at that point, and it has been filled up to a great extent. The 
report of Major William P. Craighill, the engineer who was author- 
ized to make a survey and estimates for the information of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, states that the channel is now only six feet in 
depth at mean low water. In addition to that we are satisfied that 
this appropriation of $28,000 is proper, and would come along as a 
matter of course in the regular river and harbor appropriation bill. 
But the United States fish commission has seen proper, and wisely, I 
believe, to select that point for the purpose of fish culture. I ask 
the Clerk to read the letter of the Fish Commissioner, in which he 
states that if this appropriation is made at this time, and not delayed 
until the river and harbor bill is passed, it will advance the fish cul- 
ture at that point for a year. That is why we ask this appropriation 
to be made at this time before the regular river and harbor bill is 


passed. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Unirep STATES Comission, FISH AND FISHERIES, 
Washington, D. C., January 26, 1 
Dear Sm: Since our conversation last 7 ee I thought that it would be advisa- 
ble for me to give you more particularly the figures which I then mentioned. I 
find on reference to the record of the work of last season at Havre de Grace that 
we procured six hundred and fifteen ps female shad; that the rtion of ripe fish 
to the number of fish examined was about one in one hundred and fifteeen, From 
these six hundred and fifteen female shad we procured nearly thirteen million eggs. 
If the improvements in the channel which are contemplated are made in time for us 
to avail ourselves of them this season, I do not see why we cannot procure an aver- 
of one hundred ripe fish a day during the six weeks that we r there. 
is simple fact will show the importance to us that the work should be done at 
once. yield from the operations at Havre de Grace will, withont doubt, be 
increased tenfold. In our increased facilities for transportation, we will be able 
to stock the streams of the South and Southwest at much less cost and much more 
-effectively than ever before, Although the improvement of the navigation is of 
t importance to the commerce of Havre de Grace and Port Deposit, yet the 
mediale carrying out of these improvements is of vast importance to the whole 
country. When we take into consideration the fact that it takes three or four 
years for a shad to mature and return to the waters stocked it will show how im- 
portant the saving of one year's time is. If the appi ation for this work in the 
neighborhood of Havre de Grace is postponed un regular river and harbor 
bill is considered, it will delay the operations for one gen or rather confine us to 
the hitherto retail business, We have hitherto used 


ciently at this point. 
538 will be able soon to secure action in this matter. 
ba nes T. B. FERGUSON, 
Nee te 
Hon. Ronert M. MCLANE, 
House of Representatives, 

Mr. TALBOTT. I will state that the recommendation of the Fish 
‘Commissioner is also indorsed by the engineer who made the survey 
and estimates. 

Mr. FORT. Is this appropriation to be made available immediately? 

Mr. REAGAN, It is. 

Mr. FORT. Is it in addition to the regular appropriation ? 

Mr. TALBOTT. Do R only an appropriation in advance of the 


Zenum 5 5 a ill for the river and harbor improvements. 
r. TUCKER. I would inquire what this 8 is for? 
Mr. TALBOTT. It is fordeepening the channel of the Susquehanna 


River in the vicinity of Havre de Grace. Nothing has been done to 
that channel for some years past, and no ö has been 


asked for n because it has not before been needed. 

Mr. REAGAN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. DIBRELL. 

Mr. DIBRELL. In regard to the improvement of the Tennessee 


River, I wish to say that since the extra session of Congress the 
Secretary of War has taken $101,536 of the money appropriated to 
improve the Muscle Shoals and has expended it in paying a claim of 
George Williams, a contractor from the State of Iowa. This expend- 
iture has caused the fund appropriated for this work to run short. 
Since the Ist of January from fifteen hundred to two thousand men, 
who had been engaged on this work, have been thrown out of em- 
ployment. About fifteen hundred of these workmen are still in the 
neighborhood, and if this appropriation be made available immedi- 
ately they can at once resume work. 

The opor of the engineer shows that this work will cost less than 
one-third of the original estimate, and it can be finished in less than 
one-half the time originally estimated. The passage of this bill is of 
the utmost importance for the improvement of the Tennessee River. 

Mr. REAGAN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
1 LMr. BAYNE] to explain one of the items embraced in the 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this bill includes an advance appro- 


riation of $75,000 for the Davis Island dam. The amount which the 
ee of War has estimated will be necessary to complete this 
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dam is, I think, about $225,000. The object of making this advance 
appropriation of $75,000, as proposed in this bill, is to enable the work 
to go on without interruption in the interval of time between now 
and the p of the regular river and harbor appropriation bill. 
The engineer in charge says that unless this 8 be made, 
so as to enable him to go on with the work, its completion will be 
delayed for one year at least. Delay in the completion of the work 
is a serious interruption to the commerce of the river. 

Mr. FORT. What river? 

Mr. BAYNE. The Ohio River, just below Pittsburgh. The coffer- 
dams necessary for the construction of the main dam are now out in 
the channel, and interfere seriously with ee gen They must re- 
main there until the dam is completed, when they will be removed, 
and navigation will be uninterrupted. 

The importance of this work is very great. From the city of Pitts- 
8 above this dam there go out annually to States bordering upon 
the Ohio and the 5 Rivers between sixty million and seventy 
million bushels of coal. is isan immense trade. These coal fleets 
are very heavy and their navigation is difficult. It is impossible to 
navigate them unless the channel be clear, This species of naviga- 
tion is greatly interrupted se long as those coffer-dams remain where 


they are. 

There is now no money with which to prosecute this work. A 
million feet of lumber will be required for use very soon. This lum- 
ber must come down by the ee or must be delayed until 
the fall rising. If by withholding this Pa ghee the procurement 
of this lamber be delayed until next it will take one year more 
to dea nig the work than if this appropriation of $75,000 be now 
made. 

This is a unanimous report of the Committee on Commerce, founded 
upon a recommendation from the engineer in charge of the work. It 
is an advance of a part of the appropriation we e t to have made 
for the completion of this dam. I hope that this and the other mer- 
itorious measures included in this bill will receive the unanimous 
support of the House. 

. REAGAN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Lowe. ] 

Mr. LOWE. I understand that the War Department and the en- 
gineers in charge of the work on the Tennessee River recommend 
this appropriation. It isthe unanimous report of the committee, and 
merely anticipates the general bill. Former appropriations have been 
already consumed, how, or why, I know not, but money is now needed 
for immediate use, If the appropriation is delayed, hundreds of em- 
ployés now on the river will be dispersed and the contractors put to 
unnecessary inconvenience and expense. The work is in my district. 
I wish I had time to discuss it. It is certainly economy for the Gov- 
ernment to push forward the work now in Dro that it may be 
completed at once and the country realize the benefits. I hope the 
e will adopt the unanimous report of the committee, and pass 

e 

The bill was twice read, ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 

. CONGER, There is a clerical error in the bill. The phrase 
“out of any sums in the Treasury ” should be “ out of any moneys in 

e mury. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the word “sums” will 
be struck ont and the word“ moneys” inserted. 

There Nery ae objection, the bill was amended accordingly, 

Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pared and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF PROCEEDING FOR THIS EVENING. k 

Mr. CONNOR. I move that at the termination of the legislative 
proceedings to-day the House take a recess until half seven 
o’clock this evening, to carry out at that time the resolution hereto- 
fore adopted by the House in re; to the address of Mr. Parnell. 

The SPEAKER. According to the usual practice, the House when 
the ordinary hour of adjournment arrives would take a recess until 
half past seven o'clock in the evening. That has been the practice 
in regard to services of this character. 

Mr. CONGER. But a motion fora recess would not have precedence 
over a motion to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. The Chair, however, recognizes 
the motion of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. O'CONNOR] 

use it is in accordance with u If there be no objection, the 
3 of the gentleman from South Carolina will be adopted. 
here was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I ask unanimous consent that at the 
meeting this evening ladies belonging to the families of Senators and 
Representatives be allowed seats on the floor. 

ere was no is Mr and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. McLANE, Speaker, I desire also to ask by unanimous con- 
sent that the committee of reception, Messrs. Joyce, Constantine, 
O’Brien, and Piet, accompanying Mr. Parnell, shall also be allowed 
the privilege of the floor this evening. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ADDITIONAL CLERKS FOR PENSION OFFICE. 


Mr. COFFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I have been instructed unanimously 


by the Committee on Invalid Pensions to move that the rules be sus- 
ded and the bill (H. R. No. 3258) authorizing the Secretary of the 
terior and Secretary of War to 3 additional clerks for the bal- 
ance of this fiscal year to expedite the settlement of pension applica- 


tions, and for other purposes, be passed. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


ent; and that he be, and he is 32 authorized to rent availa- 
hase furni! ditional clerks, at a cost not 


That 
money in the 55 not 
this act, to wit: $61, 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to ask a question. 

Me CONGER. The pending question is on the suspension of the 
rules. 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. 

Mr. CONGER. Then let us have the vote. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move the House take a recess until the hour 
fixed for the reception this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain that motion. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order that is not in order under 
the suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The exact words of the rales are that only one 
motion to adjourn shall interrupt the motion to suspend the rules. 
The gentleman is correct, and the Chair, if the point of orderis made, 
will have to sustain it. A motion to take a recess to-day is about 

uivalent, under the circumstances, to a motion to adjourn. 
ane CONGER. Our new rales provide for that, but they are not 
8 yet. I should like to have a vote on this immediately. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan objects to the 
motion and the Chair cannot entertain it. A motion to adjourn 
wonld be in order. 

The rules were suspended, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, 
and the bill was passed. 

REVISION OF THE RULES. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, under authority of the Commit- 
tee on Rules I am instructed to move that the House do now resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to 
proceed with the consideration of the report made by that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I know it is the ruling of the Chair that it 
will require a suspension of rules, and now, in obedience to the order 
of the Committee on Rules, I move to suspend the rules, and that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, for the purpose of continuing the consideration of the re- 
vision of the rules. 

Mr. WEAVER. I hope that will be voted down. 

Mr. CONGER. Is there any rule for this time regulating the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules on Monday ? 

The SPEAKER. There is not; but so much complaint was made 
at the last session, and as the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union overruled the plan saapad by the Chair as he thinks, 
and indicated that the Chair should himself take the responsibility 
under the rule, the Chair has done so during this session, looking to 
no list, trusting entirely to himself, and exercising the power the 
House desired he should exercise in as fair and equitable a manner 
as he is capable of. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to say this—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman rises to a parliamentary inquiry 
and the Chair desires to hear him. 

Mr. CONGER. I was about to remark as to the decision of the 
Speaker, that he would first recognize those gentlemen who rise to 
move a suspension of the rules under instruction from some committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that in the case of the chair- 
man of a committee acting under instructions of that committee, that 
the greater namber represented by him should have preference over 
the request of a single individual for a suspension of the rules, 

Mr. CONGER. 1 wish to say to the Chair under that decision the 
control of the committees of the House being within the power of the 
dominant party in this House, it would necessarily follow 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will never do anything of that kind. 

Mr. CONGER. Ionly wish to say that it would necessarily exclude 
individuals on this side from making any motion to suspend the rules. 
It would exclude individuals on our side of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so far has recognized no political or 

division on either side of the House. 

Mr. CONGER. It might shut out this entire side of the Honse. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will never allow that to be done. 

Mr. CONGER. It would exclude this side on political questions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman is entirely safe 
with the present occupant of the Chair in that respect. 
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Mr. CONGER. I have no doubt of that; but there is no committee 
on this side to order a report, and that is just what I wish to come at. 
[Laughter.] We never could reach a place where a committee rep- 
resented as the Chair has suggested would not precede any motion 
from an individual. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The Speaker cannot remedy that. If there be 
any fault, it is the fault of the people for having elected a majority 
on this side. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think the objection of the gentleman from 
Michigan is a just one in itself, and no doubt the Chair would sup- 
plement it with the other rule, which has been adopted, alternating 
from side to side in recognition of motions to suspend the rules, so 
that if one political party had been heard in the way suggested, by 
the report from a committee, the other side should be heard before 
the same party could be again heard. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will conform to that, and the gentle- 
man from Michigan will observe that every recognition to-day has 
been by the unanimous wish of a committee of the House. For in- 
stance, the Committee on Pensions was recognized, by its chairman. 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, to move to suspend the rules and 
pass a bill Someta bene the House from that committee by its unan- 
imous recommendation. The gentleman from Texas also submitted 
a motion to suspend the rules, which also was the unanimous voice 
of his committee. 

Mr. REAGAN. It was, 

The SPEAKER. The 8 from Kentucky, whom the Chair 
has now recognized, has, by the unanimous request of the Committee 
on Rules, moved that the rules be suspended and the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
the purpose of proceeding with the consideration of the report from 
the committee on revision of the rules ; so the Chair has been led into 
no partisan decision as will be seen, and it will be his constant study 
to avoid any such while here. 

Mr. CONGER. I make no such charge. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that, but the gentleman 
is quite right in making the point that he has, because it has given 
the Chair an opportunity to disavow anything like giving an undue 
advantage to either side of the House. 

Mr. CONGER. I may say that the report in reference to this pen- 
8 matter was really a report of this side of the House. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr, HOUSE. Then the gentleman ought to be satisfied. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky now moves to sus- 

d the rules in order that the House may resolve itself into the 
mmittee of the Whole on the state of the Union to proceed with 
the consideration of the report of the Committee on Rules. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 169, noes 25. 

Mr. WEAVER demanded tellers. 

Toen were ordered; and Mr. BLACKBURN and Mr. WEAVER were 
appointed. 

me Honse again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 135, 
noes 34. 

Mr. WEAVER called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GILLETTE called for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were refused; and the yeas and nays were refused. 

So the motion of Mr. BLACKBURN was agreed to, two-thirds having 
voted in favor thereof. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. CARLISLE in the chair,) and pro- 
ceeded to consider the report of the Committee on Rules, 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question before the committee is the 
pro forma amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GAR- 
FIELD. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I object. I desire to say a word in 
reference to the pending amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The discussion is closed upon that amendment; 
but immediately after the committee shall have disposed of the 
amendment now pending, offered by the gentleman from Ohio, another 
amendment will be in order. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. The amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, which was pending when this subject was 
under consideration before, has not yet been disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN, It has not. 

Mr. MULDROW. I desire to ask information as to the exact status 
of the questions now pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. SHALLENBERGER] pro an amendment to the 
original text of the report, and thereupon the 8 from Mis- 
sissippi proposed a substitute for that text. According to parlia- 
mentary practice in this House, and everywhere else, so far as the 
Chair is informed, the question is first taken upon the proposed 
amendment to the text, because the friends of the text have the 
right to perfect it before they can be called upon to vote upon a sub- 
stitute for it. 

The question is first upon the pro forma amendment of the gentle- 
man from Ohio to the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, and, that having been disposed of, the question will then 
recur upon the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FINLEY. Let the amendment be read. 


1880. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The first question is on a mere pro formaamend- 
ment to strike out the last word. 

The pro forma amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. SEER. I desire to ask if it is now in order to offer a further 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. SPEER. Then I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no general ion shall be incorporated in the appropriation 
bills by the Committee on Appropriations. , 

The CHAIRMAN. If that is offered as an amendment to the one 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, it is in order. 

Mr. SPEER. Iofferit as an amendment to the pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, This is proposed as a proviso to the pending 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SPEER. Mr. Chairman, upon my amendment I desire to offer 
a few reflections to the House. I regret I had not contemplated that 
the rules would be taken up this morning, or I should have endeav- 
ored to have systematized what I desire to say upon this subject. I 
think, Mr. ee that one of the most fruitful causes of difficulty 
under our system of Government is the practice of tacking general 
legislation on the appropriation bills. It is an T oina thing in itself. 
An appropriation bill, as its name imports, should be a bill to appro- 
priate money, but for no other purpose. 

What is the effect of this legislation? It is, sir, to produce a con- 
flict between the independent and co-ordinate branches of our Goy- 
ernment. As every schoolboy knows, there are separate departments, 
each independent of the other. Sir, this practice destroys that inde- 
pendence. If in the Committee on Appropriations it is thought 

roper to tack general E Poe on the appropriation bills, if the 
Resets does not agree to that general legislation, orif the President 
does not see fit to approve it, the appropriation bill will fail, and as 
a consequence the money n to sustain the vast and beautiful 
structure and fabric of our Government is refused. There is no tell- 
ing at what time this contingency may arise. There is no telling the 
alarming consequences which may ensue from it. Public distrust of 
our securities at home and abroad; breaches of faith on the part of 
the Government to its employés ; the distress of thousands dependent 
on that good faith for their livelihood; an unprotected frontier; a 
dismantled Navy ; a disbanded Army—these are some of the possible 
fruits of “riders” of general legislation on the appropriation bills. 

Sir, all the parties have been at fault upon this subject. So far as 
my investigation extends the first time it was done it was done at the 
instance of the republican in the year 1856, when a proviso was 

laced on the Army appropriation bill that the troops should not 
used in Kansas. The republican party and the democratic party 
have followed and adopted that exceedingly bad precedent; and we 
have at times witnessed emergencies when it seemed that the very 
existence of the Government was threatened because of a possible 
failure of the appropriations n to sustain it. 

Gentlemen have fallen into the mistaken idea that our system is 
like that of the British government in regard to the ting or refus- 
ing of supplies by Parliament as a means of control over the Crown. 
That is not true. It cannot be demonstrated logically that a refusal 
of the necessary means to carry on this Government is a legitimate 
parliamentary resort. Congress is obliged to vote the money to sus- 
tain the judges, to sustain the executive department, to sustain the 
legislative department, to sustain the Army and Navy, or else the 
Government goes to pieces. And, sir, this result may be brought 
about at any time by party feeling if general legislation is permitted 
to be attached to Pah! Se bills. 

Take one instance. e Constitution of our country declares that 
the judges shall receive for their services salaries which shall be paid 
at stated intervals, and which shall not be diminished during their 
term of office. Now, you tack a rider, as it is called, on the bill to 
make judicial appropriations. The bill is not because of that 
rider. And what — Shp areo 3 it? You do ae have the money 
necessary to pay the judges. ey cannot get their monthly pay- 
ments. The payment of their salaries is postponed. The 8 
is you in effect diminish their salaries; you not only deprive the gen- 


tlemen who hold those 1 of their vested legal right 
to their salaries, but you practically cripple and dishonor the judicial 
department of the Government. It is impossible to conceive all the 


itous consequences which may ensue under our form of govern- 
ment, where Con, votes all the money required to maintain it, if 
the sppropriations should be refused because of this dangerous prac- 
tice of tacking riders on the appropriation bills. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FRYE. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] a 
day or two since, in the progress of this debate, declared that no com- 
mittee of this House except the Committee on Appropriations at the 
close of any given Congress was without business on its table; that 
the Committee on Appropriations was the only committee which dis- 
charged itself from everything on its docket. Now, sir, that probabl 
is true, and yet the statement should not go entirely without chal- 
lenge. The reason why every committee heretofore has seen Co: 
adjourned with unfinished business on its table was, that after the 
first two months of any given session there never was more than one 
call of the committees, and therefore the business of each committee 
was compelled to lie unfinished on its table; while the Appropria- 


tions Committee, under the same code of rules, had the right to report 
at any time. 

Now, sir, the Committee on Appropriations should undoubtedly 
have the right to report at any time, because its business is of the first 
and greatest importance. But that is the reason, and the only reason, 
that that committee has been able to discharge its duties. Under 
this report of the Committee on Rales it will have no practical advan- 
tage over any other committee in this House. Every committee will 
be called at least as often as once a week, and I fully believe that 
the trouble which the gentleman from eee of will 
be entirely cured, and that no committee of the House at the close of 
a Congress will leave unfinished business on its table. So far the new 
rules will give all the committees of the House a fair chance. 

As regards the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. SHALLENBERGER, ] I did not find it on examination to be so rad- 
ical and so sweeping as I supposed it to be. I know the gentleman is 
one of the most conscientious legislators in this House, and I believe 
he is actuated but by one desire: that is, to promote legislation in 
the Con of the United States. But I do sincerely hope that the 
ee he makes will not be 3 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. R] bas just made a pro 
sition amendatory to that of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. It is 
that the Appropriations Committee shall have no power of legislation. 
Now, sir, if that is adopted as an amendment to the proposition of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, it might just as well be a substi- 
tute for the proposition of that gentleman; because, that being 
adopted, the proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is with- 
out reason and withont necessity. 

I ask the gentleman from Georgia to look at page 38 of the report 
of the Committee on Rules; and I call his attention and the attention 
o is Haase to claise S of Rule XXI and to the last clause of that 

ause 3: 


Nor shall any 8 in any such bill or amendment thereto g exist- 
law be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject- of the 

bill, shall retrench ex; 
I ask the gentleman from ia whether to strike out that last 


clause will not effect all that he desires to effect; if it will not leave 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs the right to recommend to this 
House all laws n for the establishment of the Navy; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs the right to recommend to this House 
all laws touching the organization of the Army; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs the right to recommend to this House all laws 
touching foreign matters or matters connected with our diplomatic 
corps; whether the various committees of this House will not be in 
a position to recommend to this House all of the legislation coming 
within the jurisdiction of each particular committee; and if that is 
not all that the committees of this House desire, if it is not all that 
the gentleman from Georgia is seeking? If that is the case, I hope 
the House will not agree to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, and that the gentleman from Georgia will withdraw 
his amendment and offer it again when that section 3 of Rule XXI is 
reached by moving to strike out the words to which I call his atten- 
tion. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The other day when the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania on the other side of the House [Mr. WHITE 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remind the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that debate has been exhausted on this 
amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Iwas going to make a parliament- 
ary su tion only. It was agreed the other day that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WHITE] should 
over until the third clause of the twenty-first proposed rule should 
have been reached. The proposition of the gentleman from Georgi 
[Mr. SPEER] relates to that same clause, and it seems to me that he 
woald act wisely if he would allow his amendment also to go over, 
reserving until that time every right he is now of. 

Mr. SPEER. I desire to state, if Iam in order, that what I wish 
to accomplish is that there shall be an affirmative declaration in the 
rules that the Committee on „ shall not tack general 
5 apn on the appropriation bills. 

e CHAIRMAN. Debate is notin order, but the Chair will recog- 
nize the gentleman to respond to the suggestion in relation to the 
order of proceedings. 

Mr. SPEER. I understand that debate is not in order. At the sug- 
gestion, however, of the distinguished chairman of the Committee 
on Rules [the Speaker] I will withdraw my amendment, reserving 
Dy neu to offer it when the third clause of Rule XXI shall have been 


Mr. ACKLEN. Idesire to offer as a proviso to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. SHALLENBERGER, ] and as an 
amendment to the substitute of the gentleman from Mississippi, [ Mr. 
MULDROW, I that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order. 

Mr. ACKLEN, I offer it as an amendment to the substitute. 


The CHAIRMAN. There is already pending an amendment to the 
substitute. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I understood that that was withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment which was withdrawn was one 
to the proposed amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
SHALLENBERGER. ] 
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Mr. ACKLEN. Then I offer this as an amendment in place of the 


one which has been withdrawn. 
Mr. FRYE. Do I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
Mr. RANDALL] to assert that the amendment of the other gentleman 
m Pennsylvania [Mr. SHALLENBERGER ] was by agreement allowed 


to 33 T 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that that was a different 


amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I alluded to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. FINLEY. It was also understood that the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. SPEER] went over with the amendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I think there is a misunderstanding. I was not 
under the impression that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr, SHALLENRERGEE] had been withdrawn. 

The CHAI It is not withdrawn. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Then let the amendment which I offer be attached 
to that as an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. SHALLENBERGER, I and which was pending when 
the Committee of the Whole last this subject under considera- 
tion, is still pending. 

Mr. ACKLEN. d to that I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Several days before that a gentleman from 
ssa yeaa offered an amendment, which was withdrawn for the 
time being. 

Mr. CL The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WHITE] 
offered an amendment, which was withdrawn. 

Mr. ACKLEN. It is to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. SHALLENBERGER ] that I desire to offer my amend- 


ment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. An amendment to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania Mr. SHALLENBERGER ] is not now 
in order, for the reason that there are already two amendments pend- 
ing thereto. At the time the committee rose on Thursday last the 
proposition then pending for action was the substitute offered by the 

tleman from Mississippi, [Mr. MULDROW. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I will be glad to be corrected. 

The CHAIRMAN. At the time the committee rose there was an 
amendment pending proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. SHALLENBERGER, ] and an amendment to that amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD.] There was also 
pending an amendment in the nature of a substitute, proposed by the 
gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. MuLDRow,] and there was pending 
an amendment to that substitute. This morning the amendment 

by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania Mr. SHALLEN- 
BERGER] has been disposed of by the committee. The gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. ACKLEN] now proposes an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. SHALLEN- 
BERG Grace is in order. 

Mr. DROW. I would like to inquire what was the amendment 
which was pending to the substitute which I offered. 

The C R . A pro forma amendment, to strike out the last 


word. 
Mr. ACKLEN. I ask that my amendment to the amendment be 


read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

This shall not be construed to include the river and harbor bill, which 
the Committee on Commerce shall have power to report at any time to the House 
for consideration. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Under the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. SHALLENBERGER] the different appropria- 
tion bills coming from the various committees are to be reported first 
to the House and then committed to the Committee on Appropriations. 
The Committee on Appropriations is then to report those bills back, 
modified as it may see fit, changed as it may deem necessary, and the 
bills are then to be left for some member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations to take charge of. 

Now, I do not deem it necessary to state what I have already stated 
to this committee, that I do not think the river and harbor appro- 
priation bill should come under the same construction of the rules 
as the other general appropriation bills. It is an anomalous bill. It 
is not a bill that can be properly referred to the Committee on Appro- 

riations for consideration. en the Committee on Commerce shall 

ave matured and perfected that bill, after long months of consider- 
ation of the various reports of the Engineer Department, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations cannot possibly take the time to consider 
that bill with any degree of care and accuracy, or with any degree 
of proper attention to the interests and welfare of the Government. 
They may cut off . they may reduce the sum total of 
the bill; but in so doing they may work such injury to the general 
interests of the Government as will more than counterbalance the 
reduction of expenditure. 

Under these circumstances, I think that, should it be the sense of 


this committee to adopt the amendment suggested by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr SHALLENBERGER, ] and I am frank to say 
that, after careful consideration of that amendment, I am rather 
favorably ca bar with it—they should adopt a proviso, that so far 
as the amendment affects the general appropriation bills it shall not 
include the special bill known as the river and harbor bill; for this 
is an anomalous bill and cannot properly come under the same rule 
which it is pro to apply to the other bills. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. ACKLEN. Certainly. ` 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Will not the question which the gentle- 
man is now discussing come up appropriately upon clause 77 It seems 
to me the precise point which the gentleman is seeking to cover will 
be brought Sp apon clause 7 by the amendment which the gentleman 
from Texas [ Mr. REAGAN] proposes to offer. As I understand, this is 
not the time or place to bring up that discussion. My amendment 
suggests nothing whatever in reference to the river and harbor ap- 
pee bill or the jurisdiction of the Committee on Commerce. 

t question can be appropriately acted upon, and the Committee 
ou Commerce can be excepted from the operation of my amendment 
when we come to consider clause 7, if such be the desire of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, 

Mr. ACKLEN. All that the gentleman says is very true, if it shall 
be deemed that the river and bor bill is not one of the general 
appropriation bills. But in order to prevent any ible miscon- 
struction of the rule in this respect I desire that the good faith of 
gentlemen who support the amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania shall be shown in adopting this proviso, Therefore I have 
offered. it. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended, 
until the proposed amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. SHALLENBERGER] was submitted, to take any part in this pro- 
tracted discussion, for I am conscious that I am not so profoundly 
learned in parliamentary law and practice as to give any very great 
value to my opinions and judgment upon subjects so intricate and 
difficult of comprehension. I should, therefore, have withheld the 
views which I propose to submit did I not conceive that two most 
important questions are involved in this amendment and one or two 
others of a somewhat similar character which have been offered, to- 
gether with the discussion which has followed. The one is the prop- 
osition to withdraw almost entirely from the Committee on Appro- 
2 the supervision and ianship which it has always by 

aw exercised over the expenditures of the Government. And the 
other is the proposition to limit in some measure the almost absolute 
and aggressive power which that committee has heretofore possessed, 
and sometimes, I think, exercised to control legislation upon the floor 
of the House. 

These questions are both important, but widely different in their 
character, and require, in my judgment, a very different action by the 
House. The former proposition is fraught with the extremest danger 
to the public interest, and ought to be rejected, while the latter is 
ee. just and proper and should be promptly accepted and 


0 

There are, I think, few members of this House who have had more 
cause, real or imaginary, of complaint against the Committee on Ap- 
propriations than I have had, though I am glad to number every 
member of it among my personal friends; and few members, I pre- 
sume, are more willing than I am to curtail and impose every restraint 
upon that absolute dominion which has heretofore been allowed 
it in the management and direction of public legislation upon the 
floor of this House, yet I would not do this at the peril of the public 
interest. I know, sir, whenever we relax that rigid grasp which the 
Appropriations Committee can alone keep upon the purse-strings of 
the Government, whenever we wrest from if the key of the national 
Treasury, we will at once enter upon a vast field of public expendi- 
ture that has no bounds, and embark upon a turbid ocean of public 
extravagance which will soon swallow up our entire public resources. 

The tendency of all governments is to extravagance in their ad- 
ministration, as they advance in age and increase in power, extent, 
and wealth; and ours, without the wisest legislation and most watch- 
ful care, will, I fear, prove no stronger or more fortunate in this re- 
spect than others, and especially is this apprehension well founded 
in view of the fact that a large public sentiment in very many sec- 
tions demands a liberal disbursement of public moneys, and the whole 
country is wont to look with indifference upon public extravagance. 
The annual cost of administering our Government has already reached 
a magnitude alarming to the more thoughtful of our people, and un- 
less every proper restraint is imposed it will increase in a ratio greatly 
disproportioned to our legitimate public needs, In order that this 
restraint may be exercised wisely, uniformly, and efficiently, and that 
all our public expenditures may be always bce zen to the scrutin, 
and supervision of some committee charged with that special duty 
would let the Appropriations Committee retain that power, under the 
control of the House. I would let that committee examine andrevise 
the estimates and details of every bill e an er h of 
public money, compare the demands of the different bills, add to or 
take from them any amount deemed proper, and apportion popen 
the aggregate sum asked for in all of them, and then submit, 1 


its members, its views to the House for action. Beyond this I w 
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not allow it to go; certainly not to the extent it has heretofore gone, 
of excluding every other committee from the floor whenever it saw 
proper to do so, and granting the privilege of discussion according to 
the preferences or caprices of its members. 

I protest against the longer continuance of this arbitrary and des- 
potic sway, and hence I urge the adoption of this amendment as the 
most efficient and least harmful method that now occurs to me, of 
opposing and battling against it. This does not invite extravagance 
or tend to increase expenditures, nor does it in any other way en- 
danger the public interest, but on the con , as I think, it provides 
additional safeguards against the very evils it is thought it is caleu- 
lated to bring about; for by the arrangement which it proposes 
every committee of the House will feel something of the high respon- 
sibility which attaches to the Committee on Appropriations, and, be- 
sides this, it would disarm a good deal of that hostility which is too 
often manifested toward it. And a still stronger reason why this 
amendment should be adopted is found in the fact that it would more 
equally and more justly distribute the privileges of debate, and re- 
lieve in some measure many members from a disadvantage under 
which they have heretofore labored, and give them an opportunity 
of being heard sometimes in discussion, without begging that favor 
from others. Parliamentary law is tyrannical at best, and anything 
we can do, compatible with the publie interest, to divest it as far as 
possible of this feature, should be done. 

It hasvery often occurred to me that the rules governing this House 
constitute a labyrinth of parliamentary difficulties in which a new or 
modest member may remain lost to the ear of his constituents and 
the country 58 his entire official life, and from which he can never 
emerge, save by the friendly aid of the presiding officer. Sometimes 
it has seemed to me that they must have been designed to and did form 
asa whole a network of mysteries, interwoven with absurd technicali- 
ties and Jegal contradictions, which ean alone be interpreted and un- 
derstood by whoever chances to occupy the chair, and undercover of 
which such occupant may strike down every one he chooses, and hold 
in absolute dependence to his will the representative right of every 
member on this floor to be heard whenever he chooses to speak upon 
any subject of legislation. 

No law-giver or legislative body ever formed a code or system of 
laws which was calculated to bestow upon any one man more en- 
larged, absolute, and despotic power than is conferred by our rules as 
they formerly existed, so far as they may extend upon the Speaker of 
this House, or any one else who may preside in his place; for by a re- 
cent interpretation of them by the Committee on Rules, and by the 
House after considerable discussion, it was declared that he could in 
his own absolute official discretion say who should and who should not 
speak upon this floor. 

In that discussion it was said, and very truly too, by the distin- 
guished gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GAR¥IELp,] that the presiding 
officer must necessarily be invested with a very enlarged discretion in 
the recognition of members who desire to speak upon any question, 
but the power allowed him under the construction that seemed to be 
agreed upon by the House then can 8 be called a discretion, 
even of the utmost latitude; it can be called nothing less than an ab- 
solute and irresponsible despotism. 

If an autocrat had prepared these rules for his government, to be 
construed and applied by himself, he could not thus have retained 
in his own hands greater power, short of confiscation of property or 
taking of liberty and life, than is given to the Speaker of the House 
and the chairman of the Committee of the Whole House. It is not 
therefore surprising that rules thus constructed must necessarily have 
fallen very far short of giving entire or even ial satisfaction to 
a majority of members, and however fairly and justly the presidin 
officer may have endeavored to apply them, many abuses would o 
“se ioe o. E up and great injustice in many individual cases be 
inflicted. 

Upon the discussion of every important question it is only natural 
and reasonable that many members desire to give expression to the 
views which they may entertain. But it is not possible for a presid- 
ing officer to give recognition at the same moment of time to every 
member who may seek it, nor perhaps is it possible on all occasions 
for him torecognize within the entire time prescribed for debate upon 
any particular measure every one who desires to speak uponit. It 
would seem, however, that it is possible, and eminently just, too, for 
every member of the House who wishes it to be heard some time dur- 
ing a whole session. And it also seems to me possible for that time 
to be known and designated with sufficient certainty to prevent its 
exclusion from that e of events the occurrence of which no hu- 
man wisdom can foretell. Many methods by which it was thought 
a fairer and juster application of the rules in the respect of which I 
have been speaking could be brought about have been suggested, 
and some of them have been adopted and acted upon for a time; but 
they all seem to have been abandoned, and we are back again at the 
discretion of the Speaker. 

Once it seemed to be the rule for gentlemen on most occasions to 
be recognized by the Speaker from the right around to the left, as 
they respectively arose. This usage had its difficulties and incon- 
veniences, and did not long survive. Then the custom was adopted 
of allowing members who wished to be recognized to enter their 
names upon a list kept at the Speaker’s desk, and to obtain the floor 
as their names were reached. This arrangement seemed at first to be 


as fair and just a one as could be made, but it was very soon made 
manifest that there were some grave objections which might be 
against it with great force. Sometimes it appeared that the 

up of the list stimulated a race diligence, and that certain gentle- 
men, by reason of their superior industry, strict attention to busi- 
ness, or good fortune, invariably succeeded in getting their names 
entered high up on the list; or, saning by any chance to do this, there 
was generally fonnd some friendly hand which, by the simple pro- 
cess 5 . made their names appear at any desired point 
on the list. 

And then again, when these methods failed to give entire satisfac- 
tion, by reason of some ——- who may have been number 90 
in the p tion of the list being made number 2 or 3 by the inter- 
lining dodge, complaint was m the old list was canceled and 
a new one made ont; then would follow such an unseemly and in- 
decorous scramble to reach the Clerk’s desk first as might reasona- 
bly give rise to the apprehension that members of are, in 
moments of temporary excitement, liable to forget the dignity of the 
body and the proprieties which should attach to the transaction of 
its public business. 

this expedient was abandoned, and on a recent occasion all 
written lists were destro; and a mental one 8 by the chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole to suit himself, which was kept 
in his mind during a protracted debate. As it is said that a judicial 
Jodgment ordecree remains in the breast of the court until pronouneed 
80 3 1 957 it may be said that the chairman on the oceasion referred 
to kept his list of speakers in his breast, as it was not visible any- 
where else. ° 

During the recentexciting and important debate upon the Army and 
the executive, legislative, and jadicial appropriation bills at the late 
extra session the system of unlimited discretion to the Speaker, which 
we seem to have adopted, operated most unjustly and unequally, not 
only as to individual members, but in respect to sections and States, 
which has been the subject of much very just complaint. 

My own experience in an effort to get the floor during that debate, 
together with some other incidents which I shall mention, will per- 
haps enforce my argument against the longer continuance of the 
despotic rule I have referred to quite as strongly as any other illus- 
trations which I could select. 

While the Army bill was under discussion, and while I was con- 
fined to my room by a severe illness, a member on the other side took 
occasion to refer to me, and the means by which be alleged I secured 
a seat upon this floor, in a manner exceedingly unjust, not to 
offensive tome, and without the warrant of a single fact by which sucha 
statement could bejustified. When I saw this attack upon me printed 
in the Recorp the day after it was made, I of course felt called upon 
to reply to it, and determined to seek the first op ty to do so. 
Accordingly, as soon as my health permitted me to leave my room and 
some days before the executive, legislative, and judicial bill had been 
Apoed to the House, I appealed to the courtesy of my coll 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, to give me a few 
minutes of the time, to which he as mover of the bill was entitled, 
in which to make such reply as I could, but unfortunately I had been 
forestalled, as he informed me, even at that early day by other - 
tlemen to whom he had given all the time allowed him. I next 
recourse to enrolling my name upon the list of those who desired to 
speak, then kept at the Speaker's stand, in the hope that I might be 
reached some time in the progress of the debate, though I was rather 
far down toward the end of the list, but this hope was destroyed by 
the destruction of the list. 

I then resorted to an appeal to the “ discretion” of the chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House, informing him in detail of the 
particular reasons why I desired to speak, and requested him to exer- 
cise his “discretion ” in izing me for a short time at some eon- 
venient period of the discussion; but he informed me that his dis- 
cretion had reached its utmost limit in that direction, though I believe 
it did afterward become sufficiently elastic to embrace several other 
gentlemen who made application some time later. 

Failing in every other effort to secure the floor, I sought it through 
the kindness of a number of friends, who I thought might possibly 
in some way or other be fortunate enough to find more favor in the 
discretion of the chairman than I had been able to obtain; but unfor- 
tunately I met disappointment again, for I found that all my friends 
with whom my relations were such as to render it proper for me to 
ask so friendly an act at their hands, like myself, had been omitted 
from the list of speakers mentally prepared by the chairman. 

My individual grievance is a matter of no concern to the Heuse, 
only in so far as it may occur to every other member as well under 
the operation of the same rule. I had thought it was er pee 
courtesy of uniform observance in every legislative y that when- 
ever a personal attack was made upon a member in pablic debate 
the member so attacked should be accorded the floor to reply; but in 
my case this particular character of parliamentary courtesy was not 
considered one of the elements proper to limit or direct the some- 
what extraordinary discretion with which we had at that time 
clothed our parliamentary autocrats. I was also informed that there 
was a general understanding and agreement by which those who had 
not spoken upon the Army bill should be i in preference 
to those who But this rule was not observed any more than the 
other supposed requirement I have mentioned. 
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An examination of the list of those who addressed the House upon 


the executive, legislative, and judicial bill at the last session shows a | j 


very striking preponderance of speakers from some States over others. 
The following figures represent about the number of members from 
each State who spoke upon this bill: 

One each from the States of Arkansas, Oregon, Minnesota, New 
Hampshire, Maryland, Maine, New Jersey, and Michigan. Three 
from Massachusetts, two from Alabama, four from North Carolina 
and New York, three from Louisiana, two from Illinois, five from Ohio 
and Iowa each, six from Indiana, three from Mississippi, three from 
Wisconsin, six from Missouri, ten from Pennsylvania, and five from 
Kentucky, while only one member from Tennessee (though there 
were three members from that State who desired to speak) was for- 
tunate enough to be heard. 

The chosen one from my own State is one of the cleverest as well 
as ablest of our delegation, but, with the exception of myself, he is 
also the most modest of our members, and I can no more account for 
his good fortune than I can for the accident of the favor shown Ten- 
nessee being increased ten for Pennsylvania and five fold for Ken- 
tacky. 

It is not at all impossible that there is more talking done in Con- 

upon every measure of legislation than is absolutely necessary 

or the prompt and intelligent transaction of public business, and 

mere, too, than is desired by the people we represent; but neither 

members nor their constituents are entirely willing that the will of 
one single individual shall control the whole matter. 

Now, in what I have said I distinctly disclaim the purpose of reflect- 
ing in the slightest degree upon any gentleman who has ever occu- 

ied the chair either as Speaker or chairman of the Committee of 

he Whole House. I am not condemning any presiding officer, but 
simply denouncing a vicious and tyrannical rule, under which it is 
searcely possible for any one occupying the chair, however fair and 
just he may desire to be, to avoid many abuses and to abstain from 
many partial and unjust rulings. 

It is therefore to relieve the presiding officer from embarrassment 
and the ungracious task of discriminating between those having 
equal rights upon the floor and equal claims upon his country that 
I urge some change in our rules, as well as for the purpose of reliev- 
ing members from the humiliation and loss of self-respect which must 
come from being obliged to fawn upon whoever may chance to be in 
the chair in order to 5 his favor. 

Perhaps the method which I suggest is not the best one to cure the 
evil complained of, but if it is not I have no doubt but that the wis- 
dom of the Committee on Rules will devise a better and more effectual 
one, and I commend the subject to their immediate and careful consid- 
eration before their report now under discussion shall be finally acted 

It is possible that much of what I have said might have been 
omitted as not being strictly germane to the particular subject upon 
which I arose to speak, but in the hasty examination which I have 
made of the revision of the rules which we are now considering, to 
say whether or not the evils of which I have spoken have been pro- 
vided ‘against. : , i 
If they have not, they will almost certainly be continually pre- 
senting themselves again to vex and harass those who have hereto- 
fore suffered from their existence. But, however this may be, it is 
certain to my mind that the adoption of the amendment offered b 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and upon the adoption of whic 
I am insisting, will relieve us from evils almost as great and quite as 
unnecessary as those which have heretofore been inflicted under the 
arbitrary and untrammeled power possessed by the Speaker or other 
presiding officer, for the powers and prerogatives which it is pro- 
posed to accord to the Committee on Appropriations, under the new 
rules, are quite as broad and despotic. These we can limit at best 
to such an extent as not to have the powers of every other commit- 
tee and every member of the House at the mercy and unbridled dis- 
cretion of the Committee on Appropriations, so that we will at least 
impose some restraint upon one despotism, if we do have to submit 
to another. I desire again to say that Iam not complaining of an 
one who has ever on any occasion occupied the chair of the presid- 
ing officer. I am only denouncing a tyrannical and despotic system 
of rules, under which the greatest wrongs may be perpetrated. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to offer a pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment is in order until one of 
those now pending has been disposed of. 

Mr. BLACKB Then I am glad to have a vote. 

The question recurred on Mr. ACKLEN’s amendment to the amend- 
ment, 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 79. 

So the amendment to the amendment was di to. 

The question recurred on Mr. SHALLENBERGER’S amendment. 

Mr. REED. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. REAGAN. The question is first on the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has stated the rule to be, and he be- 
lieves it universal, that where a substitute is pro for the original 
rg ga original text must be first perfected before the vote is taken 
on substitute. The gentleman from Maine moves to strike out 
the last word, an amendment which has already been made and re- 
jected by the committee. 

Mr. REED. I move to strike out the word before the last. 

Mr. C . Irise to a parliamentary inquiry, and that is 


3 1 pro forma amendments cannot be stopped by being ob- 
ec 0 

Mr. REED. I move to strike out the word before the last; not the 
last word, but the word before the last—an amendment of which I 
am the Sy vere LLaughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moves to strike ont a different 
word, and is in order. 

Mr. REED. I desire by striking ont that word, or by the aid of it, 
to call the attention of the House to what to me seems to be the pur- 

we wish to arrive at, if we can. Our object, if I understand it, 
is to prevent legislation on the appropriation bills. Now, the amend- 
ment which was suggested by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
SPEER, ] and I ask his attention to it, only provides that the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations shall not introduce any legislation into their 
bills. The difficulty we have had to contend with is not that the 
Committee on Appropriations alone introduced legislation, but that 
every member of the House was entitled to in uce legislation if 
he could convince the temporary chairman that it was a reduction 
of expenditures, and sometimes I have noticed temporary chairmen 
were very easily convinced. If we succeed in making the modifica- 
tion suggested by my colleague, namely, the striking out of the ex- 
ception to a subsequent rule, we shall have arrived at this state of 
irs in this House—that is, no amendment can be offered to an ap- 
propriation bill which is not already provided for by exsiting law; 
no amendment can be made by an y, and therefore no legislation 
can go on the appropriation bills except by unanimous consent. 
Hence, unless we have unanimous consent, all legislation will have to 
passed upon by appropriate committees. 

I hope, therefore, we shall vote against this amendment in order to 
reach the proposition suggested by my colleague, which, in my judg- 
ment, will rid the appropriation bills of bet objectionable features. 
I call attention to it now because I think the matter cannot be too 
often presented to the House. I am satisfied that when the House 
once understands the situation of things it will do away with a pro- 
vision which, however useful and valuable when presented, has long 
pe to be anything else than an obstruction to the business of the 

ouse. 

Mr. REED’s amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, before the vote is taken on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. SHALLEN- 
BERGER, | I wish to know whether he will not offer an amendment to 
it regulating the right of the Committee on Appropriations in the 
matter of the division of time in the discussion of bills which may be 
referred to that committee and reported back to the House. No one 
can know what the vote of the House will be, and, if the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania is to be adopted, I am 
satisfied there is not a gentleman who would not give at least a fair 
division of time, an equal opportunity to be h , parceling it out 
egay between the two committees, which would then be before the 

ouse on trial with their several reports. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, a message was received from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its 
e 1 which announced the passage of a bill (H. R. No. 3497) to 
provide for a deficiency in the appropriation for furniture, and repairs 
of the same, for the House of Representatives for the fiscal year end- 
ing J SET 30, 1880, with amendments; in which concurrence was re- 
quested. 

It further announced the passage of the following bills; in which 
concurrence was requested : 

An act (S. No. 309) for the relief of George Heard; and 

An act (S. No. 905) in relation to writs of error te the supreme 
courts of the Territories in capital cases. 

REVISION OF THE RULES. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move the following amendment to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. SHALLENBERGER. | 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Baut in the debate on such bill, it shall be divided equally between the commit- 

having charge of such bill and the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I ask for a division on that amend- 
ment, as there are two substantive propositions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be again read. 

The amendment to the amendment was again read. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I desire to vote separately on it. 
While there may be objection to the former 

The CHAIR . As the question is on the adoption of that prop- 
osition as an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, of course there will be a separate vote on it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not understand the gentleman wants a 
division of my amendment, but a vote on that amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The Committee on Rules has never 
instructed in favor of that amendment, but it is offered 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is offered by me in my individual capacity. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I have no serious objection if it 
shall come in in the right place; but supposing that to be adopted, 
then the question will be on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania as amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 
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Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) And the whole might then be voted 
down, while on a separate vote only one might be rejected, 

The CHAIRMAN, Of course if the amendment to the amendment 
is adopted the vote then comes upon the amendment as amended, but 
if it be voted down all will be voted down. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will solve the trouble. I want to get a vote 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I did not, 
however, wish to adopt that amendment and leave to one committee 
of the House all rights in the matter of debate and time, and to the 
other, which was equally responsible before the House, none at all. 
Thinking we had better have the vote, as we have discussed this 
question enough, I will withdraw my amendment to the amendment 
for the time, and let the vote be taken on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I renew the amendment to the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to say to the gentleman that he need 
not be uneasy, for if the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania be voted down I will then offer this as an amendment. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I wish to say a few words for fear the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not be adopted. 

Mr. BLACKRURN. You can offer it again as an independent prop- 
osition. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois., Has not the debate been exhausted? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not on the amendment which has been renewed, 
the gentleman from Kentucky having withdrawn it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not understand the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee insists on renewing my amendment. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I withdraw it. 

The question recurred on Mr. SHALLENBERGER’S amendment. 
Mr. FRYE. This is an important amendment, and therefore I de- 
mand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. SHALLENBERGER and Mr. BLACKBURN 
were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 72, noes 90. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question next recu upon a pro forma amendment to Mr. MUL- 
DROW’S substitute. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 3 

The question recurred on Mr. MULDROW’S substitute. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 24, noes 83. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MONEY. I offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In debate on appropriation bills the time shall be divided equally between the 
Appropriations ttee and the committee in charge of general l ion upon 
the particular public service for which the proposed appropriation is 

Mr. GARFIELD. What about the other members who do not be- 
long to either? What about their rights?“ 

Mr. MONEY. I do not suppose they will have any less power than 
they have now. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That will give no time but to two committees. 

Mr. MONEY. I suppose other members of the House will have as 
much privilege then as they have under the present rule, when the 
committee consumes the whole time. 

The committee divided; and the amendment was rejected, 16 only 
voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move the following amendment: 

Amend clause 3 by adding the words “and the several fs ae a bills, when 


reported to the House by the committees in which they originated, shall be referred 


to the Committee on Appropriations, to be reported back te the House after due 
ditures of the Gov- 


consideration, with such recommendations as the general 
ernment require them to make, and the committee in which the bill originated 
shall theren: have charge of it, and upen its gaam, and the time shall be 
equally divided between such committee and the Committee on Appropriations.” 

Mr. CLYMER. Both these propositions have been voted down. 

Mr. BAYNE. No,sir; both propositions have not been voted down. 

Tho CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is mistaken in saying they have 
been voted down. The gentleman from Kentucky offered an amend- 
ment, but withdrew it. This differs from the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, as it contains on its face also the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. ROBESON. I would like to ask the gentleman whether it 
means that the time shall be equally divided between the commit- 
tees or whether the two committees shell have equal right of discus- 
sion, leaving the rest of the House to their rights. 

Mr. BAYNE. I mean the two committees shall have equal right. 

Mr. ROBESON. Because the proposition, as I understand it, gives 
the whole time to the two committees. 

Mr. BAYNE. No, sir; it is not intended to give the whole time to 
two committees. 

Under our present system of rules one committee does monopolize 
the discussion on this floor when appropriation bills come up. That 
is an observation which will occur to every man who has carefully 
noticed the course of legislation in this House upon such subjects. 

The amendment desires simply to effect this purpose—that other 
gentlemen and other committees may have equal opportunities with 
the Committee on ig apes riations to discuss these measures If that 
amendment should adopted it is apparent the Committee on Ap- 


priations will still have one-half of the time devoted to the discus- 
sion of every proposition that emanates from every committee of this 
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House which makes appropriations. It will still have an opportunity 
of 3 the floor to a large extent. 

Mr. BROWNE. Will not your proposition lead to extravagance if 
yon allow other committees to divide the discussion of appropriation 

ills with ihe Committee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. BAYNE. That, Mr. is a reflection on the other com- 
mittees which I am not willing to concede. I am disposed to think 
that the other committees, the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, the Committee on Naval Affairs, the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and others, have just as economical views as the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. But I cannot, for my part, see why one 
committee should monopolize legislation in this sna: having the 
pore co exclude amendments offered by any member of the House. 

am in favor of dividing this thing up; and this amendment gives 
to other committees the right to 
extent of one-half of its privile 

Thequestion being taken on 
ayes 35, noes 90. 

ne thar count not being called for) the amendment was not 

Mr. ANDERSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


are with that committee to the 
in this respect. 
. BAYNE’s amendment, there were— 


res Wpen bins 33 said mittee it shall only be one- 
when are reported com: t entitled t 
half the time allowed for on. si yi 


The question being taken, there were—ayes 54, noes 70. 
So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not 


agreed to. 
The Clerk resumed the reading of Rule XI, and read the following: 
Pd To judicial proceedings, civil and criminal law: to the Committee on the Ju- 
c i 
5. To banking and curren 


: to the Committee on Banking and Currency; 

4 8 coinage, weights, and measures: to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
an easures ; 

T. To commerce: to the Committee on Commerce, [but they shall report the 
bill rely as the river and harbor bill, for reference to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. REAGAN. By instructions of the Committee on Commerce, I 
offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend clause 7 of Rule XI by striking out the words but they shall report 
the bill known as the river and harbor bill for reference to the Committee on Ap- 
CFC 
for the improvement of rivers da — as is el to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations in reporting general appropriation bills.” 

[Cries of “Vote!” ‘“Vote!”] 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say just one word. What is proposed 
to be inserted there is the rule of the House now. We simply pro- 
ps to put into these rules what was adopted by the action of the 

ouse on the 9th of April. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I offer as a substitute for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas what I send to the desk. 

Thə Clerk read as follows : 

Amend clause 7 by striking out all after the word “ committee,” in the last line, 
and inserting the words “of the whole House.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I desire to say just one word in re- 
gard to the substitute I have offered. If it be adopted the Committee 
on Commerce will then have the Soi tion of the river and harbor 
bill, as has been the custom ; and when reported it will go directly 
to the Committee of the Whole House for consideration instead of to 
the Committee on e I wish to bear testimony for one 
to the fidelity with which that committee has discharged its duties ; 
but I think that other commitiees of this House also have discharged 
their duties well and faithfally. 

The question being taken on the substitute for the amendment, 
there were—ayes 30, noes 97. 

So (further count not being called for) the substitute for the amend- 
ment was not to. 

The CHAIR . The question recurs on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. PeR 

Mr. HOUSE. Let that amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. ‘ 

Mr. BROWNE, I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. May 
there not be a division of the question so that it shall be 5 5 first 
on the motion to strike out? 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rules of the House a motion to strike 
out and insert is not divisible. 

Mr. FINLEY. I ask that the vote be taken by tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 34 members voting therefor; more than one- 
fifth of a quorum. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 110, noes 40. 

So Mr. ReaGan’s amendment was to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I offer the following amendment: 

Add at the end of the amendment just adopted the following : 

But the river and harbor bill shall never be passed by suspension of the rules. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. If the eee from Pennsylvania will yield 
to me I will now move that the committee rise. 

Mr. KENNA. Let us vote first on the amendment. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. Let it be again reported. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand the gentleman from Kentucky 
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pi BLACKBURN] proposes to move that the committee do now rise. 
so I withdraw the amendment, as it appears not to be acceptable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. As it is evident there are many amendments 
to be offered to this rule, and as the House is to meet again at half 
past seven, I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the report of the 
Committee on Rules, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON] 
asks leave to withdraw from the files of the House the papers in the 
case of Joseph A. Briggs, there being no adverse report thereon. The 
request is referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. FISHER 

for two days, and to Mr. BINGHAM for two days. 
RECESS, 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I move that the House take a recess un- 
til 7.30 o’clock p. m. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock p. m.) 
the House took a recess until half past seven o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The House reassembled and was called to order at ten minutss be- 
fore eight o’clock. 


RECEPTION OF HON. CHARLES STEWART PARNELL. 


The SPEAKER. The session of this evening is in consequence of a 
resolution adopted by the House of Representatives, which the Chair 
will now cause to be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

response to the invitation just presented and acce; , requestin; 
FE yar to N in the eee to be 3 
Charles Stewart Parnell, a 
address on Irish affairs, and 


the 2d bi of February next, and that the House meet on that day and time to take 
part in said ceremonies. : 

The SPEAKER. In accordance with the terms of the resolution 
which has been read, I have now the honor and the pleasure to intro- 
duce to you Charles Stewart Parnell, of Ireland, who comes among 
us tos of the distresses of his country. 

Mr. Parnell was received with 8 applause. He said: 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House of Representatives, I have 
to thank you for the distinguished honor that you have conferred upon 
me in permitting me to address this august assembly upon the state 
of the affairs of my 7 10 country. 

Until I landed in America nothing was known of the imminence or 
threatened extent of the famine which has now assumed such horri- 
ble proportions as to attract the attention and compassion of all civ- 
ilized nations. To every thinking man it must be a matter of per- 
plexity how such a famine could burst upon a people without giving 
any warning of its approach. But in fact-this catastrophe was 
clearly foreseen and predicted six months ago in Ireland, and gov- 
ernment was repeatedly warned to make timely preparations to 
deal with it. But the British government not only refused to do 
anything, but with extraordinary perversity persisted in denying 
that there was any danger of famine. And now that thousands are 
starving the singular spectacle is presented of a government which 
refuses to come to the aid of its own subjects sane nontng appeals to 
the 1 5 of America or any other nation which may be ready to 
feed them. 

The present famine, as all other famines in Ireland, has been the 
direct result of the system of land tenure which is maintained there. 
And while we have been compelled by the frightful condition of our 
people to appear before the American people in the guise of ars, 
and to use every exertion to collect money to save life, I feel it to 
be equally my duty to point out to you the cause which keeps Ireland 
in a condition of chronic poverty and brings on from time to time 
such horrible famines as that which is at present raging there. 
When the task is thrown upon America of feeding a peop e who have 
been driven into starvation by ruinous and unjust laws, surely you 
acquire a right to express your opinion very freely on the character of 
those laws and on the 1 of maintaining them. And I have every 
confidence that the public sentiment of America will be a great assist- 
ance to our people in their present effort to obtain a just and suitable 
settlement of the Irish land question. 

Since I have been in this country I have seen so many tokens of 
the good wishes of the American people toward Ireland that I feel 
entirely at a loss to express my sense of all the enormous advanta 
and service which is being 8 in this way to our cause. e 
do not seek to embroil your Government with the government of 
England ; but we claim that the public opinion and sentiment of a 
free country like America is entitled to find expression wherever it is 
seen that the laws of freedom are not o 


Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, the most 5 question in Ireland 
at the present moment is the tenure of land. That . is a ve 
old one; it dates from the first settlement of Ireland from England. 
The struggle between those whoown the land on the one side and those 
who till it on the other has been a constant one. But up to the 3 
moment scarcely any ray of light has ever been let in upon the hard 
fate of the tillers of the soil in that country. But many of us who 
are now observing the course of events believe that the time is fast 
3 the artificial and cruel system of land tenure pre- 
vailing in Ireland is bound to fall and be replaced by a more natural 
and a more just one. 

Iconld quote many authorities to show you what this system is. 
The feudal tenure has been tried in many countries, and it has been 
found wanting everywhere. But in no country has it wrought so- 
much destruction and proved so pernicious as in Ireland. As the re- 
sult of that feudal tenure we have constant and chronic poverty ; we 
have our people discontented and hopeless. Even in the best of years 
theirs is one of continual misery. d when, as on the present occa- 
sion, the crops fail and a bad year comes around, we see terrific fam- 
ines sweeping across the face of our land, claiming their victims in 
hundreds of thousands, driving multitudes into a forced and pauper- 
ized immigration, and leaving a settled gloom and error behind ¢ as 
the inheritance, for years, of the survivors. 

Mr. Fronde, the distinguished English historian, who cannot*be 
accused of being a prejudiced witness in our favor, gives his testi- 
mony with regard to this land system in the following words: 

But of all the feudal gifts which we bestowed upon our unhappy possession was: 
the English system of 2 lands. Land, properly ng, cannot be owned 
by any man. 8 the human race. Laws have to be made to secure 

è fits of their industry to those who cultivate it. But the private property 
of this or that person which he is entitled to deal with as he pleases land never 
ought to be and never strictly is. In Ireland, as in all primitive civilizations, the 

was divided a p a the tribes. Each tribe collectively owned its own dis- 
trict. Under the feudal system the proprietor was the crown as representing the na- 
tion; while the subordinate tenures were held with duties attached to them, and 
were liable on non-fulfillment to forfeiture. , 

Now, I look upon this testimony of Mr. Froude’s as a most impor- 
tant and valuable one coming as it does from an English source, and 
a source which cannot be ed prejudiced in favor of Ireland. As 
Mr. Froude says, property has its duties under the feudal system of 
tenure as well as its rights. But in Ireland those enjoying the monop- 
oly of the land have only considered that they had rights, and have 
always been forgetful of their duties ; so that bad as the feudal tenure 
must be it bas there been worked in a way to intensify its evils ten- 
fold. I find that a little further on Mr. Froude again writes to the 
following effect : 

Andif we had been more faithful in our stewardship, Ireland would have been as 
TA and prosperous as the sister island. and not at the mercy of a potato-blight. 
1S wae tuna porpons. ‘Tis ANELA went sony with sags in EAN hoaree, and © 
longing fell of revenge h ter with N hep 

peier and serene) 

ut I could mu tipiy testimony from distinguished sources, and of 
well-known men, to the same effect. Ishall content myself with 
noting from one more source, Professor Blackie, the professor of 
reek in Edinburgh University, who in the Cotemporary Review for 
this month writes as follows: 

Among the many acts of baseness branding the character in their blun- 
dering pretense of governing Ireland, not the least was the tice of confiscatin; 
the land, which, by beahon law, belonged to the people, an øving it not to hones! 
resident cultivators, (which might have been a politic sort of theft,) but to cliques 
of greedy aaa Pans oligarchs, who did nothing for the country which they 

appropriated but suck its blood in the name of rent, and squander its resources 
under the name of p „and fashion, and courtliness in London. 

Now, we have been told by the landlord party as their defense of 
this system that the true cause of Irish poverty and discontent is the 
crowded state of that country, and the only remedy emigration; and 
I admit to the fullest extent that there are portions of Ireland which 
are too crowded. The barren hills of the west of Ireland, whither 
the people were driven from the fertile lands after the famine, are 
too crowded; but the fertile portions of Ireland maintain scarcely 
any population at all, and remain as vast hunting-grounds for the 
pleasure of the landlord class, . 

Before, then, we talk of emigration as the cure for all the ills of 
Treland, I should like to see a more natural distribution of the soil of 
that country. I should like to see the rich plains of Meath, Kildare, 
Limerick, and Tipperary, instead of being the desert wastes that they 
are to-day, supporting the teeming and prosperous poputation that 
they are so capable of maintaining. At the present moment you may 
drive for ten or twenty miles through those t rich counties with- 
out meeting a human being or seeing a single house. And it is a re- 
markable testimony to the horrible way in which the land system has 
been administered in Ireland that the fertility of the country has 
proved the destruction of the popr sion instead of being their sup- 
port. Onlyon the poor lands haveour people. been allowed to settle, 
and there they are crowded in numbers far too t for the soil to 
support. Let the next emigration be from the West to the East, in- 
stead of from the East to the West—from the hills of Connemara back 
to the fertile lands of Meath. When the resources of my country have 
been fully taken advan of and developed, when the agricultural 
prosperity of Ireland has n secured, then if we have any surplus 
population we shall cheerfully give it to this great country. en 
our emigrants will go willingly and as free men—not shoveled out 
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by a forced emigration, a disgrace to the Government whence they 
come and to humanity in general. [Applause.] Then our emigrants 
would come to you as come the Germans, with money in their pock- 
ets, and education to enable them to obtain a good start in this great 
and free country, with sufficient means to enable them to push out 


to your western lands, instead of remaining about the eastern cities, 
doomed to hard manual labor, and many of them falling a prey to 
the worst evils of modern city civilization. 

I have noticed within the last few days a very remarkable refuta- 
tion to this argument of overcrowding, in one of the newspapers of 
this country—the Nation—a journal, I believe, distinguished in the 
walks of literature, and whose opinion is entitled to very great weight 
and consideration. The Nation says: 


That the best remedy for Irish poverty is to be found in the multiplication of 
nt properties and not by emigration, as 8 suppose, there is little question. 
Emigration is good for those who emigrate ; but it leaves gaps in the home popu- 
lation which are soon filled by a fresh Paoli by creo mass, A writer in the Lon- 
don Times, giving an account of the island of Guernsey, shows that it supports in 
marvelous comfort a population of thirty thousand by the cultivation of ten thou- 
sand acres, while Ireland has a cultivable area of 15,500,000 acres, and would, if as 
dense] pled as Guernsey, support a population of forty-five million instead of 
five million 

[Applause.} 

The climate of Guernsey, too, is as moist as that of Ireland, and the island is 
hardly any nearer the great markets. But nearly every man in it owns his farm, 
and the law facilitates his getting a farm in fee on easy terms. 

Now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House of Representatives, 
the remedy that we propose for the state of affairs in Ireland is an 
alteration of the land tenure prevailing there. We pro to imitate 
the example of Prussia and other continental countries, where the 
feudal tenure has been tried, found wanting, and abandoned; and 
we desire to give an opportunity to every occupying tenant-farmer 
in Ireland to 8 the owner of his own farm. [Applause.] 

This may, perhaps, seem at first sight a startling proposition ; and 
I shall be told about the “rights of property” and “ vested interests” 
and “individual ownership.” But we have the high authority of 
Mr. Fronde, the English historian, whom I have just quoted, to the 
effect that— 

0 owned by any man. It belongs to all the 
FB corny a oe oar 0 888 secure the profits of their ped to those 
who cultivate it; but the private property of this or that person which he is enti- 
tled to deal with as he pleases, land never ought to be and never strictly is. 

And we say if it can be proved, as it has been abundantly proved, 
that terrible sufferings, constant poverty, are inflicted on the millions 
of the population of Ireland, we ma then reasonably require from 
the legislature that, paying due regard to vested interests and giving 
them fair compensation, the system of ownership of the soil by the 
few in Ireland should be terminated and rep by one giving that 
ownership to the many. 

As I have pointed out, we have historical precedents for such a 
course. The King of Prussia in 1811 1 evils of the feudal 
tenure, by a royal edict transferred all the land of his country from 
the landlords to the tenants. He compensated the landlords by giv- 
ing them government bonds bearing 4 per cent. interest; and he or- 
dained that the tenants should repay to the state the principal and 
interest of these bonds by annual installments of 5 per cent., extend- 
ing over forty-one years, and that then all payments should cease. 
The preamble to this edict is so very remarkable that I venture to 
trespass on your time for a few moments by reading it: 

We, Frederick William, by the of God King of Prussia, having convinced 
ourselves both by personal Experience in our own domains and by that of man 
lords of manors of the great advan which have acerued both to the lord an 
to the nt by the transformation of peasant-holdin, — and the com- 
mutation of the rents on the basis of a fair ind ity, and having consulted in 
regard to this weighty matter experienced farmers, ordain and decree as follows: 

hat all tenants of hereditary holdings, whatever the size of the holding, shall 
by the present edict become the 8 of their holdings, after paying to the 
Jandlord the indemnity fixed by edict. 
But we have also precedents for the course we propono afforded by 
the legislation of Great Britain. The Parliament of England has al- 
. ready, under the Bright clauses of the land act, expressed its approval 
of the principle that a class of tenant or peasant owners should be 
created in Ireland. That act permitted the state to advance to ten- 
ants desirous of purchasing their holdings two-thirds of the purchase 
money, to be repaid by installments of 5 per cent., exten over 
thirty-five years. Those clauses, for a variety of reasons which I dare 
not trespass on your time long enough to explain, have remained a 
dead letter. But I see that Mr. John Bright, the eminent reformer, 
one of the oe eran of the movement for the repeal of the corn 
laws, and a fellow-laborer with Cobden in that movement, now comes 
forward and proposes to amend those clauses very considerably so as 
to make them more workable. By a cable dispatch from London I 
find that, speaking at Birmingham the other day, Mr. Bright pro- 


To appoint a government commission to go to Dublin with power to sell farms 
of landlords to tenants willing to buy, and to advance three-fourths of the purchase- 
pal be repaid in thirty-five years. Such a measu 
— 2 believed, would meet the desire of the Irish people. The ag ep ps should 
ass: willin 


ommended 3 sale only where the land is owned by London companies, 


as is the case with large tracts near Londonderry. He a sepa 
that, if his plan was ever ror ese self-interest or public opinion would soon com- 
pel individual landlords to to the tenan 


Now, this proposal is undoubtedly a very great reform and an im- 


mense advance upon the present state of affairs. While we could 
not accept it asa final settlement of the land question, yet we should 
gladly welcome it as an advance in pur direction; and we are willin 
to give it a fair trial. The radical difference between our p - 
tion and that of Mr. Bright is that we think the state should ad 
the principle of compulsory expropriation of land, whereas Mr. Bright 

i it may be left to self-interest and the force of public opinion 
to eoo tuo landlords to sell. For that is the word which he uses, 

compel. 

While I concur with Mr. Bright in thinking that, in all probability, 
if his pro s were adopted the present land agitation in Ireland, 
if maintained at its present vigor, would compel the landlords to sell 
to tenants at fair pron, yet I ask the House of Representatives of 
America what would they think of a statesman who, while acknowl- 
edging the justness of a principle, as Mr. Bright acknowledges the 
justness of our principle that the tenants of Ireland ought to own 
the lands, shrinks at the same time from asking the legislature of 
his country to sanction that ee and leaves to an agitation such 
as is now going on in Ireland the duty of enforcing that which the 
Parliament of Great Britain shonld enforce. [Loud applause.] I 
think you will concur with me that this attempt on the part of the 
British Parliament to transfer its obligations and duties to the help- 
less, starving peasantry of Connemara is neither a dignified nor a 
worthy one, and that the sooner our Parliament comes to recognize 
its duties in this respect the better it will be for all parties and the 
government of Great Britain. 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I have to apologize for having tres- 
passed on your attention at such great length, and to give you m 
renewed and heartiest thanks for the very great attention and kind- 
ness with which you have listened to my feeble and imperfect utter- 
ances, I regret that this great cause has not been pleaded by an able 
man, but at least the cause is good, and, although put before you im- 
perfectly, it is so strong and so just that it cannot fail in obtainin, 
recognition at your hands and from the people of this country. It 
will be a proud boast for America if, after having obtained, secured, 
and ratified her own freedom by sacrifices unexampled in the history 
of any nation, she were now, by the force of her public opinion alone, 
by the respect with which all countries look upon any sentiment pee 
vailing here, if she were now to obtain for Ireland, without theshedding 
of one drop of blood, without drawing the sword, without one threat- 
ening message, the solution of Sipe ee question. For my part, I, 
as one who sts of American blood, [loud and long-continued a 
plause, I feel proud of the importance which has been universally 
attached on all sides to American opinion with re to this matter, 
and I am happy in seeing and believing that the time is very near at 
hand when you will be able to say you have in the way I have men- 
tioned, and in no other way, been a most important factor in brin ng 
about a settlement of the Irish land question. [Applause.] An 
then, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, these Irish famines now so period- 
ical, which compel us to appear as beggars and mendicants before the 
world, a humiliating position for any man but a still more humiliat- 
ing position for a proud nation like ours—then, Mr. Speaker, these 
1 sh arana will “nigh ord eden their cause 7 7 been removed. 

0 no longer be co to tax your magnificent generosi 
and we shall be able to 3 you that with your help this shell 
be the last Irish famine. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, the ceremonies for which this meet- 
ing was called having closed, I now move the House adjourn. 

e motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at eight o'clock and 
twenty-two minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, Ero. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other 
the Clerk’s d under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. WILL ALDRICH: Memorial of the Ayrshire Breeders’ 
Association, requesting the prompt action of Congress to prevent the 
spread of pleuro-pneumonia—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ATHERTON: The petition of P. H. King and 90 others, 
citizens of Ohio, for the passage of alaw protecting the people against 
the oppressions of railroad monopolies in respect to freights—to the 
Committee on Commerce, 


were laid on 


Also, the petition of Robert L. Porter and 20 others, ex-soldiers and 
citizens of Ohio, for the ge of the Weaver soldier bili—to the 
Committee on Military rs. 


Also, the petition of Jerre Alspach and 83 others, citizens of Ohio. 
for the of an act making the manufacturers and vendors o: 
patented articles alone responsible for infringements—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. BLAND: 5 of citizens of Dent, Frankliu, Wright, 
and Phelps Counties, Missouri, for congressional regulation of freight. 
tariffs of railroads—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Dr. M. E, Walker, for the passage of a bill 
granting her $10,000 for services rendered and expenses incurred in 
the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of the Gasconade River, in the 
State of Missonri—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: The petition of E. E. Williams, for pay for in- 
juries received in the Boston navy-yard—to the Committee on Nayal 


Affairs. 
By Mr. BREWER: Resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republic 


> 
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of Michigan, relating to the imprisonment of Levi H. Ice, of West 
Virginia—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, the petition of E. L. Brewer, D. W. Shorts, and 40 other ex- 
soldiers of Shiawassee County, Michigan, against the passage of Sen- 
ate bill No. 496, relating to the revision of the pension laws—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BUCKNER: The petitions of citizens of Montgomery, Ralls, 
Moniteau, Lincoln, Pike, Saint Charles, Monroe, and Audrain Coun- 
ties, Missouri, for the regulation of interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of Isaac Maimes and others, cit- 
izens of Monroe County, Kentucky, that said Maimes be placed on 
the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of E. C. Guest, William Evans, and others, citi- 
zens of Butler County, Kentucky, for a post-route from Beaver Dam 
to Rochester, Kentucky—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, 

Also, papers Angee te the bill for the correction of the military 
record of Webster C. Webb—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARDY: The petitions of citizens of Washington, Saint 
Francois, Madison, and Jefferson Counties, Missouri, for the regula- 
tion of interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ALVAH A. CLARK: The petition of John Anderson, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of John Allen, for pay for property taken by the 
United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHN B. CLARK, JR.: The petitions of citizens of Carroll, 
Howard, Osage, and Callaway Counties, Missouri, for the enactment 
of such laws as will relieve them from the oppressions of transporta- 
tion monopolies that now control interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CLYMER: The petition of Charles P. Durfee and others, 
for back pay due them as quartermaster and commissary sergeants— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COFFROTH: The petition of Adam Leonard, Samuel Ake, 
Henry O. Kline, and 55 others, soldiers of Bedford County, Pennsyl- 
vania, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension 
claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of O. L. Davis, A. H. Neff, B. F. Smith, and 34 
others, soldiers of the late war; also, of 50 citizens of Pennsylvania, 
for the passage of the bill to pay the soldiers the difference between 
gold and greenbacks at the time they were paid for their services— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petitions of Benjamin F. Brown, George K. 
Long, Joseph B. Macy, and 230 others, citizens of Nantucket, Massa- 
chusetts; of John C. Carson, and 15 others, commanders of vessels and 


' -vessel-owners, of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; of J. D. Jones, and 18 


others, of New York City, representing twenty insurance companies 
at New York; of C. M. Hodson and 14 others, commanders of ves- 
sels at New York; of James W. Elwell & Co., and 45 other merchants 
and ship-owners, of New York ; of Hezekiah Mayo, agent of the Phila- 
poy aed and Baltimore packets, and 35 other ship-owners and agents 
of Boston, Massachusetts ; of Charles Lawrence, president of Vessel 
Owners and Captains’ Association of Philadelphia, and 24 others ; of 
Isaac Sweetser, president of Washington Fire and Marine Insurance 
Company, and 13 others, representing the marine insurance com- 
panies of Boston, for an appropriation for the improvement of Nan- 
tucket Harbor as a harbor of refa tothe Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: The petition of Horace Boughton, to be re- 
funded moneys paid by him to the Government as a compromise of 
certain alle iabilities—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. LOWNDES H. DAVIS: The petition of farmers of Bollinger, 
Dunklin, Cape Girardeau, Mississippi, and Scott Counties, Missouri, 
for legislation restraining rai s from exacting fluctuating and 
excessive rates of transportation—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. DICKEY: The petition of Hiram Sweet and 86 others, of 
Clermont County, Ohio, for the passage of the equalization of bounty 
bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of J. P. Bronson and 52 others, of Clermont County, 
Ohio, for the passage of the Weaver bill relating to additional pay of 
soldiers—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Dr. Mary Walker, that the form of government 
of the District of Columbia be changed so as to allow representation 
in 5 the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of L. H. Prosser and 27 others, 
citizens of Minnesota, for the passage of the interstate-commerce bill 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of William De Groot and 12 others, citizens of 
Minnesota, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of L. H. Prosser and 28 others, citizens of Min- 
a 1 the amendment of the patent laws to the Committee on 

aten 

By Mr. EVINS: The petition of Dr. E. T. Avery, of York County, 
South Carolina, that the amount of a certain bond and costs paid by 
him to the United States marshal for the district of South Carolina 
in eg gy be refunded to him—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FARR: The petition of Charles A. Titus and 20 others, for 
a law to equalize the pay of soldiers in the late war of the rebellion— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. FINLEY: The petition of H. R. Spoonerand 15 others, vet- 
erans of Seneca County, Ohio, against the p of the bill known 
as the sixty-s n bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petitions of Samuel Lutz and 67 others, citizens of Wyan- 
dot County, and of 20 citizens of Morrow County, Ohio, for legislation 
against transportation monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Morrow County, Ohio, for the pas- 
sage of a bill granting a pension to Daniel Speer—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Hon. E. T. Stickney and 105 soldiers of Seneca 
County, Ohio, for legislation equalizing the pay of soldiers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Henry Marshall and 325 citizens of Doylestown, 
Ohio, for the passage of the Weaver bill—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Samuel Lutz and others, citizens of Wyandot 
County, Ohio, for legislation protecting the users of patented articles 
in certain 8 the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FORSYTHE: The petition of citizens of Hancock County, 
Illinois, of similar import to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Hancock County, Illinois, for the 
passage of a law to regulate interstate commerce—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. FORT: Papers relating to the claim of Charles H. Frank 
for pay for supplies furnished United States troops during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of Jarvis Patten and others, of Bath, 
Maine, for further distribution of the Geneva award—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: Memorial of Rey. Sheldon Jackson, superin- 
tendent of Presbyterian Missions for the Territories, asking Congress 
to appropriate $50,000 to establish schools in Alaska—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Nancy A. West—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of William Buckley and 126 other soldiers, of 
Ohio, for the passage of Senate bill No. 843 and House bill No. 3524 of 
the second session of the Forty-fifth 3 the same committee. 

Also, the petition of W. M. Briggs and 20 others, citizens of Geauga 
County, Ohio, to be protected by appropriate legislation from rail- 
road monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of William M. Briggs and 19 others, citizens of 
Geauga County, Ohio, for the of a law protecting innocent 
infringers of patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GEDDES : The petition of T. B. Rankin, John Parker, and 
others, of Tuscarawas County, Ohio, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of William Kail, John Linarn, and others, citi- 
zens of Tuscarawas County, Ohio, fer relief from transportation mo- 
nopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

7 Mr. GUNTER : Memorial of the Cherokee delegation, objecting 
to the Passage by Congress of any act allowing certain citizens of 
North Carolina of Cherokee descent, commonly called North Carolina 
Cherokees, an interest in the lands and funds of the Cherokee Nation— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HATCH: The petitiens of 520 citizens of Schuyler, of 48 
citizens of Putnam, of 78 citizens of Scotland, of 67 citizens of Ma- 
rion, and of 165 citizens of Clarke Counties, Missouri, that Con 
enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon them 
by transportion monopolies that now control the interstate com- 
merce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: The petition of E. N. Phelps and 70 others, cit- 
izens of Connecticut, late soldiers of the Union, for the passage of 
the Weaver bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYES: Resolutions of the city council of Chicago, Mi- 
nois, relating to the transportation of dutiable goods—to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. ELTON: The petition of Oliver S. Putnam, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a paper relating to the bill (H. R. No. 3169) for the relief of 
the Winnebago Indianus—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HERNDON: Memorial of the National Cotton Exchange, 
asking for an appropriation to pay the expense of a commission to 
investigate the ravages of the cotton-worm—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

y Mr. HILL: The petition of Samuel Myers and others, of Put- 
nam County, Ohio, for a law regulating freights on railroads—to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

Also, the petition of Samuel Myers and others, of Putnam County, 
Ohio, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. HORR: The petition of citizens of Michigan, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

Fiaa, the petition of citizens of Michigan, for laws regulating inter- 
state commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Michigan, for the passage of a bill 

ualizing Þounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. HOSTETLER: The petition of soldiers of Lewis, Vigo 
County, Indiana, who served in the late war, against the of 
Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of Letitia Carr, for arrears of pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HURD: The 181 of Austin Ebersall and others, for the 
passage of the Weaver bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of P. B. Trackler and others and of Levi R. Shaw 
and others, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of P. B. Trackler and others and of Thomas W. 
Arnold and others, for the passage of the Reagan interstate-commerce 
bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KENNA: The petition of J. A. Daniell, for pay for property 
taken and destroyed by the United States Army during the late war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of John D. Stephenson and others, soldiers of the 
late war, inst the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of David T. Flinn, for a pension— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. LORING: The petition of citizens of Washington, District 
of Columbia, for the passage of a bill to incorporate the Society for 
the Protection of Children in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BENJAMIN F. MARTIN : The petition of Mary E. Shepley, 
for arrears of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. M WAN: The petitions of J. H. Haynes, John Allen, and 
37 others, of Quincy, Michigan; of A. E. Southwick, James Williams, 
and 22 others, soldiers of the late war; and of J. W. Louck and B. A. 
Almy, citizens of Middleville, Michigan, for the passage of a law to 
pay the soldiers and sailors of the late war the difference between 
the value of greenbacks and gold at the time they were paid for their 
services—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: The petition of citizens of Muhlenburgh 
County, Kentucky, for the free coinage of silver and for the re 
of the national-banking law—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. 

Also, the petition of citizens, late soldiers, of Muhlenburgh and 
Todd Counties, 1 for the passage of the Weaver bill—to the 
Committee on Military 8 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of T. Strickland and 59 others, 
citizens of Ashland County, Ohio, for the amendment of the patent 
laws so as to make the manufacturer and vendor of patented ariicles 
alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 
Allso, the petition of A. O. Long and 105 others, citizens of Ashland 
County, Ohio, for such laws as will prevent fluctuations in freights 
and unjust discriminations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of David M. Reed and 106 others, citizens of 
Wayne County, Ohio, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, re- 
lating to pension claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILES: A bill for the improvement of Stamford Harbor, 
in the State of Connecticut—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MILLER: The petition of William Gates’s Sons, against 
— repeal of the tax on matches—to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MONROE: A paper relating to the bill for the relief of 
Henry C. Searles, postmaster at West Richfield, Ohio—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Clark Eldred—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of J. W. Swigart and others, citizens of Summit 
County, Ohio, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. $ 

Also, the petition of J. W. Swigart and others, of Summit County, 
Ohio, for the passage of laws regulating the transportation of freight 
and passengers between States—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. MURCH: The petition of A. A. Brown and 33 soldiers and 
sailors of the late war, that they may be paid the difference between 

ld and nbacks at the time they were paid for their services in 
the . aon Navy of the United States—to the Committee on Mil- 
i TS. 


tary 
By Mr. ORTH: The petition of Mary Cuppy, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSMER: The petition of George M. Bowman and 236 others, 
for the passage of House bill No. 269, known as the Wright supple- 
ment to the homestead bill—to the Committee on Public tad 

Also, the petition of John Maloney and 26 others, for the passage 
of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Absalom Smith and 240 others, for the repeal 
8 the national-banking act, &c.—to the Committee on Banking and 

urrency. 

By Mr. PHILIPS: The petitions of the citizens of Benton, Cam- 
den, Cooper, Johnson, Pettis, and La Fayette Counties, Missouri, for 
the passage of a bill regulating interstate commerce—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill to provide for the improvement of the Missouri River at 
the city of Lexington, Missouri, and to preserve the harbor at said 
city—to the same committee. 

y Mr. PHISTER: The petition of James F. Slack and 44 others, 
citizens of Bracken County, Kentucky, for laws to protect innocent 
users of patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of John Rice and 35 others, citizens of Johnson 


County, Kentucky, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating 
to pension claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Alexander H. Lee and 31 others, citizens of 
Bracken County, Kentucky, for laws toprevent monopolies and unjust 
discriminations in the transportation of freights and passengers—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of John Norris and 50 others, citizens of Bracken 
County, Kentucky, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. POEHLER: The petition of Isaac Berfield and 20 others, 
citizens of Carver County, Minnesota, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of Elizabeth Schott, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of He: H. Sibley, late brevet major-general, 
United States Volunteers, and other citizens of Minnesota, that a pen- 
sion be granted to Henry Belland—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Isaac Berfield and 20 others, of Carver, Minne- 
sota, for the passage of a law to protect innocent purchasers of 
patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of John Brick and 99 others, citizens of Renville 
County, Minnesota, that Congress fix the price of land on which set- 
22 has been made at $2.50 per acre—to the Committee on Public 

n 

By Mr. POUND: The petition of Charles K. Brown, for an increase 
of ion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. PRESCOTT : The petition of James Harris, of the Sixty- 
eighth Regiment New York State Militia, war of 1812, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. REED : The petition of Portland Star Match 8 
gnan the repeal of the tax on matches—to the Committee of Ways 
an 


eans. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON : The petition of Mrs. Tabitha Lewis, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the National Cotton Exchange, for the amend- 
ment of the census laws—to the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. JOHN W. RYON: The petition of 40 soldiers of the Union 
Army in the war of the late rebellion, for the passage of the Weaver 
soldiers’ bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JAMES W. SINGLETON: The petition of Samuel Hicks 
and others, citizens of Greene County, Illinois, for the p: ofa 
law regulating railroad transportation—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 

Also, the petition of A. L. McConnell and others, citizens of Greene 
County, Illinois, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. SPEER: Papers relating to the claim of James Evans for 
pay for a horse lost in the Florida war to the Committee of Claims. 

So, papers relating to the pension claim of Samuel Howard—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papes relating to the pension claim of Mrs. Margaret S. 
Fain—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of E. Price to be refunded cer- 
tain moneys improperly collected from him by United States revenue 
officers—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of J. J. Kimsey and others, citizens of White 
County, Georgia, for a post-route from Cleveland to Smith’s Store, in 
said county; of W. H. Quillian and others, citizens of Hall County, 
Georgia, for a post-route from Gainesville to Argo; and of Daniel T. 
Bush and others, for a post-route from Harmony Grove, via Thomas’s 
Bridge, Maye’s, and Ward’s Store, to Wilmot’s Old Store; in Banks 
County, Georgia—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of citizens of Illinois, against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of C. S. Judson and 26 others, citi- 
zens of Kent County, and of A. D. Townsley and 108 others, citizens 
of Allegan County, Michigan, for an amendment to the patent laws 
so as to protect innocent users of patented articles—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. - 

Also, the petition of C. S. Judson and 26 others, citizens of Kent 
County, Michigan, for the passage of the interstate-commerce bill— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: Papers relating to the application of Lieuten- 
ant S. C. Barney to be restored to the Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, In.: The petition of soldiers of Ken- 
tucky, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the Baptist church at Somer- 
set, Kentucky, for pay for the use of the church building by the 
oe States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of John Watson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Kentucky, for the removal of the 
ch of desertion from the military record of Andrew Meadows—to 
the Committee on Military Affai % 

By Mr. THOMAS TU. R: The petition of citizens of Kentucky; 
ae the passage of the interstate-commerce bill—to the Committee on 

ommerce. 
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By Mr. VAN AERNAM: Papers relating to the claim of Andrew 

Lutz for pay for recruiting for the Fifty-eighth iment New York 
Volunteers in the late war—to the Committee on itary Affairs. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of citizens of North Carolina, con- 
cerning the salaries of postmasters—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. ; 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: The petition of soldiers of New York, for 
the passage of the bill equalizing bounties—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Darius Davis for pay for the 
improvement of the Hudson River, near Albany, New York—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WADDILL: The petitions of citizens of Barry, of Newton, 
of Jasper, of Barton, of Saint Clair, of Bates, of Lawrence, of Henry, 
of Green, of Webster, and of Dade Counties, Missouri, for the passage 
of the interstate-commerce bill—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Vernon County, Missouri, for amend- 
ment to the patent laws so as to protect innocent purchasers of pat- 
ented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of B. L. Bull and other citi- 
zens of Otter Tail County, Minnesota, for the amendment of the pat- 
ent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of B. L. Bull and other citizens of Otter Tail 
County, Minnesota, for the of an act to prevent railroad dis- 
criminations—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, resolutions of the Duluth Chamber of Commerce, asking for 
an appropriation for the completion of a lock and dam at Sault Ste. 
Marie—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WELLS: The petition of Robert L. Lindsay, for an inves- 
tigation of the facts relating to the appointment of George A. Moser, 
2 of lands at Ironton, Missonri—to the Committee on Public 


Also, resolutions of the Saint Louis Merchants’ Exchange, asking 
that a law be passed authorizing the Postmaster-General to contract 
with a line of steamships for carrying United States mails from New 
Orleans to Rio Janeiro and other ports of Brazil, and to such ports in 
the West Indies and in Central America as may be deemed advis- 
able—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Saint Louis Cotton Exchange, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

y Mr. WILLIS: The petition of W. C. Hite and others, citizens of 
Louisville, Kentucky, for the pa of the bill to increase the effi- 
ciency of the Marine Hospital Service—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Thomas B. String, for additional pay as an 
officer of the United States Army—to the Committee on Mi itary 


Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of Phil. A. Lorintz and 200 others, 
citizens of West Virginia, that a pension be granted to J. S. Roby—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WISE: The petition of 164 citizens of Pennsylvania, for an 
appropriation to improve the Youghiogheny River—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. WALTER A. WOOD: The petition of John Barrett and 
others, that a pension be granted Amos Walker—to the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASEY YOUNG: The petition of Wiley T. Cargill, for pay 
for 88 taken by the United States Army during the late war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of William S. Rogers, for 18 for the time he 
served as a laborer in the heating department, House of Representa- 
tives, before taking the oath of office—to the Committee of Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 3, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
DISTRICT SINKING FUND. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Trey, transmitting the report of the 
Treasurer of the United States on the operations of the sinking fund 

ning to the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 
COMPLETION OF DOUBLE-TURRETED MONITORS. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask leave to present a petition of the Harlan and 
Hollingsworth Company, of Wilmington, Delaware, praying that an 
appropriation may be made to finish the double-turreted monitor 
1 now on the stocks in their yard. As the petition is short 
Lask that it be read, and I shall ask the indulgence of the Senate to 
make a statement respecting it. 

The VICE-PRESID. The petition will be reported. 


The petition was read, as follows: 
%CCCCCCCCC FORIG OT Resch ones seep 

itioners l to state have in their shi; in 
tition tie hall of the soublecarieted cocaiter Amphiteite, tha won 


it ha been ery spre 2 —7 order from the 
Navy, dated 16, 1877, awaiting additional appropriati 


Your 


è Secretary of the 
ons. 


In co! suffered serious incon- 
venience and loss by being deprived of one of their most valuable building sli 
FC they have lost many contracts that they might oth 
Your petitioners therefore entreat most earnestly that the necessary a) eee. 
tions Sie be made to enable the honorable 1 ot the Navy to have he ves- 
sel completed, and thus relieve us from our em ent, as well as stop the 
constantly os expenses nst the Government. 

Very respectfully, your o! ent servants, 
THE HARLAN AND HOLLINGSWORTH COMPANY, 
. J. T. GAUSE, Vice-President, 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, in view of the practical importance 
of the Government taking some action in respect to finishing this 
vessel, I ask leave to draw the attention of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom this petition will be sent, to a statement of the facts. 

This vessel is one of four. In 1875 her construction was commenced 
under a contract for a certain step in her construction. The step 
was taken according to the contract and paid for. In 1876 other 
steps were taken. In 1877, on the 3rd of March, a contract was made 
by the Navy Department to finish these vessels, but that contract 
was arrested in the course of a few weeks thereafter by an order of 
the present Secretary of the Navy, and it has never been renewed. 
Asa consequence, this vessel, of which Ispeak from my own knowledge, 
from personal inspection, has lain in a partially finished condition 
occupying a very valuable and important position in the ship-yard 
of the builders, incomplete and useless for any purpose. No money 
has been appropriated to finish it. I believe the same state of facts 
exists in to the other three. The consequence is there is loss 
to the Government, there is loss and inconvenience to the builder, 
and there isa N toes against the Government for the da 
to the contractors in keeping this vessel in the position she now 
If the vessel is not to be finished, it were better she should be sold 
as old iron. If she is to be finished, the sooner it is done the better. 

On this subject a letter has been written by the Secretary of the 
Navy to the Committee on Naval Affairs of the other House, which I 
shall not detain the Senate by reading at length, but will morely sa 
that it sets forth that the completion of these four double-turret 
ships with modern improvements, fitting them to take their place in 
warfare usefully 8 to the scale of modern improvements, will 
amount to about 83,000,000. 

I say nothing of the condition of our Navy. I do not know that I 
have the information that justifies me to speak of it; but certain it is 
that vessels of this class are considered by those having charge of the 
pats of the country as essentially n for completion for har- 
bor defense, and for perhaps more than harbor defense ; for while they 
cannot be termed, and never will be probably sea-going vessels, to be 
used as cruisers, they will be capable of being moved from port to port 
in order to defend such points as may be vulnerable and need defense. 

Last summer I interested myself when in England in looking in a 
cursory way at the condition of their iron-clads. I visited several of 
them in the docks at Chatham, and when I viewed the strength, the 
power, the invulnerability of those ships capable of going to sea, I 
must say that my spprenanmima grew to be of a very painful nature. 
I did not see anything, nor do I now know anything, unless it be the 
system of defense by torpedoes, that could prevent one of many ships 
to-day in the British naval service from steaming into any port upon 
the coasts of the United States and there laying waste any city ipitig 
upon our seaboard. 

As to the question of expense, here are four vessels which are to 
be finished, with the approbation of naval constructors, under the 
Navy Department, as of a grade fitted to place them in the full scale 
and abreast of others in modern improvement for defensive pu 
The edst of those four is 83,000, 000. The cost of one ship in England, 
which I went over last aufumn, was $3,600,000, I have here, inaslip 
from a late newspaper, a description of four armored ships built for 
the Italian government, any one of which wonld be impenetrable to 
the attack of any vessel or vessels of the United States Navy to-day. 
The cost of these vessels in Italy is here stated, and that of any one 
of the four greatly exceeds the combined cost of the four vessels pro- 
posed by the estimate of the Secretary of the NAY: 

Therefore, it seems to me that this condition of affairs ought to 
last no longer, but that the recommendations of the Navy Depart- 
ment for the completion of these ships should be fulfilled, and that 
the money necessary to make them available for harbor defense 
should be promptly supplied from the Treasury ; or, should it be dis- 
covered, against the opinion of the Navy Department, that these yes- 
sels are not of a grade or of a character to warrant that di osition, 
then let the other measure be taken of disposing of their hulls as 
they lie ; let them be sold for old iron, or what not, and the Govern- 
ment be saved from the expense, which it must finally respond to, of 
paying for the loss and damage to those who have fairly and honor- 
ably undertaken to complete their contract with the Government, 
but have been arrested and prevented from their completion. To 
stand as they are now is worse than useless; aud if their completion 
is to be decreed, it cannot be too promptly or it cannot be too liber- 
ges Soc lied with. 

ith these remarks I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, 
The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. HAMLIN. I present the petition of William B. Hayford, one 


uence of this ion, yonr petitioners have 
ò 
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of the trustees of the European and North American Railway Com- 
pany, in Maine, reciting certain matters in relation to the manufact- 
ure of steel rails, and concluding with the prayer that the Congress 
of the United States enact a law that the duty hereafter im 
upon imported steel rails shall be specific, at a rate not exceeding $10 
per ton. I move its reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of James S. Walker and others, 
soldiers of the late war, praying for the enactment of a law for the 
equalization of bounties; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He a presented the Ter hon of Hobers Lawronoe and others, citi- 
zens of Illinois, praying for the passage of a law granting a pension 
to George Wiley lato patente Company G, Eleventh Indiana Cavalry; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. . 

Mr. BAILEY presented the petition of A. Thomas Carr and others, 
citizens of South Carolina, praying for the passage of the bill (S. 
No. 865) to provide for the investment of certain unclaimed pay and 
bounty moneys now in the Treasury of the United States, and to 
facilitate and enco the education of the colored race in the sev- 
eral States and Tornio, soi that the University of Wilberforce 
be included therein; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

Mr. BUTLER 3 additional papers in the case of Phebe 
Meech, widow of Horace I. Meech, deceased, late of Company I, First 
Regiment New York Volunteers in the war with Mexico, praying for 
a ion; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

r. KIRKWOOD presented N eager of C. J. Ives, general super- 
intendent of the Burlington, Cedar Rapids and Northern Railway, 
in Iowa, praying for the enactment of a law reducing the duty on steel 
rails to $10 per ton; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the memorial of Martin Roy and others, 
citizens of Kansas and soldiers in the late war, remonstrating against 
the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) for the examination and adjudi- 
cation of pension claims; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. GROOME presented the petition of Lientenant-Commanders 
James H. Sands and Charles D. Bigsbee, of the United States Navy, 
praying for the enactment of a law adopting the report of the board 
of admirals acting under the provisions of the act approved February 
5, 1879, for the relief of B. B. Taylor and others; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of Jacob Steinmetz and 52 
others, citizens of Sutton County, Neb and soldiers of the late 
war, praying for the passage of a bill for the equalization of boun- 
ties; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military irs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 965) for the relief of D. T. Kirby, reported it 
with wince dora and submitted a report thereon; which was or- 
dered to be prin 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 592) for the relief of Redmond Tully, reported it with amend- 
monie and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be 

nted. 

p Mr. BURNSIDE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the petition of Mrs. Flora A. Darling, praying the pas- 
sage of a law referring her claim for bonds and money alleged to have 
been taken from her on a flag-of-truce boat during the war, to 
the Secretary of War, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 175) for the relief of Major P. P. G. Hall, reported it without 
5 and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 

rin 

r. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 3968) for the relief of certain actual set- 
tlers on the Kansas trust and diminished-reserve lands, in the State 


of Kansas, re it without amendment. 
Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 952) for the relief of James Burke, reported 


it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 290) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to issue wall-tents to the superintendent of the Virginia Mil- 
itary Institute, to report itadversely. I willstate in connection with 
this report, as the Senator from Vi ia, [Mr. WITHERS, ] who intro- 
duced the bill, is not present, that Í wrote to the Adjutant-General 
and he in reply called my attention to the report of the Quartermas- 
ter-General, stating that the tents could not be furnished without 
detriment to the public service, and that an appropriation would 
have to be made to comply with the provisions of the bill. For that 
reason ‘the committee report the bill adversely, and I move its indefi- 
nite postponement. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
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referred the bill (S. No. 287) for the relief of the heirs of Charles B. 
Smith, deceased, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

. JOHNSTON, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the petition of Seth Driggs, praying that the 
award reas him, rendered by the mixed commission formed by the 
United States and New Granada, be set aside and declared void, and 
the case reopened for a new hearing, reported adversely thereon, 
and the committee were discharged from farther consideration of the 
petition. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1153) to restore to the public domain 
a part of the military reservation known as the Fort Ripley reserva- 
tion, in the State of Minnesota, and for other purposes, reported it with 
3 and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 

printed. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 153) authorizing the remission 
or refunding of duty on a = i on window, from Munich, Ger- 
many, for Saint’s church, in Saint Michael’s parish, in Talbot 
5 Maryland, reported it without amendment. À 

Mr. RANDOLPH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1056) donating six condemned iron can- 
non to John D. Musser Post, No. 66, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Muncy, Pennsylvania, to build a fence around the soldiers’ monument 
in the Muncy cemetery, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 83) granting condemned cannon to the Morton 
Monumental Association, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 

H. R. No. 3562) donating condemned cannon and ¢annon-balls to the 
ldier Monument Association of Birmingham, Connecticut, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bili 
a R. No. 2902) to place William Gaines, late ordnance-sergeant, 

nited States Army, on the retired list, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

Ho also, from the same committee, to whom was ref the joint 
resolution (S. R. No. 3) to authorize the Secretary of War to sell or 
lease to the Port Huron and Northwestern Railway Company a portion 
of the Fort Gratiot military reserve, and to authorize the city of Port 
Huron to grant to said railway company the right of way through 
Pine Grove Park, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 

S. No. 757) for the relief of Gallus Kerchner, asked to be discharged 

m its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims; which was agreed to. 


SILVER COINAGE. 


Mr. BAYARD. Iam instructed by the Committee on Finance, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. No. 564) to amend certain sections 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to eee and 
coin and bullion certificates, and for other urosa, commonly known 
as the Warner bill, to report it adversely. Lask that the bill be placed 
on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. BECK. I rise only to say that the report of the Finance Com- 
mittee m ant is known 1 e e ne bill is not oa ce para 

rt of the committee, and that minority hope to eard when 
the bill is reached eg Calendar. z 


REMOVAL OF DESERTION CHARGES. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on 9 Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 876) for the relief of Edward Corselius 
and seven other persons, late members of the First Michigan Cavalry 
Veteran Volunteers, have had the same under consideration and di- 
rected me to report it adversely, and recommend that it be indefi- 
nitely med. This bill is one to remove from the military record 
of these persons the charge of desertion ; that is, to correct their record 
and allow them back pay and bounty. I desire to call the attention 
of the Senate to the conclusion at which the committee has arrived. 
The report says: 
In view of the 


large number of cases where the c es of desertion exist 
on the record, and 


© numerous cases coming before a for special 2 
lation, your committee deem it proper to express their conviction that special leg- 
ar 


islationi s neither proper nor wise, and that, as a general rule, the W. en ni 
ment now has ample power to do equal and exact justice to every such applicant 
for relief, and that no l legislation will be recommended except in special 
and exceptional cases where soldiers, by reason of sickness or wounds, have been 
absent from their commands, and by reason of such absence have been reported 
as 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri if he 
understands that it is the opinion of the War Department that that 
Department has ample power to do justice in such cases? 

. COCKRELL. It is the opinion of the War De ent, they 
state in their report, which is appended here—a very elaborate report 
in which the number of desertions from the Army and the number of 
applications made to the Department for the removal of the c 
of desertion are all stated in full—that they have full authority now 
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under the rules and regulations and existing laws to do equal and 
exact juron to every applicant for relief. 


I will state further that the disabilities attending the charge of 
desertion are not so onerous as is generally suppose The Pension 
Bureau pays very little attention to the charge of desertion. Soldiers 
dishonorably discharged are pensioned just the same as those honor- 
ably discharged, the only difference being the date of the pension. 
I know this will be news to the Senate, but I have the official report 
of the Commissioner of Pensions stating the fact, and I state nothing 
in which I am not backed by the official report. Desertion does not 
deprive soldiers of back pay necessarily, but it does deprive them of 
bounty. Av e number of deserters have been relieved of their 
forfeiture of citize ips so that the disabilities are very small. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. in order, I should like to say a single word. 
The Senator from Missouri seems to consider that the worst conse- 
quence of the record showing that a soldier was a deserter is the 
loss of back pay and bounty. That is not so considered, I know, by 
some soldiers in the State from which I come. They consider the dis- 

ace attaching to such a record as a more serious matter than the 

oss of both back pay and bounty. I happen to have the means of 
knowing that some volunteer soldiers from that State have such rec- 
ords under circumstances which, in my judgment, entitle them to 
have the dis; removed, and yet they are not within the rule that 
the War Department holds itself bound to administer in remoying 
the charge of desertion of its own motion. There is a bill accompany- 
ing the report, I understand. 

Fr. COCKRELL. A special bill for the relief of certain persons. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. So that the matter will go upon the Calendar? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If desired. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I should like to look into this matter a little. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar, 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

PRINTING OF COMMITTEE PROCEEDINGS. 

Mr. BAYARD. I am instructed by the Committee on Finance to 
ask for the adoption of the following order : 

. That the Committee on Finance be authorized to have printed Led 


Ordered, 
proceedings of the interviews held by them with the Secretary of the 
relation to funding the national debt and other subjects. 


The order was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia, asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1198) to pay Samuel I. Gustin for 
supplies furnished to the Army of the United States; which was 
eae twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COC LL. I ask unanimous consent, without previous 
notice, to introduce a bill, which I have been requested to introduce 
by Governor Lowe, an honorable practicing attorney of this city, for 
the benefit of some of my own constituents. I know nothing of the 
merits of the case. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1199) to confirm certain land claims in the State of Missouri, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
papers on file relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. 

Mr. SLATER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1200) for the relief of B. Jennings; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VEST asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1201) granting a pension to Henry Williams; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1202) for the relief of 
Hiram S. Town; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 1203) for the relief of Margaret B. Franks, sole heir 
at law of Thomas L. Franks, of Green Bay, Wisconsin, deceased ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, 9 with the accompany- 
l and papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

r. HAMLIN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 1204) granting a pension to Michael M. Field; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

DISTRICT WATER SUPPLY. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Isubmit the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration : 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they hereby 
ao noet toinform the Senate what, if any, action bas been taken by them. 
under the actof Congress of June 10, 1879, autho an advance of the sum o 
$25,000 to improve the water supply on Capitol Hill; whether any money has been 

ded for that purpose, and, if so, how the same was expended ; what new con- 
nections, if any, were mado with the water- ; on what streets; the amount 
so expended; from what fund the same was taken, and with what result. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution? 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not wish tomake an objection, but I should 
like to inquire of the Senator from New Hampshire whether it is 


customary for the Senate to call upon the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict to communicate with the Senate? It may be permissible under 
some statute, which the Senator is more likely to know than I, but I 
venture to call his attention to the fact that unless there is such a 
statute it would be rather an unusual thimg for the Senate to address 
the commissioners of the District, and require them to address the 
Senate in return. 

Mr. ROLLINS. The commissioners of the District of Columbia 
have in various instances been called upon to communicate informa- 
tion to the Senate. It was done during the last session of Congress 
repeatedly. They make an annual report to Congress also. 

r. CONKLING. If the Senator says it is the custom of the Sen- 
ate, I make no objection. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should like to make an inquiry 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, who is a member of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. I ask the Senator if he knows 
whether the sum of $25,000 to which the resolution refers has been 
drawn from the Treasury or not? Š 

Mr. ROLLINS. Ithink it has not been drawn from the Treasury. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


LINE OF NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
communicate to the Senate the general lines of location of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, and what changes, if any, have been made by said company in 
their general line of location and approved by the Department since t heir organi- 
zation to the present date, giving the average distances respectively between such 
several lines of location and the extent and general character of such changes; 
also a statement of the lands withdrawn from settlement in favor of said company 
under the several locations made, and to what extent such several changes of loos. 
tion have affected the rights of settlers, 


THE CALENDAR, 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution; which was or- 
dered to lie upon the table: 

Resolved, That at the conclusion of the morning business for each day after 
— the Senate will proceed to the consideration of the Calendar, and continue 
such consideration until half past one o'clock, and bills that are not objected to 
shall be taken up in their order, and each Senator shall be entitled to k once, 
and for five minutes only, unless ba at motion the Senate shall at ‘say One other- 
wise order; and the objection may be interposed at any stage of the proceedings. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let the proposed order be printed 
so that we may know exactly what it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be printed. 


RETIREMENT OF NON-COMMISSIONED ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. MAXEY submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency and propriety of such legislation as said committee may deem 
proper: auth g worthy and meritorious non-commissioned officers of the United 

tates Army, who have faithfully and honorably served therein continuously a 
period of y years or upward, to be placed on the retired list with such pay 
and allowances as may be just, and to report by bill or otherwise. 


DISTRICT HEALTH ORDINANCES, 


Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the joint resolution (H. R. No. 189) legalizing the health ordinances 
and regulations for the District of Colambia, which I had the honor 
to report yesterday from the Committee on the District of Columbia 
and which I gave notice I should call up to-day. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let the substitute reported by the committee be 


read. 
The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the amendment, and was inter- 


rupted by 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I have been approached by a great many gentle- 
men of this city in regard to this measure, and they ask for more time 
to consider it. I ask that the joint resolution go over until to-mor- 
row, so that these parties may have time to examine it further. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the Secretary finish the reading of the amend- 


ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will finish the reading of 
the substitute of the committee, and the Chair will then recognize 
the Senator from Virginia. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have an amendment to offer to the amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. If Iam in order a moment, before the joint reso- 
lution is passed over, or before we take action, I should like to make 
an inquiry. What is the need of legalizing these regulations of the 
board of health? 

Mr. BUTLER. The court has decided that it is necessary that the 
ordinances passed by the board of health be legalized by Congress 
before the penalties can be enforced. 

Mr. CO ING. Have we ever legalized such regulations before ? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. That was my impression. Therefore I venture 
to suggest that althongh the regulations are referred to in the joint 
resolution, before the Senate can act e e sg it, and the 
more so as some of them are referred to only by number, the regula- 
tions themselves ought to be printed separately and be before the 
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Senate. I know, at least I infer, that by resorting to certain execu- 
tive documents these ordinances could all be selected and grouped 
together; but if we are to legalizesome and refuse to legalize others, 
not describing them by the subjects to which they relate but merely 
by their num it becomes a process so difficult that few Senators 
are likely to undergo it in order to have an intelligent view of this 
voce sig If we are for the first time by a law to legalize all the eure 
said by this board which they have formulated as regulations, I thi 
we ought to go rather sure-footed. Therefore, particularly if the 
joint resolution is to lie over, I suggest to the Senator having charge 
of it that it might be well in some form to bring before us, so that it 
will be easy of access, the body of the rules and regulations upon 
which this measure is to operate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the Senator is mistaken in saying that the 
regulations are referred to only by their numbers. 

r. CONKLING. If the Senator will pardon me one moment, if 
the Clerk will read again the substitute proposed, the words will be 
heard, “ except that sections 9,” and so on, reciting a good many of 
them, are not legalized. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely. That refers to the sections of the ordi- 
nances themselves. 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator to say that the ordinances 
or re tions proposed to be legalized were only referred to by their 
number. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I was unfortunate in expressing myself. I 
meant to say, and I do say, that touching some of these sections, they 
are by arbitrary numbers merely excepted from the operations of this 

act. 

r. BUTLER. Precisely. 

Mr. CONKLING. Therefore, the Senator will see that unless some- 
body may be industrious enough to go and look up all these sections, 
wherever they are to be found in any of our statutes, or in some exec- 
utive document, it is a very blind mode of p ing. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to have the amendment I offered to 
the amendment of the committee read before a final disposition is 
made of the joint resolution for to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK., After line 24 of the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, after the word “ small-pox,” it is 
proposed to add: 

a ag Boe be 2007 8 a coos 8 record 9 candy sasia, in- 
udin, 0 on 1 ents, .! ents, and re- 
moval Se 55 04 in the District ur ar ei N 15 8 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I should be glad if the joint resolution were al- 
lowed to go over until to-morrow. It is a matter of great concern to 
the District. I ask that these amendments be printed, and that the 
joint resolution lie over until to-morrow. 

„Mr. BUTLER. Ihave no objection to that course pang taken. My 
anxiety and the anxiety of the committee arises simply from the fact 
that it has been represented to us that it is very important to have 
this action taken promptly if we expect to have benefit from it in 
order to control the spread of the small-pox in the District. I have 
not the slightest objection to the joint resolution going over. If the 
proposition of the Senator from New York should adopted, it 
would require that these various ordinances, rules, and regulations 
should all be printed. I have them here. 

Pr ee Will the Senator let me look at them for a mo- 
ment 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL, While that is pending I ask to have an order 
for the withdrawal of papers entered. 

[The order appears under its appropriate head.] 

Mr. BUTLER. Dol 83 that the Senate has consented that 
the joint resolution should go over until to-morrow? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has heard no objection to the 
suggestion. He now awaits the wish of the Senate as to the printing 
of the regulations, as suggested by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from New York made that su, tion, 
and I have not the slightest objection to it, none in the wor ie 

Mr. CONKLING. By way of illustration, as my eye happens to fall 
upon it, I read to the Senate one of the provisions which is to become 
an act of Congress under this proposed law: 

That ailantus trees, the flowers of which produce offensive and noxious — 
in bloom in the cities of Washington or Georgetown, or the more densely popula’ 
suburbs of said cities, are hereby declared nuisances, injurious to health; and an 

rson maintaining such nuisances, who shall fail, after due notice from 
eg to abate the same, shall, upon conviction, be fined not less than five nor more 
than ten dollars for every such offense. 

That would be a fine, I suppose, for every tree. If I were going to 
doubt the safety of such a measure as this, applied to this section, I 
should say that to commit toa board entirely the discretion to decide 
what is due notice, whether one hour or one day, and then proceed 
to impose a fine upon every owner of every tree who did not cut it 
down, because the tree had been declared a nuisance, would be rather 
heroic practice. If we were going to have an act of Congress on that 
subject, I should think we ought at least to fix some time within which 
the owner, resident or non-resident, might escape this penalty. Iread 
it only to show that some of these provisions confer very large pow- 
ers; and I think before by a law, with the exception of three of these 
sections, we make them a penal law they should be before the Senate 
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as part of this proceeding; so that we can see whether there be some- 
thing still more rigorous than this first section upon which my eye 
happens to fall. 

Therefore, I move that there be printed, so that we may see them, 
the ordinances referred to, with the numbers affixed to them as far as 
they ap in the joint resolution, so that we may know which are 
excepted and which are embraced. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to that sug- 
gestion. The order will be entered. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. WINDOM, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of W. S. Grant be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers ene > oe claim of William M. Pleas 
and F. S. Jones, now on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Claims, to accompany Senate bill No. 431. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ApaMs, its Clerk, announced that the House had paesan the following 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3258) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior and 
Secretary of War to employ additional clerks for the balance of this 
fiscal year, to expedite the settlement of pension applications, and for 
other pu: and 

A bi (. R. No. 4213) to appropriate money for the continuance 
of improvement of certain navigable waters. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution ; and they were 
ery te mgood by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 582) to provide for circuit and district courts of 
the United States at Columbus, Ohio, and transferring certain coun- 
ties from the northern to the southern district in said State; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 169) making an appropriation for fill- 
ing up, draining, and placing in sanitary condition the grounds 
south of the Capitol, along the line of the old canal, and for other 
purposes. 

N. BOYDEN. 

Mr. GROOME. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill No. 715. 

The bill (S. No. 715) for the relief of N. Boyden was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It 5 for the payment of 875, 
without interest, to the estate of N. Boyden, ſor rent of rooms in 
Salisbury, North Carolina, from January 1 to March 31, 1866, used 
for post headquarters, under contract with Boyden, at a monthly 
rental of $25. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I should like to know what this bill is about. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will state to the Senator from Iowa that if he 
will read the report he will see that it is a bill that ought to pass and 
about which there can be no difference of opinion. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Is there a written report? 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, sir, a unanimons report. 

Mr. TELLER. The bill is all right. It is a case of contract. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa desire the 
reading of the report? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. If there is a report I should like to have it read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. GROOME 
on the 22d of January: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 715) for the 
relief of N. Boyden, have considered the same, and find the facts as stated in the 
report of the Senate Committee on Claims in the Forty-fifth — being report 
No. 78. This committee concur in that re and —.— back the bill referred 
to them (which is identical with the substitute mentioned in said report) with a 
8 that it pass. The report concurred in by this committee is as 

OLLOWS = 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Claims, substituted the following report, 
to accompany bill S. No. 685: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 33) for the relief 
of R. W. Corbin and others, have duly considered the same, so far as the rights of 
Mr. Boyden are affected, and submit the following re 3 

Your committee referred the bill to the Secretary of the Treasury, with a letter 
asking for information and facts touching the claim, and received from the Acting 
Secretary the following answer : 

“Treasury DEPARTMENT, November 1, 1877. 


“Sm: I haye the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 24th 
ultimo, inclosing a copy of a bill for the relief of N. Boyden, for rent of a house, and 
mine for such information as may be in possession of this Department touching 

Ə same, 

“The Third Auditor of the Treasury states that the claim of N. Boyden in his 
office is for $75, the amount of three vonchers issued to him by Lieutenant H. 
C. Long, of the One hundred and twenty-eighth Indiana Volunteers, for rent of one 
house, used as post headquarters from Jan 1 to March 31, 1866, at $25. 

The claim was disallowed, under the provisions of act of Congress of February 
21, 1867, which prohibits payment of this class of cases, 
hie 2 is herewith returned, as requested. 

“Very respectfully, 
a R. C. McCORMICK, 
Acting 


Hon. F. M. COCKRELL, 
United States Senate.” 
Your committee addressed another letter to the F 
ing for the vouchers and papers relating to said claim of N. Boyden, and received 
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Stee Biot all Din soacienessaed PATEN EOR ANDOR Monee WEES ty meee ean 
to wit: 
“No. 2. 
“The United States to N. Dr. 
R EN “Dolls. Cts. 


“Salisbury, N. C., January 31, 1866.—For rent of four (4) rooms, used as 
headquarters district W Packard 
5 1, 1866, to January 31, 1866, (inclusive,) one month, at 
FT... tre tana ee oleae a 25 00 
y ed: 
ARRIO “ JASPER PACKARD, 
“Colonel One hundred and twenty-eigħth Indiana, Commanding District. 


I certify that the above account is correct and just ; that the services were ren- 
dered as stated, and that they were necessary for the public service, and has been 
entered on my report of persons and articles hired for the month of January, 1866, 
for the time above charged. iE OTONO 

. C. LONG, 


“First Lieutenant and R. Q. M. One hundred and 
twenty-eighth Indiana, and A. A. Q. M., D. W. N. C. 
“No. 22. 
“The United States to N. Boyden, Dr. 


“Dolls. Cts. 
“Salisbury, N. C., March 31, 1866.—For rent of one house used as post- 
headquarters from March 1, 1866, and March 31, 1866, (one month,) at 
twenty-five (25) dollars per mont. 25 00 


“Approved: 
“ JASPER PACKARD, 
“Colonel One hundred and twenty-eighth Indiana Vols., Commanding Post. 
“I certify that the above account is correct and just; that the services were 
rendered as stated, and that they were necessary for the public service, and have 
been accounted for on my Form 2 for March, 1366. i 


C. LONG, 
“ First Lieutenant and R. Q. M. One hundred and 
twenty-eighth Indiana Vols., and A. A. Q. M. 


“No. 2. 


„The United States to N. Boyden, Dr. 
N “Dolls. Cts. 


to February 28, 1866, (one month,) at $25 per mont 25 00 


“Approved: 
JASPER PACKARD, 
“ Colonel One hundred and twenth-eighth Indiana Vols., Commanding Post. 


“I certify that the above account is correct and just; that the services were 
rendered as stated, and that they were necessary for the public service and have 
been reported on my Form 2 for the month of February, 1866, 


. C. LONG, 
“ First Lieutenant and R. Q. M. One hundred and 
twenty-eighth Indiana Vols., and A. A. Q. M.” 
ae ohare Garip targ Sa De uruni gna known as Form No. 2. ly 
inted and part]; tten. è action of the Department upon said is 
— by the following letter among said papers, to wit: 
“Treasury DEPARTMENT, THIRD AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
`“ October 29, 1877. 


at $25. The claim was disallowed under the pro- 
of February 21, 1867, which prohibits payment of this 
of claims. Papers in claim transmitted herewith. 
“HORACE AUSTIN, Auditor.“ 


The Quartermaster-General's Department refused to pay the claim for the same 


reason. 

That the act of Feb 21, 1867, (vol. 14, U. S. Stat. at L., p. 397,) provides that 
the act of July 4, 1864, “ sl CCTV any 
claim for supplies or stores taken or furnished for the use of or used by the armies 
of the United States, nor for the occupation of or injury to real estate, nor for the 
consumption, appropriation, or destruction of or dansen to personal p: say by 
the military authorities or troops of the United States, where such paR a bd 
during the war for the suppression of the southern rebellion in a State or = of 
a State declared in insurrection by the proclamation of the President of the United 
States, dated July 1, 1862, or in a State which, by an ordinance of secession, at- 
from the United States Government.” 

On April 2, 1866, the President, by proclamation, declared that the insurrection 

Georgia, South lina, Vi ia, North Carolina, Tennessee, 
bama, Louisiana, Arkansas, and Mississippi was at an end. 

Under said act of February 21, 1867, the Departments have declined to pay any 
claims originating in the insurrectionary States from the of the ur- 
rection to the date of the President's proclamation declaring the arrection at 
an end, whether such claims arose under contracts or otherwise. And thus all 
persons whose just claims are based upon an express contract between themselves 
and the proper officers of the Government, made within the limits of the insurrec- 
a tates within the period above named, are forced to appeal to Congress for 
rel 


This claim arose out of a contract between the claimant and the proper quar- 
termaster, was duly signed, certified, and reported by said quartermaster, and 
approved by his commanding officer, and the estate of the t is certainly 
entitled to the amount specified in the contract. 

Your committee report a substitute for the bill, and recotamend the passage of 
the substitute so reported. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to know what the reason is that 
this claim does not fall into the class that should properly go before 
the southern claims commission, so called? 

Mr. RANSOM. The gentlemen of the committee who reported the 
bill will allow me to su, that it ought to be amended and that 
in place of “ Nathaniel Boyden” it should be the“ legal representa- 
tives of Nathaniel Boyden.” 

Mr. GROOME. That amendment should bein the title. The body 
of the bill is correct. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Perhaps I was not heard by the Senator from 
Maryland. I wish to inquire, as I was not able to hear the 2 
of the first part of the report, why it is that this claim does not 


within the provisions of the act of Congress referring what are called 
southern claims to a commission. 

Mr. GROOME. Iam not able to answer the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is my own fault that I did not hear the read- 
ing of the first part of the report; but it ap that this transac- 
tion arose in 1866. If that so, then undoubtedly the reason is 
that the southern claims commission only has jurisdiction of claims 
that arose 5 existence of hostilities, or something of that 
kind. If this falls within the jurisdiction of the southern claims com- 
mnission, it ought to have gone there; but I assume from these dates 
that it does not. If it does not, I do not see on the report of the com- 
mittee that there is any objection to the payment of this claim. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of the 
estate of N. Boyden.” 

WYOMING, MONTANA AND PACIFIC RAILROAD. A 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to call up Senate bill No. 90, reported from 
the Committee on Railroads. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (8. No. 90) granting the right of way through the public lands 
a the Cheyenne, Black Hills and Montana Railroad and Telegraph 

mpany. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When was that bill reported? 

Mr. TELLER. Last week some time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not find it on the Calendar. 

Mr. TELLER. It is on the Calendar, on the last page. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was reported on the both of January. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a printed report with the bill? 

Mr. TELLER. There is no printed report. It simply gives these 
peonio the right of way to build a railroad through the public lands. 

t is all there is of it. It makes no donation except the ten acres 
for stations. That may be stricken out if anybody thinks it too much. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There are amendments to the bill re- 
ported by the Committee on Railroads, which will be read. 

The first amendment was stated to be in section 1, line 3, after the 
word “the,” to strike out Cheyenne, Black Hills, and” and insert 
“Wyoming ;” and in line 4, after the word “Montana,” to insert “and 
Pacific ;” so as to read: 


Montana and Pacific Railroad 
under the laws of the 5 


ota, 
Territory of Montana, oo most advantageous and practicable line, to be selected 


by said company, the tof way through the public lands in the Territories of 
yoming, and Montana is hereby granted to said company. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 4, after the word “ex 
ceed,” to strike out “eight” and insert “ twelve;” in the same line, 
after the word “ thousand,” to insert “ five hundred ;” in line 5, after 
the word “ mile,” to insert “for narrow-gauge roads, and $2,500 per 
mile for standard-gauge roads ;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That said company shall be authorized and empowered to m in 
the usual manner its arg sry yeaa rg y belonging to said com- 

y, to an amount not to exceed 812.500 per mile for . 

500 per mile for standard- for the entire length o d road, upon 
such terms as may seem to them best, and upon said mortgage ma: 8 
bonds not to exceed the same amount mile; but in no case 8 the U: 
States be liable in any way whatever for anything done by said company. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment is, at the end of the bill to add: 

Sec. 6. Whenever any part of the present Territories of Wyoming, Montana, 
Dakota, through which said road may run, shall be admitted into the Union as a 
State or States, so much of said railroad and its ap and property as may 
be within any such State or States shall be subject to State taxation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the amendment proposed by the 
committee by adding after the word “ taxation,” in line 6, the words 
“and 3 7 785 in all respects to the sovereign legislative power of such 
State or States.” 

Mr. TELLER. I have no objection to that amendment. The 
amendment proposed by the committee was the joint production of the 
Senator from Vermont and the late Senator from Michigan [Mr. Chris- 
tiauey ] on a bill for this same company that I believe passed the Senate 
a year I suppose they had it then as they wanted it; but if not, 
Iam quite willing they should now have it as they want it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to plead “not guilty,” and put myself on 
the country, to having been any moving cause or part of the produc- 
tion of this amendment as it was reported by the committee, and I 
insist upon the proof. 

The point of my amendment is that I wish to subject this corpora- 
tion that now exists under a territorial charter to the complete and 
supreme jurisdiction of the State, with power in its Legislature to 
repeal the charter, or alter or amend it, when there comes to bea 
State, so that we shall not transmit and inject into some new State, 
that is created there, a charter like the old charter of the Manhattan 
Bank, I believe it is, in the State of New York, granted by the King 
of England, that is beyond all power of the Skate of New York to 
rsa Mp control or repeal. I believe in making this motion, I shall 
have the sympathy, if not the vote of every Senator who hears me. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChairhears noobjection tothe amend- 
ment to the amendment, nor to the amendment of the committee. 


Mr. CONKLING. I have no objection to the amendment, except 
to one word of it. I wish the Senator would correct that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Which is the “sovereign?” 

Mr. CONKLING. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, I will take out the “sovereign.” It sounds 
a little kingly. ? 

Mr. CONKLING. It is arule of rhetoric, I believe, that every word 
which does not add strength impairs it. I think that word does not 
add 8 to tho Senator's amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is so long since the war, that I thought “ sov- 
ereign would not squint too strongly of State rights, but Iwill take 
it out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment will 
be so modified. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to strike out the second section of the bill, 
which I should like to have the Secretary read. 

The Chief Clerk read section 2, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That said company shall be authorized and empowered to mortgage in 
the usual manner its road-bed, and gent poy eo belonging to said com- 

to an amount not to exceed 500 per ie narrow- roads, and 
$2500 per mile for standard-gau for the entire length of enid road, upon 
such terms as may seem to thant best, and upon Sed Selene AY aE MOTIES 
bonds not to exceed the same amount per mile, but in no case shall the United 
States be liable in any way whatever for anything done by said company. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the second section of the bill con- 
fers a power upon this corporation, that 1 es did not charter, but 
that was chartered under the local law of home rule, as it might be 
called, of Wyoming Territory, to mortgage its franchises and all its 
property to a ce extent and for certain objects. My objection to 
that section is that the right to mortgage ought to be left to the power 
that created this company, and that if we grant the territorial Leg- 
islatures, as we have in this instance, the right to charter railway 
companies, we ought to leave it to them, as we have left it to them 
by our general laws, to decide for themselves according to the circum- 
stances of the particular case whether a particular company 
should be authorized to mort; its poparty and franchises, or not, 
and that weoughtnot over the heads of the Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory, and in spite of their wishes whatever they may be—it may 
be in accordance with them or it may not; I do not put it upon that 
ground; I donot know—to declare that this company shall be author- 
ized to make this mo It may happen that under the territo- 
rial charter the territorial Legislature has decided that the nacre 7 dl 
should not be authorized to make a mortgage at all, and that stoc 
subscriptions should be received in order to build the road. If any 
such provision had existed or does exist, then it would be unjust in 
Congress after stockholders had paid in their money on the theory 
that they were to be the real and fundamental owners of the line, to 
say that the corporation mer proceed to make a mareig then, 
because the stockholder who had advanced his money woul d that 
he was overridden, and in the end, as all such things usually happen, 
entirely frozen out by the 3 mortgage which was not author- 
ized when he su bed for his stock and paid his money. 

I only state that as an illustration. It may not apply to this case 
at all; but I do say that it illustrates strongly the impropriety 
of our undertaking to say, (except in some extreme emergency that 
does not appear here,) that ee | what the Legislature of 
the Territory may have done or may have declined to do, and with- 
out knowing anything about the particular circumstances of this 
particular case, thi company may make this igen’ 

Mr. MAXEY. If the Senator from Vermont will permit me, if I 
understand his position, which I think is entirely correct, the effect 
of the second section would be to amend by act of Congress the char- 
ter of a territorial ay tie 

Mr. EDMUNDS. tly; it comes to that. 

Mr. TELLER. The trouble with the Senator from Vermont is that 
he has not examined the whole bill. This bill relates to a company 
which has acquired a charter under the laws of the Territory of Wy- 
oming. Under that charter this company has the unquestioned e 
to build the railroad and to mortgage it in the Territory of Wyo- 
ming; but when they come to the Montana line they have not any such 
right, and, as was stated here last year on the floor of the Senate, 
28 the Montana laws have been since changed, there is no way 
for this company to acquire the right to build this road through Mon- 
tana. They have failed to provide, what Wyoming has, a general 
law under which corporations may be incorporated. If they have 
provided it since that time, it necessitates a new corporation in Mon- 
tana separate from that in Wyoming, and also a separate corporation 
in Dakota. 

This is a long line that is practically useless until it reaches Dakota. 
The road built through Wyoming alone would not justify any out- 
lay of money. The purpose is to build into the upper mining regions 
of Dakota, and for that reason they want the power to makeit practi- 
cally one corporation. We have an undoubted right here to grant a 
charter in the Territory of Wyoming, in the Territory of Dakota, and 
in the Territory of Montana, and there is no infringement upon the 
right of the people of Wyoming or any other section of the Territo- 
ries when we doit. This company has been organized for the pur- 

of building this road. As yet it has not 


ut any money in it. 
this section is stricken out, I do not know how it will affect the 
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people who 1 to put in their money. Iam informed by capi- 
talists that if this permission is given to mortgage the road an bulla 
the road, making it practically one line from Cheyenne into the 
Deadwood country, they will build it. 

As I have said, ‘Montana, unless very recently, has no legislation of 
such a character as enables the railroad company to organize so tha 
capitalists are willing to put money in the road; and as we here have 
an unquestioned right to create a corporation anywhere in the Terri; 
tories without reference to the territorial laws, these capitalists come 
up and say, “If you will recognizé the Wyoming charter and give us 
the right to mortgage our road in the other Territories in accordance 
with the provisions of this bill, we will build the road.” 

aS F. EY. What portion of Montana would this route pass 
over 

Mr. TELLER. It would go through one edge of it, I understand. 

Mr. FARLEY. In going from Cheyenne to wood, would it be 
necessary to pass through Montana Territory at all ? 

Mr. TELLER. Not absolutely necessary, but the parties desire to 
have it so that they can pass 3 Montana. Perhaps it is not 
necessary absolutely, but I understand they propose under this char- 
ter to build in Montana. 

Mr. ALLISON. They -peonon to build from Cheyenne to a connec- 
tion with the Northern Pacific. They cannot make that connection 
without ing through Montana; but they do not pass through 
Montana in order to reach the Deadwood region. 

Mr. TELLER. Not necessarily. They want to reach the upper 
mining regions, and when I of “the Deadwood country” I do 
not mean merely at Deadwood, for there is an area of mining coun- 
try i ge is bigger than all New England, and Deadwood is on 
one of it. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator who has charge of 
this bill whether there ought not to be a reservation of the general 
power to the States which may be formed ont of these Territories 
over this railroad, when they come into the Union ? 

Mr. TELLER. That is already in. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not find it in the bill before me. 

Mr. TELLER. That is in one of the amendments proposed by the 
committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator refer to section 6 printed in italics? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir; with the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. Epuuxps] and adopted. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not seen the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado says 
that the necessity for this mortgage provision, while he acknowledges 
the general propriety of the principle I advance, is that this co 
ration of the 3 of Wyoming wishes to invade two other Ter- 
ritories, Dakota and Montana, and to build its road in those Territo- 
ries, and without an act of Con it cannot do it unless with the 
legislative assent of those two Territories that the Wyoming corpora- 
tion proposes to go into. 

Well, if there is anything at all in local Territorial government, 
they ought not to invade those Territories without the assent of their 
Legislatures, To be sure, we may grant them the right of way through 
the public land. That is one thing. But there is private prope 
to be taken and condemned for public use and for public necessity ; 
not to please capitalists, but to promote the public good, and who is 
to judge of the public good popen except the territorial Assemblies 
that have been elected by the people of these respective Territories, 
as to what these corporations may do. So the very fact that my hon- 
orable friend referred to as a reason for the necessity of this second 
section is to my mind a 3 reason for striking it out. The Ter- 
ritory of Montana ought to be left to judge for itself by the repre- 
sentatives of its people, into whose hands it will confide the right to 
take private property for public use, and to build a railroad in it, ex- 
cept as I say in some great and extreme public emergency as in the 
time of the war abont the Pacific Railroad. That is another thing. 
But in the ordinary state of the case, as the thing is, for the profit of 
capital and for the convenience of miners, I repeat if there is any- 
thing at all in territorial self-government, as I think there is, it ought 
to be left to the Assemblies of the Territories of Montana and Dakota 
to declare whether they will allow this corporation to go into those 
Territories at all. Perhaps those two Territories may prefer to have 
a corporation of their own, just as a State might, and just as the com- 
ing-to-be States should have the right to do, and should have the un- 
questioned right to do when they come into that attitude. 

So, Mr. President, I think it adds a reason for striking out this 
section. This company ought not to be allowed to take private 
property in these Territories, to mortgage its franchises and its prop- 
erty when it should have been taken there, except by the authority of 
the representatives of the people of those Territories who are in the 
long run to be chiefly affected by the operations of the pompa. 

the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Montana, which is 
far north of the Deadwood region, thinks it n to have a rail- 
wey to connect with the North Pacific, that territorial Legislature 

in its own way, through its own agencies, provide for it; and if, 
as I said before, we are to confide to those people anything like self- 
government, do not let us in respect of these important matters of 
creating corporations, monopolies, the history of which I need not 
spend any time of the Senate to go into, and how they operate, leave 
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it to the people of these Territories until some extreme emergency 
arises at any rate, to ine what ought to bedone. I hope there- 
fore the Senate will strike out this section. 

Mr.TELLER. Mr. President, there is not anybody in Montana that 
will complain of any invasion of his rights by a railroad. If the Sen- 
ator had lived in the West and as far from railroads as some of us 
have lived, he would not talk about an invasion by a railroad. 
there is anything that these people will hail with delight, itisarailroad 
connecting them with their former homes. The people of Montana 
and Dakota where this road will strike, and Wyoming and the other 
regions beyond that, are anxious that this road should be built; and 
if the Senator desires to make a fight on this bill, he ought to put it 
on some other and better ground than that the people up there will 
be outraged by this invasion of a railroad. 

Mr. President, of course they might get their Legislature together 
and they might enact a general law. They cannot enact a special 
law; they cannot give this company a charter; they cannot give 
this company any rights that they do not give every other company. 
They might enact a general law,and then you might go to work, and 
if you could find any way to consolidate together two or three cor- 
porations there, I do not know how you would go to work to do it 
except by act of Congress. Congress is supreme over the Territories, 
anny had ight, if it is in the interest of the public, to create a cor- 
poration independent of anything the Territories may have done; 
and Congress has done it in every Territory in the Union, I think. 
They have certainly done it in these western Territories within the 
last few years. They did it in Colorado and in Wyoming and in 
Utah, fede in Nevada when it was a Territory. . 

Now, Mr. President, I believe that the second section is necessary 
to the success of this enterprise; and if the friends of the bill, those 
who believe that the people out there ought to have a railroad in case 
somebody back in the East is willing to put in money to do what they 
have not the money to do, want them to have a ee , they ought 
to vote for this second section, because I believe to strike out the sec- 
tion is 8 to declare that the road shall not be built. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator what the second sec- 
tion means by authorizing the company to “mortgage in the usual 
manner. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose it means to execute a mortgage to secure 
bonds, to issue bonds, and then execute a mortgage to secure the 
bonds. That is the usual manner, I believe. 

Mr. HOAR. But I understand that in a proportion of the 
States of this country it is contrary to their settled legislative policy to 
permit any man to own arailroad, to allow a man living in New York, a 
man living in London, to acquire the absolute title, uncontrolled cert 
by the general sovereign power—and how far that amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont may control it I do not know—by legislation ; 
and it is usual, if not universal, to provide that railroads shall not 
be mortgaged or conveyed by the origi ration, except in a 
manner 5 by legislation, and to provide that when 
es place the persons holding the bonds or their 
reorganize in a new ration with all the obliga- 
tions to make returns, all the obligations in regard to the manage- 
ment of the stock, all the obligations for the control and manage- 
ment of the railroad which rested upon the original corporation. 
That is either done by getting leave to make the mortgage at the 
time it is desired or by gen law applicable to railroad mort 

Now, these railroads for the young States and new Terri- 


tories ought to be carefully controlled by legislative provision. The 
danger of their controlling ‘legislation, their 5 polities, of 
t one 


corruption, of abuse, is very much 8 when you have 
powerful railroad ration extending five hundred miles h 
a new State than it isin a State like New York or Pennsylvania or 
Massachusetts. It seems to me that in ing these new charters 
we ought to especially guard the railroad by the securities ciall 
found necessary even in the older and more settled States. This rail- 
road is to be the great corporation, the e power, the great con- 
trolling influence, if it goes through the length and breadth of Mon- 
tana, in that State when it is admitted. 

My suggestion is (not in a spirit of hostility, but of entire friend- 
ship to the Senator's desires, because I am sure he would not adyo- 
cate a railroad bill which was not in the interest of the communities 
which he has so much knowledge of) whether there ought not to be 
either a distinct reservation, or, better, a provision that they shall 
apply to the Legislature of the State or Territory when they wish to 
mortgage their line, and that the details of the mortgage system shall 
be prescribed. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘I would say that I never saw a railroad charter con- 
taining the provisions suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
It is usually done by general legislation; and under the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Vermont and adopted by the Senate, 
the local authorities will have entire control over that matter, it 
seems to me. Therefore, it does not seem to me necessary to put in 
the bill such a provision as the Senator from Massachusetts suggests. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the reservation to the sovereign power would 
not include power and control over this matter of mortgage. The 
mortgage will have been executed before the sovereign power of the 
State comes in at all. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand the fear of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts is that when this railroad is sold out under the mortgage, 


If grn now wi 


which may never be, then some man will buy it under the mortgage, 


and he will then own a railroad. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. You cannot regulate the 
contract then if that contract is now authorized. A m is of 
course a right to acquire the property on certain terms and conditions 
by the mortgages hereafter; and if the right to make a mortgage is 

out limit or control, that involves the right to acquire 
e property hereafter, and no constitutional power in this country 
that contract. 


can vio 
Mr. TELLER. Congress has never yet adopted any provision of 
that kind and put it in a charter. They did not do it with the Union 


Pacific, the Kansas Pacific, the Denver Pacific, and the rest of the 
roads that they chartered and that have been built. Now, why they 
should seek to do it in regard to this road, which will be infinitely 
smaller than any I have mentioned except the Denver Pacific, less 
powerful, less profitable, is quite beyond my understanding. The bill 


is drawn in the usual way, and there is no opportunity for any bod 
to steal very much by building this railroad, and the men who build 
the road will have the worst of it. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont, to strike ont the second section of the bill. 

Mr. KERNAN. Mr. President, the second section seems to me an 
extraordinary * for Congress to make. This corporation is 
chartered by Territory of Wyoming, and we come in and by this 
section give them the broad privilege of mortgaging the to a 
very large amount per mile, without in any way protecting the stock- 
holders. It seems to me that it is entirely wrong that we should 
assume at all to give them a right to mortgage their road. Let the 
Legislature that chartered them do that. They get a charter and 
get some men to put in money, and then we authorize them to mort- 
gage for a very large sum; or they get a charter and do not put in 
anything, and attempt to get authority from us to mo: the road 
to the extent of $12,500 per mile for a narrow-gauge line. Iam not 
a railroad man, but I think that is more than enough to build it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Not necessarily that amount; but that is the 
maximum. 

Mr. KERNAN. We all know what that means when power is 
paca to borrow money on a road chartered by a State or Territory. 

fear they will need it all. At any rate I do not think we ought 80 
interfere about that matter; we should leave it to the authority 
granting the charter. The amount named is $12,500 a mile for a nar- 
row-gauge road, and, as it reads, $2,500 per mile for a broad gauge. I 

t that is a mistake. 
r. ALLISON. It should be $25,000. 

Mr. KERNAN. It reads $2,500. What I wish to say is that we 
cannot wisely, it seems to me, attempt to exercise power and authority 
to allow a railroad company, incorporated by a territorial Legislature, 
whose charter I have not the means of seeing, to borrow money. 
The second section provides that we shall come in now and say that 
we authorize this company to borrow money on a mortgage not ex- 
ceeding a pretty large amount per mile. I hope the section will be 
seen out. Iam willing to grant the right of way, but I cannot 

o further. 
: Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I do not know what the relative 
cost of construction of narrow-gauge and broad-gauge roads is. Ido 
know that this road is to be constructed through a very difficult 
country, a mountainous country, and I doubt if a narrow-gauge road 
could be constructed for less than $20,000 a mile. Every citizen in 
all that region of country, which has now no outlet, no facility what- 
ever for getting its products to market, is in favor of this road. 
There is no other enterprise which has received so universally the ap- 

roval of the cattle district and mining region west of the one hun- 

Mn KERNAN, Ass hat to be so, wh the Legislature 

5 uming that to be so, why not let 

of that a le give the right to mort á 
Mr. P. K. Not only the Legislature of one ple is inter- 
ested, but this road is to run through three different Territories, and 
therefore it would not be possible unless there shohld be some action 
of this kind for loans to be negotiated which would enable the road 
tobeconstructed. The section might be improved, perhaps, but some- 
thing of this kind is required to be done in order to induce capital- 
ists to loan their money for the construction of the road. I have no 
personal interest in it myself. The linə of the proposed road is far 

m my State, but I have a sympathy for the people of that section 
of country, who have no outlet whatever for their mining and other 
products, and am ready to aid in any way I can to secure them relief 
in this direction. ; 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The idea suggested by the Senator from New 
York, that it would be improper for Congress to attempt to authorize 
a mortgage by a railroad corporation created by a Territory or State, 
presents to my mind the question whether there is any power in Con- 
gress to authorize the mortgage of a franchise by a territo- 
rial Legislature; whether Congress now can lay its hand on that fran- 
chise, which does not emanate from Congress, but from a territorial 
Legislature, and subject that franchise to a mortgage. I doubt whether 
Congress such power. If Congress possess it, why may not 
every railroad created by any State charter, every raiicond 3 
chartered and created by any State Legislature, come to Con; an 
procure authority to t away the very franchise which been 
given by the State Legislature? I doubt whether there is such au- 
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thority in Congress; but, if the authority exists, I concur with the 
view of the Senator from New York that the propriety of its exercise 
is not only doubtful, but entirely wrong. I, therefore, shall vote for 
striking out the second section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont to strike out the second section. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to offer the following amendment, to 
come in at the end of the sixth section: 

Provided, That said railroad and telegraph com; or the railroad which th 
are authorized to construct shall not become consolidated with or under the contro 
and management of any other company or corporation. 

I offer this amendment because, as is well known to the Senate, the 
railroad corporations of this country are passing almost into a 1 45 
hand, and it is a zapar question whether the true interests of thi 
country are promoted by the consolidation of railroad companies un- 
der the management of the same person. All through the western 
country the railroads now are owned largely and controlled by the 
same c of men. They can fix the rates of transportation of mer- 
chandise and travelers according to their own pleasure, and prevent 
any 3 by buying up and consolidating with other compa- 
nies attempt to construct competing r lines. 
on the subject granting the right of 
way to a company, I th it 18 vy proper that we should guard 
the people of that country agai e absorption of the 3 
other companies that now have the entire trade of that 
region. I want to protect this company from being bought up and 
consolidated with existing corporations that are now controlling that 
entire 3 

Mr. TE R. I do not care very much about the amendment; I 
do not care whether it is or not; but I think it would be well 
for the Senator from Delaware to be consistent in his position. A 
feng he re = to 8 v the act of ae territo- 

al Legislature; then he regard eir act as exceedingly sacred ; 
and now, without 3 they are opposa to or in favor 
of consolidating, whether the charter provides that they may consol- 
idate or whether they shall not, he proposes to say by act of Congress 
that they shall not consolidate. 

Mr. 2 believe that the Soe 4 à provision 55 the 
mort of the property is utterly worthless to any corporation 
and Tao not believe — set of men will put their money in and 
build the road. As the Senate now has stricken that out, and as it 
may have been stricken out because of the objections made by some 
of the Senators that may be cured, I move to recommit the bill to 
the Committee on Railroads. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado moves that 
the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I do not know without a moment’s 
reflection whether I should express my judgment of this bill by vot- 
ing for or against the motion torecommit. Iagree entirely with the 
Senator from Colorado that, with the mortgaging section stricken 
out, the bill is virtually inoperative. Iam inclined to think it ought 
to be. I see nothing in the bill which is not law already, except this 
provision, extraordinary as it seems to me, to confer on a territorial 
corporation the right to mortgage. Under the act of March 3, 1875, 
this corporation, unless I am mistaken, has everything which the Sen- 
ator from Colorado has said it should have, save only this right to mort- 
ga e. My honorable friend with mein that. I have had some 

culty to find an act of Congress, which is popularly known as 
“the defile act” among railway men, an act on the 3d of 
Mareh, 1875, which act confers upon this 3 and a ten every 
other corporation competent to receive such a grant a right of way 
like that described here over the public lands everywhere if its sur- 
veyed and located route goes there. Then it provides in its second 
section much more carefully as I think than this bill attempts to 
provide in section 3, that in narrow defiles, in gulches which are pre- 
cipitous and furnishing a very narrow place to lay a track, all com- 
panies that choose to go there shall be allowed to go. Section 3 of 
this bill says that it shall not preclude the building of other roads; 
but the section now a law, which I have in my hand, provides not 
only that, not only for the preservation of wagon- as well as 
other conveniences, but it provides an equitable rule and adjustment 
upon which different roads shall y in common the cafions and 
defiles to which it applies. So that the statute of 1875 seems to me 
to cover everything aimed at in this bill soeps tbe section touching 
mortgages and their right, which the Senate has stricken ont. 

Now I should like to inquire of the Senator from Colorado, unless 
it is to confer upon this corporation the right to mortgage, what one 
thing there is which it lacks under the act of 1875? Can it not do 
ss Po is here proposed ? 

Mr. TELLER. I 3 myself, as I stated, that the main object 
of this bill was to enable this company to make itself practi a 
railroad corporation from Cheyenne through to the Pacific Ocean if 
it wanted to go there; or to the Northern Pacific road, or wherever it 
is going. As I said, section’? is the main feature, I 3 that capi- 
talists want in the bill, and when it was stricken out, I repeated that 
I did not anybody would build the road under the bill now. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I inquire of the Senator, cannot this corpo- 
ration under the law as it exists go to the Pacific Ocean now if it can 
find any public land to go over? 


Now, while we are le; 
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Mr. TELLER. I have no doubt they can build through provided 
they can get a corporation organized in Montana and other places 
through which they pass; but the purpose, I suppose, was to give this 
Ar. CONKLING. But this bill d rpera 

r. COD NG. But this bill does not inco. te body. 

Mr. TELLER. No, sir, N 

Mr. CONKLING. Then upon the admission of the Senator from 
Colorado I think I am justified in this affirmation: first, this bill in- 
corporates no one; second, it leaves the corporate powers of the body- 
corporate upon which it is to operate exactly what they are now ex- 
cept that it did undertake to confer power to mo; so that here 
comes a bill with long recitations and six sections which have no vir- 
tue and effect whatever except that one section which the Senate has 
stricken out. That is true, is it not? 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator makes a very broad statement 
when he says it has nothing. It may not have anything very valu- 
able, and yet it gives to this company the right of way that it has 
under the penera statute, and it gives it ten acres for es; i ee 

Mr, CO ING. Let me read to my honorable frien on 1 of 
the act he denominates the general statute. 


That the right of way through the public lands of the United States is hereb: 
gganted to any railroad compa 2 2 
„ex 


incorporatio rganization under the same, to the extent of 
one hundred feet on side of the central line of said road. 


Now I ask the Senator to observe: 


Also the right to take, from the public lands t to the line of said road, 
material, stone, and timber necessary for the construction of said railroad ; 
also ground — raa to such right of way for station, b , depots, machine- 
shops, side-tracks, turn-outs, and water stations, not to e in amount twen 

acres for each station, to the extent of one station for each ten miles of its 0 

There, then, is everything which this bill pro to confer to 
which the Senator has yet called attention excepting always the sec- 
tion stricken out about ony: So Now, Mr. President, I suggest 
that if it be the judgment of the Senate that Con ought not to 
attempt to confer upon the creature of a territorial ature rights, 
not only beyond the purview ofits charter, so confessed to be, bu 
more particularly powers which may be in derogation of its charter 
and repugnant to the reservations of it, this bill ought not to be re- 
committed, for there is nothing else in itsave that which stands here 
in this general statute. So, I suggest to the Senator from Colorado, 
without wishing to op any preference of his, that he had better 
take the judgment of the Senate upon the bill rather than to have it 
recommitted, unless he intends that it shall contain something be- 
yond the one only substance upon which the Senate has voted. 

Mr. TELLER. I have said two or three times that the only valu- 
able section in my judgment was section 2. I did not introduce the 
bill. The men who declared that they wanted to build the road said 
they wanted the bill in that shape. I was anxious to see them build 
the road; and after making such amendments as the committee 
thought proper we reported the bill. 8 it did confer the same 
rights that the general statute confe before, was that an objec- 
tion to the bill? It is hypercritical to come here and object to the 
bill on that ground ; it does not amount to anything. 

Is there any real objection to the bill? The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar] said there was grave objection in the form of 
section 2. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDS] said there was 
a grave objection in the principle of section 2. Now, I say if it goes 
back to the committee, so far as the form is concerned—and it is im- 

ible for me to roe ipon what the Senate voted, whether upon the 
‘orm or upon the ciple—we can a bill the form of which 
will not be objectionable. I think it ought to go back. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator says it does no harm to repeat in 
the bill what the general statute provides. Possibly I might not den 
that affirmation, although I think it would be very questionable wor 
for the Senate tosit here and repeatin ial charters what has been 
carefully said already in one gefieral charter. But as the Senator 
was somewhat pronounced in inquiring whether there was any objec- 
tion to what has been done here, with great ess I answer 
yes there is very grave objection to the sort of repetition which we 

in this bill. By accident or design I find here section 3, consisting 
of two lines and a half, in these words: d 

That the rights herein granted shall not preclude the construction of other roads 
through any cañon, defile, or pass on the route of said road. 

That seems very plausible and specious; but when I look at the 
corresponding section in the general standing act I find itis much 
more carefully guarded ; I find that it makes much more rigorous 
and emphatic provisions; and therefore I say it is objectionable in 
phrase so brief as this to supersede, as we should repeal by intend- 
ment as applicable to this particular corporation the provisions of 
the general act; and I think it well illustrates the unwisdom and 
hazard of attempting to enact for a particular party the substance of 
provisions fron already enacted for all parties upon careful consider- 
ation. And I might add that the courts have called upon to. 
construe the act as it stands under my hand, to construe the section 
to which I have referred, and they have had some difficulty in giv- 
ing it construction, but it has un e judicial examination, and 
ies know what it means. when 
you propose by a different form of words to vary this substance in 
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t of a particular party, I submit to the honorable Senutor from 
Colorado that it is seriously objectionable. 
Mr. PADDOCK. I do not think there was any such design in the 


change of phraseol as the Senator has inferred. 
Mr. CONKLING. have imputed no design. 

Mr. PADDOCK. This bill was drawn by a citizen of Wyoming Ter- 
ritory on behalf of this company, and was introduced by the Delegate 
from that Territory in the lower House. It is a bill that was not only 
introduced by him, but is a bill that was submitted to the Delegates 
of the other Territories interested, and they also approved the bill. 
Two of them poem’ it to me and asked me to introduce it, and I 
introduced it for them, on their account. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT The question is on the motion to recom- 
mit the bill to the Committee on Railroads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3258) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
and Secretary of War to employ additional clerks for the balance of 
this fiscal year to expedite the settlement of pension applications, and 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

Committee on Appropriations. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4213) to appropriate money for the continuance 
of improvement of certain navigable waters, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE CLARK, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following reso- 
lutions from the House of Representatives : 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 31, 1880. 
Resolved, That this House has heard with deep regret of the death of Hon. Ru: 
Cisne, labs & member of thia Hones trom the Beate of Town. “ PgR, 
Resolved, That as a testimony of t to his memory the officers and mem- 
8 of this body will wear the usual of mourning for the space of thirty 


ee That a cop of these resolutions be transmitted by the Clerk of this 
fo ae ery e deceased. 


ings to the Senate, oo wares a tanker. mark N — of the 
deceased this House do now adjourn. 
Frut GEO. M. ADAMS, Olerk. 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Senate has received with profound sorrow the announcement 
of the death of Hon. RUSH CLARK, late a member of the House of Representa- 


tives from the State of Iowa. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this is the first instance of the 
death of any member of either House from Iowa during his term of 
service, since that State was admitted to the Union. 

Mr. CLARK died in this city, after an illness of asingle day, on the 
28th of April last, during the extra session of the present Con 
His term of service was brief; he having been first elected to the 
Forty-fifth Congress, and re-elected to the Forty-sixth. Because of 
his brief service he was not personally well known in congressional 
circles except to his immediate associates and those with whom he 
served on committees in the House. No man of his age, however, 
was better known in Iowa, which State he had chosen for his home 
when he and the State alike were young. 

Mr. CLARK was born inSchellsburgh, Pennsylvania, October 1, 1834. 
He graduated at Jefferson College in that State in 1853 at the age of 
nineteen, and immediately afterward went to Iowa and became a 
student at law in the office of an elder brother who was in the enjoy- 
ment of a lucrative practice at the bar in Iowa City, then the capi- 
tal of the State. 

. He was soon afterward admitted to practice in the courts, and in a 
short time attained a respectable rank among his associates at the 
bar of Iowa City, which was then, as now, composed of men of 
marked ability. At the urgent solicitation of personal friends he for 
a time edited The Republican, which was then the leading whig news- 

per in the State, and continued in charge of that paper until and 
for a considerable period after the whig party became mer, into 
the more ive and liberal pary which was organized in that 
State in 1854 in hostility to the repeal of the Missouri compromise, 
His pen exerted a wide influence in changing the political complex- 
ion of the State, which until then had been under the control of the 
democratic party. 

In 1859 Mr. CLARK was elected to the State Legislature. In 1861 
he was re-elected, and at the beginning of his second term of seryice 
was elected speaker of the house, being the youngest man ever called 
to fill that exalted position in our State. 

He carefully studied the rules of parliamentary practice. This, to- 
gether with his agreeable manners, enabled him to fill the office with 
ability and impartiality, and secured for him the respect and esteem 
of his political adversaries as well as of his party friends, 

At the republican congressional convention in his district, the suc- 
ceeding fall, his name was presented, and he came within only six 
votes of receiving the nomination, which was then, as it has n 
since, equivalent to an election. 

He continued in the practice of his profession, becoming well 
known in the State as an able and s lawyer, taking no very 


active part in political affairs until 1875, when a senatorial election 
was to take place in our State. At that time the friends of my col- 
league had in view his election to the place to be made vacant by the 
voluntary retirement of Hon. George G. Wright. Mr. CLARK was 
called upon by the citizens of the county in which he and my col- 
1 e resided to become a candidate for the lower house of the Gen- 

Assembly. His candidacy was pressed upon the ground that the 
county was doubtful politically with any other candidate, but that 
his personal popularity would render his election certain. He hesi- 
tated only because of the inconvenience to him on account of his 
professional engagements, but finally yielded his assent and was 
elected by a respectable majority, and served another term in the 
General Assembly. In the spring of 1876, Hon. James Wilson, who 
for four 1 had served the fifth district in the House with industry 
and ab , publicly announeed his determination not to be again a 
candidate for re-election. Public opinion fixed upon Mr. CLARK as 
the fittest man to become his successor; he was nominated at the re- 
publican convention, and elected by a large majority. 

It was no easy task for a man trained only to hard service before 
the courts to accustom himself readily to the daily work of the House 
and the daily drudgery of department labor. 

Although he possessed an active and vigorous intellect, he had a 
delicate and nervous physical organization—too delicate for the labor 
he undertook ; for it is the concurrent testimony of his immediate 
associates and late constituency that he labored constantly to famil- 
iarize himself with the t work of Congress, and at the same time 
to look a and vigilantly after the errands of his constituents 
in the Executive Departments. 

The most of those who hear me know how much of toil, care, and 
anxiety are involved in this brief recital of the daily work of a faith- 
ful member of the House of Representatives; yet few persons who 
are not familiar with such work from nal experience or observa- 
tion know the extent and growth of the necessary demand of a con- 
stituency upon their public servants in Washington; and fewer still 
know that these requests involve considerable journeys and a vol- 
luminous correspondence. A faithful Representative is attentive to 
these details—and none more so than Mr. RusH CLARK during his 
brief congressional service. The labor was too great for him, and 
when disease seized upon him he soon yielded to its resistless power. 
His service, though brief, was in all respects creditable to him and 
was full of promise for the future. His knowledge of the law and 
of affairs, his practice in the courts, his familiarity with the methods 
of legislation, constituted for him 1 schools so efficient that 
he needed only the experience which length of service alone can give 
to make him a most useful member of Cougress. 

Observation discloses that there must be, added to ability, industry, 
and integrity, continued service to enable members of either House 
to take a conspicuons position and exert a commanding influence in 
the settlement of the great questions which every Congress brings 
before us demanding our consideration and action. 

It is not too much to say of our departed friend that had such 
opportunities been given him he would have shown himself equal 
to the service. He was a fair type of that large body of professional 
and business men to be found in every State and in every congres- 
sional district who need but 8 and experience in public 
life and length of service in either branch of Con to impress 
themselves upon the legislation of the country, and the faithful and 
successful administration of its great affairs. 

Although Mr. CLARK held but few public offices, public trusts of 
considerable magnitude were confided to him. He was a member of 
the staff of my associate, who was during the most perilous period of 
the late civil war governor of our State. He was for a considerable 
time a member of the board of regents of our State University, and 
also held other public trusts. 

In all these he disc the duties assigned him with ability and 
integrity, as he performed the duties of his broader sphere of service 
here with scrupulous honesty and fidelity. 

In saying this of him I do not intend to distinguish him from the 
great body of his associates in the House. Having had some expe- 
rience here in both Houses of Congress, I can truthfully say that, in 
my belief, instances are rarely found of those who allow their con- 
duct to be controlled by private motives of personal gain, aside from 
the general good, or who legislate for their own private benefit rather 
than for the public advantage. d any opinion that here more 
than elsewhere sordid selfishness controls the conduct of public men 
is wholly erroneous and baseless. 

Mr. CLARK at his death was about forty-five yearsold. Coming to 
our State when he was still a youth, he participated in and contrib- 
uted to its rapid growth and development. He found there a popu- 
lation of less than a quarter of a million, and saw it grow to a million 
and a half. His own immediate constituency at the time of his death 
numbered more than two-thirds the entire population of the State 
when he became a citizen. Thus early identifying himself with its 
interests and progress, he was well known in the State, especially 
among our 3 and jndges and leading public men, and was 
highly esteemed for his ability, his benevolence, his sense of justice. 
and his high character as a citizen; for his fidelity to friends and 
courtesy to opponents. An ardent republican, he had the respect and 
regard of his political adversaries. Strong in his own convictions, he 
respected the convictions of others. 
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His sudden and untimely death shed a gloom over our State; and 
the numerous Dares Pee pronounced upon through the press and 
ublic meetings indicate the strong hold he had upon our people. In 
Bis death the 5 which he lived lost a valuable and pub- 
lie spirited citizen, his district and the State a faithful public serv- 
ant, and the House in which he served one of its ablest and best rep- 
resentative men. 


Mr. HEREFORD. Mr. President, a few hours ago I was requested 
to make some remarks on this occasion. I cheerfully accepted the 
invitation to perform the sad task. It is a pleasure, though a sad 
one. The history of the short life of Rusa CLARK has been given 
you by another more capable than I. On the 28th of April, 1879, all 
that was mortal of RUSH CLARK passed from earth away. 
CLARK presented in his physical, mental, and moral qualities a fine 
type of that class of men who at an early period in life bade adieu to 
the loved ones in their eastern homes and swelled the thronging, 

ing mass that crossed the Father of Waters to make a new home 
in the far West. He located himself in the beautiful town of Iowa 


City, which dots one of the wide-spreading prairies of the mieng, 
e 


West, where but a few years age the Indian and the buffalo 
undisputed sway, but now the happy home of thousands of “ fair 
women and brave men.” Where once was the wigwam of the child 
of the forest, now we behold churches erected to the living God, and 
schools, academies, and coll in which are being educated a class 
of men and women who are to be the future rulers of this the grandest 
and only true republic the world ever saw. Where once was the trail 
of the buffalo, now may be seen thousands of miles of railroads over 
which the iron horse, with sinews of steel, muscles of iron, and a 
breath of fire dashes along over mountain heights and boundless 

rairies clad in nature’s green and relieved by flowers of every hue, 
3 in his train the commerce of a per contented, happy, and 
united people. Such a country is well adapted to expanding and 
developing the soul, mind, and ee e of its citizens. 

In this country, surrounded by suc People, was the head and heart 
of Rusu CLARK, already prepared by his early training inthe mount- 
ain fastnesses of his native State, stored and expanded for the great 
work before him. Toomuch honor cannot be given to the early pio- 
neers of the West. At an early period he saw the “star of empire” 
taking its course westward, and eagerly followed in the bright path- 
way lighted up by its beneficent and inviting rays. 

At an earl riod his fellow-citizens saw in him future usefulness, 
and eleva im to the councils of their giant young State, over 
which he was elected its presiding officer. Nor did they wait long 
until they called him to a higher and more responsible position, an 
sent him to the national councils in the other end of this beautiful 
building. Buttheicy hand of death was laid upon his big, bounding 
heart, and its warm currents were chilled and ceased to beat forever, 
and his beaming, benignant eye closed on the bright future forever. 

Mr. CLARK was an affectionate son, a fond husband, and devoted 
father. His beantiful, kind, and intelligent wife and his three bright, 
rosy-cheeked children are left without a protector. Oh, no; that is 
not correct. His thousands of true, devoted, and admiring friends, 
male and female, will be their protectors and guardians, 

No one could doubt for a moment the high estimation in which he 
was held by his constituency if he had been present that dark night 
when the train arrived at his home and seen the thousands of people, 
irrespective of party or creed, coming to receive the casket contain- 
ing the remains of their brother, and looked out upon the immense 
procession marching to the beat of muffled drums with sad and sor- 
rowful hearts. 

Whether at the bar discussing abstruse legal propositions with his 
brethren of the legal profession, or as speaker of the house of represent- 
atives of his adopted State, or as an honorable, highly respected, and 
laborious Representative in Congress, he always commanded the re- 
p Ay the love and admiration—of all with whom he came in 
contact. 

Mr. CLARK was a decided partisan, but be it said to his honor he 
had no bitterness of feeling. Would that all public men would emu- 
late his example in this respect! Always kind, courteous, and respect- 
ful to his political opponents, he won, as he deserved, friends from all 
sorts and classes of people. The public man who upon any occasion 
would engender or foster party hate, or seek to array one class or in- 
terest or one section of his common country against another, is no 
patriot, whatever his protestations may be, and deserves the scorn 
and contempt of all good men. Such a man RUSH CLARK was not; 
hence I honored him when alive, and respect his memory, though dead. 

I have laid my wreath upon the bier of my dead brother. Small 
and insignificant though it be, yet it is none the less fragrant if it 
shall be tested by the sincerity of the sentiments of the donor. My 
friend, I bid thee farewell until that great day of assize shall come; 
that day for which all others were made; for which earth sprang from 
chaos, man from earth, and God from eternity. 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, it may not be entirely i . 
for me to add a few words to what has already been so well and 
touchingly said by those Senators who have preceded me and who 
knew and respected and loved him, and who would justly perpetuate 
his worth by these ceremonies. 

I was not acquainted with RUSH CLARK, I donot know that I ever 


met him. I cannot speak of him therefore from that more intimate 
knowledge which comes from personal contact and association ; but 
in 55 of my duty as one of the committee appointed b; 
this y to attend his remains to their final tating paoe, I lanad 
much of his true character and of the sterling qualities of his mind 
and heart, of which I may speak. The grave has at least one feature 
which somewhat modifies its gloom. ere aman is truly judged 
by his fellows. The sharp antagonisms, the unjust judgments of life 
are buried there, before the coffin is lowered, and the abilities, the 
impress, and the true character of the one who is to be its occupant 
are there justly acknowledged. 

The courtesies of the grave are accorded to all, but men do not there 
deceive themselves or others in the estimate which they place upon 
the life of a fallen comrade. There you may learn his real history, 
his innermost life, his true character. At the home of RUSH CLARK, 
from the moment we reached the station till the last sad rites had 
been tenderly and lovingly performed, the evidences of a t sorrow 
pevam e entire community were unmistakable. At the very 

rders of the State which he had adopted as his own, we were made 
to feel that his influence had extended beyond the limits of the dis- 
trict which he more immediately represented, and that the whole 
State mourned for one of its truest and noblest men. All along the 
route to the beautiful city which had been the scene of his more active 
labors, we were met by strong, true men, who grieved as if the de- 
ceased had beena brother. I shall never forget the hour of our arrival 
at Iowa City. It was night, but the whole population had gathered 


to pay its tribute of t to the dead, to testify its sympathy for 
the bereaved. The ened faces of the people, seen in the light of 
the torches which were to guide us; the whispered orders for the dis- 


position of his remains; the tears which fell from the eyes of sturdy 
men, all apake most emphatically of the character of the man and of 
the place he had won for himself in the heartsof all. If deep sorrow 
could have restored him to life he would have lived again. It was 
an hour to be remembered always, and its impressions were intensified 
by the obsequies of the next day, when a vast concourse gathered to 
attend with uncovered heads the impressive funeral ceremonies, and 
to follow in long procession to the tomb all that was left of him who 
had been their reliance and pride. Neither the falling rain nor the 
sharp thunder could deter those who honored him from the perform- 
ance in minutest detail of the last solemn rites. So he was laid away 
to rest in the beautiful cemetery just outside of and overlooking the 
city he had chosen for his home. How appropriately such a resting- 
place is called “God’s acre.” There we buried him, in the early spring- 
time, when the opening bud, the sprouting grain, and the springing 
grass were nature’s assurances of the life to come. 

I have said I was unacquainted with the deceased, and yet, from 
miveling with those who knew him best, I think I came to under- 
stand and appreciate his life and character in some degree, asif Thad 
lived in the community that so much honored him. is was a noble 
and unselfish career. What words of higher commendation can be 
spoken of en an ? He had ability of no common order, but it was 
used less for his own advancement than for the service of others. 
Ambition never blunted his sympathies, and a well-earned 3 
never caused him to be forgetful of his friends. Duty was his watch- 
word, and in its performance was his reward. With all his struggles 
and trials, his life was a happy one, for he consciously contributed to 
the happiness of others. Such men must die, but the world is the 
better in that they have lived. 


Mr. KIRKWOOD. Mr. President, other Senators have spoken full 
of RUSH CLARK in the relations he bore to the public whom he ha 
served as a lawyer and alegislator. It becomes me, by reason of my 
more intimate personal acquaintance with him, to of him as 
he was known to those who, like myself, had the pleasure and the 
advantage of frequent, close, and friendly intercourse with him. 

He represented in the Forty-fifth Congress and until his death 
in the Forty-sixth Congress the con ional district in which I 
live. I was one of his constituents; he was my fellow-townsman, 
my neighbor, and I am glad to be able to say my friend. He was b; 
some two years an older resident of our young State than myself. 
When I went ma reside nona City, op 5 1 ee aa a 

oung man and a youn er, struggling for and gradually win- 
2 2 5 5 his 5 th law, his Sloat attention to his business, 
his energy, and his perseverance, that high rank in his profession to 
which he afterward attained. When he came to Iowa, his capital, 
or as we sometimes express it in our quaint western way, his “ outfit 
was his head, his heart, and his hands—a clear head, a stout heart, 
and willing hands. 

After closing his collegiate life in Pennsylvania, he jndged, as I 
think wisely, that there was a better chance for him to win his way 
in the battle of life in the new, broad, free West, than in the older, 
more crowded, and I trust I may say without offense, less liberal 
older States. He knew well that the journey of life for him was not 
to be an easy, pleasant travel over a broad, smooth highway, but a 
tedious and painful progress over a rough and ragged path, every 
foot of which was to be made by his own labor and perseverance. 
He did not quail at the prospect, but went to work manfully and 
persistently. He met, as such men almost always do meet, man 
obstacles in his way; but he met them boldly, overcame them, an 
left them behind him monuments of his energy and courage. 
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Before his death these qualities had brought him to where his path- 
way was broader and smoother, and the outlook for his future more 
bright and cheering. And then he died; died in the pime of life; 
died of overwork ; died of the earnest and exhausting labor he gave 
to the interests of his country and his constituents, which was greater 
than his 3 powers, never strong, could endure. 

My co sy op has told of the different honorable positions held by 
Mr. CLARK by the favor of those among whom he lived, and how he 

rmed the duties attached to them. He held at one time a posi- 
on—not by election, but by my appointment—that brought us into 
close and cordial relations. I had the honor to hold, during the first 
three years of our civil war—the war of the rebellion as it is in my 
. — properly called the office of governor of the loyal State of 
owa, and thereby was charged with the duty of raising and organ- 
izing the volunteers called for from that State for the preservation 
of the Union. I needed to aid me in that work the ces of some 
bright, earnest, active young men, Mr. CLARK was one of them; my 
colleague (I trust he will pardon me) was another. Largely by their 
aid and the aid of others associated with them in giving form and 
direction to the patriotism of our young men, the quota of Iowa's 
soldiers was always full; and I must be allowed to say in this pres- 
ence, where are men who fought on the same side with them, and 
men who fought against them, no better or braver soldiers fought 
under either fing in that unhappy strife. 

As a citizen RUSH CLARK was orderly, r and public- 
spirited; as a neighbor, kindly, generous, and helpful; as a friend, 
true and trusty; as a husband and father, kind, loving, and devoted. 

The scene on the arrival of his remains at his home showed the es- 
timation in which he was held by his neighbors, those who knew him 
best and to whom his sudden death given a great and painful 
shock. It was late at night when the train carrying his corpse 
reached our 1 town, and yet the depot and the street between 
that and his home were filled by his friends and neighbors who came 
to testify by their presence their respect for him their sorrow for 
his loss, and who on the next day followed him to our quiet ceme- 

where his mortal] remains “ rest in 1 

en we look about us and see death choosing his victims, we 
sometimes wonder why the idler is left, and the active, earnest 
worker is called away; why those in the pride and vigor of their 
manhood are taken and those older and pone weary of life are per- 
mitted to remain. We do not know why. e know that God who 
does all things well, so wills it, and bow in submission to His will. 
We only know that he to whose memory we do honor to-day has gone 
before us to learn the mysteries of that other life in which we all 
believe, as to which many fear so much, and as to which all hope so 
much and know so little. 

If it be true, as many believe, that the best service we can render 
here to the Great Father of all is to give strength to the weak and 
help to the aes of His children, then, my friend has done his 


proper work w: 

Tit be true, as many believe, that in the other life we shall be 
assi to do the work for which our mental and moral develop- 
ment here has best fitted us, then my friend will be given there im- 

t work to do. 

If it be true, as many believe, and it is becoming very pleasant for 
me so to believe, that in the other life we shall know and enjoy the 
society of those whom we knew and loved here, then my friend who 
has gone before is enjoying pleasant communings in his new home 
and waits with patient longing the coming of those whom he loved 
and left behind. 

I move, Mr. President, the adoption of the resolution offered by my 


The resolution was agreed to unanimously. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I move now that, as a further mark of respect 
to the memory of the deceased, the Senate 8 ag 

The motion was agreed to; and (at two o’clock and forty-five min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 3, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read. 
CORRECTION OF JOURNAL. 


Mr. SPEER. I find bills introduced by me yesterday, Mr. Speaker, 
have not been referred as I intended. The fault is mine as much as 
that of anybody. I wish to have the correction made at this time. 

The SP. The gentleman will indicate the bills to which he 


refers. 

Mr. SPEER. The bill (H. R. No. 4038) for the relief of E. Pace, of 
Jackson County, Geo is referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. I desire its ce to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
The bill = No. 4040) for the relief of James Evans, of Tumpkia 

rgia, is also referred to the Committee on Invalid - 
sions. I desire its reference to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
I desire the same change of reference of the bill (H, R. No. 4042) for 


the relief of W. L. Vaughan from Invalid Pensions Committee to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The change of reference will be made in accord- 
anpe with the request of the gentleman from Georgia, there being no 
objection. i 

Where was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The Journal, as corrected, was then approved. 

ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


On motion of Mr. DUNNELL, Mr. Charles A. Gilman, lientenant- 
8 Minnesota, was admitted to the privileges of the floor 
r this day. 
Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I move by unanimous consent that the 
rivil of the floor be accorded to Mr. Charles S. Parnell, a mem- 
of the British Parliament. 
Mr. COX. I hope the gentleman will also include the admission to 
the privileges of the floor of Mr. Dillon. 
e SPEAKER. Is there objection to the admission to the privi- 
leges of the floor of Mr. Parnell and Mr. Dillon? 
ere was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


PRINTING OF BILLS ON MONDAY. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Mr. S. , I desire to make an 
inquiry of the Chair. Yesterday I introduced a bill in the mornin 
hour, which, on motion of the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. FRYE, 
was read. bill having been read, I wish to know whether it 
should not have been printed in the RECORD this morning? 

The SPEAKER. It should not have been printed in the RECORD. 
The real object of calling for the reading of bills on Monday morn- 
ing is to consume the time. The gentleman can readily understand 
if every bill introduced on Monday was read the RECORD would be 
overloaded. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I understand that, and merely made 
the pe for information. 

The SPEAKER. The practice is uniform not to print bills intro- 
duced on Monday, although they may have been read to the House. 
Nor indeed can a request be received during the morning hour for the 
printing of a bill inthe RECORD, butsuch request must be made sub- 
sequent to the morning hour. 


AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. DAVIS, of California, by unanimous consent, submitted the 
following preamble and resolution ; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Agriculture: 
Whereas out the greater portion of the United States tof th 

hundredth — — the climatic conditions and the nature of the aoll are — aif. 

ferent from 5 of the Atlantic States as to require a very different system of 


culture; 
F varieties of stock 


certain or certain 
ves no criterion of thele value to the Pacific States; and 


ouse of ives, That the Committee on 
ture be directed to inquire into the most feasible method of extendin 
— of the United 


t devoted to the district above named, and 

annual agricaltural reports to the information furnished b 

said committee be directed to report to this House the t of their inquiry. 
WEST POINT, VIRGINIA, A PORT OF ENTRY. 

Mr. BEALE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill (H. R. No. 4214) to amend and re-enact sections 
2552 and 2553 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and 
second time,with the accompanying report ordered to be printed, and 
recommitted, not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 

IMMIGRATION OF CHINESE. 

Mr. WILLIS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following pre- 
amble and resolution: 

* So the 25th day of February, 1873, a resolution was unanimously re- 
232 to the House of Representatixes 8 President of the United 

tates to open c dence imm with governments of China and 
355.0. eee Be ee 
e 
United States: Therefore, 2 5 

Be it That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the 

ponie el be ald to inform this House what steps have been taken in the direction 


resolution, and also to communicate any other information upon 
this subject as he may deem proper. 


Mr. WILLIS. I move it be referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 
Mr. WILSON. Should not that be sent to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs? The Committee on Foreign Affairs have now a kindred 
subject under consideration. 
COX. I hope my colleague on the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs will let it goto the Committee on Education and Labor. 
Mr. WILLIS. It should go to that committee, as it already has the 
subject under consideration. 
e ble and resolution were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred last Thursday a reso- 
lution asking for information from the Supervising Architect of the 
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Treasury in ee to public buildings, have directed me to report the 
same back with a substitute. Under the rules the resolution must be 
reported back within one week. 

e SPEAKER. The panileman from Pennsylvania reports back 
under the rules, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
a substitute for a resolution asking for information referred to that 
committee. The substitute will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resol That the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department d 
big berech , directed to report to the Committee on Public Buildings 8 
‘First. The location and character of all public buil in process of construction 
or which have been completed under his direction wi the past three 8 
Second. The ori, and extended limitation by law, together with actual 
Ne as 5 as have been completed within the time mentioned. 


The Commi 


ce of this object the com- 
mittee is hereby authorized to send for persons and papers. 


The substitute was agreed to, and the resolution, as amended, was 


adopted. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOSEPH AUSTIN. 


Mr. CARPENTER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4215) granting a pension to Joseph Austin, of Milford, county of 
, State of Iowa; which was read a first and second time, 

and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ABOLITION OF FORT ABERCROMBIE RESERVATION. 


Mr. WASHBURN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4216) abolishing the military reservation of Fort Abercrombie, 
in the § of Minnesota, and authorizing the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to have the lands embraced therein made subject to homestead 
and a entry and sale the same as other ee lic lands; which 
was read a and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENT OF MESSENGER. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I desire to make a unanimous re 
from the Committee of Accounts to pay the messenger to the 
reporters, and to ask for its adoption at this time. 

he Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to Johan C. Kondrup at the rate of $1,000 per annum during the pres- 
ent session of for services as messenger to the official reporters of debates, 
and that the same be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

STEAMBOAT BILL, 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a ey. inquiry. 
What is known as the steamboat bill was e the special order for 
to-day. I understand one other on order was made, but neither 
has been taken up for the reason that the House has gone to the con- 
sideration of the revision of the rules. What I wish to ask is whether 
the special order, being a continuing one from day to day, will lose 


any of its rights if it should be taken up to-day ? 
e SPEAKER. Special orders will be taken up in their order of 
recedence, and where they are eee peciat orders from day to 
PN they do not lose any of their spe privileges by not being 

en up the first day for which they are set for consideration. 
Mr, KENNA. That is precisely the information I desire to have 
from the oe This is a continuing order from day to day until 
0 


Gr et 
he SPEAKER. Then it does not lose any of its rights, but will 
come up in the order in which it stands among the special orders. 


AMERICAN EPHEMERIS AND NAUTICAL ALMANAC, 


Mr. WILSON. I desire to make a report from the Printing Com- 
mittee. I aminstructed to report back, with an amendment, the joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 93) for printing the American Ephemeris and 
Nautical mac. I ask the present consideration of the joint reso- 
lution and amendment. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


rt 
cial 


„| was that for the peri 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

In section 2, line 3, strike out the words “ Navy 1 and insert in lieu 
thereof “Secretary of the Navy; and in the same line strike out the words “at 
the cost of pane and printing; so that, if amended, it will read: 

Sec. 2. That additional copies of the Ephemeris and of the Nautical Almanac 
extracted therefrom may be ordered by the Secretary of the Navy, for sale, &. 

Mr. WILSON. The Ephemeris, when published, will constitute a 
manual which is essential to the navigator and the astronomer. In- 
deed, it is said to be more indispensable than the sounding-line or the 
fog-whistle. 

With a view that members may be fully informed as to the impor- 
tance of the immediate passage of this resolution, I will ask to have 
read two letters from Professor Simon Newcomb; but if no member de- 
sires to have them read, I will ask to have them pe in the REc- 
ORD. Professor Newcomb is so distinguished in his profession that 
these letters, coming from him, will throw a great deal of valuable 
information upon the subject, and constitute an interesting page in 
our Se 0 history. 

Mr. GARFIELD. To save time, I suggest that the letters from 
Professor Newcomb, instead of being read, be printed in the RECORD. 
This 288 ought to be done, and I hope the House will not delay it. 

The SP. R. The Chair hears no objection to the papers being 
printed in the RECORD. 

The letters of Professor Newcomb are as follows: 

NAUTICAL ALMANAC OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 10, 1880. 
ag have the honor to submit the fol- 
23 93) referred to you. 


DEAR SIR: In com ce with your 
lowing remarks on the joint resolution 
1, The Ephemeris, of which the prin ded for, furnishes the origi- 
nal official predictions of the celestial in the preparation of almanacs 
and calendars, the prediction of times and seasons, and the determination of posi- 
tions both on the land and on the sea. It is the indispensable manual of the navi- 
fat and of the astronomer who wishes either to determine his position on the 
d, or the prediction of the heavenly bodies. Some publication of this sort is 
issued by of the principal nations of Europe. 

2. A small edition is printed two or three years in advance for the use of ships 
going on long voyages, and astronomers who wish to ascertain the course of ecli 
and other astronomical phenomena. The Tee gas edition for each year should be 
published early in the year before. The aoe es heretofore 
of the Navy Department. But the reduction in the Department printing fand 
made four years has resulted in the annual exhaustion of this fund before the 
time for printin e large edition comes round. For instance, the principal de- 
mand for the Ephemeris for 1880 commenced in May last. But owing to the ex- 
haustion of the penting fund no copies could be supplied until August. The result 

of two months ships to sea were unable to supply 
themselves with a manual which, though g only cee Ae ga is more neces- 
sary to safe navigation than the sounding-line or the fog-w 

3. After Jong and careful consideration of this ect, and a discussion with dif- 
ferent authorities, it has seemed to me that the only way to guard against these 
difficulties is to provide for the annual printing by some such method as that indi- 
—— 15 the resolution. The publica, being an ones necessity 2 not to 

upon an appropriation for miscellaneous and unforeseen printing. 

z Number of peck vi required.—The public service proper, including moral shi 
the Naval Academy, the Light-House Board, the revenue marine, and coast an 
interior surveys of all kinds requires annually from three hundred and fifty to 
four hundred copies. 

About four hundred copies are distributed to colleges, observatories, and public 
libraries, and distinguished astronomers, There is, with the progress of the coun- 
try, a continually increasing demand from educational institutions. j 

embers of Con, frequently receive 8 for copies from their con- 
stituents, which it generally been the unpleasant duty of office to decline. 


till I one hundred copies, fifty for the Senate and fifty for the House, would 
meet all requirements of class. 
The Ephemeris has a permanent value as a record of celestial phenomena, and 
Two hundred copies should be kept 


applications for complete sets are frequent. 
for future wants. 
The total number required will therefore be :— 


Public service: 


For members of Congress 
For future demands 


to four hundred 
would be ordered 


‘There is also an pie e entitled The American Nautical Almanac, of which 
tors. 


Besides these, from three hundred and 


are annually 
sold, . — under the proposed arrangeme 


the Navy De- 


col 
the small one by agen 
6. The supplementary papers provided for in section 1 comp 
investigations required for the pre the 
Superintendent has devoted his life tigati beca 
considered them one of the most importan: useful astronomical works òf the 
day. and his improvements have lly been adopted in the leading astronom- 
ical ephemerides 5 ane as as in our 8 
Tespec' , your obedient servant 
> “3 SIMON NEWCOMB, 
Professor U. S. N., Superintendent Nautical Almanac. 
Hon. BENIN WIL50X, 
House Representatives. 
NAUTICAL ALMANAC OFFICE, Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. O., January 19, 1880. 


Deak Sim: Since seeing you I have conferred with the Na .- 
Office and the best form for the joint reso- 


Government Printing others respec! 
lution to print our Ephemeris. I think the number provided for in the resolution 
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may stand without detriment, because the cost of printing when the plates are 
once in press is only about sixhy conte a Copy, and there are schools, colleges, and 
individuals in nearly ev: 8 trict who desire the work. 
In roe 3 line 3, would it not be well to substitute “Secretary of the Navy” 
for Na ent!“ 

In lines B an 4 I hope the words “at the cost of paper and printing” will be 
stricken out for the reason already aven N 

I find on inquiry at the printing office t the words I suggested at the end of 
the resolution are not necessary, as the Public Printer will be authorized to credit 
the allotment to the Navy Department as the words now stand. This is all that 


uired. 
> 9 very respectfully, 
Hon. BENJAMIN WILSON, 
House Representatives. 

The amendment of the committee was adopted. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. : F 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EDUCATION IN ALASKA. 

Mr. BRENTS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution ; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be instructed to inquire 


hat, if „provisions have been made for the education of youth in Alaska, and 
what if any, additional measures are required, and to report the same by bill or 


LABORERS UPON GOVERNMENT WORKS. 

Mr. BARBER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 1129) for the re- 
lief of certain laborers employed apon. Government works; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the acoompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WRITS OF ERROR IN THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. KNOTT. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table for present consideration the bill Mo No. 905) in relation to writs 
of error to the supreme courts of the Territories in capital cases. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I object to the present consideration of the bill. 
I do not object to its reference. 

Mr. KNOTT. The bill has been considered by the Committee on 
the Jndiciary, and it has unanimously instructed me to make the re- 
quest this morning that the bill be passed. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. On behalf of the territorial Delegates I must ob- 
ject to this bill. It changes the whole jurisdiction in the Territories 
to meet a particular case. I object to general legislation of that 
character. 

Mr. KNOTT. Then I ask that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

There being noobjection the bill was taken from the Speaker's table, 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, not to come back on a motion to reconsider. 

FORFEITURE OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. COX, by unanimons consent, introduced a joint resolution 1a 
R. No. 197) to declare forfeited certain public lands conditionally 
granted to aid in the construction of railroad and telegraph lines ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN TAYLOR. 

Mr. COX also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4217) granting a pension to John Taylor, late of Battery M, Third 
New York Light Artillery; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HENRY C. DE AHNA. 

Mr. BLOUNT, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Ap- 

repriations, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 3484) for the relief of 

enry C. De Ahna, and moved that the committee be disch 
from the further consideration of the same, and that it be refe to 
the Committee of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING İN LANCASTER, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No, 4218) providing for the purchase of a site and erecting 
thereon a post-office and revenue office in the city of Lancaster, Penn- 
sylvania; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE HEARD, 

On motion of Mr. PHILIPS, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 

309) for the relief of George Heard, was taken from the er's 


table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


SIMON NEWCOMB. 


CLOCK OVER SPEAKER'S DESK. 
Mr. ACKLEN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution ; which was read, and referred to the Committee of Accounts: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to have placed over the > pepe desk a clock of like size and quality to 
the one now in use in this Hall; the of carrying out this resolution to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


a 
3 GARFIELD. I now insist upon my demand for the regular 
order. t 

The SPEAKER. The regalar order being called for, the morning 
hour will begin at two minutes past one o’clock, and during the morn- 
ing hour reports of a public nature are in order from committees, 
The call rests with the Committee on the Judiciary. 

TIME OF SERVICE OF JURORS. 

The SPEAKER. There was atng at the close of the last morn- 
ing hour for public business a bill (H. R. No. 3336) to prescribe the 
time of service for jurors. 

Pay RS ERT. The previous question had been demanded upon 
ill. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the previous question was pend- 

ing atthe close of the morning hour. 
r. BLOUNT. Let the bill be read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


SEC. 1 provide, 
for the drawing of such additional juries as may be necessary to complete 


three weeks. 

Sec. 3. This act shall take effect within one month after its approval. 

The SPEAKER. Tellers had been ordered upon the demand for 
the previous question upon the e ent and third reading of the 
bill. The Honse had divided and the tellers reported the vote, which 
showed that there was less than a quorum voting, and the point of 
order was made that no quorum had voted. The morning hour ex- 
piring, the bill went over. The tellers will now resume their places 
and the vote will be in taken. 

Mr. HERBERT and Mr. CoNGER as tellers then resumed their places. 

The House again divided ; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 126, noes 20. 

Mr. CONGER. That, I believe, is not a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will vote in the affirmative, making 
ayes 127, noes 20, which is a quorum. 

Mr. CON GER. I did not intend to make the point that no quorum 
voted, but will content myself with calling Sor the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered, which was upon the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time. 

The question was upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. Upon that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays ; and there 
were 21 in the affirmative, not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Lask that the other side be counted. 

The negative vote was counted, 5 noes 102. 

* te affirmative not being one-fifth, the yeas and nays were not 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I am instructed by the Committee on the J 9 
to ask that there be printed the usual number of copies of the offici 
report of brief addresses made before the Judiciary Committee of the 
House of Representatives, January 24, 1880, on the question of woman 


way 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Is it in order to ask that that re- 
port be read before we are called upon to vote upon the question of 
printin 5 — 7 ` 

The SPEAKER. It is, unless objection is made. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I hope there will be no objection to printing this 


paper. 

Mr. WILLITS. That is not the report of a committee. The gen- 
tleman from Ilinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND ] can ask for the reading of the 
5 5 of the committee, which was a verbal report. 

. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I am calling for the reading of a 
popes that it is asked shall be printed. 
r. WILLITS. I object to that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I insist upon its being read. 

The SPEAKER. The House is called upon to determine the ques- 
tion of printing the paper which has been sent to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk will read Rule 141. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I am, myself, quife willing that it sheuld be read. 
I think the House would be instructed by listening to it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

When the reading of sa paper is called for, and the same is objected to by any 
member, it shall be dete: ed by a vote of the House. 

Mr. WILLITS. If I understood the ruling of the Chair some 
days ago, in regard to a demand then made that the report and tes- 
timony of an investigating committee be read, when the question 
was upon ordering it to be printed, the Chair ruled that the testi- 


1880. 


J 
mony could not be read, but that the report could be. Now I submit 
that the report in this case is simply a verbal report, asking that 
these papers be printed. Therefore the demand for the reading can 
relate only to the report which was made, and not to the entire mat- 
ter which the report asks to have printed. 

Mr. LAPHAM. A committee of this House has deemed this dis- 
cussion of so much importance to themselves in the discharge of their 
duty that they ask of the House the usual courtesy to have the re- 
port of the discussion printed. I trust there will be no objection on 
the part of any member of the House to that being done. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND of Illinois. I would remind the gentleman 
from Michigan I Mr. WIIIrrs] that the other day when the question 
was before the House in regard to printing some papers that were 
intended to be referred to the Committee of Elections, it was held 
that when the reading of the paper was demanded it was necessary 
to have it read. Iam now disposed to require that the same ruling 
shall be applied to this paper. I do not know what is in the paper; 
I do not know whether I am willing to have it printed or not. Iin- 
sist that it shall be read for the information of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The case referred to by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] is not an analogous case with the one now 
before the House. The matter to which the gentleman refers came 
before the House as a question of privilege. This matter comes in 
as a report from a committee. Still, the Chair thinks that under the 
practice of the House, where it is called 3 apon to order the printing 
of a report, the report should be read if ed for. This comes in as 
a report, does it not? 

Me, WILLITS I do not understand it so. 

Mr. KNOTT. I think I can briefly state the case precisely. The 
paper now iog upon the Clerk’s desk is simply a aH of some 
speeches made a few days since before the Committee on the Judiciary, 


at a called meeting of that committee. The committee, by a majority 
of its members, now ask that the same be printed for the ase of the 
committee. That is the whole of it. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recollect any similar request 
of this kind, for the exclusive printing of speeches delivered before a 


committee. 
Mr. WILLITS. During the last Congress, the ents made 
before the Committee on Patents were printed under the instructions 


of the House, and made quite a large volume. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I will state that these addresses are not volumi- 
nous, and the expense of printing them will be trifling. 
Mr. REAGAN. If we are to enter upon the business of printing the 
voluntary speeches made before committees, we shall have a lively 
me in printing arguments that the House may not want to hear at 


The SPEAKER. The practice, however, is not infrequent for com- 
mittees to ask that testimony taken and also remarks made before them 
may Pe 557 55 This would seem to be a case of that kind. 

Mr. GHT. Mr. Speaker, I think there is a clear distinction 
between a report of a committee presented for the action of the House 
and the request of a committee to print matter for the use of the 
committee. I believe that according to the practice of the House here- 
tofore, when committees have desired for their benefit copies of matter 
of this kind so as to avoid the inconvenience of manuscript copies or 
of a single copy which must pass from one member to another, it has 
been usual, out of deference to the wishes of the committee, to grant 
33 of printing. I know that this courtesy has been extended 
to the Committee of Claims upon some occasions; and I believe the 
records will show the practice of the House to be that wherever a 
committee thinks the 1 any matter, whether already in exist- 
ence or in anticipation, would facilitate the action of a committee in 
panning the investigation intrusted to it, the request is ted. In 

is case the object of asking the printing, as I understand, is to facili- 
tate the investigation of the committee. It is not a matter that they 
desire to make public or to put into the hands of the House. I think 
the request of the committee should be granted without the reading 
of the matter proposed to be printed, because it is not offered now for 
the information or action of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair agrees with the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr, BRIGHT] in one respect—that it is unusual to refuse such 
a request as this when made by a committee. But the rule says, “a 
paper.” This is certainly “a paper” reported from the Committee on 
the Judiciary ; and the Chair, in obedience to Rule 141, is ready to 
submit to a vote of the House the question whether the paper shall 
be read or not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to say one word in reply 
to the gentleman from Tennessee, There is a large amount of mat- 
ter printed which in my judgment never ought to be, costing large 
sums of money. If this is a question to be determined alone by the 
judgment of the Committee on the Judiciary, then there ought to be 
some rule which would allow committees to order the printing of 
any matter, without submitting it tothe House. But if the uestion 
is to be submitted to members of the House whether we should incur 
the expense of having this document printed, I insist that I cannot 
discharge my duty here without knowing what is in the paper. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit to the House the question 
shall be read! 

Iam informed by a member of the Committee of 
Ways and Means that that committee has the privilege of ordering 


whether the pa 
Mr. LAP’ 
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the printing of just such discussions as this, and that it is done under 


a rule. 
The SPEAKER. That is under the order of the House. 
Mr. LAPHAM. Yes, sir; but I am showing what is the 

The debates on the sugar question now going on before the Commit- 

tee of Ways and Means are being printed for the use of that com- 

mittee. Now, in the present case, here is a discussion of very t 

importance to a vast body of American citizens. They 8 

heard before the committee; but only a portion of the members of 

the committee were present at that discussion. We desire the dis- 
cussion put in print for our use, and I am sure the House will not 
deny that request. 

The SP. R. The Chair will submit to the House the question 
whether this paper, under the circumstances stated by the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. LAPHAM, ] who introduces the subject from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, shall be read. The Chair thinks that 
this is in the nature of testimony, although it is not sworn testimony. 

Mr. KNOTT. I desire to ask a question. If the House should order 
that the paper be read, will it then be in order for the gentleman re- 
porting it to withdraw it? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I object to og Re 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman presenting the paper can with- 
draw it, of course. 

Mr. KNOTT. I desire to say that I suspect there is an intention 
here to consume the morning hour in order to keep out important 
matters which the Committee on the Judiciary desire to report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to say that the gentleman 
has no warrant for making any such assertion. 

The question being put whether the paper presented by Mr. LAr- 
HAM oe be read, it was decided in the negative—ayes 3, noes not 
counted. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. LAPHAM that the 
paper be printed, it was to. 

Mr. LAPHAM moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 


Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
as a substitute for House bill No. 2701 a bill (H. R. No. 4219) to amend 
sections 1, 2, 3, and 10 of an act to determine the jurisdiction of cir- 
cuit courts of the United States, and regulating the removal of causes 
from State courts, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1875. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to reserve all points of 
order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. All points of order will be reserved. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the first section of an act entitled An act to determine 


ractice. 


JJ ⁵ ⁵ ( 
causes tate co and for other „ a 
and the same is hereby, amended so as to tant as e ee 

‘Sec, 1. That the circuit courts of the United States shall have o cogni- 
zdnce, concurrent with the courts of the several States, of all suits of a civil nature, 
at common law or in equity, where the matter in te exclusive of in- 


terest and costs, the sum or value of $2,000, and a g under the Constitution or 
peri 5 ian Pata or 8 . = ee shall oe use under their 
authority, or in which controversy the es are plaintiffs or petitioners, or 
in which there shall be a controv between citizens of different States, in which, 
the matter in dispute exceeds, exclusive of interest and costs, the sum or value 
aforesaid, or a bry adel between citizens of the same State, claiming lands un- 
der ts of different States, or a controversy between citizens of a State and 
foreign states, citizens or subjects, in which the matter in 
sive of interest and costs, the sum or value aforesaid, and s 
cognizance of all crimes and offenses e under the authori 
States, except as otherwise provided by law, and concurrent jw 
district courts of the crimes and offenses cognizable by them. But no person shall 
be arrested in one district for trial in another in en action before a circuit or 
district oaths and no — 05 mai shall be brought 8 either aoe oe ee 
FFC any other an 
SEER he is an aha tant, or in which ho shall found at the time of serving 
such process or commencing such p gS, 2 as hereinaf 
And where the controversy is between citizens of rent S. suit shall be 
brought only in the district of the residence of either the plaintiff or 
Nor shall any circuit or district court have cognizance of any suit founded on con- 
tract in favor of an assignee, unless a suit ht have been prosecuted in such 
court to recover thereon if no assignment had been made, except in cases of foreign 
bills of exchange. And the circuit courts shall also have appellate jurisdiction 
from the district courts under the lations and restrictions prescribed by law.“ 
That ~~ second section of said act be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to 
read as follows: 3 


“Sec. 2. That any suit of a civil nature, either at law or in 1 , of which the 
cirenit courts of the United States are given original jurisdiction by the last pre- 
ceding section, but which may be now pending, or which may be hereafter brought 


y 

in any State court, may be removed by the defendant or defendants therein to the 

tcourt of the United States for the proper district ; and when in any suit 
mentioned in this section there shall be a controversy which is wholly between cit- 
izens of different States and which can be a determined as between them, then 
either one or more of the defendants actually interested in such controve: mey 
remove said suit into the circuit court of the United States for the pro; tri 
And where a suit is now pending or may be h ter brought in any State court 
in which there is æ controversy between a citizen of the State in which the suit is 
brought and a citizen of another State, such citizen of another State, whether he 
be plaintiff or defendant, may remove such suit into the circuit court of the United 
States for the proper district at any time before the trial thereof by filing an affi- 


davit in such State court setting forth that he has reason to believe, and does be- 
lieve, that from prejudice or local influence he will not be able to obtain justice 
in such State court.” 
P kan section 3 of said act be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as 
‘ollows : 

Sec. 3. That whenever any party entitled to remove any suit mentioned in the 
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receding section, except in such cases as are provided for in the last clause 
of sald pocorn. may desire to remove such suit from a State court to the circuit 


pen 
seca ht fa nest mise epy of acd 

o en next on, a of the 
pate pda pyc all 4 ed by the Said cireuit 


d also for th and en 8 
ber prey . . It shall Pd dhe duty of the State court 
petition and bond and proceed no further in sue suit, and an 


n shall said copy 
ae aforesaid: in sek cironlt court of tho Ui ted States, the cause 5 
i same manner as been originally commenced in the 
in the sat in any action commenced in a State court the title of land 
parties 


are citizens of the same State, and the matter in dis- 


State, and produce the original gran or an exem 
records t it out of his or wer, and 
lon of paho — — the court whetber he or they claim a 


| 


one or more of party m 


ction, be b; é 
5 tho dre Oy te it the United States shall not take original cognizance 
of any suit of a civil either at common law or in equity, between a corpo- 
ra or under the laws of any State and a citizen of any 
accrued may have 

like 
izance 


tion and a citizen or citizens of a State in ich it may be doing busi- 
ees be removed to any circuit court of the United States, except in like cases in 
which such aut the foregoing provision in suits between 
citizens of the same States.” 


That section 10 of said act be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as 


follows: 
“Sec. 10, That all laws and of laws in conflict with the provisions of this 
act apd section 640 of the Revised Statutes, be, and the same are hereby, re- 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Texas what action he proposes to take on this bill at this time ? 
I propose, by request of the Committee on the 
Judici to have the bill now considered. 

Mr. SHEND, of Illinois. I wish to make this request to the 
gentleman from Texas. The bill which was reported at the extra 
session and debated for some weeks in regard to the removal of State 
causes was finally placed upon the public Calendar in the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, where to-day it stands at the 
head of the Calendar. Aaso ae sia dan tane discussion 
of the ;from the Committee on Rules we will go into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union and take up that bill. Inow 
ask my friend from Texas, as this bill incorporates a part of the bill 
I have referred to, that instead of being now considered it shall be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to 


the bill of the last session to which I have already referred. 
I will state further, Mr. Speaker, that I am content with the pro- 
bill, and have no objection to anything which ap 
somewhat apprehensive if this bill is considered and 
time it will weaken that other bill, which goes much 
er and in my judgment is of much more im ce to the peo- 


le than the bill now before the House. I therefore ask that this bill 
be sent to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
there to be taken up in connection with the other proposition. 


I have no authority to agree to that from the 
Committee on the J 3 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Will my friend allow me to make 
a motion so that the question may be submitted to the House? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I must decline to 1 00 for that pepe: 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Then, Mr. Speaker, I raise a point 
of order upon this bill. 

The SP The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, Illinois. As I have already said, Mr. 
Speaker, I am in favor of the legislation provided for in this bill; 
but this only seeks to accomplish by piecemeal what will be accom- 
plished by wholesale, when we go into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, by the of that other bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. And for that purpose I make this 
2 of order, for the purpose of having it co ered in connection 
with the bill now pen before the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. last clause of Rule 48 is to this effect: 


No bill or resolution shall, at time, be amended by ann thereto, or 
incorporating therewith, any other bill or resolution pending before e House. 


I wish to put this question to the Speaker. The bill I have referred 
to, and which has been under discussion, and is now in the Commit- 


tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, relates to the removal of 
causes from State courts. It regulates the transfer of causes from 
State courts. The second section of this bill covers the same field 
to a large extent covered by the bill to which I haye referred, and 
which is pending in the Committee of the Whole. I raise that ques- 
tion of order. 

The SPEAKER. The bill to which the gentleman alludes is not 
being amended by this proposition. That other bill has quite a dif- 
ferent status before the House from that which is occupied by the bill 
which is reported from the Committee on the Jndiciary. This is in 
the moming Bour and before the House, while that is in the Commit- 
tee of the ole on the state of the Union. The rule to which the 

mtleman refers does not apply, that the Chair can see, in the slightest 


egree. 

fir. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I wish to put this question as a 
parliamentary inquiry to the Speaker: Where a committee has ma- 
tured a bill and placed it before the House, and the House has entered 
upon the consideration of that bill and referred it to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, can another committee, by 
making its if 5 in the morning hour, cover the same ground exactly 
occupied by that other bill reported from a different committee by 
bringing in an independent bill in the morning hour for the purpose of 
having it considered separately and independently as aseparate meas- 
ure, although embracing provisions exactly of the same nature as the 
other bill which was rred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. That is not a point of order, but it is a question 
for the House to determine. It is a question of propriety and a choice 
between two committees. Two committees can report to the House 
bills of a similar character. The rules say, however, that two bills 
shall not be run together, one as an amendment to the other. This is 
in a separate shape, and comes regularly from the Committee on the 
Judiciary as a report from that committee during its regular call in 
the 8 hour. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. C ERSON. Before making any remarks explanatory of the 
provisions of the pending bill, I desire to offer an amendment to the 
substitute reported from the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is the amendment reported from the Committee 
on the Judiciary ? 

Mr. CULBERSON. No, sir; it is not reported from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, but by agreement in that committee each member 
was permitted to submit any amendment which he chose to the pend- 
ing pro ition. I offer this amendment in my individual capacity. 

e Clerk read as follows: 


original y the preceding section, which may now be pending or which 

may hereafter be brought in any State court, ma be removed b Rho d 
ts therein to cireuit court of the U ted States for the district 
whenever it is made to appear from the application of such defendant or defend- 
ants that his or their defense depends in w hastens or a correct construo- 
the United States or treaty 


tion of some provision of the Constitution or law o 
made by their authority. And other suits of a civil nature at law or in equity of 


courts of the United States are given jurisdiction by the preced- 
ing section, and which are now pending or which may hereafter be brought in any 
State court, may be removed into the circuit court of the United States for the 
district by the defendant or defendants therein: Provided, Such defendant 
efendants are non-residents of the State in which the suit is pending. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Before the gentleman from Texas proceeds with 
his remarks will he let me ask him a question ? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The statement made by the gentleman a little 
while ago was not distinctly heard here, and I should like to know 
now whether the gentleman from Texas offers that amendment as 
9 the Committee on the Judiciary ? 

Mr. CULBERSON. No, sir; Ido not. I stated a little while ago 
that I offered it on my own volition. t 

Mr. ROBINSON. Then the gentleman offers the amendment on his 
individual res cogs: fe 

Mr. CULB N. Yes, sir; on the authority ted by the com- 

t committee to offer any amendment 


mittee to the members of tha 
they might think proper when the bill came up for consideration 
before the House. 
Mr. ROBINSON. I only wish to have that fact stated in the hear- 
ing of the House. 
. CULBERSON addressed the House. Before he had concluded 


his remarks, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, said: I make the point of order 
that the morning hour has expired. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

[Mr. CuLBERSON resumed and conclu his remarks during the 
ay hour of the following day. His speech appears in full on 
page 700.) 


or 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker ed the same: 

An act (S. No. 317) for the relief of Captain J. B. Campbell; and 

An act (S. No. 695) for the relief of Michael Granery, Nicholas Wax, 
and Moliere Lange. 
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PAYMENT FOR LEGAL HOLIDAYS. 

The SPEAKER, 5 consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Public Printer, relative to the payment of employés for 
legal holidays; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

FORT CLARK, TEXAS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to purchase of site of Fort Clark, Texas; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

LANDS SOLD FOR DIRECT TAXES, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in reply to a resolution of the House of J; snay 
16, 1880, calling for information as to the amount of money cove 
into the Treasury as the proceeds of the sale of lands for direct taxes 
in the State of South Carolina; which was referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

SINKING FUND FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
of the Treasury, pietia, ey report of the Treasurer of the 
United States, showing the operation of the sinking fund pertaining 
to the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, asked consent that Colonel Alexander 
Campbell, of West Virginia, be allowed the privileges of the floor for 
the remainder of this week. 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. YOUNG, 
of Ohio, for two days. 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN, I now move that the rules be suspended and 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the 
further consideration of the pro revision of the rules e 
from the Committee on Rules. Pending that motion, I move that all 
debate upon the proposed Rule No. XI, now under consideration and 
all amendments thereto, be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I hope the gentleman will permit me to 
offer an amendment to that motion. 

Mr. McMAHON. Should not the motion be limited to pending 
amendments ? 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the gentleman to confine his motion to the 
paragraph of the rule under consideration, not to apply it to the 
whole rule. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There are forty-seven hs in Rule XI. 
If it shall be not the pleasure of the majority of the House to close 
debate and proceed to vote upon these rules, I shall be content. But 
it doesseem to me that after we have had one month’s debate upon 
these rules, we might at least be content with an hour or two of debate 
oneach rule. We certainly have had that much debate upon Rule 
XI. The members of the Committee on Rules do not desire to discuss 
that rule any further. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. By the unanimous instruction of my 
committee, the Committee on Public sage, EN Grounds, I desire 
to offer an amendment to one clause of Rule 

Mr. BLACKBURN. My motion, if adopted, will not cut off amend- 
ments. It will way, cut off debate. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion to limit the de- 
bate N 21 Rule er upon all amendments thereto, to ten minutes. 

Mr. CHALME Cannot that be divided? 

Mr. CONGER. If the object is to have any debate on the different 
paragraphs of each rule, there is as much necessity for debate on the 
p phs which have not yet been reached as was upon any 
which we have acted upon. I object to the motion to limit debate, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have made the motion in deference to re- 
quests from members on both sides of the House. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I would suggest to the gentleman to 
make his motion to limit debate to ten minutes on each clause. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There are f 
if ten minutes’ time is allowed for debate on each clause, by the aid 
of a little mathematical calculation gentlemen will see that it will 

uire one week to of that one rule. 
. HAWLEY. Not more than one clause in ten will be debated. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Let the proposition be made so as to apply to such 
clauses as amendments may be offered to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If my motion is agreed to, it will not cut off 
amendments; it will only require members to vote upon the amend- 


ments without discussin ay Shena 

Mr. SHALLENBERG May I ask the gentleman whether, in 
case any clause of Rule XI shall be debated before clause 19 is reached, 
will not all debate upon clause 19 be prevented provided ten minutes 
has been occupied in ec, may previous clause? f 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. my motion is agreed to it will cut off 
all debate but ten minutes, 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. That was my understanding and there- 


fore I ohare 
Mr. G. IELD. I understand the motion applies to Rule XI only. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Only to Rule XI. 
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Mr. CHALMERS. I move to amend so as to limit debate on any 
clause to which amendments may be offered to ten minutes. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. CHALMERS, 
and it was not agreed to; upon a division—ayes 54, noes 61. 

The question recurred upon the motion of Mr. BLACKBURN to limit 
debate u Rule XI to ten minutes. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I move to amend so that all debate upon an 
substantial amendment be limited to ten minutes, notto fo 
amendments. . 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The question was then taken upon the motion of Mr. BLACKBURN 
to limit debate upon Rule XI and all amendments thereto to ten min- 
utes; and upon a division there were—ayes 92, noes 24. 

Mr. PAGE. I raise the point that no quorum has voted, and I ask 
for tellers. I ask also that the question be stated again by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLacksuRN] is to limit all debate upon Rule XI and amendments 
thereto to ten minutes. 

Mr. PAGE. I do not think the House understood the question, and 
I ask for tellers. 

Mr. CONGER. There are thirty-nine phs of Rule XI upon 
which not one word has been said, and it is proposed now to cut off 
all explanation or debate upon those phs. 

The SPEAKER. The House is now dividing upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BLACRBURN.] No quorum hav- 
ing voted, the Chair will appoint Mr. BLacksurn, of Kentucky, and 
Mr. PAGE, of California, to act as tellers. 

8 again divided; and the tellers reported that there were 
ayes 90. : 9 

Before the negative vote was taken, 

Mr. CHAL said: Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will statę it. 
3 G n Bre Is not ne proposition of the gel es 3 

entuck) . BLACKBURN] equivalent to a proposition 
= mre which allows five minutes’ debate upon every amendment 
o; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the Clerk to read the latter 
clause of Rule 60. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, further, That the FFC 
present, at any time after the five minutes debate has taken peed ee ee 
amendments to any section or ph of a bill, close all debate upon such sec- 
tion or paragraph, or at their on upon the pending amendments only. 

Mr. CHALMERS. That relates to limiting debate upon pending 
amendments. The proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky is 
equivalent to a motion to suspend the rule so as to cut off all debate 
upon any amendments that may be offered, and that requires a two- 

irds vote. 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order to move to suspend the 
rules to-day. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I make the point of order that the motion of the 
22 from Kentucky is a proposition to suspend the rules, and 

erefore not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will conclude their count, after which 
the Chair will rule upon the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. CHALMERS, ] 

PR ee resumed and concluded the count, which resulted—ayes 

, noes 

The SPEAKER. It has been the custom of the House to do what 
is pro to be done by the gentleman from Kentucky. But if the 
point is contested, the question of order would turn on the language 
of the rule providing that “the Konse DIY O7 O voteof a 3 
of the members present, at any time after the five minutes’ debate 
has taken place opor ro amendments to any section or para- 
gra h of à bill, close debate upon such section or Har, ey or at 

eir election upon the pending amendments only.” The Chair thinks 
the meaning of the language “at any time after the five minutes’ 
debate has taken place upon proposed amendments” is that an 
amendment must be first debated under the five-minute rule before 
the House can cut off debate thereon. Hence the proposition of the 
from Kentucky should be confined to the paragraph under 
consideration and amendments pending thereto. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no disposition to take issue with the 
Chair. The Chair construes the rule as applying to each 2 7 

The SPEAKER. To the pending paragraph and pending amend- 
ments thereto. The word “section” as used in the rule is applicable 
of course to a bill; it would not apply to a report like that now 
under consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GARFIELD. This revision is like an appropriation bill, in 
which for the purpose of the rule we always treat each paragraph 
as a section. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that where the right of debate 
is in question, it is best to give a literal construction to the lan 
of the rule. 5 would 5 that Touei anran be cut off 
except upon the ing paragraph or section, if objected to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Then the motion to limit debate cannot apply 
to the whole rule under consideration? 

The SPEAKER.. It would not cover the whole rule. In other 
words, the Chair, if the point of order is will not entertain a 
motion to cut off debate upon any amendment that might subse- 
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quently be offered and be in order, but would limit the motion to 
amendments pending. This seems to the Chair to be in the direc- 
tion of intelligent legislation. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Conforming to the ruling of the Chair, I move 
that all debate in Committee of the Whole upon the ponding para- 

ph (which is clause 7 of Rule XI) and the pending amendments 

55 be limited to one minute. 

The motion was to. 2 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. BLackhURx, that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to resume the con- 
sideration of the proposed revision of the rules, it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. CARLISLE in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
report of the Committee on Rules. 

e CHAIRMAN. The clause under consideration is clause 7 of 
Rule XI, upon which, by order of the House, debate is limited to one 
minute. No amendment is pending, the amendment offered yester- 
day by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL] having 
been withdrawn. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the paragraph as now amended be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
commerce, to the Committee on Commerce; and the Committee on Commerce 


To 
shall have the same pri in reportin, bills making a riations for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors as is — — to the — mia on Appropri- 


ations in reporting general appropriation bills. 
Mr. ANDERSON. I move to amend by adding to clause 7 the fol- 


lowing: 

But the 8. er shall not entertain a motion to d the rules for the pur- 
pose of g a river and harbor bill until after such bill shall have been con- 
2 y items in Committee of the Whole, and the report thereof acted upon by 
use. 


The amendment was not agreed to. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I move to amend by adding to the clause as now 


„amended the following: 

But the river and harbor bill shall never be by bes goon of the rules, 
nor shall any resolution or motion to suspend the rules for purpose be in order 
at any time, anything in the rules or practice of this House to the contrary not- 
withstanding. This clause shall not be suspended, except by unanimous consent. 

The question ony aon on agreeing to the amendment, there 
were—ayes 43, noes 87. 

Mr. COX called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. CLYMER. I move to amend by adding to the paragraph as 
amended the following : 

Raider That no motion shall be entertained to pass a river and harbor appro- 
priation bill, or any one of the general appropriation bills, by a suspension of the 
rales, save by unanimous consent. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. COX. I move to amend by adding to the clause the following: 

Provided, That no river and harbor 5 bill be passed without having 
its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. REAGAN. I make a point of order on this amendment. We 
have voted down substantially the same proposition twice. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman indicate the propositions to 
which he refers as being substantially the same as this? 

Mr. REAGAN. I refer to the amendments that immediately pre- 
ceded this one. Among them, the last one, that offered by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CLyMER,] was the same as this. 

Mr. COX. The other amendments were coupled with another prop- 


osition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to remark that according 
to his recollection those amendments embraced other propositions. 
Substantially this 1 8 was undoubtedly embraced in one of 
the other propositions, but if never was presented by itself. 

The question recurred on Mr. Cox’s amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 84. 

So the amendment was ee 

Mr. COX. I propose the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no a tion bill be passed wi having i consider- 
ation 2258 Gommlttes of tue Whole, = ae 8 

Mr. REAGAN. That is the same Pei ition introduced by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania who oftered the first amendment. 

Mr. COX. That was limited to rivers and harbors. 

Mr. KENNA. This has the same effect, and no other. 

Boe CLYMER. My amendment was, “no general appropriation 
Mr. COX. Mine is, “no appropriation bill.” It includes all money 
that goes out of the Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania was,“ no general appropriation bill.’ 

Mr. REAGAN. e amendment I referred to was made by a gen- 
tleman on the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was coupled with the river and harbor bill. 
The river and harbor bill is not an appropriation bill underthe rules 
of the House. So this is still a different proposition from the one 
before presented. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 40, noes 71. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
8. To agriculture: to the Committee on Agriculture, 


Mr. DUNNELL, I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after the word “ agriculture,” in the first part of the line, and forestry.” 


Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, we have laws regulating tree cult- 
ure, and there is no committee to which questions relating to tree 
culture or forestry may be sent as properly as to the Committee on 
Agriculture, For the last two or three years such questions have 
been referred to that committee. Formerly they were sent to the 
Committee on Public Lands. I trust there will be no objection to 
the amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think there is no objection to that amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

. AIKEN. I move to insert after the word “agriculture” the 

following: “ Who shall receive the estimates and report the appro- 


priations for the Agricultural Department.” 
The CHAIRMAN The word Wagriealtare” occurs twice in the 
clause. After which one does the gentleman propose to insert his 
amendment? 

Mr. AIKEN. After the word “agriculture” where it occurs the 
second time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point of order that is not in order here, 
because we have already ripe Gare it to a different committee. The 


House has already determined otherwise in paragraph 3, to wit, that 
wy should go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

r. BRO There was a proposition to amend as to the com- 
mittees. 


Mr. GARFIELD. The point of order is now the question before 
the committee. 

Mr. BROWNE. Iam talking about that. Iwish to observe there 
was a proposition to amend the rule by dividing the appropriations 
among the several committees, That was voted down, and I presume 
it is competent to offer an amendment as to each particular commit- 
tee as the clauses are read, the House having voted down the general 

roposition. 
. r. BLOUNT. It was competent when we were on the subject of 
appropriations, but we have passed that whole subject, and have 
assigned it to the Committee on Appropriations; and, therefore, I 
insist it is not in order at this place. e have that whole 
Sig Se and come to other matters than this touching appropriations. 
e CHAIRMAN. It is a fact that previous amendments embrac- 
ing other things than this have been rejected. But this amendment 
is not out of order for that reason. It is alwaysin order to amend 
by proviso modifying something preceding. The point of order is, 
therefore, overruled, 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised that the gentleman 
from Georgia should make a point of order on an amendment of that 
kind, when in the entire discussion of this Rule XI, for the past five 
a six days, the word agriculture has not been once heard upon this 

oor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Imake the point of order that the gentleman is dis- 
cussing only that which has already been decided by the Chair. 

Mr. I do not yield to the 7 from Georgia. We 
have been told by gentlemen of legislative experience on this floor 
that if each committee is intrusted with the appropriations which 
properly belong to 3 we may bid adieu to anything like economical 
administration of affai The gentleman who presents these rules 
has told us that we will thereby increase the budget so largely that 
the people would be unable to bear it. That is simply an assertion; 
there is no argument init. Neither of these gentlemen ever had one 
minute’s experience of sucha system. This House has never had any 
experience of such a system of presenting appropriation bills. To 
my mind, directly the contrary would be the truth. The majority in 
the House is responsible for the legislation of this body. Every com- 
mittee is i pyre in proportion to that majority; and therefore will 
be responsible for all matters intrusted toits charge. Why isit that 
the majority of such a committee is not just as well able to show what 
iseconomy on any particular subject intrusted to it as the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations ? 

I go further, Mr. Chairman, and say that under the present system 
of legislation it is practically impossible for the Committee on Ap- 
prop tions to do justice to all the appropriation bills which come 

efore it. That committee, when they meet, have presented to them 
a book of estimates—voluntarily given to them, and which no mem- 
ber on the floor can get without applying forit. It does seem to me 
and I only speak from their legislation upon this floor, that the first 
and last effort of the Committee on Appropriations is to report a bill 
having a few dollars and cents less than is called for in that book of 
estimates. And they present that as asure evidence of their economic 
administration! 

Take any one of these standing committees and refer to it every 
appropriation which by name properly belongs to it, and that com- 
mittee will investigate the question more closely than can be done 


by the Appropriations Committee, and even if they do increase the 
rand practical legislative economy. 

e Military Committee. What has that com- 
I have never heard of any report, 


amount, it will be pro 
Take, for instance, 
mittee todo? I do not know. 
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that I can recall, from the Military Committee, except one to reduce 
the Army. And yet we have a Committee on Expenditures in the 
War Department, and a Committee on Appropriations that tells you 
how much money shall be appropriated for the War Department. I 
ask this House, is not that Military Committee, with a majority of 
men who are looking to an honest, faithful, and economical adminis- 
tration of affairs, just as able to do the entire duty of that branch 
of legislation which these different committees have to do as that 
Committee on Appropriations? 

When we go through the entire list of the committees, we will 
after a while comedowntoan pcg Tl ope made for the Agricultural 
e And who knows, Mr. Chairman, how large this should 
be 


I venture here the assertion without having ever made an investi- 
ation, that the Committee on Appropriations have never gone into 
he Agricultural Department to see whether it was deserving of one 

dollar or not. I will go further, and say without having made any 
investigation, that the Committee on Appropriations have never sent 
a sub-committee to make such an investigation. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, I will venture a little further, and say 
there are members of the Committee on Appropriations who have 
never been inside of the Agricultural Department. 

A MEMBER. Name them. 

Mr. AIKEN. I donot know them. I should like to have them rise 
up and say whether they have been there. I question it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What is the question of the gentleman from 
South Carolina? What does he say in reference to the Committee on 


Appropriations ? 

Air. RIKEN . Iamsaying that I question whether you or some mem- 
bers of the Committee on Appropriations have ever been inside of 
the Agricultural Department to see whether it deserved any money or 


not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. As far as I am individually concerned 

Mr. AIKEN. Then my allusion does not apply to the gentleman 
from Kentucky, who presents these rules. Lexcuse him. [Laughter.] 

I ask simple justice to the Agricultural Department. Some mem- 
bers of the Committee on Agriculture have gone through that Depart- 
ment, and they know what it wants and what it is entitled to, and 
that it asks for sesh Ahat is not right and proper. That is all. 

* the hammer fell.] 

. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I would like to correct one state- 
ment made by the gentleman from South Carolina, and that is that 
the 3 ommittee in the first session of the Forty- fifth 
Congress did go into the Agricultural Department, and made a very 
thorough examination of it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend from South Carolina whenever he takes 
the floor turns himself loose without any restraint in bold assertion. 

In the first place, he announces to this House that nobody has the 
Book of Estimates except the Committee on 1 The 
pepe has been here for some time, and ought to have learned, 

he has not, that if he sent to the document-room he could procure 
a copy of the Book of Estimates as well as any member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations or any member upon this floor. Any gen- 
tleman on this floor may send to the document-room and get a copy 
of that book. 

Mr. AIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him? I 
made half a dozen efforts to get that book and never did get it until 
I went to the Agricultural Department, and they gave me one. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then the ponerse position is an exceptional 
one. I find it in the hands of many members here. 

Then the gentleman undertakes to say that we of the Committee 
on Appropriations have never been to the Agricultural Department. 
Now, it does seem to me the gentleman ought not to put us in the 
attitude of getting up here to satisfy him whether that statement 
is true or not. 

I undertake to say, sir, so far as that Department is concerned, it 
has been fully investigated time and again. In reference to the re- 
ceipts and expenditures of the Agricultural Department there always 
is careful examination made, and time and again the officers of that 
Department who are supposed to be well informed in relation to it 
tars been called before our committee on subjects pertaining to their 

uties. 

Now, without undertaking to discuss the question as to where these 
bills shall go, I have simply risen to do the Committee on Appropria- 
tions justice against the loose statements made by the gentleman 
from South Carolina on this and other occasions, 

Mr. FINLEY. I offer this amendment to the amendment of the 
gentleman from South Carolina. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “Department” add the words “to the House for reference to 
the Committee on Appropriations." 

Mr. LORING. I am perfectly aware, Mr. Chairman, of the feeling 
and sentiment which animate the committee with re to the refer- 
ence of all appropriations to the Committee on Appropriations. That 
must be apparent to every member here present, and I desire in no 
way to antagonize that feeling by anything that I may say with 
regard to the Committee on Agriculture. 

t may be eres proper for those committees whose business has 
been long established in this country and by the machinery of this 


House to be in the attitude they are placed in reference to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. I do not at this stage of the p 

object one pane to that. I desire to say to the committee, how- 
ever, that the business eyes in the hands of the Committee on Agri- 
culture is so unformed that it is impossible for the 8 
Committee to estimate in any way what are the demands of the De- 
partment. The De ent isa new one. It is a new addition to 
the machinery of this Government, not yet developed and not yet 
complete, and holding in its hands, as every man on this floor knows, 
the most important industry of the American people. 

Now, sir, considering this fact, it seems to me it must be apparent to 
every gentleman on this floor that all the wants and necessities of that 
Department which will not only sustain it in its present condition, but 
which will develop it to that point which is desired and demanded 
by the American people, should be in the hands of some committee 
that can estimate them. All the variety of subjects which it covers 
should be properly and definitely specified by the committee, and 
when the Committee on Agriculture recommends an appropriation, 
as proposed by the gentleman from South Carolina, it seems to me 
that recommendation should contain such specified points as to ap- 
peal at once to the good sense of the people, and, more than all, that 
this Department should be elevated into that position which is held 
by every department of a similar nature in every government on the 
face of the earth except our own. 

I am waiting 8 sir, to see the Department of Agriculture 
take the stand which it ought to take here. I do not care how it is 
done, whether it is done by elevating the Commissioner to a Cabinet 
position or not; but I do desire thatthe Department should be so 
conducted in some way as to sppe to the sense and the justice 
of those who know what this department of industry is. 

It seems to me this should be made an exception. While the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs and the Committee on Military Affairs, by 
2 precedent and established usage, know what their duties are, . 
and while the Appropriandni Committee know almost by instinct 
what their obligations are to those two great branches of the Gov- 
ernment, it does opposi to me the House and the Appropriations 
Committee should be willing to learn by careful investigation of the 
committee which has in charge this industry what are the specific 
wants of the Department of Agriculture. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speakeri) I would like to say on this subject 
that the salaries in the Department of Agriculture, from the Com- 
missioner down, are provided for by law, to which the Committee on 
N ee conform in framing the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill. The appropriations for seed and for the 
distribution of seed, and the expenses therewith connected, go into 
another bill, the sundry civil. There is not much discretion, indeed, 
in reference to these two items. The one is regulated by law; the 
other is regulated by the disposition of Congress as to the amount, 
and it is open to the whole House to offer amendments. It seems to 
me that after the other proposition has been voted down it is hardly 
worth while to make this an exception. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I indorse every word that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has so well said 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remind the gentleman that 
there are 179 75755 minutes of the time remaining. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not want longer than that. I indorse 
every word the gentleman from Massachusetts has said in reference 
to the importance of the Committee on Agriculture to which are com- 
mitted the interests of the Department of Agriculture. But I do not 
see what good is to result from the discussion that must necessarily 
ensue upon the propositions to take these bills one by one, after the 
House in Committee of the Whole has voted down the general prop- 
osition to distribute them. I will not go back to reply to the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, [Mr. AIKEN,] because he was mistaken 
in almost everything he said. For myself I never opposed the distri- 
bution of these bills. I was quite willing to take the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. SHALLENBERGER, ] and said 
to the House if they desired to distribute these bills they should dis- 
tribute all the bills except the legislative and the sundry civil appro- 
priation bills. 

But, sir, let me say in regard to the Committee on Appropriations 
it would almost appear that that committee has no duty in fhe world 
but one, and that is to sit here patiently on the floor with its mouth 
closed and listen uncomplainingly to all the criticisms and abuse 
anybody sees fit to heap upon it, although he may not know anything 
about its work or its business. 

But I am willing now to go back and take away all the appropri- 
ation bills except the sundry civil and the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bills from the Committee on Appropriations 
and would agree to give them up if anybody claimed or wan 
them, and give them to their respective committees provided you 
give me any check or limitation upon that road which is thereby 
opened to every committee to ride into the public Treasury. I am 
pony willing to give to the Committee on Agriculture what is 

ere claimed, but if you are going to do that you had better tear 
down the faulty system you have now, tear it to the earth, and build 
it up anew. You cannot make a satisfactory piece of patchwork out 
of what you have got in existence now. 
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The question being taken on Mr. FINLEY’s amendment to the amend- 
ment of Mr. AIKEN, it was not d to. 

The question being taken on Mr. AIKEN’s amendment, there were 
ayes 74, noes 62. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 45 members voting therefor. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 93, 
noes 64. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I give notice that I will call for the yeas and 
nays on this amendment in the House. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of Rule XI, and read the following 
clauses : 


2 the relations of the United States with foreign nations: to the Committee 


on 
\ military establishment and the publio def other than the appropri- 
site br its support: to the Committee on ‘Affairs. 

Mr. BROWNE. I move to amend by striking out the words in 
clause 10, “other than the appropriations for its sup n 

Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point of order that this same amend- 
ment, or one equivalent thereto, has already been acted upon by the 
committee, 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment heretofore offered was one em- 
bracing various committees and giving them the specific right to re- 
port appropriation bills. ‘This is not such an amendment. — 
relates Etha Committee on Military Affairs, and doesnot attempt to 

ive it the initiative of appropriation bills, that right being given to 
the Committee on Appropriations by another clause of the rule. This 


merely proposes to strike out certain words from clause 10. The 
Chair thinks the amendment is in order. 

Mr. BROWNE. The vote of the committee afew moments de- 
stroys the symmetry of this colossal system of appropriations. I con- 


tulate the committee on the fact that a small measure, at least, of 
justice was done the Committee on Agriculture. I hope it will be as 
manifest that the wa As making provision for the support of the 
Army belongs to the Military Committee as it was that to appropri- 
ate a few thousands of dollars for the purpose of purchasing seeds 
and distributing them among the various con, onal districts 
should be committed to the Committee on iculture. 

Now, I believe that we ought to break down by piecemeal what we 
have not been able to accomplish by wholesale. e committee hay- 
ing shown that it is in the humor to do this work by the vote which 
has just been taken, I hope it will continue the work until we accom- 
plish this reform. ¢ 

Mr. SIMONTON. The question of the distribution of the powers of 
the Appropriations Committee is one that has ongaged the attention 
of this ttee of the Whole for some time. A great many reasons 
have been offered why such distributions should be made. Amon 
others, it has been gravely argued on this floor that if the duties an 
powers of that committee were divided among other committees, then 
gentlemen would have a better opportunity to put themselves forward 
in this House. I have no doubt that would be true. 

We have been told that if there was a distribution of the powers 
and duties of the Appropriations Committee there would not be any 
increase of the expenditures of the Government. I would ask gen- 
tlemen, how do you know that the Agricultural Committee will not 
bring in a larger appropriation for that Department than would the 
Appropriations Committee? I would ask this question: if gentle- 

_men do not want more money for the particular Departments to which 
their committees relate, then why are they dissatisfied with the ac- 
tion of the Appropriations Committee? it is not in order that 
they may obtain more money, why then do they want the ers of 

the Appropriations Committee distributed among the other commit- 
tees of this House? Why must the Committee on Agriculture say 
what amounts shall be eer for the Department of Agricult- 
ure; or the Committee on Military Affairs say what amount 1 be 
appropriated for the maintenance and support of the Army? Is it 
not because members are not satisfied with the amounts given by the 

Appropriations Committee? Now, if the Appropriations Committee 

should give too much, gentlemen can very easily move amendments 

to cut Pet the 1 k 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ey never move to cut down. 

Mr. SIMONTON. Ihave never known an amendment offered to 
cut down the amount proposed. The truth is the difficulty with gen- 
tlemen arises from the fact that the Appropriations Committee does 
not give the Departments to which their committees relate enough 
of the public money; that is the difficulty. 

It seems to be evident that if each of these committees is clothed 
with the power to originate appropriation bills, then the te 
appropriations for the support of the Government will be e 

at must be the reason, unless it be that the distribution is desired 

for the other purpose which has been indicated; that is, that gentle- 
men belonging to the other committees may have an opportunity to 
put themselves forward on this floor. 

Now, sir, I have the ambition which is common to every man here, 
not only to discharge my duties well and to the best of my ability, 
but I desire in disch arging those duties to do so in such manner that 


I may bave full credit for so doing and receive the approval and ap- 
plause of my constituents. But I must remember that I was not sent 


here to serve myself but to promote the best interests of my constitu- 
ents. If in discharging my duty here I shall pursue a course which 
must lead to an increase of public expenditures, I certainly shall not 
thereby promote the interests of my constituents. 

I think this is a question which we should gravely consider. The 
Committee of the Whole has already said that in the aggregate the 
question of distributing the powers to the Appropriations Committee 
is not one which should be adopted. Yet it seems we are abont to 
adopt it in detail. 

. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment has been 
exhausted. 

oe PEALE SUES: I would inquire what is the pending amend- 
men : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

In clause 10, of Rule XT, strike on: i5 
its rer egg so that the clause, if aeni wil tamer I 

“10. To 3 establishment and the public defense: to the Committee on 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move to strike out the last word of the 

amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. BROWNE, ) 
for the p of calling the attention of the Committee of the Whole 
House to the effect of that amendment. The amendment means sim- 
ply the giving to the Committee on Military Affairs, as the Commit- 
tee of the le has just determined to give to the Committee on 
Agriculture, the preparation and reporting of the appropriation bill 
for the maintenance and support of the military establishment of the 
country. 
Now, sir, when the Committee of the Whole the other day deter- 
mined that the Committee on Commerce should have the absolute 
custody of the appropriation bill known as the river and harbor bill, I 
was at aloss to see what reason could be assigned for keeping the 
rest of the appropriation bills in the hands of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

If the Amendment now pending shall be adopted, the Committee 
of the Whole having just taken the icultural appropriation bill 
and sent it to the Committee on Agriculture, I cannot for the life of 
me see why the same rule should not be logically applied all through 
this Rule XI, and why these general appropriation bills should not 
be remitted to their own respective committees. 

I say again, as I have already said, that I believe it would be the 
part of prudence and of wisdom—and I trust to time to demonstrate 
the wisdom of my suggestion—to put some limitations upon this right 
which will be given to these several committees to draw upon the 

ublic Treasury at their pleasure. The gentleman from Tennessee, 

Mr. SIMONTON,] who has just taken his seat, has well said that the 

istory of Congress ishes no instance in which any committee, 
which it is proposed to clothe with this additional power of making 
appropriations, ever moved to reduce an appropriation bill that came 
here from the Committee on Appropriations. They are constantly 
moving to increase the appropriation, but never once moving to re- 
duce it, when the appropriation for the Department in their charge 
is reached. 

Now, I think it but fair, since the Committee of the Whole has 
pren to the Committee on Commerce the custody of the river and 

bor appropriation bill, and since it has also given to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture the agricultural appropriation bill—— 
4 r (the Speaker.) There is no agricultural appropria- 
on bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There is no agricultural appropriation bill so 
called, but appropriations are annually made for the maintenance of 
the agricultural bureau. In that case, I think it logical that these 
several appropriation bills shall be taken away from the Committee 
on Appropriations; distributed to the several committees of this 
House, after the fashion of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. SHALLENBERGER.] And if it shall be so deter- 
mined, then I think this House had best put some sort of limitation 
or check upon what will then be the unlimited, dangerous, and fatal 
power scattered among eleven different committees to take out of the 
public acre ar. amount of money they may choose. 

Mr. GARF . Irise to oppose the amendment to the amend- 
ment. Mr. Chairman, we have reached a point where I know that 
the difference of judgment among men here is very wide; where all 
that any one man can do is to state his own judgment. I never saw 
any proposition clearer in my own mind than I do this: that if we 
follow out what we have begun, as applied to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, we will commit an enormous blunder in the management of 

ublic affairs; a blunder that very few of us will fail to see in the 
Fallest and strongest light when we have once had a fair opportunity 
to witness its operations. Now, that is only an opinion. ere are 
plenty of men here who are, perhaps, clearer-minded than I am, who. 
may not agree with me in that opinion. 
want, however, to say now to the Committee of the Whole in this 
connection, that in my judgment we have reached a condition of 
things where there is but one remedy for the hobble in which we find 
ourselves. It is this: to strip the Committee of Appropriations of 
the power proposed to be given it under the twenty-first rule, to leg- 
islate on appropriation bills, leave it only the work of recommending 
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appropriations strictly according to the law, and let the other com- 
mittees of this House have the sole right of proposing for the action 
of the House such legislationasthey may deemnecessary. Let the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs report the legislation for the Army; the 


Committee on Naval Affairs the 1 n for the Navy; the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture the legislation in the interest of agriculture. 
Let the Committee on Appropriations be the servant of the House— 
its auditing committee, to find what is the law, and to report such 
appropriations according to law as the Treasury can stand. If we 
remit these various committees 5 rigidly to their appro- 
priate business, the opposition that we find springing up on all hands 

t the Committee on Appropriations will, in my judgment, largely 
and at once appas: 

Now, I do not hesitate to say for ee (and I 
man) that if this distribution of the business of the Committee on 
Appropriations shall be adopted, I shall vote agana these rules—all 
of them—as my only mode of voting against what I believe to be an 
enormous blunder. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is right. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I should be very sorry to vote against these 
rules, for I believe that a service of 1 value has been done 
by the codification of this committee. But if what I deem so great 
a mistake shall find its way into these rules and be fixed asa part of 
them, so that we cannot get rid of it, then I shall be compelled to 
vote the whole. t I trust that gentlemen on sides of 
the Chamber will come to the work of rescuing us from the loss of 
the rules, and from the calamity that threatens us. 

In regard to the jurisdiction of the Committee on Commerce, I do 
not now discuss that pouon. That has been disposed of; and it is 
a matter partly fixed by tradition and custom as well as by rule. But 
I of the remaining regular appropriation bills; for the river 
and harbor bill was never one of the regular appropriation bills. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. After along discussion and upon full deliberation the 
Committee of the Whole a day or twosince determined by a majority 
of some 40 votes 

A MEMBER. . Eighteen. 

Mr. FRYE. By a majority of 18 votes, decided against dividing 
the present work of the Appropriations Committee. the gentle- 
man suppose that this Committee of the Whole will now proceed to 
do seriatim on these different propositions what they have already 
deliberately refused to do? 

Mr. G IELD. Ido. They have given a sign to-day that that 


is the ee 

Mr. The say sign, which always carries the House. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Tho pousan from Ohio [Mr. 
GARFIELD] gives us a sign that the third clause of the twenty-first 
rule is to be amended. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I offer that as the escape from this difficulty. 

Mr. REED. It is the only escape. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Iam helping the Speaker of the House with all 
my power to 5 this division; and I shall help him, whatever 
the result. But I say now that in my judgment the only safe, cer- 
tain, and complete help is to remove the cause of the difficulty. 

Mr. REA The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
withdraws his pro forma amendment, and I renew it. I wish, Mr. 
Chairman, to express my eee at the style of argument indulged 
in by the gentleman from Kentucky. He confesses his inability to 
see why, i House refuses to e from the Committee on Com- 
merce and to give to the Committee on F TOPTIRA the control of 
the river and harbor bill, which it never did control, the House ought 
not therefore to distribute all the other appropriations among the 
other committees. He tells us that he sees no difference. How often 


by the enemies of this character of app 
prevent such appropriations, and that it would be a physical impos- 


aig weipeearhs way agente i aay wep hag a bill requires three 
or four months of incessant 


been, 
physical impossibility for that committee to deal with the question, 
and because it was believed that this was a character of appropria- 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I suggest tothe gentleman who is conducting 
the Committee on Rules that he ought 


wrong. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to any amend- 
ment made by the gentleman from Texas, [laughter ;] and if I may 
be as liberal in advice, unasked, as he assumed to be, I will not coun- 
sel him not to Byes a pet,” but I would suggest to him not to be 
unreasonable in game of grabbing. After he has gotten 
sion for his committee of something which it seems to me never 
belonged there, I do not think it fair for him to turn upon other 


for only one | P 


men who, in similar positions, are seeking to gain like advantages, 
and complain of them. 
I did sincerely trust that the gentleman from Texas had gotten 


discussing the Commerce Committee and its rights and du- - 


through 
ties. e have now before us a proposition offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Bnowxx, I and I ask the Committee of the Whole 
to listen to just one suggestion upon that subject. It is proposed to 
take from the control of the Committee on Appropriations what is 
known as the Army appropriation bill. If that be done, I take it 
for granted the House distribute all the appropriation bills 
among the various committees. If that be in the interest of economy 
Iam mistaken. I know, sir, that in the last C. the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations reported to this House a bill known as the 
ce appropriation bill, which, upon a motion emanating from 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- was increased in the 
gate to the extent of $1,000,000, in round numbers. I know that 
it is a matter of history, as the records of Congress will show, that 
there has never been an instance in which each committee, as its 
separate department was reached, has not endeavored,in aray method 
and by every means ble, to increase the pg se ills. 

Mr. WHITTHO .I take issue with the gentleman. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I know very well it is proper and right that 
each Department of the Government should have its own especial 
friends upon this floor. The Committee on Naval Affairs is se 
by the Speaker with the view of getting together men who are 
friendly to that Department. So with the Committee on Military 
Affairs; and it is the same way all through the list of committees. 
They are appointed that they may see to a change of the law wher- 
ever it be necessary to guard the interests of the particular Depart- 
ment committed to their care. That is the theory of the construc- 
tion of the committees of this House; and it is a proper theory. 

The Committee on Appropriations stands in a very different atti- 
tude. Bearing no special relation to any Department, selected as a 
fair and impartial arbiter, with no more concern for the Navy or the 
Army than for the Interior Department or the P De 
ment, it has been selected as the one d reservoir into which all 
these pro disbursements of money should pour, in order that 
fairly, judicially, impartially it may make its recommendations to 
this House. Now, if you mean to take these bills from that com- 
mittee—and the Committee of the Whole seem so determined—if the 
amendment now pending be adopted, I enter a solemn protest against 
it, not in the interest of party, but in the interest of economic and fair 

inistration. 

But I go further and remind the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GAR- 
3 my colleague on the Committee on Rules, that we are not 
yet reduced to the dire alternative which he describes. We are not 
yet forced to extricate ourselves from this threatened dilemma by 
adopting his s amendment and striking off the only limita- 
tion that the rule now puts upon the increase of appropriations by 
amendment after an appropriation bill comes into House. He 
says that the alternative suggested by him is the only escape. Ire- 
mind him that he has spoken hastily. There is another escape, and 
I trust that it will be embraced. If this proposition for the distribu- 
tion of the appropriation bills shall be marek without limitation, 
and then if the only safeguard that we hold to-day under the rule 
upon the people’s Treasury is to be stricken down, I sincerely, hon- 
estly, and earnestly trust that the report made by the Committee on 
Rules in the shape of a revision, so mangled and marred, with all its 
sins, if it has any, and with whatever good may belong to it, may be 
rejected and spewed out of the month of this House. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WHITTHORNE rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debateisexhausted. The gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN ] offered a pro forma amendment which will be regarded 
as withdrawn if there be no objection. 

Objection was made. 

The question being taken on the pro forma amendment of Mr. REA- 
GAN, it was not to. 

Mr. WHITTHO Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the pending 
amendment by striking out the last two words. The committee wi 
bear me witness that at the outset of the discussion upon these rules 
I announced my . of the work of the committee, and I further 
announced that I was opposed to the proposed distribution of the 
work of appropriations among the several committees of the House. 
If, however, the judgment of the House is different as to one commit- 
tee, I shall feel it my duty, on behalf of the committee of which I am 
chairman, to make the motion that the appropriations relating to the 
Navy shall be assigned to that committee. 

Just a word to my friend from Kentucky, [Mr. BLACKBURN.] He 
brags too much on hand. His hand does not justify it. [Laugh- 
ter.] I undertake to say that upon opportunity being furnished to me 
I will demonstrate that most of the vicious legislation of the last eight 
or ten co has ees with the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It was certainly so last summer. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Farther, I take issue with the gentleman 
from Kentucky when he says that there is no committee of this House 
that has not urged the increase of expenditures rather than their 
diminution. Ispeak now for the committee of which I was chairman 
in the Forty-fourth Congress. Two of my colleagues on that com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Mitts] and the gentleman 
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from Alabama, [Mr. LEWIS, ] are now here; and I undertake to say 
in their presence and in the presence of the record that the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs did recommend material reductions, looking to- 
ward a decrease in the number of officers of the Navy and in their pay, 
looking to a decrease of the navy-yard establishments of the country 
and a of the Marine Corps. They were not sustained by the 


House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentlemen allow me a ces 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Inamoment. Isee nearme the distinguished 
Speaker of this House, who in that Congress was chairman of the 
Committee on e 1 aac ge to him to say whether as 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs I did not come to him 
and tell him that the appropriations for naval could be 
brought down to $12,000,000, or thereabout, and whether he did not, 
in accordance with that su tion and upon mutual counsel between 

report a bill reducing the expenditures of the Navy Department 
to 812,616,000. We co-operated at that time. My friend from Ken- 
tucky is not justified in his assertion. When he looks to the record 
he will find that our committee at no time since I have been chair- 
man of it has recommended an increase of nditures. We have 
looked to economy in the expenditures of the Government ; we have 
looked to retrenchment wherever possible. To be sure we have not 
in all cases received the support of the Honse. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman allow me now to ask a 
question ? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman undertake to tell this 
House how often in the last and the preceding Con I have seen 
him stand here as chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs and 
offer amendment after amendment to the naval appropriation bills 
as reported by the Committee on Appropriations, each amendment 
providing for an increase of expenditure? 

Mr. W. HORNE. The gentleman never saw me do that but 
once; and that was when, in view of the removal of the Navy De- 
partment from the old building to the new one, I proposed the em- 
ployment of an additional clerk. That is all he ever saw me do in 
the way of increasing naval expenditures. gp gt 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe in the theory of the distinguished 
55 from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD.] I believe that there ought to 

one committee in charge of the appropriations of the Government, 
a single head having the unloosening of the purse-strings of the 
coun But I also believe that that committee should be confined 
to the law as it is and to their appropriate duties under the law, lap- 
plause;] they should not usurp the jurisdiction, the judgment, the 
work that properly [sesasi to the other committees of the House. 

Hence, sir, I have been here supporting the work of the committee, 
If you will turn to my original remarks, you will see I indicated 
that I would limit the work of the Committee on e e to 
the law, purely and abstractly, to the item of reduction of salary and 
kindred subjects. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I appeal to the House that if it will go on in 
the work of distribution of the subject-matters to the various com- 
mittees—I appeal to the House on the score of economy, looking back 
to the record of the Naval Committee, that the work of naval appro- 
priations shall likewise be distributed to that committee. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Mr. Chairman, I think it due to 
the gentleman from Tennessee I should state that in the first session 
of the Forty-fourth Con I had his thorough co-operation in every 

articular in reducing the expenditures of the naval establishment 

‘or the then following fiscal year; and Jam glad to hear him say that 
he believes in having a single head in connection with these appro- 
priation bills. 

I wish for myself there could be less feeling and more deliberation 
in the discussion of these questions. If we would not become excited 
we could act more intelligently. 

The House to-day has acted in reference to the appropriations for 
the Agricultural Department in a manner which I think upon reflec- 
tion they will regret. For it will be observed that the appropria- 
tions for that Department are included in two bills, which nobody on 
this floor has suggested to be taken away from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, to wit, the salaries for employés of that establishment 
as I have already stated are provided for in the executive, N 
and judicial appropriation bill, while the 1 or seeds 
and for their distribution are provided for in the sundry civil bill. It 
was, and I say it with the test respect, an act which I think not 
fully considered when the House so decided. But because the Honse 
so acted is not any reason why we should rush forward to distribute 
all these appropriation bills as proposed by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky who ch of these rules. : 

Mr. BLACKB . I am not proposing anything of the sort. 


Wr RAND 
Mr. ALL, (the Speaker.) I understood the gentleman to say 
that if the appropriations in reference to the Agricultural Department 
and the appropriations in reference to improvements of rivers and 
harbors were to be distributed to the Committee on Agriculture and 
to the Committee on Commerce, then we Digre as well go on and 
distribute all the others to the several committees having charge of 
the various subjects in this House. 

Mr. BLACKB I said that was the logical conclusion as to 
what the House meant to do. 


Mr. RANDALL, (the § er.) Ido not look at it in that light. 
I think the case of the Committee on Commerce is different from 
that of any other, and I hope the House, as the gentleman from 
Kentucky given notice he will call for a separate vote in the 
House upon the amendment adopted in the committee, will reverse 
the action of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
in reference to the distribution to the Committee on Agriculture of 
the appropriations for carrying on that Department of the Govern- 
ment. 

Nor can it be believed anywhere that in reversing that action 
there will be on the part of the House any hostility to the interests 
of agriculture. If it is desired, as suggested by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. LORING, ] to make the Commissioner of cult- 
ure a Cabinet minister, that can be done by independent and sepa- 
rate legislation. 

ile Iam upon the floor I should like to say a word or two in 
connection with a suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GAR- 
FIELD, ] that because these bills may be distributed then we ought to 
strike out the power of the Committee on Appropriations to intro- 
duce anything as legislation upon an 5 bill. I remember 
very well the origin of that clause of the rule. A gentleman from 
Indiana, Mr. Holman, a member of the Forty-fourth Congress, brought 
that proposition here, and, after full discussion, it was adopted. It 
was through the agency of that provision of the rules that all the 
reductions which could be made at that Con whether great or 
little, were 3 The principle and policy of that amend- 
ment were these, that whenever by legislation the people’s expendi- 
tures were to be increased, it shouid done by separate bill; but 
whenever the Con of the United States could in any manner de- 
crease the expenditures of the Government, there should be a swift 
way provided for cutting off such extravagant or unnecessary ex- 
eee That is the rock upon which the representatives of the 
emocratic party on this floor placed their party; it is the rock upon 
which it has stood ever since; and I hope, sir, it is the rock which 
will finally bring it into ion of every department of this Gov- 
ernment from the Executive down. [Applause on the democratic 
side of the House.] 

Therefore I say deliberately to the gentleman from Ohio, as one mem- 
ber of the House, that I shall resist in every possible way known to 
the rules, and that I shall use every argument and persuasion which 
my intellect will enable me to use upon the members of this House 
not to fall into the error of taking from the representatives of the 
poopie the power at any time to decrease the expenditures of this 

vernment, and thereby lighten the taxation imposed upon the 
people. And can you of that side stand fairly or justly in any attitude 
of opposition to such a measure? 

There has been complaint, Mr. Chairman, and I wish I could see 
the way to remedy it, and draw a line of distinction between what 
might be called economical expenditures of the Government and those 
amendments to the appropriation bills which have political purposes 
in view. Let me say to the gentleman from Ohio that he can never 
have the indorsement of the people of this country in striking down 
a barrier the object and of which have been to prevent ex- 
Sane, mets the expenditures of the Government and secureeconom- 
ical inistration. There may be a show of approbation before the 
pre by seeking to strike down the power to reduce expenditures, 

use that power has been used to p. upon 3 bills 
amendments to legislation of a political character. But let us be sin- 
cere here with each other at least, and let us join hands in legiti- 
mately reducing as far as we can the expenses of administration. t 
us in separate and open statutes provide legislation in reference to 
political questions, permitting it to come from other committees, 
which the majority on one side or the other may deem absolutely es- 
sential to the preservation of the Government. 

[Here the hammer ar 

Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Chairman, the advice the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania gives us to keep cool is one we will all 
follow I am sure to the full extent of his bright example on that sub- 
qere: And I wish to say at the very outset that in so far as the rule 

own as the last clause of the twenty-first rule is directed to aiding 
real actual economy in the expenditures of this Government it always 
has had and has now sa most cordial support. I know the distin- 
guished gentleman himself in advocating it originally meant that and 
that only; and his meaning was approved of by the people of this 
country, approved by men on both sides of this Chamber. But he will 
remember I poin out at that moment that the language of the 
clause went far beyond the mere economies of the revenues. It did 
not say merely that reduction of salaries should be in order. If it had 
said that I would agree toit. It did not say it would be always in 
order to reduce the amount in an estimate oran appropriation. If it 
had said that I should agree to it. That can be put into the rules 
and maintained. But the language was that anything that tended 
toward economy—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is not in the rule. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I say that is in the rules in effect. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; the language is “shall retrench expend- 
itures, 

Mr. GARFIELD. But the construction of the rule has been that if 
in the judgment of the Chair—the man who happens to preside—the 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


689 


0 ition shall tend toward the retrenchment of expenditures, then 
fesl be in order. In what direction have we not drifted under 
that latitudinarian construction? Every conceivable scheme of par- 
tisan legislation that has torn this House with passion, that has 
lashed the party tiger into rage, that has converted us, not into a 
deliberative body, but into a political caucus; all these Trojan horses, 
all these evils, all these political volcanoes which have burst in 
American polities for the last three years in this Chamber have done 
so through the crater of that rule as construed by the presiding offi- 
cers of this House. [Applause on the republican side.] And to stop 
that volcano, to reduce this House to business, to bring it back to the 
deliberation that ought to belong to it, that we may be, as the Speaker 
advises, calm, that we may come down to the manly work of carrying 
on our Government in economy and under law, is my most earnest wish. 

And for that reason we are not so poor and 80 utterly bankrupt of 
expedients that we cannot frame a rule which shall meet all my friend’s 
wishes and avoid all that the best men of both sides of this House 
deprecate and desire to get rid of; that shail shut out the everlast- 
ing tiger of politics from this arena, and let the Appropriations Com- 
mittee be the t auditing committee of the House to do their work 
under law, and let the rest of us in our several committee duties do 
the legislation for the House. 

If we do that, gentlemen, we will not be pnt into an attitude of 
fighting economy. We cannot by any torture of language be said to 
be fighting economy when we take the position I assume to-day ; and 
I do not take this position as a partisan. I take it because I want to 
see the party to which I belong stand on it, not only in the minority, 
but stand on it when they come into the majority. 

The gentleman said that was the rock on which the democratic 
party was saved. It is the rock on which the democratic party is 
splitting, breaking; it is a rale which will break any party that 
would follow it to the extent of converting this body into a mere 
political debating society. [Applause.] 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, one would suppose from the language of the gentle- 
man from Ohio that this mode of legislation upon appropriation bills 
had its origin in a democratic House. When the democratic party 
came into the control of the House of Representatives there was 
found among the rules a power to legislate upon appropriation bills, 
under a construction of former Speakers, which might increase ap- 
propriations, but could not retrench expenditures. Wesimply chan 
that rule as construed by former S ers, reversing the construction, 
80 thai in emot all 5 pas, on 8 bills should re- 
trench expenditures, making the absolute. 

1 vicy wall remember Ma didoussion’ ak the close of the first ses- 
sion of the Forty-fourth Congress I alluded to the fact that those 
who had gone before us, when the majority sat upon that side, had 
given us an example in this respect. I cited instances, and amon; 
them I may enumerate that they embraced changes in the line an 
staff of the Army and Navy, increasing both; that they included 
the Pacific mail subsidy which subsequently brought upon Congress 
so much ae criticism. ; 1 e ee inoren of 
expenditure, the reorganization of the Pos ce Department. ey 
included the reorganization of the consular and diplomatic service, 
with increased expenditure. They included the reorganization of 
the civil service of the Treasury Department. There are many others 
to which I might allude, showing that the action of the now 
dominant here, when they first came into control of this House, did 
not change as to legislation on appropriation bills per se. It merely 
said that whenever legislation was put on appropriation bills it shoul 
be in the direction of saving money to the people of the country; 
it should be in the direction of economical expenditure, And under 
that change of rule there were $30,000,000 saved at that session in the 
amount of the appropriations as compared with the previous year. 

There is where we should want t® stand. There is where there 
should be no political division and to that end Iam glad to hear 
the gentleman from Ohio say that in so far as strict economy is con- 
cerned, outside of political questions, any change of rule which would 
prevent such proceeding will not receive his support. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, this is a question which is before us 
upon the o tion of the method of doing the business of the 

ouse ; and I must say that for one I am sorry that party matters have 
been brought here. I believe there is a plain system upon which we 
can manage these matters and avoid not only the rock upon which 
the democratic party has split, but also avoid the difficulties of which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania has given us the details, in years 
before the democratic party came into power in this House. 

Both parties have been taught lessons which ought to show us 
that it is unsafe to have a system of legislation which is founded upon 
loading down the appropriation bills. Whether it is done upon pre- 
tense of economy or upon a pretense of appropriating for the proper 
needs of the Government, it is enon. wrong. But if we framea 
rule—and surely we are capable of doing that—which says that the 
A propriations Committee shall make no appropriations except those 
which are according to law, then that provision obliges all other 
committees to attend to matters of legislation. And I say that the 
scenes we have witnessed in this House ever since this discussion of 
rules n has been on account of the provision which the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] wants to strike out. It is not in 
human nature as represented upon the Appropriations Committee 


J. 


not to present new legislation under that clause; and when we hap- 
pen to have, as we did have in the last Co a gentleman on 
that committee who knew everything, we had a perfect avalanche of 
such business brought before us; and it is y impossible with 
human nature as it is constituted outside of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee to prevent gentlemen from exalting their committees just as 
gentlemen of the Committee on Agriculture have exalted that com- 
mittee to-day. But if we say that appropriations are to be made ac- 
onding to law by one committee, then we have control of the great 
general appropriations of the Government, and we know what we 
can appropriate, and then the other committees can carve out of 
what is left. 

That is a true system, a system that is right and proper, and that 
enables every committee and every member to participate in the 
legislation of this House. I sincerely hope we may come up to the 
level of this question, for I believe it to be a great one, and that we 
will not ae it by the introduction of partisan matters. I trust 
that we s adopt a system that we shall be satisfied with, a system 
which we see ourselves must work well, for if we adopt it the Appro- 
priations Committee cannot put a single word of legislation upon an 
appropriation bill except by unanimous consent; and what more can 
other committees desire? We then have got a system that is philo- 
sophically correct and practically correct. 

COX. Iwas sorry to hear my friend from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] 
rather go back upon an expression which he made use of at the be- 
ginning of this debate. I understood him to say that however these 
rules might be amended, if at least they were not substantially ob- 
literated he should endeavor if possible to preserve them; that they 
were so valuable as a digest, as a codification, that, although they 
might be amended here and there in some particulars, he desired to 
save them as a code. 

Our present rules are almost like chaos, without form, and therefore 
very often void. Here we have them in good shape. And although 
the Committee on Commerce may be now content, I think they ought 
to go further and be willing to carry this even beyond the Agricult- 
ure Committee. What reason is there if the Committee on Commerce 
should take rivers and harbors, and if the Committee on Agriculture 
should take the appropriation for agricultural parposes—what reason 
is there why the Committee on Foreign Affairs should not report the 
diplomatic and consular bill? 

We have communications with the State Department. We have 
letters as to the need of consuls, of clerks, of interpreters, of rents. 
All the business connected with diplomacy comes before that com- 
mittee. And although, as I said here before, I would not claim for 
our committee the making of an appropriation bill, believing that 
duty should be intrusted to a general committee which will look 
over the whole subject of the expenditures of the Government, yet 
the same reason obtains in the one case as in the other. And if the 
House is determined to go on in that line I shall offer an amendment 
that the Foreign Affairs Committee shall take charge of the diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bill. 

„BAKER. That amendment is too late. We have passed the 
clause where that could be moved. 

Mr. COX. We can arrange that before we get through. If neces- 
sary we can add another rule if the House chooses. 

This debate has become somewhat irrelevant. It has gone beyond 
what Iexpected. My distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. GarFreLD 
has undertaken to denonnce again, as he denounced when we adop 
it, Rule 120 as reported by the Committee on Rules, after being sent 
to it on the motion of Judge Holman. I have said to this House, and 
it has been pore heretofore in debate here, that but for Rule 120 
there would have been no substantial economy in the Forty-fourth 
and Forty-fifth Congresses. 

The gentleman from Ohio said that our Speaker had interpreted 
that rule as including all propositions that tended to retrenchment of 
expenditure. Now, sir, that is not the language of the rule. The 
language is: 

Nor shall any a in any such bill or amendment thereto changing exist- 
oe eS er, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of the 

shall retrench tures. 

And Mr. Speaker Kerr and the distinguished 8 er of this 
House always have held that they would look at the bill prima facie; 
that if on its face it showed retrenchment, then the proposition was 
in order; but if on the other hand it showed extravagance or an 
enlargement of expenditure, then it would be raled out of order. 

I have never in this House favored riders on appropriation bills. 
Gentlemen have raked up that old question again. [know that both 
paea in this House have piled up Pelion on Ossa in the way of 

egislative provisions on appropriation bills. I have oppona that 
system on the ground of the philosophy of legislation. I opposed it 
at the extra session, and I oppose it yet, as unfair, unjust, unscien- 
tific legislation. 

But I remember that it began with the republicans, and the repub- 
lican kettle cannot call the democratie pot black on that subject. 
You are all in the same boat. You actually carried the proposition 
to confer s on the negroes in the District of Columbia on an 
appropriation bill. You remodeled the Supreme Court of the United 
States, you packed it, by a rider on an appropriation bill; and I do 
not know but you afterward abolished colored suffrage in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in the same abnormal manner. 
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But that is beyond the question. Let some one bring in arule of 
this House that will conform to the very best science connected with 
our p in legislation, and I think there would be a large ma- 
jority in this House to sustain such a proposition. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HAWLEY. It seems to be conceded unanimously, or if not 
quite so now, yet likely soon to be, that the twenty-first rule con- 
tains, somehow or other, in its words or in its interpretation, a grave 
error resulting in ren injury to the country. Our distinguished 
Speaker has himself more than intimated that he is sorry that there 
has been this sort of political legislation on appropriation bills. The 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE] very strongly inti- 
mated an opinion in the same direction. And the eloquent gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] admits that he has been always and unani- 
mously of the same opinion, although he has voted. continually for 
jast such legislation. 

Mr. COX. Oh, no. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I believe the tleman voted for everything in 
the shape of political legislation that his party put forward in appro- 
priation bills last session. 

Mr. COX. You are mistaken. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If you did not vote for it, did you pair off? 

Mr. COX. No, I did not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Was the gentleman in favor of the political legi 
lation on appropriation bills which was proposed by his party last 
summer 

Mr. COX. I will refer you, privately and confidentially, to the 


RECORD. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is the character of the reference always 
made by gentlemen who say they oppose this legislation. 

Mr. COX. Ido not want so good a man as you to fall into a mistake. 
Mr. HAWLEY. The reference made by gentlemen on that side of 

the House is always like that just made by the gentleman from New 
York, very confidential and private, as to their opposition to such 
legislation; but when they come to vote they uniformly vete for 
political legislation on appropriation bills. 

But I arose more particularly to point with pleasure to the con- 
fession of three distinguished gentlemen on that side of the House, 
that this Rule XXI is capable of a t mischief. It is capable of a 

at mischief—not the one which they have indicated, but one which 

likely to bring about the complete destruction of the Appropria- 

tions Committee, and every one on that side concedes that that would 
be a great 8 

I have always believed in legislation by party and by partisan 
methods; I believe in that yet. Buta party must act with some unity 
or combination of its powers—must put the throttle in the hands of 
some one committee. I speak of that now as a general principle, 
and not in reference to any of the details of this controversy. I de- 
sire to call the attention of my republican friends to the blunders which 
they are committing here. It is admitted that the twenty-first rule 
is a mistake under its present construction. Yet it is Sees here 
that we shall take the Appropriations Committee, which can now put 
political legislation on appropriation bills, and make ten committees 
of the one. The consequence will be that there will be about one hun- 
dred and twenty members of this House who, through their commit- 
tees, will have the right to put political legislation on appropriation 
bills. The Committee on Commerce, the Committee on Agriculture. 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 8 of these committees wi 
have the power which has heretofore been exercised by the Appro- 
priations Committee alone. That is what you are doing. 

Are you to take it for granted that the members of the Committee 
on Agriculture, the members of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
the members of the other committees, will agree to strike ont the last 
clause of the twenty-first rule, and provide that there shall beno legis- 
lation on 8 bills? I doubt whether they will agree to that, 
although three of their leaders have to-day indicated that the com- 
bination of appropriations with political legislation is not right. I 
believe they will unanimously stand by that vicious rule; and we 
are going to throw into the hands of ten democratic committees the 
power of legislating in appropriation bills. That is what we on this 
side are doing. There is yet time for the House to pause. We have 
eommitted the blunder as to two committees, in regard to which the 
aeara is not of very great importance. We are now coming to the 

ommittee on Military Affairs. Let us stop now; let us quit the 
work we have begun ; and then let us have our fight upon the twenty- 
first rule. If we cannot go any farther, let us go as far as our Speaker 
has indicated, and provide that 8 shall introduce political leg- 
islation on appropriation bills; that there may be reduction of sak 
aries and similar reductions of expenses, but that we will strike out 
the possibility of political legislation. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I said that the possibility of polit- 
ical legislation was the cover under which many members on the 
other side songht to strike down the whole rule, and that I deprecated 
the striking down of that rule on any such ground. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I deprecate any legislation whatever upon appro- 
riation bills. I agree in a great measure with the gentleman from 
‘ennessee, [Mr. WHITTHORNE, ] who says that the vicious legislation 

of the country for some years past has come largely from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in that way. But if nothing better can be 
done, let us guard ourselves from the possibility of any political leg- 


islation, and give our rule the construction which the Speaker has 
indicated—that salaries may be reduced and similar reductions of 
expense made on appropriation bills, but that they shall contain 
8 the nature of political legislation. 

The House has now the opportunity to save itself. If it goes along 
in the course it has begun, we shall simply ruin this magnificent re- 

rt of the committee—a grand improvement upon our present rules. 

, for one, shall go for defeating the whole abominable botch, if this 
report be amended in the manner now threatened. 

. CALKINS. Mr. Chairman, the trouble here seems to be this: 
yesterday some of us who were fighting for equal rights on this floor 
met the enemy, and we were theirs. To-day we have met them upon 
the same ground, and they are ours. The result hurts somebody. 
The fact is, this is simply a fight for power. When I entered this 
House in the Forty-fifth Congress the first time I asked its attention 
was in reference to this very vicious rule which is now the subject of 
discussion. On this subject there is a happy medium upon which I 
think we can all agree. There are not, I think, a dozen members on 
either side who will not agree tosend every bill appropriating money 
to the Appropriations Committee if you will strip that committee of 
the power to incorporate into their bills new legislation. The ground 
of complaint among members is the immense power that the commit- 
tee now wields in this House. 

I object to having a guardian. I object to sitting here, undertak- 
ing to represent my constituents, with a rale over me which says, 
“You may introduce an amendment to an appropriation bill that re- 
duces expenditures, but if your constituents demand that expendi- 
ture in any direction be increased you shall not offer such an amend- 
ment; your proposition shall simply go to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole who will decide it out of order; so that you 
cannot get a vote on it, no matter how just the measure may be.”. 

Let me give you an illustration. I went to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations as my friend from Virginia [Mr. Harris] did. I asked 
the gentleman in charge of one of the appropriation bills to put upon 
it an amendment that would not increase expenditures $70 a year. 
He said it was perfectly right. “Then put it on,“ said I, “I cannot,” 
he said; the committee have not authorized it.“ ‘ Then,” said I, 
let me submit it to the House.” “Oh, no,” was the reply, “ we must 
stand by the report of the committee.” 

That is the power I object to. Two hundred and seventy men in 
this House are under the guardianship of fifteen. [Applause,] I fight 
for the equal rights of all. I stand here for the younger members of 
the House—younger in service, not in age—men who have mettle in 
them, as my coll o [Mr. BROWNE] has said. They are now under 
tutelage and guardianship. They cannot get beyond the chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole in endeavoring to present to the 
House matters which their constituents demand. 

Now, the reason I make this fight with some of my friends is that 
whenever we force these gentlemen who are now our guardians to 
distribute the power they now exercise, they will come down hand- 
somely. We shall meet on the und of statesmanship; we shall 
then have a compromise by which the business of the House can be 
done. I say to gentlemen who agree with me that as we have now 
put a check upon our opponents, all we have to do is to stand our 

und, and they will soon come down. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. BROWNE, J which will be read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words oee than the appropriations for its support;” so that, as . 


amended, the clause will ; 
To the military establishment and the public defense: to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 


The question being put, 

N CHAIRMAN, The Chair by the viva voce vote is unable to de- 
cide, e 
Mr. GARFIELD. We may as wall have tellers. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be nd objection tellers will be ordered. 

There being no objection tellers were ordered; and Mr. BROWNE 
and Mr. RANDALL were appointed. 
ne committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 93, noes 
So the ameudment was not agreed to. i 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. ‘ 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the report of 
the Committee on Rules and had come to no resolution thereon. 

EFFINGHAM LAWRENCE, À 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting report and 

pers in reference to the Louisiana (sete land claim of Effingham 
33 which was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

FORESTRY. 

Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Agriculture be ee to forward to this 
House any facts or statistics in his office on the subject of forestry not heretofore 
pub! from his Department. 
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Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I move that the House adjourn. 
The motion was to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
fifteen minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. AINSLIE: The petition of George L. Shoup, E. T. Beatty, 
and others, for the construction of a mili road from Salmon City, 
Idaho, to Crystal City, in said Territory—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. : 

By Mr. NELSON W. ALDRICH: Memorial of the Ayrshire Breed- 
ers’ Association, requesting the prompt action of Co to prevent 
the spread of 5 the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BARBER: Papers relating to the rent claim of James S. 
McKnight and James Richardson for house at El Paso, Texas, occu- 
pied by General Carlton from September, 1862, to March, 1864—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: The petition of manufacturers of tobacco and 
cigars, and dealers in leaf-tobacco, of Cincinnati, Ohio, and Coving- 
ton, Kentucky, against the passage of the free-leaf bill—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of citizens of Boone County, 
Iowa, for the amendment of the patent laws so as to protect inno- 
cent purchasers and users of patented articles—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Boone County, Iowa, for a law 
restricting charges of railway transportation between the different 
States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr, CLAFLIN: Papers relating to the pension claim of William 
Denene—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COFFROTH: The petition of Henry Senethberg, for extra 

ay as a soldier of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 


By Mr. COX: The petition of John Collister, for relief for injuries 
received while working on the New York post-office building in — 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of E. A. Mann and many others, for an increase 
of pension to all soldiers and sailors who lost a leg or arm in the 
United States service, during the late war, to $50 per month—to the 
‘Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Jesse Hoyt and man 
trade with the Dominion of Canada and Ne 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the petition of John Taylor, for an increase of pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: Memorial of the California State Grange, 
for the establishment of an experimental farm and the detail of an 
officer especially to gather agricultural information on the Pacific 
coast—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition.of citizens of Hardin County, Iowa, 
for the enactment of such laws as will prevent fluctuations in freights 
and unjust discrimination—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Hardin County, Iowa, that the 
patent laws may be so amended as to protect innocent purchasers—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. EWING: Two petitions of citizens of Ohio, of similar im- 
port—to the same committee. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Ohio, for the 8 by Con- 

of interstate commerce to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of Goss & Sawyer and others, of Bath, 
Maine, for the improvement of the Kennebeck River at Richmond—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. BENJAMIN W. HARRIS: The petition of Messenger & 
Sweet, of Norton, Massachusetts, against the repeal of the tax on 
matches—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEILMAN: The petition of Charles Mason, late deputy 
revenue collector for the second division of the second district of 
Indiana, to be relieved from accounting for two hundred and ten 
cigar-stamps stolen from him—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HOUSE: Papers relating to the claim of John E. Bauman 
for pay for use of a mill at Nashville, Tennessee, by United States 
forces during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of W. B. Bayless for pay for ma- 
terials, use, and damage of land in building a fort at Nashville, Ten- 
nessee, during the late war—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the sureties on the bond of Henry Norrell, late 
collector of internal revenue, second district of Tennessee, to be re- 
leased from said bond—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HULL: Memorial of William A. Young, in reference to the 
deepening of the channel over Volusia Bar, Saint John’s River, Flor- 
ida—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HUTCHINS: The petition of United States soldiers of West- 
chester County, New York, who served in the Union Army, for the 
yank of the equalization bounty bill—to the Committee on Military 


‘airs. 

By Mr. LADD: The petition of citizens of Bangor, Maine, for an 
increase of the pension of Maxim Drinkwater—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Washburn, Maine, for the improve- 


others, for reciprocal 
‘oundland—to the Com- 


ment of the channel of the Aroostook River—to the Committee on 
mmerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Masardis, Maine, of similar import— 
to the same committee, 

Also, the petition of citizens, soldiers, and officers of the United 
States Army in the late war, for the payment of mileage after dis- 
charge from the Army in the late war of rebellion—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Br Mr. PERSONS: The petition of citizens of Carroll and Doug- 
las Counties, Georgia, for a post-route from Douglasville to-Carroll- 
ton, Georgia—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PHISTER: The petition of B. F. King, sr., and 63 others, 
citizens of Greenup County, Kentucky, for laws inst monopolies 
and unjust discriminations in transportation of freights and passen- 
gers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. POEHLER: The petition of Joseph Meller and 34 others, 
citizens of Swift County, Minnesota, that the maximum price of lands 
of the H. and D. and St. P., M. and M. Railways be fixed at $2.50 per 
acre—to the Committee on Pablic Lands. 

By Mr. PRESCOTT: Papers relating to the pension claim of Mary 
P. Abeel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. te 

By Mr. ROTHWELL: The petition of Mrs. S. C. Mason, Anna 
Weems, C. D. Bushnell, and 65 others, citizens of Moberly, Missouri, 
for a constitutional amendment granting the right of suffrage to the 
women of America—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petitions of R. H. King, J. D. Clark, Dewitt We Tie 
and 87 others, citizens of Mercer County; of D. P. Hubbard, K 
Rowell, Benjamin Dickinson, and 77 others, citizens of Linn County ; 
of A. R. Voorhees, C. J. Worden, Hiram Woodward, and 79 others, 
citizens of Chariton County; of Joseph D. Golin, Peter Bear, H. M. 
Pratt, and 143 others, citizens of Daviess County; of Adam Given, 
Thomas Boyd, John A. McDaniel, M. Y. Buchanan, and 41 others, 
citizens of Randolph County; and of Hezekiah G: „W. P. Boyce, 
William Dunlap, and 18 others, citizens of Grundy County, Missouri, 
for the passage of a law to regulate interstate commerce—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petitions of citizens of Platte, Clay, and 
Cass Counties, Missouri, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SP. : The petition of John Erwin and other soldiers 
of Clay County, Illinois, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Resolutions of the city council of Chicago, 
Illinois, asking for the passage of a bill to amend the statutes in 
relation to the transportation of dutiable goods—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON: The petition of E. H. Col- 
cord and 437 other ex-soldiers, for the passage of the bill equalizing 
bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARD W. TOWNSHEND: The petition of W. B. 
Anderson and 14 others, late members of and occupants of official 
positions in the United States Army in the war of 1861, for addi- 
tional pay for F. L. Ferguson, late a member of Company 05 Sixtieth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry—to the same committee. 

y Mr. WADDILL: The petition of citizens of Missouri, for grant- 
ing to enrolled Missouri militia the same homestead rights as other 
mi tet fee nizations—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of J. D. Packwood, for pay for serv- 
ices rendered and losses incurred by his father during the revolu- 
tionary war—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of A. D. Pinkerton and others, 
citizens of Wright County, Minnesota, for legislation to restrain rail- 
road extortions and discriminations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of William Brooks and others, citizens of Henne- 
pin County, Minnesota, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of A. D. Pinkerton and others, citizens of Wright 
County, and of William Brooks and others, citizens of Hennepin 
County, Minnesota, for certain amendments to the patent laws—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of John Quinn and 92 others, citi- 
zens of Belen, New Mexico, for the pamago of the bill (H. R. No. 269) 
known as the Wright supplement to the homestead act—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lande 

Also, the petition of certain employés of the House of Represent- 
atives for an equalization of pay with Senate employés—to the Com- 
mittee of Accounts. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 4, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Richardson K. Baird, of 
Hardin County, Tennessee, praying to be granted an increase of pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the paneon of W. H. Owen and others, 
citizens of Piscataquis County, Maine, praying for an amendment to 
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the patent laws so as to protect any person manufacturing for his 
own use any article 8 patented, provided such manufacturer 
was not cognizant of the existence of the letters-patent; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented the petition of William Adams and oth- 
ers, citizens of Frederick County, Virginia, praying for an amend- 
ment to the patent laws so as to make the manufacturer and vendor 
alone responsible for infringements; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

He also presented the petition of D. W. Bageant and others, citi- 
zens of Frederick County, Nba are praying for the enactment of a 
law to prevent fluctuations in freights and unjust discriminations in 
transportation charges; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of William A. Young, of Jackson- 
ville, Florida, praying that an appropriation be made for deepenin 
the channel on Volusia Bar, Saint John’s River, in that State; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT presented the memorial of John McConnell and others, 
citizens of Connecticut and soldiers in the late war, remonstratin, 

ainst the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) for the examination an 
aijaticston of pension claims ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. WALLACE presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of sea- 
men, masters, and vessel-owners of Philadelphia, in favor of the re- 

l of the shipping act of June 7, 1872; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MCPHERSON presented the petition of A. C. Rhind, commo- 
dore United States Navy, praying that he may be promoted thirty 
numbers in his sdo, in accordance with the recommendation of the 
board of admiralty created by the act of July 25, 1866; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD presented the petition of John M. Stockdale, late 
register of the State land office of Iowa, praying for the enactment of 
a law reimbursing him for moneys expended as such officer in the 
employment of clerks; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of Field, Leiter & Co., John V. 
Farwell & Co., and 56 other firms of importers and consignees of 
imported goods, of Chicago, Illinois, praying the repeal of the imme- 
diate-transportation act of July 14, 1870; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of the city council of Chicago, in 
favor of the passage of a bill to give the same advantages to western 
cities that are enjoyed by eastern ports relative to the transportation 
of dutiable goods; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Ix Crry Counctt, Chicago, January 26, 1880. 
Whereas a bill has been introduced in the House of Representatives of the United 
States, entitled “A bill to amend the statutes in relation to the transportation of 


dutiable goods; and 

Whereas the said bill has been referred to the Committee of Ways and Means 
‘or consideration ; an 
: Whereas the intent of the said bill is to give the of the interior the equal- 
ity with seaboard porte Sabb Se contented o them by the Constitution, and which 
is their natural right, and to lish the present unconstitutional and unfair ad- 
ed tersar peis quah and 
e attainment of such objects would be of great value to the West, 


Whereas 
d particularly to the city of Chicago, by frecing fereign trade and opening it to 
the va al Jaws of competition : Nos, th ed That the Representatives in 
Beit o J 
Congress of our city and tho United States Sonators or DEDO DOr aL SN, 
nested to do all in their power to procure the s; y of the said bill; 
nod it is hereby ordered that an official copy of the aroan g preamble and resolu- 
tion be sent to each of our Representatives and to each of the Senators. 


ved. 
se CARTER H. HARRISON, Mayor. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 


ApaMs, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the : 


Senate: 
A bill (H. R. No. 3336) to prescribe the time of service of jurors; 
d 


an 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 93) for printing the American Ephem- 
eris and Nautical Almanac. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (8. No. 317) for the relief of Captain J. B. Campbell; and 

A bill (S. No. 695) for the relief of Michael Granery, Nicholas Wax, 


and Moliere Lange. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred a letter of the Secretary of War, asking such legislation as 


will provide for the acquisition by the United States of the title to the 
land upon which Fort Stockton, Texas, is situated, submitted a re- 
port thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1205) to enable the Sec- 
retary of War to acquire for the United States the title to the site of 
Fort Stockto 
report was o 


Texas. The bill was read twice by its title, and the 
to be printed. 


Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 532) for the relief of Eliza Howard Powers, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 


bill was postponed indefinitely 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was refe the memorial of Rey. Sheldon Jackson 
superintendent of the Presbyterian schools in the Territories, and 
Rey. John Lanahan, pastor of Foundry Methodist Episcopal church, 
of Washington City, praying for the establishment of schools in Alaska, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor; which was 
a to. 

He also, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 1007) to provide for the payment of certain 
expenses of the district judge of the western judicial district of Mich- 
igan, asked to be discha‘ from its further consideration, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 157) for the relief of M. M. Herr, reported it 
with amendments. d - 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Hannah Roche, of Washington, District of 
Columbia, praying for a pension on account of the death of her 
daughter by an explosion in a cartridge factory, submitted an ad- 
verse report thèreon; which was ordered to be printed, and the com- 
mittee were discharged from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the petition of John Thornley, medical director United States 
Navy, praying for restoration to the Navy, submitted a report thereon, 
accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1206) for the relief of Medical Director 
John Thornley, United States Navy. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
555 No. 210) regulating the rank and pay of fleet marine officer in the 
nited States Navy, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill (S. No. 1207) directing and author- 
izing the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the Umatilla, 
Warm Spring, and certain other tribes of Indians occupying reserva- 
tions within the State of Oregon for the extinguishment of their title 
to the lands now oceupied by them, and for their removal to other 
lands or reservations without the- limits of said State; which was 
2 twice by its title, and recommitted to the Committee on Indian 

‘airs. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 72) for the relief of John B. Davis, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was to. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 753) to provide for the sale of the re- 
mainder of the reservation of the confederated Otoe and Missouria 
tribes of Indians, in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and for other 


pu $ cS ae it with an amendment. 

Mr. HEREFORD, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred papers in relation to the application of William H. Davis for 
compensation for the destruction of certain property at San Diego, 
California, by United States troops, submitted a be nae thereon, ac- 
companied by a bill (S. No. 1208) for the relief of William H. Davis, 
of Oakland, California. : 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MAXEY asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1209) to designate, classify, and fix the sala- 
ries of persons in the railway mail service; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McPHERSON asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduee a bill (S. No. 1210) for the relief of certain officers of the 
Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BOOTH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1211) for the relief of R. M. Briggs; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1212) for the relief of William H. H. Hat- 
field; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. s ‘ 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1213) granting a pension to Samuel P. Bronson; 
whioh was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. VEST asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1214) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HEREFORD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1215) to repeal the act of July 4, 1864, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 


to introduce a bill (8. No. 1216) ting a pension to Elisha M. Luck- 
ett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. GROOME. I hold in my hand a bill to authorize the restora- 
tion of Major Henry W. Janes, United States Army, retired, to the 
rank of major and quartermaster in the Army; also the petition of 
Ferdinand C. Latrobe and 127 other residents of Baltimore City, ask- 
ing the relief prayed for by the bill; also a further petition of Rob- 
ert P. Brown and 55 others, officers and privates of the Fifth ag 
land Regiment, upon the same subject-matter. Iask that the b 
ren accompanying papers be referred to the Committee on Military 

irs. 

By unanimous consent, leave was ted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1217) to authorize the restoration of Major Henry W. Janes, United 
States Army, retired, to the rank of major and quartermaster in the 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
in nepos, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Kr. RUCE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1218) to amend section 1517 of the Revised 
Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL asked, and py unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1219) for the improvement of the Volusia Bar 
in the Saint John’s River, Florida; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FERRY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1220) for the relief of Henry M. Rector and 
John H. Russell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1221) for the relief of Tod Randall; which 
Ween twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

‘airs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1222) concerning mineral land; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1223) to provide for the payment of addi- 
tional bounty to the soldiers of the Army of the United States during 
the war of the rebellion; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GORDON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1224) to remove the political disabilities of C. 
Manigault Morris, of Georgia ; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying petition, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. BAILEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. No. 1089) to amend section 640 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, relating to the removal of suits by corpo- 
rations, and to make further provision relating to suits by and against 
corporations; which was ordered to be printed. 


STATISTICS OF MERCHANDISE. 


Mr. KERNAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 


of the is directed to communicate to the 
er issued by the 


et to the collect- 
ors of customs of the United States dated December 15, 1879, and designated De- 
partment number, 175," whereby they are directed.“ whenever written requests to 
that effect shall be filed by shippers or consignees, to cause to be withheld from 
publication for a period not exceeding ninety days statistics relating to the im- 
portation or shipmentof any particular merchandise imported or shipped by them.” 


VIRGINIA COLONIAL HISTORY. 


Mr. JOHNSTON submitted the following concurrent resolution ; 
which was read : 
Resolved by the Senate of the United States, (the House of Representatives 

ring,) met oore be — 1,000 copies of the a e oe the Vi 

pna of London, of which 50 copies shall be for the Congressional Library, 700 

‘or the House of Representatives, and 250 for the Senate. 

s 2 — Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 

ution, 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Mr. President, I wish to say a word or two in ex- 
lanation of this resolution. The manuscript records of the Virginia 
80 of London, now in the ap en Library, are more than 

two hundred and fifty years old. The copy there is believed -to be 

the only one in existence. It contains authentic accounts of the 

whole transactions of the Virginia e aid and is invaluable as a 

history of a portion of our colonial peri 

The volumes (there are two of them) were in the possession of the 

Earl of Southampton, and after his death were purchased from his 

executors by William Byrd, of Virginia, from whose estate they were 

obtained by Rey. William Stith, the historian and president of Will- 
iam and Mary College. From him they went into the custody of 

Peyton Randolph, the first President of the Continental Congress. 

Mr. Jefferson bought his Horary, including these two manuscript vol- 

umes, and they were among -his papers purchased by the United 

States and are now preserved in the Congressional Library under 

lock and key. 

Under the auspices of this Virginia Company the first permanent 


concur- 
Com- 


English settlement was made on this continent. It instituted a leg- 
islative assembly, the members of which were elected by the 3 
The records are of great historical value and ought to be made ac- 
— to the historian and put beyond the danger of loss or de- 
struction. 

I move the reference of the resolution to the Committee on Print- 


"hi 
e motion was agreed to. 
HISTORY OF THE COTTON-WORM. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following concurrent resolution ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House ape gd seen concurring,) That 10,000 adi 
tional x be printed G Bulletin 2 of the History of the Wotton: Wie, Ak 
prepared by Professor Charles V. Riley under the order of the Congress; 7,000 
copies for the use of the House and 3,000 for the use of the Senate. 


EDWARD BRADEN AND J. W. ANGUS. 


Mr. MAXEY. Lask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill No. 56. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Who 
roceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 56) for the relief of Edw 
raden and J. W. Angus, which had been reported from the Commit- 

tee on Military Affairs with amendments. 

The amendments were, in line 5, after the name “J. W. Angus,” to 
insert “of the District of Columbia, partners, doing business under the 
firm-name of Edward Braden & Company;” in line 7, after the word 
of,“ to strike out “fourteen” and insert “twelve ;” in line 8, after 
the word “ thousand,” to insert “ five hundred ;” in the same line, be- 
fore the word “eight,” to strike ont “twenty” and insert “forty,” 
and in line 11, after the word “Texas,” to insert: 


And the said amount of $12,548.39 is hereby a riated, ont of an in 
the Treasury otherwise appropriated, in fı aad Anal settlement and satistec- 


t 
tion of said —— ta 
So as to make the bill read: 


trict of Columbia, ers, doing business under the firm-nam 
& Company, the sum of $12,548. 
construction of the s supply depot at San Antonio, 


. and the 
said amount of $12,548.39 is hereb; out af any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, in settlement and satisfaction of saii 


Mr. MAXEY. The firm-name is Edward Braden & Co.” I move 
that “ Company,” in line 7, be chan to “ Co.,“ so as to read “ Ed- 
ward Braden & Co.,” adopting the firm-name. 

The amendment to the amendments was to. 

The amendments, as amended, were to. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is there a written or printed report with this 
bill? 

Mr. MAXEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ishould like to hear it read. 

Mr. MAXEY. The printed report is quite elaborate, probably 
longer than the Senate would care to hear. I can, if peed „ make a 
statement developing all the points in the report; but the Senator 
has sugg that the report be read. 

Mr. CONKLING. All I want is to get at the facts. If the Sena- 
tor will give me them, I shall be very glad. 

Mr. MAXEY. By an act approved March 3, 1873, seventeenth vol- 
ume of United States Statutes at page the sum of $100,000 
was appropriated for the purpose of erecting “depot buildings, in- 
cluding shops, offices, commissary and quartermaster store-rooms, at 
San Antonio, Texas.” To prevent the lapsing of that appropriation, 
the contract not having been made in two years, by an act of March 
3 uan that appropriation was continued and rendered available 
“for the purpose aforesaid.” Under that act the Quartermaster- 
General, on the 12th of May, 1876, advertised for proposals for the 
work, and in June, 1876, the contract was bid off to Braden & Co. at 
the sum of $83,900. On the 7th of June the contract was let out. 
On the 9th of June, in accordance with a telegraphic order from the 
artem eee. the chief quartermaster of the Department of 

exas entered into a memorandum contract or ment with Ed- . 
ward Braden & Co. in strict accordance with their advertisement 
and with their bid; and that contained this clause: 

If it shall be found that foundations of a a three feet are re- 
quired, the said Edward Braden & Co. shall be paid the: r extra, at the rate of 
one cent per cubic foot for all such excavations, and $3.50 per perch extra for all 
such masonry in excess of the average depth of three feet. 

This was reduced to rise, on the 9th of June. The day 
the Quartermaster-General, by æ telegraphic order, thus add 
the chief quartermaster of the Department of Texas: 


If J. W. An of Washington, who was a contractor with the centennial 
branch of this Silice, is the enamels builder on the bid for the San A 


“and 


P by Captain Davis. If accepted— 
I call attention to this— 


If acce ter at once into an informal contract, to be replaced on its arrival 
by af pial asi drawn up here, which is merely fuller than the official printed 
contract and form, but in no essential manner varies from the printed specifica- 
tions and plans. 
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When the printed contract was sent down to San Antonio, it omitted 


this material clause : 

If it shall be found that foundations of a greater depth than three feet are re- 

Sent per eubie foot for all each exowvationa’and $3.50 per perch extra for all such 
cu 
masenry in excess of the average depth of three feet. 

That clause was omitted by accident, I suppose; at all events, it 
was omitted. Braden and Angus both swear that when the formal 
contract was presented, having full faith in the telegraphic order of 
the Quartermaster-General that the formal contract would in no ma- 
terial degree vary from the informal contract, they signed this con- 
tract without reading it, whereby they claim it was signed through 
a mistake as to the omission of that clause. The officer in charge, 
Captain Davis, whose report is very full, shows the amount of work 
which they did below three feet, which was their bid and their ac- 
cepted bid. The work below three feet I have calculated at one cent 
per cubic foot, 11,267 cubic feet making $112.67 for the excavation ; 
and five hundred and forty-one perches of masonry at the stipulated 
rate would be $1,893.50; the two items making $2,006.17, which is 
the amount allowed on that item. That, in the opinion of the com- 
mittee, is unquestionably right, because the informal contract was 
in strict accordance with the advertisement and in strict accordance 
with their bid, and the failure to insert this clause in the formal con- 
tract should not be taken advantage of by the Government. That is 
one of the items. I will state another item. 

There were three distinct plots of grounds in San Antonio which 
had been bought by the city of San Antonio and tendered for this depot 
site. The chief quartermaster of the Department of Texas required 
the contractors to begin on a certain plot, No. 3, I think it was—at 
all events on a certain plot. They went on in accordance with orders 
and ex; ended a considerable amount of money there, when the Quar- 
termaster-General required them to change to another plot of ground, 
he not being satisfied with the plot upon which they were working. 
The item of eleven hundred and odd dollars is allowed to them for 
the change of situation which was made by the Government after 
they had proceeded to do that work. 

So much for those two items. They made a claim for a change in 
the grade of lumber. That claim the committee believed was not 
sufficient, and they disallowed it. 

Mr. CONKLING. What was the second item that the Senator said 
the committee allowed ? 

Mr. MAXEY. It was that there had been, as I stated, three plots 
of ground donated by the city of San Antonio, and the chief quarter- 
master directed the contractors to go to work on one of them; they 
did so, and expended a considerable amount of money and labor on 
that plot; but subsequently the Quartermaster-General here, not lik- 
in that location, directed a change to another plot, and they did as 

ered. 
that change. 

The principal item is fora better class of masonry than the con- 
tract required. The contract required them to build the work in what 
is designated in the contract as “ first-class rubble masonry ;” that 
was the expression used. I should like to refer to the testimony by 
the officer who had charge of the work, Captain George W. Davis; 
and I will say for him that, in 7 5 judgment, he is one of the most 
competent men for the task that I know, the same one who now has 
charge of the Washington Monument here. Captain Davis states that 
there is no technical meaning for the term “ first-class rabble mason- 
ry;” that it takes in masonry of stone without being dressed at all, 
laid up, sometimes with mortar and sometimes without mortar. In 
this case the work had to be “ first-class rubble masonry.” He re- 
quired tho Bea to be brought to a square; he required the stone to 
be scabbled as it is called, that is to say, it was to be brought to a 

lane without being polished or smoothed, and to be laid in mortar. 
The effect of this was that the character of the work which they were 
uired to do was far beyond anything known among engineers as 
“ first-class rubble masonry.” This not being a term of art, the pre- 
sumption of law, as the committee believe, would be that what was 
meant by “ first-class rubble masonry ” in the contract would be that 
character of first-class masonry known among the people of San An- 
tonio at the time and place where and when the contract was made. 
Photographs of frst class rubble masonry in San Antonio were taken 
and compared with this work, and unquestionably, as is reported by 
every one who has looked at it, this work is far superior to any rub- 
ble maoy in the city of San Antonio. Captain Davis reports that; 
General Ord reports that. A board, consisting of one man selected by 
the Government, one by the contractors, and a third the leading mas- 
ter-builder of San Antonio, reported it to be far superior. Captain 
Davis says, on the item of superior masonry, that the difference in cost 
is fully $1 per perch. The contractors put it at 82 per perch. The 
board called to investigate this matter placed it at the middle figure, 
$1.50 per perch, and the committee believing the board to be right put 
it at that figure. That board was composed of very capable men: Cap- 
tain Livermore, the chief engineer of the Department of Texas; John 
8. Mason, lieutenant-colonel Fourth Infantry; and J. H. Kampmann, 
the leading contractor in the city of San Antonio, composed that 
board. In approving the report of that board, Gencral Ord says: 

It was at m; uest that Ca Davis was a: ted tosu the buildin 

of the depot, Saat know how — 2 he has FE a the 8 n 


ment in connection therewith ; in fact, he has, by reason of the good will of the 
contractors, and their desire to accommodate the Government, secured a much bet- 


Of course the contractors ought not to suffer by reason of 


ter style and quality of work than is found on any stone building ever erected in 
this town—perhaps the cheapest job of the sort ever done for the Government 
and, according to the wording of the contract as to rubble work, better and much 
more expensive than the contract called for. 

They were required to do that much more expensive work by Cap- 
tain Davisin charge. The Government has not paid them for it. The 
contract did not require them to do it; and the committee believe, 
and I think with great propriety, that they should be allowed com- 
pensation for it. a 

Captain Davis gives a full account in his report of how the work 
was done. He says: 

In conclusion, I would state that as the contractors have carried out the contract 
faithfully, (losing from $5,000 to $10,000 on the job,) having manifested a disposition 
at all times to acquiesce in all demands made upon them, even though these demands 
sometimes were thought anfair, and a compliance with them worked against their 
boca they are entitled toas much consideration as can be legally and equitably 

wo. 


Another item and the last is in respect of the cornice. The cornice 
was changed from the contract. The estimate which was placed on 
that 5 400 the board called to examine it was $1,535. Of this 
amount was allowed by the Government, leaving $1,335. It was 
insisted by the Quartermaster-General that that change was not an 
advantage to the building. Whether that was the case or not, the 
change was made under the suspervision and control and direction of 
the officerin charge. The work was done, the material was furnished, 
and these men ought to be pas forit. He who stands by and is silent 
when he should speak ought not to be heard when he should be silent. 

These items, which have been very carefully investigated by the 
committee, grow, not out of a new contract, not out of extra compen- 
sation, but out of a contract as it was made and reduced to writing by 
the chief quartermaster of Texas and signed by the contractors on the 
9th of June, 1876. These cover all the items. The report of the com- 
mittee is sustained by copious extracts upon every point. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President it seems to me that this bill is well 
calculated to remind the Senate of a very hazardous practice which I 
think is on the increase here, a practice under which nobody can fore- 
see to which committee any particular measure will go. Here is a case 
exceptionally, peculiarly adapted to the Committee on Claims. It is 
a pure private claim, as I think of a somewhat unusual character. 
The claimants happen to reside in Texas, although the bill speaks of 
one of them as residing here being a 8 of the other who resides 
in Texas. These buildings were to be constructed in the State of 
Texas; and I observe by the bill that the honorable Senator from 
Texas farthest from me itr. CoKE] introduced it, and on his motion 
it was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, of which it hap- 
pens accidentally that the other Senator from Texas [Mr. Maxx] is 
chairman. I do not suppose that the residence of these parties and 
of the two Senators determined the reference of this bill; and yet I 
speak of it with great frankness to show, as I think it does, that we 

ould observe, as we have not lately observed, the rules of the Sen- 
ate which carry a measure to one committee rather than to another. 

I have affirmed that this case belonged to the Committee on Claims. 
To vindicate that assertion and also to allude as far as I shall to the 
merits of the proposition, I beg to call the attention of the Senate to 
two or three of its features. j 

In court this would be to reform a written contract ; it would be a 
bill asking a decree affirming that something which the parties in- 
tended to embrace in the contract was omitted, and praying the 
court to decreé that the meaning of a clause inserted in the contract 
was not the meaning upon which the minds of the parties met. Every 
lawyer who looks at it will see, I think, that that is the nature of 
this claim. The claimants allege that having signed a written con- 
tract, it did not truly express the agreement, and I find in the contract 
which they did sign these words: 

That it is expressly agreed and stipulated between the ies to this con 
that, upon ee agreement, it may be changed, altered, ood ply or ebro bey 
either in whole or in part; but no such change, alteration, modification, ora 
tion shall entitle the said Ed. Braden & Co. to an increase of compensation over 
that herein specified, except the alteration or modification referred to in the last 
clause of article 1 of this agreement. 

That clause refers to a power reserved by the United States “to 
make additions to the aforesaid described buildings” or alterations 
of a kind mentioned. 

As I understand this agreement, then, in one of its clauses which 
it is not sought to reform, one at least of the very changes for which 
the bill proposes to make compensation, and, as I think, two of them 
were reserved to the party of one 12 755 Upon that state of case, ex 
parte affidavits are presented in which the affiants were the parties 
themselves, It is possible there is some other afflant. I look at this 
report now for the first time, and I find the er parte affidavits of the 
parties themselves ponang out what they allege to be the equitable 
merits of their claim and the hardship which came to them in execut- 
ing this contract which they seek to have abrogated as it stands and 
for the purpose of their claim established in different form and ditfer- 
ent substance. 

Now, Mr. President, if there can be a more illusory, uncertain mode 
of 3 case of this sort than must occur when it is done 
upon ex parte affidavits, I can hardly think of it; and I should like 
to inquire of the Senator from Texas why this case should not go to 
the Court of Claims? 

Mr. MAXEY. Iam not aware of any reason why it should go to 
the Court of Claims. It is just like many other claims that are pre- 
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sented here in cases of disagreement between the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral and the contractors. Army cases of this kind have ordinarily, so 
far as has come under my observation, gone to the Committee on 
Military Affairs for action. I know of no reason why this should go 
to the Court of Claims. 5 

Mr. CONKLING. I was not at the moment on the question of 
whether it should bave gone to the Military Committee or not, as 
between that committee and the Committee on Claims; but as the 
Senator alludes to that, does he mean that it has been the custom of 
the Senate to refer to the Committee on Military Affairs private 
claims for damages or extra compensation to contractors in erecting 
depot buildings, shops, offices, commissary and quartermasters’ store- 
houses. I think the Senator will hardly say that if he speaks only 
of that brief period covered by my service in the Senate, and I am 
confident that the late chairman of the Committee on Claims and 
the present chairman will bear me out in saying that such petitions 
go usually, if not always, to the Committee on Claims. But the ques- 
tion I put to the honorable Senator was this: Why should this case 
be tried before the Committee on Claims or the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs in this way? Why should it not be tried as it would 
between any other two Fe parties? In short, why should 
it not go to the Court of Claims where both sides can be heard? I 
do not know but that there may be some statutory difficulty in the 
way or something which does not occur to me, and therefore I ask 
the honorable Senator for information on that point. Unless there 
be something in the way I think I shall venture to submit a motion 
myself that this be referred to the Court of Claims; but if there be 
something in the statute which does not occur to me removing it from 
the customary jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, of course that 
mee change it. R 4 

t is quite impossible, Mr. President, for me to understand in detail 
the merits of this matter; and I beg to assure the Senator from Texas 
that I intend to express no opinion about them. It would be pee. 
sumptuous for me to do it; indeed I might say that it would be I 

i nite impossible for any committee, however intelligently con- 
stituted, to understand, upon the papers which are annexed to this 
report, in the sense in which a court of justice ought to understand, or 
in the sense in which private contesting parties would insist upon its 
being understood, the length and breadth of thiscontroversy. Ithink, 
if it were to be passed upon here at all, it certainly should go as other 
such cases do, to the committee constituted for that purpose. But if 
it had been before the Committee on Claims, I should say that a bill 
to reform a contract, to reconstruct it, and then to allow equitable 
compensation for what under the reformed contract would not as I 
understand it be due, would be an appeal to congressional discretion 
which certainly ought not to be listened to if another tribunal can be 
fonnd in which the decision should be vested; and I shall move at 
the proper time, if that is not disagreeable to the honorable Senator 
from Texas, that this claim be submitted to the Court of Claims, in 
order not only that these parties, but that the representatives of the 
Government may be h before a tribunal adapted for such a case. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, first, I am not, as the Senator from 
New York is under the impression I am, chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs. Second, the bill was introduced by my colleague 
on his own account, and without my knowledge; and the reference 
was requested by him to be made to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs of his own motion, and the Senate ordered the case before the 
Committee on Military Affairs. Third, the case fell to me in the 
ordinary administration of the business of the Committee on Military 
Affairs without my asking for it. It simply happened to fall in my 
charge in the distribution of work made by the chairman of that 
committee. 

I have thus answered those points. I presume the Senate thought, 
certainly the Committee on Military Affairs thought, that it was pr 
erly ore that committee, because it was an Army claim. All the 
evidences in respect to it were to be found in the Department with 
which that committee had to do, and nowhere else, and the case was 
tried mainly, as will be seen, first, upon the official report made by Cap- 
tain Davis, the officer in charge, to the Quartermaster-General of the 
United States Army ; second, npon the report of the board called for 
the purpose of arbitrating this matter by the commanding general of 
the Department of Texas; and, third, upon the 8 of the work of 
that board by the commanding general of the Department of Texas, 
in which that officer approved of this claim. I will state that every 
item which is here allowed was allowed by the board of officers, one 
of whom was selected by the commanding general of the Department 
of Texas, a Government captain of engineers, one selected by the par- 
ties, and the third selected by mutual a ment, and himself an offi- 
cer of the United States Army. Thus the evidence here is, first, the 
evidence of the officer placed in charge of the work; second, the evi- 
dence of the board that went personally and examined that work; 
and, third, the evidence of the commanding general of the Department 
of Texas, whose headquarters are where this work was done, and who 
himself states that— 

It was at my request that Captain Davis was appointed to supervise the build- 
ing of the depot— 

8 He was appointed by the Quartermaster-General, not by these par- 
es 


and I know how carefull 


he has guarded the interests of the Government in 
connection therewith; in 


t, he has, by reason of the good will of the contractors, 


and their desire to accommodate the Government. secured a much better style and 


quality of work than is found on any stone building ever erected in this town— 
perhaps the cheapest job of the sort ever done for the Government—and, according 
to the wording of the contract as to rubble-work, better and much more expensive 
than the contract called for. 

So that the testimony here is not ex parte statements; it is the offi- 
cial statements of those having charge of this work. The prelimi- 
nary contract is in writing; the final contract is in writing; they are 
there to show for themselves, and they are not er parte. They are 
signed on behalf of the United States, by the chief quartermaster of 
the Department of Texas, and by the contractors in their own right. 
I therefore do not see where the er e testimony comes in, save and 
except in the affidavits of the two contractors, one of whom General 
Meigs says resided in the District of Columbia at the time the con- 
tract was made. He indorses him, because he says if he is the re- 
sponsible party close the contract. The other resides in the State of 
Texas; and an intimation appears to have been thrown out by the 
Senator from New York that because he resided in the State of Te 
therefore the Senator who reported the bill would be more Wee 
to look favorably upon him than if he resided elsewhere. I beg to 
say to that Senator 
ee CONKLING., I did not say that, if the honorable Senator will 

ow me. 

Mr. MAXEY. I thought that was the intimation thrown out. 

Mr. CONKLING. On the con I disclaimed that. I will state 
very frankly what I said and what 1 meant. I was arguing that we 
ought to observe the rules of the Senate in the distribution of busi- 
ness, and I said that one of the Senators from Texas introduced the 
bill in behalf of contractors living in Texas and gave it an unusual 
reference, as I thought, to the Committee on Military Affairs, of which 
it happened the other Senator from Texas was chairman, and thus we 
had presented an appearance which I disclaimed and which I thought 
it was desirable to avoid, owing to the coincidence of these facts, 
whereas if it had gone in the rẹ direction there would be no room 
for any such suggestion. 

Mr. MAXEY. I have already stated that Iam not chairman of that 
committee and never was. 

Mr. CONKLING. Of which committee? 

Mr. MAXEY. The Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator reports the bill from that committee. 
I should have said “the organ of the committee.” He is chairman as 
to this bill 5 J the organ of the committee making this report. 

Mr. Y. I have already said that the reference was made to 
the Committee on Military Affairs without my knowledge, and the 
work fell to me in the due course of business, assigned to me as a great 
many other cases are. I will now further state that the idea did not 
occur to the Committee on Military Affairs that the reference was im- 
properly made. The chairman of the Committee on Claims, who is 
about as guarded as any one I know, and about as faithful in the dis- 
charge of his duties as any one I know, happens to be also a member 
of the Committee on Military Affairs. No objection was made (and 
he was present) to the reference to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Consequently there is nothing in that point. 

Now, a word in regard to the proposed reference to the Court of 
Claims. I think if the Senator from New York will examine these 
official papers to which I have referred as the evidence he will see 
that there is nothing here which would require the light of the Court 
of Claims to come to this Senate. If the case were to go before the 
Court of Claims what could be done? The evidence which the con- 
tractors offer is from the Government officers, the official reports made 
by those Government officers. The officer in charge of the work, 
known by all who know him to be e e now put in charge of 
the Washington Monument here, a faithful, conscientious officer, says 
that the contractors often thought he was too severe upon them. He 
himself reports, not these contractors but he himself reports that 
there is no artistic definition of the words “rubble masonry;” that 
that is nota term of art, and that he did require far better work 
than was required in the city of San Antonio, where this work was 
done, and that it is reasonable to suppose these contractors would as- 
sume that the style of work there would be that which would control 
the case; and when the photographs were submitted to the Quarter- 
master-General by Captain Davis, the officer in charge, the reply of 
the Quartermaster-General upon examining those 2 ee and 
comparing the work at the San Antonio depot with the work in the 
city of San Antonio, he said “ the comparison might as well be made 
with jacals,” which in the Mexican language is the lowest character 
of stick and mud building, “as with the bad masonry of partition 
walls of stores ;” and Captain Davis replied to him.“ I was not speak- 
ing of a cabin hut; I was comparing this work with structures of 
rubble masonry in the city of San Antonio.” I hold that while the 
term is not a term of art, while “rubble masonry,” as is said by the 
eto, pee in charge of the work, has different meanings, the term was 
well known in San Antonio, and hundreds of buildings are there built 
of rubble work, and the contractors had a right to assume that the 
best rubble masonry” meant the character of “the best rubble ma- 
sonry” when and where the contract was made; and the engineer 
officer reports that this is far better work than the best rabble ma- 
sonry found in San Antonio, and their contract only called for rub- 
ble masonry; and the board which examined the work makes the 
same report, and General Ord makesgthe same report, the officer in 
charge of that department. 
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I may state here that I was in the city of San Antonio last fall and 
I examined all the public buildings connected with the Army at that 
place, which is the headquarters of the Department of Texas. I ex- 
amined this work fully, thoroughly, and faithfully in the various 
rooms, in the top of the tower, everywhere, and my deliberate judg- 
ment is, just as General Ord expresses it, that it is the cheapest jo 
of work ever done for the American Government. As ie work was 
done according to their bid and according to the informal contract, 
and grew out of that and was ae by the Government, it does 
seem to me in justice and fair dealing that the contractors should 
have their pay. 

If it had been desired to refer this matter to the Committee on 
Claims, I will say to the Senator from New York it would have been 
a source of very great pleasure to me, because I spent day after day 
thoroughly searching out and conscientiously investigating this claim 
in order to arrive at what I believed to be the merits of the case. 
The full report, if the Senate will consider it, will show that the con- 
clusion at which the Committee on Military Affairs arrived was a 
just and righteous conclusion. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Has the Senator from Texas stated why this claim 
was not referred 808 the Committee on Military Affairs to the Court 
of Claims? Was there any reason appearing in the examination? 

Mr. MAXEY. Because the Committee on Military Affairs saw noth- 
ing whatever which made any demand upon them to refer the case 
to the Court of Claims. The Court of Claims, as I understand it, is 
where there is a contest or some disagreement in regard to evidence, 
or some fact to be elicited by proof not accessible by the committee 
to its satisfaction. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Was there not a dispute between the Govern- 
ment and these claimants as to the allowance of this claim? 

Mr. MAXEY. The only disagreement between the Government and 
the claimants grows out of these written papers, and all the light 
which the Court of Claims could possibly throw on the case is thrown 
on the case by the memorandum contract, which is in writing, the 
final contract, which is in writing, the report of the officer in charge, 
which is in writing, the report of the board of arbitrators, which is 
in writing, and the approval thereof by the commander of the De- 

ment of Texas, which is also in writing. Hence the committee 
lieved there was no necessity for referring it to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. THURMAN. Before my friend sits down, will he answer me 
one question? I see, on looking over the report, that Captain Davis 
approved the claim, and that a board appointed by the Quartermaster- 

eral of the War Department also made a favorable report. Now, 
I wish to know why the claim was not allowed by the Quartermaster- 
General. : 

Mr. MAXEY. The claim was presented to the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral, and because of his refusal the claim comes here. 

Mr. THURMAN. There is Beate. A I should like to ask 
my friend—whether there is any difficulty in prosecuting a suit 

inst the United States in the Court of Claims on this contract ? 

. MAXEY. The Senator from Ohio is much more familiar with 
that point than Iam myself. The contract was closed on the 9th of 
June, 1876. It was made on the 7th of June verbally, and reduced 
to writing on the 9th of June. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Court of Claims has jurisdiction for six 


Mr. McMILLAN. The jurisdiction of the Court of Claims is de- 
fined by section 1059 of the Revised Statutes. The first provision of 
that section enumerates : 

First. All claims founded upon any law of Congress, or upon any regulation of an 

ative Department, or upon any con or implied, with the Gov- 
momen of tie United States, and all na pores be os sia to it by either 
House of Congress. 

The statute limiting the time within which a claim may be pros- 
ecuted before that tribunal is contained in section 1069 of the Revised 
Statutes: 5 

Every claim against the United States, cognizable by the Court of Claims. shall 
unless the petition setting forth a statement thereof is filed in 
the court, or transmitted to it by the Secretary of the Senate or the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives as provided by law, within six years after the claim 
first accrues. 

With a certain proviso excepting certain cases. It has been the 
invariable practice of the Committee on Claims when a case referred 
to it appeared to be within the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims 
to report the case back to the Senate and ask that it be indefinitely 

tponed for that reason, and the party referred to the Court of 
Claims for his remedy. That has always seemed to be the only proper 
and the only safe way of disposing of these claims. Congress has 
rovided a judicial tribunal in which all these matters may be exam- 
ned by judicial process, and to take any case out of the jurisdiction of 
that court would be a precedent which would be very injurious in 
the practice of the Congress of the United States; it would be a pre- 
cedent that it seems to me would lead to very injurious results. 

There must be a dispute here between the Government and these 
claimants. The Quartermaster-General of the Army, representing the 
Government of the United States, has refused to allow the claim made 
here by these parties. The evidence submitted to the Quartermaster 
Department is that upon which the Committee on Military Affairs 
have acted. If it is so plain as to admit of no doubt, it would seem 
that the Quartermaster-General should have allowed the claim. The 
Government, therefore, must have some ground upon which it rests 


as a defense pe, the claim set up by these parties, and that issue 
should be tried by a court having jurisdiction of the claim where the 
parties can be heard, the proofs upon either side addressed to the court, 
and the matter passed to judgment regularly. The parties will then 
if they have a good claim be secure, and the judgment will be paid. 
But this is a precedent which I think we should not set. The matter 
it seems to me should be referred to the Court of Claims, and I cer- 
r shall support the motion of the Senator from New York in that 
irection. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Minnesota desires to- 
know why this matter does not go to the Court of Claims and what 
is the cause of dispute, why the Quartermaster-General did not allow 
the claim. I endeavored in the plainest language that I knew how 
to use to show that in the informal contract or memorandum agree- 
ah in article 2, found on page 10 of the report, this agreement was. 
made: 


If it shall be found that foundations of a A e average depth than three feet 
are required, the said Ed. Braden & Co. shall be paid therefor at the rate of 
one cent per cubic foot for all such excavation, and $3.50 per perch extra for all 


such masonry in excess of an average depth of three feet. 

Ihave shown that in the Quartermaster-General’s telegraphic dis- 
patch, in which he asked the garenon whether Angus of the District 
of Columbia was the responsible contractor, he stated : 

Enter at once into an informal contract, to be replaced on its arrival by a full 
contract drawn up here, which is merely faller than the official printed contract and 
form, but in no essential manner varies from the printed specifications and plans. 

Ihave shown that this clause as to excavation below three feet 
was left out of the formal contract. I have shown that it was in the 
informal contract. I have shown that the Quartermaster-General tel- 
egraphed that the formal contract would not vary essentially from 
the informal contract. By that omission these ies are deprived 
of one cent per cubic foot for every foot below three feet and are 
deprived of the three and a half dollars per perch for every perch 
below three feet; and the officer in charge says that their account for 
this work done below three feet isright. That is what the officer in 
charge of the work, Captain Davis, says, and that report is thor- 
ay conscientious in my judgment, 

have shown that both the informal and formal contract called 
only for “the best rubble masonry.” Ihave shown that the expres- 
sion “best rubble mrn is not an expression of art; it has no 
technical meaning, it differs everywhere. I have shown that the 
work done is far better than “the best rubble masonry” known at 
the place where the contract was entered into at the time of that con- 
tract. I have shown it by the officer in charge of the work, placed 
there by the Government, and shown it by the commanding general 
of the Department of Texas, also placed there by the Government. I 
have shown it by the board of arbitrators who arbitrated this ques- 
tion. How, then, I ask, could any government claiming to do justice 
to its citizens refuse to pay them? The contract was made in good 
faith; the informal contract was reduced to writing, showing what 
the contractors were to get; and when this great, long, formal con- 
tract was presented, both of them swear, one that he was in char 
of one hundred hands when it was presented to him, and he si 


edit 
without reading, not doubting that it was exactly as the informal 
contract, and the other that he was busy and signed it without read- 


ing. Both of them swear to this, and one of them is indorsed by the 
Quartermaster-General as a good man. 

A careful compntation of the committee, as well as of the officers. 
shows that thesc items are allowable under the contract, because 1 
hold that the true and real contract is to be found in the proposals 
made by the Government, the acceptance by bid of those pro 
the execution of the bond in accordance with the terms of the bid. 
and the informal memorandum ment which was made, and 
which the Quartermaster-General should not have varied by the 
formal contract; and this would be, if it were in a court of chancery, 
a bill to reform the writing. 

Now there is no need for the case to go to the Court of Claims. 
unless the court could throw before us some light that we have not 
got, for that is the only object. I have given the testimony of Gov- 
ernment officers, and it is for us in my judgment to do justice. Here 
the officer in charge of the work says the contractors lost from five 
to ten thousand dollars after they had been required by him to do 
what they did not believe they were required by the contract to do. 
General Ord says it is the best rubble masonry by far in the city of 
San Antonio and the cheapest Government work, he believes, in the 
country, and I have not a doubt that that is literally true, because 
Captain Davis is one of the most careful controllers of public work 
there is in this Government. If, then, the Senate can from the doc- 
umentary evidence which is introduced here satisfy themselves of the 
justice of this claim, it does seem to me that we have the power to 
do justice to a citizen who has faithfully performed his work, as shown 
by the report of the officer in charge of the work, and who has done 
that work at a heavy loss. If he has shown that under his contract 
he is entitled to relief, I think he clearly ought to receive it from 
Congress. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the claim of Edward Braden and J. W. Angus for extra compensation for 
the construction of the supply building and shops at San Ant ‘exas, be ro- 
„„ to be heard and determined a g to law and 

co. 
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The Senator from Texas says very properly that all he wants is 
justice ſor these contractors. Certainly that they should have, and 
I hope therefore the Senator from Texas will find no objection to the 
amendment which I have offered. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
McMILLAN] has already reminded the Senate of the fact that the stat- 
ute as it stands contemplates this very case, because it clothes the 
Court of Claims with jurisdiction in all cases of contract express or 
implied, and directs that all resolutions with the accompanying doc- 
ument relating to matters of this sort shall be transmitted by the Sec- 
retary of the Senate and by the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives to the Court of Claims. Thestatute of limitations does not stand 
in the way; it is six years. May, 1876, was the date of this transac- 
tion. May, 1882, would be the time when the statute of limitations 
would lay hold of it; but if that were otherwise this amendment that 
I offer would carry jurisdiction, 9855 5 the lapse of time, to the court. 

' The statute as it stands directs, as I have already said, the transmis- 
sion of all papers; so that this seems to be the very case and this the 
complete proceeding which will insure 1 to the claimants. 

Mr. EV. I trust that the amendment offered by the Senator 
from New York will not be adopted. The merits and nature and 
character of the case are fully in ion of the Senate, and there 
is no reason, in my jndgment, why it should be referred to the court. 

The VICE-PRES T. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from New York. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 17, noes 12; 
no quorum voting. 

. CONKLING called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. CONKLING. Before the Secretary calls the roll, I feel minded 
to make one remark about this amendment in the hope of attracting 
the attention of Senators who may not have re ed it before. 

Here is a private claim by two contractors alleging that the con- 
tract which they admit they signed did not express the contract they 
made, and then asking that a departure shall be adjudged by the 
Senate from the contract they did make in order to pay them extra 
compensation. This amendment proposes that the papers, all of them 
which the committee had, and the evidence shall be carried down to 
that tribunal constituted on purpose to adjudge such cases. The hon- 
orable Senator from Texas says that his constituents, the claimants, 
want only justice, that he wants only justice for them, and yet he 
divides the Senate in resisting this amendment. 

Mr.MAXEY. Mr. President, I have only to ask in reply what light 
can the Court of Claims throw on this case? Here is the informal 
contract in writing, here is the telegram from the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral, saying in terms that the formal contract shall not materially vary 
from that, and here is the formal contract itself, and the parties show 
why they had overlooked that clause of it which did vary the informal 
contract. 

Mr. CONKLING. To that, Mr. President, I make two answers. 
First what can the Court of Claims do, or what shall it do in any 
case, if not in this? If there is any reason for it stated by the 
Senator from Texas, it is that this case is so plain that, although mat- 
ter of fact, it isnot a question of fact because it is palpable and fixed. 
If that be so, I say in the second place it does not lie in the mouth of 
these claimants to object to a submission to a court which without 
the delay of taking testimony, but on a case made up, has nothing to 
do but to adjudicate it. 

; Y. I desire to say simply in reply, that these claimants, 
like all others who have expended their labor and money, have a right 
to speedy justice. We have the power to grait it. If the Senate be- 
lieves that justice can be done here, then these claimants ought not 
to be delayed one hour in getting their money. i 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, in the case of John C. Comfort, 
which was before the Committee on Claims, Senate bill No. 417, an 
adverse report was submitted on the7th of January, 1880, which was 
made by me to the Committee on Claims. I quote the law in regard 
to the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims. 

The law provides, section 1059, Revised Statutes United States: 


The Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine the follow- 
ing mattera 


‘All claims founded upon any law of Congress, or u any puaa of 
an Executive Department, or upon any contract, ex wil, govt re lied, with the 
Government of the United States, and l claims w. y be re: to it by 
either House of Congress. 


Now, this is the section to which I desire to call the special atten- 
tion of the Senate. 


Sec, 1060. All petitions and bills praying. Ss alpen for the satisfaction of pri- 
vate claims against the Government, ded upon any law of Congress, or u 
any re ion of an Executive Department, or upon any contract, 98 
implied, with the Government of the United States, 
by resolution of the House in which they are introduced, be transmitted by the 
Secretary of the Senate or the Clerk of the House of Representatives, with all the 
sccompan: eee to the Court of Claims. 

Src. 1069. Every claim against the United States, cognizable by the Court of 
Claims, shall be forever barred unless the petition setting forth a statement thereof 
is filed in the court, or transmitted to it by the Secretary of the Senate or the Clerk 
of the Honse of Representatives as provided by law, within six years after the 
claim first accrues. , 


That was clearly the expression of the view of Con that all 
these claims should upon their presentation to the Senate or the 
House go, unless the Senate or the House should order otherwise, to 
the Court of Claims. I presume that the order of reference as usually 
made would be considered such an order as would prevent the Secre- 


tary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House from fransmitting 
these claims directly to the Court of Claims; but it was certainly the 
intention of Con when this law was passed in 1868 that no pri- 
vate claim should be passed upon in Congress. The Comfort case is 
a case of a contract for building cemetery walls in various States, and 
the committee reported adversely because the Court of Claims had 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think the Senator may proceed further and 
state whether that has not been the invariable practice of the Com- 
mittee on Claims in cases of that kind. 

Mr, COCKRELL. The Senator from Minnesota was chairman of 
the committee longer than I have been. My recollection is that that 
has been the general rule of the committee, and I can speak for my- 
self unequivocally that it has been the rule in all cases which have 
been referred to me as a sub-committee. 

Mr. MAXEY. The statute reads “unless otherwise ordered.” 
Whenever the Senate is satisfied with the evidence, there is no need 
for the reference. Ido not know how it is with the Committee on 
Claims, but we have claims of a private nature reported against the 
Government almost every day by that committee, This is just such 
a claim as is customarily settled by the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to say a word. According to the 
statement of the Senator from Texas it would seem that some part of 
this claim at least rests upon solid foundations of legal justice and 
that these gentlemen are not insisting upon being paid what they 
were not entitled to be paid by the stipulations of the Government. 
That is his statement. I have not had time to go through with the 
facts, but according to the facts as he states them, it would seem to 
be so; and 15 having responsible and respectable officers of the Gov- 
ernment whose duty it would be under these contracts and arrange- 
ments to cl these gentlemen, we find that these officers do not pay 
them. ere is therefore some kind of a controversy. By “con- 
troversy“ Ido not mean a personal dispute or quarrel, but I mean 
mopy that there is a difference of opinion between the officers whom 
the law has employed upon one side and the gentlemen who did this 
work upon the other. 

Now, it does seem to me true that the law has provided for a tribu- 
nal in which both parties can be patiently heard upon the evidence 
much better than we can hear them, and which can settle exactly 
what ought to be done in such a case. So far as I can see, there is- 
no want of jurisdiction in the Court of Claims over this case at all. 
The statute of limitations has not run. It is one of the very class of 
cases that the act creating the court was designed to have them try, 
because it was supposed they could do it better than we could do it 
with the press of affairs and so numerous a body as we are. I should 
hope, therefore, that there would be no objection on the part of my 
honorable friend from Texas to taking the ordinary course which the 
chairman of the Committee on Claims says that committee always. 
requires to be done in a case where there is no obstacle to the ad- 
ministration of justice in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. G . Mr. President, I am not pre to give my views 
on the merits of the bill which has been explained by the Senator 
from Texas, but I will make a few remarks upon the propriety of 
referring this matter to the Court of Claims. 

It is true, as has been suggested by several Senators, and as stated 
by the Senator from Texas, that this claim does arise upon a con- 
tract and therefore prima facie under the law establishing the Court. 
of Claims it would go to that court. But the Senate will bear in 
mind that the Court of Claims is purely a statutory court; and when 
the law of 1855 was pas organizing the court and giving it juris- 
diction of matters of contract against the United States, it did not 
say that Congress should not pass upon those matters separately if 
they saw proper; it did not say moreover that Congress should not 
repeal that act in whole or pro tanto; it did not say that Congress. 
should not take from the court, at any time it saw proper, jurisdic- 
tion in one case or in many cases. The whole matter, in other words, 
is in the hands of Congress. Here comes a case that has been intro- 
duced in the Senate and referred to a committee; and section 1060 
has been complied with because it has been “ otherwise ordered” by 
the Senate in which the bill has been introduced by a resolution of 
reference to the Committee on Military Affairs. It mipan have prop- 
erly been referred to the Committee on Claims. The line of demar- 
kation as regards the matter of reference of particular claims or of par- 
ticular bills and perone and memorials sometimes is very dim and 
very shadowy. In this case I conceive that either the Military Com- 
mittee or the Committee on Claims could well take jurisdiction of it- 

The Senate has already referred it to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. To that extent it has repealed the law organizing the Court 
of Claims, which it had a right to do, and which it always has a right 
to do, and which it has done repeatedly. As it gave the jurisdiction 
it can take it away, whether for one pu or for many purposes. 
It says as to this particular claim, notwithstanding the original act 
gee pence to the Court of Claims, and notwithstanding sec- 
tion 1060, we are competent to examine the matter for ourselves, and 
we propose to do it ugh the Committee on Military Affairs. It 
is a mistake I think that Senators commit when they say that this 
matter must necessarily go to the Court of Claims. It must go there 
necessarily if Congress does not otherwise determine. The Senate in 
which the bill originated had determined that it should go to its com- 
mittee; the committee has reported; the question now is, is the Sen- 
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ate or is Congress competent to deal with it? We have in our hands 
the report of the Senator from Texas representing the committee, in 
which he states all the testimony, all the facts, 3 connected 
with the claim coming through governmental sources. l this is be- 
fore the Senate. Is the Senate ap pater to deal with the question? 
If it is, the reference to the Court of Claims is unnecessary, and is a 
piece of supererogation. 

Mr. EATON. One word, Mr. President. I hardly think my hon- 
orable friend from Arkansas will insist that the mere sending of a 
poner to a committee when not a single member of the Senate 

ows anything with regard to the subject-matter of that petition 

is a repeal so far of a law of Congress; and therefore, while having 

rfect confidence in the Committee on Military Affairs, perfect con- 

dence in their integrity, as I have in the integrity of every other 

committee of this Senate, I am disposed myself to let this case go 
where it belongs, to the Court of Claims, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll on the amendment of Mr. 
CONKLING. 

Mr. PLATT, (when his name was called.) On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. McPHERsoN.] If he 
Were present, I should vote “yea;” and he, if present, would vote 

nay. 

Mr. ROLLINS, (when his name was called.) Iam paired on polit- 
ical questions with the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. VANCE. ] 
This is not a political question and I vote “yea,” but I will withdraw 
my vote if it is desi 

e roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish to state that the Senator from Illinois 
{Mr. Davis] and my colleague [Mr. WALKER] are both detained at 
their rooms on account of indisposition. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg leave to state that my colleague [Mr. HAMP- 
TON] is paired on all political questions, being detained at his home 
by sickness. That accounts for his absence. 

Mr. BURNSIDE, (who had voted in the affirmative.) I voted to 
instruct the Senator from Texas to report the bill. Ichange my vote, 
and vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—31, 
Anthony, Davis of W. Va., Hoar, Rollins, 
Bailey, Dawes, Ingalls, Saulsbury, 
Baldwin, Eaton, Kernan, Saunders, 
Blair, Edmunds, Kirkwood, 
Booth Ferry, McDonald, Slater, 
Cameron of Wis., Hamlin, McMillan, Teller, 
Cockrell, Hereford, 0 dom. 
Conkling, Hill of Georgia, Paddock, 

NAYS—22. 

k, Garl Maxey, Voorhees, 
Burnside, Groome, Morgan, Wallace, 
Butler, X Plumb, Whyte, 
Call, Jobnston, or, W S. 
Coko, Jonas, Randolph, 

Farley, Logan, Vest, 
ABSENT—23. 
Allison, Davis of Illinois, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Bayard, on, Kellogg, Th 
e, Grover, Lamar, Vance, 

Bruce, Hampton, McPherson, Walker, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill of Colorado, Withers. 

ter, Jones of Florida, Platt, 

So the amendment was to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


MILITARY WARRANT LAND LOCATIONS. 


Mr. McDONALD. I wish to call attention to Senate bill No. 19, 
8 I gave notice some days ago that I would move to take up 
to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana, pursuant to 
notice heretofore given by him, asks the Senate now to consider the 
vill (S. No. 19) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain 
and certify the amount of land located with military warrants in 
the States described therein, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McDONALD. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] 
desires that this bill shall stand over for still another day, saying 
that he is engaged in an examination of the statutes referred to in 
the bill. It embraces a good many statutes, and involves very im- 

rtant questions to quite a number of States. I am perfectly will- 
ing to accommodate the Senator from Vermont or any other Senator 
in regard to a matter of this kind, but I should like to have it under- 

that the bill shall be taken up on Monday next. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection that this bill be con- 
sidered on Monday next after the morning hour? 

Mr. McDON . I will state that the Senator from Ohio, the 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, gave notice that he 
would move to take up the Geneva award bill on Monday; but I un- 
derstand from him that he is willing that it shall be laid aside after 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Davis] has made his remarks upon it. 
I have no objection to that. Let this bill be considered on Monday 
next without conflicting with that, the understanding being that 


after the Senator from Illinois has addressed the Senate, this bill shall 
then be taken up for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to that sug- 
gestion; and that will be the order. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I did not understand the order in reference to the 
first bill mentioned by the Senator which had the right of way to- 
day: Was it for disposition on Monday next ? 

r. MCDONALD. On Monday next. 
Mr. PADDOCK. There will be no further postponement thereafter, 


I hope. 

Mr. McDONALD. After the morning hour on Monday without any 
further delay, at the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from 
Illinois on the Geneva award bill. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3336) to prescribe the time of service of jurors 
tbe read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 93) for printing the American Ephem- 
eris and Nautical Almanac was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR CHANDLER. 

Mr. WHYTE. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing to 
report favorably the resolution I send to the Chair, with an amend- 
ment, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Chief Clerk read the following concurrent resolution, submitted 
by Mr. FERRY on the 2d instant : 

Resolved by the Senate, (the He resentatives concurring,) That 12,000 copies 
of the 8 detivoret in eee te of Congress Spon ie inte ‘Zeahariah 
Chandler be ted; 8,000 for the use of the House of Representatives and 4,000 
for the use of the Senate; and the Secretary of the Treasury have printed the por- 
trait of Mr. Chandler to accompany the same. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, to add: 

And for th f defraying the f uring the said portrait th 
sum of $500 De and is hereby, sppropriated out of 8 in the —— noe 
otherwise appropriated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair calls the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland to the fact that this should be a joint resolution, 


as it appro riates money. 
Mr. WHYTE. I ee it was a joint resolution. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be amended in that respect. 


The joint resolution (8. R. No. 75) to print the eulogies in the two 
Houses of Congress upon the late Zach Chandler was read three 
times, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DANVILLE, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of House bill No. 325, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, d to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 325) for the erection of a public building at Dan- 
ville, Virginia. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds with amendments, 

The first amendment was, after the word “ exceeding,” in line 7, to 
strike out “sixty” and insert “seventy,” and after the word “ dol- 
lars,” in line 8, to insert: 

To be expended under the direction of the of the Treasury, who shall 
procure the site and cause proper plans 83 to be made sy that no ex- 


penditure shall be made or authorized for the full bo pe rsvp ve of said building be- 
yond the sum hereby appropriated, on a site at least sixty feet removed from any 
other building. 


So as to make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to cause to be constructed at Danville, Virginity a building for the accom- 
modation of the circuit and district courts of the United States, the post-oflice, and 
internal- revenue officers, at a cost not exceeding $70,000, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, &c. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Iam authorized by the committee to offer some 
amendments to their amendment. In line 12 I move to strike out 
the words “ on asite” and insert “the building shall be,” and in line 
13 to strike out “ sixty ” and insert “forty ;” so as to read: 

And the building shall be at least forty feet removed from any other building. 

The amendments to the amendment were agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word “ the,” in line 15, to strike 
out “ land and building“ and insert “ site ;” so as to read: 

Provided, That no money shall be used or applied for the purpose mentioned 
until a valid title for the site shall be vested the United States, and until the 
State of Virginia shall cede to the General Government jurisdiction over the prop- 
erty, and exempt the same from taxation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

CONVERSION OF GOLD BANKS. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. No. 857) authorizing the conversion of national gold 
banks. r 

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Finance with amendments. 


1880. 


The amendments were, in line 4, after the word “of,” to strike out 
“section 5185 of the Revised Statutes” and insert “ the laws ;” in line 
5, after the word “ manner,” to insert “ and subject to the provisions ;” 
in line 7, after the words “ fifty-one hundred and fifty-four,” to insert 
„of the Revised Statutes of the United States ;” in line 9, after the 
word ‘ State,” to insert “cease to be gold banks and;” in line 11, 
after the word “ and,” to strike out “ fifty-three ” and insert “ thirty- 
three ;” in line 14, after the word “ are,” to insert “ by law;” and at 
the end of the bill to add: 

Provided, That all certificates of organization which shall be issued under this 
2 soni bane the date of the original organization of each bank respectively as a 
go 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, let us hear the bill read as it stands with 
all these amendments, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill willbe reported as amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

That any natioral gold bank organized under the provisions of the laws of the 
United States may, in the manner and subject to the provisions prescribed by sec- 
tion 5154 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, for the conversion of ks 
incorporated under the lawsof any State, cease to be a gold bank, and become such 
an association as is authorized by section 5133, for on the business of bank- 
ff.... SEAN by law prescribed f 
same duties, an as are iw or 

ch associations: Provided: That all certifiostes of i ion 


su! : 

ued under this act shall bear the date of the o 0 ization of each bank 
Sears as a gold bank. n 

Mr. GARLAND. Is there a report with the bill? 

Mr. BAYARD. There is no written report. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the force of these words: “shall be 
subject to the same duties, responsibilities, and rules, in all respects, 
as are by law prescribed for such associations?” What are “such 
associations, —gold banks or the national banks? 

Mr. BAYARD. The national banks, the associations into which 
these banks now ree to come. 

Mr. CONKLING. that the force of this is to apply the statutes 
touching the national banks to these banks? 

Mr. BAYARD. Those are the banks here referred to, because these 
banks will pass out of existence when this bill is enacted. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and six minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 4, 1880. 
8 House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


W. P. N, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
MRS. M. MITCHELL, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4220) E a pension to Mrs. Lizzie M. Mitchell, widow of 
John Mitchell, late a captain in the United States Army ; which was 
read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JOHN L. LINDAL. 

Mr. BACHMAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4221) granting a pension to John L. Lindal, late a private of Company 
C, Fiftieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers ; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PENSIONERS. 

Mr. BACHMAN also, by unanimous consent, introduced_a bill (H. 
R. No. 4222) to amend “An act for the relief of certain pensioners ;” 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

A. J. BLACKSTONE, 

Mr. McKINLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4223) for the relief of A. J. Blackstone, late a private soldier of the 
One hundred and twenty-third Illinois Volunteer Infantry; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 

Mr. BOYD, by unanimous consent, from the Committee of Accounts, 

reported back the following resolution, on which he asked present 


action : 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Doork r be, and is hereby, instructed to arran: 
sets of bills and resolutions of the Senate and 
+ 


so many 
ouse of Representatives as the 
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files in the document-rooms will furnish: Provided, That not ag Ben sets 
shall be arran; for any session; and when so arranged the Public Printer is 
hereby autho: and directed to bind the same. Two sets shall be deposited in 
the document room and the balance in the library of the House of Representatives, 
and no person shall be allowed to take them therefrom, After executing this order 
the Doorkeeper is authorized to dispose of as waste paper all surplus bills and 
resolutions prior to the Forty-fifth Congress. 

Mr. STEPHENS. That is the same resolution, I believe, which 
I introduced and had referred. 

Mr. BOYD. It is. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I think it is right and hope it will be adopted. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BOYD moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHIPPEWA INDIANS IN WISCONSIN, 

Mr. POUND, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 1139) for the relief of the Lac 
de Flambeau, Lac Conrt Oreille, and Bad River bands of Chippewa 
Indians in the State of Wisconsin, with amendments, and accompanied 
by a report; which were ordered to be printed and recommitted, not 
to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


IMPROVEMENT OF SAINT CROIX RIVER. 
Mr. POUND also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution ; which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to transmit 
to this House all reports relating to the improvement of the Saint Croix River in 
the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota ved by him from the local engineer in 
charge since the submission of his annual report and estimates. 


GEORGE E. WARD. 


Mr. McCOOK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4224) to increase the pension of George E. Ward on account of total 
disability; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


GEORGE C. RUST. 


Mr. SIMONTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4225) granting a pension to George C. Rust, of Weakley County. 
Tennessee, a soldier of the war of 1512; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pey- 
sions. 

FRANCES FRASER. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 4226) granting a pension to Frances Fraser; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

GENERAL JOHN H. MARTINDALE. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 198) appointing General John H. Martindale as 
one of the managers of the National Home for Disabled Soldiers; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. VALENTINE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4227) for the relief of settlers on public lands; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LOG SEIZURES IN LOUISIANA. 


: oe ACKLEN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
ation: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and they are hereby, authorized. 
by sub- commi to examine the papers and testimony on file in the Department 
of the Interior and take such other testimony as 2 may deem advisable relative 
to the seizure of the steamer of Captain Horn, and of other property of citizens of 
zeke Charles, Louisiana, by an agent of that Department, and report back to this 

use. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Iask that the resolution be adopted at this time, 
and I suppose there will be no objection to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ACKLEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 

Mr. BREWER. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the morning 
hour begins at twenty minutes past twelve o'clock, and the House re- 
sumes the consideration of the unfinished business of the morning hour, 
being the bill (H. R. No. 4219) to amend sections 1, 2, 3, and 10 of an 
act to determine the jurisdiction of circuit courts of the United States, 
and regulating the removal of causes from State courts, and for other 
purposes, approved March 3, 1875, reported from the Committee on 
the Judiciary by the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. CULBERSON,] on 
which he is entitled to the floor. 


700 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 4, 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I present this bill under instruc- 
tions of the Committee on the Judiciary, and in doing so I desire to 
state that while in my opinion it does not present a and adequate 
relief for the evils which have followed the legislation of Congress 
extending the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United States, 
it will, if it shall become a law, afford some relief, and as much per- 
haps as we may reasonably hope to secure under the circumstances 
which attend legislation in Congress at this time. 

I propose as briefly as possible to call the attention of the House to 
the changes in existing Jaw proposed by the bill under consideration. 

The first amendment proposes to change the minimum jurisdiction 
of the circuit courts of the United States from $500 to $2,000, exclu- 
sive of costs and interest. 

It will be remembered that the present minimum jurisdiction of 
the circnit courts was fixed at $500 by the act of 1759, It is believed 
in view of the unprecedented growth of business and the great in- 
crease of population since 1789 that $2,000 exclusive of interest and 
costs would not be too large. The present minimum was fixed when 
the population of the country did not exceed four millions, and when 
the business of the country as compared with present circumstances 
vas undeveloped. 

In almost all the States of the Union the circuit courts are crowded 
and overloaded with business. It is almost impossible in many of 
the States to accomplish an end to litigation in those courts. This 
condition of affairs is attributable mainly to the small amount at 
which the minimum jurisdiction is fixed, the enlarged subject-matter 
of jurisdiction, and the facility and ease by which causes may be re- 
moved from State to Federal courts. 

The Supreme Court, with jurisdiction of appeals, with a minimum 
limit of $5,000, and a revisory jurisdiction of other causes, without 
regard to the sum or amount in controversy, is unable to dispose of 
the business which has accumulated upon its docket. 

Mr. MANNING. I am told by the clerk of the Supreme Court that 
it has now eleven hundred and thirteen cases on its docket. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is true, Mr. Speaker, that the increase of the 
minimum jurisdiction of the circuit courts from five hundred to two 
thousand Solin as proposed, would not operate to Jessen the busi- 
ness of the Supreme Court over that class of cases where the mini- 
mum limit is fixed at $5,000, but it would diminish the business of 
the circuit courts by withdrawing from them cognizance of causes 
under $2,000, and consequently relieve the Supreme Court of that 
class of business which now finds its way into that court for revis- 
ion. 

How to relieve the courts of the vast accumulation of business, re- 
duce the expenses of the judiciary, which have grown from a million 
to three millions of dollars, and promote the convenience of the peo- 
ple, has become a vexed question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I prefer, Mr. Speaker, to make my statement 
without interruption. 

My friend, Mr. MANNING, from Mississippi, has introduced a propo- 
sition to increase the number of judges of the Supreme Court from 
nine to twenty-one. His bill has been maturely considered and pre- 

ared with great care and ability. Should this measure become a 

w it would be necessary to follow it with another, increasing the 
number of circuits and circuit judges, until the expense of such 
enlarged judicial machinery would become intolerable. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question pertinent to the subject to which he is now direct- 
ing the attention of the House? 

r. CULBERSON. I decline to yield. There are various proposi- 

tions pending in Congress to change the judiciary, but all of them, 

or nearly so, tend to enlarge the judicial system and greatly augment 
the expenses of that department of the Government. » 

The next amendment of the act of 1875 pro) by this bill is to 
insert before the clauses giving the court jurisdiction of controversies 
between citizens of different States, or between citizens of a State 
and foreign states, citizens or subjects, a provision requiring the 
matter in dispute to exceed the sum or value of $2,000, exclusive of 
costs and interest. 

There are, it will be observed, provisions made for suits in the cir- 
cuit courts of the United States in certain specified cases, on account 
of the subject-matter without regard to citizenship and on account of 
citizenship without regard to the subject-matter. Some doubts have 
been as to the true construction of that clause of section 1 
of the act of 1875, and the committee, in order to free the subject of 
all doubt, suggest that the minimum amount which controls the 
jurisdiction in such cases shall be inserted as stated. 

If this amendment is to, the circuit court cannot take orig- 
inal cognizance of a suit of a civil nature at law or in equity arising 
under the Constitution or the laws of the United States or treaties 
made by their authority, nor of such a suit between citizens of differ- 
ent States or citizens of a State and foreign States, citizens or sub- 
jects, unless the matter in dispute exceeds the sum or value of $2,000, 
exclusive of interest and costs. The United States can maintain a 
suit without to amount, and so where lands are claimed under 
grants of different States by citizens of the same State, the value of 
the land does not constitute an element of jurisdiction. 

The next amendment provides that when a controversy is between 


citizens of different States, suit shall be brought only in the district 
of the residence of either the plaintiff or defendant. 

The next change proposed arises on that clause of the first section. 
of the act of 1875 which reads as follows: 

Nor shall any circuit or district court have cognizance of any suit founded on 
contract in favor of an assignee, unless a ma migbt have been prosecuted in such» 


court to recover thereon, if no assignment been made, except in cases of prom- 
issory notes negotiable by the law merchant and bills of pierced E 


The law of 1789 on this subject reads as follows: 


Nor shall any district or cireuit court have cognizance of any suit to recover 
the contents of any promissory note or chose in action in favor of an assignee, un- 
less a suit might have been prosecuted in such court to recover the said contents 
if no assignment had been made. 

It will be seen, therefore, that the jurisdiction of the Federal courts 
has been largely extended by the act of 1875 in this respect. 

Assignees of promissory notes and bills of exchange, foreign and 
domestic, have the right to sue in the Federal courts by virtue of this 
provision of the law, without regard to the original status of the 
parties to the instrument. 

Under the act of 1789 an assignee of a note, and indeed of any 
chose in action, could not maintain asuit unless suit might have been 
prosecuted in the court if no assignment had been made. Only one 
exception was made, and that in cases of foreign bills of exchange. 

We propose to strike out the exception as it exists in the act of 
1875, and restore the exception as it existed in the act of 1789. 

The enlargement of the jurisdiction of those courts by the exception 
contained in the act of 1875 has operated to increase largely the busi- 
ness of the circuit and Supreme Courts of the United States, and no 
e e of litigation has contributed more to swell and overload the 
dockets of the courts than the jurisdiction over negotiable instru- 
ments held by assignees. This supply of business should be cut off 
and the holders of such evidences of debt remitted to the courts of 
the States, which now have concurrent jurisdiction. I do not think, 
Mr. Speaker, that if Congress had been devising a method by which 
to block up business in the circuit courts, to increase the burdens and 
expenses of litigation and at the same time prepare an easy mode 
by which the gravest frauds could be practiced upon the jurisdiction 
of the courts, it could have adopted a more successful one. 

We all that the expenses of litigation are much more onerous 
in the Federal than in the State courts. And this does not arise alone 
from the inconvenience to which litigants are subjected. The payee 
of a promissory note or of a bill of exchange may not desire to sue the 
maker in the courts of the State where both maker and payee reside. 
The contract is between citizen and citizen, and the courts of the 
domicile of both parties are open to adjust the dispnte. It would be 
an easy effort on the part of the maker to make good his defense, if 
sued in the vicinity of his residence, where the contract was made and 
where he had a right to t—in case a defense arose—to have the 
matter determined, but under the law as it now exists the payee can 
assign his chose in action to a citizen of another State, either for or 
without consideration, and by such assignment enable the assignee to 
sue the maker in a Federal court, oftentimes hundreds of miles from 
his home. Those of us who have had occasion to observe the opera- 
tion of this statute have not failed to note the hardship and fre- 
goantiy the great injustice to persons who had meritorious defenses. 

xcept the amount in controversy be large the expenses of a defense 
under such circumstances deter prudent litigants from incurring 
them, since it is a matter of total indifference as to what result may 
be attained as the expenses of a successful defense often exceed the 
amount demanded. 

It may be said that the assignee of a note who resides in a different 
State from the maker should be allowed to sue in a Federal court 
since the controv is one between citizens of different States and 
such a case is provided for by another part of the bill, I reply that 
this exception ought to be maintained because it is by no means clear 
that cones has authority to confer such jurisdiction upon the 
courts. It is a fact that no such jurisdiction had been conferred before 
1875, and it may be said with reason to sustain it that the Constitu- 
tion contemplated controversies arising between citizens of different 
States and not those which had arisen between citizens of the same 
State and afterward assigned. 

However that may be, Ar. Speaker, and I do not propose to go into 
the question, if Congress possesses the power to confer such jurisdic- 
tion it ought not to exercise it. It opens the door too wide for fraud 
upon the jurisdiction of the court and presents too easy a method to 
overload the courts and * the people. 

The committee think t the law ought to be restored as nearly 
as practicable to the act of 1879. 

This concludes, Mr. S er, what I have to say upon the changes 
su. by the committee to the first section of the act of 1875 as to 
the jurisdiction of the cireuit courts. 

I now have to call the attention of the House to the changes pro- 

in the law regulating the removal of causes from a State to a 
‘éderal court. The committee propose to strike out that part of sec- 
tion 2 of the act of 1875 which reads as follows: 
2. That any suit of a civil nature, at law or in equity, now 
iden breast in 5 when r — 3 ex- 


ceeds the sum or value of $500, and arising under the Constitution or laws of the 
United States, or treaties made or which s be made under their authority, or 


in which the United States shall be plaintiff or or when there shall be 
a controversy between citizens of diferent . between titi- 
ė 
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zeus of the same State, claiming lands under different States, or a controversy be- 
tween citizens of a State and foreign States, citizens or subjects, either party may 
remere said suit into the circuit court of the United States for the proper dis- 

And in lieu of it to insert into section 2 the following, as shown 
by the bill which is now under consideration : 

Sec. 2. Thatany suit of a civil nature, either, at law or in equity, of which the 
cireuit courts of the United States are given original jurisdiction by the last pre- 
ceding section, but which may be now pending, or which may hereafter be brought 
in any State court, may be removed by the defendant or defendants therein to the 
circuit court of the United States for the proper district. 

It will be observed, Mr. Speaker, that the mischief intended to be 
remedied by the committee arises from the authority granted by the 
act of 1875 to either the plaintiff or defendant to remove the cause. 
It was the opinion of the committee, and I believe unanimous in that 
regard, that a plaintiff who having the right to sue in the Federal 
court shall have elected to bring his suit in a State court ought to be 
held to his election. It is often a great injustice to a defendant who 
has been sued in a State court to be compelled to abide the pleasure 
of a plaintiff who may remove the cause at any time and thus compel 
his adversary to employ different attorneys to represent him in a dis- 
tant tribunal, and therefore the committee believe that the right to 
remove ought to be restricted to the defendant. It will be seen, how- 
-ever, that the act of 1867 is substantially retained in the bill of the 
committee. This act secures the right of removal to a plaintiff upon 
filing affidavit that he believes from prejudice or local influence he 
will not be able to obtain justice in such State court. Under all the 
-circumstances which attend litigation now I believe it would be uu- 
wise to take away this right from a plaintiff, and trust it will be 
retained, 

In this connection I desire to call attention to the amendment 
offered by me at the outset of my remarks. My amendment proposes 
as follows: 

Striko out all from the word “follows,” in line 47, down to the word “anà” in 
line 54, and insert: 

Src. 2. That any suit of a civil nature, at law or in equity, arising under the Con- 
stitution or laws of the United States, or treaties made or which shall be made 
under their authority of which the circuit courts of the United States are given 
original jurisdiction by the preceding section, which may now be pending or which 
may hereatter be brought in any State court, may be removed by the defendant or 
defendants therein to the ciroust court of the United States for the proper district 
whenever it is made to appear from the 3 of such defendant or defend- 
ants that his or their defense depends in whole or in part upon a correct construc- 
tion of some provision of the Constitution or law of the United States or treaty 
made by their authority, And any other suit of a civil nature, at law or in equity, of 
which the circnit courts of the United States are given jurisdiction by the preced- 
ing section, and which are now ding or which may hereafter be 3 in any 

Stato . — may be removed into the circuit court of the United States for the 
proper district by the defendant or defendants therein; Provided, Such defendant 
-or defendants are non-residents of the State in which the suit is pending. 

I think that this amendment ought to be adopted, and so much of 
the bill of the committee as is referred to in the amendment should 
be stricken out. 

I submit that if the bill of the committee should become the law, 
any defendant will be authorized to remove a cause whether he is a 
resident or not of the State in which the snit is brought. I do not 
believe that the committee contemplated the scope to which that 
provision in its bill extends. ` 

By reference to the 5 under discussion it will ap that 
in any suit of which the circuit eourt is given original jurisdiction by 

the bill which may be pending or hereafter brought in a State court 
may be removed to a Federal court “ by the defendant or defendants.” 
8 a citizen of Illinois sues a citizen of Texas in a State court 
in Texas, under the provision reported from the committee such a 
ey! g is authorized to remove the cause. Now, the amendment 
which I propose obviates such results. 

If the suit springs under the Constitution or the laws of the United 
States or treaties, &c., and is brought by the ogee in a State court 
he ought to be held to abide his election, for he might have brought 
his action in the circuit court of the United States. Now,a de- 
fendant in such a suit ought to be allowed to Feni the case to a 
Federal court, provided he shall make it appear to the judges of the 

-State court that his defense depends upon a right construction of 
some provision of the Constitution or a law of the United States or 
a treaty, &c. If his defense depends upon the application of gen- 
eral principles of law, and does not involve a construction of the 
Constitution or the laws of the United States or treaties made by 
their authority, he ought not to be allowed to remove the cause upon 
a technical allegation that his defense does so arise. 

This provides for one class of cases, but the amendment I suggest 
goes further and provides that any other snit of which the circuit 
court is given jurisdiction may be removed by the defendant or de- 
fendants, provided they are non-residents of the State in which the 
suit is pending. 

The next amendment of existing law made by the bill is as to the 
time when the application for removal must be made. The law now 
provides that the petition for the removal must be made “ before or 
at the term at which said cause could be first tried, and before the 
trial thereof.” This clause of the law has given rise to much dis- 
cussion, and there is a difference of opinion among the judges as to 
its true construction. In order to free the subject from doubt and to 
fix a rule which may be easily understood and applied, the committee 

-recommend that the petition for removal of the cause from a State 
to a Federal court may be filed “ at any time before the defendant is 


required by the laws of the State or the rule of the State court in 
which such suit may be brought to answer or plead to the declaration 
or complaint of the plaintiff’ This change will commend itself to 
all who have observed the application of the present rule. 

The next change proposed in the law is a very important one. 

The committee propose to add to section 3 of the act of 1875 the 
following: 

That the circuit courts of the United States shall not take original cognizance 
of any suit of a civil nature, whether at common law or in equity, between a cor- 
poration created or organized by or under the laws of any State, and a citizen of 
any State in which such corporation at the time the cause of action accrued may 
have been carrying on any business authorized by the law creating it, except in 
like cases in which said courts are authorized by this act to take original cogni- 
zance of suits between citizens of the same State. Nor any such suit between 
such a corporation and a citizen or citizens of a Stato in which it may be doing 
business be removed to any circuit court of the United States except in like cases 
in which such removal is authorized by the foregoing provisions in suits between 
citizens of the same State. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire the Clerk to read the following extract from 
a late speech made by the Senator from Delaware, [ Mr. BAYARD, ] 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

I do not shut my eyes, Mr. President, to the fact that the equal and wholesome 
distribution of prope which it was hoped by the founders of our Government 
would be attained by the abolition of the rules of primogenture, of entailments, of 
8 and the division of intestate estates among daughters and sons alike, 

been tly defeated. And I am inclined to believe the system of inco: 
tion which we have introduced into all branches of industrial pursuits will be 
found nearly equal to the effects of primogeniture and mortmain combined in its 
influence upon the aggregation of wealth into a single and never-dying grasp. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The effect of the amendment is simply to place 
such corporations upon the same plane with citizens of a State in 
which they carry on their business. I, for one, believe that the time 
has arrived when Congress should intervene in every constitutional 
method to protect the people against “the never-dying grasp” of 
associated capital, and to place a check upon the greed, rapacity, 
and oppression by which corporations dominate the entire business 
of the country. 

Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as the chairman of the committee proposes 
to address himself mainly to this provision, I shall omit any further 
observations upon it. 

The final amendment proposed is embraced in the repealing clause. 
Besides repealing all laws in conflict with the provisions of the bill 
the committee recommend the repeal of section 640 of the Revised 
Statutes. Section 640 provides substantially that any suit com- 
menced in any court other than a circuit court or district court of 
the United States against any corporation other than a banking cor- 
poration, organized under a law of the United States or against any 
member thereof, as such member, for any alleged liability of such cor- 
poration or of such member as a member thereof may be removed for 
trial in the circuit for the district where such suit is pending upon 
the petition of such defendant, verified by oath, stating that such 
defendant has a defense arising under or by virtue of the Constitu- 
tion, or of any treaty or law of the United States. 

Ido not believe that Congress has any authority to create a cor- 
poration desi to operate within a State or States; but, waiving 
that question, when such power is exercised by Con the cor- 
poration so created should not be invested with rights denied a citi- 
zen. Such a corporation is not a citizen of any State, and cannot be 
made so by an act of Congress, yet they have extraordinary rights 
secured to them by the section proposed to be re 

I do not propose to discuss these questions, but to suggest that at 
the utmost all a national corporation could demand of the Govern- 
ment rightfully, conceding the authority on the part of Congress to 
create 18 would be the privilege to remove a cause from a State to a 
United States court whenever the defense of such a corporation de- 
pended upon a correct construction of some provision of the Consti- 
tution, treaty, or law of the United States. 

The courts hold that under this section the corporation can remove 
@ cause upon a verified peanon stating that it has a defense arisin, 
under or by virtue of the Constitution, treaty, or law of the Uni 
States. There is no inquiry allowed into the truth of the allegatio 
either in the State court when the application is made, or Fede: 
court after the case is transferred. It seems to be the rule of the 
courts to hold that when a corporation is created by an act of Con- 

and such corporation is sued in a State court, any defense it 
may have, however trivial or susceptible it may be of adjustment 
upon the application of general principles of law, arises under a law 
of the United States. Cases are being constantly removed under this 
section from the State to the circuit courts of the United States and 
determined either in such court or in the Supreme Court finally, 
when in fact no provision of the Constitution, treaty, or law of the 
United States is necessary to be construed or even referred to in the 
determination of the case. 

The hardship and injustice of this privilege accorded to national 
corporations may be observed in the daily practice of the Union Pa- 
cific and Texas Pacific Railway companies under it. I refer particu- 
larly to my own State, in which the Texas and Pacific Railway Com- 
pany is operating hundreds of miles of railway, and will soon span 
the entire State. Every suit commenced against the company by a 
citizen in the State courts within the cognizance of a Federal court 
by amounts is removed at once upon the affidavit of a lawyer or agent 
of the company, stating that the defense arises under a law of Con- 
gress. In nine cases out of ten so removed no plea or answer is ever 
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filed, except a general denial of the allegations of the plaintiff’s pe- 


tition; and in the trial of such causes—when tried at all—no ques- 
tion ari or can arise, requiring a construction of the Constitution, 
treaty, or law of Congress. Why should a citizen be treated with 
such injustice by the law of the land? Why should a citizen be com- 

lled to litigate a cause of action with a national corporation in a 

‘ederal court, often hundreds of miles away from his residence, when 
in oe no Federal element of jurisdiction enters into the contro- 
versy 

Persons who are poor and without the means to litigate with wealthy 
corporations are thus denied justice. They are unable to prosecute 
their causes, and, tired ont with delays, surrender their claims for 
such pittance as may be offered in compromise. Besides all this, in 
my State at least, they have to run the peril of the arbitrary and 
imperious rulings of judges from whose decisions in three-fourths of 
the cases occurring there is no appeal. 

If the amendment which I have offered to the second section should 
be adopted, no national corporation can complain at the repeal of 
section 640, because if such corporation has a meritorious defense 
springing or arising under the Constitution, or a treaty or a law of 

e United States, an ample method is provided by that amendment 
to remove the cause to a Federal court. 

Ihave thus endeavored to explain the changes proposed to be made 
in existing law by the bill which is under consideration, and to give 
such reasons as occur to me for such eras) es 

It will be observed that the committee do not propose to interfere 
with causes arising under the civil-rights statutes or those relatin 
to revenue and the elective franchise. Those, as well as crimina 
prosecutions, are left undisturbed. 

I yield five minutes to my colleague, [Mr. WELLBORN. ] 

Mr. WELLBORN. Mr. Speaker, in the few minutes allowed me 
through the courtesy of my colleague, I want to make a hurried state- 
ment in support of so much of the last section of this bill as re 
section 640 of the Revised Statutes. While I fully indorse the whole 
bill and shall vote for it; I desire to speak particularly to the part 
indicated, because, occupying the same position as my colleague in 
reference to the practical administration of the law, I have been to 
some extent familiarized with its operation and results. These o 

ressive results have been for a number of years, and are to-day, keenly 
felt in my immediate section of country. 

The provision which the bill under consideration pro to re- 

l, as stated by the gentleman F this bill, is a substantial 
if not a liberal re-enactment of the act of July 27, 1868. It provides 
that any Federal corporation, any corporation other than a banking 
association, organized under the laws of the United States, against 
which suit has been brought in any court other than a circuit or dis- 
trict court of the United States, shall be allowed to remove such suit 
into the circuit court of the district in which the suit is pending, on 
filing its petition verified by oath, stating that the corporation has a 
defense arising under the Constitution or some law or treaty of the 
United States, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is claimed that in every suit against a Federal 
corporation it necessarily has a defense arising under, because char- 
tered by, alaw of the United States, and therefore that all suits against 
these corporations are removable under this section 640, Nor is the 
claim unsupported by authority. As has already been indicated by 
my colleague, the Supreme Court of the United States as far back as 
1824, through Chief-Justice Marshall, enunciated and applied the gen- 
eral principle that a Federal corporation could in no instance have a 
case for judicial cognizance which did not arise literally as well as 
substantially under the law of its creation. Fifty years later, in the 
eighth circuit, Judge Miller, construing this very law of 1868, sus- 
tained the right of removal upon this same general principle. Other 
eminent jurists, without undertaking to determine the question, pro- 
nounce it to be a close one. What authoritative construction tho Su- 
preme Court will ultimately place upon the law is of course a mere 
matter of conjecture. 

So we are confronted with this state of things: a Federal corpora- 
tion probably—not to use a stronger word—probably can remove at 
its option from a State court into a Federal court for trial any suit 
commenced against it in the former, no matter what may be the char- 
acter of the litigation, no matter what may be the issues which it 
really presents for adjudication, and no matter whether or not any of 
those issues involve the construction of the Constitution or any law 
or treaty of the United States. This unrestricted right of removal, 
so convenient and valuable to these corporations, so onerous, so hurt- 
ful to the general public with whom they deal, constitutes one of the 
most striking anomalies, most fl t solecisms in our whole judicial 
system, and was, as reference to the debates in the Senate of the 
Fortieth Con will show, conceived in the interest of those cor- 
porations which under different titles of Pacific railroads have con- 
structed and are now operating our lines of transcontinental railway. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, when we consider the great length of these lines 

road, the immense extent of territory they traverse, the innumer- 
able thousands of people with whom they come in contact and have 
business relations, the widespread wrong and injustice of this law 
must become obvious to the commonest understanding. All causes 
of complaint, all grounds of defense, whether they in point of fact 
involve or not a construction of a law of the United States, can prob- 
ably be removed into the Federal courts. 


Let me illustrate. Has one of these companies entered upon the 
land and appropriated the timber or other property of a citizen liv- 
ing adjacent to its line, or has it undertaken the transportation of 
freight and failed to deliver it in accordance with the contract, or 
has it through badly constructed road-bed or defective machinery or 
negligence of employés inflicted injury upon the person of a passen- 
ger to whom it owed the duty of safe carriage, and has the injured 
party appealed to the local courts of his own State for indemnity or 
reparation, in either and all of these cases the corporation has but 
to file its petition for removal and the controversy is at once trans- 
ferred to another forum, in many instances far remote from the scene 
of the injury and the homes of witnesses, where the increased cost 
of litigation and protracted delays ultimately but surely force upon 
the suffering and needy suitor an unwilling abandonment of his 


rights. 

1 5 the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield five minutes more to my colleague. 

Mr. WELLBORN. Mr. Speaker, there is, indeed there can be, but 
one conclusion from these stated cases, and while they may be hypo- 
thetical yet they are such as are constantly occurring in practice. 

I have witnessed them, and every gentleman on this floor from the 
State of Texas has witnessed personally the practical operation and 
the result of this law. 

I submit, sir, from these cases, which I have presented for the pur- 
pose of argument, and which are drawn from actual experience, there 
can be but one conclusion on this subject, and that is that the prac- 
tical administration of this law of 1563, which this bill proposes to 
repeal, is in many instances an absolute denial of justice, and a de- 
nial of justice of the most objectionable and odious character because 
in the interest of the wealthy and powerful corporations that need 
no such protective privileges, and tothe manifest detriment and injury 
of those citizens whose limited circumstances appeal loudest for 
security and protection. 

I simply desire to say, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, that in present- 
ing this contract between corporations so largely benefited by the 
act of 1868 and the citizen who is damaged by its operations I have 
no words of unmerited reproach, no noisy declamation to level against 
these corporations, with a view of playing upon real or imagined 
chords of popular prejudice. On the contrary, I fully recognize the 
large benefits their energies and labors have scattered throughout 
the land, and pay willing tribute to the good they have accomplished. 
It is right and truthful to do so. Their trunk lines have crossed and 
are still crossing our continent, bringing into rapid and close con- 
nection its widely separated oceans. The prosecution and comple- 
tion of these great works have contributed y to the advance- 
ment through and establishment within the bosom of the recently 
undevelo but now mighty West of an enduring civilization, 
whose material productions will yet swell to incalculable proportions 
the volume of our country’s commerce, and under whose continuing 
benefactions multiplied millions of this and coming ages will live 
and prosper. While truth and fairness freely allow the recognition 
and acknowledgment of these beneficent results, right and justice, 
with sterner emphasis, prohibit the perpetuation of all such vicious 
privileges as the one this bill proposes to abolish. 

Mr. GULBERSON, Mr. Speaker, I propose to say, in conclusion, 
that this bill does not interfere with civil rights, nor does it propose 
to interfere in any manner with criminal prosecutions. 

Mr. NEW. Nor with the elective franchise. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Nor does it interfere with the elective franchise. 

We have avoided these tépics because we are satisfied in the tem- 
per which controls legislation here it would be impossible to modify 
or correct those statutes. We say, therefore, only that sectiog 640 
should be repealed, and that domestic corporations should be abridged 
in the rights they now claim, and that the minimum jurisdiction of 
the circuit courts should be raised from five hundred to two thousand 
dollars exclusive of costs and interest. 

Mr. WILLITS. Mr. Speaker, in the main, I support this bill heartily. 
It has for its practical object the decrease of business in United 
States courts, the amount of business in those courts having for years 
been a crying evil to suitors. 

Secondarily, there are amendments which affect the general judi- 
ciary system. Two radical amendments are proposed. The bill pro- 
poses to amend four sections of the act of March 3, 1875, which itself 
was an amendment of the act of 1789, the original judiciary act. The 
groundwork of our judiciary system to-day may be found in the act 
of the 24th of September, 1789. Subsequent acts have simply ex- 
panded that act under the clause of the Constitution by which per- 
sons may sue forstheir rights. 

The two radical amen (iments are to be found in the first and in the 
last section. The first one is the clause changing the amount requisite 
for bringing suits in United States circuit courts from $500 to 32,000. 
The original jurisdiction of the circuit court therefore in private cases 
will be $2,000. Section 2 provides for removal of causes from State 
on to United States circuit courts, under a similar limitation of 


e second radical amendment may be found at the bottom of 
6, and it is substantially as follows: That a corporation organ- 
Bed by a State, doing business in another State, shall, so far as the- 
pres of this act are concerned, be citizens of the State in which it. 
doing business. 
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Now, sir, I propose briefly to state the minor amendments and briefly 
to comment upon the two radical amendments to which I have just 
referred, The committee thought it advisable to increase the amount 
requisite for original jurisdiction in the United States court from five 
hundred to two thousand dollars, and the considerations presented 
to them are in substance as follows: Five hundred dollars has been 
the amount requisite ever since the act of 1789. It is the law to-day. 
Two thousand dollars is no more now in the commercial world in 
business transactions than $500 was in 1789. 

Mr. BAKER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question if he 
will permit me to interrupt him at this point. 

Mr. WILLITS. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER. And that is whether or not the same difficulty will 
not be experienced under the first section, fixing the jarisdiction at 
$2,000, that is now experienced with the jurisdiction fixed at $500, 
namely, that parties really having causes of action which do not 
amount to more than five or ten or twenty dollars, will allege that 
the amount in controversy is $500 or more, and thus get it into the Fed- 
eral court, and the only remedy the defendant has is simply the 
claimant shall not recover anything iu addition to the debt. I wish 
to inquire of the gentleman whether there ought not to be a remedy 
in that regard to prevent what I apprehend he has seen, as I have, is 
a most monstrous abuse of these courts, making them a drag-net 
for all sorts of litigation that the parties do not dare to bring suit 
upon at their homes where the parties live, and which they prefer 
rather to pay in order to prevent being drawn to a distant Federal 
court, whether the demand be right or wrong? 

Mr. WILLITS. This bill doesmot propose to change the law in 
that regard. That subject was before the committee and discussed 
to a certain extent. Notwithstanding what the gentleman has said 
about the existing evil we do not find it such an existing evil as re- 
quired a radical change of the law in thatregard. There are isolated 
cases where that thing has been done, where the declaration as filed 
and the amount claimed governs. Nevertheless we find as a matter 
of fact as an evil that that is substantially obviated by the fact 
that they do not recover costs. In other words that it is not such a 
crying evil as demanded a change in the law, and we sought not to 
make any changes which we did not consider radical. 

Mr. BAKER. If the Pipe ne will yield to me for a single mo- 
ment, I desire to say I shall offer an amendment at the proper time 
to remedy the evil that I complain of. My own observation convinces 
me that this is practically an evil of the most atrocious character, 
that it is one of the ponton evils growing out of the jurisdiction of 
the Federal courts. Itis within my own personal observation that 
multitudes of little claims not 5 have been instituted 
against constituents of mine, who rather than be dragged before the 
Federal courts, with all of the expense and annoyance attending it, 
have consented to their settlement. 

Mr. WILLITS. Were the claims on contracts? 

Mr. BAKER. Claims on ordinary contracts, I have in my mind’s 
eye a case where more than a thousand citizens of Indiana were sued 
on contracts of twenty or twenty-five dollars they had entered into 
with a foreign mutual insurance company. 

Mr. WILLITS. I admit that such cases have arisen, but it is of 
course for the consideration of this House as to whether it willamend 
this bill in that regard or not, but the Committee on the Judiciary 
did not feel warranted from the knowledge they had before them to 
change the law as has been suggested by the gentleman from Indiana. 

As I was saying at the time I was interrupted by the gentleman 
from Indiana, $2;000 to-day is in fact no more than 8500 was at the 
time this law of 1789 was enacted. The mere fact that we increase 
the * from $500 to 52,000 may not of itself obviate the evasion 
suggested. 

t is manifest that this very clause itself will prevent a large flow 
of cases to the United States courts, and necessarily they must be 
brought in the State courts, and in so far as they do that the courts 
of the United States will be relieved of the pressing business upon 
their calendars to-day. 

This bill has made no essential change in the first section, so far as 
the question of jurisdiction is concerned, except to enlarge the amount 
from five hundred to two thousand dollars. Under this bill, as under 
the law of 1875, the United States may sue in the circuit courts for 
any sums. The United States is not limited to $2,000. 

From the thirty-sixth to the thirty-ninth lines of the bill there is 
an amendment as follows: 

And where the controversy is between citizens of different States, suits shall be 
brought only in the district of the residence of either the plaintiff or the defendant, 

The rest of the section preceding that that I have read is substan- 
tially, except in regard, as I have stated, to the amount, the same 
as the Jaw cf 1875. From lines 39 to 43 a change or modification 
has been made by this bill. It restores actions in reference to as- 
signed contracts to substantially the same status as was enacted in 
1789, which will be found incorporated in the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, the first clause of section 629. 

The laws of 1875 made this important change as an exception, as 
follows: 

Nor shall any circuit or district court bave cognizance of any suit founded on 
contract in favor of an assignee, unlessa suit might have been prosecuted in such 


court to recover thereon if no assignment made, except in cases of prom- 
issory notes negotiable by a law merchant or bills of exchange. 


The words “promissory notes negotiable by law merchant” were 
added by that act. 

The committee, after looking the ground all over, seeing the great 
evils that have arisen from the incorporation of this clause, recom- 
mend by this bill the striking of that ont; so that the act will be sub- 
stantially the act of 1789 in this regard. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I make the pointof order that the morning hour 
has expired. 

The SPEAKER pro e gee (Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois.) The 
Chair sustains the point o order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN rose. 

Mr. MORTON. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky to yield to me 
ae a motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 

ole, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I yield to the gentleman to make that motion. 

Mr. MORTON. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering the joint resolution (H. R. No. 170) concerning an international 
fishery exhibition to be held in Berlin, Germany, in April, 1880. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is only competent for the gentle- 
man from New York to move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. If his motion is to it will be for the 
Committee of the Whole to determine what bill shall be taken up for 
consideration. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. For what purpose does the gentleman 
desire the House to go into Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. MORTON. To consider the joint resolution relating to the in- 
ternational fishery exhibition at Berlin. 

The motion was a to. 

The Honse accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, Under the rule the bills 1 the Calendar must 
be taken ap and disposed of in their order. The Clerk will report 
the first bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I ask unanimous consent that all bills standing 
upon the Calendar in advance of the measure indicated by the gen- 
tleman from New York shall be considered as having been passed over 
and that the Clerk shall report the measure indicated by the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Let the measure be reported first. Until 
it is reported J reserve the right to object to the proposition of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. 
~ The Clerk read the joint resolution (H. R. No. 170) concerning an 
55 fishery exhibition to be held in Berlin, Germany, in 

ril, > 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD ] asks 
unanimons consent that the joint resolution which has been shall 
now be considered. AI prior business on the Calendar being passed 
over for that purpose. Is there objection ? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Is it proposed to consider the joint reso- 
lution now and dis of it? 

Mr. MORTON. That is what Lask. I think this will occupy the 
committee for only a very short period. I desire to make a very few 
remarks myself and a few remarks will also be submitted by the gen- 
de from Wisconsin [Mr. DEUSTER] Who submitted the joint reso- 

ution. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Is it proposed to into eral de- 
bate? Ifso, much time may be aaa re i 

Mr. MORTON. I think it will not take beyond thirty minutes, 
perhaps not over twenty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] that by unanimous consent prior 


business on the Calendar be p over? 
Mr. WISE. I object. 
The CHAI Then the Clerk will have to report the bills as 


they stand on the Calendar, 
The Clerk read the title of the first bill on the Calendar, as follows: 


F A bill (H. R. No. 440) for the ascertainment of the amount due the Choctaw Na- 
ion. 


Mr. GARFIELD. I move that that bill be passed over. 
The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next business on the 
Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: € 

A bill (H, R. No. 1715) to re certain sections of the Revised Statutes and to 
amend certain sections of the Revised Statutes and of the Statutes at Large relating 
to the removal of causes from State courts. 

Mr. MORTON. I move that that bill be passed over. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next business on the 
Calendar. 

The Clerk read the 8 resolution, iy Shane by Mr. MURCH, 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be, and are 
hereby, authorized and directed to inquire into all matters pertaining to the prep- 
aration and furnishing of all material the construction of public Fes pa and 

the public buildings of the United States under the , 


the 7 af the United States, and to report 
W. 


the manner of constructin 
different systems 1 75 
bill or oi 


to this House, by m is necessary to secure good 
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papers and to administer oaths. And said committee are further authorized to 
hom ged a stenographer at a fair compensation. And said committee are author- 

to appoint a sub-committee of its own members for the pore of pursuing 
these investigations; said committee, when appointed, to have all the powers con- 
ferred by this resolution. And said committee, or its sub-committee, may make 
their investigations either at the city of Washington or at any of the cities or 
other where public buildings are being erected or material 8 as 
they may deem proper. And said committee, or its sub-committee, may t during 
the ons or recesses of Congress. And the expenses attendin; e cn g 
out of these investigations shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House 
of e oly woke not to exceed $5,000; and the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives is hereby authorized and directed to pay the same. 

Mr. MORTON. I move that that be passed over. 

Mr. MURCH. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It can be controlled by a majority vote. 

Mr. GARFIELD, I desire to make a suggestion to the 83 
from New Vork, [Mr. Morron.] It is perfectly manifest that a large 
majority—probably nine-tenths—of the members of this House are in 
favor of this measure, but if gentlemen object to laying aside prior 
business on the Calendar and make an objection in reference to each 
bill, I think this may as well be given up till Monday, when the gen- 
tleman from New York will have it in his power to move to suspend 
the rules. I dislike very much to see the measure delayed, but I am 
satisfied it would take two hours to reach it at this rate. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to say that this important subject has been 
considered by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the joint resolu- 
tion is the unanimous report of that committee. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is debate in order! 

The CHAIRMAN, This is only proceeding by unanimous consent, 

Mr.MURCH. I withdraw the objection to pass over the resolution 
last reported. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Lask unanimous consent that we proceed at once 
to the joint resolution which the gentleman from New York desires 
to reach. 

Mr. STEELE. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from North Carolina will 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. STEELE. Indeed I will not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is simply a useless consumption of time. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not withdraw the objection, and it is useless 
for you to say a word, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next business on the 
Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2265) to direct the Architect of the Capitol to move the bath- 
room, for the enlargement of the House restaurant. 

Mr. MORTON. I move that that bill be passed over, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next business on the 
Calendar. 

The Clerk read the following resolution, reported by Mr. Martin, 
of Delaware, from the Committee of Accounts: 


b and to orm such other duties as may be assigned 
salaries herein po ne shall be paid monthly out 87 the contingent fund of the 

ouse. 

Mr. MORTON. I move that that resolution be passed over. 

The motion was to. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2268) to 
authorize the sale of certain propert in the city of New York. 

Mr. MORTON moved that the bill be laid aside. 

The motion was ag to. 

The next business on the Calendar was the following resolution, 
submitted by Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. 

Resolved, That the sub-committee of the Committee on Commerce, to whom has 
been referred the resolution of the House of Representatives adopted on the 4th in- 
stant on the subject of the commercial relations of the country, and who are autbor- 
ized to inquire by what means our foreign trade may be best promoted and foreign 
markets opened to American products and manufactures, have leave to sit at such 
times and places as shall seem to them expedient during the recess of Co: to 
administer oaths and take testimony, to employ a clerk and stenographer at a fair 
compensation; and for the 1 gravy aforesaid the sum of $2,500 be, and is hereby, 
8 to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House of resent- 

ives, for the use of said committee, on the requisition of the chairman, whose re- 
ceipt shall be a good and sufficient voucher therefor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. In view of what is pene now it is evident that 
it is simply a question of the saving of time. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the committee proceed immediately to the consideration of 
the joint resolution reported from the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
by the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. Morton. ] 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I will consent to that if the gentleman 
will modify his proposition so that the joint resolution may be con- 
sidered under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Lhope the gentleman from New York [Mr. MORTON] 
will agree to that. 

Mr. MORTON. I will consent to that. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


INTERNATIONAL FISHERY EXHIBITION. 

The committee accordingly proceeded to the consideration of the 
joint resolution (H. R. No. 170 concerning an international fishery 
exhibition to be held in Berlin, Germany, in April, 1880, introduced 
by Mr. DEUSTER and reported, with amendments, from the Committee 


on Foreign Affairs by Mr. Morton. 

Mr. MORTON. I ask that the joint resolution be read as proposed 
to be amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas all civilized nations take part in the international fis! exhibition to 
be held in the city of Berlin, Germany, in April, 1880, it is deemed both right and 
expedient that the prominent and effective action of the United States in the line 
of the artificial eee of fish and the stocking of depleted fishing waters 
should be conspicuously and well exhibited on the occasion: Therefore, 

Resolved, de., That to enable the United States Commissioner of Fish and Fish- 
eries to exhibit America in Berlin in April, 1880, a fair and full collection of the 
different specimens of American food-fishes, casts thereof, models of, and imple- 
ments, &c., used in the prosecution of American fisheries, the sum of $20,000 is 
hereby appropriated, out of any moneys not otherwise appropriated in the Treasury 
of the United States, or so much thereof as may be necessary for the purpose, to be 
1 available on the passage of this resolution, 

Src. 2. That the United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries be, and is 
hereby, authorized to represent the United States, either in person or by a deputy 
to be appointed by the President of the United States; and that, at his discretion, 
he may use any portion of the collections at present forming part of the National 
Museum in making up the proposed exhibition by the United Erates. 

Sec. 3. That the United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries be, and is 
hereby, instructed to 2 — 05 to Congress through the Department of State a re- 
port upon the Berlin Exhibition, showing the recent progressand present condition 
of the fisheries and of fish culture in foreign countries, 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. Chairman, at first glance a proposition to ex- 
pend money on an international tighery exhibition at Berlin is likely 
to be viewed with indifference. This indifference to our fisheries and 
to these exhibitions has existed for years, and was never more mani- 
fest than now. 

The production of fish is a source of national wealth, and in the 
early history of the world it was a preventive of famine and distress. 
Experience has shown that while it is a luxury of the rich it is pre- 
eminently the poor man’s food. This is understood thoroughly in the 
countries where food production and cheap living are carried to the 

test perfection. It is estimated that about forty-five millions of 
hinese subsist almost entirely on fish. 

But it is not merely inland fisheries that are of importance to the 
poor. The sea fisheries are hardly less so. If properly developed, 
the price of fish would be so much lowered that the man who could 
not buy would be rare indeed, and so little capital is necessary for 
the business that there would be sufficient profit left to those who 
carried it on. 

Other countries do not look upon fisheries as we do. One of these 
international exhibitions was held at Bergen, Norway, in 1865, at 
which the fish of all the great countries and many of the lesser ones 
were well represented. Insignificant Bavaria sent 69 contributions; 
Great Britain, 174; Sweden, 368; and Holland, 435. How many came 
from this country! One! Another exhibition was held in France in 
1866, and our fish were not presented at all. 

The French government has given so much material aid to ‘his 
business of fish culture that nearly all her waste waters hrve been 
turned into nests for the propagat.on of fish. One of the earliest and 
most extensive establishments for the culture of dia is that erected 
by France at Huningen, which went into operation in 1852, and in 
six months had artificially fecundated three million eggs and pro- 
duced 1,600,000 living fish. 

It is only n to call the attention of the 
for it to appear that there is not a State which 
the matter. 

Mr. Chairman, not many years ago the vast internal improvements 
of this country—the erection of mills, dams, and factories—threat- 
ened the extinction of the most valuable species of fish in our rivers. 
This ce was prevented by the timely discovery of the art of 
propagating fish by artifical means, and at the same time the demand 
was greatly increased through the aid of railroads which have made 
transportation easy between remote points in a brief time. 

In 1840-50 salmon cost twenty times the price it commanded when 
we ceased to be colonies of Great Britain. The Connecticut River, 
which had been one of the most fertile fish streams in the world, 
became almost depleted. Few, however, understand the methods of 
replenishing our waters from which the most valuable species of fish 
have been banished. This result is due to a discovery made in Ger- 
many, and afterward in France, that fish can be propagated to almost 
any extent by artificial means. This simple fact has led to the crea- 
tion of one of the most important industries of modern times. The 
nations of the world have derived incalculable benefit from this dis- 
covery, and we are now invited to join in an international compari- 
son of the character of our fish and the methods of our fish culture. 
It is to this science to which I have referred, and which this resolu- 
tion is designed to encourage and extend, that we owe the 3 
of our waters; to this we owe the fact that millions of young sh 
were hatched at Holyoke, Massachusetts, and turned into the Con- 
necticut River. : 

In view of the possibilities of our shores, our measureless streams, 
and our inland seas, we should lead all nations in the world in avail- 
ing ourselves of every item of information on a subject of such im- 
portance to our people and their industries. The annual value of sal- 
mon alone in Ireland is now about $2,500,000, while in this country it 


ublic to the ere 
not interested in 
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ayerages from thirty to forty cents a pound. The oyster-beds in Vir- 
ginia alone cover an area of about seventeen hundred thousand acres, 
containing about eight hundred millions of bushels. The following 
are a few showing the comparative production and consump- 
tion of fish y the leading nations of the world : 


The United States exported in 1874 about twenty-two hundred thou- 


sand dollars’ worth. 

It appears from this statement that in 1874 Norway and France, 
each smaller than some of our States, produced respectively one-third 
more fish than the United States. In 1862 the tonnage of American 
ships en in the sea-fisheries amounted to 204,197, in 1874 it had 
fallen to 78,290 tons. 


In the report of the United States Fish Commissioner for 1877 there 
is a description of a fish of most excellent quality found on the Ameri- 
can coast. It existed in t numbers, and yet was unknown to our 
fishermen—for the reason that they were not acquainted with the ap- 

tus of European fishermen. This should teach us how important 
it is for us to be familiar with those improvements and methods which 
prevail in the Old World, 

In the fish trade in 1865 Norway had a balance of trade in her favor 
of $12,588,975. Why was this? use she resorted to fish produc- 
tion as it is prop the United States should do. In this connection 
the United States Fish Commissioner again says: 

Norway is the only European nation that has a scientific commission sores 
officially in the supervision of the fisheries, and in devising methods by which y 
may be carried on and extended with the least possible waste. To the labors an 
observation of such men as Dr. Boeck, Professor Sars, and others, is due much of 
the present efficiency of the Norwegian fisheries. 

In 1867 we imported about as much fish as we exported. If we 
devoted sufficient energy to the business we conld export one hun- 
dred times as much, and need import none at all. 

I will leave the subject of fish culture with a single quotation from 
the Connecticut fisheries report for 1871. This is the substance: 

At the expense of a few hundred dollars shad were artificially hatched and re- 
turned to the Connecticut River by Seth Green, one of the pioneers of American 
fish culture. In three years, the time required for shad to mature, these fish had 
become more abundant in the river than they were before the white man began to 
fish them out. ö 

Fish culture is in its infancy. Its resources are immeasurable. 
It may approximate and even rival agriculture in importance. Its 
development will give employment to large numbers of men and 
bring food within the means of the poor as well as of the rich. The 
propriety and utility of international exhibitions, where the repre- 
sentatives of our nation can learn the nature of the products of the 
others as well as show its own in a universal market, can no longer 
be questioned. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there are direct advantages to be derived from 
this international conference. The naturalization in our waters of 
European fish is a subject that should receive careful attention, and 
by a comparison of views in this body of scientific men much may 
be learned as to the nature and kinds of foreign fish which thrive in 
our waters. In many of our States legislation has been effected es- 
tablishing means for the protection and preservation of fish, and in 
many cases concurrent action has been taken among States border- 
ing upon the same stream. What the States can do therefore in 
some measure been done. It is the duty of the General Government 
to supplement their works by a representation at international ‘exhi- 
bitions and conferences. 

This international exhibition is conducted directly under the pat- 
ronage of the German government by the German Fishery ia- 
tion, a body consisting of pomine, persons most eminent in fish 
culture and the fisheries. Almost every nation in the world having 
diplomatic relations with Germany has accepted the invitation, ex- 
ceptionally ee exhibitions being promised by China, Japan, 
and Siam. The United States alone has given no response nor made 
3 to participate. As a matter of international —. 51 
would seem eminently proper for the United States to take part. e 
fishery exhibit at Philadelphia in which the United States partici- 

ated was the best and the most successful of all recent international 

isplays. If the invitation of the German government is to be ac- 
cepted no time is to be lost ; even now a complete exhibition will only 
be practicable by the exercise of great effort. 

. Chairman, I now call attention to some of the results which 
have been achieved by the United States Fish Commission since its 
creation in 1872, in respect to which it is safe to assert that the United 
States is in advance of foreign nations in the methods and machinery 
of the fisheries ; in the use of better equipped vessels, some steam and 
some under sail, a large fleet being now employed continually on the 
coast and off the coast; in the use of tly improved means of tak- 
ing fish, especially the replacing of the hook and line by means of 
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labor-saving nets, and particularly by the purse-seine, by which a 
thousand barrels of fish are frequently taken at one haul, instead of 
depending upon the capture of the fish one at a time. 

n catching mackerel the United States first used a line with a 
baited hook dragged along the surface of the water, the vessel being 
under sail. Sometimes the baited hook was sent below the surface, 
the vessel being either under gentle sail or anchored. Here only such 
fish were taken as happened to be in the vicinity of the vessel. Next, 
the vessel was anchored or hove to, and the mackerel brought up to 
the boat by means of a lure consisting of finely-chopped fish, thrown 
overboard, thus attracting the schools from a distance sometimes of sev- 
eral miles. Next, seines or nets of various forms of construction were 
introduced, and last of all the gery for fishing in deep water 
were employed, which surroun the fish and captured an entire 
school at one operation. The use of similar seines in connection with 
specially constructed steamers, in the capture of the moss bunker or 
menhaden and the conversion of the fish into valuable oil and ma- 
nure in costly establishments, either floating or on shore, is peculiar 
to the United States. 

Another peculiar American feature in the capture of sea fish is the 
use of the so-called dory, a boat from sixteen to twenty-two feet in 
length, and much lighter and more secure at sea and superior in 
every way to any boat used in Europe. Applications are being con- 
stantly received by the Commissioner for models, drawings, and de- 
scriptions of this boat. 

The original methods of fish culture consisted in allowing the natu- 
ral current of water, as that from a spring or hydrant, to pass through 
wooden troughs, having on the bottom a layer of gravel, among 
which the eggs were placed; this essentially represents to this day 
the inventive genius of Europe. The next mode was in — . 
the trawls in a river so as to get the natural flow of the water inste 
of depending upon springs or hydrants. This, as at first applied by 
3 Green, eee the hatching of shad practicable on a large 
scale. 

Again, advancing on its own method of having the eggs in actual 
layers and trays, the United States devised the method of placing the 
eggs in large vessels of a conical shape, and allowing the water to 
come in at the bottom and flow over at the top, by which means 
enormous numbers can be hatched on a given area. Such is the 
apparatus used to a considerable extent by the United States at its 
salmon-hatching establishments in Maine and California. As the 
result, with a very small force of operatives, as many as fifteen mill- 
ions of eggs have been treated in a single season on the Sacramento 
River hatchery—a product much more than that of all the salmon- 
hatching establishments, public and private, in Europe combined. 

The funnel apparatus was next placed by the United States com- 
mission on floating scows, so that the water used in developing the 
eggs could be drawn directly from the subjacent river where they 
were anchored. ‘With this was combined a form of buckets filled 
with eggs and plunged up and down in the water continually by 
means of steam power. The success of the method of the use of scows 
led to the construction of a large steamer especially fitted for this 
purpose and nearly ready for use, by which the amount of work of 
previous seasons can be increased many fold. 

The efforts of Europe in the artificial propagation of fish have been 
confined chiefly to the treatment of different species of salmon, trout, 
and whitefish, and this by the rude methods first indicated—all breed- 
ing in fresh water. The United States Fish Commission first con- 
ceived the idea and made the experiments of artificial impregnation 
of and hatching the eggs of the various sea fishes, which require a to- 
tally different tment from the eggs of fresh-water species, the 
latter sinking to the bottom of the water, while the former float on 
the surface, riments were prosecuted in the harbor of Glouces- 
ter in the hatching of eggs of the cod, during the winters of 1878-79, 
which, after many failures, resulted in entire success. The steamer 
referred to is an essential factor in the work contemplated for the 
future, being capable of producing hundreds of millions of young fish 
in a single season. 

The hatching of cod, mackerel, halibut, sea-herring, and indeed any 
of the fish of our coast, with the exteption of the bluefish and men- 
haden, (which do not spawn at a time when they can be reached,) 
becomes perfectly practicable. Not only can the old off-shore and 
other grounds be increased in their productiveness, but new stations 
can be established. It is especially anticipated that productive cod 
fisheries can be developed as far south as the Chesapeake Bay or 
even Cape Hatteras, thus giving lucrative occupation to a large o 
of the community in the winter season, when the cod would be on the 
coast and when other fishing would be intermitted. The benefit to 
the people of the South in this increase of a supply of cheap fish- 
f during the winter will of course be readily appreciated. The 
fitful appearance and disappearance of mackerel on the American 
coast can also, in a great measure, be regulated. 

It is hoped to transfer the general seat of the cod and of the mackerel 
fisheries from the distant banks and the Gulf of St. Lawrence to the 
coast of the United States, thus settling some very serious interna- 
tion fishery questions, and making the erican codfisheries espe- 
cially similar to those of Norway, where twenty-five thousand men are 
employed for four months of the year in fishing in open boats, going 
out in the morning and 3 night. T 

The European nations, especially the Germans and Norwegians, 
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have been kept advised of the success of the United States Fish 
Commission in the hatching of various species of sea fishes, through 
the public Ra , but no reports of the commission have ap 
later than that for 1877; they are without the detailed information 
desired, most of the discoveries having been made in 1878 and 1879, 
Euro nations are aware that all the more recent improvements 
in the hatching of fish, both fresh-water and marine, have been de- 
veloped by the United States Commission, and n by Mr. T. 
B. eee the assistant commissioner. The agents of the North 
German Lloyd’s have offered to carry the exhibits of the United 
States at rates, and have asked 
the company in Bremen to take them of any expense whatever. 
These results show the advantages which have already accrued 
from the action of Congress in enabling this country to profit by the 
discoveries and experiences of European nations in the culture of 
fish. 


I wish to express my thanks to Professor Baird, the distinguished 
scientist, for valuable information as to the work which has been 
accom’ ed by the United States Fish Commission, of which he has 
been the head since its creation in 1872. 

I cannot close my remarks, Mr. Chairman, without expre the 
opinion that the country owes a debt of gratitude, the magnitude of 
which may not be appreciated to-day, to my distinguished friend, the 
gentleman from Maine, [Mr. FRYE, ] who in 1872 introduced the bill 

roviding for the creation of the United States Fish Commission, and 
by his earnest personal efforts secured its p 

[During the delivery of the foregoing remar’ 
the expiration of five minutes.] 

Mr. Mo Y obtained the floor, and yielded his time to Mr. 
Morton, who concluded his remarks as above. 

Mr. DEUSTER. Mr. Chairman, I ask indulgence but for a few 
moments while offering some esplanatory remarks in regard to the 
resolution introduced by me, and now under consideration. 

At the “internatio: fishery exhibition,” to be held at Berlin in 
April, every civilized country will be represented, and even China 
and J apan will claim their share of the world’s attention in the prog- 
ress made by them. 1 those to whom the management of the 
exhibition has been confided we find the names of men of science well 
known throughout the civilized world. The scope of the exhibition 
is not limited to the direct results and products of fish propagation, 
but embraces all that is in any way connected with this important 
branch of human industry, such as models, casts, and other represen- 
tations of appliances in use in pisciculture, in transportation, pre 
ration, or preservation of products of fisheries for commercial or do- 
mestic purposes, fishing implements—in short, everything that will 
represent modern pro; in this respect. 

othing has been done thus far to secure a icipation on the part 
of the United States in this exhibition ; yet there is no country which 
would be better entitled to the pinos of honor at such an exhibition 
than our own. No country in the world can display the evidence of 
such marvelous activity and progress in the pro tion and distri- 
bution of food-fishes by artificial means as the United States. Dur- 
ing the short period which has since our first efforts in this di- 
rection were made, in 1871, more has been accomplished in this country 
than even in Europe which had the experience of decades to aid in 
the efforts made there. We need but glance over the results reported 
by the United States Fish Commission since 1872 to satisfy ourselves 
that while the task attempted has been very great the results accom- 
plished have been most eminent, Without desire to take up much 
time, I will point out but a few of those results of which we may 
justly be proud and which will go to show that our progress in this 
respect is well calculated to gain for our great natural resources and 
advantages, as well as our skill in using and improving them, the 
admiration of the Old World at such an exhibition. 

One of the first efforts made by the United States Fish Commission 
toward improving our greatly reduced supply of food-fishes consisted 
in the restocking of our waters with salmon and salmon-trout. Not 
only did the Fish Commissioner succeed by transplanting western 
species of this valuable fish to eastern waters and eastern species to 
western waters in enriching both, but the propagation of this fish by 
artificial means bas been so extensive and successful that the present 
market price of the salmon, one of the best food-fishes in the United 
States, n from 10 to 15 per cent. lower than before propagation was 
attem 8 

8 excellent result we are able to display in our experiments 
with the codfish. Until two years ago it was considered a hopeless 
task to propagate artificially the codfish, which, as is well known, is 
one of the main sources of income and support of a large part of the 

pulation of our Northeastern States. But while numerous exper- 
iments failed the artificial hatching of this fish was at last accom- 
plished with comparatively small cost and such gratifying results 
that the harvest to be gathered from our well-supplied waters will 
repay the cost incurred a hundred-fold. 

the propagation of the shad we have achieved another great 
success to which we can point with pride. This excellent and well- 
appreciated food-fish almost vanished from the impoverished 
waters of our Northern, Middle, and Southern States, but the efforts 
made in restocking them have been so well rewarded that, where two 
qoan ago not a single fish was to be found, the fisherman can now 
w his seine well assured of a rich harvest. 


the hammer fell at 


ission of the director of | last 


But one of the most interesting results of our experiments and suc- 
cesses in the propagation óf fish is that which we can show in the 
carp, a fish pear Spi for delicacy of flavor, and destined to become 
very popular with our people as well as remunerative to them. A 
few years since a limited number of c were imported, and the 
efforts made to propagate this fish artificially have been so successful 
that by this time their offspring are distributed not only along the 
Atlantic coast, but over the whole country to the Pacific. Heretofore 
an entire 8 to our waters, the carp has become Americanized 
with wonderful rapidity. Iam informed that the carps hatched here 
summer in the ponds near the Washington Monument have al- 
ready attained an N weight of two and a half pounds, and that 
they have been fed simply upon boiled Indian corn. Where isa highly 
important suggestion embodied in this fact which may prove of in- 
calculable benefit tothe country at large. It goes to show that even 
a farmer far distant from river or stream can, by an easy process 
convert his surplus of corn into a most wholesome, profitable, an 
marketable food in the shape of carp. 

There are other interesting facts connected with the transplantin 
of this fish into American waters from Germany and Austria, of whic 
the carp is a native. This fish was a gift obtained from those coun- 
tries, a gift cheerfully offered by the respective governments, a gift 
which we have turned to good account, made valuable and remunera- 
tive, and which, in due time, will become a factor of wealth of no 
little significance in our national economy. This alone should induce 
us to improve the opportunity offered for . the important 
and astonishing results obtained, and our success in this single in- 
stance alone would justify us in incurring the trifling expense con- 
nected with such an exhibition. We can show to the world that, as 
in other ae ck: in this enterprise, too, we have accomplished all 
we have undertaken to do, and even more. 

Every consideration of national pride prompts us to assume with- 
out delay the place of prominence and foremost rank we can so justly 
claim in this international exhibition of modern progress. There has 
been no important exhibition held yet during the past few decades 
of progress, and in which we participated, that has not resulted im- 
measurably to our benefit. Invariably our markets were multiplied 
either for the implements, tools, and other means of producing mer- 
chantable articles, or for the products themselves. At the same time 
we have profited by the experience of others, and, with the practical 
sense peculiar to our people, found new ways of adapting old methods 
and practices, 

Nor have our successes in regard to pisciculture remained unnoticed 
abroad, as has been enny attested by the many references to our 
efforts in foreign scientific publications, and asa natural consequence 
great interest has been awakened in Europe in our experiments and 
effortsin this respect. An exhibition of their gratifying results, there- 
fore, can only be of great benefit to us. 

As there is but a very short space of time left for preparation, it 
has been necessary, I regret to say, to bring this measure to the atten- 
tion of Congress in the shortest time possible ; but I trust, neverthe- 
less, that the report of the committee will be unanimously adopted. 

[During the remarks of Mr, DEUSTER the hammer fell at the expi- 
ration of five minutes. | 

Mr. SCALES obt the floor and yielded his time to Mr. DEUS- 
TER, who concluded his remarks, as above. 

Mr. STEELE. I move to amend the joint resolution by striking 
out the word “fishery” and inserting the word “fish ;” or, if gentle- 
men prefer it, I will move to strike ont the last two syllables of the 
word “fishery.” [Laughter. ] 

As I understand it, Mr. Chairman, it will be a somewhat difficult 
matter, with a meager ve Saget avi of $20,000, to transport an Amer- 
ican fishery over to Berlin, in Prussia, Fi is a place where the 
catch fish; that is what I understand by it, and I have just e 
Webster. [Laughter.] 

It does strike me that the proposition now pending before the Con- 
gress of the United States is of not such tremendous importance as 
the speeches of the two gentlemén who have just debated it would 
seem to indicate. Among other things, the joint resolution cere 
to appropriate $20,000 for the n of 3 over to Berlin a 
ae en of the fish-hooks used in country. at would include 
the old-fashioned pin-hook, which, as I understand, is in common 
tte Smog day in the Springfield district of the State of Illinois, 

ughter, 

Nar, if id were confined to steel hooks, whether of the old Lim- 
erick or the Kirby persuasion, I should not think it a matter of very 
material importance. But to send over there a specimen of all the 
fish-hooks used in this country 

M ROBESON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. STEELE. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. ROBESON. Does the gentleman think that a pin-hook would 
hold a fish of the “ Springer” species! 1 

Mr. STEELE. I think it would, if you jerk him out quick, though 
I confess I think it would ordinarily be well to have a pretty heavy 
barb to the hook. 

I think in all earnestness (and I am in earnest in every word I have 
uttered, everybody knows that) that it is absolutely ridiculous to 
be appropriating a sum of money for the purpose of sending spac: 
mens of food-fish from American waters to Europe. Everybody 
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over there who knows anying about it knows that this country 
absolutely teems with food-fish, from suckers all the way up to cat- 
fish. [Renewed laughter.] Iam op to the whole business. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time by unanimous consent, when 
the House went into Committee of the Whole, for the discussion of 
this matter has been exhausted. 
Mr. ROBESON. I want to say one word in the agricultural inter- 


est. 
Mr. GARFIELD, Vote down the amendment. 
The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. STEELE to 


strike out “fishery” and insert “ fish ;” and it was not to. 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I offer an amendment which I understand 
is acceptable to the Committee on Forei irs. 
Mr. MORTON. Iam willing that it should be made. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move to amend the first section of the bill, 
making the appropriation of $20,000, by adding to it the words “to 
be e ded under the direction of the Secretary of State.” 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire to say only a few words upon the subject- 
matter of this joint resolution. 

TheC The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ROBESON] 
can proceed only by unanimous consent. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROBESON. This subject of fish-culture has within the last 
ten years grown into great importance in this country. All our riv- 
ers weg ee ocean have been stocked with their native fish and 
new supplies of food for the people who live upon their banks are 
being provided through that machinery. But that does not reach all 
the necessities of our country. The United States Fish Commission, 
in pursnance of a wise policy, has endeavored to introduce fish that 
may be said to be inland fish ; fish that can be raised by the farmer 
wherever he has a little pond or a little lake on his popa or near 

in that section 


this fish is fully introduced into this country every farmer (and I now 
speak in behalf of the agricultural interests) can have fresh fish and 
brain food for breakfast every morning. 

bed the hammer fell.] 

. ROTHWELL. Have not these fish been already introduced in 
this country? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Morton] on behalf of the com- 
mittee. It will be read. | 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the bill the following: 

Sec. 2. That the United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries be, and is 


tion 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The next e is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Van Vooruis, J 
to add to the first section the words “to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of State.” 

Mr.GARFIELD. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move to amend by striking out “twenty” and 


inserting “ten,” so as to make the amount of this appropriation 
$10,000, I think that will be sufficient. 

Mr. WILSON. On that subject I desire to make one remark. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted, the time limited by order 
of the House having expired. 

The question bein en on the amendment of Mr, ATKINS, it was 
not agreed to, there g—ayes 52, noes 78. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I give notice that on this amendment I shall 
demand the yeas and nays in the Honse. 

The C . The Chair will state that the tleman will 
not have that right, as an amendment not agreed to in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole is not reported to the House. 

Mr. MORTON. I move that the committee rise and report to the 
5 75 the joint resolution as amended, with the recommendation 

t it pass. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BLACKBURN reported that the Committee of the Whole, 
having had under consideration the joint resolution (H. R. No. 170) 
concerning an international fishery exhibition to be held in Berlin, 
Germany, in April, 1880, had directed him to report the same back 
with amendments and with the recommendation that the resolution 
be passed as amended. 


Mr. MORTON. I demand the previous question on the joint reso- 
lation and amendments, 

The previous question was seconded, there being—ayes 104, noes 12. 

The main question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole were 


agreed to. 
The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third ing, and was accordingly read the third time. 

The question being taken on the passage of the joint resolution, 
there were—ayes 109, noes 41. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 169, nays 69, not 
voting 54; as follows: 


YEAS—169. 
Acklen, Dwight. le Robinson, 
Einstein, Le Fevre, Ross, 
Aldrich, N. W. Ellis. Lindsey. Russell, W. A. 
Aldrich, Evins, — a, Ryan, Thomas 
Anderson, Farr, Ryon, John W. 
Baker, Ferdon, Marsh, Sapp. 
Ballou, Field, Martin, Joseph J. lenberger, 
Barber, Finley, Mason, Sherwin, 
Ba Ford, MeCook, Simonton, 
Belford, Forney, M 5 Smith, A. Herr 
Bi Fort, Miles, Speer, 
Blake, Frost, Miller, Springer, 
Bliss, Frye, Mitchell, Stevenson, 
Bouck, Garfield, Money, Stone, 
Bowman, Gibson, Monroe, Talbott, 
Boyd, Morse, Thompson, Wm. G 
Brewer, Goode, Morton, Tillman, 
— —— Joymii ims 
Browne, Harris. Benj. W. 3 Terrat, J. T 
Burrows, Haskell, 7 Newberry, olesan } 
Calkins, Hatch, Nicholls, U 3 
Camp, Hawk. . Dees 
e a SA 
Caswell, ' Hazelton, O'Reilly, Voorhis, 
Chittenden, Heilman, Orth, Van Voorhis, 
guns; Henderson, Osmer, woe 
Clymer, Herbert, Pacheco, Ward, 
Coffroth, Herndon, 1 — 8 
Cowgill, Hiscock, Poehler, Whiteaker, 
Cox, Horr, Pound, Williams, G. G. 
Crapo, Houk, Prescott, Willits, 
a is 5888 
Davis, Horace Joyce, 4 Wood, Walter A. 
— H. Kaley, Richardson, D.P. Yocsm: 
Ap ocum. 
De La Satyr, Kimmel, Richardson, J. S. 
Dunnell, Ladd, Robeson, ` 
NAYS—69. 
1 . Soe Pe — B. 
berson, wi 
A Davidson, Martin, Benj. F. e, 
Davis, Joseph J. McKenzie, Taylor, 
Beale, Dib: McMahon, Townshend, R. W. 
Blackburn, Dickey, McMillin, Tucker, 
Bland, Geddes, ‘Turner, Oscar 
Blount, Gillette, M ` A 
Buckner, Gunter, Myers, Weaver, 
Cabell mond, N, J. Wellborn, 
ar! Harris, . Philips, Whitthorn 
5 Henkle, 3 Williams, Thomas 
— Alvah A. Hostetler, Roth L Willis, 
i Hunton, — Young, Casey. 
een. eeiway 
Covert, Kite! Slemons, i 
NOT VOTING—54. 
Bailey, Errett, Killinger, Shelley, 
—.— Ewing, Knott, O. R. 
Beltzhoover, Felton, Lewis, Wi E. 
A Fisher, Louns! A Starin, 
Pingvam, Forsythe, orca ward L. Stephens, 
Bie a Hooker, 8 5 Thompson, P. B. 
nce : McLane, —.— 
Caldwell. um * ar ner, 
Clark, John B. Hutekns N. White, 
Sek ced Lale, j „Thomas L. 
Elam, Ketcham, Scales, 
So the bill was passed. 


During the vote the following announcements were made: 

Mr. SCALES. I am paired with Mr. ERRETT, of P. Ivania, on 
all Political questions. As this is not a political question, I shall vote 

no. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. LOUNSBERY. 

Mr. VANCE. I am paired with Mr. FISHER, of Pennsylvania. 

The yote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MORTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Imove the House resolveitself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the report made by the Committee on Rules. 

The SP R. Pending that motion the Chair will present some 
executive communications. 

SERGEANT EDWARD O'BRIEN. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the petition of Ord- 
nance-Sergeant Edward O’Brien, United States Army, for retirement 
on full pay and allowance ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. . 

MILITIA FORCE. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting abstract of the 
militia force of the United States ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 


FENDALL CARPENTER. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers in the claim 
5 Fendall Carpenter; which was referred to the Committee on War 


JOSEPH M. YOUNG AND WILLIAM S. SLAUGHTER. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 3 his report 
and papers in the matter of the private land claims of Joseph M. 
Young and William S. Slaughter, of Louisiana; which was referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


MAJOR A. W. EVANS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
the petition of Major A. W. Evans, Third Cavalry, for correction of 
the date of his commission ; which was referred to the Committee on 

EMPLOYES OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a memorial of the employés of the Government Printing Office against 
the action of the Public Printer in withholding their salary for legal 
holidays; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr, FINLEY. It should go to the Committee on Public Expend- 


itures. 
TheSPEAKER. The communication from the Government Printer 
on the same eae has gone to the Committee on Printing. 
Mr. VALE . Iask that the memorial be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 
BREVET COLONEL O'REILLY. 


Mr. O'REILLY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R, No. 
4228) for the relief of Brevet Colonel O’Reilly, United States Volun- 
teers, late a lieutenant in the regular Army; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


NANCY ZIMMERMAN, . 


Mr. COFFROTH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4229) granting a pension to Nancy Zimmerman, widow of Fred- 
erick German, a lieutenant in the war of 1812; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. 

JOSEPH BENNETT. 

Mr. COFFROTH also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4230) granting a pension to Joseph Bennett; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

HENRY STANLEY WETMORE. 

On motion of Mr. TAYLOR, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
315) granting a pension to Henry Stanley Wetmore was taken from 
the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, not to be brought back by a motion 
to reconsider. 

OWNERS OF THE B. L. HODGE. 

On motion of Mr. TUCKER, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
of Ways and Means was dischargéd from the further consideration 
of the bin (H. R. No. 3779) for the relief of the owners of the B. L. 
Hodge; and the same was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

JOHN M. HUDSON. 


Mr. BAILEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4231) granting a pension to John M. Hudson; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ENROLLING AND CALLING OUT NATIONAL FORCES, 

Mr. NE by unanimous consent, introduced a ory resolution 
(H. R. No. 199) construing the act of Congress entitled “An act fur- 
ther to te and provide for the enrolling and calling out the 
national forces, and for other purposes,” approved July 4, 1864; which 
was read a first and second time, refe to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSIAH NEEDHAM, 
On motion of Mr, HAYES, by unanimous consent, the Committee 


from the further consider- 


on Banking and Currency was dischar; 
ation of a bill (H. R. No. 3648) instructing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue bonds to Josiah Needham, of Grundy County, Illinois, to 
replace certain bonds which were burned, and the same was referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, not to be brought back by a 
motion to reconsider. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Leave of absence, by unanimous consent, bien! grauten to Mr. Har- 
RIS, of Massachusetts, for ten days after Sa y next, on account 
of important business. 

i HIRAM JOHNSTON. 

On motion of Mr. FORSYTHE, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. 
No. 376) granting a pension to Hiram Johnston was taken from the 
Speaker's table, Saad a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, not to be brought back by a motion 
to reconsider. 

REVISION OF THE RULES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I now insist upon my motion that the House 
renee itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

on. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. CARLISLE in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
report of the Committee on Rules. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

11. To the naval establishment, other than the appropriations for its support: 

01.6 th Post Ofis * ee a, oth 85 ropriations for their 
„ £0 the oo an er n ons e 
port: to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post Rosds, ~ 

Mr. MONEY. If it is now in order I desire to offer an amendment 
to that clanse of this rule which has just been read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike ont the words “other than,“ and in lieu thereof insert the word in- 
Post- tice and post-rosda, including appropriations for thelr support’ to the Gom- 
mittee on the Phet O hee and Post-Hoads.” 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, I feel a great delicacy in asking 
this amendment at the hands of this House after the recent discus- 
sion and the previous action taken on cognate questions. But I am 
moved to do this eed what I consider the necessities of the public 
service. I do it at the request of the members of the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. There is not a single bill which comes 
to this House that is looked to with as much interest by the people 
of all the States of this Union in every community as the bill appro- 
priating money for the support of the Post-Office ent. No 
other Department of this Government has such intimate relations with 
the people, with all classes and communities of this Government, as 
the Post-Office. It touches them, sir, at every point. It touches them 
in all their business, in all their domestic, and all their social rela- 
tions, and of necessity the bill appropriating money for its support 
should come from a committee intimately acquainted with its wants. 

I submit to this House it is impossible from the very nature of 
things that a committee so burdened with business of a multiplied 
character as the Committee on Appropriations can inform themselves 
so minutely of the necessities of the postal service as the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. And I would have the House to 
believe that committee if intrusted with this work would report in 
a spirit of economy, but measure that economy by the requirements 
of that service. 

It was stated on yesterday by the gentleman who has c of 
this report from the Committee on Rules—and I do him the t to 
say I do not think he intended to misrepresent the matter at all or to 
prejudice this House against the distribution of appropriation bills 
to the several committees having W of these several Depart- 
ments—it was said yesterday by that gentleman that the bill reported 
at the last session of Con, for the support of the Post-Office 
Department was increased $1,000,000 by motions emanating from the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post- The gentleman is mis- 
taken as to the facts. I did not hear him at the time or I would have 
corrected him at that point, but reading this morning his remarks 
on that subject, I find he has made that statement. It is immaterial 
who reported those amendments, but I wish to say that of $975,000 
appropriated in addition to the report of the Committee on Appro- 
priations $485,000 was reported by members of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. One hun and fifty thousand dollars was added by 
the amendment of my colleague from Mississippi, [Mr. CHALMERS, | 
for the benefit of the steamboat service. One hundred thousand dol- 
lars was added by the amendment of Mr. Padx, of California, in be- 
half of the letter-carrier service. Of the amount added by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole only $210,000 came from the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and that was by an amendment offered 
by myself on the star service. But it matters not from whom these 
amendments come. The sequel has proved their wisdom; for to-da 
hotwithstanding this increase of $975,000, we are asked for $2,000, 
deficiencies for the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is that the way you demonstrate it ? 

Mr. MONEY. No, sir; if the gentleman will just allow me to finish 
I will tell him. Iwill not stop to inquire, in the limited time I have, 
whether that amount of money has been expended oy or a 
whether it has been spent unadvisedly or corruptly or not. Tha 
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majter is now being investigated by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, which finds time in all the multiplicity of its business to make 
the e aye and I await theirreport before Sd gee mire! a decis- 


ion upon the Second Assistant Postmaster-Gen' I first desire to 
hear the evidence a him. 

But at any rate of that $2,000,000 of deficiency it is claimed only 
$900,000 of it was caused by what we may at least term a judicious 
expenditure in expediting the schedule of time and increasing the 
number of trips in the far West. 

Now, Mr. C is it possible that the Committee on Appro- 
priations shall so acquaint themselves with the necessities of the pos- 
tal service as to be able to report a bill here absolutely meeting ex- 
ien pz! i 175 tinuall wing. We ha got a fin 

s service, sir, is con We have not got a fin- 
ished country. We are eee the time. We are in process 
of rapid growth. The past decade will show an increase of popula- 
tion of at least ten or twelve millions. In this last year we have in- 
creased our fñces by 1,597; the steamboat service increased 
3,000 miles, the star service 8,000 miles, and the railroad service 
about 3,000 miles. It is impossible that any man, I do not care what 
his ability is, can kee with the growing demands of this serv- 
ice unless his study of it runs pari u with its growth. 

Isubmit the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads is the 
appropriate committee to report this bill. And I deprecate that spirit 
on the part of any member of the Committee of the Whole which 
would lose the valuable report of the Committee on Rules unless we 
take it entire. We had it yesterday from two members of the Com- 
mittee on Rules and one member of the Committee on Appropriations 
that they would be willing to lose the whole work of the Committee 
on Rules last summer if we in Committee of the Whole were not 
willing to intrust the Committee on Appropriations practically with 
the control of all the business of this House. And it was stated that 
it would be destructive to the Treasury if these appropriation bills 
were distributed e oenar committees. 

Here the hammer fe 1 

. BLACKBURN. I do not know how the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi man in five minutes’ time, unless he had the indulgence 
of the Chair, to put before the Committee of the Whole as many mis- 
takes as he has committed. I am sure I cannot reply to them in five 
minutes. 

The member of the Committee on Rules and member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations did not say on yesterday, and the RECORD 
does not warrant the charge, that he was in favor of repudiating and 
rejecting this whole revision of the rules if the appropriation bills 
were distributed. But he stated that if that was done and the pres- 
ent existing barrier against an increase of appropriations by way of 
8 was stricken down, then, and only then, the report should 

ec 
e Ex. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him right 

ere 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Not out of my time. I stand upon the record, 
and I hold the gentleman from Mississippi to the record. 


The gentleman was mistaken in another thing. He was mistaken 
if 3 to succeed in drawing me off to a discussion of the 
two-million-dollar deficiency which now stares us in the face in the 
star service of which the tleman , and of which he has 
stood before the House in this and the last Congress as the avowed 
champion. 


Mr. MONEY. No, sir. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman 

Mr, BLACKB + Ido not yield. I did not interrupt the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi and I decline to be interrupted by him. He 
is mistaken when he says that but $900,000 of that deficiency is trace- 
able to what may be termed increased allowances to existing routes, 
or else the Second Assistant Postmaster-General was mistaken when 
ager oath he swore that more than $1,100,000 of it was traceable 

ere. 8 

The question presented by the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Mississippi is simply this : whether the Post-Office appropriation 
bill according to estimates submitted to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, requiring in the next fiscal year $39,900,000, shall be turned 
over to the custody of the committee over which that gentleman worth- 
ily presides, he who supported, indorsed, and upheld by vote and voice 
an Increase of $975,000 in excess of the amount reported to the last 
Congress by the Committee on Appropriations. There is to be fonnd, 
sir, in this House no one committee more deserving probably than that 
for its untiring en and faithful service. But candor compels me 
to add that the record shows there is not to be found in this Housea 
sect, 75 committee now clamoring for additional power a compliance 
with whose demand is more dangerous than that of the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. One million of money in round nam- 
bers I stated on yesterday, and I repeat to-day, was added to the bill 
of the Committee on Appropriations for the support of the postal 
service in the last Congress. And I appeal to that gentleman to say 
if there was ever a proposition made to increase the appropriations 
for the postal service one dollar for which he did not vote or speak. 

This question was decided yesterday. When the proposition was 
made to the Army and the fortification bills to the Military 
Affairs Committee and was voted down, I take it that this Commit- 
tee of the Whole House declared its purpose to make no further ex- 
eeptions, but to leave the appropriation bills where they are. I do 


not believe that further discussion will suffice to change the vote of 
a single man on this floor. I believe that the Committee of the 
Whole House is prepared to vote on every one of these isolated prop- 
ositions as they come up. The gentleman from Mississippi has had 
his five minutes; I have mine or a part of it; and I trust that this 
committee will now go forward without further delay and vote upon 
e e ee submitted that looks to the coi tment into new 
hands of a single appropriation that is now intrusted to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BLO . I desire to say that if there is a committee in this 


House—— 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Is debate in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been exhausted upon the pending 
amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. CONGER. What is the ion before the committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, [Mr. MonEyY.] 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to be heard upon that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] has 
moved to amend the amendment by striking out the last word. en 
that amendment shall have been di of, another amendment 
will be in order, and the gentleman will be recognised in due time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihave very little to say in tion to this debate 
on the rules. So far as labor is concerned, I undertake to say that 
there is not a committee of all those which are struggling for the ap- 
propriation bills who have so fine a field of work as the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and who could, if they had seen 
fit, have relieved the Committee on Appropriations of a vast amount 
of work, have done the country a vast service, and saved the Treas- 

millions of dollars. 
. MONEY. We are trying to do that now. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me. It is 
well known that there has been pressed upon this House for years a 
proposition to change the method of paying the railroads of the coun- 
try for carrying our mails. Yet in past Congresses not a word upon 
that subject has come from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

It is well known that 5 of letting mail contracts has re- 
sulted in abuses e illionsof dollars. Yet not a single thing 
has been done on that subject, so far as I am aware, by the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MONEY. The gentleman is incorrect when he makes that 
assertion. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Whether they have done it or not, those gentlemen 
have had ample time to consider that subject. there have been 


complaints of attempts to put a on the sppropriation bills. 
Sir, the legislation on the Post-Office iy wet cea bill has come not 
from the Committee on Appropriations but from the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, legislation involving the reclassifica- 
tion of mail matter, and various propositions of that kind. And 
copia have been made that the Committee on Appropriations 
would not allow on the appropriation bili all the legislation which has 
been suggested by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

I undertake to say that if there is a committee of this House with 

t questions before it, enough to occupy it for the whole session 
in maturing legislation which will result in the improvement of the 
public service, it is the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The gentleman talks about the propriety of referring the appro- 
priation bills to that committee because of the subjects to which those 
appropriations relate. Sir, there is no mysay about those appro- 

riations. Here are the estimates on a single page; one item involves 
$10,000 for railroads, and g may go all through them and there is 
no mystery about them. There is the statement of receipts and ex- 
penditures and an estimate concerning the growth of the service, 
submitted to us every single year. There is no man who cannot take 
these simple fi and reach a proper conclusion as to what should 
be done. There is no legislation involved in it. 

If tlemen will examine the RECORD in reference to the yj oA 
priations for the postal service they will be astonished to see how 
simple a thing is that for which the gentleman is struggling, and in 
regard to which he is complaining that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions are attempting to seize all the power in this House. But the 

tleman said awhile ago in reply to the kenamaan from Kentucky 
Mr. BLACKBURN] as to certain increases of appropriations which he 


supported 
[Here the hammer fell.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. CHITTENDEN. I was not present yesterday when the Com- 
mittee of the Whole was engaged in considering the report of the 
Committee on Rules; but if I understand the situation at the close 
of yesterday’s session, the new rules have been made to provide for 
three appropriation committees, and it is now proposed to provide 
for a fourth. 

Now, unless we, the representatives of the people, are to invent 
some substitute for industry and economy, making money free to all; 
unless it be wise for us to have two or more Speakers of this House, 
I cannot, for my life, see why we should have two or more appropria- 
tion committees. Did any man in his right mind ever senda good ship 
to sea with two equal masters? Can any household or any govern- 
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ment prosper with its treasury wide open to each member of the 


household as a committee on appropriations? The case seems to me 
to admit of no argument. The provision in the rules as they now 
stand for three appropriation committees seems to me as absurd as it 
would be to propose the election of two more Speakers, of equal 
authority with the present incumbent. I can see no substantial dif- 
ference in the cases, These appropriation committees, if the door of 
the Treasury is opened to them.all, will inevitably deplete the Treas- 
ury, if they are human. It is necessary for the Government to con- 
trol the Treasury. It cannot do it under any such system of rules as 
would allow each of the standing committees of the House to fix and 
determine its own appropriations. The case, as I have said, does not 
admit of 1 The truth of it must be obvious to every man 
who will take the facts home for his own private consideration, free 
from prejudice. 

I hope that we shall be permitted to adopt these rules substan- 
tially as presented in the report of the committee. They are univers- 
ally admitted to be an immense improvement upon the one hundred 
mk sixty-six rules that we now have, a piece of patchwork 2 
one hundred years old, which no one can pretend to understan 
Every member can understand these forty-seven propositions. They 
are probably not perfect; but a little rience will enable the 
House to perfect them. It does seem to me in the last degree a waste 
of time for this House to go on day after day, week after week, and 
month after month discussing practically the question whether we 
shall open the Treasury for an eager scramble by all the committees. 
For my part I hope we soa ee have done with this question 
and pass the rules substantially as they came from the committee. 
It was a great work for that committee to bring in unanimously such 
an improvement upon the present rules. Their revision is, in my 
judgment, worthy of our instant approval. 

Mr. VALENTINE obtained the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remind the gentleman from 
Nebraska that debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Irise to a question of order. The gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Boorer eae an amendment pre orma, and 
spoke in favor of that amendment. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. CHITTENDEN] followed upon the same side. The other side of 
the question has not been h submit to the Chair whether the 
other side cannot be heard upon an amendment on which debate is 
limited to ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia proposed a mere 
formal amendment to strike out the last word, and occupied his five 
minutes. The tleman from New York arose and discussed, as the 

ntleman from Georgia had done, the general question involved in 

amendment proposed by the gentleman from Mississippi. Of 
course the Chair could not know when the gentleman from New York 
arose what he proposed to say; and when he had proceeded with his 
remarks no question was made as to his being in order. 

Me ore SON. Has not debate been exhausted on the amend- 
ment 

The CHAIRMAN, It has. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I move, then, as a substitute for the amend- 
ment of the 


preceding the word. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has announced distinctly that the 
gentleman from Georgia has moved to amend by striking out the last 
word; and until that amendment is withdrawn by the consent of the 
eee or disposed of by a vote, no further amendment will be in 
order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I renew the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ized the gentleman from 
Nebraska, [Mr. VALENTINE.] He will recognize the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON ] presently. 

Mr. V. INE. I renew the amendment to strike out the last 
word. I hope the Committee of the Whole will adopt the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Monry.] I believe it 
is in the right direction. Two months ago to-day I introduced a res- 
olution into this House calling upon the Post-Office Department for 
information as to why the mails were not carried upon certain rail- 
roads in the West and why increased facilities, as demanded by the 
interest of the people, were not given. A few days after the intro- 
duction of that resolution the chairman of the Committee on the 

ce and Post-Roads came to me and said that his committee 
had all the information from the Department as called for by that 
resolution, stating that they had sent to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations estimates in the shape of a deficiency bill. I immediately 
called upon the gentlemen composing the sub-committee on appro- 
priations having charge of 8 for the Post- Office Depart- 
ment and urged upon them necessities of the people in my own 
State. I was informed by the chairman of that su mmittee that 
they were so busy, that the work of the committee was so great, that 


they could not report back that deficiency bill until after the recess. 
Time and again I have been urging those gentlemen to rt this 
deficiency bill. I was informed by the gentleman from Kentucky 


[Mr. BLACKBURN] that they had, under instructions of the House, 
entered upon an investigation of the star service, and until that was 
comple no mj pd peer bill for deficiencies of the Post-Office 
Department could be reported. 


tleman from Georgia, to strike out the two words | mak 


During the last year there have been added to the inhabitants of 
the State of Nebraska from one hundred thousand to one hundred and 
twenty thousand people by immigration. There have been built over 
five hundred miles of railroad, on many miles of which to-day the mails 
are not carried. On others the pouch service is the only service we 
have, for the reason that the appropriation for postal clerks has been 
exhausted by reason of the great revival in the business of the coun- 
try during the year. A few days ago I introduced and asked unani- 
mous consent to have at once considered a resolution directing the 
Committee on Appropriations to report the Post-Office deficiency bill 
in their hands to this House, excepting the items of appropriation for 
the star service. This I left out on account of the investigation now 
being made. Objection was promptly made, and made by a member 
of the Committee on vd vi reg Pe who, not content with simply 
objecting, added to his objection language uncalled for and nnneces- 

, if not discourteous. As that committee is socrowded with work, 
I feel that it ought to be relieved. This is now a time and a 
good opportunity by adopting this amendment to relieve it of some 
of its work. I think it ought to be done. 

We have a Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, of which I am a member. But when an examination into such 
expenditures is Prive mcr to be made we see the Appropriations Com- 
mittee coming forward by one of its own members and asking that 
they be instructed to e such investigation. The Committee on 
Appropriations being thus crowded with outside work, which by the 
rules belongs to other committees, I think this amendment should be 
adopted. the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads is 
allowed to report appropriations for the ee service, I believe that 
service throughout the country will be benefited thereby. 

Mr. CON GER rose. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to make any amendment which will 
afford me an 8 to reply to the personal remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. CONGER. I have the floor., 

Mr. ROBERTSON, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the rule and conform to it 
unless there is something in the case to make it an exception. The 
rule is that no gentleman can be allowed to speak more than once 
until other gentlemen desiring to speak have been heard, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does not that apply to amendments as they 
may be offered? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam, then, asking to oppose the amendment of 
the gentleman from Nebraska. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is true; but the Chair has recognized the 
gentleman from Michigan. If the gentleman from Kentucky, how- 
ever, wishes to make a personal exp tion 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir; I am not willing to dignify the thing 
by asking to make any personal explanation in reference to it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Is the gentleman rising to a personal explana- 


tion or = yer pe the amendment? 

The C J. The gentleman from Kentucky has taken his 
seat, and is not speaking to the amendment, and he does not ask to 
è any personal explanation. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have taken my seat, because the floor is re- 
fused me. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Then I have the floor. 

4 The CHAIRMAN. No, sir; the gentleman from Michigan has the 
oor. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Ihave to say then that I have three times ad- 
dressed the Chair. Previous to his giving the floor to the gentleman 
who has just taken his seat the Chair said he would recognize me 


next. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is mistaken. The Chair in- 
formed the gentleman from Louisiana distinctly that he would recog- 
nize him after the gentleman from Michigan who is now upon the 


oor. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The question will rise again whether the debate 
on this amendment will not be exhausted after the gentleman from 
Michigan has closed his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentlemen on the floor 
who seem to be anxious to address the committee on this subject, that 
as long as anybody sees proper to offer an amendment, either a sub- 
stantial or a formal one, it will be in order to do so, provided only no 
more than two amendments are ding at the same time. As soon 
as one is voted on another will in order, and the Chair hopes in 
that way an opportunity will be afforded to every gentleman to be 
heard who desires it. 

Mr. CONGER. This does not come out of my time? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, in common with a good many other 

mtlemen of this committee, I have not been in favor of taking 

m the Committee on Appropriations the performance of their 
usual, , long-accustomed duty. In general, I am in favor of 
having a Committee of ah iad who shall take the laws of the 
United States as they find them on the statute-book in regard to sal- 
aries and all expenditures specifically provided for by law and em- 
body them in regular a pk pepe bills on those subjects. I think 
as a rule perhaps it would be dangerous to the business of the House, 
perhaps dangerous to the business of the country, to have all appro- 
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3 distributed among the committees 


e to propose 
egislation in regard to those subjects. I make this broad distinction 
and I wish I may have order while I am speaking = 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes that the gentleman will have 
order in the House, but it seems impossible to secure it. 

Mr. CONGER. i repeat, sir, I make tbis broad distinction which 
does not seem to be made by many in ing on this subject. I hold 
the committees, to which is referred by our rules and practice the con- 
trol of particular ean pein like the Naval Affairs, Military Affairs, 
post-office matters, and things of that kind, being those matters com- 
mitted to them for the express purpose of advising this House what 
legislation is necessary on them—lI hold those committees have the 
absolute power and control—as far as we giveit to any committee in 
the House, to shape and fashion and originate and press forward such 
legislation as well on salaries and appropriations as on all other sub- 
jects committed to them which can come before this House. It is 
their duty to do it. If they complain there is not a sufficient appro- 

riation for a icular subject, it is their duty to bring in a law be- 
orehand in order to make it necessary to make appropriation. 

I have not time to dwell on that, but I hold on the other hand, as 
a coun to that power of all the committees, that the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations should be confined to carrying out the laws 
which are 8 in Ae of the recommendation of other com- 
mittees. ey should be held to make appropriations according to 
law; they should not invade the domain of other committees and 
proposed legislation the subject-matter of which has been committed 
to committees equally conversant with it, and having more time 
to devote to it and better acquainted with the nature of the serv- 
ice and the wants of the several De nts committed to them. 
Whenever this House or any House can draw the dividing line so the 
Appropriations Committee shall appropriate according to law and 
leave other committees more familiar with their different Depart- 
ments to propose legislation, we shall have arrived at a time when 
and a result which will prevent this continual encroachment of one 
committee on another. e shall then have accomplished what we 
desire, so that each member shall stand as the law izes him, as 
the equal and peer of every other member, and the committees of this 
House shall stand here as the equals and peers of every other commit- 
tee, entitled to like t and similar confidence of the House. When 
that is done, sir, we have removed one of the greatest hinder- 
ances to legislation. More than that, we shall have removed one of 
the greatest hinderances to good legislation. I say that from a long 
observation of these conflicts and these jealousies and these suspi- 
cions and these criminations of members against committees and of 
members against individual members of committees. If we will make 
further rules to hold committees to their popa ang legitimate work, 
the business of this House will go on with a correctness which it has 
never reached in my experience. Until then, in my opinion, we shall 
have this continual jangling, this continual desire to detract from 
Ae eu Committee and take from it even the rights which 

t 


And allow me to say before closing, that if we cannot hold the 
Appropriations Committee to the performance of its Dropar and legit- 
imate duty in this House, then for one I will g wit other men 

e 


who will go with me, first to shear them of their assumed powers 
and if n to reduce them to a position where they will have 
but little power in this House. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I move to strike out the last word in order to 
yield my time to the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Monry.] 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, nothing was Narkher from my inten- 
tion than in any way to misrepresent |] used by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky; but if Ihave failed to re nt him correctly. 
it is from a misconstruction of his language, which I now beg to read 
to this House. The tleman, in speaking on this subject, uses this 
language, which I take from this morning’s RECORD : 

If this proposition for the distribution of the riation bills shall be 
without Åmitati and tien if the only. safeguard that we hold to-day 8 
rule upon the people's Treasury is to be stricken down, I sincerely, honestly, and 
earnestly trust that the report made by the Committee on Rules in the shape of a 
revision, so mangled and with all its sins, if it has any, and with whatever 
good may belong to it, may be rejected and spewed out of the mouth of this House. 


That is the gentleman's own language“ spewed out of the mouth 
of this House.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And I say that now. 

Mr. MONEY. Exactly. Then I gave the proper construction to 
the . 8 ol the tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What is the statement? 

Mr. MONEY. That I gave the proper construction to your lan- 
guage. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On the contrary, the gentleman misconstrued 
it as broadly as it was possible for human ingenuity to do so. 

Mr. MONEY. Very well, sir. If I have misconstrued the language 
of the gentleman, as I find it in the RECORD— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What page? 

Mr. MONEY. If I have misconstrued the gentleman’s language, 
then, in justice to myself as well as to him, I take t pleasure in 
absolving him from the intention which in my view his language 
plainly expressed. But to proceed with the matter under discus- 
sion. How was it possible that a committee charged with the re- 


sponsibility of reporting an appropriation bill upon a subject which 
itis presumed to 3 from the very nature of the charges 
im upon it by the House in its organization, can be any less 
held to their responsibility by the Committee of the Whole House 
than any other committee in this House ? 

Sir, no committee of this House passes an appropriation bill. These 
committees are the eyes, the ears, and the hands of the House to ob- 
tain for it the information needed for intelligent legislation. And 
when a committee has reported a bill to the House it fulfilled its 
whole duty, and it then rests with the Committee of the Whole to 
make the appropriation that in its judgment may be necessary. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as far as 5 is being conducted by 
the Committee on Appropriations, with that I have nothing whatever 
to do; I have no concern whatever with that. The gentleman from 
Kentucky mistakes me much if he supposes I have at any time ap- 
peared or will hereafter appear upon the floor of this House as the 
champion of any man in the executive department of the Govern- , 
ment or elsewhere. But I beg to remind him I have on the floor of 
this House spoken, not in the language of invective but in terms of 
animadversion on the very officer whom he is now investigating, more 
severe than were used in my hearing by any other member on this 
floor. I said I suspended my judgment until the gentleman should 
have made his report and submitted to this House any evidence he 
may accumulate. 

But what has that to do with the matter under consideration? In 
the administration of the affairs of this country are we to pun- 
ish the people of the whole country for the sins of one man? We 
have heard of the vicarious suffe: of one for the sins of the many; 
but the gentleman would 3 the whole country for the sins of 
one man if he is proved guilty. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. Whose 
8 is that? 5 

. MONEY. I beg the gentleman will not interrupt me in the 
short time I have. 

I ask where is the danger spoken of by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky in the diffusion of power? We have been taught the great 
danger to be dreaded was in a centralization of power, not in its dif- 
fusion. We have been taught to apprehend that was the one evil 
which the peop e of this country should be taught to guard against 
most sedulously. But now we are taught that a diffusion of power 
among the members of this House is dangerous to the interests of the 
country and to the public service. 

It is impossible, Mr. Chairman, in the nature of things that the 
rules as they stand to-day reported by the Committee on Rules shall 
promote the public service as much as they would with the amend- 
ments which have been offered from time to time. Sir, there is a 
higher statesmanship than consists merely in reducing expenditures, 
There is such a thing as understanding the necessities of a coun 
like ours which is ee a population one and a quarter mill- 
ions every year—a country that demands something for its develop- 
ment rather than for the restriction of its service. 

If it be so, if we have no ter duty than to see to what minimum 
we can cut down the expenditures of this Government, then we have 
little business here. I am in favor of economy; I am in favor of a 
judicious expenditure of the pante money; I am in favor of strict 
accountability for official conduct; but I am in favor at the same 
time of that sort of legislation in the way of appropriations that will 
develop the resources of the country, that will stimulate all the 
sources of revenue, that will give the people of this country, expand- 
ing every year, proportionately extended privil and that will 
better b into communication with each other all the communities 
over the whole breadth of this land. 

For these reasons I ask the Committee of the Whole to remit this 
question of e for the Post-Office Department to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. I credit the gentlemen on 
the Appropriations Committee with the fullest measure of zeal for 
the public service; but I claim the same credit for the members of 
the committee to which I have the honor to belong. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. B. . Irise to op the amendment. 

I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that as I have not either during the 
general debate or during the five-minute discussion said anything at 
all on the question of the revision of the rules, I trust I may have 
the attention of the committee during the five minutes which I may 
now occupy. 

Mr. Chairman, my judgment convinces me that it would be one 
of the most unwise and unfortunate things that could happen to the 
legislation of this House if the work that has heretofore been confided 
to the Appropriations Committee should be taken from it and distrib- 
ute it around among the various legislative committees of this House. 
There is a natural tendency on the part of every committee that is 
charged with the general subject of legislation to draw to itself 
whatever power if may be able to draw; and if in addition to the 
power that it now has it is clothed with the further power of appro- 
priating for all the wants of the service it has in ch: „the natural 
tendency would be to increase the amount of appropriations so that 
they would get beyond the control of the House. a 

I believe, Mr. 9 — that it would be almost fatal in a party 
sense to the party having control if they were to disperse among eight 
or ten different committees the subject of appropriations. It would 
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be an illogical course. It would put it beyond the power of the House 
to control the appropriations; for the reason, Mr. Chairman, that no 
one except those who are charged specially with the investigation of 
the subject can have the minute information essential for the guid- 
ance of the committee that has ¢ of the bill. 

But while I consider that it would be unwise to distribute this 

wer I cannot permit myself to disguise the fact that we ought at 
— in the distribution of work in the various committees of this 
House to be logical and sensible in making that distribution. If the 
Committee on 9 is to be e ed not only with the ap- 

ropriate work of appropriations, but if in addition to that it is to 
face the same pone in reference to the origination of the general 
legislation that is confided to the various committees of the House, so 
as to make it in fact not only the representative of the legislative 
power of all the committees but having in addition its own peculiar 
wer besides, I say the logical balance of our fe joys of | tion 
k disturbed. This power can only be fittingly lodged in the ds of 
the several committees of the House who are charged with this legis- 
lative power. 
It logically follows that if with the power of recommending ap- 
riations there is to be coupled the power to originate general 
legislation, that power ought to go to the committees that are gener- 

y by the House with the exercise of such legislative power, 
For one I can see no middle course. It will hardly do to follow in 
the line indicated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, to charge the 

eral committees of the House with the preparation of spo ria- 
jes bills, and then remit them for further consideration to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. All legislative experience proves that 
wherever power is dissipated between two or more committees of the 
House, so that neither the House nor the country can hold either of 
them msible for the bills that are matured and brought forward, 
there will be not only a failure of proper attention to such bills, but 
there will be danger of even worse evils than we now experience in 
the progress of legislation under the present rules. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

e question recurred upon the amendment of Mr. ROBERTSON to 

strike out the last word; and being taken, it was not agreed to, 

Mr. KEIFER. I move to strike out the word. 

Mr. CLYMER. That amendment has just been voted down, 

Mr. KEIFER. Then I move to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. FINLEY. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FINLEY. My pointof order is that the amendment of the gen: 
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON] was to strike out the last 
word, and that amendment has been acted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN, But the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer] 
moves to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. FINLEY. I understood him to move to strike out the last 
word. a 

Mr. KEIFER. I move to strike out the last two words. This seems 
to be a good time, Mr. Chairman, while considering this subject, to 

ress soo ig generally on a clause in Rule XXI of the new 
re 


I wish t to say that Iam poms to the pending amendment in re- 
lation to the transfer of the Post-Office appropriation bill from the 
Committee on 8 to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads; that is, I am opposed to it provided Rule XXI shall 
be amended as I think it ought to be amend: I desire to say that in 
my judgment it is better to have one common appropriation commit- 
tee, whose duties shall be confined entirely to the preparation of ap- 
propriation bills in accordance with existing law. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that if you transfer to the various com- 
mittees of this House the duties of preparing the several 7 * ria- 
tion bills there will be a strife between those committees, the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, the Committee on Naval the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and so on through, 
each striving to obtain the most appropriations for the Department 
of the Government directly under its c and in that way we will 
necessarily augment the annual appropriations beyond the ordinary 
revenues of the Government. 

While, however, that in my mind would be a t evil, it would 
be simple and insignificant in comparison with the evils that would 
result from the operation of clause 3 in Rule XXI as now reported, 
and which have resulted from the rule as it now exists. That clause 
is a mere ix oe It has been claimed by our distinguished Speaker 
that it furnishes the great means of reducing a ag wegen and 
saving money to the people. But I have observ this Con 
I observed in the last session, that the sole purpose of that c. 
was to enable the Committee on Appropriations to hang political 
legislation on appropriation bills. Under the guise of that c. of 
our rule, we were here during the last session for more than three 
months, standing face to face and oyo to eye, fighting over the ques- 
tion as to whether we should repeal our election laws, and whether 
we should by a law of this Government make it a crime to keep the 
— at the polls on election days. There was no such thing as re- 

chment intended. All that was intended was to coerce the minor- 
ity of this House and to coerce the Executive of this Government to 
submit legislation dictated by the majority of this House on the 
other side. That is what is meant by this clause under the guise of 
retrenchment to force legislation upon appropriation bills. 


Let me give you an example that is not political. I remember that 
in the Forty-fifth Congress, by more than a two-thirds vote of this 
House and by a unanimous vote of the Senate, re ess of party, 
we passed what was known as the letter-carrier bill; yet when this 
same Appropriations Committee came to deal with that matter they 
said in substance that the House and the Senate that the let- 
ter-carrier bill and the Executive who ap roved of it did not under- 


stand the subject. They said they wo cut that bill to pieces or 
they would make no appropriations at all for the purpose. That 
committee came in here with an appropriation bill containing a ve 
small sum of money for the letter-carrier branch of the service, an 
with new legislation, proposing altogether to repeal and overthrow 
the action af the House and the Senate. We fought that committee 
here for a whole day to compel it to make eee in accord- 
ance with existing law. That committee did not report those pro- 
visions under any guise of retrenchment. 
Here the hammer fell, z 

. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I move that the committee now 
tise for the purpose of obtaining from the House an order to close 
debate upon the pending paragraph. 

The motion was to, upon a division—ayes 93, noes 23. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the § having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the pro 
revision of the rules reported from the Committee on Rules and had 
come to no resolution n. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Bunch, its Secre informed 

the House that the Senate had passed, with Risen in which 

bree concurrence of the House was requested, a bill of the following 
e: 

A bill (H. R. No. 325) for the erection of a public building at Dan- 
ville, Virginia. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, and 
requested the concurrence of the House in, bills and a joint resolution 
of the follo titles: 

A bill (S. No. 56) for the relief of Edward Braden and J. W. An- 


A dim (8. No. 715 ) for the relief of the estate of N. Boyden; 
A bill (S. No. 857) authorizing the conversion of national gold 


and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 75) to print the eulogies delivered in 

the two Houses of Congress upon the late Zachariah Chandler. 
REVISION OF THE RULES. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the report of the Committee on Rules, and pendin, 
that motion I move that all debate upon the pending paragraph an 
amendments thereto be limited to one minute. 

Mr. MONEY. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question being put on the motion of Mr. BLACKBURN to limit 
debate in Committee of the Whole, it was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the motion that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole, it was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. CARLISLE in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the re- 
port of the Committee on Rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the Honse all debate upon the 
pending clause and pending amendments thereto is limited to one 
minute. The question is upon the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. KEIER] to strike out the two last words. If there 
be no objection this amendment, being pro forma merely, will be 
considered as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The question then recurred on the amendment of Mr. MONEY, to 
strike out the words “other than” and to insert the word “ includ- 
ing;” so as to make the clause read: 

To the Pos and roads, u A : 
to the 88888 the Post — eee eee e 

The question being taken on the amendment, there were—ayes 75, 


noes 89. 
Mr. MONEY. Icall for tellers. 
5 were ordered; and Mr. Money and Mr. FINLEY were ap- 
nted. 
vorhe committee divided; and the tellers reported - ayes 90, noes 97. 

So the amendment was not to. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I move to amend the ding 
clause by striking out the words “other than appropriations or their 
support,” and adding after the word “ Roads,” in the last line, the 
words “ and said committee shall report the general 1 
bill for the re abe of the Post-Office and post-roads, which shall be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations.” 

2 — ‘Gear being taken on ng to the amendment, 

e 


HAIRMAN said: In the opinion of the Chair the amendment 


is not 22 to. 

Mr. IS, of 3 called for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. 

SPRINGER were appointed. 


„of Massachusetts, and Mr. 


1880. 
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The committee divided; and the tellers reported —ayes 76, noes 87. 

So the amendment was not to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

13. To the lands of the United States: to the Committee on the Public Lands; 

14. To the relations of the United States with the Indians and the Indian tribes: 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs ; 

15. To territorial legislation, the revision th and affecting Territories or the 
admission of States: to the Committee on the Territories; 

16. To railways and canals other than Pacific railroads; to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. 

Mr. CABELL. I move as a substitute for the clause last read the 
following: 

To the improvement of the navigation of rivers and to railways and canals other 
than Pacific railroads: to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Mr. FRYE. If the gentleman from Virginia will allow this amend- 
ment to go over till to-morrow, I will move that the committee now 


rise. 

Mr. CABELL. That will be agreeable to me, if it is the sense of 
the committee. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to, there being—ayes 117, noes 37. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
had had under consideration the revision of the rules, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 
Mr. SCALES 72 sere to TN aon me fles of the House 
apers regarding the publication of Gettysburgh data, no adverse re- 
5.8 having been e; which application was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mili itary Affairs. 
INDIAN DEPREDATIONS IN MONTANA. 

Mr. BARBER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4232) to investigate certain claims for property destroyed by Indians 
in Montana Territory ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask unanimous consent to have taken up and 
passed a bill which has already passed the Senate, and to which there 
can be no objection. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I insist on the motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
ten minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as fo ows, Viz: 

By Mr. ATHERTON: The petitions of L. B. Lee and 76 others, cit- 
izens of Noble and Guernsey Counties; of C. C. Creighton and 53 others, 
citizens of Ohio; of Elias Boganwright and 50 others, citizens of 
Perry County, and of J. P. Hall and 30 others, citizens of Noble and 
Guernsey Counties, Ohio, for the amendment of the patent laws so as 
to make the manufacturer and vendor of patented articles alone re- 
sponsible for infringements—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of Elias Boganwright and 40 others, citizens of 
Perry County ; of L. B. Lee and 75 others, citizens of Guernsey and 
Noble Counties; of Joel Hall and 33 others, citizens of Noble and 
Guernsey Counties ; and of Thomas Gibson and 45 others, citizens of 
Ohio, for legislation to prevent monopolies and unjust discriminations 
in the transportation of passengers and freights—to the Committee on 
Commerce. ° 

By Mr. BACHMAN: The petition of Rosanna Peifer, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEALE: Memorial of citizens of Accomack County, Vir- 
ginia, for an appropriation to improve the navigation of Chinco- 
teague Inlet—to the Committee on Commerce. 

‘hee BENNETT: The petition of 200 citizens of Morton and 
Burleigh Counties, Dakota Territory, relating to the dividing line 
between said counties—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The 1 eitizens of Shelby County, 
Kentucky, for the passage of a law to prevent fluctuations in freight 
charges and unjust discriminations in transportation charges—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRIGHAM : Papers relating to the claim of William D. 
Stryker for reimbursement for losses sustained during the late war 
in paving United States troops—to the Committee on War Claims. 

y Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of E. W. Hill, R. W. Holland, 
and 75 other farmers, of Warren County, Kentucky, for the 
of a law to prevent finctuations in 3 and unjust discrimina- 
tions in transportation ch to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petitions of Jasper County (Indiana) Agri- 
cultural Society, for such action by Congress as will prevent the 
spread of the cattle EES the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, the petition of E. P. Kern and others, ex-Union soldiers, for 
the payment of the difference between greenbacks and gold for their 
services—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Valparaiso, Indiana, for the increase 
of the pension of H. Binnamon—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. CARLISLE: The petitions of citizens of Harrison and Pen- 


dleton Counties, Kentucky, for the of a law to prevent un- 
just discriminations in transportation charges—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CONGER: Memorial of C. McElroy, of Michigan, F. Dewey, 
of Ohio, and John Strong, of Michigan, representing large stave man- 
ufacturing establishments, against the proposed change in sugar 
duties, as injuriously affecting the interests of stave manufacturers 
in the United States—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: The petition of J. L. Tindall and 113 other 
soldiers of Fremont, Ohio, that they be paid the difference between 
gold and greenbacks at the time they were paid for their services— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COWGILL: The petition of oe — B. Blake and 13 others, 
for the e of the Weaver soldier bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GEORGE R. DAVIS: The petition of gen. ley Wells, 
Van Schaick & Co., Dunham & Hoit, J. L. Higgie, and 90 others, 
lumber manufacturers, ship chandlers, and vessel owners, of Chicago, 
Illinois, that a harbor of refuge and life-saving station be established 
at Grand Marias on the south shore of Lake Superior—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of John Black, David W. Small, 
and others, citizens of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, Tor prods a pension 
to Catharina Koenan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of B. Leidensdorf & Co., F. F. Adams & Co. 
1 cae 13 other eee pean e 
cigars, ilwaukee, Wisconsin, against the passage of the bi own 
as the free-leaf tobacco bill to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DICKEY: The petitions of Wesley Calhoun and 33 others, 
of Clermont County, Ohio; of John Crawford and 28 others, of J. E. 
Murphy and 22 others, of Henry Wilson and 8 others, of J. E. Thomas 
and 57 others, of Adams County, Ohio, and of J. C. Milligan and 66 
genen; for the amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee on 

atents. 

Also, the petitions of William Treber and 19 others, of Adams 
County, Ohio; of John E. White and 112 others, of W. E. Hali and 
33 others, of Clermont County, Ohio; of W. J. Ellison and 7 others, 
and of J. C. Milligan and 66 others, of Adams County, Ohio, for the 
passage of the Reagan interstate-commerce bill—to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

By Mr. EWING: The petition of soldiers of the late war, for addi- 
tional pay—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Three petitions from 114 citizens of Morrow 
County, Ohio, for legislation protecting cy eae from transportation 
monopolies in in commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of W. F. Goodbread and 79 others, citizens of 
Wyandot County, and of 176 citizens of Morrow County, Ohio, for 
8 protecting users of patents to the Committee on Patents. 

y Mr. FORS : The petition of J. H. White and 130 others, 
and of Edward Roessler and 20 others, of Shelby County, Illinois, for 
the passage of a law regulating interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, four petitions of citizens of Illinois, for the amendment of the 
patent laws so as to protect innocent purchasers of patented articles— 
to the Commiteee on Patents. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of G. C. Goss and other ship-owners 
and merchants of Bath, Maine, for a storm-signal station at Bath— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GUNTER: Papers relating to the claim of Will A. E. Tis- 
dale for reimbursement of certain moneys paid on account of the 
United States while he was agent of the Poden Bureau at Jack- 
sonport, Arkansas—to the Committee of Claims. 

a Mr. HARMER: The petition of honorably F soldiers 
of the late war, ene the passage of Senate bill No. 496, providing 
for the examination and adjudication of pension claims to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of manufacturers, merchants, and others, for the 
3 of Frankford Creek, near Delaware River, in the city 
of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BENJAMIN W. HARRIS: The petition of Ansel Thayer, 
of Braintree, Massachusetts, for arrears of pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY: Memorial of 99 citizens of Maryland and Vir- 
ginia, asking an appropriation for deepening the channel from Chin- 
co e Island to Frenklin City—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. HENDERSON: The petition of Alexander Steel and others, 
citizens of Rock Island, Illinois, for the improvement of the navi 
tion of Rock Island Rapids of the eee pi Biya and that certain 
maps and reports relating to the same may called for and referred 
to the proper committee—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. : The petitions of W. T. Exline and others, and of 
Levi Crates and others, citizens of Van Wert County, Ohio, i 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, the petitions of J. B. Teachman and others, citizens of Lucas 
County, Ohio, and of A. M. Craig and others, citizens of Beltsville, 
Ohio, for the p e of the bill equalizing bounties—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of John Catterman and others; of William Keith 
and others; of W. W. Wilcox and others; of A. R. Merrick and others; 
of Robert Fife and others; of J. M. Walburn and others, and of G. 
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W. Smith and others, for legislation regulating interstate commerce— 


to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOSTETLER: The petition of citizens of Clay County, In- 
diana, that a pension be granted Joseph T. Adams—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of soldiers and sailors of Gosport, Indiana, that 
Congress pay them the difference between greenbacks and old at 
the time * pajanent for their services—to the Committee on tary 
Affairs. 


By Mr. HOUK: The petition of Rupert G. Hill, late lieutenant For- 
tieth New York Volunteers, for the correction of his military record 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. KIMMEL: Papers relating to the pension claim of Ann R. 
Voorhees—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Oliver Wood for pay for serv- 
ices while acting So fa for the Post-Office Department—to 
the Committee of Clai 

By Mr. KING: The petition of J. FLOYD Kd, member of the 
House of Representatives, in favor of the payment of Hon. R. L. GIB- 
SON for expenses as contestant in the Forty-third Congress—to the 
Committee of Elections. 

By Mr. KLOTZ: The petition of C. A. Rittenhouse, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. LINDSEY: Papers relating to the claim of Bangs, Brownell 
o., for pay for property taken by the United States Govern- 
ment during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. McCOID : The petition of soldiers of Iowa, for be pango 
of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military 

Also, the petition of citizens of Iowa for legislation regulating 

interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 


By Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of George Yeagley and 2 others, 
of Portage County, Ohio; for the equalization of bounties—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


8 o, against the sPuseage of Senate bill No. 496-740 
Port ounty, Ohio, e passage of Senate bill No. 
the 8 on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of George Yeagley and other soldiers of the late 
war, of Po County, Ohio, for a law providing for the payment to 
the late soldiers of the war the difference between greenbacks and 
gold at the time of 8 the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEWB : The petitions of William King, of Oswego, 
New York, and 46 others, and of G. W. Bissell and 50 others, of 
troit, 9 for a harbor of refuge at Grand Marias, Lake Su- 
perior—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Jacob H. Stark for pay as a 
commissioned officer in the United States Army during the late war— 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Horace Griffin and 24 soldiers of 
the late war, of New Haven, Connecticut, for the passage of the 
Weaver soldier bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. POUND: gorena of John Bates and 52 others, citizens 
of ppewa County, Wisconsin, for the amendment of the patent 
ttee on Patents. 

rah a i a a tne togulation Of goierri 

wa i r the on n commerce 
as coh sr 60 as to prevent discriminations and fluctuations of 
tariffs—to the Committee on Commerce. 


itary 
By Mr. JOHN W. RYON: The petition of 69 Union soldiers in 
Schuylkill County, Pennsylvania, of similar import—to the same 
ittee, 


commi 

By Mr. STONE : The petition of Charles Patterson and 175 others, 
citizens of Grand Haven, Michigan, for an appropriation for a harbor 
of refuge and life-saving station at Grand Marias, Lake Superior—to 
the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. SIMONTON: The petition of Geo 
sion as a soldier of the war of 1812—to the 
ti Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON : The petition of Adam Muller 
and other soldiers, for equalization of pay—to the Committee on Mil- 


itary Affairs. 

By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND: The petition of 37 citizens of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, for an appropriation for a harbor of refuge at Grand Ma- 
rias, Lake eons the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TU! : The petition of citizens of Botetourt County, 
Virginia, for relief from the railroad monopolies which oppress inter- 
state commerce—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Botetourt County, Virginia, for the 
amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of F. H. Smith, for removal of disabilities under 
the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the United States— 
to the Committee on the 5 

Br THOMAS TURNER: The petition of soldiers and citizens 
of tucky, for the p of the equalization bounty bill—to the 
Committee on auton 

By Mr. THOMAS EGRAFF: Papers relating to the pension 
3 of Thomas H. Rothrock—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 


C. Rust, for a pen- 
ommittee on Revolu- 


By Mr. URNER: The petition of Ralph Nicholls and others, for 
the e of bounties—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 
By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of A. C. Rhind, commodore 
United States Navy, for an investigation of his case and for advance- 
ment of his e—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GHT: The petitions of William F. Bateman and 24 
others, citizens of Camden, Kansas, and of Herman Meyers and 77 
others, citizens of Verona, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the bill 
(H. R. No. 269) known as the Wright supplement to the homestead 
act—to the Committee on Public Lands. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 5, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a res- 
olution of the Senate of March 1, 1879, information in the possession 
of the Treasury Department showing the relative quantities and na- 
tures of the various kinds of fermented and alcoholic liquors imported 
into the United States from foreign countries; which was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in obedience to law, an abstract of the militia 
force of the United States; which was ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. 

DISTRICT SINKING FUND. 

Mr. ROLLINS. . On Tuesday morning last the Vice-President laid 
before the Senate a communication from the Secre of the Treas- 
ury, transmitting the report of the Treasurer of the United States on 
the operations of the sinki 5 pertaining to the District of Colum- 
bia; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. I move 
that the communication be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented resolutions of the Chamber 
of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, * the pas- 
eo ofa law for the construction of a bridge across troit River; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of Bartlett Taylor and others, 
citizens of Shelby County, Kentucky, praying for the passage of the 
bill (S. No. 865) to provide for the investment of certain unclaimed 
pay and bounty moneys now in the Treasury of the United States, 
and to facilitate and enco: the education of the colored race in 
the several States and Territories, and that the University of Wil- 
berforce be included therein; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of Alfred Williams, Joseph 
Cohen, and 63 others, citizens of South Carolina, praying Sangres to 
allow Wilberforce University an equal portion of the $510, un- 
pua colored volunteer soldiers’ bounty now in the Treasu 

nited States ; 
and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of William B. Scott, jr., and 35 others, 
and the petition of James Edward Calhoun and 16 others, citizens of 
South Carolina, praying for an appropriation by Congress for the 
improvement of the Savannah River; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BALDWIN presented the petition of J. B. Mullikea, general 
manager of the Detroit, Lansing and Northern Railroad Company, 
Denying mat the duty on steel rails may be specific, and not to ex- 

$ r ton; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. J S, of Florida, presented two petitions of citizens of 
Florida, praying that a portion of the $510,000 of the unclaimed 
bounty fund be given to the Wilberforce University, in the State of 
Ohio; which were referred to the Committee on Education and 


T. 

Mr. HOAR gener additional papers in the case of Mrs. Mary S. 

Porter ; which were referred to the Committee on Claims, to accom- 

pany the bill (S. No. 1120) for the relief of Mrs. Mary S. Porter. 
PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I move that when the Senate ad- 
journ to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HO I should like to inquire of the Senator from West 
Virginia if there is no business in which the Senate could profitably 
be employed? The public business has not been so backward as it 
is now at any session of Congress since I entered it ten years ago. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I know of nothing that is pressing 
upon the Senate. I do know, however, of a great deal of committee 
work that ought to be done; and the object of my motion is to afford 
an op unity for committee work. I think that we should make 


of the 
which was referred to the Committee on Education 


more by adjourning over, and permitting the committees to do their 
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duty, than by coming here and sitting an hour or two to-morrow, and 
then adjourning to Monday, in which case to-morrow would be lost 
to committee work. However, if the Senator from Massachusetts 
has any business for the Senate to consider, if there is anything that 
he can suggest as requiring the attention of the Senate to-morrow, I 
shall with pleasure withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HO The Senator will pardon me, I do not speak with ref- 
erence to the condition of business in the Senate alone or principally, 
but with regard to the general business, the bills coming over from 
the other House. Unless I am mistaken the public business has never 
been so backward as it is now for a great many years. I suppose, 
without violating parliamentary law, it is not improper to say that 
there may be changes in the rules of some other body which will be 
likely to send all the appropriation bills to the Committee of the 
Whole again after they have been once over here, considered, amended ; 
and if those changes take place another month in the summer wi 
be added to the session. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I would suggest to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that our sitting to-morrow would not forward the ap- 
propriation bills in the least. There are no such bills that I know of 
in the Senate that are ing. There may be causes elsewhere over 
which we have no control that will tend to prolong the session. 

Mr. ALLISON 


. rose. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. My friend from Iowa will say a | Coke, 


word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This is not a debatable motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to say a word about the 
appropriation bills. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and unan- 
imous consent is granted. 

Mr. ALLISON. The only appropriation bill that I know of now in 
the Senate is the bill with reference to fortifications, of which I have 
charge. I would say with regard to that bill that I have consented 
to its postponement until next week on account of the absence of the 
Senator from Virginia, [Mr. WITHERS,] who desires to be present 
when it is considered and who is unavoidably absent this week. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to make an ay about our Cal- 
endar, which lies before us on our desks, with two hundred and six 
cases reported from the various committees of the Senate. Itis a 
Calendar of seven pages of bills, which have been carefully consid- 
ered, I suppose, by the committees, and most of which it is important 
to have considered. There are many local bills, bills for individual 
relief, on the Calendar, which ought to be considered, it strikes me, 
before the appropriation bills reach us. There are some cases on the 
Calendar certainly that ought to receive attention. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think, if the Senator will allow me to make a 
single remark, that there will be sar opportunity to consider the 
Calendar. I agree with the Senator from West Virginia that we can 
forward the business of the Senate better by adjourning over to Mon- 
day than by sitting here to-morrow. Therefore I s vote for the 
motion to adjourn over. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I sincerely hope for one that the Senate will this 
week depart from the rule which been observed so closely during 
this session of adjourning over from Thursday to Monday. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Has the Senator anything perfected 
that he wishes the Senate to consider? If so, there is no tion 
to adjourn over. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will simply repeat what I said before. Here is 
a Calendar of bills which have been considered by the various com- 
mittees of the Senate and which have been reported for the action 
of the Senate. They cover seven pages of the Calendar, numbering 
over two hundred. If there was any reason why they should have 
been considered by the committees so early in the session, there cer- 
tainly ought to be a reason why they should be considered at this 
time by the Senate. There are no bills on the Calendar that I am 
particularly interested in, but there must be bills upon it that ought 
to be considered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I presume the discussion this morn- 
ing will do no harm to the country or to the Senate. I hope it may 
be heard in the other end of the 1 I desire to say in reply to 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar} that it is a well known 
fact that the chairman of an important committee there, the Com- 
mittee on eee has been sick for a month. It is also well 
known that there are three or four appropriation bills now perfected 
and ready for action in the House, but owing to the consideration of 
the rules of the House they have been delayed, as I understand. 

As the Senators upon the opposite side wish to do business to-mor- 
row, I withdraw the motion to adjourn over, and hope that the Sen- 
ate may profit by it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. Reports of 
committees are next in order. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I should like to state my reasons, inasmuch as 
other Senators have given reasons for and inst the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This is not a debatable motion. 


Mr. BURNSIDE. I think we had better work an hour at least for 
four days in the week, instead of meeting every day for about half an 


hour and then going into executive business. We can attend to work 
three or four hours for four days in the week, and then have two 
days for committee and departmental work. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair reminds the Senator that this 
is not a debatable motion. 

The 991 8 7 being put, there were on division—ayes 19, noas 22. 

Mr. EATON. I call for the yeas and nays. . 

The ge and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Davis] and my 
colleague [Mr. WALKER] are detained at home to-day on account of 


The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—17, 
Allison, Hamlin, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Anthony, Harris, Platt, Windom. 
Booth, Hill of Colorado, Plumb, 
Burnside, Vance, 
Call, Vest, 
NAYS—33. 
Bailey, Edmuni Kellogg, Ransom, 
Blair Farley, * Kernan, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Ferry, Max Slater, 
— of Wis., —j— Me . 
rell. roome, i allace, 
Hereford, K. Williams. 
arta of W. Va., cored Pendleton, : 
wes, ohnston. Pryor, 
Jones of Florida, Randolph, 
ABSENT—2%. 
Baldwin, Con! i Jones of Nevada, 
Bayard, Baris eile Thurman, 
Beek, é Lamar, Walker, 
Blaine, Grover, 
Bruce, pton, McPherson, ers. 
Cameron of Pa., Hill of Georgia, Rollins, 
Carpenter, Jonas, ders, 
So the motion was not a, to. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I 


ive notice that at the close of 
the morning business I shall ask the Senate to take up a joint resolu- 
tion 2 , ah eee for certain employés. 
Mr. BECK. I desire to give notice, so as not to give offense to any 
gentleman by objecting to a particular bill, that I shall insist upon 
oing to the Calendar and takin g the bills in their regular order. I 
Shall object to any person picking out bills on the Calendar, and giv- 
ing a particular bill preference over any other bill. If we are to 
proceed with the Calendar, I shall insist that we proceed in order. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. ~ $ 


Mr. FERRY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. — for promoting the efficiency of the co 
of chaplains of the United States Navy, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be 


rinted. 
j Mr. McDONALD. I am directed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the petition of P. A. Wellford, prayi 
that his claim be referred to the Court of Claims, with the right o: 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, to make a report, 
which I ask to have read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the denea Salis! orang was referred the petition of P. A. 
Onas wich riyhtot appeal to te his claim for tured cotton to the Court of 
Claims eee that 


United States, report 
in aed opinion of your committee prayer of the petitioner ought not to be 


The committee report adversely to the petition, and ask that the same be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 


The report was agreed to. 

Mr. HEREFORD, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 32) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to issue an American register to the brig Katie 
. adversely thereon, and the joint resolution was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 

S. No. 816) for the relief of Theodore F. Hartridge and William G. 

hristopher, sureties on the official bond of Felix G. Livingston, col- 
lector of customs at Fernandina, Florida, asked to be disc from 
its further consideration, and that it bg referred to the Committee on 
Claims; which was to. 

Mr. RANDOLPH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2771) to construe an act entitled “An 
act granting condemned bronze cannon to the Soldiers’ Union of West 
Virginia,” reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GROOME, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of William C. Shimoneck, preying tor an increase 
of pension, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered 
to printen; and the committee were discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 950) granting arrears of pension to Nancy Eubank, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 497) granting a pension to J. Clinton De Witt, submitted an 
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adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 


was ned indefinitely. 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 827) to facilitate the negotiation of bills of lading and 
other commercial instruments, and to punish fraud therein, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary; which was agreed to. 

REPORT ON FISH AND FISHERIES. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, to which was 
referred the following concurrent resolution, reported it without 
amendment: 

Resolved Senate, (the House d resentatives concurring,) That 3,000 
sets of the 3 of the hel ip United States Fish Commission be 

ted from the tes, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate, 1,500 for the House o: mtatives, and 500 for the nse of the Commis- 
sioner of Fish and Fisheries. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Mr. E, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the letter from the Secretary of War seing an appropriation 
of $6,500 to defray oe of printing and binding the catalogue 
of the lib of the Surgeon-General’s Office, asked to be disc 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BUTLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1225) to remove the political disabilities of 
Jonathan H. Carter, of South Carolina; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1226) authorizing the Secretary of War to issue 
to the Ri d Volunteer Rifle Company, a volunteer company of 
South Carolina militia, seventy-five rifles; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS (by spauest) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1227) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Oxford, Mississippi, for use as a post-office, 
United States court, and for United States internal-revenue officials, 
and for other Government p which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. ALLISON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1228) for the relief of certain employés on the 
work for the improvement of the Des Moines Rapids of the Missis- 
sippi River; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1229) to authorize and direct the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture to attend, in or by deputy, the interna- 
tional save and wool show to be held in the Centennial buildings, at 
Fairmount Park, Philadelphia, in September, A. D. 1880, and to make 
full and complete report of the same, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, andreferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McDON. asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1230) to establish a port of delivery at In- 
dianapolis, in the State of Indiana; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

PAYMENT OF EMPLOYES. . 

Mr. DAVIS, of West heir. po Pursuant to the notice I geye Task 
that the joint resolution (H. R. No. 157) for the relief of M. M. Herr 
be now taken up. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the qoas resolution. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to M. M. Herr $605 for services as assistant 
sergeant-at-arms to the House of Representatives during the first 
session of the Forty-sixth Congress, 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, with an amendment, to add : 

That the fo sum be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of 


owing any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for salaries of officers of the 
Senate, namely: 


For Krein D three yy Bes under Senate resolution of December 11, 1879, 
for the fiscal year 1880, $2,355.65. 

The amendment was a to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolu- 
tion to be read a third time. 

The py resolution was read the third time. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. As several Senators have asked me 
what the joint resolution, as amended, means, I propose to explain it. 
It will be recollected that in December the Senate passed a resolution 
employing three additional messengers, which were given to our 
friends on the opposite side of the Chamber. No provision was made 
in that resolution for their payment, and up to this time they have 


not been paid. The amendment is intended to pay them for their 


services. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the passage of the 
joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A joint resolution for the 
relief of M. M. Herr and to pay three messengers of the Senate.” 


ORDER OF BUSINESS—THE CALENDAR, 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 194) to provide for the disposal of the Fort Harker 
mili reservation. 

Mr. BECK. Re order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky has filed a 
standing objection for the day against taking bills from the Calendar 
out of their order. 
` Mr. BECK. I desire the Calendar to be proceeded with regularly, 
if we are 5 75 on with legislative business. 

The VIGE- SIDENT. For the remainder of the morning hour 
the Secretary will report in its order the Calendar of concurrent and 
other resolutions. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that we 
proceed re; ly with the Calendar of bills, not only during the re- 
mainder of the morning hour but during the day. The resolutions 
are not eee 

Mr. B I wish to say a word only. I was in favor of adjourn- 
ing over until Monday because of the immense amount of work that 
is to be attended to in committee. I know that the Committee on 
Appropriations is engaged in discussing a bill recommended by the 
Secre of the Treasury, authorizing Congress to take c of all 
the indefinite permanent appropriations instead of letting them ran 
on as they are doing now without the action of Congress. We have 
had two or three sessions of the committee on two or three days for 
this purpose. It is impossible to do this work when the Senate is in 
session and we have to attend to business here. I know that a num- 
ber of other gentlemen are at work on committees. We can do more 
work in committee while the Senate is not in session, ten times over, 
than by sitting here and picking out bills here and there on the Cal- 
endar. I do not believe it is a good rule to allow this Senator or the 
other to pick out a bill on the Calendar that we are not expecting to 
be called up, that we have no means of outer the Senate is go 
to consider; and then gentlemen are offended if, when they say it 
a meritorious bill, you do not yield at once to their request for its 
consideration. In my judgment, if the committees are not to go on 
with their work and if we are to sit here every day the better way is 
to consider the bills in their regular order, so that we may all know 
just rah oe is coming up and be prepared on each question that is pre- 
sen 


Mr. ALLISON. Let us begin with the bills now. 

a BECK. I do not care where we begin, so that we proceed in 
order. 

Mr. ANTHONY. A resolution now lies on the table to take up the 
Calendar and to consider unobjected casgs, as we have done for sev- 
eral sessions. 

Mr. BECK. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of that resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
ANTHONY on the 3d instant: 

That at the conclusion of the mo: business 
tin Banis will proceed to the consid es 
consideration until half past perc ng ad and bills that 


unk 
order; and the objection may be interposed at any stage of the proceedings. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I presume the Senator from Rhode 
Island intended to exclude appropriation bills. Whenever they may 
be ready, they ought to be taken up at any time. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That is the unwritten law of the Senate, that an 
appropriation bill always comes up when it is ready. 

. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Anditis the general understanding 
that those bills are excepted from the resolution just reported? 

Mr. ANTHONY. That understanding always prevails. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. In my opinion there is no necessity for the 
adoption of a limitation on debate at the present time. We have not 
progressed so far in the business of the session now as to apply a five- 
minute rule to debate on bills and resolutions on the Calendar. I 
have no objection to adopting the other part of the resolation of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, but it seems to me that it is too early to 
limit debate on these questions; and it should never be done unless 
there is absolute necessity for it. Toward the close of the session 
there is apparent necessity to limit debate when we proceed with 
business on the Calendar; but we are now comparatively at the early 
part of the session. I do not think it is wise to apply that rule to the 
matters that are now upon the Calendar, and which are not very 


many. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That rule applies only to the unobjected cases on 
the Calendar, so as to relieve the Calendar from the unobjected cases. 
There are a great many bills that no Senator objects to, but they are 
kept back in their order by disputed cases. If we once relieve the 
Calendar of unobjected cases, we can then go through with it in its 
order without any limitation of debate. That is the ped. pra of the 
proposed rule. It has been applied several sessions and has been 
found to work very well, I think, with the general approbation of 
the Senate. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I did not understand that we might after a bill 
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was taken up object; but I am now informed that the construction 
given to the rule is that we may object at any time. 


A ONY. At any time during the proceeding. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. That alters the case. 

Mr. WHYTE. The time when it shall commence to operate ought 
to be stricken out. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will strike out the words “after ——.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That modification will be made. 

Mr. WHYTE. And insert “ forthwith.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read as modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That at the conclusion of the mornan Yaga ps for each day, the Sen- 
ate will proceed to the consideration of the Calendar, and continue such considera- 
tion until half past one o'clock; and bills that are not objected to shall be taken 
up in their order, and each Senator shall be entitled to speak once, and for five 
minutes only, unless, upon motion, the Senate shall at any time otherwise order ; 
and the objection may be interposed at any stage of the p 

Mr. BECK. That accomplishes substantially what I desired when 
I made the objection, so that the Senate can see precisely, by follow- 
ing the Calendar, what cases are coming up. That is I care 
about. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair supposes the Senator from 
Rhode Island means “the Calendar of General Orders ?” 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Calendar of General Orders. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the resolution. 

The resolution was d to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I call the attention of the Senate 
to an inconvenience that will result under this rule from the prac- 
tice of having the Calendar printed but once a week. By some order 
of the Senate that I have never heard explained, we have a Calen- 
dar of current business printed every Monday. Cases are continu- 
ally going off by the action of the Senate and coming on by reports 
from committees. It is impossible for any person to know what is 
the condition of the current business unless we have a calendar every 
morning. The form is undoubtedly in print at the printing-house, 
and would require but very little alteration to adapt it to the cur- 
rent business from day to day. I do not know whether a motion 
would be necessary or not. I presume a suggestion from the Vice- 
President would suffice to have this carried into effect; but if a mo- 
tion is n I should like to move that a calendar of general 
orders be 5 shad aay for the use of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESID. . The Chair thinks the suggestion a very 
proper one, and in the absence of objection will direct the Secretary 
to have a daily calendar prepared. 7 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. There is no objection to that; but 
our habit bas been to have the Clerk resume the call at the place left 
off on the Calendar, and the new cases go to the foot always. 

The VICE-PRRSIDENT. Under the resolution just adopted, the 
Secretary will to call the Calendar of General Orders, com- 
mencing at the beginning with bills. 

MILITARY INTERFERENCE AT ELECTIONS. 

The first bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 554) to prohibit 
military interference at elections. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object to the consideration of that. 

The VICE-PRESID. The bill will be passed over. 

SPRUILLE BRADEN. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 125) to appoint 
Spruille Braden an ensign in the United States Navy. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object to that also, 7 

The VICE-PRESID . The bill will be passed over. 

TREATY OF RECIPROCITY WITH FRANCE. 

The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 29) providing for a treaty of reciprocity and commerce with the 
Republic of France. 

Mr. BOOTH. I object. > 

Mr. COCKRELL. That joint resolution has never been referred to 
a committee. I move that it be referred to the Committee on For- 
cign Se 

e motion was agreed to. 
USE OF TROOPS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No, 621) authorizing 
the employment of the militia and the land and naval forces of the 
United States in certain cases, and for other aging 

Mr. TELLER. Has that been to a committee 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been referred. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that it be passed over for the present. The 
Senator who introduced it is not present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

THOMAS WORTHINGTON. 

The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 15) requiring the assembling of a court of inquiry in the case of 
Thomas 1 1 Seg 
Mr. TELLER t that be aaa over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The consideration of the joint resolution 


is objected to. 
A. R. POTTS AND C, F. RAINEY. 
The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 120) to pay A. R. Potts and C. F. Rainey for services in the office 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That matter, I believe, is before the 
Committee on Appropriations and under consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I move, then, that this joint resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, as it never has been referred. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Idesiretomake an inquiry. Ihave 
heard it said that several bills and resolutions were on the Calendar 
whieh 385 not come from committees. How does it happen that they 
are there 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They have not been referred, but simply 
introduced without a reference. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, I thought it was usual (and I think 
that has been the case heretofore, but Imay be mistaken) not to put 
upon the Calendar a bill until it was reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Where it has been read the second time, 
and not referred to a committee, the rule requires it to go on the Cal- 
endar. There are several bills in the position which have been read 
twice without a reference, This seems to be one of them. 


WILLIAM B. WHITING. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. No. 751) granting a 
pension to William B. Whiting. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that pass over. 

Mr. INGALLS. That bill has been reported from the Committee 
on Pensions, and has once been debated at considerable length. It 
was laid over for the purpose of enabling the Senator from Missouri, 
I think, to satisfy himself further as to some action that he desired 
to ascertain from the Pension Bureau. I should like to have the case 
considered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When we come to the Calendar again I shall be 
ready to discuss the question, but I cannot do it under the present 


rule. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 71) to repeal sec- 
tion 1218 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. That bill will give rise to debate, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be laid over. 


COMPROMISE OF CLAIMS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 796) to amend sec- 
tion 3469 of the Revised Statutes, relative to offers of compromise of 
claims in favor of the United States. 

7 The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill seems never to have been re- 
‘erred. 
_Mr. GARLAND. It was referred to the Committee on Finance some 


time z 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal does not show it. It will 
be noted as referred to the Committee on Finance. 


PAYMENT OF DISTRICT WORKINGMEN. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 42) to provide for the speedy payment of the workingmen of the 
District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This resolution appears never to have 
been referred. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I move that it be referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF NEBRASKA. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 550) to extend 
the northern boundary of the State of Nebraska. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I hope the bill will be taken up. I think there 
is no o ition to it; I do not know of any, at any rate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MORRILL, I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. EDMUNDS 
the other day objected to this bill, and until he shall be present 
object to its consideration. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I was not aware that he did object. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think the Senator from Vermont is mistaken 
about his colleague objecting. It was the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. MCMILLAN] who objected, and he has withdrawn his objec- 


tion. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The only objection I heard made was by the 
Senator from Minnesota, who lives near to this tract of country. I 
should be glad to hear from him. 

Mr. Mc So far as I am concerned I did interpose an ob- 
jection at the time the Senator called up the bill before, under the 
apprehension that the passage of the bill might affect some of m 
constituents. I have since been advised that thatis not the case, an 
so far as I am concerned I have no objection to interpose. I know 


1 merits of the bill. 
Mr. N. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
how nuon additional territory this proposed bill will attach to his 
tate 
Mr. SAUNDERS. A country about forty miles in length, and I 
should say eight or ten miles on the average in width. It is to 
straighten our line, to carry it to the forty-third parallel, and ran it 
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through to the Missouri River. Itis to straighten the line between 
the Territory of Dakota and the State of Nebraska. It covers some 
twenty odd townships of land. I do not know exactly the amount. 

Mr. PADDOCK. i understand that the Dele; in the House rep- 
resenting that Territory assents to the chan line. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. There is no objection anywhere that I know of. 
I do not know of any one objecting to it. 

Mr. INGALLS. . President, I doubt the policy of declaring what 
the Government will do in the event of the occurrence of an unascer- 
tained Fr and I believe I shall object to the consideration 
of this bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over. 

Mr. GARLAND. Before it goes over I wish to state to the Senator 
from Kansas that the same proposition that he makes now in an ob- 
jection was made before the committee when this matter was inves- 
tigated, and I call his attention to the fact that the bill before the 
Senate conforms, as he will find upon investigation, to a number of 

recedents of the same sort, The thing has been done several times 
by the Congress of the United States, and in case of the event not 
transpiring there is no done, no title to the land passes. The 
bill is only for the 5 of straightening the northern boundary 
of the State of Neb f 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the next bill 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the Senator from Kansas will withdraw 
his objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. I insist on the objection, for the present at least. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next bill will be reported. 


MILITARY WARRANT LAND LOCATIONS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 19) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain and certify the amount of 
land located with military warrants in the States described therein, 
and for other 8 

The VICE- SIDENT. This bill has been made a special order 
for Monday next. 

Mr. McDONALD. That is the bill which has been made a special 
order for Monday next after the morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. So it will be passed over. 


MONUMENT AT CHALMETTE NATIONAL CEMETERY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 137) to aid the 
completion of the soldiers and sailors’ monument at Chalmette Na- 
tional Cemetery, Louisiana, 

The bill was read. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire what sailors and soldiers 
these are. I should like to know something about the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the report be read. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. The report will explain the bill; it is exceed- 
ingly short, but I can state in a moment the whole matter. It is 
this: Belonging to the Government at New Orleans are fifty pieces 
of refuse granite. It is desired by this association to complete a sol- 
diers’ monument. The War Department recommends that the gran- 
ite be disposed of in the way proposed by the bill, and the Chief of 
Engineers, to whom application was made, says in substance that the 
granite is of no use to the Government. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us have the report read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Ran- 
DOLPH December 16, 1879: 

on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. aan 
to aid the completion of the soldiers — Fors fae baat Chalmette N. 
„Louisiana, ive su e To report : 

Orie Lill sake for e pieces of refuse granite in and sbout Fort 
Livingston, Louisiana, to aid in the completion of the soldiers and sailors’ monu- 
ment at Chalmette National Cemetery, in the State of Louisiana. 

The Secretary of War has furnished the committee with the following commu. 
nication relating to the subject from C. W. Howell, cantain of engineers, United 
States Army, indorsed by H. G. Wright, Acting Chief of Engineers : 

“UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
“ New Orleans, May 23, 1879. 
ü “ Respectfully returned to the Chief of Engineers with the following informa- 
i 


“The granite called for in the bill (S. No. 137) consists of old pintle and traverse 
epee of obsolete 


use it could be put to, in case Fort Livingston should ever be remod- 
9 a modern armament, would be use in making concrete, 
It can be used to advantage in the ette monument, as I know from hav- 


ing had the design and working drawings of the latter execnted under my direc- 
ons. 

“Iam informed by the monument committee that they now have money enough 
to complete the monument, with the exception of bronzes, provided the United 
998 this stone. eie eek s 

“I would respectfully recommen ey be permi to use it. 

“C. W. HOWELL, 
Captain of Engineers, United States Army. 
“OFFICE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
“ Washington, May 28, 1879. 
6 returned to the honorable the Secretary of War, inviting attention 


= g 2 . —— by me. The stone is of little value 
© purposes of the wor! ston. 
p “H. G. WRIGHT, 


Acting Chief of Engineers.” 
As the bill receives the indorsement and approval of the Engineer Department 
of the United States Army and is concurred in by the Secretary of War, the com- 
mittee recommend its passage. 


Mr. TELLER. What I wanted to find out I have not learned from 
the report. I want to know what sailors these are and what soldiers 
we are building a monument to. I want to know in what war they 
served, when they served, and I think I will inquire on which side 


they served. 
r. RANDOLPH. Mr. President, the committee did not deem it 
within its province, nor did it know of any occasion to ask that ques- 
tion when the matter came before it. I cannot answer the Senator; 
I cannot ay whether these be Federal or confederate soldiers. The 
question did not come up in the committee. The only way to ascer- 
tain the facts will be to return the whole of these communications to 
the War Department and obtain from it the reasons for its recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado 
if he knows of any national cemetery erected and maintained at the 
2 the General Government over the bodies of the slain con- 


Mr. TELLER. I do not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is a national ceme + Doone to the 
8 over the soldiers of the Union and the ors of the 

nion, 

Mr. KELLOGG. That is true. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not learn it from the report of the committee, 
nor am I able to learn from any member of the committee that this 
donation goes to a national cemetery. It goes to certain individuals 
by name. I think the committee could afford to give us a little in- 
formation on this subject. If they cannot, I will object to the bill. 

KELLOGG President 


Mr. 5 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the next case 


on the Calendar. 

Mr, KELLOGG. Mr. President, I have just entered the Chamber, 
and I am informed that Senate bill No. 137 being under considera- 
tion, it has been objected to by the Senator from Colorado. If I am 
correctly informed, I ask the Senator from Colorado to withdraw his 
objection. This bill, I think, is undoubtedly proper. It is intended 
simply to give to an association incorporated under the laws of Lou- 
isiana the right to use certain granite for building a monument in 
Chalmette Cemetery, a Union national cemetery wherein are buried 
hundreds of Union soldiers and sailors. I do not think there can be 
any objection to the bill, justly, from any quarter. These pieces of 

te are worthless to the Government at the present time. I be- 
lieve they are at Fort Livingston, or were, and it is desired simply to 
utilize them in building this monument. 

Mr. TELLER. The of the bill, as I stated before, is a 
donation to individuals; and i the object is to donate the granite 
for the purpose of erecting a monument in a national cemetery it 
should have been asserted in the bill, 

Mr. KELLOGG. These individuals are the incorporators. 

Mr. TELLER. These parties become proprietors of it. 

Mr. KELLOGG. They are incorporated under the laws of Louisi- 


ana, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the next bill. 
THE TENTH CENSUS, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 885) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to provide for taking the tenth and subsequent 
censuses,” approved March 3, 1879; which was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, by the instruction of the Com- 
mittee on the Cen I desire to move a substitute for this bill, one 
which contains all the provisions of the bill and one or two addi- 
tional sections; and with the permission of the Senate, I will make 
a brief statement as to the objects and purposes of the measure. 

Section 1 provides that all mail matter received by the Census Bu- 
reau shall, upon the use of official envelopes, be transported free 
through the post-office. As the law now stands, it is only the matter 
which goes out from the Census Office which is — free. 

The second section provides that there shall be a change of sched- 
ules in this respect; that an inquiry shall not be made as to whether 
foreign-born inhabitants are naturalized citizens or remain aliens. 
The reason for that is that the experience heretofore had shows that 
the returns are extremely unsatisfactory, for the reason that natural- 
ization is frequently a judicial question, and cannot be determined 
readily by those who give information as to the number of persons 
in the house. 

The next Fer is that the returns for the fiscal of certain 
railroad and other com es shall be made as of the next near- 
est to the Ist of June, 1880; and the reason for that provision is that 
many of the fiscal years of corporations end in July, August, and Se 
tember, and, as the law now stands, the particulars reported would 
7 5 relate really to the second year before that in which the census 
is taken. 

Section 4 requires that the enumeration in cities of a certain class 
shall be completed in two weeks, rather than in four, which is given 
in the original law. 

Section 5 provides that wherever it shall be found impossible in an 
enumeration district to find a person competent and willing at the 
salary which is to be given to undertake to perform the duties of the 
office, the selection may be made throughout the county in which the 
enumeration district exists. 
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Section 6 provides that after the enumeration is completed in the 
enumeration district, a list of the inhabitants shall be set up in a 


conspicuous place provided for that 2 and that objections to 
the list, either that it does not contain all the inhabitants or that in 
other respects it is wrong, shall be heard. 

The seventh section imposes the obligation upon the part of super- 
visors to provide that a copy of the return which is sent to the Census 
Bureau here shall be sent to the office of the secretary of state of the 
respective States. 

Section 8 contains an additional appropriation of $350,000, or as 
much of that sum as may be necessary, to cover the additional copies 
which are required by this bill to be made, and also the expense of 
the enumerators in receiving objections to their reports. 

The Senate will perceive, as I have stated the provisions of this 
substitute, that they relate merely to the machinery by which the 
census is to be taken, and the committee were unanimously of the 
opinion that they would add to the efficiency of the service. I 1 755 

say, although that perhaps is not very important, that the bill 
as it now stands met the concurrence, and indeed was suggested to 
the committee by the Superintendent of theCensus. I move this as 
a substitute for the original bill. 

The VICE-PRESID . The Senator from Ohio moves to strike 
out all of the bill after the enacting clause and insert what will be 


read. 
: The Chief Clerk read the words proposed to be inserted, as fol- 
OWS: 


10 “as all 7 — ag i ¥ eee 
e Census to the Superinten 
tors, and 9 “Official business, 
shall be transported free of postage 
indorsement to avoid the . —— of pos on his eres letter, package, or 
other matter in the mail, the person so offen: shall be deemed guilty of a mis- 
Foner hg subject to a fine of $300, to be prosecuted in any court of competent 
jurisdiction. 
Sec. 2. That the seventeenth section of an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the taking of the tenth and subsequent censuses" be amended by strikin, g out so 
much thereof as provides that schedule 1 contain an inquiry as to the naturaliza- 
tion of foreign-born persons, and that schedule 4 contain an inquiry relating to the 
ownership he the public debt of the United States, by whom owned, and the respect- 
ive amounts. 

Sec. 3. That section 17 of the act aforesaid be so amended as to allow the report 
which the Superintendent of the Census is required to obtain from railroad corpo- 
rations, incorporated ee tel ph com and insurance com- 
panies to be made for the fiscal year of the incorporation or company having its 
termination nearest to the Ist of June, 1820. 

Sec. 4. That section 19 of the aforesaid act shall be amended so as to require the 
enumeration to commence u the 1st day of Jane, 1880, and further so as to re- 
quire that the enumeration of population in cities having over ten thousand inhabit- 
ants shall be taken within two weeks from the Ist day of June, 1880. 

Sec. 5. That section 5 of the act aforesaid shall be amended so as to allow that in 
case it shall occur in any enumeration district that bod gw ualified to perform 
and willing to undertake the duties of enumerator es in that district, the su- 
88 rr appoint any fit person, resident in the county, to be the enumerator 
of that ct. 


relative to the census and addressed to 


the population of his district and before forwarding the same to the supervise, 
to e and file in the office of the clerk of the county court or in the office of the 
court or board administering the affairs of the county to which his district belongs 
a list of the names, with age, sex, and color, of all persons enumerated by him, 
which he shall certify to be true, and for which he shall be paid at the rate of ten 
cents for each one hundred names. He shall give notice by written advertisement 
at three or more public places in his district that he will be at the court-house of 
said county on the fifth day after bey said list, not including Sunday, from nine 
2 a. m. to 75 3 m. and 3 = for the vanos of aiaee 
is enumeration B out or g the designation 
er cnutaerated or oniited ; and on the days so desi pA rean 
said notice, proceed to correct, on such reliable 
omissions and mistakes in such 


es 
examine witnesses, who shall testify subject to the 
8 


his 

ts each enumerator shall make a full, true, and perfect co 
7 ‘ard 836 
su 
direct, and 
at the rate of ten cents a 


prescribed by a 
— and require the making and filing the list of inhabitants as required by 
act. 

Sec. 7. That section 5 of said act be, and the same hereby is, so amended as to 

uire each of census to forward one of the two sets of returns re- 
ceived from the enumerators to the Census Office at Washington, and to file the 
other in the office of the secretary of state of the State or Territory to which his 
district belongs. 

Sc. 8. That to pay the enumerators for the additional services required by this 
act the sum of „000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same 
23 is, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
p 5 


Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear from the chairman of the 
committee as to the advisability of the change proposed in section 4, 
which provides that section 19 of the original act shall be amended so 
as to require that the enumeration of population in cities having over 
ten thousand inhabitants shall be taken within two weeks from the 
lst day of June, 1880, the original section providing, if I recollect 
aright, that that enumeration should be e in four weeks. 

I am not very familiar with the terms of the original act, but if I 
recollect aright the enumerators or subordinate officers under the 


supervisors are limited to four thousand inhabitants; that is, there is 
an enumerator for every four thousand people. Then, in cities 
haying over ten thousand there would be, say, an average of three 
enumerators, which would give them twelve working days in which 
to take down all the statistics provided for in the original section, 
which would require about fifteen hundred a week, not less than that, 
or from two hundred and fifty to three hundred every working say: 
I doubt exceedingly whether it is in the power of the men who wi 

be likely to be appointed enumerators to pre the statistics pro- 
vided for in the original act within the period named in this section. 
If three hundred names, with all the necessary statistics in regard to 
them as to birth and property and whatever else may be necessary, 
are to be taken within each working day, I doubt if it can be done; 
and unless the chairman of the committee has some positive infor- 
mation on this subject, I should hope that the Senate would not agree 
to that amendment. Of course the great object of the census is aceu- 
racy and fidelity. I can see no reason why the amendment should 
be made, The time provided in the original act was adopted after 
mature deliberation, and I think corresponds with the time adopted 
in the previous censuses, I can see no object to be attained by this 
reduction, and it appears to me to be very doubtful whether it would 

ible to o perform the labor within the period prescribed. 

. PENDLETON. Mr. President, I can only say in reference to 
the objection made by the Senator from Kansas that the effort has 
been to make the census as complete as possible within the briefest 
possible time. It would be desirable if it were possible to take it 
Boe one particular day. That was not found to be advisable, al- 

ough it could . done if a sufficient expenditure were 
made, If it were thought that the advantage of taking it all on one 
day would be equivalent to the very great expense which would be 
necessary, it should be done. 

As the Senator has well said, in cities of ten thousand popolation 
there will be three enumerators; and three enumerators will be suf- 
ficient to take the census of inhabitants, inasmuch as under the law 
as it now exists much of the duty which was devolved upon the de 
uty marshals under the former law, deputy marshals being the 
enumerators, has been taken from them, and statistics other than 
those of mere population have been devolved upon other instrumen- 
talities for collection. ` 

The suggestion as to the two weeks met with the approval of the 
Superintendent of the Census, whose desire has been to stimulate the 
entas possible activity in making the enumeration. He believes 

ae 1 is entirely feasible in cities of that population to require this 
to one. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Does the Chair understand the Senator 
from Kansas to submit an amendment? 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir, I offer no amendment. 

The VICE-PRESID The question is on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Ohio as a substitute. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

INDIAN TRUST FUNDS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 605) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to deposit certain funds in the United 
States Treasury in lieu of investment. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PENDLETON. By the direction of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, I move a substitute for this bill. It will be remembered that 
when this bill was epik discussion the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS] and the Senator from New York [Mr. CONKLING] made 
objection to the phraseology of the bill and to the provisions as to 
the funds which were to be deposited and the interest that was to be 
paid. The Committee on Indian Affairs have redrafted the bill and 
endeavored to meet the objections of both those Senators, and I think 
there can be no objection to the bill as it now stands. 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amendment, which was to strike 
out all after the enacting clause of the bill and to insert: 


the Treasury of the United States, any and all 
hereafter be received by 


lately purchased for 
Papon investment, whenever he is of the opinion that the best interests of the 
In s will be ironed Raping, yr eu of investments; and the United 
States shall Ray, interest semi-annually, 


er appropriation by Congress. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I will state also that there is a report accom- 
panying this bill which explains fally all its provisions and the con- 
ditions of the Indian trust funds. ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. While I shall not object to the bill, 
I call attention to the fact that there is a provision there which ap- 
pears to me ought not to be. By a practice, continued perhaps from 
the beginning of the Government, we have now reached a stage where 
one hundred, or more, appropriations are paid out, withont coming 
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before Congress, each year; consequently Congress has no knowledge 
of the amounts 3 or how large they are. Aside from in- 
terest on the public debt, there are now, perhaps, between fifty and 
one hundred millions of dollars going out of the Treasury annually 
in this way, without the supervision of ae and the amount 
has been very much 85 2 in previous years. I think where there are 
trust funds there should be a regular appropriation for them; and it 
appears to me that we ought not to continue the system of making 
appropriations now for the generations to come. ey ought to be 
supervised and looked over, and carefully considered by each and 
every C and the provisions of this bill will prevent that. 
There has and is still, a very number of such appropria- 
tions, commencing almost with the beginning of the Government and 
running down to the present day. A committee of the Senate has 
been charged with the duty of looking into and 9 8 5 
Senate what they are, their amount and number, and I thin 
astonish the Senate when it learns of their vast amount. 

Now, I hope the Senator from Ohio, upon this su ion which I 
make, will change that feature of the bill, and let this matter be ap- 
propriated for as all other things are, as the salaries of the udges of 
the Supreme Court and all other officers are, and as all other items 
for carrying on the Government are. It would be better if Congress 
would pass no appropriation permanent in its nature ; we had better 
supervise each item every year. Let the appropriations come before 
Congress regularly, and let Congress know, from year to hire! what 
they are a Nt cara ee hope the Senator will change that part of 
the bill. With that change, I certainly have no objection to it. 

Mr. PENDLETON. That is a matter which was considered in the 
committee that reported the bill. It was thought inasmuch as these 
amounts are guaranteed by treaty and by permanent law, the appro- 

iation might as well be made permanent as to be made annually. 
if the system that the Senator alludes to shall hereafter become 
general, if the bill he is preparing shall hereafter be made a law, 
and it be thought advisable to repeal this portion of this law, it can 
be done. I hope the bill will pass as it was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio who reported 
this bill what funds are in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I will tell the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. I supposed they were in the hands of the Secretary 


of the 8 
Mr. PENDLETON. I have the report here. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I believe the law requires them to 
ee en tho msn of th Tew 

Mr. . ey are in the possession of the 0 
the United States, but they are only there as a mere custodian of the 
bonds. That Department has no authority over them except 
to hold them subject to the order of the Secretary of the Interior. 
The inducement to the law of 1875 was that inasmuch as the yaults, 
safes, and other receptacles in the Treasury were much more safe 
than those in the Interior Department, and especially after the fire 
occurred, they should be transferred to the Treasury for safe-keeping. 

Mr. GARLAND. Did I understand the Senator from Ohio to say 
that there was a report accompanying this bill? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GARLAND. Has it been printed? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Yes, sir; Senate report No. 186, made by me 


within a few days past. 

Mr. GARLAND. When the bill was up some time since there were 
several objections to it raised at that time; among others the Sen- 
ator from Vermont objected. I do not see him in his seat this morn- 
ing. This is a very important bill; a bill that has several serious 

uestions in it. en it was before the Senate a year ago or more, 

ere was a petition filed by the delegate of the Chickasaw Nation 

of Indians, printed, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
raising these objections to the bill: 


to the 
it will 


Your tioner objects to having their trust fund covered into the Treasury, as 
this bill p on the follo grounds: 
1. Itisa violation of their ties as hereinbefore set out. The Chickasa’ 


* 
e ee A their funds shall constantly be kept invested in safe and 
profitable stocks.“ 

2 ence and observation we fear that when our funds are once cov- 


ered into the we will never be able to get them out should any great ca- 

segs eiea our people requiring a use of some m of these funds. 

Be PATEA ACRAEA at some time to appropriate our interest on 
ese 


These are three very serious objections to the bill, and I have some 
statements in my possession from other Indians interested in this 
matter. The report I do not think has been spread on the desks of 


Senators; at least I have not had an opportunity of seeing it; and I 


would ask the Senator who has charge of the bill to consent that it 
may go over until we have time to examine it. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Allow me to ask the Senator from Arkansas 
what tribes have remonstrated ? 

Mr. GARLAND. This remonstrance is from Mr. Overton, delegate 
of the Chickasaw Nation of Indians. He makes a statement, too, of 
the different funds of his tribe. a 


Mr. GARLAND. This was a year ago. On page 3 of his remon- 
strance this appears: 


Stocks. 


Por cent. 


CHICKASAW NATIONAL FUND. 


State of Arkansas 
Stateof V; (Richmond 
and Dan seme 
United States, tered act 
March 3, 1868 6 


Mr. PENDLETON. The Senator will allow me to say, in answer, 
that this bill does not affect any of those funds that are enumerated 
there except the United States funded loan of 1881. It provides 
simply that the funds arising from the redemption of United States 
bonds, funds arising from the sale of Indian lands, and funds arising 
from the proceeds of temporary investments, shall be paid into the 

It does not affect in any degree the State stocks and secu- 
rities that have heretofore been held. The necessity for the bill, if 
the Senator will read the report, arises from the fact that the 5 per 
cent. bonds held by the Secretary of the Interior in trust for the 
Indians are now maturing, and some arrangement must be made for 
the investment of the funds, for the law requires all the investments 
to be made at 5 per cent. The report, if the Senator will take the 
trouble to look at it, accompanying this bill recites: 


5 Sr ea of this bill is to be found in the fact that some of 
cen 


The Senator will observe that the bill is limited to funds arising 
from the three sources, redemption of United States bonds, sale of In- 
dian lands, and the proceeds of a mere temporary investment; and I 
will say to the Senator further that this bill was drawn expressly 
with reference to the objections made by the Senator from Vermont 
and the Senator from New York, and when I reported the modified 
bill I stated in the hearing of both those gentlemen that it was in- 
tended to obviate the objections they had made to the former bill. 

Mr. GARLAND. Idare say if I had read the report, which I have 
not, (and I have it now for the first time in my hand,) I should con- 
cur with the Senator in his view of the bill ; but this report was made 
on the 2d, only three days since. Itis probably my own fault that I 
have not read it, but in the multitude of other duties it has entirely 
5 me. In that view I do not want to be put in the category 
of objecting to the Senate considering anything; I do not want to 
make an 5 2 but I request that it go 

Mr. P LETON. I certainly shall not object to a reasonable re- 
quest made by the Senator from Arkansas, although I believe it was 
at his request that I allowed the bill to go over before. 

Mr. G. . It was; and I state now that I have not before 
seen gn ake which was made only three days since. 

Mr. P N. I will accept any e from the Senator 
as to the temporary disposition of the bill, either asking that it be 
made a special order or that it go over on the Calendar. e 
i = on Let it be passed over informally; so that I can 

ook at i 


Mr. PENDLETON. I ask, then, that it be passed over informally. 
2 VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without prej- 
udice. 


over. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. FARLEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and seventeen min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
Abus, its Clerk, announced that the House pac grec a joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 170) concerning an international fishery exhibition 
to be held in Berlin, Germany, in oe 

The message also announced that ouse had passed the follow- 


ne roy 
bill (S. No. 325) for the relief of Henry P. ; 
A bill (S. No. 378) granting an increase en to Samuel B. 


Davis; 
A bill (S. No. 857) authorizing the conversion of national gold banks. 
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The m further announced that the House had concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 325) for the erec- 
tion of a publie building at Danville, Virginia. ‘ 

The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the amendments of the House to 
the joint resolution (S. R. No. 19) to provide for the publication and 
distribution of a supplement to the Revised Statutes, asked a con- 
ference with the Senate on the 3 votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Jonn T. Harris of Virginia, Mr. 
Joun B. CLARK of Missouri, and Mr. G. S. ORTH of Indiana managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 

FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

Mr. RANDOLPH gave notice that on Wednesday next, after the 
morning hour, he would call up the bill (S. No. 1139) for the relief of 
Fitz-John Porter, late major-general of the United States Volunteers 
and colonel of the Army, for consideration. 

EDWARD BRADEN AND J. W. ANGUS. 

Mr. ROLLINS entered a motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill (S. No. 56) for the relief of Edward Braden and J. W. Angus 
was passed. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. WHYTE. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at three o'clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 5, 1880. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
CANCELLATION OF PATENT, ETC. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS, by unanimous consent, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform this House— 
1. The reasons for the cancellation of the peni issued to Thomas McBride, on 


the 26th day (fiat Anan p 1877, for one hun and sixty acres of land in Grants- 
ville, in 1 55 tory of Vhs which cancellation occurred on the 10th day of 


or 
2. The number of incorporated cities in the Terri! 
of each, the number of acres of pnblic lands in each ci 
for public lands granted in each ci 
3. Whether there are any facts 
ted cities, 


© corporate limits thereof. 

4. Has there been in the Interior Department, heretofore, any discrimination in 
issuing patents for public lands in these cities of Utah in favor of Mormons and 
8 other persons. : 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the petition ac- 
5 that resolution printed in the RECORD. 

R. The ee, will go into the petition- box. 


The S 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Very well, sir. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, DANVILLE, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. CABELL. Mr. Speaker, I move by unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker's table the bill (H. R. No. 325) for the erection of a 
public building at Danville, Virginia, which has been returned from 
the Senate with amendments, for the purpose of moving concurrence 
in those amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read, when the S er 
will ask whether there is objection to their present consideration. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

Line 5, strike out sixty and insert seventy,“ and after the word “ dollars” 


insert the following: 
“To be expended under the direction of the the Treasury, who shall 


Secretary of 
procure the site and cause pro; plans and estimates to be made so that no ex- 
penditure shall be made or authorized for the full completion of said building be- 
yond the sum hereby appropriated, on a site at least sixty feet removed from any 
other building.” 

So the bill will read: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to cause to be constructed at Danville, Vi a g for the accom- 
modation of the circuit and district courts of the United States, the post-office, and 
internal-revenue officers, at a cost not exceeding $70,000, to be expended under the 


direction of the Secretary of the Treasury,” &c. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the present con- 
sideration of the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. CABELL. I move to concur in those Senate amendments. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. CABELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CONVERSION OF NATIONAL GOLD BANKS. 

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 

Banking and Currency to move by unanimous consent to take from 


X——46 


of Utah, the population 
, the number of patents 
with the amount of lands thi ted. 


the Speaker’s table a bill (S. No. 857) authorizing the conversion of 
national gold banks, in order that it may be considered at this time. 
The bill has already been considered by the Committee on Banking 
and Currency and its passage has been unanimously recommended by 
that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill, and | he same will be read. 

The bill, which was read, provides that any national gold bank or- 

ized under the provisious of the laws of the United States may, 
in the manner and subject to the provisions prescribed by section 
5154 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, for the conversion 
of banks incorporated under the laws of any State, cease to be a gold 
bank, and become such an association as is authorized by section 
5133, for carrying on the business of banking, and shall have the 
same powers and privileges, and shall be subject to the same dati 
responsibilities, and rules, in all respects, as are by law prescri 
for such associations: provided that all certificates of or, ation 
which shall be issued under this act shall bear the date of the origi- 
nal organization of each bank respectively as a gold bank. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speakers 
table, read a first and second time, ordered to a third reading, and ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRAPO moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paned; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SUPPLEMENT TO REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I move, Mr. Speaker, by unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker's table the amendments of the 
Senate to the amendments of the House to joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 19) to provide for the publication and distribution of a supple- 
ment to the Revised Statutes, for the purpose of moving di 
ment to the amendments of the Senate, and asking a committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection and it is ordered 
„Ar HARR 

Mr. IS, of Virginia, moved to reconsider the vote just taken; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a memorial 
of 1,000 citizens of my State, asking that those great lines of com- 
merce which are already con: tructed, or that may hereafter be con- 
structed, to the border of the Indian country, shall be granted the 
right to traverse that Territory. In other words, they ask that that 
Territory shall be no longer an obstruction to the commerce between 
the different States and Territories. 

Although that Indian country is the paradise of America, and would 
make happy and prosperous homes for millions of people in the East 
who are homeless, they do not ask to have that 2 opened to 
settlement, but simply that it shall no longer be allowed to remain 
as an impassable ein the to commerce. They are willing that it shall 
remain the home of the Indians, and they believe the opening of these 
lines of commerce will in no wise injure any interest of the Indians, 
but, on the contrary, will prove a civilizing agency. 

I therefore ask that this memorial be referred to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals; and I beg to say to that honorable committee 
that I hope they will give this petition prompt, early, and favorable 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the 
the gentleman from Kansas, and the petition will be ref 
Committee on Railways and Canals. 


SINKING FUND, PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. MCLANE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad, reported a bill (H. R. No. 4233) to create a sinkin; 
fund for the Kansas Pacific, Sioux City and Pacific, and Cent 
Branch Union Pacific Railroad Companies, and for other pur s 
which was read a first and second time, ordered to be OA ana 
recommitted, not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 

HENRY PAGE. 

Mr. GUNTER. I move by unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (S. No. 325) for the relief of Henry Page. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and directs the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury to credit the account of Henry Page, late 
agent and disbursing officer of the Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen, and 
Abandoned Lands, with the sum of $904.09, being the amount, with 
miret Seonag — 5 8 Eao oriee he Erving the to persons 

y ucing the di of, and identifying themselves as, 
John West, Alfred Rogers, and Miles Shinn, 3 United States 
soldiers; and that the proper certificate of credit be issued to said 
Page, and be received by the United States marshal for the eastern 
district of Arkansas, in full satisfaction of the judgments against 
said Page, on account of the aforesaid disbursements, in the circuit 
court of the United States for the eastern district of Arkansas. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I should like to ask whether this bill has been 
considered by any committee of this House. 

Mr. GUNTER. It has not, but it has been investigated and re- 
ported upon by three several committees of the Senate. 


uest of 
to the 
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Mr. DUNNELL. How much is involved? 

Mr. GUNTER. About nine hundred and odd dollars. I ask that 
the report of the Senate committee be read, if there be no objection. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Ido not wish to object, but I hope the report 
will be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


By the certified copy of the record of the circuit court of the United States for 
the eastern district of Arkansas, it appears that a special verdict was found in 
favor of the United States against the said Henry Page and his sureties, to the 
effect that the said Page, as special agent and disbursing officer, received from the 
United States the sum of $257.50 on the 23d of June, 1863, with instructions to pay 
the same to Miles 155 discharged soldier of Campen G, One hundred and 
thirteenth United States Colored Troops, and that on the 13th day of July, 1868, 
the said defendant in good faith paid the same to a person claiming to be Miles 
Shinn, and who presented the discharge of and was identified as Miles Shinn by 
J. T. Daniels, but that the person to whom the said sum of money was paid by de- 
fendant was not Miles Shinn, and that the said Miles Shinn has never been paid 
the said sum of money by the defendant. 

If upon these facts the court is of opinion that the defendant is liable, then we 
find for the United States, the plaintiff, the sum of 3287.50, with 6 per cent. inter- 
est from the 13th day of July, lets; but if the court is of the opinion that defend- 
ant is not liable, then we find for the defendant. 

And in another suit of the United States against the said Henry Page a similar 

ial verdict for the sum of $130.32 was found against the defendant, subject to 
© opinion of the court. And also in the case of John West. 

Upon the question of the liability of the defendant thus reserved, Judges Dillon 
and Caldwell divided in opinion, and filed a certificate of division of opinion, so 
that the case should be carried to the Supreme Court of the United States; but it 
appears that the petitioner was wholly unable for want of means to carry this 
case, involving a sum less than $1,000, to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
by reason of the expense. 

It appears by the certificate of Charles C. Waters, United States attorney for 
the eastern district of niaig Bebe statements are indorsed by Henry C. Cald- 
well, N district judge before whom the suits against Page by the VURA States 
were 


ed, that Page bad been engaged for a considerable time as 
officer, and la sums of public money, amounting in the a; te to sevel 
millions of dollars, had passed through his hands and been fai ly accounted 


for; and that the payments to the persons falsely personating the three disc! ed 
soldiers in question were made by him in perfect faith and by the absolute 
perjury of apparently credible witnesses, and that Page was the victim of a con- 
spiracy which it is difficult to see how he could have avoided. 

In view, therefore, of the circumstances of the case, the special verdicts of the 
Tas and certificate of the district attorney who prosecuted and the district judge 

‘ore whom the cases were tried, all expressly exonorating Mr. from any 

bad faith in these transactions, and attesting his long and faithful performance of 
duty in receiving and disbursing millions of the 57 money, we consider his 
case meritorious and that his prayer for relief should be granted, and accompany 
this report with a bill for his relief. 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken from the Speaker's 
table, read a first and second time, ordered to a third reading, and 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GUNTER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LAKE NEAR COUNCIL BLUFFS. 

Mr. SAPP, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 1064) to t to the corporate 
authorities of the city of Council Bluffs, in the State of Iowa, for 
public uses, a certain lake or bayou near said city; and the bill and 
accom ying report were ordered to be printed and recommitted, 
not 11 rought back by a motion to reconsider. 

EULOGIES ON THE BATE SENATOR CHANDLER. 

On motion of Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, the joint res- 

olution (S. No. 75) to print the eulogies in the two Honses of Con- 

upon the late Zachariah Chandler was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing. > 
LANDS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. HILL, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
“tion ; which was referred to the Committee on the Territories : 

2. ONAE tor the CANSEI wk oxy AOTT A at 

rt to ‘or the o0 m of any Te out o 
eg of ‘the lande 5 lands known as the present Indi TOO, ex- 
ting so much of said Territory as lies east of the ninety-seventh degree of lon- 
ude, 
N ASSESSMENT ON THE STATES, 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
reported back the following resolution; which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Sec f the Treasury be ted to furnish the House 
of Representatives with „ assessed 2258 ‘tho States under the act of 1861 
and its supplement, and the amount collected from each, and what action has been 
had or what legislation, if any, is suggested to collect the assessments from the 
delinquent States, 

KANSAS JUDICIAL DISTRICT, 

Mr. HASKELL, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4234) to divide the district of Kansas into two divisions, and to pre- 
scribe the times and places for holding courts therein, and for other 

mrposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

8 on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN B. DAVIS. 

Mr. MONEY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 3758) 
for the relief of John B. Davis, and moved that the committee be 
di from the further consideration of the same and that it be 
ref to the Committee of Claims, not to be brought back on a 

motion to reconsider. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SPECIAL-REQUEST ENVELOPES, 


Mr. MONEY also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, reported back, with an adverse rec- 
ommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 3413) concerning special-request 
envelopes, and moved that the same be laid upon the table and that 
the accompanying report be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

VAN B. BOWERS. 


Mr. ROTHWELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4235) for the relief of Van B. Bowers, postmaster at Bucklin, Mis- 
sonri; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

MARY CRAMER. 


Mr, BELTZHOOVER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4236) granting a pension to Mary Cramer; which was a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

GEORGE C. JOHNSTON. 

Mr. LE FEVRE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4237) to pay a balance due to George C. Johnston under an act for 
his relief approved March 3, 1843; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


TITLE TO CERTAIN LANDS IN OHIO, 


Mr. MYERS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the 
bill (H. R. No. 3132) to confirm the title to certain lands in the State 
of Ohio; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
is eae Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin: 

WILLIAM B. HIRNBACH. 

Mr. RYON, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 4238) for the relief of William B. Hirnbach, late pri- 
vate in Company G, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


MARGARET M’ELROY. 


Mr. RYON, of Pennsylvania, also, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No, 4239) granting a pension to Margaret McElroy; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
UNITED STATES COURT-HOUSE AT CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. O’CONNOR, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4240) making an appropriation to furnish the United States court- 
house at Charleston, South Carolina; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PAYMENT OF COUPONS OF UNITED STATES BONDS. 


Mr. O’CONNOR also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4241) to provide for the payment of the coupons of United 
States bonds at any and all of the United States depositories; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


INTEREST UPON UNITED STATES REGISTERED BONDS. 


Mr. O'CONNOR also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4242) requiring the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the cur- 
rent interest upon i ape bonds of the United States without 
respect to the date of eo or transfer; which was read a first 
and second time, refe to the Committee on Banking end Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 


SILVER CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. O'CONNOR 22 by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 

R. No. 4243) making silver certificates receivable at the Treasury of 

the United States in redemption of the circulating notes of issue of the 

national banks; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 
SAMUEL B. DAVIS. 


Mr. HOSTETLER. Iask unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table for present consideration the bill (S. No. 578) granting a 
pension to Samuel B. Davis. This is a meritorious case, and I hope 
there will be no objection to the bill being considered at this time. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speakers 
table and read a first and second time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
eee oe the penaa ars; = name = 5 8 of 98 C, 

t teers, pensio. 
by law to those who have lost both an arm and a ggg 

ME HOSTETLER. Let the report of the Senate committee be 
read. 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions was read, as fol- 
lows: 

The Committee on Pensions, having examined the bill (S. No. 578) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel B. Davis, W e U, Eighteenth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers, and the papers accompanying, find that said soldier was pensioned 
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March 3, 1873, at the rate of $18 per month, for anchylosis of the ankle and elbow 
joints, the result of disease con: in the service. The disability having in- 
creased, the peanya was subsequently rated at $24 per month, commencing March 
. 0 Application is now made for an increase to $36 per month, on the ground 

t the disability is so as to entitle the pensioner to the same rate allowed 
by law for the loss of alegand.anarm. The affidavits of Merlin L. Hall, M. D., 
and Lewis Shepard, M. D., filed in the case, appear to establish the fact, as they 
depose that the left ankle is completely anchylosed, with t enlargement of 
bony structure around the f ver and the whole limb atrophied and shrunken to a 
degree that renders it en y useless, and a source of suffering and inconven- 
ience; that the right elbow-joint is also anchylosed, with atrophy of the muscles 
of the arm, and anchylosis of the bones of the hand, with consequent inability to 
close the fingers, rendering hand and arm entirely useless. 

The committee, therefore, recommend the passage of Senate bill No. 578, with an 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I object to the present consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman who has taken charge of the bill 
is a member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 

Mr. COFFROTH. It has not been before that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. bela is too late in making his objection. The re- 
port has been read, which is in the nature of considering the bill. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I understood the objection could come in at any 
time before consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been considered. There was no reser- 
vation of the 7 — to object. If the gentleman had reserved his 
ay to object, then he could have made his objection at any time. 

e Chair recognized the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOSTETLER) 
as a member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions and there was no 
objection. 

. COFFROTH. I came in while the bill was being read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill was read and the report has been read; 
and the Chair regards that as being in the nature of considering the 
bill 


Mr. COFFROTH. I came in while the bill was being read and 
waited until the report should be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman waited too long. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I think these bills ought to go to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. I have not, of course, any objection to this par- 
ticular bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman has 
no objection to the passage of this bill, but gives notice that here- 
after he will object to bills being passed without being considered by 
the proper committee. 

. COFFROTH. I move that this bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOSTET- 
LER] yield for that p ? 

Mr. HOSTETLER. e only objection I have to the reference—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to test the sense of 
the House on ordering the previous question upon the bill. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. I think this is a very meritorious bill and one 
which ought to pass. It has been carefully considered by the Senate, 
and it seems to me there is no good reason why it should be referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is always liberally inclined to give 
every 1 for the passage of pension bills. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I do not know anything about the bill; but I 
do not want to establish the precedent of taking bills from the 
Speaker’s table and passing them without reference to the proper 
committees. 

The SPEAKER. That is often done in regard to pension bills, 

Mr. BROWNE. And it is right. 

The SPEAKER. The bill having been read, and the report having 
also been read, the reading of the report being in the nature of an 
argument in favor of the p of the bill, and to that extent con- 
stituting a consideration of the bill, the objection to the consideration 
of the bill, which should have been made immediately upon its read- 
ing, is now too late. 

. HOSTETLER. I move the previous question on the third read- 
ing of the bill. 

e previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ord to a third read- 
ing, and it was accordingly read the third time. 

he question was upon the 1 55 of the bill; and being taken, 
upon a division there were—ayes 101, noes 13. 
o further count being called for, the bill was passed. 

Mr. HOSTETLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
yas panen ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. CLAF- 
LIN, for four days, on account of important business. 
CONFERENCE COMMITTEE. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Harris of Vir- 
ous I: CLARK of Missouri, and Mr. ORTH of Indiana as the con- 
on the 2 of the House upon the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses 2 mate joint resolution No. 19, to provide for the publi- 
cation and distribution of a supplement to the Revised Statutes. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, his Secretary, who also 
informed the House that the President had approved and signed bills 
and joint resolutions of the House of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 582) to provide for circuit and district courts of 
the United States at Columbus, Ohio, and transferring certain coun- 
ties from the northern to the southern district in said State ; 

An act (H. R. No. 3034) to provide for circuit and district courts of 
the United States at Macon, Georgia, and to transfer certain counties 
from the northern to the southern district in said State; 

An act (H. R. No. 3108) amending the charter of the Grand Lodge 
3 the Independent Order of Odd Fellows of the District of Colum- 

ia; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 145) authorizing certain printing for 
the land commission; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 169) making an appropriation for fill- 
ing up, draining, and placing in good sanitary condition the grounds 
south of the Capitol along the line of the old canal, and for other 
purposes. 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The order being called for, the morning 
hour will now begin at fifteen minutes before one o’clock. The busi- 
ness pending at the close of the morning hour yesterday was the bill 
(H. R. No. 4219) to amend sections 1, 2, 3, and 10 of the act to deter- 
mine the jurisdiction of circuit courts of the United States, and to 
regulate the removal of causes from State 3 for other = 
re approved March 3, 1575. Upon this bill the gentleman from 

ichigan [Mr. WILLITs] is entitled to the floor, having used ten min- 
utes of his time during the morning hour of yesterday. 

Mr. WILLITS. When the morning hour closed yesterday I was 
commenting on the amendment which strikes out the right to 
bring suits in the United States courts on assigned promissory notes, 
thereby restoring the law as it was prior to the act of March 3, 1875. 
I need not make any extended remarks on the evils that have arisen 
under the law as it now is. Sufficeit to say that under it great injus- 
tice has been done in what are called patent-right cases, or notes 
given for patent rights, in nominally assigning in innumerable in- 
stances causes of action to citizens of other States than the one in 
which the contract was made or in which the defendant resides, for 
the express p of their prosecution in the Federal courts. In 
all these cases the cause is on the removal more than half won by 
the plaintiff, and in many instances the cause is wholly won by rea- 
son of the different constructions of the law given by the State and 
Federal courts. In my judgment the assigned contract should have 
the same tribunal that the unassigned contract would have. Section 
2 of the bill confers upon defendants the power of removal in all 
cases of which the United States circuit court has original juarisdic- 
tion by section 1. The law of 1789 gave this right of removal to de- 
fendants only. The law of 1875 gave it to either pa ; plaintiff or 
defendant. This bill takes away the se of a plaintiff to remove 
his cause. He has selected his forum and let him abide by it. 

The only changes in section 3 of the act of March 3, 1875, preced- 
ing line 126 of this bill, are in reference to the time when the defend- 
ant may remove his cause and the amount, to wit, $2,000, requisite 
for the removal. Under the law as it now stands the party seekin 
to remove his cause may do so before or at the time at which sai 
cause would be tried and before the trial thereof. This bill proposes 
to amend the law so that the defendant only may remove his cause, 
and he may remove it at any time before the defendant is required 
by the law of the State and the rule of the State court in which said 
suit is brought to answer or plead to the declaration or complaint. In 
other words, the time has been changed from any fime before the 
trial to the time when under the State laws the defendant is required 
to plead to the declaration. 

‘he chief amendment, however, to section 3 is from line 126 to line 
140 of the bill. That amendment proposes to take away original 
jurisdiction or removal of causes between a corporation organized or 
created by or under the laws of any State and a citizen of a State in 
which said corporation is doing business, except in cases where the 
subject-matter authorizes such jurisdiction or removal in suits be- 
tween citizens of the same State, to wit, when it is a matter of a 
treaty or a land t from different States. 

Mr. Speaker, this amendment is a radical change of existing law. 
Under the decision of the Supreme Court a corporation is held to be a 
citizen of the State in which it is organized or created. The result is 
that in every State in which it does business, aside from the one in 
which it is created, the present law authorizes the removal of any ease, 
involving the requisite amount, in which it is a party from the State to 
the Federal courts. This amendment cuts off that right, and remits 
the corporation to the State court alone. The evils arising from the 
existing practice have for a long time been manifest and the subject 
of great complaint. There seems to be no valid reason why a cor- 

ration that competes with local corporations, that goes into every 

amlet and almost every household in the land, should not be the 
subject of State control in that business, and shonld have the right 


to remove its causes to a distant court for reasons that differ in no 
essential degree from the reasons that obtain in other cases. 


Insur- 
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ance companies are persistent in seeking risks and money from our 
citizens; yet in case of loss are hasty in taking their causes to the 


United States courts, perhaps hundreds of miles away, the expense of | If it was not desi 


which is a practical denial of justice, and the threat of which is used 
as a basis of an unjust compromise. The proposed amendment cuts 
this evil up by the roots and remands the parties to the community 
in which the liability was incurred and in which it was known it 
would be incurred when the contract was made. 

It will be observed that one notable featare in the proposed amend- 
ment is the curtailing of the use of the United States courts by cor- 
porations. It is astonishing to see the amount of time and labor 
devoted by these courts to the interests of corporations, to the exclu- 
sion of the interests of individual citizens. 

Again, a citizen in his individual contests with corporations is 
turned over to the tender mercies of a litigation which it is ruin for 
him to incur, but which these corporations with their accumulated 
capital can sustain. The United States courts have grown to be 
largely corporation mills, in which the tolls are largely taken from 
the individual citizen, and generally amount to his whole interest in 
the grist. So that it has become the fact that the only party or entity 
which in the United States represents the old feudal system of prop- 
erty tenure, so unanimously opposed by our fathers, transmitted from 
generation to generation in increasing value and infiuence, has sought 
tefuge behind the judicial system of a government that boasts ithas 
no primogeniture, and that large estates are divided up by the natu- 
ral order of things in one or two generations. As a rule this system 
of transmitting tenure is strong enough if remanded to the State 
courts; and the expense of individual litigation will be sufficiently 
onerous in any event. It seems to me a healthy thing to call a halt 
in the tendency of accumulating legislation, especially of this kind, 
in the United States courts. 

The last amendment preposed in the bill provides for the total re- 
peal of section 640 of the Revised Statutes. I concede that this sec- 
tion ought to be amended; but I am op d to its absolute repeal. 
This section substantially provides that all corporations, except bank- 
ing corporations, organized under a law of the United States, may 
remove their causes from the State courts to the Federal courts, where 
the defense is under the Constitution or laws of the United States. 
It will be conceded, I tig as a general principle that if I havea 
right under United States law, I ought to have the 8 of 
having that right construed and enforced by a United States court, 
If there is a liability im upon me by such a law, Ihavea right to 
ask that it be expounded by a United States court. If I claim an 
immunity arising under United States law, I ought to have the priv- 
ilege of pleading it in a tribunal of the sovereignty which secures me 
that immunity. I can see no valid reason why a corporation organ- 
ized and created by United States law should not have the same rights 
in such rẹ that an individual has, or ought to have. 

But this principle should in my judgment extend no further than 
to a defense under the law, where the law itself is a defense to the 
action, and where the defense involves the censtruction of the law or 
eharter under which the corporation is created. This principle should 
not apply to the great mass of common-law rights, liabilities, or im- 
munities which are not created by the United States law, but to which 
even the United States law is subject, and the construction of which 
in no way depends upon charter rights. 

To illustrate: When a railroad corporation has been organized by 
United States law, all the rights that it gets per se under that law it 
should have the n of having construed by the United States 
courts; all the liabilities that can be traced directly to the existence of 
that law should be construed by those courts.. Suppose that in the case 
of a railroad corporation there is no obligation imposed upon it by its 
charter to fence its road; suppose a State law provides a penalty for 
not fencing the road; snopa that a train of cars in the regular oper- 
ation of the business of the road through a herd of Texas steers ; 
an action is brought for the injury done to the herd. Now if the 
charter imposes no obligation upon the ial ops o fence its road, it 
may be that that would be of itself a defense. Therefore in such an 
action the corporation ee ie to have the right to have the immunity 
which it claims construed by a court of the sovereignty creating it. 

Suppose, again, that in the charter of a corporation it should be 
distinctly stated that for merchandise in transit, in the warehouse of 
the corporation ready for delivery, the corporation should be liable 
only as warehousemen, and not as common carriers. Suppose an ac- 
tion should be brought for ten thousand bushels of wheat stored in the 
warehouse ready for delivery. Now, it might be in such a case that the 
action at common law might be different from the right of action as 
it would be under the charter. Therefore the corporation should be 
entitled to have that charter construed by a United States court, and 
not by a State court. 

But, on the other hand, we will suppone that an injury is done on 
a passenger train to a passenger for which he claims damages to the 
amount of $5,000. The simple question of 8 arises, includ- 

ing the question whether there been contributory negligence on 
the part of the plaintiff. This is a case arising under the common 
law, and therefore, in such a case, I concede the corporation should 
have no right of removal. In that line of cases where the action is 
a common-law action, or where the construction of the charter itself 
is not involved, there should be no removal. In fact the law, as it 
now stands, seems, in my estimation, to be incongruous, because it 


ponde that there may be a right of removal in cases where there 
a defense under the Constitution or any law of the United States. 
ed that there should be a “ defense” under the 
law the words “defense under the law” would not have been inserted, 
but the right of removal would have been made absolute, whether 
there was any defense under the laws of the United States or not. 

But it seems it has been subject to a construction which evades 
perhaps the force which seems to be given to the word defense in a 
suit. In a case in 2 Sawyer the United States court decided, where 
on the showing of the defendant there was no defense under the law 
of the United States, it was simply a common-law action, and insisted, 
if it were no more than that and did not involve a construction of a 
United States law, the case should be remanded back to the State 
court. In other cases it has been held that inasmuch as the corpora- 
tion exists only by virtue of the law creating it therefore it has no 
rights except under that law, and of course any right of action 
against it must be based upon the law organizing and creating it. It 
seems to me this section ought to be amended in the way I have sug- 

ested, that it should be made imperative upon the defendant to show 
in his petition for removal wherein and in what respect he has defense 
arising under the law of the United States. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The amendment proposed by me covers a case 
amounting to $2,000 arising under the Constitution or law or treaty 
made by authority of the United States. A defendant may have 
the right to remove such a cause from the State to a Federal court, 

rovi he will make it 2 to the court in his application that 
is defense depends on a right construction of some provision of the 
Constitution or law or treaty of the United States. 

Mr. WILLITS. It may be that the gentleman’s amendment will 
cover that. I have not examined it in that respect. 

Mr. CULBERSON. So that if section 640 is repealed and wiped 
out, yet these national 3 will have the same right you sug- 
gest they ought to have when defendants, provided my amendment 


is 5 

Mr. WILLITS. It may be, but I have not examined the amend- 
ment with reference to that. It did not come up in the committee, 
and I have not examined the subject in that regard, but I do claim 
this general doctrine that the right conferred by a United States law 
is a right which should be construed by a United States court, all 
through, in civil, criminal, and all jurisprudence of the United States. 
I can consent to no release of that privilege or right. Therefore, as 
1 have said, I am opposed to the absolute re of section 640, 
Whether the amendment of the gentleman from Texas will cover my 
a ker I am not prepared to say, but I will examine it. 

now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. 
WEAVER. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I am in hearty accord with the gen- 
eral purpose and scope of this bill. I think there are some verbal 
amendments and corrections which should be carefully considered b; 
the House when it comes to act upon the bill section by section. 
will name one or two of them. 

The bill provides that the circuit court shall have cognizance con- 
current with the courts of the States where the matter in dispute 
exceeds $2,000, exclusive of interest and costs. The test, however, 
of jurisdiction is the allegation in the pleadin It is within my 
own personal observation that great injustice Sea arisen from the 
plaintiff alleging in his complaint a greater amount than was really 
due under the contract. It is true the court refuses to award costs 
in such cases, but that is no redress for such abuses. Litigants are 
dragged far from their residences to defend against suits of a petty 
character, and often yield to the grossest injustice rather than incur 
the expense and inconvenience of attending court at remote points 
from their homes, The bill should be amended so as to avoid this 
difficulty. N 

Then, again, in the first section of the bill I find this provision: 

Bat = pews shall be arrested in one district for trial in another in any civil 
sae al our at entrar ur eer anes 

2 Jaha tant’ or in which he shall be 


y other district than that whereof he is an 
found at the time of serving such process or commencing such except 
as hereinafter provided. And where the controversy is citizens of 


The intention of the committee is clear to my mind. It was to 
provide that suit must be brought in the district in which the defend- 
ant resides or in the district in which the plaintiff resides, provided 
the defendant be found within the plaintiffs district at the time pro- 
cess is served. But the language is not clear. In my opinion great 
prejudice may arise from the construction of this clause. It y be 
that a plaintiff residing, in the remote northeastern district of Maine 
can, under this provision, sue a defendant residing at San Francisco, 
and compel him to appear in the districtin Maine to defend. Certainly 
such is not the intention of the committee. 

Mr. ROBINSON. If the gentleman will permit me to make asug- 
gestion, I should like to do so. 

Mr. WEAVER. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The Committee on the Judiciary are in entire 
harmony with the gentleman’s own view in that matter. It seeks 
only to accomplish that which he wishes to have done. 

Mr. WEAVER. I understand that. Iam not in doubt as to the 
intention of the committee. 


1880. 


Mr. ROBINSON. The committee unanimously believe that is 
strongly done in the bill, but if the gentleman from Iowa thinks it 
is not, and desires to move an amendment, I suggest that he prepare 
and submit it somewhat in advance of the vote, so that we may not 
act W on any amendment to this very important bill. he 
will do that, the Committee on the Judiciary, I am sure, will be 
under stig Teac to him, because they wish to accomplish precisely 
ing. 


the same t 

Mr. WEAVER. I will be glad Mr. Speaker, to do that. I know 
that the committee intends what 1 have indicated. I was only fear- 
ful it might be subject to misconstruction, that is all. 

To the third section of the bill, from the one hundred and twenty- 
sixth to the one hundred and fortieth line, I wish to address myse. 
for a few moments. In my judgment this is the important feature in 
the proposed legislation. I grant you it isa radical change in the 
practice that has obtained from the earliest decisions under the judi- 
ciary act of 1789 down to the present time. Although I am clear 
that when the act of 1789 was framed and passed, the authors of that 
important measure did not contemplate that corporations were citizens 
within the meaning of that act, yet the courts have uniformly, or 
nearly so, held that the word “citizen” under that portion of the act 
providing for the removal of causes from the State to the Federal 
courts, included corporations of various descriptions. Serious abuses 
have grown up under this judicial construction. 

Since the passage of the act of 1789 corporations of every descrip- 
tion have sprung up throughout the entire country. Their name is 
legion. The tendency of the wealth of the country is toward asso- 
ciated capital. Colossal insurance companies, gigantic railroad en- 
terprises, and other and multifarious corporate organizations exist in 
every 911 and permeate every avenue of business life. 

Take for illustration a railroad corporation. It is organized, per- 
haps, under the law of Massachusetts. It stretches its iron arms 
westward until it reacbes the Missouri River, passing through the 
pe States of New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 

owa, and perhaps others. It enters these States, and by the right 
of eminent domain condemns the property of the citizen, p 

to build and lay the foundation of a colossal fortune, It builds its 
road and occupies the territory, and proposes to occupy for all future 
time. 

Now, in contemplation of law this corporation should be held to be 
a citizen of the State or States, respectively, where it is carrying on or 
operating its business. They come into a State for the purpose of 
making money, carrying on transactions with citizens of the State, 
and why should they not be compelled to go into the State courts, 
there to adjudicate matters arising between themselves and citizens 
of the State? They are citizens of the State for all other practical 
purposes; but when a controversy arises under the law as it now 
stands the corporation has only to go into the State court and there 
set forth the fact that it is a foreign corporation, organized under the 
law of Massachusetts or of some other State, and the cause is removed 
to the Federal court. 

This is a gigantic wrong. An instance of this kind came under my 
own observation. A citizen of my own county was killed by a rail- 
road train. He was a laboring-man with a large family, earning his 
living by his daily toil. There was little question in my mind, hav- 
ing ane, ei the facts, of the liability of the railroad company. 
His widow brought suit in the State court, but the railroad being a 
foreign corporation made appli cation for removal, and the case was 
sent to the Federal court. is had the effect to close the doors of 
justice to this widow and her children. She was unable to attend or 
to pay the expenses of attending the Federal court held at a distance 
of a hundred miles from the place where the injury was inflicted. 

There is no substantial reason in the world why that corporation, 
othe business in that county and State, should not have been com- 
pelled to go into the State court and there litigate the matter in con- 
troversy. The idea that they are foreign corporations is a mere fic- 
tion. ey live and move and have their being in the State where 
they operate their business. There they ply their vocation and meet 
the people in their daily transactions. But when the citizen asks 
that his rights shall be respected, that his grievances shall be re- 
dressed, then they allege that they are a foreign corporation, and the 
citizen is dragged off to a foram remote from his home and to which 
he is a stranger, or he must abandon his rights altogether. 

One of the essential elements in the administration of justice in all 
free countries, Mr. Speaker, is that at all times the citizen shall have 
the right to be tried, not only for criminal offenses but in respect to 
his civil rights, by a jury of the vicinage, where he resides, near his 
home. The construction which has been given to the judiciary act 
of 1789, however, and the subsequent amendatory acts, have abso- 
lutely had the effect to abrogate that sacred right of the citizen, and 
has placed in the hands of these corporations, and others, powers and 

ivileges never contemplated by the framers of our Government. 

t the organization of our Government, our fathers had the political 
chart of the world before them. They undertook to lay broad and 
deep the foundations of a republic where the power should reside 
substantially with the t body of the people. 

To accomplish that they threw around the cradle of the young Re- 
public certain safeguards. One of these safeguards was that there 
should be no titles of nobility in this country; another that the right 
of primogeniture should not obtain here, that there should be no 
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entailed estates, so that the wealth of the country should diffuse 
itself among the people according to natural and beneficent laws, 
They did not contemplate the creation of these corporations that are 
as real entities as are individuals—ideal ms that never die, and 
yet possess the power to acquire and hol property equally with real 
persons. They did not, I say, contemplate the rise and progress of 
these legal Goliaths. Had they foreseen their coming they doubtless 
would have made ample provision for their restraint. 

Sir, their influence in this country to-day is tremendous. They are 
Briarian monsters, and exceed in ferocity and power any or all of the 
beasts that John saw in his apocalyptic vision. The Republic itself 
will have to struggle with them, and no man can now foresee the result 
of that struggle. The existence of such corporations seem to be neces- 
sary to the progress of our civilization; they are inseparable from 
it; but they should not be clothed by legislation with exclusive 
poring oyer the citizen. The people must put hooks into the 
jaws of these leviathans, and control them, 

The accumulation of capital in the hands of these corporations of 
itself gives them immense power and tremendous advantage over in- 
dividuals. But if you, in addition to that, load them with exclusive 
privileges by law—the privilege of 1 shunning the ordi- 
nary tribunals in which the common people have to litigate their 
rights—and if you allow them the power and the privilege of drag- 
gin g the citizen to remote tribunals, then, indeed, you more than dou- 

le or treble their power. The corporation should seek no exclusive 
Ears and the citizen should be just to the corporation. Then 
all will be harmony. 

What objection, Jir. Speaker, can be urged against compelling cor- 

orations to come into the State courts? The only one I can imagine 
is that there is a prejudice in the minds of the people which pre- 
cludes justice in the State courts. I deny that. If there is preju- 
dice existing to-day in the minds of the people against corporations, 
it grows out of a aid, Seite conviction on their part that the legis- 
lation of the country been in favor of the corporation and against 
the citizen. Let the citizens of the country know and understand 
that there are to be no exclusive privileges, that the corporations are 
simply to go into the State courts and there assert their rights as 
any other citizen; that of itself will disarm any honest man of preju- 
dice. There should be none. There is no natural cause for any, and 
that which does exist is the fruit of vicions and class legislation. 

There is no such thing as shutting the eye, Mr. Speaker, to the fact 
that there is a growing tendency to-day in this country to concentra- 
tion of power in the ds of the few. I do not charge in my re- 
marks that this is the result of any deliberate scheme of legislation; 
it is not necessary here for me to do so; it is a fact nevertheless, 
And whenever this Congress or this House has the opportunity to 
strike down that tendency, and to reduce all classes of citizens to an 
equal toting, and to remand them to common rights, they should 
avail themselves of the opportunity. 

The third section, Mr. Speaker, embodies in substance House bill 
No. 1074, introduced by myself on the 21st day of April, 1879, during 
the extra session. It is substantially that bill. That section meets 
my hearty approval, as do all the other sections of the bill, with the 
exception of the verbal criticisms I have named. I will be glad to 
submit the verbal amendments at the proper time. If I have any 
time left I yield it back to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WIL- 
LITS) who accorded it to me. 


TITLES IN HOT SPRINGS. 


Mr. WILLITS, I yield to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. New. ] 

Mr. NEW. Iyield for a moment to the gentleman from Arkansas, 
(Mr. 5 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman from Indiana yields to me that I may 
ask unanimous consent to make a report from the Committee on 
Public Lands, with the request that the bill and report be printed 
and recommitted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. BLACKBURN.) That can only be 
done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DUNN. Task unanimous consent. 

There was no objection. 

Mr, DUNN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 3549, a bill (H. R. 
No. 4244) for the establishment of titles in Hot Springs, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, recommitted to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed, 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 
The House resumed the consideration of the bill H. R. No. 4219, 


Mr. NEW addressed the House. [His remarks, interrupted by the 
expiration of the morning hour, will be found in full on page 813.] 


EULOGIES ON HON. RUSH CLARK, DECEASED. 


Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 200) for printing the eulogies delivered in the Senate and 
House of Representatives upon Hon. Rush Clark, deceased; which 
was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of ives, dc., That 9,000 copies of the 
eulogies delivered in the two Houses of Congress upon the late Rush Clark be 

rinted ; 6,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 3,000 copies 
Yor the use of the Senate, and the Secretary of the Treasury have printed the 
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portrait of Mr. Clark to accompany the same; and for defraying the of 
procuring the said portrait the sum of $500, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, be, and is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution will be referred, under the law, 
to the Committee on Printing. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second time, and referred 
accordingly. 

BRIGADIER-GENERAL AUGUSTUS P. MARTIN, 


Mr. FIELD, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 201) 1 Brigadier-General Augustus P. Martin a 
manager of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. i 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to resume the consideration of the report of the 
Committee on Rules. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole, (Mr. CARLISLE in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the revision of the rules. 

The pending clause was the following: 

16. To railways and canals other than Pacific railroads: to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. 

The pending question was upon the following substitute for the 
clause, offered by Mr. CABELL: 

o the im ent of the navigation of ri and to railways and canals other 
aes Pacific railroads: to the — ttee on Railways and — 

Mr. CABELL. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I have sub- 
mitted proposes simply to restore to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals that jurisdiction conferred upon it by the existing Rule 94. 
In behalf of the committee which I represent I ask only that we be 
left where the old rule, Rule 94, has placed us from 1831 down to the 
present time. We have not during this discussion asked for any 
increase of power or jurisdiction for our committee; we simply ask 
that in the revision of the rules this Committee on Railways and 
Canals shall not be singled out to have taken from it that jurisdic- 
tion which has belonged to it from the time of the organization of 
the committee as one of the standing committees of the House. 

It is true, Mr. Chairman, that the contest which has heretofore 
existed between the Committee on Commerce and the Committee on 
Railways and Canals has been greatly narrowed by the action of 
the Committee of the Whole in giving to the Committee on Com- 
merce those large and extraordinary powers which for years it has 
claimed. I am not here to complain of the action of the Committee of 
the Whole House for doing this. I have nothing but kindness for the 
Committee on Commerce. Iam not unwilling even that that com- 
mittee shall be clothed with the t powers which have been con- 
ferred upon it by the Committee of the Whole since this discussion 
commenced; but I am not willing that by reason of the fact that 
new and additional powers have been conferred upon the Commit- 
tee on Commerce tthe rights, the powers, and the jurisdiction 
belonging to the Committee on Railways and Canals shall be taken 
from it to satisfy others ing after power. 

I hope no member of this committee will believe we are here ask- 
ing for any additional powers; that we are asking in any way to extend 
our jurisdiction. We simply ask that the same jurisdiction which 
has pertained to this committee for years shall be allowed to remain 
with it. There is no reason why the jurisdiction should not remain 
because of the fact that additional powers have been conferred on 
the Committee on Commerce. It is perhaps true that under the rule 
as lately framed in relation to the Commerce Committee that com- 
mittee can now consider and report upon questions bearing upon the 
navigation of rivers with perhaps as much warrant of authority as 
can Railways and Canals under the original Rule 94, but I take it 
that the Committee of the Whole did not mean by its action to pre- 
vents the Railway Committee from the legitimate exercise of its 
functions in regard to subjects of the same or a similar character 
when referred to it by the House. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BEALE. Mr. Chairman, I belong to that class of members here 
who deprecate in this discussion of questions arising upon this re- 
port any indication of a political partisanship, and trast that we 
shall bring to their solution a comprehensive patriotism which will 
secure that system of rules which will enable us to do the business 
of legislation smoothly and speedily. ~ 

On coming to con I looked at once to our rules, I found it 
indeed rudis indigesta moles—a rude, unmethodized mass, and aptly 
illustrated by some medieval castle in Europe, to which addition 
after addition was made as the necessities or whims of its successive 
owners demanded, and in which none save those who had longest 
inhabited it could successfully thread the labarynthine passages and 
stairways which led to its chambers and halls. 

As an humble member I return in no stinted measure my thanks to 
the Committee on Revision of Rules for this reduction of chaos to 
order; this erection of a modern house more suited to the needs of 
our day than the old castle ; and trust it may be adopted as a monu- 
ment of oar wisdom, long to survive the fluctuation of party ascen- 


dency on this floor. A member of the Committees on Commerce 
and Manufactures now, and in years gone by of that on Militia, I 
in the interest of neither. Indeed, too fond of inglorious ease, 
looking to the actual present work on Commerce and the prospect- 
ive labor of Manufactures when indued with powers sketched by the 
distinguished member from Michigan, and remembering that that 
peson display of fireworks at Gettysburgh did not awake the Militia 
mmittee from its slumbers, I might adopt the language of Byron 
and say of the Militia— 
Oh, known the earliest and esteemed the most, 
Dear to a heart where none is left so dear. 

In reference to the preceding amendment of my colleague, I must 
say I have for him and his committee the kindest re; ; but Rule 
94, adopted in 1831, was still-born; it never lived. Of forty-three bills 
embracing river improvements referred from 1831 to 1879, thirty-five 
went to the Committee on Commerce. Again, in 1854, in 1874, and 
in 1879, this same rule was presented and debated by members of the 
Committee on Railways and Canals, and each time the House gave 
the subject to the Committee on Commerce. And reason for 
this: you cannot separate the river from the harbor, because the 
improvement of the river often opens and improves the harbor. 

feel no solicitude for the fate of river and harbor bills, commit 
them to what committee you may. Next to iculture as a factor 
in the sum of the welfare, the happiness, the financial success and 
national powes of the people of this Union, commerce will ever find 
the friends upon this floor to heed her behests. All highways are 
a nation’s property. True the grand rivers and capacious bays pre- 
sent the noblest collections of the waters of our land; but to these 
every rill that trickles from the mountain-side, every fount that bub- 
bles in the valley adds its mite; and even so every creek improved, 
every river deepened, pours its little tribute into the great highways 
z 3 and advances the general welfare, the highest interests 
of a 

Mr. FROST. I move the following amendment to the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend substitute for section 16 by inserting after the word “rivers,” “ except- 
ing the Mississippi River and its tributaries; " so it will read: 

To the improvement of the navigation of rivers, excepting the Missi River 
and its tributaries, and to railways and canals, e in than the Pacific 3 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals.” 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Chairman, it is not my fortune to belong to any 
committee which is directly interested in the qnestion now pending, 
but it seems to me, after carefully listening to the debate on this 
floor, it is of the utmost importance to the ippi Valley that the 
substitute proposed should be adopted by this House. I believe that 
the Committee on Commerce has by far too many subjects now occu- 
pying its attention, and that it is unable to give that time and care 
to the consideration of the Mississippi River and its tributaries which 
they deserve on account of their magnitude and importance. 

I can cite an instance which has recently occurred and which for- 
tifies me in that belief. It so happens that the harbor at Saint Charles, 

n the Missouri River, is now very seriously aer e by an alter- 
ation in the channel of that river. The channel is deflected from the 
left bank of the river in such manner that it threatens to leave the 
city of Saint Charles at a distance of several hundred yards and per- 
haps a quarter of a mile from the river bank. It is taking sucha 
course that it threatens to pass under the bridge in such a position 
as absolutely to preclude the possibility of any steamboat ascending 
the Missouri River, thereby closing that river against all navigation 
whatsoever. 

I went this morning, having received letters making this state- 
ment, to the able chairman of the Committee on Commerce, who in- 
formed me that, owing to the pressure of business before his com- 
mittee, he woud be unable to entertain the consideration of this 
question for some time to come. But, sir, the people of Saint Charles 
and the people who are interested in the navigation of the Mississippi 
and Missouri Rivers are unable to wait upon the time of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce in this way. Sir, I wish to make no reflections 
on that committee. They are laborious and hard-working gentlemen, 
and they are doing their utmost to keep up with the business brought 
before them, but it is of such a character that they are unable to do 
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I had no intention of participating in this debate until the gentle- 
mau from New York [Mr. Cox] let fall some remarks which seemed 
to me to require an answer that it would not be unbecoming in me 
to attempt. He favored the proposition changing section 3, by which 
the river and harbor bill was to be reported from the Committee on 
Commerce for reference to the Committee on Appropriations, and he 
favored it because he said it was in the interest of economy. He re- 
ferred with pride to the good old days before the war when he served 
with the gentleman from Texas—to the times when, he says, there 
were hardly any appropriations made for internal improvements. 
There is, sir, an economy which starves the which lays the 
golden egg; there is an economy which is preached abroad in order 
to cover up prodigality at home. If that is the kind of economy 
which the gentleman from New York admires, I, for one, love it not. 

He tells us, sir, of legislative liberty and pecuniary libertinism. I 
can match that alliteration, and I can eu be mine with facts. If 
I were called upon to define the s; m which had been adopted in 
the past with regard to internal improvements, I should call it one 
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of comparative prodigality in the East and parsimony in the West. 
3 and parsimony are as alliterative and as antithetical as 


liberty and libertinism, and I can support them, sir, with facts. 
In Senate Document No. 12 of the Forty-fifth Con I find the 
total expenditure for internal improvements of all kinds from 1789 


to 1873 was $207,999,664. Of that amount the Mississippi Valley 
States received $33,782,662, and the Atlantic and Pacific seaboard 
$31,300,000, nearly two and a half times as much. The State of New 
York and the States of New England received $29,000,000, with a 
pulation less than half of the Mississippi Valley States; pecuniary 
ibertinism squandered upon them nearly as much money as this 
entire system received. 

We have spent $2,089,730 meal ed obstructions at Hell Gate, 
and but $7,000,000 on the Mississippi River; but when the great West 
asks for justice at the hands of Con , the gentleman from New 
York talks of pecuniary libertinism and invokes the shades of Jeffer- 
son and Calhoun and the memory of the purer days of the democracy. 
Does he not remember that Calhoun, in his report on the Memphis 
memorial in 1846, advocated liberal appropriations for the Mississippi, 
an inland sea, as he called it, and its tributaries. I do not wish, sir, 
to assume the airs of a Pores, bat I think I may safely say that 
whosoever places himself in antagonism to the improvement by the 
General Government of the waters of the Mississippi Valley will find 
himself with Buckingham when Dryden says of him, “He left not 
party, but of it was left.” The center of population, if not already 
there, will shortly take its permanent abode on that “Father of 
Waters.” After the next census that valley will furnish the majority 
of the members of this House. I trast that they will never manifest 
a sectional spirit or ignore the just claims of any portion of this Re- 
public; but I am certain that they will be content with nothing 
short of a full and complete pe ners of the importance of the 
interests which they represent, and that from the day of their pre- 
dominance here we shall have no parsimony or prodigality or pecu- 
8 libertinism, but a broad, liberal, and enlightened appreciation 
of the common commercial interests of our common country. 

Under both the existing rules and the report now under discussion, 
the Committee on Commerce makes appropriations for all the rivers 
and harbors of the country ; they bring in an omnibus bill which in 
the past has frequently contained items of expenditures by no means 
devoted to objects of a general nature. Objects of a general, na- 
tional nature, like the Ohio River, are found cheek by jowl with 
Stone Creek or the Kiskiminetas, unknown to everybody except the 
gentleman in whose district they may lie. The bill is thus overloaded, 
and is periodically in danger of being entirely lost; so much of its 
appropriations going to utterly unworthy objects and so little to those 
of general importance. Again, gentlemen of the strict constractionist 
school, and I congratulate my friend from New York as being one of 
them, are impelled by their principles to vote against such an omni- 
bus bill, while they would gladly lend their aid to the improvement 
of a national highway like the . For these reasons, sir, I 
am convinced that one committee of this House should be solely occu- 

ied with the consideration of all matters pertaining to the Spare pet 

iver and its tributaries. The most proper committee is evidently 
that on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River, and not 
the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

But I am told that if a special bill is reported for the western sys- 
tem of waters it can never pass this House; that unless an omnibus 
river and harbor bill be brought forward, in which every co 
sional district shall have an interest, those gentlemen who fancy their 
localities neglected will band together and defeat a Mississippi River 
bill; that we can only pass such a bill by tacking on to it every stream 
large enough to float a scow and every harbor deep enough to afford 
a refuge to a mud-turtle. Sir, I have not been long a member of this 
Honse, but I have sat here long enough to feel convinced that there 
prevails here no such log-rolling spirit. I believe that there are in 
this body enough men with a statesman-like recognition of the general 
interests of the country to unite together and force the passage of 
any bill required by the growing interests of western river naviga- 
tion. But, sir, even if Congress were controlled by any such petty, 
narrow, local selfishness as such arguments would impute to it, it be- 
comes all the more important to separate the Mississippi system from 
the remaining rivers and harbors. 

If internal improvements can only be carried on by a disgraceful 
system compounded of intimidation and bribery, who so potent to 
threaten and who so numerous to hold forth promises of aid as the 
Representatives from the great basin of the continent, where lie eight- 
een States, empires in themselves, with more than half of the popu- 
lation of the Union? If log: rolling is to rule the day, the committee 
that has charge of the interests of that section can put more shoulders 
to the work and lift a larger log than any other on this floor. No, 
sir, there is nothing in such an argument, there is no such wretched 
spirit prevalent here, and if there were it would be impotent to harm. 
In the remarks I have made I have no intention of reflecting in 
any manner upon the members of the Committee on Commerce; they 
are all of then) men whose views are not circumscribed by the bound- 
aries of their States. I have never 5 one of them on a 
subject relating to western interests who has not evinced a hearty 
desire to advance them in every proper manner; but for the reasons 
I have urged above I am satisfied that by the proposed change that 
committee will be eased of a grievous burden and our river and har- 


bor legislative needs facilitated. I regret that some of my colleagues 


from my own State, for whose judgment I have the highest regard, 
do not agree with me in this matter, but entertaining the convic- 
tions I do I am compelled to advocate the amendment I have offered. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CABELL. I am sorry, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Missouri has presented his amendment to the substitute I have offered, 
because I prefer that my substitute should be adopted so as to leave 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals the same jurisdiction it has 
exercised heretofore under the rules, and that jurisdiction only. We 
claim no more and I ask no more. We never supposed the Committee 
on Commerce would desire to take from us that jurisdiction which 
for years we have possessed. Wedo not believe the Committee on 
Rules, when they came to consider this question, really desired to 
encroach upon our prerogatives and take from us any of the jurisdic- 
tion we but that it was an oversight on their part, when they 
considered matter in connection with the duties of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, in taking so much from railways and canals and 
giving so much to commerce. 

I have no objection to the gentleman’s amendment when offered at 
the proper time. It may, perhaps, be ws el ape that all questions 
relating to the improvement of the tributaries of the Mississippi 
should be considered by the committee having in charge matters per- 
taining to the improvement of that great river. I wish to throw no 
obstacles in the way of other gentlemen or other committees. But I 
am unwilling, sir, that the amendment should come in just here. I 
prefer to have this matter disconnected with any other and to leave 
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Railways and Canals asit hasbeen 
for many years, and as I believe the House desires it to remain to-day. 

In regard to what ay colleague from Virginia [Mr. BEALE] has 
said when referring to the contests which have taken place between 
the Commerce and Railways Committees, I have only to say that my 
colleague seems to be very badly informed as to the state of facts in 
regard to which he has spoken, and has wandered very far from the 
true state of the case. 

There have been but three or four contests between the two com- 
mittees named until within a very recent period. There was a con- 
test in the Twenty-third Congress; also a contest in the Thirty-second 
Congress, and perhaps one or two after that time; and up to the 
Thirty-eighth Congress, and in almost every instance, the vote of the 
House was given in favor of sustaining the claims of the Committee 
of Railways and Canals as against the Committee on Commerce. Yet 
my friend has stated that in not a solitary instance was the Railwa: 
Committee sustained. I grant that within a year or two past, an 
since the Committee on Commerce has assumed such jurisdic- 
tion and acquired so much power in the House, power which enables 
it to do almost anything here, the decisions have been in its favor; 
but, to use the language of my colleague, “in not a solitary instance” 
was the Commerce Committee ever sustained in its contests with the 
Railway Committee in reference to the navigation of rivers until of 
late years, when it had acquired a power and influence in the House 
not to be resisted. But we have no conflict, sir, with the Committee 
on Commerce. That matter was settled some days ago by the action 
of the Committee of the Whole. I will say, however, that when the 
subject was under discussion my friend the chairman of the Com- 
merce Committee claimed, under Rule 79 of the House, only jurisdic- 
tion of the improvement of the navigation of rivers concurrent with 
that by the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Having obtained that jurisdiction the contest should now end and 
the Commerce Committee should be content to see us left in the un- 
disturbed possession of such matters as may be properly referred to 
our committee in pursuance of the powers conferred by Rule 94 of 
the House, all of which powers we ask to be maintained through the 
amendment I have offered. All, I fear, that can be done now by the 
adoption of my amendment is to give concurrent jurisdiction with 
the Commerce Committee upon questions relating to the improvement 
of the navigation of rivers. It may aps be a wise thing for the 
House to do to have some other committee that may in emergencies 
go to the help of the overcrowded Committee on Commerce. 

[Here the mer fell.] 

Mr. FROST. By request of several members I withdraw my amend- 
ment to the substitute, as I understand a similar amendment will be 
Ropes when we reach section 21. 

. COX. If the gentleman will allow me I will renew the amend- 
ment simply to say a word in response to my friend from Misso 
(Mr. Frost.] Iwill withdraw the amendment when I have conclud 
what I have to say. 

The gentleman makes comparison between appropriations for East- 
ern States and the Mississippi Valley. When he makes that comparison 
as between prodigality and economy he certainly cannot make an argu- 
mentum ad hominem upon me. I have sustained here all proper appro- 
priations for the Mississippi Valley upon the old democratic Calhoun 
theory that the egy River, being the “ Father of Waters,” was 
almost an inland sea. Ihave voted for your levee system; I have voted 
for an appropriation for the Eads improvement of the mouth of the 
eee River. New York was never niggard toward the Mississippi 
Valley. I have voted against appropriations for New York, Hell Gate 
and all, when they were combined, as I thought, irregularly and mis- 
chievously with other appropriations never contemplated by the 
fathers of the democracy. 
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Mr. FROST. That is the reason why I wanted to divide them. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman says he would like todividethem. Let 
him divide them. It is not a question between parsimony and prod- 
igality. Let him meet me on the middle ground of the men who 
po interpretation to this business of appropriations for rivers and 

bors in a better and more honest day of the Republic. 

I could refer my friend to the messages of democratic Presidents, to 
the old rules of interpretation, to the days of honesty in the admin- 
istration of these affairs, before log-rolling became common and be- 
fore men could combine for this common purpose, for all the little 
rivers inside of the States. Why, sir, in the old days I remember 
States andertaking inside of their own boundaries State improve- 
ments, slack-water navigation, dams of all kinds; canals were made 
and railroads, and roads of all kinds. We even gave up the old Cum- 
berland road to the State through which it passed to get rid of this 
incubus of having these as Federal works. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. COX. With pleasure. 8 

Mr. WHITE. Does the gentleman remember that in 1832 Andrew 
Stewart, of Pennsylvania, got a resolution through for surveying the 
Monongahela River, and that in 1836 and 1837 and following years 
appropriations were made by the American Congress for improving 
the slack-water navigation of the Monongahela River, in the State 
of Pennsylvania? And that was in the days of democratic govern- 


ment. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania answer me this 
question? Did Andrew Stewart, the great tariff man, ever have the 
audacity to ask for an appropriation for the Kiskiminetas? [Laugh- 
ter. 


it BROWNE. Or the Conemaugh ? 

Mr. WHITE. No, sir; the improving spirit of the age had not then 
developed the t necessities of the Kiskiminetas [laughter] as an 
important tributary to the reat agg which is a tributary to the 
Ohio, and thence to the Mississippi River, and consequently an im- 
portant avenue for the commerce of Western Pennsylvania. 

Mr. COX. And now I ask my friend, are not the Stony Creek and 
the Conemaugh tributary to the Kiskiminetas ? 

Mr. WHITE. No, sir. 

Mr. COX. And is there any tributary to the Conemaugh ? - 

Mr. WHITE. The gentleman’s knowledge of geography is as an- 
tique as his constitutional policy on this subject. 

. COX. I decline to yield farther. 

Mr. WHITE. Stony Creek, I willinform the gentleman, is not on 
the same side of the Alleghany Mountains. 

Mr. COX. Well, sir, we would never know where it was if we did 
not see the distinguished member here and know where he is located. 
Now, I have got off the line of my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN . The time of the gentleman from New York has 


ired. 
a WHITE. For the last few years it has been impossible to 


locate the gentleman from New York exactly. 
Mr. CO He always comes from the people, and locates himself. 
The C oes the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 


withdraw the amendment originally offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri, [Mr. Frost 7] i 

Mr. COX. Ido. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. CABELL, ] to substitute 
for the clause reported by the committee what the Clerk will again 


repor: 
he Clerk read as follows: 

16. To the ee of the navigation of rivers, and to railways and canals 
ether than Pacific railroads: to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 63. 

Mr. CABELL. A quoram has not voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted the Chair will order 
tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. CABELL] and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WHITE. ] 

Mr. SAPP. Let the amendment betagain reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 63, noes 88. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of Rule XI, and read as follows: 


17. To the manufacturing industries: to the Committee on Manufactures ; 

18. To the mining interests: to the Committee on Mines and Mining; 

19. To the public buildings and occupied or improved grounds of the United 
poy howe than appropriations therefor: to the ttee on Public Buildings 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I am instructed by the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds to offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words other than and insert in lieu thereof the word “ inelnd - 

m i 
19. To the public bu gs and ocen or im ds of the United 
riations therefor: to the Committee on Public Buildings 


States, including approp: 
and Grounds.” 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Chairman, I offer that amendment 
by the instruction of my committee, the Committee on Public Build- 
and Grounds. We offer the amendment, as we believe, in the 
interest of economy and intelligent equality of expenditure. 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds occupies in this 


House very much the same relation to an appropriation ill as does 
the Committee on Commerce. We must authorize the construction 
of new buildings from year to year. And I ask gentlemen to tell me 
how it is 8 for us as a committee intelligently to say how man 
new buil inge ahal be authorized until we know first how muc 
money shall required for those in process of construction. We 
have before us as.a committee the letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, stating to us that for the current fiscal year we can probably 
safely expend $5,000,000 on public buildings. We cannot know how 
much of this the Appropriations Committee shall be induced to set 
apart on estimates furnished for the buildings now in progress. We 
never see the estimates therefor; we know nothing about the calcu- 
lations made therefor; and how can we, as a committee, say that the 
State of Kentucky, or the State of Pennsylvania, or the State of Ohio, 
or the State of Mississippi, or the State of Alabama can safely come 
to this House and demand a new building until we know what the 
will of the Appropriations Committee may be with reference to the 
expenditure of public money in sections of our country which appeal 
to their generosity ? 

I claim that I stand here in the interest of economy, in the interest 
of the public weal, pleading for discretion and wisdom in the distri- 
bution of public money. And I say that there aims to be no more 
careful committee on this floor, and there is no more careful chairman 
upon this floor than the honorable chairman of this committee—no 
one who desires more to take responsibility upon himself, and to take 
it intelligently and rightly before the country, for reducing the ex- 
penditures of this Government whenever practicable. 

In my judgment if we could have before us the estimates for the 
new as well as for the buildings in process of construction, we would 
be in a position to come to this House and assure the House that we 
do not ask the construction of a new building until we have safely 
com all the probable necessities of the Government in all the 
cities of this Union and in all the States of this Union. 

And upon our honor as a committee we pledge to the House our 
resolution to report nothing unless it be within a stated limitation 
suggested to us by the Secretary of the Treasury and by the best in- 
terests of the Government. Itrust that the Committee on Commerce, 
with every friend of public buildings upon this floor, will stand by 

is amendment offered in that spirit. 

Mr. COOK. I am in favor of this amendment, for several reasons, 
one of which is—— à 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 8 ro- 
poses to s in favor of the amendment. e rule is that five 
minutes’ debate shall be allowed to the one proposing the amendment, 
and then five minutes to one opposing it. 

Mr. COOK. I do not suppose there is any gentleman here who 
desires to s against the amendment. 

Mr. KENNA. I will take the floor in opposition to the amendment 
and yield ny time to the gentleman. 

Mr. COOK. The clause under consideration is a new provision in 
our rules, one not contained in the former rules of this House—a 
clause limiting the power and jurisdiction of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, hy it has been put in here, unless in 
some way to aggrandize the Committee on Appropriations, I do not 
understand. So far as I know, there has been nothing in the history 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, in any of its 
recommendations, to justify the reflection upon it that they have. 
been either thoughtless, or careless, or prodigal and extravagant in 
the recommendations which they have made to this House. 

Gentlemen will recollect that an honorable member of this body 
collected together all the bills for public buildings and grounds that 
had been referred to our committee, consolidated them into one bill, 
and then submitted a motion to suspend the rules and pass that bill. 
I myself, as chairman of that committee, and every other member 
of the committee, opposed the passage of that omnibus bill, and it 
was defeated. Instead of obtaining a two-third vote in its favor, 
there was a two-third vote against it, and that was because of the 
known and decided expression of opposition on the part of the mem- 
bers of our committee. 

No public building can be constructed without an act of legislation, 
an act of Congress; and each bill must stand upon its own merits. | 
This Government to-day is paying largely over one million of dollars 
annually for rental of buildings for post-oflices and court-houses, &c., 
all over the country. One object which our committee has had in 
view is to reduce these extravagant e ditures for rentals, and to 
furnish the Goyernment throughout the country with proper build- 
ings for its purposes. 

must say that I consider this clause a reflection upon the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. That committee is unlike the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, the Committee on Military Affairs, or 
any of the other committees which consider subjects connected with 
the regular appropriation bills. Each public building that comes up 
for consideration must have an act of songs passed to authorize 
its construction and to appropriate money for it. 

I have this further to say in opposition to the general provision in 
these pro rules giving all power over appropriations to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. Under a former rule that committee was 
required to report all the general appropriation bills within thirty 
days after the meeting of Congress. These new rules leave out that 
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requirement, and we may be here for six months before those bills 
are reported. 

When you ask the members of that committee why they have not 
reported the appropriation bills, they say that they have not had 
time to prepare them; that it is impossible for them to report them. 
More than thirty days have passed, and we have now had but one 
general appropriation bill reported. It is all nonsense to talk about 
the three or four little appropriation bills which have been passed 
this session. The clerk of the committee could have prepared them, 
if he did not, as well as the committee itself. We passed a bill ap- 
propriating $30,000,000 for pensions. The committee said that amount 
was necessary, and we voted it at once without looking into the mat- 
ter at all. 

It may be said that there has been a t deal of fault and ras- 
cality connected with the expenditure of money upon the construc- 
tion of public buildings. That may be true; but neither the men 
who voted for the bills authorizing the construction of those build- 
ings, nor the committee which recommended them, are responsible at 
all for that waste or extrav: ce, any more than they are responsi- 
ble forthe prodigality, wastetulness,and extravagance in the expend- 


iture of other appropriations which have been made, 
If this clause now under consideration shall be adopted by the 
House, then we might as well abolish the Committee on Public Build- 


ings and Grounds, for there will be no occasion for it, and give its 
committee-room to some other gentlemen who are now withont any, 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Mr. Chairman, since I have been 
in this Honse I have never seen any disposition upon the part of the 
Committee on Appropriations, or in the House itself, to obstruct the 

assage of bills which the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
Favo seen fit to recommend, or the construction of which the laws 
authorized. But there should be some limitation upon the enormous 
expenditures made in the construction of such buildings, as to the 
amount which shall be expended each year. While the authorizing 
the construction of these public buildings should properly be a mat- 
ter for the consideration of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, yet the amount to be given each year for that purpose should 
be left to the discretion of some single head. 

There is no reason that I can conceive of why an exception should 
be made in re to the appropriations for public buildings different 
from what is done in reference to other matters of appropriations. 
As I do not believe that this clause will interfere in the least degree 
with the erection or authorization in the future of any public build- 
ing which the necessities of the Government may require, I hope that 
the appropriations for that p will be allowed to remain where 
they are now, under the control of the Committee on Appropriations, 
so that each year we may know how much money is to be appropri- 
ated for the respective public buildings in course of construction. 

Mr. CLYMER. I desire to submit a formal amendment to strike 
out the last word, in order that I may state in a general way what 
are my views in re to this vex uestion. longing to that 
unfortunate body of gentlemen in this House called the Committee 
on 3 possibly I should say nothing, because they do not 
seem to have any rights that any one here is bound to respect. 
[Laughter.] Yet, sir, I cannot but feel that this committee u- 
ally, day by day, is coming to see more clearly that the necessities of 
legislation, of good government, of economical government, require 
that the public expenditures should be reported from some one com- 
mon source, I remember, sir, that in the second session of the Forty- 
third Con after there had been a majority of democrats elected 
to this 3 so long the republican party had held sway, I had 
along and earnest conversation with a gentleman, then a leading 

irit on this floor; and he told me that outside of mere party con- 
siderations it was a profound satisfaction to him that there had been 
a change in the political control ef the House. He said that during 
the long continuance of his party in power abuses had crept into the 
administration, innumerable hordes of useless officers had grown up, 
and that without a Snaige of administration purification and re- 
trenchment were impossible. 

When the democracy came into powerin the Forty-fourth Congress 
there was but one means by which this Government might be restored 
to something like fair, just, and economical administration, and that 
was by the reduction of expenditures. To reduce expenditures was 
impossible until we kad adopted the rule upon that subject formu- 
lated by Mr, Holman, then a member of the Committee on ea tpt ria- 
tions. This is the rule which has given us so much troub e, which 
has caused us so much anxiety, which I believe is the only obstacle 
now preventing the Committee of the Whole from agreeing with al- 
most entire unanimity that the Committee on Appropriations should 
retain its old and I will say its legitimate powers. 

That amendment to the rules, adopted on motion of Mr. Holman, 
was never intended as a means of introducing political legislation. 
It was designed merely to reduce expenditures; that was the object, 
pure and simple. If by reason of party exigency, party necessity 
apparently, that rule has been tortured so as to produce any other 
result, it is not the fault of the rule, but the practice underit. And 
if the minds of gentlemen of this committee can be satisfied that this 
rule shall be restricted to its original and beneficent purpose, we 
shall have no more squabbles as to whether the Committee on Ap- 
propriations should have entire — of the appropriations for car- 
Tying on the Goyernment. I am y to say for myself (and I trust 
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for most of those who act with me on this floor) that when we come 
to that portion of the rules I will attempt to ingraft upon it a pro- 
vision Which shall strip the Committee on Appropriations of the 

wer to report new legislation, so that we shall not have power to 

egislate on any subject, but shall have authority alone to reduce ex- 

penditures that may be authorized by law. If we thus confine our- 
selves within the law it will be for the other committees of this 
House—the committees having charge of the Army, the Navy, Indian 
affairs, public buildings, commerce, &e.—to say what the law shall 
be; and we shall have porer merely to present to the House a reduc- 
tion of the amounts to be appropriated. 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr. BROWNE. Mr. Chairman, I would not ask the attention of 
the committee to-day but for the fact that an amendment offered by 
myself a few days provoked a discussion which I did not antici- 
pate, and in which I took no I have listened with very much 
interest to what has been said by the older and more distinguished 
members of this House in defense of the retention of power by the 
833 Committee, and the logic of their argument has wholly 
failed to satisfy my mind. 

It is said, on the one hand, that the Appropriations Committee 
should be the mere auditing committee of the House; that measures 
of legislation should come from the committees to which the various 
subjects appropriately belong; that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions should simply report appropriations in pursuance of law ; that 
when the Committee on Military Affairs, for instance, has fixed the 
number of the Army, the number and rank of the officers, the pay of 
private soldiers, &c., it should be the imperative duty of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to provide the money for meeting those 
expenses according to the law. If that were done, let me ask, would 
you not simply make every committee of this House an appropriation 
committee, and would it not to that extent lead to extravagance? 
If it be important, in order that the expenses of the Government 
may be retrenched, that this colossal Committee on Appropriations, 
colossal in numbers and especially in ability, should appropriate the 
money, is it not equally important that the whole legislation of this 
House looking to the expenditure of the public money should be in- 
trusted to this great committee of retrenchment and reform? 

It is important that we have economy. But gentlemen assume 
that there are only fifteen economists in this Honse, who are to de- 
termine how many ships shall be built, who are to determine what 
shall be the rank and file of the Army, the pay of officers, &.; that 
the remaining members of the House should commit all their duties 
to this one committee, who shall provide for all the machinery and 
expenses of the Government. Itis, in my opinion, just as sensible, 
just as logical to say it is in the interest of economy that this com- 
mittee shall do all the legislation looking to the expenditure of the 
public money as it is to hold that simply the matter of appropriation 
shall be confided to them. 

I do not believe for one that this committee about which so much 
has been said is par excellence the committee of 2 During the 
Forty-fifth Congress the committee to which I now belong, and of 
which I was not then a member, provided for a reorganization of the 
military establishment by which $3,000,000 annually would have been 
saved to the public Treasury. Yet this Committee on Appropriations, 
i gs, tba work in their appropriations for the Army, expended 
$5,000, of the people's money that might have been saved had the 
bill for the reorganization of the Army been passed. 

Every member occupying a seat on this floor, responsible for his. 
votes to his constituency, becomes an economist. If one committee. 
is disposed to economize, the very same impulse, the same desire, the- 
same spirit, animates them all. Gentlemen representing upon this 
floor other committees are just as anxious to present a good record of 
economy to their constituency as is the Committee on Appropriations. 
As I stated in the beginning of this discussion, I believe that if the 
appropriations were distributed to the several committees there would 
be in this House a race in the work of economy. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the pro forma 
on ama proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CLx- 
MER. 

Mr. CLYMER. I withdraw it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Irenew the pro forma amendment. Mr. Chairman, 
I do not like to pe myself in antagonism to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds any more than other members do, for there 
happens to bein my district and directly opposite my place of busi- 
ness a very important public building, which has been in course of 
construction for six or seven years, and which should be finished next 
year. Ido not know that I shall be able to get the Committee on 
ANE genee to report the required expenditure, while I rather 
think I could induce the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
to do so. Perhaps, therefore, I am injuring the prospect of an appro- 
pranon for that building by speaking against the amendment offered 

y my friend from Pennsylvania ; but I think this is a matter to be 
decided not by temporary prejudices, by present feelings, by disap- 
pointments that we may have incurred, but npon gen philo- 
sophical principles; and I do submit that the theory advanced by 
those who have thus far been in the majority in the Committee of 
the Whole is correct. : 

It is naturally to be expected that the Committee on Public Build- 
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ings and Grounds, having considered the general necessities of the 
country and of each particular place, should bring in bills for the 
construction of public buildings at various points. But if, devoting 
themselves to this one subject, they bring in also a bill of appropri- 
ations—appropriations which they may suppose really necessary— 
they might, perlaps, in a given year report an expenditure of, say, 
$38,000,000, while eight or ten other committees, going on in the same 
way, would report their appropriations; so that the aggregate ex- 
penditure proposed for the year might reach $350,000,000, Now, with 
each committee struggling in that way for the gross amount of its 
appropriations, it would be very difficult indeed for each to yield what 
it might be necessary to yield in order to reach that balance of com- 
promise which the interests of the Government might require to be 
adopted unless taxes should be increased to the extent of $100,000,000. 
Is it not better, then, to have one committee which, when these other 
committees have reported upon the necessities of various branches of 
the service, shall sum up all these propositions, and if it be found that 
the ate is too large shall cut down the various amounts so as 
to a an harmonious whole? Sup 


that in a particular year the 
Committee on Public pete and Grounds have reported an ex- 
penditure of $8,000,000 for public 


buildings. Suppose the Committee 
on A 185 riations, though glad to provide for all these buildings if it 
coul one, should find, upon examination of the whole field, that 
during the coming year there must be additional vessels built for the 
Navy ; or suppose there should be a great military necessity—an exi- 
gency, perhaps, in our foreign affairs—so that the a gate of ap- 
propriations must not go beyond a certain amount; in such a case 
the Committee on Appropriations might very well say, “This year we 
must cut down the appropriations for public buildings to $4,000,000 ; 
another year we may be willing to appropriate $8,000,000.” 

Now, taking this as an illustration, the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, the general supervising committee of amounts to be granted, 
would be better able to reach a harmonious balance with reference 
to the wants of each branch of the service than could be attained if 
each of the various committees should control the appropriations for 
its particular department. It is inevitable that a committee in charge 
of any subject will—I will not say unjastly magnify the importance 
of that subject, but will see it in allits force. I know this from my 
experience as a member of the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
also as a member at one time of the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. When I was on the Military Committee I saw, as I thought, 
very clearly what ought to be done in regard to the 2 and I was 
jealous of the Appropriations Committee for taking legislation out of 
our hands. There were things which we were ready and desirous to 
do which that committee took up and did, as I thought rashly. The 
work of age irom ing the Army is an Lice duty for the Com- 
mittee on itary Affairs, while the Committee on Appropriations 
should simply keep the aggregate of appropriations usted with 
reference to the respective needs of the various branches of the public 
service. 

My friend from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] was, I think, a little mis- 
taken in one respect, or rather his remarks did not fully represent 
the case, If the Committee on Military Affairs should report legis- 


lation fixing the size of the Army, the rank and pay of its officers, and 


everything of that kind, there would be nevertheless something more 
for the Committee on Appropriations to do than merely to take a 
-slate and figure up the expense of the military establishment as pro- 
vided for by the Committee on Military irs. There are some 
large discretionary items which properly should be left to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, which could not very well be determined 
upon elsewhere—large items covering transportation, subsistence, 
quarters, &c, A very large portion of our military appropriations, 
from year to year, are a matter of discretion, very properly going to 
the Committee on Appropriations, while the general frame-work and 
vernment of the Army could of course be determined upon reports 
m the Committee on Military Affairs, and ought to be determined 

in that way. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Could not the Committee on Military Affairs exer- 
cise sound judgment as well as the Committee on Appropriations in 
3 to those “discretionary items, of which the gentleman 
spe 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will say that it would be almost impossible for 
any committee having charge of a single Department of the Govern- 
ment only to take into consideration the demands of various other 
branches of the public service, as must be done in determining the 
aggregate expenditures for the year. The Committee on Military 

fairs would not be able to do this because they would have inves- 
tigated only one particular subject. While they might be able to 
arrange the general government of the Army in first-rate shape, they 
could not balance the various discretionary appropriations so well as 
one central F e committee. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I have repeatedly 
heard on this floor the sentiment that it is necessary, on this matter 
of appropriations, to have “one head.” I have heard something said 
about a primacy. Mr. Chairman, this is a House of Representatives, 
representing the American people, and I do not believe that the Re 
resentatives of the people should come here with gags in their mou 
and be utterly unable to 5 their constituencies upon the ques- 
tion of appropriations. I have voted constantly in favor of ali the 


amendments tending to break down this autocratic power of the Ap- 
propriations Committee. ‘One head,” sir! and that head, perhaps, 
not even the fifteen members of the Appropriations Committee, but the 
0 of this House, who, at the opening of the session, lays down 
his own private pro; e as to the appropriations, and these gen- 
tlemen of the Appropriations Committee merely execute his will. 

Mr. Chairman, in every appropriation bill there are certain ap- 
propriations which are a matter of discretion—appropriations involv- 
ing questions of policy, I take the Army appropriation bill passed at 
the special session, and I find that the meager and paltry appropri- 
ation made for guns for fortifications bears no earthly relation to 
the necessities of the military service of this country. ‘The Military 
Committee ought to have the power to say—and to say it by report- 
ing a bill at any time—that the military service of the country re- 
quires $1,000,000 to be expended in the making of guns adequate to 
the defense of our coast. Yet that committee has not the power to 
do so; if they undertake it they must report a bill which will go 
to the table, and there lie perhaps until the expiration of the session. 

Take the Committee on Naval Affairs of which I have some knowl- 
edge. We want to report, perhaps, that there shall be no more 
wooden ships built, that the time has come for us to begin to build 
iron ships. Yet before we can be heard the Appropriations Commit- 
tee has thrown into the House a bill which embodies simply the 
recommendation of the head of a bureau, a bill in which they make 
appropriations for not one pound of iron for iron ships, but only for 
timber to rot in our docks. The Committee on Naval Affairs would 
like to introduce into this House some policy; we would like to have 
something to say on the appropriations necessary to carry out that 
pater ; bas it is utterly useless, it is a waste of time for us to attempt 
any thing of that kind, if we have no power to be heard upon the 
measures we may present. ; 

Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania pe. CLYMER] has made the 
only advance toward a proposition which I should like to see adopted. 
He certainly is fair. He is the only man from the Appropriations 
Committee who has manifested the least disposition to take their 
hands off the legislation of this country, But he does not go far 
suong He does not recognize the necessity we are under of mak- 
ing the appropriations conform to our idea as to the policy of the Gov- 
ernment in any certain branch. Take the bill which is now lying on 
the Calendar, lately reported unanimously by the Naval Committee, 
in which we seek to establish a policy. We did not even dare to put 
into that bill an appropriation of a single dollar. It is there with a 
blank space left to be filled hereafter. I do not think the Committee 
on Naval Affairs or the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
are any less capable or any less honest than the Committee on Appro- 
priations. Ido not believe miey are more e aim I believe they 
are as patriotic, as honest, and as intelligent as the average of mem- 
bers of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. HAWLEY. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. CALKINS. I move to strike out the last word; and I promise 
the committee, Mr. Chairman, this is the “last shot in my locker” 
during this debate. We have rallied—I say “we,” I mean the mi- 
nority of thiscommittee have rallied—on nineteen points in this con- 
test, and haye been defeated each time, except when we were led by 
the gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. AIKEN,] the chairman of 
the Committee on Agriculture, or who ought to be, [laughter,] and 
my friend from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN. ] 

Now, these two points gained have not yet accomplished what was 
desired by the “ plebeians” of this House—we of the minority; for I 
never saw & fight organized nor have I ever read in history of a con- 
flict carried on by petty kings which was managen more adroitly 
than the fight on this floor. There were two conflicting ideas; one 
was there should be a great central head to all appropriations, and 
the other was that we were all alike on this floor—in plain English, 
that one man was as good as another. 

Mr. CLYMER. If not better. 

Mr. CALKINS. If not better, as my friend suggests. [Laughter.] 
The committee has determined by several separate votes that they 
need somebody to stand over them to guide them, I think if we are 
beaten this time we can fall back to another point and take the last 
stand, and that is on the ground proposed by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. CLYMER.] While I assure you if you press a vote 
on this point I will co-operate with you and vote for the proposition 
that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds s have the 
power which they ask, yet if beaten I think it best not to waste time 
by further resisting the continued action of the committee, 

Let us get along with these rules, Let us make a stand on_the 
proposition made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. CLY- 
MER, ] and let us from that extract a few crumbs of comfort. 

Mr. WEAVER. Does the gentleman surrender? 

Mr. CALKINS. No, sir; I do not surrender angining The fiat 
has gone forth several times from this committee of no change; and 
you know, Brother WEAVER, you like fiat. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. The gentleman is not far now from the kingdom. 
[hengaa] 

Mr. CALKINS. I wish to say one other word, and that is this, and 
I wish to address it to my friend from Maine, [Mr. FRYE,] to the . 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] and to the gentleman from Con- 


necticut, [Mr. HAWLEY, I the leaders of the republican host. It must 
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have been an unequal contest from the first when these gentlemen 
were all leading in the same direction with the Speaker of this 
House. It became unequal, although many gentlemen on the other 
side came to our support, I am glad to say; and yet, sir, the contest 
was unequal from the beginning. And why? There is no commit- 
tee which will not fight to maintain the ee and power it already 
has. I am glad to my the gentleman from Ohio has won his spurs 
not because of any rule of this House—it requires something else be- 
sides a rule of the House and self-imposed restriction to make lead- 
ers—it requires brains. And uo gentleman can ever sail into the 
residential chair by self-im restrictions or the rules of the 
ouse, and I beg some gentlemen here to recollect it. 

Mr. CLYMER. ‘That is not the way you make them, 

Mr. CALKINS. No, Brother CLYMER, with your help, we make 
them eight to seven. 

A MEMBER. By fraud. 

Mr. CALKINS, Leadership challenges to combat all opponents in 
this arena, and does not seek power by reason of rules. It is a con- 
test of moral forces, one where reason and logic should prevail, and 
not that of autocratic power. 

I wish to say another thing, Mr. Chairman. If this committee de- 
termines to keep the power in the hands of the Committee on Appro- 
priations of making all disbursements and standing as the great 
auditing committee of the House and of the country, let us accept 
the situation and try to we them of the power to put general legis- 
lation upon appropriation bills; let us rally on that point, and let 
us see whether we cannot choke from them, if you please, that power, 
and then we shall have gained so much at least. 

Here the hammer 10 

r. GILLETTE. Mr. Chairman, the whole theory of this debate 
has been, if 1 understand it, on the 1 of those who advocate giving 
to the Appropriations Committee all the power demanded by them, 
which is practically the complete control of the purse-strings, that 
the other committees cannot be trusted with the great interests of 
this country, bnt that we must have one head, one arbiter, to say how 
much shall be expended in this direction and how much shall be ex- 
pended in that direction and how much in the other direction. The 
gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. HAWLEY, ] a member of the Appro- 
priations Committee, takes this ground and advocates it because he 
says it will be more economical. The ery of economy is a relief. We 
have heard for so many years of “honest money” under guise of 
which the people have been sacrificed to that Moloch of American 
monopolies the national banks. Now the ery is “economy,” under 
which it is pro to sacrifice nearly all the representatives of the 
people on this floor, by granting the control of the purseof the nation 
to one committee and practically to one man. Their whole theory is 
directly antagonistic to every principle of republicanism: that this 
House is not the arbiter of these questions, that this House is not 
the body to which these various committees appeal to decide whether 
this or that amount should be appropriated, and that the great 
Committee on Appropriations is to relieve them of all responsibility 
and settle all these 8 entirely for the Representatives upon 
this floor, rushing their forty or fifty or one hundred million dol- 
lar appropriation bills through in the last hours of a session under 
the five or one minute rule, and under the excitement of party preju- 
dice, with nine-tenths of the members of this House as ignorant as so 
many mules of the merits or demerits of the bills, as was done last 
spring, and may always be done by this committee. Trepudiate that 
HYDR . I despise it. It is as anti-republican as negro slavery. 

I advocate a distribution of this t power among the various 
committees, whose duties require them to learn the necessities of 
various Departments of this Government, and who therefoxe know 
ten times as much abont those needs as any one committee can. I 
advocate it also because it is giving the greatest responsibilities of 
this Government to the many rather than to the few. Why, sir, you 
have disfranchised two hundred thousand people in the District of 
Columbia. They have no more rights as American citizens than 80 
manycattle. Now you propose to come into this House and adopt rules 
that will virtually disfranchise over nine-tenths of the representatives 
of the people under the deceptive cry of “economy.” Thatis thesimple 
proposition we have before us. I stand by the Representatives of 

rete section of this country, I have the honor to represent as many 
people upon this floor as the gentleman from Connecticut, and I want 
to know why my committee should not have as much right to say 
what amount of money should be appropriated in the direction in 
which they have investigated public affairs as any other committee 
upon this floor. I insist that when any committee brings in their 
verdict this House of Representatives is the body to decide whether 
the amount recommended is too large or too small, and I believe that 
any committee of this House is worthy to be trusted to do that much, 
to report their conclusions for the action of this body, and if I am 
wrong, if it be the duty of this House to surrender to one committee 
the virtual control of the most important legislation of this body, 
then our whole theory of a republican form of government is a sham 
and a failure. I insist that you cannot long maintain a republic in 
the land with the heart of the government itself a pure despotism, a 
“one-head” power, as advocated to-day by one member of the Com- 


mittee on Rules. 
Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the pending amendment. 


Mr. CALKINS. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I renew it. And, Mr. Chairman, I wish 
only to say a word or two on the pending amendment. I have list- 
ened with some surprise, sir, to my friend from Indiana, [Mr. CAL- 
KINS,] who has just ad the committee, as well as to several 
other gentlemen who have preceded him. Ihad supposed the Commit- 
tees of this Honse were the servants of the House, and that the House, 
and not the committees, legislated. I had supposed it was the Commit- 


tee on Appropriations, or the Committee on Mili Affairs, which 
reported a bill here, and that, when reported, that bill was, from the 
time if was reported until it was passed or 2 55 under the con- 
trol of a majority of the House. But, judging from the way in which 


the gentleman from Indiana has talked, one would suppose that the 
* of this House could not do what it pleased, and that it had 
no absolute power over | e 8 in from any committee. 
If he has any ambition for a committee which shall have jurisdiction 
enabling it to legislate, then I hope his desire will not be gratified, 

Mr. D E I should like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
a question. 

r. CANNON, of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNNELL. A law of Congress says that the Auditors of this 
Government shall receive a salary of $4,000 a year; the Committee 
on 6 bring in a bill saying that they shall only receive 
$3,600. I want to know whether the whole House is not at the mercy 
of that committee with that report before it? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Not at all, sir. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Not at all. Why? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Because the majority of this House at 
any time can take that bill from the Committee on Appropriations, 
amend it, and make it comply with existing law. 

Mr. DUNNELL. But the committee has for years appropriated 
but $3,600, when the law says these auditors shall have $4,000. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Then why does not the gentleman rise 
in his place and offer an amendment? 

Mr. DUNNELL. If I did it would be raled out of order. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Notat all, sir, for the amendment would 
be in pursuance of existing law, and thereforein order. All the gen- 
tleman has to do when the committee brings in the bill will be to 
rise and move to increase the appropriation so as to make it conform 
to existing law, and if he can get a majority of the House to stand 
at his back, of course his amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. Chairman, the majority legislates here and always has legislated. 

Mr. BRIGGS. The gentleman sere the majority legislates and con- 
trols the business of this House; then why, in the name of Heaven, 
cannot the majority control a report from the Naval Committee, or 
Military Committee, or any other committee, as well as a report from 
the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Certainly the majority can control that 
report, but I have no time to call the gentleman’s attention to the 
answer given by the gentleman from Connecticut to the importance 
of some committee doing the auditing in the first instance for the 
consideration of the House. 

I wish to say an additional word. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Harris] said the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cry- 
MER] was the only gentleman belonging to the Committee on Appro- 
priations who had advocated the striking off the objectionable clauses 
from the twenty-first rule as reported in the codification, I take leave 
to differ from him. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY ] 
advocated it; the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BAKER ] advocated it; 
I had the honor myself to advocate it as best I could in a twenty- 
minute talk during the general debate. But I stand here and now 
as I have stood for years ready to resist at every point I can under 
the rules the giving of legislative power to the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, and to amend the rules so as to take from the hands of any 
committee which reports the appropriations the power of reporting 
legislation changing existing law along with the appropriation to bu 
its way through the House and the Senate. When that fight comes 
will be as ready as rit 5 to take part in it by voice and vote. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

[Cries of “Vote!” Vote!“ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It seems to me far more good will result from 
voting than from discussion. I move, therefore, that the committee 
rise for the purpose of 5 an order from the House to close 
debate upon this paragraph. [Cries of “Vote!” „Vote!“ ]! If the 
committee is willing to vote I will not make that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. SHALLENBERGER. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD. We may as well have tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BLACKBURN and Mr. SHALLENBERGER 
were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 100, noes 81. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I give notice that I will call for the yeas and 
nays in the House on that amendment. 

. CONGER. That is what we want. 
The Clerk resumed the reading of Rule XI, and read as follows: 


20. To the railroads and telegraphic lines between the Mississippi River and the 
Pacific coast: to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 


21. 
to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 


732 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 5, 


Mr. CHALMERS. I offerthe amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In clause 21, fill the blank by inserting as follows: 


“To the improvement of the Mississippi and its tributaries, and all surveys and 
estimates relating thereto.” 


Mr. CHALMERS. I discussed this 9 quite fully when 


we were under the rule allowing general debate, and I do not care, 
therefore, to trespass now upon the time of the committee. 

Up to this time, Mr. Chairman, the contest has been against the 
report of the Committee on Rules and against the Committee on 
Appropriations, The proposition which is now introduced from the 
Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River does 
not antagonize in any way the report made by the Committee on 
Rules. That committee left a blank to be filled as to the jurisdiction 
of this committee, and expressed no opinion as to what was best to 
be done on this subject. 

If those gentlemen who have been up to this time fighting against 
the Committee on Commerce, upon the ground that it has been ex- 
travagant and that its bill is usually an omnibus bill—if they are in 
earnest and desire to see every appropriation made for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors closely criticised and examined by the 
Committee of the Whole House, they should come to the support 
of the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi 
River, and enable us to adopt this amendment. For, sir, this will 
bring every Appro riation for the ay pa River and its tributaries 
before the whole House to be considered, and there can be no com- 
plaint then that a river appropriation has been passed under a sus- 
pension of the rules by a two-thirds majority. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. That can be done, 

Mr. CHALMERS, That I have no objection to myself, but there 
are many who do object. I say to those gentlemen, if you are in ear- 
nest, and if you desire to see these matters fairly and fully criticised 
in Committee of the Whole, you should sustain this proposition. 

And the proposition should be sustained for another cause. The 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. CHIrreNDEN,] who always speaks 
plainly and to the point, said in his remarks that this House was 
under a master; that that master was the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. He said he would as soon see a ship go out to sea with two 
masters as to see the Committee on . divided: But, 
sir, we have now more than one master. We have not only the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to rule over us, but we have the Committee 
on Commerce also. 

After the declaration of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. CABELL] 
that he would consent to the adoption of this amendment at the 
proper time, I voted for his amendment to give jurisdiction over river 
appropriations to the Committee on Railways and Canals, There was 
a specific rule of this House, long since adopted, giving that committee 
jurisdiction over this subject. There never was any rule giving this 
jurisdiction to the Committee on Commerce. It is a usurpation on its 
part, a usurpation which has grown up by long practice, I admit, but 
nevertheless a usurpation on its part. And whi o the Committee on 
Commerce have so usurped this power they have s 
millions of dollars upon other rivers and other harbors, while these 
great navigable waters, which are recognized to be proper subjects 
ior improvement by the whole people of the United States—the 
Mississippi and its tributaries, which water over twenty States of 
this Union—have been comparatively neglected. We ask you to 
place this great interest in the hands of a committee friendly to it, 
that we may be enabled to improve those waters as they demand an 
deserve to be improved. 

My friend from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] said we have been defeated 
in this fight against centralization of power in one committee be- 
cause the great leaders on his side of the House had deserted him. 
We have been defeated on this side also because some of our great 
leaders have, as I understand it, deserted us in this fight. Shortly 
after the election of Speaker this fight commenced. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] commenced the struggle. It was his 
resolution that proposed to take away the power of the Committee 
on Appropriations and divide it up among other committees. But 
when the hour of battle came I looked in vain for the white plume 
of that gallant knight, that I had been accustomed to follow upon 
many a field. 

At the same time my friend from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] in- 
troduced an amendment proposing that there should be a special 
committee to consider these questions and to make rules, as I under- 
stood it, for the purpose of carrying out the idea of the resolution in- 
troduced by the ee nn from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER.] I may 


ut millions and 


have done him injustice ; I may have misunderstood his position at 
the time ; but I thought he was then with us. We looked in vain, 
however, for his help when we were fighting the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, Unfortunately that gentleman had been captured by 
the enemy. 

775 e hammer fell. ] 

. REAGAN. I desire to call the attention of this committee to 
the fact that this amendment involves simply and solely the ques- 
tion whether it is the policy of this country to improve its navigable 
waters by appro riations from the Federal Treasury. Of course, the 
gentleman from ar i [Mr. CHALMERS] does not have it in mind 
at this time to defeat such appropriations, because he doubtless feels 
a common sympathy with the people along the Mississippi River and 


its tributaries in the improvement of all the navigable waters of the 
United States. 

I wish, however, to call the attention of members now to this mat- 
ter, so that if they sustain this amendment, and it shall turn out that 
by so doing they have defeated appropriations for the improvement 
of the navigation of any of the rivers of this 3 they cannot 
say that they were not warned of what they were doing. If you 
divide, as this amendment proposes to divide, the business of appro- 
praning money for the improvement of the navigable waters of the 

nited States so that appropriations for the Mississippi River and its, 
tributaries, making nearly one-half of the navigable waters of the 
country, shall be under the charge of one committee, and appropria- 
tions for the improvement of the Atlantic, the lakes, the Gulf, and 
the Pacific waters shall be under the charge of another committee, 
it is not at all probable that you can ever pass a bill reported from 
either committee through this House. Who supposes that a bill pro- 
posing to appropriate money for the improvement of the Mississippi 

iver and its tributaries, excluding appropriations for the improve- 
ment of the other public waters of the United States, could receive 
the sanction of a majority of this House? Who supposes that a bill 
reported by the Committee on Commerce for the improvement of the 
waters of the Atlantic, the lakes, the Gulf, and the Pacific, and leav- 
ing out the improvement of the Mississippi River and its navigable 
2 0 85 could receive the support of a majority of this House ? 
Not only would every local interest concerned be arrayed against 
it, but we would have, as we now have, as we ever have had, and as 
we are likely to ever have, a class of gentlemen opposed to this kind. 
of appropriation, a class of gentlemen reverently in love with the 
old system of Conestoga wagons, with a tar-bucket and a dog under 
each wagon, like the gentleman from New York, who sighs for the 
days of dirt-roads and common wagons, and looks with horror on all 
steamboats and railroads. Gentlemen, you may go back with the 
gentleman from New York to your road wagons and to your railroads 
also, for they have become established; but by this proposition you 
will fail to do anything for the improvement of the water navigation 
of this country. I have no doubt this amendment will receive his 
earnest and hearty support, as well as that of every member of this 
House who is determinedly opposed to the improvement of the navi- 
gable waters of the United States. 

My friend from e (Mr. CHALMERS] cannot help, and it 
seems that no man upon that committee or upon the Committee on 
Roads and Canals can help, joining the Committee on Appropriations 
in making flings at the Committee on Commerce. Well, sir, so far 
we have had reason to rest content with the solid judgment of this 
House, looking to the promotion of the welfare of this country, with 
its commerce of thousands of millions annually, the cheapening of 
the transportation of that commerce, and the reducing of the rates 
of insurance. We are well content with the exhibition that has been 
made here of broad statesmanship which comprehends the entire 
continent and all its interests. We have evidence of an intention on 
the part of a majority of this House not to abandon the idea that we 
represent fifty millions of people, a mighty empire or territory so 
situated that the cotton of one region, the grain of another, the min- 
erals of another must be transported from one section of the country 
to another. The nature of the commerce of our country requires that 
a vast amount of transportation shall take place, and the only check. 
upon the extravagant cost of land transportation is the hope of im- 
proving bhie thirty thousand miles of navigable waters of this coun- 
try in the interest and for the benefit of the producers of the country, 
as well as of the consumers, 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I simply desire to state to the Committee of 
the Whole House how it was that this blank appears here in clause- 
21 of Rule XI. The Committee on Levees and Improvements of the 
Mississippi River, at the time these rules were framed, had no duty 
defined at all under the existing rules. It was not a standing Com- 
mittee of this House until during the last session of Congress, when 
it was so made. It is not enumerated in the Manual at all among 
the Committees of the House. 

When the Committee on Rules came to this Rule XI, they found 
themselves unable to agree as to what should constitute the scope 

wer, and duties to be im upon the Committee on Levees an 

mprovements of the Mississippi River. 3 

will not stop now, because it would require too much time, to 
answer every fling which prey member sees fit to make in regard to 
the Committee on Rules and the Committee on Appropriations. The 
concluding remarks of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CHAL- 
MERS] amount to nothing so far as I am concerned, except to prove that 
he was the victim of a crude conclusion that had no warrant at all in 
fact. At the time to which he refers I was, as I am now, in favor of 
the amendment which he has proposed. I believe that it was the. 
duty of the Honse, and one which we could not well get around, to fill 
this b in some wise. 

You have created this committee and made it a standing committee 
of this House. You have assigned it no duty; you have given it no 
wer; you have required of it no service. You must put somethin 
ere in the rules in regard to that matter. I was from the first an 


I am still in favor of the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. CRABS) which gives to the Committee on the 
d Improvements o 


Levees an the Mississippi River absolute charge 
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of the subject of the improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi 
River and its tributaries. 

It is indeed, sir, a work vast enough in its volume and importance 
to engage the whole attention of any one committee of this House. 
I will not be driven from that position. I favor it now. I never was 
committed, as the gentleman may have considered me, to a general 
disintegration of the ay gener of Congress. I never offered any 
amendment, as he says he construed it, upholding and supportin 
the view that he happens to hold. I have said, and I say in, 
hope I shall not find it necessary to repeat it a third or a fourth time,) 
that I was perfectly willing from the first to take all these appro- 
priation bills away from the Committee on Appropriations and give 
them to the committees having charge of the respective subjects, pro- 
vided the House would exercise some degree of caution and put some 
limitation upon the aggregate amount that was to be appropriated. 

I did offer a resolution by way of amendment at the beginning of 
this Congress, looking not to the distribution of appropriation bills, 
but to the raising of a select committee of five, whose duty should 
be to revise, condense, and simplify the whole system of rules by 


which this House has been governed that and nothing more. 
have not chan my position upon that general proposition, nor 
upon the question now under consideration, one iota. I believe that 


the amendment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi ought to be 
adopted. I believe that the work it will impose upon that com- 
mittee is of such proportion and magnitude as to commend itself to 
the soundest judgment and best discretion of this House. I hope 
that the amendment will be adopted. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FRYE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire port ee to add, though it may not be 
necessary, that in what I have said upon this amendment I do not 
speak for the Committee on Rules, but for myself. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to ask the gentleman this question, whether 
‘he is in favor of providing that the committee now under considera- 
tion shall report, like the Committee on Commerce, directly to the 
House instead of reporting to the Appropriations Committee ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I answer the gentleman very frankly that I 
would put that limitation upon this amendment, if it shall indeed 

revail, 

£ Mr. FRYE. Mr. Chairman, I am ready to admit at any time that 
the majority of the House is generally right. I have little confidence 
in my own judgment when I find the majority—at any rate on my 
own side—voting against me. But I would fail in my duty if I did 
not call the attention of the House, and especially of my side of the 
House, to some facts upon this question. ere have been a dozen, 
or possibly twenty, amendments proposed to the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, a large majority of which have failed. Then there 
came a pretty earnest contest as to whether the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
the Committee on Naval Affairs should have a right to report appro- 
priation bills relating to their respective subjects. The majority of 
this House said “no,” that this business should remain in the hands 
of the Appropriations Committee. Why? Because economy requires 
thatit should bethere. Butthe Committee on Rules reported a provis- 
ion that the Committee on Commerce, having in its hands one of the 
ai ae appropriation bills, should make its report to the Committee 
on Appropriations; and the spectacle was exhibited here of a major- 
ity Ghiwothitde declaring that this Dill. hould be reported by the 
Committee on Commerce directly to the House at any time. Why? 
If the Committee on Military Affairs is to be compelled by a majority 
vote of this House to allow the Committee on Appropriations to re- 
port the appropriations for the Army, why is the Committee on Com- 
merce by a two-thirds vote allowed to make its report directly to the 
House, and thus have an opportunity to suspend the rales and put the 
bill on its passage without any examination or discussion whatso- 
ever? There is some reason for it. 

Then we come to the next committee which was able to carry an 
amendment through this House. What was it? The Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. They make a proposition that they 
may be itted to report directly to this House, and it is carried 
by a majority of a dozen or fifteen. Why? 

Mr. BARBER. Because we had them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FRYE. That is it exactly. And it is only offering another op- 

rtunity for scandal to be thrown upon the Congress of the United 
‘States. How is it so many men are willing that these two commit- 
tees—one having in Ə rivers and harbors, the other the public 
buildings in our respective districts—shall have the advantage of 
every other committee of this House? How is it that the advan- 
5 given to these committees is refused to the other commit- 


Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question? 
He has referred once before to the “scandal” brought upon this 
House by the Committee on Commerce. Will he be frank enough to 
mention one fact upon which that “scandal” was based? Was it 
based on anything except the wild declamation of members on this 
floor, in violation of truth? 

Mr. FRYE. “Only this, and aonne 


more,” that the river and 
harbor bill is the only appropriation bi 


brought before this House 


to be 2 under a suspension of the rules and without debate. 
AGAN. Oh, no. At the last session we passed another 


Mr. 


appropriation bill under a suspension of the rules—a bill ret ahaa ss 
ing $24,000,000 or more ; and the gentleman supported that bill. Has 
there been any “scandal” about that? 

Mr. FRYE. Every year for the last five years, until it has become 
the custom, the motion has been made to suspend the rules and pass 
the river and harbor bill; and the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce knows the reason to be that there are so many gentlemen 
in this House interested in the passage of the bill that the requisite 
number of votes can be had. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is it “scandal” to pass any bill in conformity with 
the rules, when those rules require a two-third vote? 

Mr. FRYE. Now, Mr. Chairman, one word further. Here comes 
another committee—the Committee on M recog) Levees, and, as 
the amendment pro , the tributaries of the Mississippi River. 
The proposition is to take one-half of all the internal improvements 
of this country and let this committee report upon them. Now, this 
proposition will pass. 

A MEMBER. Oh, no. 

Mr.FRYE. Why not? I assume that it will. Yon will then have 
two committees reporting river and harbor improvements; two com- 
mittees can manage them infinitely better than one! Each committee 
can move to suspend the rules and pass its bill—first the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, then the Committee on Commerce. 
then the Committee on Mississippi Levees. Day after day you will 
come in here with your bills making large gk ik apes of money; 
you will suspend the rules, and pass them. if you take this away 
from the Committee on Appropriations, take everything away from 
them. Let the rest of these committees stand upon the same basis 
on which these three committees stand. 

[Here the hammer 85 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the Committee 
on Commerce is now charged with the improvement of the branches 
of the Mississippi River, and the Committee on the Improvement of 
the Mississippi with that of the main stream. I submit to gentlemen 
in the matter of internal improvements those two subjects form but 
one. Any experienced engineer will, I think, tell you so, and that you 
cannot have two systems, one for the improvement of the main stream 
and another for the improvement of its branches. It is absolutely 
necessary the same authority should control the improvement of the 
waters of the whole Mississippi Valley. 

This appears to me to be too evident to require argument; but there 
is one important fact I willstate in that connection. One of the best 
be psa whose opinion has been published in regard to the manner 
of rage the issippi River, proposes to do it by using the 
current of the stream. Unless those who operate in that way have 
also the control of the waters of the branches of the Mississippi, the 
engineer who may be engaged in 5 the main stream may 
cause a bar to form in the mouth of every tributary, for in canard 
a bar which is above the Arkansas, for instance, by the current o 
the Mississippi he may remove that bar into the mouth of the Arkan- 
sas River. And so of any other river. That of itself to me is a con- 
clusive eh erase why the amendment proposed by my friend from 
Mississippi [Mr. CHALMERS] should be adopted, uniting those two 
subjects, as they should be, under one authority. 

. ROBERTSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to reply to some remarks 
which have just fallen from the lips of the gentleman from Tex: 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce. He stated to this House 
that the members of the Committee on Levees and Improvements of 
the Mississippi River had thrown every obstacle in the way of the 
Committee on Commerce in carrying out the object of that committee 
in passing river and harbor appropriation bills re from that 
committee. In other words, sir, he made the assertion that the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Missis- 
sippi had thrown obstructions in the way of the Committee on Com- 
merce in executing the policy of that committee in improving the 
rivers and harbors of this country. Now, as far as I am concerned I 
deny the statement. I deny, sir, that I have ever opposed the Com- 
mittee on Commerce in ing out its policy whenever, in my judg- 
ment that committee Sds a bill which I could conscientiously 
vote for. 

I am in favor, Mr. Chairman, of the policy of improving the rivers 
and harbors of the country. In doing so I subscribe to the doctrine 
of the old democratic party of opposition to any general system of 
internal improvements. That doctrine grew out, as is well known by 
gentlemen, of the question of building post-roads and carrying out 
every sort of local internal improvements in the country, to be paid 
for by direct appropriation out of the Treasury of the United States. 
But itis quite a different proposition to improve the navigable streams 
of the country. Itis quite a different thing to appropriate for the 
improvement of navigable rivers and harbors. Consequently I have 
always been in favor of the policy of improving the rivers and har- 
bors of the country, and have cheerfully voted for all bills for that 
1 reported to this House when, after examination of the items, 

have been satisfied the appropriations were to be applied really to 
the improvement of navigable streams. It is, in my judgment, within 
the legitimate province of the Government to make appropriations 
for such 1 and to continue to make them hereafter, as they have 
been made from the very kes. Seog 4 of the Government. 

The gentleman states further that by dividing the jurisdiction, 
particularly in reference to the improvement of rivers and harbors, 
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we thereby jeopardize the passage of any bill which may be brought 
before the House for such improvements, and, therefore, experience 
has shown the absolute necessity of bringing in an omnibus bill com- 
bining all interests throughout the country and putting it upon its 
passage under a suspension of the rules, without amendment and 
without debate, That of itself at once shows such a system would 
be nothing more than log-rolling. I am opposed to any such system 
of making appropriations in this House. I am opposed on general 
principle to bringing any bill before the House which cannot stand 
upon its own merits and bear discussion. 

We say that if the jurisdiction is extended to our committee which 
it should have it will then give to us the control of a general system of 
improvement of the Mississippi River and its tributaries. As has 
been stated very correctly by my colleague on the committee, the 

gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. JOHNSTON, ] the committee having ju- 
risdiction over the main stream of the river should also have juris- 
diction over the improvement of its tributaries, because any general 
stem of improvement which may be adopted after investigation, 
should go not only to the river itself but to all its tributaries. 

And why, sir, cannot such a bill as that be passed? We have 
already passed a law which was not included in any river and har- 
bor appropriation, but passed indepgndently after discussion in this 
House, appropriating or binding the Government of the United States 
to pay some $5,500,000 for the improvement of the month of the Mis- 
sissippi River. I refer to thé appropriation to carry into effect the 
contract with Captain James B. Eads to deepen the South Pass of the 
Mississippi River, which has already borne such important fruits. 
That bill was thoroughly discussed. It was before the House and it 
passed upon its merits. 

Now, sir, I object to the paee which has been pursued in refer- 
ence to these river and harbor bills, on estimates or without estimates 
of the engineers, making appropriations of money here and there 
for the improvement of the Mississippi River and its tributaries. 
What good has been done? What advantage has the navigation of 
the Mississippi River rea) from general appropriations, scattered 
as they have been from bar to bar and from golni to point without 
any uniform plan, with no general system ? at advan has it 
been to the improvement of the river? None whatever. It is neces- 
sary, if any advantage is to accrue, we should adopt a general system 
for the improvement of the river and its tributaries. 

Besides, sir, our committee has already exercised srproprate juris- 
diction over the Mississippi River, and has reported a bill to this 
House, which has become a law, by which a commission has been 
established to make the estimates and bring in a report to Con; 
in reference to a general system of improvement for this river 
its headwaters to the head of the passes at its mouth. 

The gentlemen on this floor who have cast reflections on this com- 
mittee have shown zeal without knowledge in their comments on its 
origin and action. They have misunderstood or 1 both. 
This commit tee originated in a great want equally felt in this House 
and in the great communities directly interested in the free navi 
tion of this mighty inland artery. It was because it was found that 
the existing committees were not adequate to grapple with this ques- 
tion in its full extent, and to bestow upon it the timeand labor requi- 
site for a full understanding of the whole question, that the Com- 
mittee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River was 
created by this House, and its works can speak for it, short as has 
been the term of its existence. This is not, and never has been since 

_the first session of the Forty-fifth Con; a mere levee committee, 
nor the representative of mere local interests. Its . has been 
broader and wider, embracing not alone the question of the levees 
or alluvial lands, but all questions connected with the improvement 
of the navigation of the river. Althoughits duties have never been 
technically defined in the rules themselves, yet the very title given 
to the committee defines the jurisdiction, duties, and powers intended 
to be conferred by this House upon it, the free exercise of which this 
House has repeatedly sanctioned by its action. Considering the great 
national importance of the matters confided to it, this committee 
has investigated thoroughly the whole subject, and after mature de- 
liberation came to the unanimous conclusion that no pano leg- 
islation, made up out of petty appropriations here and there, to con- 
ciliate local interests, no log-rolling fm would meet the wants and 
wishes of the great community who dwell on its banks or those of its 
tributaries, or the still greater multitude whose interests are directly 
connected with it. 

In the course of their investigations they found that this stream 
had been long neglected and its importance never thoroughly under- 
stood, owing to the obstruction of the bar at its mouth, now happily 
removed, ey also found that, although surveys had been made 
of isolated portions by Army engineers and the Coast Survey, no 
general system, A arg or theory of improvement had been or 
acted upon; and it was to supply this re want and provide for a 
general system of improvement, including the permanent location 
and deepening of the channel, and protection of its banks against 
overflow, that the committee reported the bill, now a law, for sur- 
veying, examining, and reporting some definite plan to cover these 
objects. That commission been and still is at work in maturing 
a plan and soling Pa great problem which has so long agitated the 
country and on which heretofore there has been such a diversity of 
opinion. When that report shall be submitted to this House, would 
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it be fair or proper or just to this committee and to the House 
which clothed it with these powers and sanctioned its action, to cast 
a slur upon the committee, and stultify itself by depriving it of its 
powers, on the very threshold of its executiôn, by turning the mat- 
ter over to another committee hitherto unconnected with it, except 
incidentally by its general jurisdiction over commerce, and neces- 
sarily uninformed on this special subject-matter. 'The whole opposi- 
tion to giving its just jurisdiction to this committee seems based on 
the fact that certain local interests might be prejudiced, or combina- 
tions prevented, for securing benefits for certain localities through 
personal arrangements, 

I am perfectly satisfied that it is the general sentiment throughout 
the country, as I believe it is on the floor of this House, and all the 
indications of public opinion, outside of a narrow and unstatesman- 
like view of local interests, go to confirm it—that the creation and 
work of this committee have been eminently wise and useful, and 
that it should be encouraged and aided in ecting the great work 
which has been so well begun. Large and influential conventions 
indorsing and approving its labors have been held at different points 
in the Mississipo, Valley and elsewhere, and urgent calls have been 
made upon Congress to persevere on the path in which it has com- 
menced its pro While I cheerfully concede to the Committee 
on Commerce all the credit justly its due, forthe ability which it has 
manifested in the performance of the duties assigned to it, I must 
yet insist that as regards this special subject they have never yet had 
the opportunity of devoting to it the time and investigation neces- 

to a full comprehension of it, and could not possibly, in the 
midst of their multifarious duties, bestow upon it the time and atten- 
tion necessary to such a thorough understanding of so complex a 
question. For, should this question, which has been so thorough! 
investigated by the committee to which it has been specially assigne: 
be relegated to another committee, to whom it will be a com 
tively new question, the whole work will have to be gone over, and 
long and unnecessary delays created, of infinite detriment to great 
public interests, if not to the defeat and destruction of the end in 
view. Although it is true that in this matter I am representing the 
interests and the views of my own immediate constituents, yet, sir, I 
claim also to represent a far wider field and a much larger constitu- 
ency as well. This is no narrow local interest which the committee 
of which I have the honor to be chairman represents and was created 
to and to foster. It is as wide and as deep as the great river 
which washes the shores of an empire in extent, production, and popu- 
lation, whose wants and wishes have found their true exponent in 
the committee appointed to meet and answer them, without touchin, 
or trenching on the rights of other members of this great family o 
States—separate like the billows, but one as the sea. 

The voice of the people of the Mi ieippi Valley has come up here 

through their conyentions like the roar of the waters of their great 
river, and that voice has been one of approval of the action of the 
House in creating a special guardian of their interests and those of 
the entire country, which are equally enlisted in the perfection of 
the work so happily begun. It is easier to destroy than to create, 
and the work of destraction advocated by those who are jealous of 
or 5 our work can, if successful, result only in mischief, 
not in good. 
The chairman of the Committee on Commerce is a strong man, but 
there was once a man stronger than he, who pulled down astructure 
stronger than even ours. Yet he should take warning from the fate 
of Sampson, and seek to aid us in rebuilding, not task his strength 
in the work of pulling down that which even he might and would 
prove incompetent to rebuild. 

Mr. Chairman, I leave the decision of this question in the hands of 
the House, confident that it will not lend itself to the child’s play of 
pulling down one day its own work of the day before. 

Here the fell.j 

. ROBESON. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of internal improve- 
ments, I believe in developing the resources of this country, but I 
think I see in this eee one of such magnitude as to require 
more careful consideration than we are likely to give it to-day. If 
it be what I believe it is, I think we should stand hesitating on the 
brink of the Mississippi before we plunge in. The Mississippi and 
its tributaries! How simple in expression, how comprehensive in 
effect. Stretching from the Alleghanies to the great Father of Waters 
on the one hand, and from the Rocky Mountains down the channel 
of the Missouri and its tributaries on the other! A stream which 
covers all the internal relations of this great country, Every great 
river which flows from the North to the South to be submitted to 
this committee which was organized for the pu of establishing 
and carrying on the levees at the mouth of the Mississippi River! 

Mr. Chairman, I believe in giving liberal appropriations for the 
improvement of that great delta, but I do not believe in making 
every improvement in every river in the North, in the East, or in the 
West dependent upon how much we are willing to vote for the levees 
of the Mississippi River. You who live on the Wabash, you who live 
on the Allegheny, you who live on the Monongahela, you who live on 
the Missouri, or the Ohio, or any other river which flows into that 


t stream, are your appropriations and your improvements to be 
ependent on the committee which is 8 only and organized to 
be charged only with the duties of establis 
levees at the mouth of the Mississippi River? 


g and maintaining the- 


1880. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him for a moment? 

Mr. ROBESON. I am through. 

Mr. COX. I think, Mr. Chairman, that this debate is uséful. It 
ought not to.be suppressed all at once, especially after the magnifi- 
cent remarks made by the gentleman from New Jersey. I am in 
favor of the proposition of my friend from Mississippi. Why? 

A MEMBER. Of course you are. 

Mr. COX. Iam not speaking ironically. [Laughter.] I want to 
see commerce divided. I want to see a unity given to one subject, 
to wit, the Mississippi River and its tributaries. Why, my friend 
from Missouri, in offering his amendment a moment ago, told us that 
the Committee on Commerce was so busy, so engrossed, so over- 
whelmed with business, that they could not take care of a deflection 
in the Saint Charles River. I knew that it was in danger of cata- 
lepsy. [Lau 3 I knew that they should be relieved, but I was 
not prep to believe that my friend from e was to be 
the great medicine man” to afford relief so promptly. [Laugh- 


ter. 

What is the Mississippi River? Three thousand six hundred miles, 
and with its tributaries, the Missouri, the Ohio, and others, spreadin 
everywhere, ten thousand miles, all borne along by the great law o 
gravitation, bearing down our prodace to the ocean. And I am not 
sure, sir, when I reflect how much of our soil is held in solution by 
this river, as well as by the Missouri, that this question of the levees 
of the river should not be referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 
[Laughter.] I think a reasonable proportion of this business should 
go to the Agricultural Committee. 

We have sent abroad this year four hundred millions of bushels of 
wheat. Our commerce has done that. Why not turn over commerce 
to the Committee on Agriculture? It is our Navy that protects our 
commerce. Why not turn over our naval affairs to the Committee on 
Agriculture? Why not turn the militia over to the Committee on 
Agriculture ; for how can you equip the militia except with corn- 
stalks? All these things at least tend toward that great element in 
the industries of our country which gives 874 per cent. of all the prod- 
ucts which we send abroad. iculture is our paramount interest. 
Let us combine commerce, buildings and grounds—grounds—and all 
these other interests in one grand, magnificent committee at the head 
of whichstands my distin, ed friend from Ohio, General LE FEVRE. 
And then we will see unity in the administration of our affairs, 

Mr. WHITE. It is your colleague, Mr. COVERT, who stands at the 
head of that committee. 

Mr. COX. I was thinking of the investigating committee. My 
distinguished colleague, I know, is engaged in agriculture. He rep- 
os also another sort of industry on the coast connected with 

ing. 

But the Committee on Commerce has absorbed nearly everything. 
Why, sir, the tleman from Lonisiana, the other day, from the 
Committee on Commerce, actually reported a bill here about the tele- 
phone. The next thing we will hear about the Committee on Com- 
merce they will be after the telescope, the megaphone, the transit of 
Venus—everything connected with scientific improvement—all will 
go > my distinguished friend from Texas, [Mr. GAN.] [Laugh- 
ter.] 


The gentleman from Texas undertook to tell us something about 
the “dog under the wagon.” I would like to see the watch-dog of 
the Treasury under every one of the wagons that are depleting the 
T ; the wagon that is taking from the Treasury the contents 
of its strong box; the wagon which, under the log-rolling system, in 
spite of all my friend says, without debate, without possibility of 
amendment, by a vote of two-thirds, in defiance of every legislative 
canon known to civilized governments, provides appropriations for all 
those little streams within the States, not like the Father of Waters 
and its tributaries, not like the great lakes or the harbors on the 
Atlantic coast, but all the contemptible little streams, the appro- 
priations for which fill sixteen pages of the Statutes at Large and do 
no except to help a few men in their congressional districts. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to offer a substitute so that there may be some 
other proposition for the Committee of the Whole to discuss. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to debate it now? 

Mr. FRYE. I wish it to be read that gentlemen may have an op- 
portunity of discussing it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Fill the blank as follows: 

Io the levees of the 8 River.“ 

So that the clause will read, if the amendment be adopted: 

“ To the levees of the Mississippi River: to the Committee on Levees and Im- 
provements of the Mississippi River.” 


Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to protest against the proposition of the 
gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. CHALMERS.] I am aware I have 
spoken frequently, but I cannot permit this to 7 without saying 
at least a word. I shall do it in one minute, and then shall give the 
rest of my time to the gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. HASKELL. ] 

This Mississippi business was started by referring the subject to a 
committee on the levees. And now it is understood everywhere in 
this House that the question to be decided is whether or not we will 
embark on a policy which involves an expenditure of 8500, 000, 000. 
That is the question that is to be settled. o have an able commis- 
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sion investigating the subject, and we can wait for its report. The 
country desires to be fair and liberal in this matter. Let us get that 
report, and let us decide upon a broad and general policy. But we 
are not in a position to do so as yet. We have not the information 
now. 

Before we have heard the first report from the commission we have 
here a rule establishing a permanent committee on improvements of 
the Mississippi River, and, moreover, adding to that river every one 
of its tributaries from the Alleghanies to the Rocky Mountains, and 
north to Lake Winnepeg. All is to be put under the care of one 
magnificent committee, and at the same time they are to have the 
power to report their own appropriations. 

I say again the power to order the work to be done and the dis- 
tribution of the money should be in different hands. If the pending 
proposition be adopted we are giving to this committee the grandest 
opportunity for log-rolling that was ever offered by the American 
Congress. It is proposed that we shall give them the power of ap- 
propriating for every Kiskiminetas all along the line when we have 
not yet decided on the levees. You have not dared to leave the river 
and harbor bill to the Committee of the Whole. The moment you 
do that it runs up to fifteen millions; and therefore, for very shame, 
the river and harbor bill has been taken from the Committee of the 
Whole and put through on Monday under a suspension of the rules- 
So with the magnificent bill that would come from this committee. 
Put it there if you dare; and when every little stream is put in, you 
cannot for shame pass such a bill except by a two-third vote. 

Mr. C . Weare more than willing that an amendment 
to the rules should be made that no bill from this committee should 
pass under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That would not do any good. I yield now to the 
gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. HaSKELL.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has two minutes of his time re- 
3 

Mr. KELL. I have a word or two to say against this proposed 
amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi. Because I am strongly 
in favor of the improvement of that river I am sorry to seem for a 
moment to an nize that which the friends of the improvement of 
the Mississippi River place before this House. I object to this amend- 
ment not because I am an enemy to that improvement, but because 
Iam a friend of it. It is proposed to divide the Committee on Com- 
merce into two committees—to create two independent committees, 
each one charged with the subject of improvements, enough, if car- 
ried out, to entirely absorb and profitably absorb all the surplus rey- 
enues of the Government. 

There will surely be a conflict of interest between those two com- 
mittees. Should the Committee on the Mississippi River and its 
Tributaries bring in here a bill appropriating the amount which in 
their judgment they may deem to be wise for the improvement of 
that river and its tributaries, the sum will be so that when the 
Committee on Commerce shall report its ar bill the conserva- 
tive members of the House will be obliged to defeat both of the bills. 
That will almost surely be the result. 

One committee, and one only, ought to have charge of the whole 
subject of the improvement of the navigable waters of the United 
States. Is it fair to assume that the Committee on Commerce, pre- 
sided over by a western man and com of representative men 
from different portions of the Union, will be less favorable to a wise 
improvement of one of our importapt navigable streams than will be 
a certain other committee? Is it necessary that all these wise, eco- 
nomical, prudent schemes for the improvement of the business of this 
count: all be parceled out to separate committees? If that is 
done, then, as a matter of practical parliamentary legislative result, 
we will find ourselves here on this floor quarreling about questions of 
jurisdiction, 3 to the amounts which we have received 
each for his favorite scheme. And the bills for those p will be 
so overloaded that the whole business will break down in one crash. 
That will be the result of it. 

[Here the hammer 7 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I move that the committee now 


rise. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In view of the fact that there has been such 
unlimited discussion on the pending amendment, and that the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON ] desires to be heard, I ask my 
friend from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] not to press at this time his 
motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. There are others here who desire 
to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will resume the consideration 
of this matter when it next meets. The question is upon the motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] that the committee 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the pro 
revision of the rules reported from the Committee on Rules and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


A MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, informed 
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the House that the Senate had passed a bill, in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested, of the following title: 
A bill (S. No. 885) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for 
taking the tenth and subsequent censuses,” approved March 3, 1879. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed a concur- 
rent resolution to print 3,000 sets of the five volumes of the reports 
of the Fish Commissioner; in which the concurrence of the House was 


nested. 
The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendment, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, a 
joint resolution of the House of the following title: 
A joint resolution (H. R. No. 157) for the relief of M. M. Herr. 


FORESTRY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives : 


In reply to a resolution of the House of tatives of the 3d instant, re- 
questing the Commissioner of Agriculture to forward any facts or statistics in his 
office on the subject of forestry not heretofore published from his D: ent, the 
following report received from the Commissioner upon this subject is hereby trans- 
mitted. 


R. B. HAYES. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, February 5, 1880. 
Mr. DUNNELL. I move that the message, with the accompanying 
report, be referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Mr. CARLISLE. And printed. 
The message, with the accompanying repor was accordingly re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 


LOANS ON REAL ESTATE BY NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, from the Committee on PRKOS 
and Currency, authorized to report at any time, reported back wit 
amendment the bill (H. R. No. 1909) to anthorize national banks to 
make loans upon mortgage of real estate; which, with the accom- 
ying report, was ordered to be printed, and recommitted to the 
ommittee on Banking and Currency. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PEORIA, ILLINOIS. 


Mr. BOYD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4245) 
to provide for the erection of a public building in the city of Peoria, 
in the State of Illinois; which was read a first and second time. 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEES. 
Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, and referred to the Committee of Accounts: 


Resolved, That there be allowed for the Committees on Foreign Affairs and Cen- 
sus a messenger, who shall act as clerk to said committees when required. 


TAKING THE CENSUS. 


Mr. COX. I ask unanimous consent to have taken from the Speak- 
er’s table and referred to the Committee on the Census the bill of 
the Senate No. 885, to amend an act entitled“ An act to provide for 
taking the tenth and subsequent censuses,” approved March 3, 1879. 

There was no objection; and the bill was accordingly taken from 
the Speaker's table, read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Census, not to be brought back by a motion to 
reconsider. 

ORDER Or BUSINESS. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I move that the House now ad- 
ourn. 
3 Mr. BLOUNT. Iask the gentleman to yield to me to obtain con- 
sent of the House to concur in certain Senate amendments to a bill 
of the House in relation to furnishing the Hall, &c. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I have no objection to that. 


CONTINGENT FUNDS OF THE SENATE AND HOUSE. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I ask consent to take from the Speaker’s table the 
bill of the House No. 3497, returned from the Senate with amendments, 
to provide for a deficiency in the appropriation for furniture and re- 
pairs of the same for the House of Representatives for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1880. 

There was no objection; and the bill with the amendments was 
taken from the Speaker's table. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

— the fall wh be, and th here ppropriated, ont of 

5 e 0 sums an © same are „ o 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 8 certain 5 

of the Senate, namely: 

For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, for the fiscal year 1880, $20,000. 

“ For furniture and repairs of the same for the fiscal year 12279. 812.“ 

e riations for contingent 

* ac 10 tor de ncies e ons tor 
of tho Senate a House of . A 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have been directed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations to move that the amendments of the Senate be conc in. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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EXPENDITURES IN THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a statement of the disbursements of the 
contingent funds of the several bureaus of that Department; which 
was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior De- 
partment. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. DE LA MATYR asked unanimous consent to have withdrawn 
from the files of the House papers in the case of Daniel D. Ricketts ; 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. RICHMOND asked unanimous consent to have withdrawn 
from the files of the House papers in the case of Robert M. Ely—no 
adverse report; referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SHELLEY, until Tuesday next, on account of important busi- 
ness; 

To Mr. Yocum, for two days, on account of important business; and 

To Mr. HERNDON, antil Tuesday next, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

Mr. MILLS. I call for the regular order. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, [Mr. THompson,] that the House now adjourn. 
The motion was a to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 


fifteen minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. AINSLIE: The petitions of C. L. Valentine and 48 citizens 
of Pierce City; of S. S. Fenn, Robert Watson, and 84 citizens of Mount 
Idaho, and of W. S. Williams, W. C. Pearson and 89 citizens of Grange- 
ville, Idaho Territory, for anadditional ä for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of Clearwater River—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. ATHERTON: The petitions of Harrison Scott and 33 others, 
citizens of Ohio, and of Seth Gordon and 47 others, citizens of Guern- 
sey County, Ohio, for legislation protecting the people from the op- 
pression of railroad companies and other monopolies in respect to 
passengers and freights—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of John Frey and 33 others, citizens of Ohio, and 
of John W. Rich and 30 others, citizens of Ohio, for an amendment to 
the patent laws protecting innocent panne of patented articles 
from suits for infringements—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of E. M. Barrett and 46 others, ex-soldiers and 
citizens of Newark, Ohio, for the passage of an act to pay the soldiers 
and pensioners of the United States the difference between the value 
of the depreciated paper in which they have been paid and coin—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BACHMAN: The petition of soldiers of the late war t 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BEALE : Memorial of citizens of Chincoteague Island, Vir- 
ginia, remonstratin emast the improvement of the channel in Chin- 
1 Bay—to the Committee on Commerce. i 

By Mr. BLISS: The petition of Bernard Hettel, for a pension—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. BOUCK: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Mil- 
waukee, Wisconsin, against bridging Detroit River—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of citizens of Appleton, Wisconsin, and of Green 
Bay, Wisconsin, for an increase of appropriation for the improvement 
of ithe harbor at Green Bay, Wisconsin—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of John Grimes and 35 others, cit- 
izens of Ingham, Michigan, for a law to protect innocent purchasers 
of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of John Grimes and 35 others, citizens of Ingham 


County, Michigan, for legislation to alleviate the suffering inflicted 
by rai and other monopolies in the matter of freight and pas- 
senger charges—to the Committee on Comm 


erce. 

By Mr. JOSEPH G. CANNON: The petition of P. B. Palmer and 
others, of East Lynn, Illinois, for additional pay to soldiers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COFFROTH: The petition of Martin Meyers, William 
Wagner, and 20 others, soldiers, of Somerset 9 ennsylvania, 
opposing the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of N. M. Mitchell and others, of the Man- 
ual Labor Orphans’ Relief School, for an act of incorporation, and for 
material aid in establishing institutions of the above title—to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. DICKEY: The petition of C. D. Sadler and 30 others, of 
Ohio, for the passage of the Weaver bill—to the Committee on Mili- 


Affairs. 
ray Mr. FRYE: The petition of W. G. Haskell and other soldiers, 
of Lewiston, Maine, for the equalization of bounties—to the same 


committee. 
By Mr. GEDDES: The petition of Charles Johnson, Joseph Devault, 
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and others, of Coshocton County, Ohio, for the passage of the Weaver 
bill equalizing the pay of soldiers—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Robert Miller, G. M. Dearth, and others, of 
Tuscarawas County, Ohio, for a law to alleviate the oppressions of 


transportation monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of George McLarnam, Henry Babcock, and others, 
of Knox County, Ohio, to amend the patent laws so as to make vend- 
ors and manufacturers of patented articles alone responsible for in- 
fringements—to the Committee on Patents. 

ə By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of Thomas A. Walter, for an appro- 
priation to pay him for services rendered in the erection of buildings 
other than the Capitol extension—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. BENJ. W. HARRIS: Memorial of Henry D. Noyes and 
others, upon the subject of color blindness in the naval and merchant 
marine service—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: The petition of Henry Clark and 25 others, 
soldiers of Illinois, for the equalization of bounties and for the defeat 
of the 5 bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NRY: Memorial of 61 citizens and firms of Eastern 
Maryland and vicinity, for an appropriation of $16,000 for the improve- 
ment of Third Haven Creek—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HORR: The petition of citizens of Bay County, Michigan, 
for the passage of laws regulating interstate commerce—to the same 
committee. 


Also, the petition of citizens of Bay County, Michigan, for amend- 
ments to the patent laws so as to protect the people against frands— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of citizens of Tennessee, for an appro- 
presioa for the improvement of the Tennessee River and its tribu- 

ies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The = of John Spalding, Joseph Sawyer, 
and 84 others, residents of Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan, for an appro- 

riation for a harbor of refuge at Grand Marias, Lake Michigan, and 
or the establishment of a life-saving station at that place—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of Charles S. Basker, L. P. Tremp, and 520 others, 
for an appropriation of sixteen sections per mile of United States 
land to aid in the construction of a railway from Sault Ste. Marie 
to some point on the line of the Marquette and Mackinack Rail- 
road—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: The 5 of Jacob Dumbauld and 48 others, 
citizens of Mercer County, Ohio, for such laws as will alleviate the 
oppressions of railroad monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Adam Schultz, J. A. Patton, and 47 others, cit- 
izens of Mercer County, Ohio, for the amendment of the patent laws 
so as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone 
responsible for infringements—to the Committee on Patents. 

y Mr. LINDSEY: The petition of A. R. Reed and 22 others, citi- 
zens of Waldoborough, Maine, for the distribution of the Geneva 
award—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MASON: Papers relating to the claim of M. E. Walker for 
pay for services and expenditures during the late war—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McGOWAN: The petition of Albert J. Warner, J. C. Boon, 
and 34 others, of Branch County, Michigan, for a law regulating in- 
terstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Albert J. Warner, J. C. Boon, and 30 others, 
of Branch County, Michigan, for alaw to protect innocent purchasers 
of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

y Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of W. Williamson and 25 others, 
citizens of Portage County, Ohio, of similiar import—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of H. J. Cannon and 25 others, citizens of Po 
County, Ohio, for a law to prevent fluctuations in freights and unjust 
discriminations in transportation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McMAHON: The petition of William T. Alexander, of Day- 
ton, Ohio, for A for property e di during the late war by 
guerrillas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Hiram Tucker, for an extension 
of a patent for coloring iron in imitation of bronze—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

By Mr. MURCH: The petition of E. A. Decker, that he be paid cer- 
tain prize-money due him for services rendered while in the United 
States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: The petitions of Duncan Stalker and 53 cit- 
izens of Buffalo, New York, and of Joseph Corcoran and 18 citizens 
of Erie, Pennsylvania, for a harbor of refuge at Grand Marias, Lake 
Superior—to the Committee on Commerce. 

y Mr. OVERTON: The petition of 62 citizens of Bradford County, 
Pennsylvania, that a pasear be granted Robert Richards—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of Patrick Gallager and 6 other ord- 
nan ts, in aid of the petition of George S. P. Bradford, for 
increase of pay of ordnance-sergeants—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. RICHMOND: Memorial of D. B. Strouse, of Salem, Virginia, 
for an act to authorize the sheriff or coroner of any county to serve 
process and execute any fi. fa. of the United States courts in the county 
of which he is sheriff, for the fees allowed to said officer by the State 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. THOMAS RYAN: The petition of Kansas soldiers, against 
the sixty-surgeon bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Kansas soldiers, for the equalization of boun- 
ties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of W. H. Wilson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. HERR SMITH : The petition of John Wiley, for the cor- 
rection of his miiy record—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HEZ B. SMITH: The petition of Henry W. Brown 
and 67 others, late soldiers in the Union Army; of e. E Moore 
and 16 others, of the second congressional district of New Jersey; and 
of William B. Cook and 12 others, late soldiers of the Union Army, 

inst the passage of Senate bill No. 496, known as the sixty-surgeon 
bill—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of David 8, Pedrick and 20 other Union soldiers 


of New Jersey, for the P amin Y of the Weaver bill, relating to the 
pay of soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

, the petition of Rees D. Thomas and 38 others, late soldiers in 
the Union Army, for the equalization of bounties—to the same com- 
mittee. ` 

By Mr. SPARKS : The petition of soldiers of Illinois, for the passage 
of the Weaver bill—to 8 committee. 

By Mr. STEPHENS : Memorial of James Crutchett, relating to the 

ufacture of to the Committee on Manufactures. 

y Mr. STONE: The petition of Jere Spaulding and 31 others, citi- 
zens of Kent County, Michigan, for the amendment of the patent 
laws so as to protect innocent users of patented articles—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Jere Spaulding and 31 others, citizens of Kent 
County, Michigan, for laws to alleviate the oppressions of transporta- 
tion monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: The petition of Thomas McBride, for an 
1 of the manner in which he was deprived of certain land 
ente by him upon which is now located the city of Gran 
=~ Territory, and for relief—to the Committee on Private Lan 

aims. 

By Mr. WARNER: The e of B. F. McIntyre and 45 others, 
of Washington County, Ohio, and of H. C. Selby and 72 others, of 
Athens County, Ohio, for modification of the patent laws so as to make 
manufacturers and vendors of patented articles alone liable for in- 
fringements—to the Committee on Patents. 

„the petitions of H. C. Selby, of Athens County, Ohio, and 66 
others, and of W. A. Deval and 44 others, for Government regulation 
of interstate railroads—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CHARLES G. WILLIAMS: The petition of ex-soldiers of 
Sharon, Wisconsin, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of O. M. Rood, to be refunded an 
amount paid for United States revenue-stamps placed upon instru- 
a rendered useless by act of Congress—to the Committee of 


By Mr. WISE: Petitions from 321 soldiers of Westmoreland County, 
Pennsylvania, for the of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili i 

By Mr. WRIGHT: 5 of Thomas O'Connell and 30 oth 
citizens of Atkinson P ct, Nebraska, for the of the b 
(H. R. No. 269) known as the Wright supplement to the homestead 
act—to the Committee on Public Lands. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 6, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EQUESTRIAN PICTURE OF GENERAL WINFIELD SCOTT. 
Mr. DICKEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4246) to provide for the purchase of Troye’s equestrian picture of 


General Winfield Scott; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 
STEAM-YACHT W. J. GORDON. 

Mr. HUBBELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4247) to change the name of the steam pleasure-yacht W. J. Gordon 
to Salmo; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

INTERNATIONAL POLAR CONGRESS. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, by unanimous consent, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to furnish this 
House, if not incompatible with the public interests, with any information he may 
have received of the gs of the international polar congress convened in 
Hamburg, Germany, ber 1, 1879. 

JOHN WILEY. 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 4248) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
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an record of John Wiley; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
CINCINNATI CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iam instructed by the select committee appointed 
to investigate the congressional elections at Cincinnati to ask that 
the testimony taken by the committee be printed for their use. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

PORT OF ENTRY IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. WASHBURN, by unanimous consent, introduced & bill (H. R. 
No. 4249) making Saint Vincent, in the State of Minnesota, a port 
of entry, in lieu of Pembina, in the Territory of Dakota; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

SETTLERS ON RAILROAD LANDS. 

Mr. WASHBURN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
H. R. No. 4250) to extend the provisions of an act approved June 223 
874, entitled “ An act for the relief of settlers on railroad lands ;’ 

which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
° HALVOR G. STORDOCK. 

Mr. WASHBURN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 4251) granting a pension to Halvor G. Stordock; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

PETER T. SAFFORD. 
Mr. WASHBURN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
H. R. No. 4252) granting a pension to Peter T. Safford, of Saint 
ud, Stearns County, Minnesota; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and refe to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
JOHN N. MORRILL. 

Mr. WASHBURN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 4253) sso pension to John N. Morrill, of Otsego, 
Wright County, Minnesota ; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, ETC., BLOODY POINT BAR. 

Mr. HENRY, by unanimous consent, introduced à bill (H. R. No. 
4254) making an appropriation for the erection of a light-house and 
fog-bell on Joody Point Bar, Kent Island; which was read a first 
and second time, referred. to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SOPHIA A, MELSON. 

Mr. HENRY also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4255) granting a pension to Sophia A. Melson; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
é IMPROVEMENTS OF THE LAKES. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, presented a joint 
resolution of the i of Ohio, requesting the Senators and 


Representatives of + State to urge the completion of certain im- 
poveren along the lakes; which was ref to the Committee on 
ommerce. 


BRIDGE OVER DETROIT RIVER. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, also, by unanimous consent, presented 
a joint resolution of the Legislature of Ohio, requesting the Senators 
and Representatives of that State to use their influence against the 
construction of a bridge over the Detroit River ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


EDUCATION OF COLORED YOUTH. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, also, by unanimous consent, presented 
a joint resolution of the Legislature of Ohio, requesting the Senators 
and Representatives of that State to use their influence to have ex- 
tended to Wilberforce University and Albany Enterprise Academy 
the provisions of the bill proposing that the unclaimed pay and boun- 
ties of colored soldiers be inv by the Secre of the Treasury 
as a trust fund for the education of colored youth; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 
On motion of Mr. UPSON, by unanimous consent, the Committee 


on Mili Affairs was disc from the further consideration of 
Se ere bills; and the same were referred to the Committee of 


A bill (H. R. No. 3024) for the relief of the heirs of Peter Gallaher ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3673) for the relief of C. M. Terrill, paymaster 
United States Army ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3025) for the relief of Edmund E. Schreiner. 

GEORGE W. WATERS. 

Mr. CALKINS, by unanimous concent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4256) granting a pension to W. Waters, of Lake County, In- 
diana; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

JANE STOUT. 

Mr. RYON, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, introduced a 

bill (H. R. No. 4257 ) granting a pension to Jane Stout, of New Phil- 


+ 


adelphia, Schuylkill County, Pennsylvania; which was read a first 

and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, WILMINGTON, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, intro- 

duced a bill (H. R. No. 4258) to provide for the erection of a public 

building at Wilmington, North Carolina; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


FINDING OF ARMY BOARD. . 


Mr. JORGENSEN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 8 R. 
No. 4259) to carry into effect the finding of the Army con- 
vened under special order No. 228, t of Washington, dated 
September 13, 1864, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. JORGENSEN. I move its reference to the Committee on Ap- 
8 
ee CONGER. Let the bill be read, for the title does not tell what 
it is. 

The SPEAKER. It is only for reference. 

Mr. CONGER. I know that, but I wish to have it read. 

The bill was read. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF CHIEF ENGINEER KING. 


Mr. MORSE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was refi o the Committee on Printing: 
Kin, 


on Public Buildings and 
/ 


That 
nited 
Navy 


MRS. ELLISON, 


Mr. MARTIN, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 4260) for the relief of Mrs. Ellison, of North 
Carolina; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


WILLIAM T. REVEL AND OTHERS. 


Mr. COFFROTH, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 202) for the relief of William T. Revel, Joseph F. 
a ichard Granger; John J. Tytherleigh, Harry C. Acton, Charles 
W. Henry, Walter H. Robinson, and Perry S. ll; which was 
read ik first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Ac- 
coun 

TIMOTHY QUINN. 

On motion of Mr. SPARKS, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Military Affairs was disch from the further consideration of 
a bill (H. R. No. 3569) for the relief of Timothy Quinn, and the same 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

: MARY CALLAN. 

Mr. SPARKS also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back favorably the ei pte ion to withdraw 
from the files of the House papers in the case of Mary Callan, on con- 
dition there has been no adverse report; and the order was accord- 
ingly made for the withdrawal of the papers. 

LOUIS A. KENT. 

Mr. SPARKS also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 3450) for 
the relief of Lewis A. Kent; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- ` 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. BROWER. 

Mr. SPARKS also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 3451) for 
the relief of George W. Brower ; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

HENRY B. EASTMAN. 

Mr. SPARKS also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. ) for the relief of Henry 
B. Eastman ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANNEL BETWEEN LAKE ONTARIO AND IRONDUQUOIT BAY. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4262) to remove the obstructions from the channel leading from 
Lake Ontario into Sip ey, raa Bay; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


printed. 
JAMES RYBACK. 

Mr. GIBSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4263) for the relief of James Ryback; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

JUDITH BROWN. 

Mr. RICHMOND, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 

No. 4264) to authorize the payment of $66.09 to Judith Brown, one- 
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seventh of the pension of Duncan; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


DANIEL LOWRY. 


Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4265) for the relief of Daniel Lowry; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 

Mr. WILLIS, by unanimous consent, was granted permission to 
rint in the RECORD, as part of the debates, some remarks on the bill 
‘or completing the Louisville and Portland Canal. [See Appendix.] 

REVENUE STEAMER ON COAST OF ALASKA. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an appro- 
priation of $30,000 to enable him to tain a revenue steamer on 
the coast of Alaska; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

SAMUEL CHASE BARNEY. 

Mr. TALBOTT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4266) for the relief of Samuel Chase Barney; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

EVENING SESSION FOR PENSION CASES. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I move, Mr. Speaker, by unanimous consent 
that when the House resolves itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar 
and in lieu of their eo 
next, at seven and a half o’clock, be set apart for the consideration 
of pension bills upon the Private Calendar, in their order, as well as 
re’ from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

. CONGER. Is to-day objection day in the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

5 CONGER. Then I do not see we will gain anything by this 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. It takes out of the Committee of the Whole of 
the House to-day all pension cases, and provides in accordance with 
the practice for many years that an evening be set apart to be de- 
voted exclusively to the consideration of reports from the Committee 
Pi Torana Pensions, and for such cases as may be upon the Private 

endar, 

Mr. CONGER. If this be objection day, we will gain at least 
something in the consideration of these pension cases. 

The SP. There will be 5 gained in reference to 
the other bills upon the Calendar to which no objection shall be 
made. Then in reference to pension cases there will be a great deal 
gained b un? to those cases an entire evening. 

Mr. 005 ER. It seems to me pension bills are of the most imme- 
diate importance, and deserve the first consideration. 

The SPEAKER. That is the reason why the Chair wants a special 
evening set apart for the consideration of these cases. To-day the 
2 stg on W hn 1 can 4 only one pay — which to 
submit its reports, while if an evening be set apart for that purpose 
all the pension cases which that committee may be ready fa report 
will be taken up for consideration and action, and the cases now upon 
ert Private Calendar may also be taken up for consideration and 
action. 

Mr. CONGER. We might pass fifteen or twenty of these pension 
eases to-day, but I do ok object. * pe 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has made the request at the instance 
of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I object. 

Mr. COFFROTH. Then I move by unanimous consent that, dis- 
connected from the morning hour, Wednesday evening be set apart 
at half past seven o’clock for the consideration of pension bills pend- 
sag, e Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair understands sgh ae Sp of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to be this, that Wednesday evening be 
set apart for the consideration of pension cases: first, those upon the 
Private Calendar, in the order in which they stand; and, secondly, 
HES cases as may be reported from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
ons. 
Mr. SAMFORD. I object. 
Mr. COFFROTH. I move, then, to suspend the rules for that pur- 


pose. j 

The SPEAKER. This is a change of the rules, and can only be 
done by a suspension of the rules, which motion is in order only on 
Monday. The Chair, however, will recognize the’ gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
on Monday, to submit that motion. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, COLUMBUS, OHIO. 

Mr. CONVERSE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4267) to authorize the construction of a fire-proof building at Co- 
lumbus, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 


printed. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. MCLANE. Mr. er, I move that when the House adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 


n bills pending there be passed over, 
deration ‘day that Wotneslay evening p 


Mr. CHALMERS and Mr. BLAND asked for a division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 122, noes 24. 

Mr. CHALMERS demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, only nine voting in favor thereof. 

So the motion was arn to. 

Mr. McLANE moved to reconsider the vote by which his motion 
was agreed to; and alsomoved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PROPOSED EVENING SESSION ON WEDNESDAY. 
Mr. COFFROTH. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. SAMFORD] 
withdraws his objection to having a session on Wednesday night. 
. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER] 
objected. 
. BUCKNER. I object to having night sessions so early. 
Mr. PRICE. Better wait till the w er gets warmer. 
TEXAS BORDER RAIDS. ; 

Mr. UPSON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported back, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 
3774) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to ascertain and re- 
port to Congress the amount of money expended and indebtedness 
assumed by the State of Texas in repelli & 9 and guard- 
ing against invasions, raids, incursions, and hostilities by Indians and 
Mexicans in said State and upon its borders and in frontier defense, 
and moved that the bill and amendment and accompanying report be 
rinted and recommitted to the Committee on Military Affaire, 

The motion was agreed to. 

JOHN OWINS. 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at twenty minutes to 
one o’clock, and this being Friday reports from committees of a pri- 
vate nature are in order. e ished business coming over from 
the morning hour of Friday last is the bill (H. R. No. 3328) to remove 


the political disabilities of John Owins, of Portsmouth, Virginia. The 
pending question is on the e of the bill, on which the yeas and 
nays had been demanded. e bill will be again read. i 


The bill was read. It removes all political disabilities imposed by 
the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the United States 
from John Owins, of Portsmouth, Virginia. 

Mr. CONGER. The point was made on the petition that it was 
not in conformity with the fourteenth amendment of the Constitu- 
tion; that it did not bring the party asking a removal of his disabil- 
ities within the provisions of the constitutional amendment. : 

The SPE The bill was ordered to be en and read a 
third time, and the question was on the demand for the yeas and nays 
on its 5 
Mr. CONGER. Let the Clerk read the petition. The only point I 
desire to make is that if petitioners come here for amnesty under the 
fourteenth amendment they must bring themselves within the rule. 

Mr. GOODE. If the gentleman from Michigan will pay attention 
to the language of the petition he will see that while it contains but 
four lines the word “respectful” occurs in it three times. It would 
be impossible for any citizen to make a more respectful application 
to this House than is contained in that petition. 

Mr. CONGER. There is no doubt about the petition having the 
word “ 57 pe ” often enough; but it is a different question 
whether it is respectful to call a war of rebellion a having en 
in the service of the Confederate States. When the constitutional 
amendment specifies those who have been e in on 
and rebellion, this party respectfully says he was engaged in the 
service of the Confederate States. 

Mr. GOODE. I submit to the gentleman there is nothing in the 
fourteenth amendment that requires any petition. The fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution disqualifies certain classes and pro- 
vides that they may be relieved of their disabilities by a two-thirds 
vote of each House. I submit further to the gentleman, that while 
it has been the pacino of Congress torequire each person desiring the 
removal of his disabilities to make an application in respectful terms, 
heretofore no form of petition has ever been prescribed ; and I under- 
take to say the gentleman cannot recall an instance in which a re- 
spectful application like this has ever been rejected. It does seem to 
me to be too late in the day, fifteen eg after the termination of the 
war, to take a new departure like this, and require a man, before we 
will entertain his application at all, to come here and humble him- 
self, as is required by the gentleman from Michigan, by writing the 
words “traitor” and “rebel” with his own hand upon his own brow ; 
to get down, as it were, in the dust, and with his don his mouth 
— 8 his mouth in the dust cry “unclean,” before a great Government 
like this will consider his application at all, And certainly there is 
nothing in the present case to require such a new departure as that. 
The petitioner is now an old man, and was once an humble warrant 
officer in the Navy of the United States. He is a good citizen, and 
as such is ready and willing to discharge every duty incumbent upon 
him. He comes now and makes a respectful ef comes for the re- 
moval of his political disabilities. Will you withhold amnesty until 
he humiliates himself before 8 In Ses J judgment no such abase- 
ment would be required b e great of the American people, 
and I know it would not be required by gallant soldiers of the 
Union army. With the generous and the brave the hour of triumph 
is the hour for magnanimity. 
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Pil een I desire to say a word in reply to the gentleman 
m ia. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Knorr, ] who 

reported the bill, is i 
. CONGER. If I had any right to the floor I yielded it to the 
gentleman from Virginia and now resume the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Michi in due course. 

Mr. CONGER. Very well. 

Mr. KNOTT. It is panes due to gentlemen who object to the 
p: of this bill that I should state the facts in relation to the 
petitioner which have come to my knowledge since the bill was re- 
ported from the committee. The petitioner here is an old man who 
was appointed a warrant officer in the Navy in 1840. He is a poor, 
obscure, and comparatively unlettered man, and who never has 
and probably never will have an office at the hands of the General 
Government or the government of his State. He being old desires 
that if he be under any disability 1 of his icipation in 
the war between the States it shall be removed by the Government 
with the e prepay cd with which it has heretofore entertained all 
such applications. Owin gag to his want of education, or more 
likely owing to the fact that he felt it pe a that a point could 
be made upon a respectful petition, he asked this favor as briefly as 
possible. ese are all the facts within my knowledge touching the 
character of this petition. I believe, Mr. Speaker, debate is not in 
order as the House is dividing. 

Mr. CONGER, Already we see from the prominence given to this 
matter by the two distinguished gentlemen who have spoken on it 
that there is a point of some importance involved in the form of this 
request. There are perhaps not two men in this House more clear in 
their ideas of constitutional law than the distinguished gentlemen 
who have just expressed their views, the gentleman from Virginia 
2 GOODE] and the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 

he Judiciary. Now, if I alone misunderstood this matter, why does 
one of these gentlemen say that it is asking too much of a man who 
fifteen er ago was engaged in treason and insurrection and rebell- 
ion against this Government to require him to come now and, with his 
hands before his eyes and his knees to the ground, beg to be par- 
doned for his treason and acknowledge himself a traitor? Has it 
come to this? Is there a statute of limitation on rebellion and treason 
to be applied when a man comes to invoke benefits of amnesty ? 

Why is this man here if itis not that he may say, in accordance with 
the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution, that he was engaged 
in insurrection and rebellion against his Government, that he falls 
within the purview of the condemnation of that amendment, and asks 
“ respect three times, if 8 please, to be relieved from the pen 
alty which the law laid upon him fifteen years ago, which the law 
imposed upon him seven years ago, and ten years ago, and thirteen 
years ago, and imposesupon him now? If the gentleman desires that 
this proceeding may go on with reference to the esthetic elements, 
with candyness, and a tender regard for those who have to admit that 
they have been traitors, but do not want to admit it after fifteen 3 
oo let us have another amendment to the Constitution. Enough o 


t. 

The gentlemen who of all others should know what is the crime con- 

demned by the law, who of all others should know that the only way 
to avoid the political disabilities co zent upon the commission of 
‘that crime is throu, ing promon of the fourteenth amendment of 
the Constitution, where t provision relates only to insurrection 
and rebellion against the United States, should also know as a pleader 
that the man must bring himself within the rule. He must come to 
this House and show that he was in some way engaged in insurrection 
-and rebellion and that he asks to be relieved from the consequences 
-of those acts. i è 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. GOODE] says it is sufficient to 
follow the custom, that no form of petition has been prescribed, that 
there is no reality in all this matter, that fifteen years have passed 
away, and that a man is standing upon trifles who brings u e old 
war. If that be so, why not let every man come in here and say that 
he was engaged “in the late unpleasantness ;” why not let any man 

‘come in here and say at the same time he was so engaged that pos- 
Sibly he comes under the disability rule? $ 
; Sir, we have heard too often from men upon that side these rose- 
colored epithets and terms, this esthetic defense of insurrection and 
rebellion, which they seem to desire to have perpetuated on our 
printed record. There isa constant, insidious, continuous effort made 

y members of this House on the other side, from day to day, and 

from week to week, and from year to year, to incorporate into the 
literature of this House smooth-sounding terms in place of “ rebell- 
ion,” of “treason,” and “insurrection,” until if any one calls for 
the use of those terms that have always been considered proper here- 
tofore, gentlemen rise in their places and rebuke those who call for 
the use of the old Anglo-Saxon words, for the use of the old Ameri- 
can definitions. 

It is that spirit which I myself desire to rebuke. It is that spirit 
prevalent in the country, in all the South, showing a desire by the 
very terms used in this House to encou: that which I will not sub- 
mit to when a legal document is presented here and terms are used in 
it which have no foundation in fact. And, Mr. Speaker, those around 


me here, on this side of the House, have shown a disposition, I am ! Blake, 


sorry to say, to smooth over this matter. Every one of the gentle- 
men on this side, from the very fact that they are here, represent a 
constituency nineteen-twentieths of whom would spurn them from 
their places if the issue was made whether they were to give these 
rose-colored names to treason and traitors, to insurrection and to re- 
bellion, and to all that long system of wrong and fraud and violence 
which has filled our land with graves and which has filled the homes 
of our constituents with mourning. Yet the other day, when the 
very petition itself was an insult to every soldier, even my friends 
around me here recorded their votes, and, so far as they could, the 
voice of their constituents, in favor of the declaration that to them it 
2 no difference what delicate, nice-sounding terms were used 
ere. 
Thank God, I am not one of those who have that record. I trust 
zi remarks will call the attention of the people of the North, of the 
soldiers of the North, to this tendency on side of the House even 
to forget all the dismal, horrible past; to smooth it over here by 
our votes and by the interpolation of a new kind of literature in the 
proceedings of this House. Sir, if I stand alone here in opposing 
this kind of petitions, I will stand here, and as often as they come 
into this House, while I am a member of it, I give fair notice that I 
will raise the question upon them, and, so far as I may, will oppose 
their reception and any action whatever upon such petitions, 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I rise to a question of order. 
Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I desire to be heard. 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I rise to a question of order. 
The 8 tempore, (Mr. Cox.) The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. FERN. WOOD. My point of order is that debate is not 
now in order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in order except by unani- 
mous 3 79275 previous question having been ordered upon the 
of the 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Then I object to further debate. The 
gentleman from Michigan has had his speech, and I now call for a 


vote. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I hope the gentleman will withdraw 
the objection. I would like to be heard for a few moments. I am 
not going to do any harm by what I shall say. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I this as an unwise and unprofit- 
able discussion, and I object to any farther debate. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I notify pe, area from New York 
and the House that upon the first opportunity to get the floor Ishall 
reply to the gentleman from Michigan. 

e SP R pro tempore, The Chair would state that on last 
Friday the previous question was seconded and the main question 
er and the yeas and nays were demanded on the passage of the 


Mr. KEIFER. I hope there will be no objection to hearing gentle- 
men on the other side. 

The SPEAKER pe tempore. Objection has been made, 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee, (to Mr. KEIFER.) I will let you hear me 
aftera while, 

Mr. CONGER. I hope the objection will be withdrawn. 

Mr. FINLEY. I object to debate. 


Cries of Bogalar order!“ ; 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. The cn is on ordering the yeas 
and nays upon the passage of the bill. 

The an and nays were ordered, there being—ayes 32, noes 67. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I believe the petition has been read 
a number of times, but I would like to hear it once more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota calls 
for the reading of the petition. Is there objection to the reading? [A 
pause. The Chair hears none, 

Mr. Y. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair the objeo- 
tion comes too late. 

The petition was read, as follows: 

PORTSMOUTH, VIRGINIA, January 14, 1830. 
To the honorable Senate and House of ry Sher yarns 
of the United States, Washington, D. O.: 
222K. ease eat mapa E E S eet 
1861, to enter the conf wile e á 
Ae e y ask that my political disabilities be removed by your honor - 


- 5 JOHN OWINS. 


The question was taken on the Passage of the bill; and there were— 
yeas 170, nays 41, not voting 81; as follows: 


YEAS—170. 
Alareh N. W Bo coor 5 — 
mek, 

. Bright, Covert, Dunnell, 
Atkins. Cabell” . — Evins, 
Baker, Caldwell, Cravena, X 

Culberson, Felton, 
Beal ers, Davidson, Fiel 
:... SE R 
B Cobb, Davis, Lowndes H. Ford. 

‘burn, De La Matyr, 


Klotz, = evi JOSEPH A. SEWELL. 
Sede Ladd, Pulis Tapoa, P. B. Mr. KNOTT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
Gibson, Le Fevre, 3 „ favorably a pill (H. R. No. 3832) to remove the political disabilities 
Goode, Loring, Poehler, 8 R. W. | of Joseph A. Sewell. 
Canter, Law 3 The bill, which was read, 3 (two-thirds of each House con- 
Harmer, Martin, .F. Rice, Turner, Thomas curring therein) that all political disabilities imposed by the four- 
Harris, John T. Martin, Edward L. Richardson, D. P. ler. teenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States on Joseph 
Haskell, Martin, Joseph J. Richardson, J. S. 5 A. Sewell be removed. 
Hawley Mekenzi, —.— VEE The petition accompanying the bill was read, as follows: 
Heilman, McLane, Rome 1 * GLOUCESTER COUNTY, VIRGINIA, January 21, 1880. 
Russell, L. Wad 
pet Moulin, Ber ee Wee To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
Money, Ryon, John W. Washburn, 'nited in Congress assembled : 
Hostetler, Monroe, Samford, Weaver, eee Joseph A. A. Seal a citizen and resident of the Commonwealth 
ouk, Morrison, Sawyer, ts that, SŠ reason of the provisions of the third 
Ho Morse, Scales, Welis, ot Virginia Ta arti 2 14 8 © amendments to the Constitution of the United States 
Hubbell, Muldrow, Shallenberger, Whiteaker, and of the act of 5 the “ amnesty act,” he is under disa- 
Hall, Maren’ eton, J. W. Wittens able and that sand bas of f the aitad States States, and Sinah kripe po. the 
Hutchins, Neal Siemans,” Vins, Constitution of the United States as amended and the laws of Congress in all re- 
2 Nichons — William E. * Therefore your petitioner prays that his disabilities — the Constitution and 
Jorgensen, Norcross, Sparks, W. Fernando the said act of 8 mentioned, incurred by reason of his participation in the 
Kenna, O'Reilly, Speer, Wright, paces the United States, may be removed by an act to be passed by your 
Kimmel, 9 Seas 8 5 : And, as in duty bound, he will ever pray, &c. 
King, Page, Stevenson, JOSEPH A. SEWELL. 
NAYS—4L = KNOTT demanded the 3 question- 
ich, Willia Davis, George R. O. Nel U: J.T. e previous question was seconded ani main question ordered; 
persed 7 Bwicht 8 Updegraff, Thomas | and under the operation thereof the bill was passed, two-thirds hav- 
chang — e e ing voted in favor thereof. 
Brower ss 2 a 3 Sees oe GIBBES & CO., CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA. 
8 F Wood, Walter A. | Mr. REED, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
Cannon, James, Sherwin, Young, Thomas L. 8 a bill (S. No. 185) for the relief of Gibbes & Co., of Charles- 
payaan Joyce, — A. Herr ton, South Carolina. a ` 
Daggett a, Th Wm. G he bill, which was read, authorizes and directs the Secretary of 
ay ass 2 sis apg” oa the aiae n: ay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
x NOT VOTING. : appro essrs. Gibbes & Co., of Charleston, South.Carolina, 
Aiken, Comal Hamphrey, 8 e sum of in at $4,566. 92, the same being a balance due said Gibbes & Co. 
Bailey Deena’ eifer, Pound, on account of money deposited by them with the Secretary of the 
Barlow, Dick, Kelley, Robertson, 7 
Belf 2 — — — beson, The report was read, as follows: 
Bland, Elam, Lapham, Shelley, The Committee on the Judiciary, towhom was referred the bill (S. No, 185) for the 
Blount, Ewing, Singleton, O. R. relief of Gibbes & Co., carefully examined the facts, and finding the report 
Bowman, Ferdo: Lindsey, Si adopted by the 5 — at the first — of the 8 fourth Congress and 
Boyd. a = ery, 5 : second session of t the Forty-fifth Congress fully sustained, 8 
Briggs, Hammond, N. J. M Townsend, Amos Phe facts in FFT committee, 
Burrows, Harris, Benj. W. McKinley, Van Voorhis, in a letter from the Secretary of , dated Jnly 10, 1876, are as follows: 
Butterworth, Hayes, M ard, PP her gs in the year 1865 ent har He 8 in were scized or de- 
Calkins, Hazelton, Miles, Warner, yy Treasury “ote as confederate or blockade cottons. They were claimed 
Camp, H Miller, Wilber, her Gibbes & 8 of rleston, as being in part their Property, and in part the 
Caswell, Henkle, Mitchell, Willits, Produced by the cl English firms, of whom ae were eae Upon evidence 
Claflin, Herndon, Morton, Yocum. — ane the claimants, the — 27th of February. 
Clark, Alvah A. k, Myers, directed that the cottons beres 2 — upon 5 2 tert 
9 B. Hooker, Newberry, Feo of all costs, charges, and expenses paid or incurred by Treasury agents in 
Clymer, OTT, O’Brien, connection with the caer ebay restored. 
“The amount so pai cipally due to Savary & Co., who were 


ay (two-thirds voting in favor t hereof) the bill was passed. 
the roll-call the following announcements were made: 
I am paired with my colleague, Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
If 185 were present, I should vote in the affirmative. I do not know 
apf he would vote. 
BLAND. Iam paired with ce tleman from Massachusetts, 
Me Gute. If he were present, I should vote in the affirmative. 
Mr. MULDROW. My colleague, Mr. HOOKER, is absent on account 
of sickness. 
Mr. PHILIPS. My co from Missouri, Mr. CLARK, is detained 
from the House on account of sickness. 
Mr. FORNEY. My colleague, Mr. HERNDON, is paired with the 


ee from New Ham „Mr. BRIGGS. 
ae My colleague, Mr. ELaM, who is absent by reason of 
illn with the 28 55 from Pennsylvania, Mr. Dick. 
Mr. ERT. My colleague, Mr. Lewis, who is paired with the 


3 from Massachusetts, Mr. Harris, would, if present, vote 


pA TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The gentlemàn from Pennsylvania, 
2 CLYMER, and the gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. ROBESON, 


. CALKINS. Iam paired with the gentleman from New Jersey, 
Mr. CLARK, who, if present, would vote “ ° 
Mr. BRIGGS. Iam paired with the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. 


HERNDON. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I am paired with the gentleman from New York; 
Mr. CROWLEY, on all political questions, If he were present, I should | 2 
vote in the afirmative. I do not know how he doki eè vote. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. The gentleman from New Tork, 
Mr. BAILEY, is paired with his riny pe Mr. LounsBEry. 

Mr. STONE, The gentleman from Alabama, Mr. SHELLEY, is paired 
Wit: FISHER. My colleague, Ar. Dick is paired with th 

r. co e ICK, with the gentle- 
mM, LORING. My 11 5 Mr. ace f Massach’ 5 
eo o use is 
A with the gentle eman from Alabama, Mr. LEWIS. we, 
result of vote was announced as above stated. 


as charges was prin 

engaged in psg in — — Government cottons and in rting and shipping 
the same. amount of their bill for expenses, &c., on the Gibbes & Co. cottun 
$44,217.48, was deposited by Gibbes & Co., and went into the hands of the Ur! 

States Treasurer. Afterward it was ascertained by Gibbes & Co. that there had 
been delivered to them by mistake one hundred and sixty bales of cotton which 
did not belong to on and N they accordingly returned. In the bill ren- 
dered by Savary & Co. there the sum of $7,733.04 as 


them on this lot of „ bales. This sum Gibbes & Co. clai: 


F States. To this demand Savary & Co. 
interposed a further ses, not included in their first bill, which the 
claimed they had incurred on 3 & Co, cottons. This second bill amoun: 
to $4,576.92. Gibbes that the by Sa & Co. were 
me from th . States 


222 excessive, bat 3 odie receive 0 
ce between . ane 3 rand the biter Savary & Co., Aap erga 


namely, 33,156.12. to the Secretary of the Treas- 
8 eat of ther bill of Ba e 58 ee examination of all their 

accounts, it was fi which .. 
with 53 cottons 3 cottons a released by the Secre were 
excessive to an amount 8 "of 34,576.92 . — the United 
States. The payment of this refused. 


claim was beper ek 
“The balance (namely, wind yc of the bill of $7,733.04 paid by aoe & eee 
as expenses on cotton returned to the United States, has never been paid to them. 
Justice would seem to require the payment of this balance. 
“In answer to in epee asan sd ies aerate yr pebea paige’ ihe ei aE 
ai to whether t “x presented, 8 not have been 
date of 1 0 EE ree of Con 


. and was accordin 5 into the Treasury. 
ppropriation Boa been ne Congress out of which the claim of Gibbes & Co. 


could prope rl 
5 for ithe lit of ibb Ios & Co passed the Senate April 25, 1878, but failed 
e o 
laimants are clearly entitled to the relief- asked, and wo therefore report back 
the bill and recommend its passage. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading ; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and 

Mr. REED mo to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pred; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


142 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 6, 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, 


made adverse reports in the following cases; which were laid on the 
table, and the adverse re ordered to be printed : 
The petition of James A. Bowling, of Haywood County, Tennessee ; 


The petition of Needham Branch, of Haywood County, Tennessee ; 
The petition of A. G. Bankhead, of Memphis, Tennessee ; 

The petition of Abbie P. Anderson, of Shelby County, Tennessee ; 
The petition of J. W. Causey, of Alcorn County, Mississippi ; 

The petition of John J. Hill, of Humboldt, Gibson County, Tennes- 


see 
The petition of Emma G. Abbott, of Memphis, Tennessee ; 
The petition of William L. Cleaman, of Newton County, Missis- 


sippi; 

Mus petition of Volney S. Alston, of Ripley, Lauderdale County, 
Tennessee; and 

The petition of Richard L. Andrews, of Hardeman County, Tennes- 


see. 
Mr. BRIGHT. I submit that all bills reported back from a com- 


mittee go upon the Private Calendar. 
The R pro tempore. These are adverse reports from the 
Committee on War Claims, and the petitions have been laid upon the 


table and the reports ordered to be printed under the rule of the 


House. 

Mr. BRIGHT. But they should go to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not unless a motion is made and car- 
ried to that effect. If any gentleman wishes to have the cases re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar he 
can make a motion to that effect, but no such motion was made in 
either of the cases which were laid upon the table and the reports or- 
dered to be printed. 


MILEAGE OF WITNESSES AND JURORS IN COLORADO. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, from the Committee on the Judic 
reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 3470, a bill (H. R. No. j 
in relation to of jurors and witnessesin the State of Colorado; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that jurors and witnesses in the 
district and circuit courts of the United States in and for the State 
of Colorado shall be entitled to receive fifteen cents for each mile 
actually traveled in coming to or returning from said courts. 

Mr. S, of bed ise Mr. Speaker, under the general law 
witnesses and jurors only receive five cents a mile, while in Colo- 
rado the actual orpona of travel is fifteen cents per mile. The Com- 
mittee on the Judici have only increased the mileage of jurors 
and witnesses in this bill to what is required for actual expense of 
travel. 

The Representative upon tbis floor from that State has informed 
the committee that it is impossible to get witnesses to attend the 
courts, and that the district attorney has been compelled to advance 
money out of his own pocket and to get free passes over the railroads 
in order to have the business of the country attended to in the courts 
in Colorado. I hope, therefore, there will be no objection to the pas- 

of this bill. 

1 . Does not that state of facts exist in other Terri- 
ries 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I donot know; but I do know that it 
does exist in Colorado. 5 

Mr. CONGER. This is a partial return to the old and proper rule 
of mileage and per diem, this return Territory by Territory and State 
by State, and I am glad of it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Thatmay be considered hereafter, but 
I now demand the previous question. ; 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Will the gentleman let me move an amendment 
to include the Territory of Montana? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I cannot yield for that purpose. 

Mr. REAGAN. Before the gentleman demands the previous ques- 
tion I should like to state that there is one feature of the bill, as it 
has been explained, allowing jurors and witnesses to receive their 
actual expenses—— 

Mr. „of Virginia. It does not do that. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understood the gentleman to say the bill provided 
* fifteen cents a mile or the actual expense. 

HARRIS, of Virginia. I st&ted that from information derived 
from the Senators and Representative of the State of Colorado the 
actual expense of 5 that State by poe conveyance was 
fifteen cents a mile, and that witnesses could not attend the courts 
receiving only five cents a mile when their actual expense was fifteen 
cents. 

Mr. REAGAN. What does the committee pro to allow? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Fifteen cents a mile. 

Mr. HOUSE. This has reference alone, I will state, to the mileage 
of jurors and witnesses in Colorado and nothing else. Our informa- 
tion is, it costs fifteen cents a mile to travel in that State. 

Mr. GAN. Is there any other place in the Union where it 
costs fifteen cents a mile to travel? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. We have not examined in reference to 
the whole Union. 

Mr. REAGAN. I want to move to make it ten cents a mile. 


Mr. HARRIS, of thd Se I do not yield for that amendment, but 
n 


insist upon my demand for the previous question. 
The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 
The question recurred on ordering the bill to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 107, nays 12. 
So the motion was to. 
and read a third 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, moved to reconsider the yote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRIGHT. Has not the morning hour expired? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Then I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, this being 
objection day. 

. COBB. Lask the 8 from Tennessee to yield to me to 
make a report from the Committee on Appropriations. z 
Mr. BRIGHT. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 


REFORM SCHOOL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr, COBB, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, reported a joint resolution (H. R. No. 203) making appro- 
priations for the Reform School of the District of Columbia ; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows : 

Resolved, dc., That to enable the commissioners of the District of Columbia to 
carry into effect the act approved March 3, 1879, which continnes in force the thir- 
teenth section of the “ Act revising and amending the various acts establishing and 
relating to the Reform School of the District of Columbia, approved May 3 4576 
they be, and are ee Bp A and directed to pay to the of trustees of 
said Reform School of the District of Columbia the E per week for each boy com- 
mitted thereto, as provided by said thirteenth section of act of May 3, 1876, afore- 
therefor is hereby made Tane out of any 


mounys of the umbia not otherwise appropria ‘or the present 


year. 

Mr. COBB. I demand the previous question on the joint resolu- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
“g under the o — is ge the Joins resolution ya ordered to 

e engrossed an a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. : 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CONTRIBUTIONS TO NORTH AMERICAN ETHNOLOGY. 

Mr. KNOTT, by unanimous consent, submitted the following con- 
current resolution ; which was read, and under the law referred to the 
Committee on Printing: 

Resolved E the House of 

rinted at the Government 
Jontributions to North American 
of the series, and with the necessary illustrations; 


the use of the House of Representatives, 1,000 for 
for distribution by the Smithsonian Institution. 


HAYDEN'S ATLAS OF COLORADO. 

Mr. KNOTT also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
concurrent resolution; which was read, and under the law referred to 
the Committee on Printing: 

Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That the Pub- 
12 e Manel te furnish 3.000 copies of the Atlas of Coigrado, by F. V. 
Hayden ; 1,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 copies for 
the use of the House of Representatives. 
PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I now insist on my motion that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, Mr. Frx- 
LEY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and this being the first Friday of the month is 
objection day. 


ntatives, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
ane Office 5,000 copies each of volnmes 4 and 5 of 
thnology, uniform with at y volumes 

000 copies of which shall befor 
use of the Senate, and 2,000 


1880. 
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ELLEN GILLESPIE, 


The Clerk read the title of the bill (H. R. No. 1890) granting a 
pension to Ellen Gillespie; reported by Mr. Corrrors from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. CONGER. Irise to a question of order. What has become of 
the five bills which preceded that one on the Calendar? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that bill No. 
1890 is the point where the committee left off on last objection day. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Let the report be read. 

The report was read. 

The bill was objected to by Mr. BUCKNER. 


HERMAN BALDWIN. 


The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2861) 
ting an increase of ion to Herman Baldwin; reported by 
. COFFROTH from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


The bill was read. 

Mr. CONNOR. Irise to a parliamentary inq The first bill 
on the Calendar, (H. R. No, 2798,) for the relief of L. Madison Day, 
reported by myself from the Committee of Claims, was objected to 
on last objection day. I rise to ascertain why the Clerk com- 
menced reading the bills at some distance below that bill. On last 


ere was one objection to it; it now requires to be 


chen ior 
objec ve. 
0 CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 


South Carolina that under Rule 129 it is required that the calling of 
the Calendar shall commence where the left off on the previous 
day. This is objection day, and the Clerk informed the Chair that 
on last objection day the call rested with bill No. 1890, and of course 
the Chair directed the Clerk to proceed with the at that point. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I ask the Chair whether bill No. 2798 will be the 
first bill in order on the next consideration day? 

The CHAIRMAN, It will. 

Mr. PRICE. I think not. 

Mr. WARNER. Let the report accompanying the bill No. 2861 be 


read. 

The report was read. 

Mr. W. From hearing the report read, I regard this as a 
meritorious case; but it gives rise to just the same inquiry that I 
made two weeks ago upon a similar state of facts. was the 
application 8 by the Commissioner of Pensions 

. COFFROTH. Why does the gentleman not get the Commis- 
sioner to Cee application? 

Mr. W. > Rey wid aati AN AODA into a court of 
ap in cases of that kind. 

e CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. WARNER. I do not object in this case. 

Mr. SPARKS, I object. 


THOMAS H. VAUGHN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2860) granting a pension to Thomas H. Vaughn; reported by Mr. 
Corrrotu from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read. 

Objected to by Mr. SPARKS. 


JOHN L. WILLIAMS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3077) granting a pension to John L. Williams; reported by Mr. Cor- 
FROTH from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. SPARKS. Let the report be read. 

The report was read. 

Objected to by Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise to a ee en inquiry. Our present course 
seems to impose labor on the Clerk and to occupy the time of the com- 
mittee without any advantage whatever. I want to know whether 
or not it would be proper to move that the committee rise with the 
view of making a motion that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of these bills, that such of them 
as may be entitled to P yen may pass, and that all business shall not 
be sappen by this indiscriminate system of objection ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That would not be in order. 

Mr. WARNER. I repeat that I object to converting this House 
every Friday into a court of appeal from the decisions of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is not in order. 


LEVI LUDAM. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 


1465) granti g a pension to Levi Ludam ; reported from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. COFFROTH. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. SPARKS called for the reading of the report. 

The report was read. 

The C RMAN. If there be no objection, the bill will be laid 
aside, to be reported favorably to the Hoas: 

Mr. SPARKS. I object. { 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I hope the gentleman will with- 


draw his objection. It is simply a consumption of time, and delays 
action on these pension bills. 

TheC Objection is made, and the bill will accordingly 
be passed over. 

ISAIAH W. BUNKER, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2864) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah W. Bunker; reported 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. Corrnork. 

The bill and the accompanying report were read. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, this bill will be laid 
aside, to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. SPARKS. I object. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that the committee rise, for we do not seem 
to be 5 any business. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I hope that my colleague [Mr. BAYNE] will 
withdraw that motion. These bills will be objected to at some time, 
and we might as well get through with the objections to-day. There 
appears to be a small party of gentlemen here who are determined 

at no soldier shall obtain a pension. I want their names to go on 
the record. 

Mr. SPARKS. That allegation against the gentlemen who make 
objection to these bills is out of place, unfounded, and untrue, so far 
as Iam concerned. I want the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
CoFFROTH ] distinctly to understand that although there may be some 
gentlemen here interested in these bills for pensions for men from 
their districts, I am opposed to the passage of special bills to the 
prejudice of hundreds of deserving men in my district. 

Mr. COFFROTH. Actions s louder than words. The gentle- 
man from his own statements shows that he is influenced by envy 
because his pensioners are not attended to. 

Mr. SPAR I will not appeal from the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions and come to you. Let that office attend to these matters, 

Mr. COFFROTH. The gentleman has not been before the Com- 
mittee on Pensions in regard to any of these bills. 

The question was taken upon the motion that the Committee rise, 
and it was not agreed to. 

DANIEL D. LONG. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2467) granting a pension to Daniel D. Long; reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. Corrrors. y 

The bill was read, as follows: 
of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
lace on . the name of Daniel D. Long, late 


ent of Pennsylvania Volun at the 
th May, A. D. 1865, the date 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2467) 
N a pension to Daniel D. Long, late a private in . D, Fifty. fourth Reg- 
ment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, have had the same under consideration, and beg 
Iero to mako 


through his ri; 
PEDR the His application pension was rejected by 
sioner because “the w was not received in line of duty; infantry not armed 


2 his is weak, and ds one-half pensi 
says his arm is w and recommends one- on. 
z Fot that 


The examining gu 
In consideration of the long time this soldier was in the service, and the 


he was accidentally wounded while on scout duty, either by a pistol or in any other 
way, which disables him from maintaining himself by manual labor, the commit- 
tee are of the — that the bill should pass, and therefore they recommend the 
passage of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

PAUL WALKER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2859) granting a pension to Paul Walker; reported from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. COFFROTH. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. SPARKS. Let the report be read. 

The report was read. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, the bill will be laid 
aside, to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. W. R. If one-half that is stated in that report be trae, 
the applicant should receive a pension, but he should obtain it from 
2 Commissioner of Pensions, and not through this Honse. I object 
to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the bill will be passed 
over. 

MICHAEL LINGENFELTER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the 5 0 er R. No. 
1806) granting a pension to Michael 8 repo from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. CoryROTEH. 

The bill and the report were read. 

= SPARKS, (in hisseat.) This case is like all the others; I object 
to it 


Mr. BROWNE. I rise to a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
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Mr. BROWNE. If my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPARKS] desires to 
make objection to any of these bills, let him rise in his place and 


make it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. SPARKS, (rising.) I object to this bill. If the gentleman has 
any idea that I am afraid—— 

. HAWK. What is the ground of objection to these bills, after 
they have been considered by the Pension Committee and favorably 
reported to the House? 

e CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order; the gentleman has a 


right to object. 
È SPARKS. What is the question the gentleman asked ? 

Mr. HAWK. Lask what is the ground of objection to these bills? 
Have they not been duly considered by the proper committee of this 
House, and favorably reported upon, after a careful examination of 
all the evidence ? 

Mr. SPARKS. I presume that the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
have considered these cases ; they certainly have reported them favor- 
ably. As all these reports show, they are p cases for the action 
of the Commissioner of Pensions. It is simply an appeal from him 
to this House. I would say to my colleague [Mr. Hawk] that I have 
received dozens of letters to this effect: “My case has been pending 
for years before the Commissioner of Pensions. Cannot you get a 

ial bill passed for my benefit? You can get it quicker that way.” 
t is about the character of all these cases. 

Mr. HAWK. I understand that these are cases which have been 
rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions because of certain irregu- 
larities or informalities in them, or because they cannot be made to 
conform in all gg ae with the requirements of the law. 

Mr. SPARKS. Precisely; and if the law is not broad enough to 
cover these cases, then let us pass some general law which will cover 
them. In that way you will make it fair to all the pensioners. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Is debate in order 

The CHAIRMAN, Itis not. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, Then I object to debate. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I move that the committee now rise. 

The question was taken by a viva voce vote, but before the result 
of the vote was declared, a division was called. 

Mr. COFFROTH. If there is objection to the committee rising, I 
will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. KLOTZ. That is right; let us fight it out on this line. 

The motion that the committee rise was accordingly withdrawn, 


HENRY H. FISHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2408) granting a pension to Henry H. Fisher; reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. COFFROTH. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secre 


of the Interior be, and heis hereby, author- 
ized and directed to 1283 Wirz pan H 


on-roll the name of Henry m- 
pany C, One hun and 


ent of Pennsylvania Volunteers, at 

o rate of $6 per month, commencing on the 20th day of May, Asay oa beny aie 
time of his discharge from the Army of the United tes in the war of the 
rebellion on account of injury received and disease contracted while in said mili- 
tary service in line of duty. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The beep arsine 8 to e was 8 bill 8 
2468) gran a pension en Fisher, late a priva Com 0 
hundred and thirty-third Re; inant of Pennsylvania Volunteers, have bad the 


same under consideration, and beg leave to present the following report: 
Henry H. Fisher, the enlisted in Company C, One hundred and thirty- 
third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, on the day of August, 1862, and was 


honorably discharged from the Army on the 20th of May, 1863. He applied for a 
pension on the 7th of May 1878, alleging asthma and varicocele. It was EN tea 
on the 5th of August, 1879, because there was no record of asthma, and t 
unable to furnish medical evidence showing its existence in the service or at date 
of discharge. Claimant unable to furnish any testimony showing that varicocele 
originated in the service and in line of duty. 
e claimant swears that from ere 
Washington to Antietam, in October, 1862, he 
pital at Antietam, then to Frederick, when the devel into asthma, 
and that varicocele was contracted in the latter of A or first of Septem- 
While on detail 3 breast - 
ys 


and re on the march from 
was taken sick and sent to the hos- 


works, he was seized a afterward he 
discovered that the cord of left private was g 4 some consid- 
erable time th r, whilst at the Philadelphia Hospital, he was told by Sur- 
geon Woolsey that it was varicocele, and he gave him a truss to wear; that he 


Se % 
ab xposure from Washington, Dis- 
So to Antietam ; he contracted a fever, which, I believe, termina’ 


ce 1857, and seo np to the present 
c 


— immediately after his return, four or five years; and I knew him to be 
ed with asthma, which I have all reason to ve was contracted while in 
service. We were messmates while in service, till the said Henry H. Fisher be- 
came sick at Antietam.” 

The evidence of other witnesses make it clear that the claimant was a sound 
man when he went into the service, and that when he came out he was suffering 
from asthma and varicocele, and that he has been under treatment for the same 


ever since. 
His family physician, Dr. Noble, before he went into and after he came out of 


the same, is dead. Since 1876 TTT 
lency 


* —. — e that the claimant is entitled to 
© CO! are of en a 
they SAORA thank tha TAS bill do pass. ree, et 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to laying aside this bill, to be 
rted favorably to the House! 

WARNER. I will f° as far as he who goes the farthest in cor- 
recting the system. But I must object in this case. It is an injustice 
to the meritorious soldier when we decide cases in this way. 

Mr. HAWK. I do not desire to discuss this question; but I enter 
my protest against this technical proceeding. Iam not undertaking 
a upon the merits of these cases—— 

e CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. WARNER. I withdraw my objection in this case, as there seems 
to be a technical reason for action by Congress in this case. 

Mr. HAWK. In behalf of the pensioners of the country, I protest 

inst this sort of proceeding upon pension bills. 
am car 


re 


r. WARNER. y to correct the system, so that those 
who deserve ions can have them. 
The C MAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] has 


withdrawn his objection. Is there further objection? The Chair 
hears none; and the bill will be laid aside, to be reported favorably 
“Mr BROWNE. I 
A A rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is it pro 

when a bill has been read, for gentlemen who see fit to object 755 cr 
decline to object to give any reason for either course! 

The C AN. It is notin order to poy, weed the objection 
with any remarks, as they are in the nature of debate. 

Mr. BROWNE. Then let there be an end of the practice, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has endeavored to prevent debate 
by repeatedly stating that it was not in order. 

Mr. WHITE. Is this bill objected to? . 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not. 

Mr. WHITE. I think it ought to be objected to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is too late in raising an objee- 
oe The bill has been laid aside for favorable consideration by the 

ouse. 

NOAH CATON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2854) granting a pension to Noah Caton; reported from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. COFFROTH. 

The bill and report were read. 

Objected to by Mr. Sparks. 


JACOB J. SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2039) granting a ion to Jacob J. Smith ; reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. COFFROTH. 

The bill and report were read. 

The C . Is there mn to laying this bill aside to be 
3 favorably to the House 

. WARNER. I object. I think the case should be referred to 
the Commissioner of Pensions. 


JOSEPH SHOWMAN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2857) ting a pension to Joseph Showman; reported from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. COFFROTH. 


The bill and report were > 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to laying aside this bill to be 
rted favorably to the House: 
r. WHITE. I object. 1 was rejected by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. I do not think we ought to review his action. 


* WILLIAM F. cox. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2856) ting a pension to William F. McCoy; reported from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr, COFFROTH. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. COFFROTH. As there seems to be objection on both sides te 
these pension bills, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. FINLEY reported sundry bills with 
a favorable recommendation. 

CHARLES CLINTON. 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, do not the bills which were before 
the House last Friday upon the report from the Committee of the 
Whole come up first 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bills to which the gentleman 
refers were repo: on consideration day. But as they are By ae bes 
from the Committee of the Whole undetermined, the Chair de- 
cide that they can now be considered by the House, The Clerk will 
report the title of the first bill. 

he Clerk read as follows: 


House bill No. 1 for the relief of Charles Clinton, of New Orleans, late 
assistant treasurer at New Orleans, Louisiana. 


re 


Bea Lee, Omi geass Seana ope wi ale oe hs eg dats ce Oy Whey ee ee etd be | 
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Mr. PRICE. I make the point that this bill is not in the House but 
in the Committee of the Whole. In support of my position I refer 
to the Recorp. Upon the 16th of January this bill was under con- 
sideration, and after a discussion of considerable length by some 
half dozen or more gentlemen the question was taken upon laying 
the bill aside and reporting it favorably to the House. ` n that 
question the vote stood—ayes 62, noes72. The bill was not laid aside 
to be reported to the Honse, and consequently it is in the Committee 
“tthe SPEAKER pore, Th 

e SP pro tem e 
was not presiding at the time ref 
rule on thi int. 

Mr. GIBSON. I rise to a liamen inquiry. This bill was 
under consideration in Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar. It was there discussed; and, if I understood the motion cor- 
rectly, a motion was made that it should be reported unfavorably to 
the House. Therefore, it is now before the House on that unfavor- 
able report. When the bill was before the House last Friday I had 


resent occupant of the chair 
, and he would prefer not to 


the floor to make some remarks on the bill, when I yielded toa motion 
to adjourn. I now respectfully claim the floor to be heard upon this 
subject. 


r. PRICE. The gentleman cannot have the floor until the point 
of order is decided. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pending 5025 ion is on the point 


of order made by the gentleman from Iowa, L PRICE, 

Mr. PRICE. I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana, but—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana can 


be heard on the point of order after the gentleman from Iowa has 
finished his statement. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, it is 1 known that on certain 
Fridays one objection prevents a bill from being reported favorably 
to the House ; 555 when the House comes to consider bills 
upon the Private Calendar a bill that has been objected to cannot 
be considered ; it is still in Committee of the Whole. On another 
Friday five objections place the bill in the same situation 3 
so that it cannot be reported and is not reported to the House, but 
remains in the committee. On consideration day (and that is the 
case here) the question is, Shall the bill be laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House?” When that motion was pending upon this 
bill in Committee of the Whole, as the RECORD will prove, something 
like an hour or more of discussion was had on this very 3 
whether the bill should be laid aside to be reported favorably to the 
House. Upon that question the only question submitted the vote 
stood 62 ayes to 72 noes; so that the motion to lay the bill aside and 
report it favorably was defeated. No other motion was made. I 
appeal to the Recorp or the Journal upon this question. It is true 
that last Friday the gentleman from Louisiana took the floor, as he 
said, and I did not make the point then because it was not consid- 


ered. 

Mr. GIBSON. In reply to the honorable gentleman from Iowa I 
would state that in my judgment he misapprehends the question pend- 
ing before the Committee of the Whole. It is not simply whether 
the bill shall be reported favorably to the House, but, as Í understand 
it, that the Committee of the Whole reports its action to the House 
whether it be favorable or unfavorable. The rules require these bills 
shall be discussed in the Committee of the Whole, not passed favor- 
ably upon in the Committee of the Whole, but that they shall be dis- 
cussed. This bill has been discussed; objection was made when it 
was first presented, and it went over under a single objection. It has, 
therefore, passed through the various stages of discussion laid down 
by our rules. The Committee of the Whole has made its report to 
the House, and it now remains to the House to decide whether it will 
approve the action of the Committee of the Whole. 

. MORRISON, Whatever might have occurred in the Committee 
of the Whole, this bill was repo: by the chairman of that commit- 
tee, and he reported that the committee had taken adverse action on 


it. 

Mr. SPARKS, I presume my colleague has stated the fact which 
he observed personally, but is that correct? This bill evidently still 
remains in the Committee of the Whole House. That committee never 
has ordered it to be reported to the House, If there was an informal 
report to that effect from the Committee of the Whole, it was never 
ordered by the Committee of the Whole and is a mistake. There was 
adverse action on the bill in the Committee of the Whole, and hence 
it was ordered not to be reported to the House. 

Mr. MORRISON. But it was reported. 

Mr. SPARKS. My colleague again asserts a proposition which I 
presume to be correct; but, as a matter of fact, the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar never ordered the bill to be brought 
into the House. By what are we bound in the House—by the action 
of the chairman or by the action of the Committee of the Whole 
House? I say this bill still remains in the Committee of the Whole 
House, and that the action of the chairman under mistake in report- 
ing it to the House is void and of no effect. Ido not think there can 
be any question about that at all. The question in committee was 
on reporting the bill to the House with the recommendation that it 
do pass, and that was decided in the negative. It remains, therefore, 
in committee, and what has been done in the matter by bringing it 
into the House is a mistake and of no effect. 


Mr. ACKLEN. Mr. Speaker, the action of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar in making an unfavorable re 

or rather in giving an unfavorable vote on this bill does not preclude 
the House from reversing that action. When a matter has re- 
ported back to the House the motion to adjourn would not cut off its 
consideration. On page 213 of the Manual it will be seen the question 
of consideration is not precluded by an affirmative vote on the mo- 
tion to adjourn. The unfinished business pending at the time of 
adjournment is still subject to the question of consideration, the mo- 
tion to adjourn precluding it on the previousday. The motion, there- 
fore, to 3 on last Friday does not prevent the House taking ac- 
tion to-day on this measure, and if the House shall in its judgment 
conclude to reverse the action of the Committee of the Whole, it is 
within the power of the House to do so. 

Mr. PRICE. Certainly, if it is in the House; but it is not in the 
House, and cannot be here except by the action of the Committee of 
the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the proceedings 
as published in the RECORD. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

The Cantax. The question 
the House with a favora 8 CC 

The question being taken. it was decided in the negative—ayes 62, noes 72. 

Mr. O'NEILL moved that the committee rise. 
The motion of Mr, O'NEILL was agreed to. 
ann 1 . rose Boge Mr. To of ERT nei — 
Whole, having had shea consideration the Private Calendar, had him to 
report, with a recommendation that it be not passed, the pill (H. R. No. 1542) for 
the relief of Charles Clinton, of New Orleans, late assistant treasurer at New Or- 

leans, Louisiana. 

Mr. MORRISON. The point I make is that the House cannot know 
what has been done in committee except by the report of its chair- 


man, 

Mr. PRICE. That is true; and the report in the RECORD shows 
the motion to report favorably was defeated, and consequently the 
bill still remained in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SPARKS. The RECORD sipiy shows that the chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House made a mistake in reporting the bill 


to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to decide the ques- 
tion, but he would prefer, of course, that the Speaker who was in 
the chair at the time were here to decide it himself. It is a matter 
of delicacy on the part of the Chair, but as a decision is pressed he 
will decide the question. 

It seems from the proceedings as published in the RECORD of that 
day that the Committee of the Whole simply refused to make a fa- 
vorable report upon this bill. It did not order an adverse report to 
be made to the House. A mistake was made by the chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole, therefore, in reporting the bill to the 
House. In the opinion of the Chair, the bill remains in the Cem- 
mittee of the Whole House for action hereafter. 

If any gentleman wishes to take an appeal from the decision of the 
Chair the Chair will entertain it. 

Mr. MORRISON. Iam entirely indifferent as to what disposition 
shall be made of this matter. I wish, however, to give notice of an 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Let it go with the bill. The Chair 
will now entertain, out of abundant caution, a motion to recommit 
with the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. the bill is not in the House the 
motion to recommit is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is only entertained so that there 
marie no question in reference to the matter hereafter. 

SP . But I understand the Chair to decide that the bill 
is not in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, the Chair decides that the bill is 
Lat in the committee. 

SPARKS. The bill is properly in the committee, and therefore 
is not properly in the House. 

The SPE. R pro tempore. But the Chair would like to have the 
action of the House on the matter. 

Mr. PRICE. Then I move it be recommitted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Out of abundant caution the Chair 
will entertain the motion to recommit with the amendment of the 

mtleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MORRISON, I ask that my amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That before such money shall be paid, of the Treasury 
shall be satisfied, after inquiry and investigation into all the facts, that said sum 
of money was actually stolen, and that the of the same was not the result of 
any neglect or want of reasonable diligence on the part of such officer. 

Mr. PRICE. Is that an amendment to the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois proposes 
that amendment to go with the bill when recommitted. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, has it not been the uniform practice 
(and we ought to be sure we are not departing from the precedents 
we have established) when a proposition is made to lay a bill aside 
to be reported favorably to the House, and the majority of the com- 
mittee vote in the negative, to consider that as an adverse report? 
Is not the bill to be reported to the House adversely without further 


the Secretary 
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action on the part of the Committee of the Whole? Such has been 


my experience. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is mistaken in refer- 
ence to the practice of the House. ` 

Mr. . Such has been the practice of the committee as far 
as I have any knowledge of the subject. 
Mr. REAGAN. If the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
is to go on the bill I wish to reserve objection to it. This bill has 
been acted on and the time has passed for amendment in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By unanimous consent, the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ilinois goes with the bill when recom- 


mitted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. If the bill is in committee have 
we the right to recommit it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already stated that 
out of abundant caution and to make the record complete he has en- 
tertained the motion to recommit. 

Mr. SPARKS. Will the Chair hear me a moment? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ce . 
Sar A l of Tho ‘vote in thas the bill shall 


Mr. SPARKS. 
not be recommitted ; in what position does that place the Chair? 
ecide that question 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
he bill, with in dment proposed by Mr. M 

e wi e amendment pro y Mr. MORRISON, was 
ordered to be recommitted. 

Mr. PRICE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
recommitted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. What position will this bill occupy on the Calen- 


dar? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will resume its original nee = 
su 


the Calendar. It will lose nothing in that respect; but 
ject to debate and further amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. When a bill has been reported 
mor N and recommitted, does it not go to the foot of the Cal- 
en 5 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill resumes its former place upon 
the Calendar by unanimous consent, and will there remain, together 


with the am t of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Morrison, ] 
subject to debate and r amendment, as if no action had been 


taken upon it. 
GEORGE EYSTER. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The next bill re 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar is the bill (H. R. No. 2796) 
for the relief of George Eyster. This bill was reported from the 
romper of the Whole last Friday, with a favorable recommenda- 

on. 

Mr. WHITE. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


rted from the Com- 


Be it enacted, 
directed to pay, out 3 Treasury to 
Eyster, of P. e eee eee amount 
stolen from said E, , While he was assistant treasurer of the U; States, by 
a subordinate in his office, without the fault or negligence of said George Eyster. 


The question being taken on ordering the bill to be engrossed and 
read a third time, there were—ayes 68, noes 28. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FINLEY. I suggest to the gentleman that it would be better 
to take the yeas and nays on the passage. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Very well; I withdraw the call for 
the yeas and nays. 

So (further count not being called for) the bill was ordered to be 
8 and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord - 
ing) 7 read the third time. 

a 1 pro tempore. The question recurs on the passage 
of the bi 

Mr. FINLEY. Upon that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 29, 
more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and there were—yeas 103, nays 64, not vot- 
ing 125; as follows: 


YEAS—103. 
Acklen, De La Š Hawley, Mo: 
2 3 
Baker, Dunn Hellman, 
Ballou, Dwight, Houk, Muldrow, 
J 
e, ‘arr, ul 
Blake, Field, Jones, New, 
— — paler, Ji Howberry, 
ham, T, orcross, 
Bright, Forsythe, Kelley, ON 
ter, Fort, Kenna, 0 A 
Gilon, Ladd, Osmer, 
Gi Lapham, 
Conger, Godehati, Loring’ Phelps, 
a George R. Harmer, om v AA Pout y 
Davis, Horace Hawk, Mitchell, Prescott, 


Price, Shallenberger, Tucker, 3.1 wae 
Richardson, D. P. Smi Å. Herr rE Weaver, 
3 A Valentine, Wells, 
an 
el L. Thompson, Wm. G. Van Vea Wright. 
Ryon, John W. Townsend, Amos V. 
NAYS—64 
Aiken, Deuster, Martin, Edward L. Speer, 
Atherton, Dibrell, Me Steele, 
e, Felton, Myers, Stevenson, 
Blackburn, Finley, Nicholls, Taylor, 
Blount, Forney, O'Connor, Thompson, P. B. 
k, Frost, Phili k 
Buckner, Geddes, Phister, Townshend, R. W. 
well, Hammond, N. J. Turner, Oscar 
Cobb, Hatch, n. J. S. Turner, 
Hill, Richmond. Updegraff, Thomas 
Converse, Hostetler, Rothwell, Vance, 
Cook, Hutchins, Samford, Wellborn, 
Covert, Kitchin, Singleton, J. Whiteaker, 
ae ae Pafen, O; p, Wane 
vre, „Heze. 
Davis, Lowndes H. Lowe, Sparks, ise. . 
NOT VOTING—1235. 
Aldrich, N. W. Cow; H Ross, 
Aldrich, William giu, 4 sad W. A. 
Armfield, Crowley, Johnston, Ryan, Thomas 
Atkins, Joyce, Sapp, 
Bachman, Davis, Joseph J. Keteham, Sawyer, 
Bailey, Dick, Killinger, Scales, 
Barber, Dickey, Kimmel, Shelley, 
Belford, Dunn, King, Simonton, 
i ? Elam, Le Smith, William E 
Bicknell, Ellis, 3 Springer, 
Bingham, Errett, Martie Benj tarin, 
Bland, Ewing, Martin, F. hens, 
Bliss, Ferd Martin, Joseph J. tt, 
Bowman, Garfield, Mason, ler, 
Boyd, Goode, McCoid, rner, 
a oe a yao 
. 2 wan. arner, 
Browne, Harris, John T. McKenzie, Washburn 
Burrows, Haskell, McLane, Wilber, 
Batterworth, Hazelton, MeMahon, Wi G 
Cabell, Henderson, Miles, Willis, 
Calkins, Henkle, Miller, Willits, 
Camp, Henry, Money, Wilson, 
Carlisle, . oa Wood, Wal 
ern ter A 
Chalmers, pa k, O'Brien, j zi 
Claflin, ‘ooker, Orth, ‘oung, Case 
Clardy, Horr, Page, Young, Thomas L. 
Clark, Al A. Hall, Persons, 
Clark, John B. Humphrey, Rice, 
Lymer, unton, Robeson. 
So the bill was passed. 


2 the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 
Mr. WARNER. I am paired with my colleague from Ohio, Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. PHILIPS. My colleague from Missouri, Mr. CLARK, is detained 
or MULDROY ae cullen from Mississ Mr. 

j 2 co © from Mississippi, Mr. HOOKER, is 
r. FORNEY, My sickness. from Alabama, SEN is z 

3 My co e from . HERNDON, red 
with Mc, eee of New tacipehire My ane Mr, Lewis, is 
paired with Mr. Harris, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I am paired with Mr. HERBERT, of Alabama. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. SHELLEY, of Alabama, is paired with Mr. STARIN, 
of New York. 

Mr. CALKINS. Iam paired with Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey. 

Mr. DUNN. Iam paired with Mr. Ryan, of Sas. 

Mr. FISHER. My colleague from Pennsylvania, Mr. DICK, is paired 
with Mr. Exam, of Louisiana. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Iam paired with Mr. HERNDON, of Alabama. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. CARLISLE, of Kentucky, is paired with Mr. 
CANNON, of Illinois. Mr. CARLISLE, if present, would vote “ay.” 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. My colleague, Mr. BUTTERWORTH, is 

with my colleague, Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. BAILEY, of New York, is paired with Mr. Louns- 
BERY, of New York. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. O'NEILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
panete and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REFUND OF TAXES, 


The SPEAKER pro iempore. The next bill reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar is the bill (H. R. No. 
2797) for the relief of certain citizens of Lynchburgh, Virginia, and 
refunding to them taxesimproperly coll: from them on manufact- 
ured tobacco. This bill was reported from the Committee of the 
Whole last Friday with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. TUCKER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded. 

e PEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the main 
question. 

Mr. REED. I call fora division on that question. I should like, if 
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the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] would permit me, to have 
a little discussion 1 1 this bill 


Mr. TUC discussion upon the bill was very full last 
Friday, in Committee of the Whole, and the gentleman himself, I 
believe, closed the discussion. 

Mr. REED. When I made the few remarks I did upon the bill, the 
other day, they were founded entirely upon the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. Since that time I have investigated the matter, 
and should like, even through the medium of a question to the gen- 
tleman from Virgi to have the facts brought before the House. 

Mr. EVINS. Icall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the vote upon 
ordering the main question upon the engrossment and third reading of 
the ing bill, upon which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
has demanded a division. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 73, 
noes 25. 

Mr. REED. No 9 5 has voted. 

Mr. CON GER. I think we had better have a larger vote than that 
when we are voting money out of the Treasury in this way. 7 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum having voted, the Chair 
will appoint tellers. 

Mr. FINLEY. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The question was taken upon the motion to adjourn; and upon a 
division there were—ayes 75, noes 44, 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. COFFROTH called for the yeas and nays. 

Many MEMBERS. No, no. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and 

The SPEAKER pro tempore said: Upon ordering the yeas and nays 
not one gentleman votes in the affirmative. [Laughter.] 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. BLAKE, 
for five days, on account of important business. 
The result of the yote on the motion to adjourn was then an- 
nounced as above stated: x 
Accordingly (at three o'clock and fifty minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until Monday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other pa rs were laid on 
the Clerk’s d under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of honorably discharged soldiers 
and citizens of Davis County, Kansas, — the passage of Senate 
bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, the petition of ex-soldiers of Lincoln County, Kansas, for the 
pasee of a law to equalize bounties—to the Committee on Military 


Also, the petition of ex-soldiers of Jewell County, Kansas, for pay- 
ment of difference between goa and greenbacks in which they were 
paid for their services—to the same commi 


ttee. X 

Also, the petition of Kansas Horticultural Society, that the military 
reservations of Forts Hays and Harker be set apart as experimental 
stations in the interest of agriculture and horticulture—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petitions of citizens of Pottawatomie and Jewell Counties, 
Kansas, for such amendment of the patent laws as will make the 
manufacturers or vendors of patented articles alone responsible for 
infringements—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of citizens of Pottawatomie and Jewell Counties, 
Kansas, for the enactment of such laws as will prevent fluctuation 
and unjust discrimination in railroad freight charges—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BLAKE : The spenum of Hon. Thomas B. Peddie, the New- 
ark Board of Trade, and citizens of New Jersey, for the construction 
of a ship-canal between Newark and New York Bays—to the same 
committee, 

By Mr. BROWNE: The petition of 38 ex-Union soldiers of Wayne 
County, Indiana, for one pasigo of the Weaver soldier bill—to the 
Committee on Military irs. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of W. W. Dennison, C. Palmer, 
and 44 citizens of La Porte County, Indiana, for an appropriation for 
the improvement of the Kankakee River—to the n on Com- 


merce, : 

By Mr. CHITTENDEN: The petition of J. De Witt Clark and 
others, for an increase of the pensions of all soldiers and sailors who 
lost a leg or an arm in the United States service during the war of 
1861~65—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of John L. Mason, for the extension of patents 
numbered 19786, 22169, 22186, relating to fruit-jars—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

By Mr. COBB: Resolutions of the city conncil of Vincennes, Indi- 
ana, requesting the grant to said city of certain lands belonging to the 
United States for a public park—to the Committee on Public ands. 


Also, the petition of George W. Wright and 54 other soldiers of 
Crawford County, Indiana, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, 
introduced by Senator WITHERS, of Virginia—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. COVERT: The petition of William Y. Provost and 230 
others, citizens of the towns of Babylon and Islip, New York, for an 
appropriation to improve Sampawam’s Inlet, in the State of New 

ork—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Edward Mackey and others, against compul- 
sory ae the same committee. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of citizens of Rhea County, Ten- 
nessee, for an appropriation to improve the Tennessee River—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of E. J. Orr and 50 others, citi- 
zens of Minnesota, for the cor of a bill amending the patent 
laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of E. J. Orr and 50 others, citizens of Minnesota, 
for the passage of the interstate-commerce bill—to the Committee on 


Commerce. 
pyar FORD: The petitions of Anselm Kelly and others, citizens 
of Andrew County; of George B. Nixon and ot citizens of Nod- . 


away County; of C. Bennett and others, citizens of De Kalb County, 
and of H. Walker and others, citizens of Holt County, Mis- 
souri, for legislation that will protect them from the unjust discrim- 
inations of railroad com es—to the same committee. 
By Mr. FORSYTHE: The petition of soldier citizens of Illinois, for 
the pessago of a law placing them upon an equal footing with Gov- 
mdholders by 


ernment paying them the difference between gold 
and the depreciated which they were paid for their services— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. GEDDES: The petition of George Fisher, John C. Davis, 
and 265 ot citizens of Holmes County, Ohio, for the passage of 
rv oaser bill to equalize the pay of soldiers—to the same com- 

By Mr. GOODE: Papers relating to the claim of J. S. Ellis for pay 
for cotton seized by United States authorities during the late war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAWK: The petition of 127 cftizens of Carroll and O, 
Counties, Illinois, that the patent laws be so amended as to make the 
manufacturer and vendor of 83 articles alone responsible for 
infringement, and to protect . any person manufacturing 
for his own use previously patented articles, provided such manufact- 
urer was not cognizant of the existence of letters-patent—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, the pen of 128 citizens of Carroll and Ogle Counties, Ili- 
nois, for such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed by trans- 
88 monopolies that now control interstate commerce - to the 

ommittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HILL: The e of George R. Jay and others, citizens 
of Williams County, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of George R. Jay and others, citizens of Ohio, 
for the amendment of the carer laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HOSTETLER: The petition of soldiers and sailors of the 
late war, of Stinesville, Indiana, for the difference between the value 
of gold and greenbacks, in which they were paid for their services— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of James P. Donaldson & Co., B. 
W. Goodsell, and 26 oth citizens of Detroit, Michigan, for the im- 


provement of the natural harbor of Grand Marias, Michigan—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
By Mr. KENNA: The petition of honorably disc ed soldiers, of 


West Virginia, against the passage of Senate bill No. 4 
mittee on Invalid 8 


Also, the petition of citizens of West Virginia, for legislation to 
prevent railroad discriminations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LORING: The petition of K. F, Richardson and other sol- 
diers, of Middleton, Massachusetts, for the passage of the Weaver 
soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARD L. MARTIN: The petition of Hon. John W. Hall 
and others, citizens of Delaware, for the abolition of the system of 
compulsory pilota; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McCOID: The petition of J. W. Teas, for back pay as a 
soldier—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Henry Keck, D. C. McCullough, and others, 
of Van Buren County, Iowa, for a change in the patent laws so as to 
protect innocent users of patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. McMAHON: The petition of Joseph D. Stevenson, Leonard 
Beachler, and 28 others, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, in 

rd to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. McKENZIE: The petition of citizens of Christian County, 
Kentucky, for the of such laws as will prevent fluctuations 
in freights and unjust discriminations in transportation charges—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MORSE: Papers relating to the pension claim of Charles 
D. Cha in—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

B . MULLER: The petition of Longmire, Elmore & Mackenzie, 
of New York, to be released from repayment of certain import 
duties—to the Committee of Ways and Means. í 

By Mr. CONNOR: The petition of the members of the bar of 
Charleston, South Carolina, for the passage of the bill creating the 
office of stenographer for the district and circuit courts of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ORTH: The petition of citizens of Indiana, for a shi 
from Toledo to La Fayette—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 


to the Com- 
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By Mr. PIERCE: The petition of citizens of Buffalo, New York, 
for S of the Reagan bill regulating interstate commerce to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: The petition of Springfield Street Railway 


Com 
Sp. Szfield, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Mi wy Affairs 
By Mr. DANIEL L. RUSSELL: A bill to provide for the improve- 
ment of the Cape Fear River and its tributaries—to the Committee 
on Commerce. ; 
Mr. HEZEKIAH B. SMITH: The petition of the Grand Divis- 
ion of the Sons of Temperance of New Jersey, for a commission of 
inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. X cs 
By Mr. STONE: The petition of D. H. English and 121 others, citi- 
zens of Ionia and Kent Counties, Michigan, for such laws as will re- 
lieve the people from the oppressions of transportation monopolies— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 5 f 
Also, the petition of B. Chapman and 123 others, citizens of Ionia 
and Kent Counties, Michigan, for such amendment of the patent laws 
as will protect innocent users of the patented articles—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. é $ 
By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, In.: Memorial of citizens of Madison 
County, Kentucky, ing for an appropriation to lock and dam the 
Kentucky River—to the Committee on Commerce. 
Also, papers relating to the claim of R. H. Martin, postmaster at 
Campbellsville, Kentucky—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


15 relating to the pension claim of John Watson—to the 
atin, e pension 0 — 
8 Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers e to the claim of J. P. Floyd for pay for prop- 
erty taken by the United States Army during the late war—to the 
Committee on War Claims. é 

By Mr. G. THOMPSON : The petition of John McClain 
and 33 others, of Iowa, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of John McClain and 34 others, for a law regu- 
lating interstate transportation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND : The petition of soldiers of the late 
war, against the of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension 
claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. z 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of Samuel P. Greene, for a pension— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. WADDILL: Papers relating to the Indian depredation claim 
of Weddle—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of the members of the Farmers’ Club 
of Willimantic, Connecticut, for the ment of the Bureau of 

iculture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

y Mr. WILLITS: The petition of George B. Horton and 47 oth- 
ers, citizens of Lawrence County, Michigan, for legislation regulat- 
ing the charges of transportation companies, &c.—to the Committee 
on Commerce. ae 

Also, the petition of George B. Horton and 40 others, citizens of 
Lawrence County, Michigan, for legislation protecting innocent users 
of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. WILSON: The petition 525 Lems M. ergot and 2 omer 
ex-soldiers of West Virginia, o e passage of Senate bill No. 
496—to the Committee on Invalid 3 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of Patrick O Flynn and 47 others, 
citizens of Franklin County, Ohio, for the passage of the bill (H. R. 
No. 269) known as the Wright supplement to the homestead act—to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


for leave to lay and maintain tracks ah Mill street, in 
1 ; 


IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 9, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J: BULLOCK, D. D. 
. — Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
roved. 
E HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 170) concerning an international 
fishery exhibition to be held in Berlin, Germany, in April, 1880, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

SUPPLEMENT TO REVISED STATUTES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the amendments of the House to the joint resolution (S. 
R. No. 19) to provide for the publication and distribution of a su 

lement to the Revised Statutes, and requesting a conference on the 
—— votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. WALLACE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and to the conference asked by the House. 

The motion was to 


By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was ordered to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Messrs. WALLACE, 
Thin ois were appointed. 


NAN, and DAvIs of 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 21st ultimo, a report of the Chief of Ord- 
nance, showing the number and weight and the value per pound of 
condemned cannon which have been donated by acts of Con 
since January, 1865; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report of First Lieutenant Thomas H. Bradley, 
Twenty-first Infantry, examiner of State claims, giving the views of 
the War Department upon the legislation proposed in the bill (S. No. 
1028) in relation to the claims of States against the United States ; 
which, on motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report from Captain G. J. Lydecker, Corps of 
Engineers, of the result of a survey of the outlet to Wolf Lake, Indi- 
ana, made in accordance with the provisions of the river and harbor 
act of March 3, 1879; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. ‘ 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, e ip. letter from the Chief of Engineers and a re- 
port from Major C. R. Suter, Corps of Engineers, of a survey made in 
compliance with the provisions of the river and harbor act of March 
3, 1879, of the Arkansas River in the vicinity of Pine Bluffs, together 
with the pea and estimates of the cost of the improvements of the 
river in that locality ; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers and 
reports of Major W. P. Craighill, Corps of Engineers, of examina- 
tions and surveys made in accordance with the provisions of the 
river and harbor act of March 3, 1879, of the Shenandoah River, 
Virginia and West Virginia; of Trade Haven Creek, Maryland; of 
Choptank River, Maryland, and of Secretary’s Creek, Maryland; 
Wien ver referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 

rinted. 

o also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers, with a re- 
port from Colonel J. N. Macomb, Corps of Engineers, of an examina- 
tion made of the north bank of the Susquehanna River, from the south- 
ern boundary of the State of New York to Nanticoke Dam, Luzerne 
County, Pennsylvania, in compliance with the provisions of the river 
and harbor act of March 3, 1879; which was rred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with the requirements of the 
river and harbor act of March 3, 1879, a report of Lieutenant G. H. 
Mendell, Corps of op er upon the examination and survey of 
Petaluma Creek, California ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers, with a re- 
port from Captain C. B. Phillips, Corps of Engineers, of surveys and 
examinations made in accordance with the provisions of the river 
and harbor act of June 18, 1878, of inland water routes from the har- 


bor of Norfolk, Virginia, to the Atlantic Ocean, south of Cape Hat- 
teras; which was refe to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers, an 
reports from Colonel John Newton, Corps of Engineers, of surveys 
made in accordance with the provisions of the river and harbor act 
of March 3, 1879, of a ship-canal across Bergen Neck, in Hudson 
County, New Jersey ; Cheesequakes Creek, New Jersey ; South River, 
New Jersey, between Raritan and Old Bridge, and Newtown Creek, 
to the mouth of East River, New York; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He ret laid before the Senate a ee 8 oy Sorre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, at the request of the president o 
the National Board of Health, 8 of the expenditures of that 
board from January 1, 1880, to June 30, 1881; which was referred to 
the select committee tu 8 and report the best means of 
preventing the introduction and spread of epidemic diseases, and 
ordered to be printed. 7 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 4th instant, a statement of the reasons why the Treas- 
ury De ent issued an order to the collectors of customs of the 
United States directing that, whenever a written 8 to that effect 
shall be filed by shippers or CONH there shall be withheld from 
publication, for a period not ex ing ninety days, statistics relating 
to the importation or shipment of any particular merchandise im- 

rted or shipped by them ; which was referred to the Committee on 

ance, and ordered to be printed. 


SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate reso- 
lutions of the Legislature of Louisiana, which will be read. 
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The resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections, as follows: 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, STATE OF LOUISIANA, 
New ‘ebruary 


—, 1880. 
Dear Sir: I am directed by the House of Re 
isiana to transmit to the following resol 
General Assembly, with the request that you communicate 
of the United States. 
Respectfally, 


PETER J. TREZEVANT, 
Clark of House of Representatives of State of Louisiana. 
To Hon. W. A. WHEELER, 
Vice-President of the United States 
and ing Oficer of the United States Senate. 
CONCURRENT RESOLUTION. 

Whereas the assembl which WILLIAM Prrr KELLOGG claims to have been 
elected to the Senate of t ə United States in the month of January, A. D. 1877, 
was not the of the State of Louisiana, but an unlawful irregular 
erin cpap had assumed to call itself a legislature in 

S KELLOGG 


evised by the said WILLIAM PITT and 
pom mi tho 3 constituting said assemb 
a 


one S. B. Pac! the of State, but 
who in fact was never such but for a short time claimed the title to said 
office in further execution of said conspiracy against e; and 
Whereas said unlawful assemb 80 clai to be the ture, after a brief 
Bits ap ree At the then ting lawfu Dies authorities of said 
finally disbanded and s to said lawfully constituted authorities, 
leaving in force and existence no act of any kind whatever performed by them or 
either of them in their assumed political capacity, except the said pretended elec- 
tion of the said WILLIAM Prrr asa in the United States 


from this State; and 

Whereas at the time of the said pretended election of the said WILLIAM Prrr 
KELLOGG by said combination there was in existence a lawful government of Louisi- 
ana, which continued in authority with a — ee governor and duly elected 

and organized Legislature, performing the political functions conferred th 
— 5 — ld dul revit a dul acne — of the State of 

ereas the elected an: 0 e 

w “4 nee ae ballos for a United 


Louisiana under said peaa after ha 
States Senator on each successive day from eS ee eee 
pursuance of the requirements of law, and 


the 24th day of ee said year, did, 
in accordance wi the forms thereby bed, on the said last-mentioned day, 


to wit, the Ath day of A; 1877, elect Henry M. Spofford to represent the 
State the United States se fia the oes er ec a EOE ONE oo toa ate 


March, 1877; and 
Whereas the credentials of the said r were duly executed by Francis T. 
Nicholls, the then lawful governor of said State; and 5 
Whereas it is manifest that the Constitution of the United States in 8 
that each State should be represented by two Senators, “to be chosen by the — 
lature th Ln, ed and intended that such choice should be made b; t 
t be recognized by the people of the State as a la y con- 
te branch of the duly constituted and i govern- 


That the 
State of Louisiana protests against the wrong and injustice e le and 
= 1 eg papain asa United States 
said State, and tfully but most earnestly requests the Senate of 
in the name of law and justice, to declare that the said KELLOGG 
lected as the representative of the State of Louisiana in the 
Senate of the United States. 
Sec. 2. Be it further resolved, dc., That the State of ee eee 
being deprived of the equal representation in the Senate of the United States guar- 
anteed to each State by the Constitution of the United States, and 


tfully but 

ost earnestl: uests that H M. Spofford, the dul “lected Senator from 
said State for the derm of six earn een thn dh of Maroh. 1877, may be admitted 
to a seat in that honorable — 22 

SEC. 3. Be it further resolved, & c., That a copy of these preamble and resolutions 
be forwarded by the clerk of the house of representatives of the State of Louisiana 
to the — President of the Senate of the United States, and to the Hon. 
B. F. Jonas, Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. JONAS. I present resolutions of the Legislature of Louisiana 
the same as those which have just been read. I move their reference 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


The motion was agreed to. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of W. B. A. Durfee 
and others, citizens of Coshocton County, Ohio, praying for the en- 
actment of a law to prevent fluctuations in freights and unjust dis- 
crimination in transportation charges; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I present the petition of R. S. Prescott, president 
of the Board of Trade of Bangor, Maine, signed also by G. W. Mer- 
rill, first vice-president; J. D. Warren, secretary; M. Schwartz, J. 
W. Coombs, Thomas White, Silas D. Jones, and H. B. Williams, of 
the board of managers of said board of trade, who respectfully but 
earnestly ask for the early passage of the bill commonly known as 
the Reagan bill, for the regulation of interstate commerce and to 
prohibit unjust discriminations by common carriers. The petitioners 
5 that such further and supplemental legislation be enacted 
as will protect the constitutional rights of American citizens. I move 
the reference of the petition to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SAUNDERS presented the petition of J. B. Miller and 400 
others, citizens of Niobrara, Knox County, Nebraska, praying for the 
passage of the bill (S. No. 773) making appropriations for a military 
wagon-road from Niobrara, in Knox County, Nebraska, via the mili- 
tary recently located near the mouth of the Minnecadusa, to 
Fort Robinson, in said State; which was referred to the Committee 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pe 
becca Reynolds, widow of 
United States Navy, praying to be allowed a pension at the rate of 


lvania, presented the memorial of Re- 
illiam Reynolds, late rear-admiral in the 


$50 per month; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of J. S. Gledhill and 123 others, citi- 
zens and residents of the town of Spring, Crawford County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States granting to women the right to vote; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Jacob Dundore, of Reading, Penn- 
sylvania, praying remuneration for the loss of the barge T. Z. Zu- 
lick while chartered by the United States Government; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of H. K. Myers and 74 others, sol- 
diers of the late war and citizens of Pennsylvania, paying Oo the 
enactment of a law granting to soldiers and sailors equal rights with 
holders of Government bonds; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of a e number of com- 
manders of vessels going out of the harbors of Boston and Nan- 
tucket, praying for a small appropriation for the improvement of 
the harbor of Nantucket. This petition is brief, but it sets forth in 
a very striking manner the number of lives that have been 
lost and the t amount o: Lah ape that has been destroyed by 
shipwrecks for the want of a e for the improve- 
mont of that harbor, and I should like to have it printed in the 

CORD. 

The petition was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, as follows : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States : 

The undersigned commanders of vessels ly represent that the number 
of vessels passing through Nantucket Sound, on the north side of the island of 
Nantucket, as noted from the Cross — das t-ship, is upward of thirty thousand 
annually; that 75 per cent. of this num! w less than fourteen feet of water, 


and 50 cent. draw less than eleven feet of water; that the year 1800 five 

8 wht inaludin gino 8 $5,000,000, th — * 
W u Wi e one 

alone being pod ab belt AASI llars ; t 73 per cent. of these disasters 


g f © sound, 
that the Nantucket Bar has always been 
vessels dra than 


to a depth of fourteen feet by means of a jett „as 
Gen K. Warren, of th 2 States 


only 
but greatl and as northerly wind — 
ing the severe storms Nantucket 5 be reached . — difficulty. bar they 
therefore 888 pray your honorable bodies to make an appr in 
accordance with the su; ons in General Warren's report for permanent 
improvement of Nantucket Harbor. 

Mr. DAWES. I present a like petition from the marine insurance 
companies and steamship lines of Philadelphia, praying for the im- 
provement of the harbor of Nantucket for the preservation of their 
commerce; and also a similar petition of the officers of the Old Col- 
ony Railroad Company, making a prayer for the same p 3 
moye the reference of these petitions to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. s 

Mr, FERRY presented the petition of Mrs. Lucinda Harford and 
254 others, citizens of Michigan, praying for the adoption of a six- 
teenth amendment t the Constitution, granting to women the right 
to vote; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Christopher F. Laubrick and 
19 others, soldiers of the late war and citizens of Michigan, pray- 
ing for the enactment of a law granting full bounty to soldiers 
discharged for diseases contracted in the line of duty on a surgeon’s 
—— of disability ; which was referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin, in favor of an appropriation by Congress for 
the construction of a light-house at the entrance to Sturgeon Bay 
Canal at Sherwood’s Point, in that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the memorial of A. H. Frost and others, 
soldiers of the late war and citizens of Jefferson County, Nebraska, 
remonstratin inst the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) for the ex- 
amination an udication of pension claims; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR presented additional papers in the case of Thomas 
Worthington ; which were referred to the Committee on Claims, to 
accompany the bill (S. No. 268) for the relief of Thomas Worthington. 

Mr. KIRK OOD presented the petition of J. H. Frundy and 24 
others, soldiers of the late war and citizens of Iowa City, Iowa, pray- 


ing for the of a law allowing soldiers the difference between 
the value of greenbacks and gold at the time of payment for their 
services; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
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He also presented the petition of John Pattee, of Iowa City, Iowa, 


ing for the passage of a law gran him sation for ser- 
— —.— rendered as a lieutenant in the Unted States Army from May 
17, 1866, to June 22, 1866; which was referred to the Committee on 


Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of R. R. Plefford, John Wilke- 
son, and others, citizens of o, New York, praying the passage of 
a law to regulate interstate commerce and to p it anjane oi 
criminations by common carriers; which was referred to the t- 
tee on Commerce. 


He also presented the petition of Mrs. Cornelia F. White, of San 
Francisco, California, widow of General Frank J. White, pra; that 


Pittsb Pennsylvania, in favor of an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Allegheny River; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also mted resolutions of the common council of Buffalo, 
New York, in favor of placing February 12, the birthday of the late 
President Lincoln, on the calendar of legal holidays; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SLATER presented the petition of H. M. Thatcher and oth 
citizens of Oregon and California, praying for the establishment o 
a post-route from Linkyille, Oregon, to Scorpion Point, in California ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of As- 
toria, Oregon, in favor of the passage of a law authorizing the Astoria 


and Winnemucca Railroad Company to construct bridges over Young’s 
River and the Lewis and Clark Rivers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GROOME. I present certain preambles and resolutions of the 
oe of Trade of Baltimore City, which are in substance a memorial 
to Con 


gress urging an early repeal of the legal-tender power now 
given by law to the Treasury notes of the Vatted States. As these 
resolutions are very brief, are y respectful in tone, and state the 
deliberate opinion of a body o: tlemen of large business e ence, 
who contro! the vast and rapidly ing commerce of one of the chief 
cities of our Union, I ask that they be read at the Secretary’s desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be reported. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

BOARD or TRADE Rooms, 
Baltimore, February 2, 1880. 

At a meeting of the Board of Trade of Baltimore City, held above da 

nexed report of committee on banks and currency, in to the tender 


act, was ad 
<- ROBERT A. FISHER, President. 
GEORGE U. PORTER, Secretary. 
LEGAL-TENDER ACT. 
Report of committee submitted through its chairman. 

. Whereas the coun has recovered from its late depression and regained a 
financial soundness justifying tho resumption of specie payment, it would seem 
the of wise legislation to remove all acts t wi hand p ee 

of the Constitution, wherein it is declared that the only legal money of the country 


shall be gold and silver; and 
Whereas the 


deemed necessary by Congress bu 

which period has now happily given place to our present prospensty; it is but 

proper that this “war legislation” should now bo repeal ; that by an act of 
gress the mone: eee shoals alone remain as recognized b. 

n are a 


Government, for while tender the permanency of re- 
oubt even by 


of 
er eee to be held in e very power that enacted it: 
erefore, 
Resolved, That as the finances of the country are now on a gold and silver 


eee opm hy ieee tion act of Congress, and as and silver is the 
od money known to the Constitution, the Board of Trade of Baltimore earnestly 
but respec gress the early of the “legal-tender power 


tfully urge Con, 

now given by law tothe ‘Treasury notes of the United States," tothe end that with 

returned 8 confidence may be fully established, legitimate business en- 

13 wild speculation forewarned, and the people feel that there is stability 
our finances 


Resolved, That a copy of these preambles and resolutions be indorsed by the 
secretary, and ted to Congress 


2823 and present our Representatives 
y submitted. 
J H. RIEMAN, Chairman, 
W. G. BOWDOIN. 
HENRY C. SMITH, 
J. WILCOX BROWN. 
GEORGE J. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. These resolutions will lie upon the table 
as the subject-matter has been reported to the Senate. 

Mr. WITHERS. I present the petition of 181 citizens of Nottoway 
County, Virginia, among whom I recognize the names of many prom- 
inent and respectable citizens, praying that Congress may enact such 
laws as may prevent fluctuation in freights and unjust discrimination 
in transportation charges on railroads. I move that it be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WALLACE 1 the petition of William Simmons and 
others, soldiers of the late war and citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsyl- 
vania, = g for the passage of a law for ee ae boun- 
ties; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also Lng te — petition of ere 3 Shoemaker and oth- 
ers, citizens of Pennsylvania, pray or of a law t- 

a pension to Robert Ric of Bradford Cous „in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


resented the memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of | the 


Mr. COCKRELL presented the memorial of Wesley Cotrell and 
others, citizens of Daviess County, Missouri, and soldiers in the war 
of the rebellion, remonstrating against the passage of the bill (S. No. 
496) for the examination and adjudication of pension claims; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present Ae signed by citizens of the 
counties of Atchison, Linn, Jefferson, . Bates, John- 
son, Howard, Burton, Clark, ape Girardeau, Benton, W. n, 
Vernon, Mercer, Cooper, Barry, Pettis, Phelps, Andrew, and Schuy- 
ler, in the State of Mi i, numerously signed by the best citizens 
of those counties, to the number of 3,206, complaining that innocent 
users of patented articles are frequently threatened with prosecution 
as infringers, and that the existing patent laws are ineffectual in pro- 
tecting such parties from the patentees or owners of patents or from 
speculations of impostors. They therefore pray Congress to so 
amend the patent laws as to make the manufacturer or vendor of 
such articles alone responsible for the infringement, and further to 
so amend the patent laws as to protect from penalty any person man- 
ufacturing for his own use any article previously patented, provided 
gee 5 Was not e t of 5 probe 75 — 1 
patent. ese are separate petitions, and I move be 
referred to the Committee PERD 3 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PENDLETO nted the petition of John Jordan and 40 
others, soldiers of the late war, and citizens of Chicago, Illinois; and 
the petition of the Soldiers and Sailors’ Memorial Association, of 
Hamilton County, Ohio praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 
2480) for the relief of the soldiers and sailors who served in the Army 
and Navy of the United States in the late war for the suppression 
of the rebellion, and to restore to them equal rights with the holders 
ie hag bonds; which were referred to the Committee on 

ce. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I present a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of Ohio, which I ask may be read and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, as follows: 

Joint resolution reques' our Senators and Re tatives in Con, to 
the — of certain 3 the 3 * 

Whereas the State of Ohio is interested, in common with other States bordering 
upon the great in the early completion of certain improvements affecting 
their commerce now in ; and 

“Whereas, owing to the dela: in the completion of these works, especially the 
improvement of the channel between Lake Superior and Lake Huron, and of the 
Limekiln 8 the mouth of the Detroit River, the interchauge of our 
products with the Northwest is now subject to great and needless disability and 
i 

the uences of this fall u our whole le, in the 0 = 
— of KSA — of Lake — to the ex! of namely gL 00d 000 
ann y; an 


Whereas, by adequate appropriations therefor, the completion of the lock canal 
at Sault Ste. Marie and the tmprovensent of the Saint Mary's River and the Lime 


5 g, can be completed to sixteen feet of water during the year 1881: 
herefore, 
Resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That an 
cial necessi 
and that we 


urgent commer- 
exists for the earliest possible completion of these improvements, 
by request our Senators in Congress and our Representatives to 
use all FFF 

That the governor of is hereby instructed to forward a copy of 
this joint resolution to each of the Senators and Representatives of Ohio in the 
Congress of the United States. 
THOMAS A. COWGILL, 


0 
Speaker ee OHA 
President 


Adopted January 30, 1880. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented a joint resolution of the Legisl 
of Ohio, remonstrating against an appropriation by Con, for the 
construction of a bri across the Detroit River; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CARPENTER presented a memorial of the common council of 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin, in favor of the construction of a harbor of ref- 
uge at Milwaukee, Wisconsin; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. THURMAN presented a joint resolution of the General Assem- 
bly of Ohio, instructing her Senators and requesting her Representa- 
tives to use their influence to have the provisions of a bill now pend- 
ing before Con for the distribution of the unclaimed money due 
to colored soldiers in the late civil war expended so as to embrace the 
Wilberforce University and Albany Enterprise Academy in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. LOGAN presented resolutions of the Merchants’ 5 of 
Saint Louis, Missouri, in favor of the passage of a law to amend the 
statutes in relation to the immediate — rates of dutiable goods ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. WHYTE. I present the petition of James H. Morrison, pray- 
ing to be reinstated in the United States Navy as passed assistant 
engineer, on the retired list. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ANTHONY. To what committee is the petition to be referred? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That is a wrong reference. I am that 
so accomplished a presiding officer as the Vice-President has not 
learned te shaw practice of the Senate which sends all matters re- 
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lating to the Navy to the Committee on the Judiciary! A bill was 
i a week or two ago to authorize the appointment of medi- 
cal inspectors in the Navy tothe office of chief of the bureau of medi- 
cine and surgery,.and to remove the disability of the present incum- 
bent, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair followed the suggestion of 
the Senator introducing the bill to which the Senator from Rhode 
Island refers. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I cannot rebuke the ignorance of the Chair be- 
cause I share init. I think the bill should have gone to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs; but the Senator who introduced the bill 
asked its reference to the Committee on the Judiciary and it was re- 
ferred to that committee. I submit that the reference of the peti- 
tion just presented should be changed and the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary should take charge of the affairs of the Navy ; there should not 
be a divided jurisdiction 

Mr. VOO presented the memorial of F. M. Schoolcraft and 
others, citizens of Sonthern Indiana, and soldiers who served in the 
war of the rebellion, remonstrating inst the passage of the bill 
(S. No. 496) for the examination and adjudication of pension claims ; 


which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of L. Castle and others, citi- 
zens of Lowell, Lake County, Indi and soldiers in the war of the 
rebellion, praying that they be paid the difference between gold and 

backs at the time they received their pay; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of E. A. Shepherd and others, citi- 
zens of Indiana, and soldiers in the war of the rebellion, praying that 
they be paid the difference between gold and greenbacks at the time 
they received their pay; which was referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 
Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of T. J. Southard & Son and 
others, citizens of Richmond, Maine, praying the y distribution 


of the Geneva award fund; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. FERRY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 533) for the relief of Charles W. Abbot, a 

y director, and W. W. Barry, a passed assistant paymaster in the 
United States Navy. rted it without amendment and submitted 
a report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 231) for the relief of Ben. Holla- 
day, reported it with an amendment and submitted a report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. No. 1051) ting an increase of pension to Ste- 
phen D. Smith, reported it with amendments and submitted a report 
thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same commi to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1097) for the relief of Susan Fox, reported it with an amend- 
ment aoa submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 526) granting a 1 to Esther E. eee Te rted it 
without amendment and submitted a report thereon; which was or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of A. A. Sims and others, praying that a pension be ted to 
Charlotte T. Alderman, widow of James Alderman, late of Company 
E, Twenty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteers, submitted a report 
thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1231) granting a pension to 
Charlotte T. Alderman. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

. EDMUNDS. I am instructed by the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which was referred the bill (S. No. 369) for the relief 
of Alexander McDonald, to report that we have examined the subject 
and are of opinion that Congress has made all the provision for the 
claimant’s relief to which he is entitled under the principles upon 
which the Government must be conducted. We 8 recommend 
that the bill be indeflnitel ned. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And I should like to have the Senate agree 
our report, if the indefinite ement does not do that, so that 
we shall not be troubled with the case again, if we can help it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The report will be regarded as agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the same Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which was referred the bill (S. No. 414) for the relief 
of the heirs of Philip Francis Renault, to state that we have examined 
the subject and are of opinion that the party or his predecessor long 
ago received all the relief to which he was entitled. We therefore 
report adversely to the claim and recommend the indefinite post- 
ponement of the bill. ` I should like our report to be agreed to and 
the bill to be indefinitely med. 

The VICE-PRESID . That order will be made. 

Mr. THURMAN, from the Committee on the Judici to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 392) to remove the political disabilities of John 
R. F. Tatnall, of Georgia, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 


to 


(S. No. 487) to 8 for the appointment of an additional circuit 
judge in the eighth judicial circuit, reported adversely thereon, and 
the bill was 3 indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the joint 
resolution (S. R. No. 4) proposing on amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States, and the joint resolution (S. R. No. 21) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution in relation to appropriations, 
reported adversely thereon. 

. EDMUNDS. I wish to say in regard to these joint resolutions 
as to authorizing the President to veto a part of an appropriation bill, 
that I do not agree to the report of the committee iad think that 
some provision of this kind ought to be made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolutions will be postponed 
indefinitely, if there be no objection. 

Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1188) granting arrears of pension to Emma 
M. Moore, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered 
to be pes and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. JONAS, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. No. 1049) to amend section 2447 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States in relation to the issue of patents 
for private land claims confirmed by act of Congress, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

He also, from the same commi to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2004) to confirm the title of Charles Olivier Duelozel to 
certain lands in the State of Louisiana, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FARLEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 534) granting a pension to Caroline Treckell, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 370) granting a pennon to Phæbe C. Doxsie, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Dr. Mary E. Walker, praying for an increase of pension, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be prin 
and the committee were discharged from the further consideration 
the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
cyte) Eli 5 prayin Aes ze al (. Ne a pension, sub- 
mi @ report thereon, accompani yabi No. ) granting 
C 
— he bo was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 

rinted. £ 
r. WITHERS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the penho of Frederick Weller, a soldier of the war of 1812, 
praying to be allowed a pension, submitted a report thereon, accom- 
panied by a bill (S. No. ) ting a pension to Frederick Weller. 
0 eee was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
rinted. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Hogh Wilson, of Freeport, Illinois, praying to be granted a 
pennon, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to 

printed, and the committee were discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 691) for the relief of Jared Gardner, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 955) granting a pension to William S. Fultz, of Muscatine County, 
Iowa, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1185) panung a pension to Jesse 
F. Phares, to report adversely thereon. is is a bill for the relief of 
the peron whose petition I reported adversely on a few days Kp: 
The bill was afterward introduced, and is now reported back. 0 
person for whose relief the bill was introduced was a scout, and is not, 
therefore, under the law, entitled to a pension, and the committee, 
for that reason, directed me to report adversely. Ido not concur my- 
self in the conclusion of the committee, and ask that the bill be placed 
upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar, 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Iam also instructed by the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1186) granting a pension to John 
Snider, to report adversely thereon. This bill is identical in almost 
every particular with the one just reported, and I ask that it also be 
placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar, 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. CALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. S0 Sapien! an increase of pension to Thornton 
Smith, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of citizens of Iowa, praying that a pension be 


152 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 9, 


granted to Samuel Moore, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition. S 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 591) granting a pension to Nicholas H. Kelley, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1017) granting an increase of pension to Jerry Robinson, late 
co: -8€ t First Regiment United States Colored Troops, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was ned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 639) granting a pension to John G. McDonald, late actin 
assistant surgeon of the nd Regiment Pennsylvania Heavy Arti 
ay Volunteers, submitted an-adverse report thereon; which was 

ered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 810) granting a pension to Anne P. Newlin, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 982) granting a pension to Spencer W. Tryon, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. z f 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 801) for the relief of Martha E. Brown and Jesse W. W. Flen- 
ner, minor heir of First Lieutenant Joseph L, Flenner, deceased, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 495) to reinstate Thomas H. Lawrence as a 
third lieutenant in the United States revenue marine, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. GORDON. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 827) to facilitate the 
negotiation of bills of lading and other commercial instruments, and 
to punish fraud therein, to ask, in view of the spore legal qase 
tions involved, that the Committee on Commerce be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The report was agreed to. 

FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask leave to present the views of the minority of 
the Committee on Military Affairs upon the bill s. No. 1139) for the 
relief of Fitz-John Porter, late e ee . of the United States 
volunteers and colonel of the Army. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The views will be received and printed. 

TREASURY ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. WHYTE. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred a letter of the Treasurer of the United States 
transmitting a copy of his accounts rendered to and settled with the 
First Comptroller tor the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and a let- 
ter from the Treasurer transmitting a copy of his account with the 
United States on account of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1879, to report that they have examined the 
documents and do not deem it Teis g Hand have them printed. I 
move that the committee be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the subject. 

The motion was agreed to. 

AMERICAN EPHEMERIS AND NAUTICAL ALMANAC. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing, 
to which was referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 93) for print- 
ing the American Ephemeris and Nautical Almanac, to report it with- 
out amendment and recommend its passage. I ask for its present 
consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It provides that there 
shall be printed annually at the Government Printing Office 1,500 
copies of the American Ephemeris and Nautical Almanac and of the 

pers . of Which 100 shall be for the use of 
the Senate, 400 for the House of Representatives, and 1,000 for the 
public service, to be distributed by the Navy Department. Additional 
copies of the Ephemeris and of the Nautical Almanac there- 
from may be ordered by the Secretary of the Navy for sale; but all 
moneys received from such sale shall be deposited in the Treasury to 
the credit of the appropriation for public printing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. e joint resolution does not provide copies for 
distribution at all, I understand, but proposes to farnish the Senate 
with 100 copies and 400 for the use of the House? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 
A messag 


e from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his Secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 4th instant approved and signed the act (S. No. 891) to locate and 
te for the United States Naval Observatory. 


purchase a new 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1234) amending an act entitled “An act 
grinin a pension to William R. Browne,” approved February 7, 

879; which was read twice by its title, and, with accompanying 
pa 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

. BECK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1235) granting a pension to Susan Smallwood, 
widow of William J. Smallwood, first lieutenant Seventh Kentuc 
Volunteer Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and refi 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1236) for the relief of Albert Grant; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FERRY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1237) for the relief and protection of post- 
masters; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1238) for the relief of Nathan Butler, of Min- 
neapolis, Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 3 ing a pension to Mrs. Kate E. 
Whiting, widow of Leonard J. Whiting, late second lieutenant Sixth 
nee Rhode Island Volunteers; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1240) for the relief of Prescilla W. Burwell, widow 
and pero representative of Hon. Armistead Burwell, late of Vicks- 
burgh, Mississippi, deceased ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PADDOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1241) to provide for the holding of a term 
of the circuit and district courts of the United States at Lincoln, 
Nebraska, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the J auas 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1242) to authorize certain 
persons to make homestead entries upon the public lands in person 
or by an agent ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1243) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
James F. Carter and John Wesley Gensel; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT (by zonae asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1244) to te the payment of ali- 
mony in suits for divorce in the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. R asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1245) for the relief of E. W. Raymond; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


He also and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1248) for the relief of Field & Hill; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


Mr. JONES, of Florida, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 1247) to amend sections 2262 and 2301 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to the settlers 
affidavit in pre-emption and commuted homestead entries; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WHYTE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1248) for the relief of Rebecca T. Scott, widow 
of the late Major John B. Scott, of the Third Artillery, United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1249) to amend an act entitled “An act granting 
a pension to Sophia Brooke Taylor, thee ke of the late Major Francis 
Taylor ;” which was read twice by its fitle, and, with the accompa- 
nying Rapers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1250) for the relief of W. J. Magill; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1251) for the relief of the Louisville and 
Jefferson County Agricul and Mechanical Association of the 
State of Kentucky; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In connection with this bill I would state that 
there was a petition relating to the subject presented in the 2 
fifth Congress by my predecessor, I move that the papers on 
be referred, with the bill, to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. W. CE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1252) to define the terms of office of certain 
officials of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1253) prohibiting the arrest of election officers on 
election day; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COKE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. ) for the relief of Henry Warren; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


rs. 

Mr. CALL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce 1 resolution (S. R. No. 76) directing that 10,000 copies 
of the Medical and Surgical History of the War of the Rebellion 
be printed; which was read twice by its „title, and referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a 7. — resolution (S. R. No. 77) ee . the 
President of the United States to make inquiry as to the truth of cer- 
tain all cruelties of the Chinese government toward the children 
of Beg Kuli and other Chinese subjects, and to protest against the 
same in the name of this Government; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
sg rye ASIDE (b uest) asked, and b; i t ob 

i req an unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to recom a joint resolution (3. R. No. 78) for the relief 
of Albert Speyers; which Was read twice by its title, aud referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 
That the in the matter of the petition of Ellen be with- 
saree ate om $ atyai 

On motion of Mr. WITHERS, it was 

Ordered, That John W. Benkley or the representatives of Mrs. S. A. Hol- 
land be permitted to withdraw the papers in connection with her application for 
relief, under the rules. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill 9955 Yo. 
185) for the relief of Gibbes & Co., of Charleston, South Carolina. 

he message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3497) to provide for 
a deficiency in the appropriation. for furniture, and repairs of the 
8 the House presentatives for the fiscal year ending June 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution ; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3328) to remove the political disabilities of John 
Owins, of Portsmouth, Virginia ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3832) to remove the political disabilities of Joseph 
A. Seawell, of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2796) for the relief of George Eyster; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4268) in relation to mileage of jurors and witnesses 
in the State of Colorado; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 203) making appropriations for the 
Reform School of the District of Columbia. 


EXTENSION OF MORNING HOUR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. THURMAN. I rise, in pursuance of notice given, to move the 
consideration of the Geneva award bill; but I am willing to wait 
five minutes until the morning business is closed, if the Senate de- 
sires it. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us get through with the morning business. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move that the morning hour be extended for 
five minutes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to that 


suggestion. 
PORTRAIT OF MARTHA WASHINGTON. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library: 


Resolved, Seon puma a ag e 3 to 5 uire uae 
éxpediency and propriety urchasin, ê -len portrait o - 
ington, by Andrews, for the East Room of the Executive Mansion. 

DISTRICT STREET RAILROADS, 


Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are 
hereby, directed to inform the Senate as soon as may be— 

First. Whether on the Ist day of January, eighteen hundred and eighty, (1880,) 
any of the street railroad corporations in the District of Columbia were in arrear 
for taxes assessed against them, or for which they were liable, and if so, which of 
said corporations were so in arrear, and to what amount. 

Second. Whether on said 5 55 any of said corporations were in arrear or in- 
debted to the District of Columbia or to the United States in respect of any charges 
or assessments growing out of the paving or repa „ grading or repair of any of 
the streets or avenues in the cities of Washington or Geergetown, and if so, which 
of said corporations and to what amount. 


NORTH AMERICAN ETHNOLOGY, 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of irs, gegen 88 That there be 
printed at the Government Printing Office 5,000 copies each volumes 4 and 
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5 Contributions to North American Ethno , uniform with the preceding vol- 
umes of the series, and with the necessary illustrations ; 2,000 of which 
shall be for the use of the House of Representatives, 1,000 for the use of the Sen- 
ate, and 2,000 for distribution by the Smithsonian Institution. 


HAYDEN’S ATLAS OF COLORADO. 
Mr. DAWES submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: > 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That the Public 
Printer be directed to furnish red copies of the Atlas of Co o, by F. V. Hay- 
den; 2,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the House of Representatives, 
and 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate. 


RESUMPTION AND FUNDING. 
Mr. FERRY submitted the following resolution ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That 5,000 extra copies be printed of Executive Document No. 9, For- 
ty-sixth Con „being letter from T 
and documents pertaining to resumption and ; 2,000 copies for the use of 
the Senate, and 3,000 es for the use of the House. 


GEOLOGICAL AND GEOGRAPHICAL SURVEY OF THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. WHYTE submitted the following concurrent resolution ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives „) That there be 
pointed ob the Govermmcat Peiating Ocoee too aes tr tee ent of the In- 
terior, 1,500 copias saci of volumes 4 and 12, and 1,200 copies of volumes 3, 8, 
and 13, of the reports of the Geological and phical of the Terri- 
tories, in quarto form, with necessary illustrations, with the edition ordered 


by Congress. 
EDWARD BRADEN AND J. W. ANGUS, 

Mr. ROLLINS. I move that the House of Representatives be re- 
quested to return the bill (S. No. 56) for the relief of Edward Braden 
and J. W. Angus, which passed the Senate on Wednesday last, and a 
motion to reconsider which was afterward entered. e bill was 
reported from the Committee on Mili Affairs by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Maxey] and amended by the Senate. I desire to have 
the bill returned to the Senate so that the motion to reconsider can be 


acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
request for the return of the bill will be transmitted to the House of 
Representatives. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. No. 90) granting the right of way through the pub- 
lic lands to the Cheyenne, Black Hills and Montana Railroad and 
Telegraph Company; which was referred to the Committee on Rail- 
roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 4268) in relation to the mileage of jurors 
and witnesses in the State of Colorado; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were sev- 
2 eaa twice by their titles, and refi to the Committee on 

e Judic : 

A bill (H. R. No. 3328) to remove the political disabilities of John 
Owins, of Portsmouth, Virginia; 

Ab u R. No. 3832) to remove the political disabilities of Joseph 
A. Seawell, of Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 4268) in relation to mileage of jurors and wit- 
nesses in the State of Colorado. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2796) for the relief of George Eyster was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 203) making appropriations for the 
Reform School of the District of Columbia was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GARLAND. On last Thursday when the bill (S. No. 605) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to deposit certain funds in the 
United States Treasury in lieu of investment was reached upon the 
Calendar, at m; uest the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON] 
agreed that it should be passed over. I made the request then be- 
cause I had not examined the report which had just then been laid 
upon my table. Since then I have examined the report and the bill, 
and I have no objection to it. Thanking the Senator from Ohio for 
iera it over at that time, I now move that the bill be taken up. 

Mr. THURMAN. In pursuance of the notice that I gave, I wish to 
call up the bill (S. No. 1194) for reviving and continuing the court of 
commissioners of Alabama claims, and for the distribution of the 
unappropriated moneys of the Geneva award. I wish to say that 
after the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Davis] shall have addressed the 
Senate on this bill I shall consent, if any one desires it, that the bill 
may go over until to-morrow in order that all amendments that may 
be offered may be printed. I will say to my friend from Arkansas 
[Mr. GARLAND] that if his bill will not give rise to any discussion or 
consume any time, I shall be willing, after this bill has been taken 
up, to lay it aside informally for a few minutes, in order that his bill 
may be considered ; but I wish now to have Senate bill No. 1194 taken 
up, in order that the Senator from Illinois may address the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair reminds the Senator from 
borg that Senate bill No. 19 is the special order for this day and at 

time. 
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Mr. THURMAN. Then I move to postpone the present and all 
3 Bagi in order to proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 

0. 1194. 

Mr. McDONALD. Senate bill No. 19 was entered as a special order, 
with the understanding that it would be med to enable the 
Senator from Illinois to address the Senate y, if he desired to 


do so. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
order i ned 


18 k 
Mr. G . It will take but a few moments to consider Senate 
bill No. 605. Iwill state to the Senator from Ohio that it is not really 
my bill but a bill which his colleague [Mr. PENDLETON] reported from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. It will lead to no debate. 
THURMAN. Ihave said that after Senate bill No. 1194 is taken 
to lay it aside informally to take up Senate bill No. 
must call for the regular 


order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S. No. 1194) for reviving and continuing the court of commission- 
ers of Alabama claims, and for the distribution of the unappropriated 
moneys of the Geneva award. 

The motion was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 


Mr. 
up I shall 
605; but if it gives rise to any debate 
rd 


INDIAN TRUST FUNDS. 


Mr. GARLAND. I now move that the regular order be laid aside 
informally in order to take up the bill that I indicated a few mo- 
ments 5 


Mr. T. . Iam that the pending bill 1 Ber laid 
aside informally, subject to a for the regular order. the bill 
of the Senator from Arkansas gives rise to any debate, I shall call 
for the regular order. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 605) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to deposit certain funds in the United States 
Treasury in lieu of investment, the question being on the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and in 
lien thereof to insert: 


Treasury of the United States any and all sums now held b 
ereafter be recet Seoretary. of the Interior ani 
FFF United States 


lately purchased 
opinion that the best interests of 


ti rescribed by law, and such 
aa poser, pric’ may 8 without farther app: 
gress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

NAVAL OBSERVATORY COMMISSION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the provisions of an act passed 
at the present session of Con entitled (An act to locate and pur- 
chase a new site for the United States Naval Observatory,” the Chair 
designates the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. WHYTE,] a member of 
the Senate Naval Committee, as one of the commission provided by 
said act. 

GENEVA AWARD FUND. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 1194) for reviving and Se the court of com- 
missioners of Alabama claims, and for the distribution of the unap- 
propriated moneys of the Geneva award. 

. McDONALD. I desire to submit certain amendments to the 
pending bill. 

EA CE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be received and 

rinted. ` 
5 Mr. McDONALD. I submit also a substitute for the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 3 substitute will be printed. 
The bill will be reported at length. 

Mr. WHYTE. Inasmuch as the bill is 3 and is quite a lon, 
bill, and as there have been various amendments offered and we sh: 
have it read many times before it is finally voted upon, I suggest that 
the present reading of the bill be dispensed with, to enable the Sen- 
ator from Illinois to proceed at once. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. President, of the $15,500,000 awarded 
* as the indemnity to be paid by Great Britain to the United States 
for the satisfaction of the claims referred to the consideration of 
the tribunal” at Geneva, organized under the treaty of Washington, 
between the United States and Great Britain, of the Sth of May, 1871, 
there is an undistributed surplus of $9,553,800 ; and it was on the 31st 


day of March, 1877, covered into the Treasury of the United States. 
In order to determine what disposition should be made of it, it is 
proper to recur.to the proceedings of that tribunal, the claims that 
3 presented to it, its action upon them, and our subsequent legis- 

tion. 

The asserted failure of Great Britain to discharge in a beflttin 
manner her obligations as a neutral power during our disastrous ci 
war, was a subject of earnest and continued remonstrance by the United 


States. The British authorities did not, however, recognize the jus- 
tice of this remonstrance, but insisted that they had fai ly exerted 
all the power given to them by Parliament, and that Her esty’s 


government, having fulfilled all the duties required of it by the law 
of nations, was not liable for any damages claimed for losses and in- 
juries sustained by reason of the ci diar fitting out, arming, or equip- 
ping of the Alabama and other rebel cruisers, or the entation of 

orce which they had received in Great Britain or any of her colonies. 

After several abortive attempts to adjust the matter in controversy 
between the two powers, the joint high commission created by them 
met in this city and concluded a treaty. By its terms Her Britannic 
Majesty stipulated with the United States for the appointment of a 
tribunal of arbitration to meet at Geneva for the determination of the 
claims generically known as the Alabama claims,” and declared 
that the arbitrators in deciding the matters submi should be goy- 
erned by three rules which were embodied in the treaty, as applicable 
to the case, and by such principles of international law as were not 
inconsistent therewith. 

Numerous claims against Great Britain made by unassured owners 
of destroyed property and y insurance companies who had paid as 
for a “total loss” had, with documentary evidence to establish them, 
been previously filed in the Department of State, and they furnished 
a conspicuous part of the grievances for which our Government de- 
manded reparation. On the 30th of August, 1871, that Department 

ve ponlle notice that those who had not already filed their claims 

ould do so without delay, in order that they might be taken into 
account in presenting the aggregate claims to be brought before the 
tribunal. Claimants were at the same time informed that they must 
prepare for themselyes the proof of their respective claims. Conform- 
ably to the third article of the treaty, the tribunal met and the United 
States presented its “ case.” It was an elaborate paper, in which the 
liability of Great Britain was strenuously 3 and our claim for 
indemnity was comprised under two general heads: 

First. Claims on behalf ofthe Government of the United States itself, 
to wit: 

A. Claims for the destruction of vessels and property belonging to 
the Government. 

B. The national expenditures in the pursuit of the cruisers. 

C. The loss in the transfer of the American commercial marine to 
the British flag. 

D. The prolongation of the war, and the addition of a large sum to 
the cost of the war and the suppression of the rebellion. 

Second. Claims on behalf of individuals, namely: 

A. Claims for the destruction of vessels and property belonging to 
individuals. 

B. Claims for damages or injuries to persons growing out of the 
destructions of vessels. 

C. The enhanced payments of insurance, or war premiums. 


Her Majesty’s 8 before the meeting of the tribunal main. 
tained that the foregoing claims, so far as they were for indirect or 
conséquential s, did not fall within the treaty, and that the 


damage 

tribunal was not clothed with power to determine them. Her repre- 
sentative at Geneva asked for an adjournment to afford the two gov- 
ernments an opportunity to continue pending negotiations on this 
subject. The disagreement upon this 3 question, as to the 
jurisdiction conferred on the tribunal over claims of this peculiar 
description, seemed for a time to threaten the defeat of the execution 
of a treaty which was designed to adjust all existing causes of dif- 
ference between the two nations—causes which involved in imminent 
peril their friendly relations. 

The arbitrators, however, declared that “after the most careful 
perusal of all that has been angoa on the part of the Government of 
the United States in respect of these claims, they have arrived indi- 
vidually and collectively at the conclusion that these claims do not 
constitute, upon the principles of international law applicable to such 
cases, good foundation for an award of compensation or Sees e : 
of damages between nations, and should, upon such principles, be 
wholly excluded from the consideration of the tribunal in ng its 
award, even if there were no disageement between the two govern- 
ments as to the e yen | of the tribunal to decide thereon.” 

This spontaneous declaration of the arbitrators upon this vital ques- 
tion was communicated to our Government. Our Secretary of State 
said: 

This is the attainment of an end which the Government had in view in the put- 
ting forth of those claims. We had no desire for a reward, but desired 
<p eee by the tribunal as to the liability of a neutral for claims of this 

The requisite instructions were communicated by telegram to our 
agent, who, pursuant thereto, declared at a subsequent meeting of 
the arbitrators “ that the decision sgain the admissibility of claims 
for, first, the losses in the transfer of American commercial marine to 


the British fag; second, the enhanced payments of insurance, and, 


1880. 


third, the prolongation of the war, is accepted by the President of 
the United States as determinative of their judgment upon the im- 

rtant questions of public law involved. The agent of the United 
Btates is authorized to say that consequently the above-mentioned 
claims will not be further insisted upon before the tribunal by the 
United States, and may be excluded from all consideration in any 
award that may be made.” 

Upon the record of the tribunal a formal entry was made that the 
several claims for indirect “are and from henceforth shall 
be wholly excluded from the consideration of the tribunal.” 

In submitting his report to the Department of State our agent 
remarked that on the side of Great Britain the solution was a prac- 
tical one. No damages were to be awarded for this class of claims. 
On our side the solution was reached in the manner appointed by 
the treaty, to wit, in the action of the court.” 

The published p. ings of the tribunal thus furnish conclusive 

roofs of its decision, made with the expressed acquiesence of this 
. that all claims were to be excluded from the consider- 
ation of the arbitrators except those for direct losses growing out of 
the destruction of vessels and their cargoes by the insurgent cruis- 
ers; and the eleventh article of the treaty provided that the result 
of those proceedings should be “ a full, perfect, and final settlement” 
of all the claims. ; 

Eighteen cruisers were named: The Alabama, Florida, Shenan- 
doah, Tuscaloosa, Clarence, Tacony, Archer, Retribution, ia, 
Sumter, Nashville, Tallahassee, Chickamauga, Sallie, Jefferson Davis, 
Music, Boston, and V. H. Joy. 

Article 7 of the treaty required the tribunal to “ determine as to 
each vessel separately whether Great Britain has, by any act or omis- 
sion, failed to fulfill any of the duties set forth in the foregoing three 
rules,” (referring to the rules incorporated in the treaty,) “ or - 
nized by the principles of international law not inconsistent wi 
such rules, and to certify such fact as to each of such vessels.” 

The tribunal performed theduty thus enjoined upon it and decided 
that Great Britain has so failed in the cases of the Alabama, of the 
Florida, and of the Shenandoah from and after her entry into Hob- 
son’s Bay, and that she was nsible for the acts of those vessels 
accordingly ; and that as to the Tuscaloosa, (tender to the ADANA) 
the Clarance, Tacony, and Archer, (tenders to the Florida,) such tend- 
ers or auxilia vessels, being properly regarded as accessories, must 
necessarily follow the lot of their pons and be submitted to 
the same decision which applies to them respectively ; and that as to 
the other vessels Great Britain was not in fault. 

This decision as to the cruisers for which Great Britain was not in 
fault, and for which no damages could therefore be awarded, was of 
course binding upon the United States and the individual claimants 
for the redress of injuries which they had sustained by reason of the 
destruction of their property by those cruisers. The mt of the 
United States then presented a detailed statement of c s for the 
destruction of vessels and property by the inculpated cruisers, set- 
ting forth “the cruiser which did the injury, the vessel destroyed, 
the several claimants for the vessel and for cargo, the amounts in- 
sured on each, and all the other facts n to enable the tribunal 
to reach a conclusion as to the amount of the injury committed by 
the cruiser.” The proofs had been furnished in some instances by 
the owners of the property and in others by the insurance companies. 

It was conceded by the agent of the British government that the 
insurance companies wno pea the owners as for a “ total loss” were 
“entitled to be subrogated to the rights of the latter upon the well- 
known principle that an underwriter who has paid as for a total loss 
acquires the Tights of the assured in respect of the subject-matter of 
the insurance,” but he insisted that in some instances both the under- 
writer and the owner were claimants for the same loss. The Goy- 
ernment of the United States then presented bills of particulars of 
each vessel destroyed by the cruisers in question, with the amount 
claimed therefor and interest thereon, and asked that the aggre- 
gate of this amount and interest be the sum awarded. The British 
government objected to the allowance of interest, but submitted 
counter statements. The direct claims were then taken up and con- 
sidered, and the court, after deciding that there was no ground for 
awarding the United States any sum for the cost of the pursuit of 
the confederate cruisers, and excluding all claims for prospective 
earnings and all claims for freights, so far as they ex: ed net 
freights, and deeming it preferable to adopt the form of the adjudi- 
cation of the same in gross rather than to refer the allowance of 
each individual claim to a board of assessors as provided by the tenth 
article of the treaty, made an award of a specific sum, as indemnity 
to be paid by Great Britain for the satisfaction of all the claims re- 
ferred to the consideration of the tribunal, This sum was deemed 
to furnish an adequate indemnity for direct losses arising from the 
actual destruction by the inculpated cruisers of specific property, 
and no distinction was made between theclaim of the underwriter 
and that of the owner who had taken out no policy of insurance. 

The amount awarded having been paid, Congressestablished a court 
of commissioners of Alabama claims by the act of June 3, 1874, in 
which this singular provision is found— 

No claim shall be admissible or allowed by said court or in behalf of any insur- 
ance 5 insurer, either in its or his own right, or as assignee, or other- 
wise in the 


tof a person or party insured as aforesaid, unless said claimant 
shall show to the satisfaction of said court that during the late rebellion the sum 
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of its or his losses, in respect to its or his war risks, exceeded the sum of its or his 
nap recto beta ol ec oy aay ape are Senge eine and in case of any 
such allowance the same not be greater than such excess of loss. 


That court concluded its labors. After pers to the non-assured 
owners of ar pated destroyed by the inculpated cruisers the claims 
which were filed and allowed, the Government has, as before re- 
marked, a surplus; and, in disposing of it, a question arises in deter- 
mining which the honor and the sense of justice of the nation are 
involved. That question would seem to admit of but one solution. 
The money should be faithfully and exclusively applied to the satis- 
faction of the remaining claims of that class which was decided by the 
tribunal to be just and valid, and which, with the claims now paid, 
constituted the basis of the award. 

It is said, however, that these are claims of insurance companies 
whose aggregate gains in taking “war risks” more than covered 
losses thereby sustained. If this objection has any force, such claims 
should not have been urged by our Government or recognized by the 
arbitrators. We, however, did insist upon their 2 and validity, 
and having received the money awarded in sati ion of them, how 
can we, without doing violence to our se}f-respect and forfeiting our 
good name among the nations, refuse to appropriate it to the specific 
uses for which we claimed and received it? Can A, as the represent- 
ative and trustee of B, receive from C moneys on the claim of B and 
then withhold them from the latter, on the ground that the claim 
was unjust, although C makes no reclamation for them? No man 
having a qo} perception of right would hesitate in condemning so 

ta breach of good faith and common honesty. The Govern- 
mentin all its relations is bound scrupulously to adhere to those rules 
of fair dealing which should control the transactions of men. The 
money should therefore be appropriated to the purposes for which 
it was awarded, or, if wron; y recov should be returned. 

There is nothing, however, in the objection. It might with asmuch 
justice be insi that the non-assured owner should not be paid, 
whenever the profits of his commercial adventure during the war 
exceeded his losses. It is a cardinal principle of marine insurance 
law that, in the language of Mr. Webster, “an underwriter who has 
paid a loss on ship or merchandise to the owner is entitled to what- 
ever may be recovered from the property. His right accrues by the 
very act of payment; and if the property or its be after- 
ward recovered in whole or in, t, whether the recovery be from 
the sea, from captors, or the justice of foreign States, such recovery 
is for the benefit of the underwriter.” International tribunals in 
awarding indemnity make no distinction between such an under- 
writer and the non-assured owner. A striking instance is furnished 
in the adjudications of the mixed commission on American and Brit- 
ish claims, which was organized September 26, 1871, under the 
twelfth article of the treaty in question. The British steamship 
Circassian was captured on the 4th of May, 1862, by the United States 
steamer Somerset, for an attempted violation of the blockade estab- 
lished 1 to the President's proclamation of the 19th April, 
1861. She and her cargo were condemned as lawful prize by a decree 
which was affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United States. 
Holding that the decree was unwarranted by the law of nations ap- 
plicable to the facts of the case, the commission awarded 3 
to the mortgagee of the ship, to other parties for the value of the 
freight, and to various British insurance companies and individual 
underwriters for the amount insured on her cargo, on which a “total 
loss” had been paid. 

The assumption that we have a discretionary control over this 
fund finds no support in the fact, which is cited to sustain it, that 
the tribunal awarded a sum in gross. The provided that the 

might be so awarded, or that a board of assessors should be 
appointed to ascertain and determine what claims were valid and 
what amounts should be paid on account of the 3 of Great 
Britain riper from her failure as to each vessel, according to the 
extent of such liability as decided by the arbitrators. The a of 
the United States preferred the award of a sum in in the mis- 
taken belief, as subsequent events have proved, that by the other 
mode greater delays would inevitably occur, and that the sums due 
to the an ic rd paruo would be longer withheld. But it is obvious 
that both modes are substantially and practically the same, inas- 
much as the assessors, in passing upon the validity of claims, would 
be bound by the decision of the tribunal at Geneva, affirming the 
non-liability of Great Britain for by reason either of en- 
hanced premiums of insurance or of the destruction of American 
8 by other than certain ified cruisers. All claims of either 
of these classes would therefore have been undoubtedly rejected and 
those of the insurance companies which had paid as for a “ total loss” 
on 8 by these species cruisers would have been 
allow though a separate finding would have fixed the amount 
in each case, the assessors would have awarded that the govern- 
ment of Great Britain pay to the Government of the United States 
a sum equal to the aggregate amount of the several claims. Such 
was the course pursued by the mixed commission on British and 
American claims, where an award was given on each claim; such 
‘was required by the plain terms of the treaty; and such seems to be 
the uniform practice applicable to such cases. 

Ika tras that pric was d ed on the high seas by other 
confederate cruisers, and that an ced premium for insurance 
was exacted by reason of the peculiar hazards to which American 
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commerce was exposed. It has been urged that the fund should be 
distributed to the parties who, by either of these ways, incurred loss 


or sustained da: The obvious answer is that their right to the 
indemnity was submitted to the tribunal of our own selection, and 
its decision, adverse to them, is final and conclusive. The holders of 
the rejected claims have, therefore, no better right to participate in 
this fund than have those whose property was taken or destroyed 
during the Morgan raids, or the invasion of General Lee, or those in 
every condition—and their name is legion—who suffered in person or 
estate by reason of the lamentable struggle, wherein was involved 
the “unity of government which makes us one people.” 

Again, it is said that the United States presented the claims and 
obtained the award. The only mode in which a citizen can obtain 
redress for the wrongful act of a 7 5 5 power is by the instrumen- 
tality of his own government. To it he owes allegiance. From it 
he is entitled to protection. That protection would, however, be but 
a hollow mockery if the authorities of his own country, after seek- 


ing and obtaining from the offending nation pecuniary compensation 
tor his injuries, should lock up the money in the treasury or appro- 
priate it to other purposes. The United States did claim for 


the imputed wrongs which it had sustained, but not one dollar was 
awarded to it for the destruction of the property of the nation. This 
fact ap with unmistakable certainty by the record of the tribu- 
nal and the opinions which each of its members pronounced. Sir 

Alexander Cockburn declared that had the Conf States suc- 
ceeded in acquiring an independent nationality, Great Britain would 
have had a perfect right to insist upon being indemnified for a pecu- 
11 loss incurred through this violation of her neutrality and law, 
but CCCCTCCCCC00T tymadiria ditis losses suffered by 
individuals, Great Britain did not ask for a recoupment of dam- 
ages, although those States now form a part of the American Union; 
but he thought that the tribunal, in the exercise of its equitable an 
unfettered jurisdiction, should w interest. It was, however, 
allowed, but in the opinion that com tion was due only for indi- 
vidual losses his colleagues did not differ with him. 

Great Britain, we are told, has no interest in the manner in which 
distribution shall be made. Thisis true. Neither had we any con- 
cern in the di of the fund awarded to her against the United 
States by the mixed commission under other articles of the treaty. 
By the action had under that instrument, all claims against each na- 
tion were absolutely Are . and if either defrauds the parties 
in whose behalf it the right to redress, and to indemnify 
whom the money was paid, the other has no cause of complaint, but 
that affords no justification for a breach of duty which it owes to its 
own citizens or subjects. On Great Britain no unfulfilled obligation 
rests. The money she received from us has been long since paid to 
British subjects, while our duty in distributing the money she paid 
to us has not been ormed. 

Objections have urged in some quarters against the claim of 
the underwriter, which it will be 755 to notice. It has been said 
that the doctrine of subrogation does not apply, because the slipe 
and cargo having been destroyed, nothing was left to which any rig t 
could attach; that the claim against a foreign government for the 
value of the destroyed vessels and is in no just sense a right, 
and does not constitute property; that even after that government 
has paid to us an indemnity commensurate with the value of the 
property, we are under no obligation to pay it over to the injured 
parties, and that in En, d a petition of right by a British subject 
would not, under such circumstances, lie t the Crown; that in 
such a case, the claim of the underwriter, in the most favorable view 
in which it can be „reaches. only the money adjudged and 
received by a ified owner under an award pusang to a treaty, 
and can then only be enforced by appropriate legal p: i i 
the latter as his trustee. Campbell vs. Mullett, (2 Swanston, p. 551;) 
Tobin vs. The Queen, (6 Best & Smith, p. 257 ;) Baron de Bode’s case, 

8 Q. B., 208; 13 Q. B., 364; 3 H. L. C., 468;) and Rustomjee vs. The 
ueen, (1 Q. B. D., 487,) are cited in 5 1 of these positions. 

In the first case, commissioners had been appoin under our 
treaty with Great Britain in 1794 to award compensation to Ameri- 
can citizens for the unjust capture and condemnation of their ves- 
sels. A claim was made by a firm, one of whose members was a 
Frenchman and the others were American citizens. His claim was 
i Spon the ground that he was an alien enemy of Great Bri- 

„and did not, ore, come within the purview of the treaty. 
Indemnity was granted to the other owners only for their shares of 
the 8 5 ee e In a suit pip ag inst the American partners 
by the Frenc the master of the Rolls decided adversely to him 
upon the ground that the idemnity awarded was not stem Beal 
sets, and that he had no title thereto, inasmuch as his claim had been 
rejected and the other partners received no more than the value of 
their share of the joint property. The judge further advanced the 
doctrine that whatever had awarded by the commission was not 
on the ground of right or private property, but of hardship and in- 
justice, and that under the circumstances the inducements for one 
nation to give to the citizens of another indemnity were matters of 
conciliation but not of strict legal right, and that the case was not 
one of property recovered in a court of law as a matter of right. 
This doctrine was expressly disapproved by the Supreme Court of the 
United States in Comegys et al. vs. Vasse, (1 Peters, 193,) and it has 
not been sanctioned by any subsequent adjudication. 


In De Bode’s case, an indemnity fund had been received from a for- 
eign ee In his petition the supplicant claimed under an 
act of Parliament Providing. for the distribution of the fund to those 
whose names were duly entered, and declaring that the residue should 
be at the absolute disposal of the commissioners of the treasury. His 
name was not so entered, and the court, holding that the act of Par- 
liament was conclusive, decided that the claim to the surplus could 
not be maintained. Such would be the ruling in this country; a party 
claiming under an act of Sonra must bring his case within its pro- 
visions. Such being the conceded law, it behooves us so to legislate in 
regard to the fund in question that the just rights of the partiesmay 
be effectually secured. 

Tobin vs. The Queen, was to recover the value of a vessel destroyed 
on the coast of Africa by an officer of the British navy, who seized it 
in the belief that it was engaged in the slave trade, but who failed 
to have it condemned by the proper court. 

Feather vs. The Queen, was brought by the holder of letters-patent 
for an invention to recover compensation for the use in Her Majesty’ 
service of the invention for which the letters had been granted. 
court decided in these cases that the petition would not lie either for 
a wro act done by a servant of the Crown in the supposed per- 
formance of his duty, or to recover unliquidated fora ee 
These cases maintain the settled doctrine in England that a tion 
of right may be resorted to: first, for the trial of the right of sub- 
ject nst that of the Crown to pro , or an interest in property 

by the Crown, and if he su jadgment entitles him to 
recover possession of the specified property, or the value thereof, if it 
has been converted to the use of the Crown; second, where the claim 
arises out of a contract, as for goods su plied to the public service. 
This doctrine has no bearing on at uestion arising in r 

Rustomjee vs. The Queen is ci sustain the position that Con- 
gress can rightfully exercise an absolute and unrestrained discretion 
in this matter, and a single p: from the opinion of the learned 
chief-justice is regarded as conclusive authority that the parties in 
whose behalf we received the money have no just cause of complaint 
if it be withheld from them. Nothing in that case justifies such a 
conclusion. i 

English subjects ın Hong-Kong, in China, were authorized to trade 
only with licensed Chinese merchants, constituting a body or corpora- 
tion, named a cohong, all of whose members were Jon liable for 
the indebtedness of any one of them contracted in trading with for- 
eign merchants on his failure to payit. Such liability was enforced 
by the viceroy of the Emperor, who issued an edict directing the co- 
hong to investigate the claim of such creditor, and if found due to 
pay t. Rustomjee alleged in the petition of right which he filed in 

queen’s bench that a Chinese merchant, a member of the cohong 

who was indebted to him became insolvent, and that he forwarded 
his petition to the viceroy, who issued the proper edict to the ee. 
but before an investigation was determined and bis claim ente 
upon the proper fund book, war was declared between England and 

ina, and he and other British merchants were expe from the 
latter country. A treaty of peace was concluded, August 29, 1842, 
by an article of which the Emperor of China to pay to the 
British government $3,000,000 on accounts of debts due to British 
subjects by some of the said Hong-Kong merchants, or cohong, who 
have become insolvent, and who owe very large sums of money to 
subjects of Her Britannic Majesty.” The money was paid pursuant to 
. Rustomjee alle, that he had made various applica- 
6 representative of the British government at Canton and 
to the officers of the treasury, and that he had never received pay- 
ment of his Gent or any part thereof. He, therefore, prayed that 
Ri Wo d be pleased to direct the payment of t e said sum 
to him. The case was deciãed in 1876, but it does not appear from 
the report what provision had been made by Parliament, or 3 
for the ascertainment and payment of the amount due to the seve 
claimants. The court on demurrer held that a petition of right would 
not lie by a British merchant to obtain payment of a sum of mone 
all to be due to him from one of the Chinese merchants. Chief- 
Justice Cockburn said: 


The effect of such a treaty is, in my opinion, simply this, that it places the fund 
at the tion of Her Majesty, for Her Majeat, apiy th discre! 3 such 
distribution of it to be made as shall make the claims which her subjects 


have against the 


er from whose ment the money is received. 
In such a case a 


tion of right not lie. The notion that the Queen of 
this country in receiving a sum of money in order to do justice to some of her sub- 
to whom injustice would otherwise be done, becomes the agent of those sub- 
ects seems to me really too wild a notion to require a single word of observation 
that of emphatically condemning it. like manner to say that the sov- 
becomes the trustee for subjects on whose behalf money has been received 
b Crown appears to be equally untenable. It comes simply to this, that Her 
ty, in order to enable her to see that injustice is not done to her subjects, 
stipulates for the 8 into her hands of a sum of money. The distribution of 
that must be left to Her Majesty's discretion. No petition of right has ever been 
held to be applicable to such å case. To my mind it is utterly inconsistent with 
all the constitutional theories of the p: tive of the Crown to suppose that Her 
esty can be coerced by a petition of right into d that justice which, I am 
q sure, it will require no petition of right to obtain, if the facts and the merits 
of the case were such as to induce the government to believe that the claim was a 
just one. At all events, I think the petition of right will not lie, and that that is 
perfectly clear upon all the principles which have ever been applied to petitions 
of right, and all the precedents which have hitherto existed in courts of law. 


Blackburn, J., said: 


I do not think that it can possibly be said that when the Queen has, as a high 
act of state, made a treaty and received money in consequence of an act of s 4 
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it is an: 
think 
must be inv 


the mode of distributin 
the findin 


W. oe by a court of law or subject to 
ere that 


a 

i which in the manner in which Her 
10 direct, and the ministers who direct it would probably be responsible in 
ment if they did it unjustly. Ido not suppose for one moment that they have 


lia- 


done so, but I am quite clear in this, that you cannot in a court of law direct an 
investigation and conduct itin the court of ausa bench with theaid of a Middle- 


sex jury. I think it must be done by the o of state, subject to ibility, 
in 5 a way as re Gata duat and 8 r. I have no doubt teen haye ane so, but 
whether or not they have done so is a question which must be ascertained in Par- 
liament, and not here. 

Lush, J., said: 

No doubt a duty arose as soon as the money was received to distribute that 


money among the toward whose losses it was paid by the Emperor of 
China; but t the distribution, when made, would be, not the act of an agent, 
accounting to a prin but the act of the sovereign in dispensing mstice to her 
subjects. For of that duty the sovereign cannot be held responsible. 


an; 
sibility: would rest with the advisers 
sible to Parliament and to Parliament alone. 

These opinions show the true ground upon which the decision was 

ut, Referring to the ene of the Queen, the learned 1 

old that the relations between her and her subjects exclude idea 
that in negotiating a treaty and receiving the indemnity for which it 
provides she can be ed as their trustee or agent. me of their 
views, however 5 pepe to the political system which prevails in 
that country, would be ont of place in this, where it is a fundamental 
maxim that the Government is a trust created by the people, to be 
exercised for their, exclusive benefit. All the ju assume that a 
proper distribution of the fund to the British merchants thereunto 
rightfully entitled under the treaty, had been made by Her Majesty's 
ministry under its responsibility to Parliament for the due execution 
of that trust. No one intimated that it could be withheld from them 
and applied to defray the expenses of the war, or to meet the general 
wants of the On the contrary, the duty of the ministry, as 
the confidential advisers and servants of the Queen, to make that 
distribution is distinctly asserted. Now, the United States is not sub- 
ject to a suit by a claimant for any part of the fund in question, and 
if the Secretary of State be directed, or a commission or other special 
tribunal be created, to distribute the fund, Congress would prescribe 
the mode of procedure and determine the extent of relief which 
should be awarded the parties in interest. A W claim could 
not be brought up for examination in a court of justice and there 
allowed. But neither this fact nor any principle ed in Rustom- 
jee’s case releases the Government from its moral obligation to make 
adequate provision for the ascertainment of the claims of those for 
whose benefit the fund was demanded and received—an obligation 
which is sacredly binding on the honor and conscience of the nation, 
although the performance of it cannot be coerced. 

In Randall rs. Cochran (1 Vezey, 98) the principle is broadly as- 
serted that the indemnity, however arising for the destruction of 
Property, covered by the policy belongs to the underwriter after he has 

id the owner in ance with the contract. The King of Eng- 

and had granted letters of reprisal inst the Spaniards for the 
benefit of his subjects in consideration of the losses by them sustained 
by reason of unjust captures. The commission appointed to distrib- 
ute the produce of those reprisals among the sufferers permitted onl 
the owners of the vessels to make claim, although they had been al- 
ready satisfied by the underwriter. Lord wicke in passing a 
decree that they should account to the underwriter for the sums re- 
ceived, said: 


of the Crown, and they are respon- 


usting the proportion be- 
tween them. Th ey saw who was owner; 
nor was it material to whom he ed his interest, as it was in effect after satis- 
faction made ; that the assignment by abandonment is competent not only to pass 
the property or its proceeds if restored after an unjust capture, but also the com- 
pensation awarded by way of indemnity therefor. 

In Comegys et. al. vs. Vasse, to which reference has been already 
made, the Supreme Court of the United States has laid down princi- 
ples which determine the question before us. Vasse, prior to the 
year 1802, was an underwriter of various vessels and cargoes, the prop- 
erty of citizens of the United States, which were captured and car- 
ried into the ports of Spain and her dependencies, and there sold. 
Abandonments thereof were made by the owners to Vasse. He paid 
the losses, and subsequently became a bankrupt under the act of 
8 April 4, 1800. His certificate of discharge was of the date 
Stee ont pis ion by Spain to indemnify th ed 

e only provision by Spain to indemnify the aggrieved parties 
was made by the treaty of May 22, 1819, between 8 and the 
United States. Commissioners were appointed to examine the valid- 
ity of claims under the treaty. Vasse's assignees in bankruptcy pre- 
sented a claim for what he had so paid. It was allowed. In 1824 
they received from the Treasury the amount and this suit was brought 
by him to recover it from them. 

The court among other principles declared the following: First, 
that the right to compensation for the injuries sustained by the owners, 
which underthat treaty were to be the subjects of compensation, passed 
by abandonment to the underwriters upon property which had been 
seized. Second, that the right against the King of Spain for indem- 
nity, whether remediable in his courts, or by his own extraordin: 
interposition, or grants upon private petition, or upon public negoti- 


ations, is a right attached to the ownership of the property and passes 
by cession to the account of the ultimate sufferer. Third, that it is not 
universally although it may be ordinarily the test of a right that it may 
be enforced in acourt of justice. The claims due by a sovereign are not 
commonly capable of being so enforced ; but it does not follow that 
the injured party has, upon principles of public law, lost all right to 
justice or all claim to remuneration. Fourth, that the treaty with 

pain ized an existing right in the aggrieved parties to com- 
pensation and did not in the most remote de; turn upon the notion 
of donation or gratuity. It was demanded by our Government as a 
matter of right, and, as such, was granted by Spain. Fifth, thatthe 
right of the underwriter to compensation from Spain held under 
abandonment made to and puoepted by him for damages and injuries 
were capablo of assignment and passed to his assignee in bankruptcy 
under the bankrupt act of 1800, which provided that “all the estate, 
real and personal, of every nature and description, to which the bank- 
rupt might be entitled, either in law or equity,” should pass to his 

ee. 


is case overrules the doctrine in Camphell vs. Mullett, supra, that 
the claim of the owner of property which was destroyed by the 
wrongful act of a foreign government is not a right and does not eon- 
stitute pro It also refutes the position that the remedy of the 
underwriter, if his claim can be enforced at all, is only against the 
owner after an award has been made to the latter. e court de- 
clares explicitly that Vasse, as the underwriter and ultimate sufferer, 
had an immediate and exclusive right to indemnity on account of 
the insured vessels which were destroyed by Spain, although it was 
made effectual only by the instrumentality of negotiation by his gov- 
ernment with that power, who never admitted its liability nor made 
provision for the wrong until twenty years after it had been com- 
mitted. His right, therefore, passed to his 2 1 875 in bankruptey, 
for if it did not accrue nor constitute a part of his estate until after 
the treaty was concluded he would have been entitled to the indem- 
nity, as he obtained his certificate of discharge in 1902, and they had 
no claim to his subsequently acquired property. 

The 8 Court of the United States, at the last term, in Erwin 
vs. The United States, 7 Otto, 392, has reaffirmed the doctrine that the 
claim of a party against the Government for goods taken, although 
it cannot be enforced by suit, is a part of his personal estate. Erwin 
was the owner of cotton which was taken from his ion in 
Savannah in December, 1864, by the military forces of the United 
States. It was subsequently sold by the agent of the Treasury De- 
partment and the proceeds paid into the S 

In December, 1868, he presented his posbon in bankruptcy to the 
district court of ge ng and was adjudged a bankrupt. An assignee 
was appointed. In 1873 Erwin brought suit in the Court of Claims 
to recover the proceeds, but the action, under a former decision of the 
court, was barred by the la of time, as more than two years had 
then transpired since the 20th day of August, 1866, the day on which 
the President by his proclamation had declared the rebellion sup- 
pressed in Texas, the last of the States in insurrection. This decision 
was 3 48 e when he brought mih ae potitioned 72 5 
gress for relief, and a statute was in February, 1877, whic 
authorized the Court of Claims to take garde eta of his claim under 
the “captured and abandoned property act,” “ which claims,” says 
the statute, (were by the accident or mistake of the agent or attor- 
ney, and withont fault or neglect on his part, as is claimed, not filed 
within the time limited by said act.” The court, holding that the only 
effect of that statute was to remove the bar arising from the lapse of 
time, decided adversely to him upon the ground that although his 
claim to the proceeds was outlawed at the time of the adjudication 
in bankruptcy, it still passed to his assignee, and that claims for com- 
pensation for goods which once belonged to him, and of the possession 
of which he had been deprived by the action of the Government, con- 
stituted parsons estate equally with the ded, ony of which they 
grow, al mee the validity of such claims may be denied and thei 
value depend upon the uncertainties of litigation or the doubtful 
result of an appeal to the Legislature. Mr. Justice Field uses this 
striking language: 

Demands against the Government, if aaaea 0 considerations which would be 
valid between individuals, such as services ered or goods tons Fa pro 7 
al there be no court to investigate and pass upon their validity, and th 
reco; on and payment may depend upon the caprice or favor of the Legislature. 

And he cites with marked n Comegys et al. vs. Vasse. 

The same doctrine is again affirmed in Phelps vs. McDonald, 9 Otto, 
298. McDonald, a British subject residing in this country, was, on 
his petition, declared a bankrupt December 10, 1868, His estate was 
in the ordinary form conveyed to an assignee in bankruptcy Febru- 
ry 12, 1869, and his final discharge granted on the 17th of the follow- 
ing month. Our military forces had, during the early part of 1865, 
burned his cotton in Arkansas and Louisiana. His claim against the 
United States for r thereby e ted pares to the assignee, 
although at the time of his discharge we not admitted our lia- 


bility to indemnify the owners of property so destroyed. The treaty 
in question made provision in regard to such claims of British sub- 
jects, and the commission for adjudicating them was not, as before 
stated, organized until September, 1871, more than a year and a half 
after the assignment in bankruptcy. Had the claim not been penp: 
erty it would not have vested in the assignee and he would not have 
been entitled to the money awarded by 


e commission. 
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It thus appears to be settled by the highest judicial authority in 
this 9 that the claim of a party for goods taken by this or a 
foreign government, although it can rs 4 be made available by leg- 
islative enactment or negotiation in his behalf, is a right and inter- 
est attached to and growing out of the goods, and constitutes a part 
of his personal estate, and is capable of assignment in the absence 
of any statute prohibiting it. “The law,” to use the language of 
Mr. Justice Story, “ gives to the act of abandonment to underwriters, 
when accepted, all the effects which the most accurately drawn as- 
e could accomplish, the underwriter then standing in the 
place of the assured and becoming legally entitled to all that can be 
recovered.” 

I have extended these remarks to an undue length. In the anxious 
desire to reach a just conclusion I carefully considered the arguments 
and the decided cases cited in ert e of them which the several 
parties representing conflicting claims to the fund have from time to 
time presented to the Judiciary Committee. So far as I am aware, 
no citizen of the State which I have the honor in part to represent 
on this floor is a claimant or is interested in any contempla 1 
lation on this subject, save to the extent that exact justice shall be 
done and the honor of the nation maintained inviolate. i 
has, therefore, been free from those disturbing influences by which 
I might have been unconsciously misled had my constituents a pecu- 
niary interest in the distribution of the fund. 

I submit my conclusions, and they will control my vote, on the 
questions to which they relate: : 

1. The United States, for itself and those it represented, submitted, 
pursuant te treaty stipulations, to a tribunal of arbitration the deter- 
mination of the claims generically known as the “Alabama claims.” 

2. That tribunal, with the declared acquiescence of our Government, 
decided that all claims should be, and they were thereafter, excluded 
from the consideration of the arbitrators, except those for direct losses 
growing out of the destruction of vessels or cargoes by insurgent 
cruisers. P 

3. The claims of the underwriters to indemnity for such losses, if 
the vessels or the cargoes were covered by policies of insurance and 
the owners had been paid as for a “total loss,” were insisted 3 
our Government and recognized by the tribunal, and they constitu 
a basis of the award. No distinction was made between the claims 
of the underwriter and those of the unassured owner. 

4, Indemnity was awarded only where the vessels or the cargoes 
were destroyed by certain specified cruisers in re, to which Great 
Britain was by the arbitrators declared to be in fault. 

5. The United States and all individual claimants are bound by the 
award, and it was under the treaty “a full, perfect, and final settle- 
ment of all the claims.” 

6. The United States should distribute the fund to those entitled 
thereto, and to indemnify whom it was awarded. As the claims on 
behalf of the parties who had sustained damages by the acts of the 
“exculpated” cruisers, or by the 5 of enhanced premiums of 


My mind 


insurance, were rejected, and nothing was awarded in that behalf, 
such es have no just claim to any part of the fund. 

7. claim of the owner of the destroyed vessels or cargoes to 
damages therefor is property, and as such susceptible of a valid 
tranafer, although provision forits adjudication and payment be the 
result of negotiations thereafter entered into between the govern- 


ment whereof he is a citizen and that which did the wrong. His 
assignee in such case is alone entitled to the indemnity. 

8. The claim of the underwriter who has paid the owner of the 
destroyed property as for a “total loss” is as valid in law and con- 
science as would be that of the owner had he taken out no policy of 


insurance upon such property. 
itr. President,I only wish at this time to express 


Mr. ED 8. 
my admiration for the very exhaustive and ingenious ent 
. DAVIS, of Illinois. Ingenious! I do not know why you say 
nious.” 
rt. EDMUNDS. There is no other word beginning with i that 
will describe it, Mr. President. I say I only rise now to express my 
admiration at the ingenious argument of my learned and honorable 
friend from Illinois in favor of the insurance companies and to state 
that I am glad to be able to occupy precisely the position he does in 
respect of feeling no prejudice about this affair. No citizen of the 
State of Vermont that I have ever heard of has the slightest interest 
in this question except the same interest that his constituents, the 
citizens of Illinois have; and that is that absolute justice and trath 
shall prevail. A 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I did not suppose the people of Vermont 
were oars Brg asta 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Therefore, Mr. President, to borrow a word from 
my honorable friend, so far as I am capable of understanding it, I 
think I may approach the consideration of the subject just as as 
himself from whatever bias or untoward influence, or whatever the 
phrase was that he 8 may be suppers to affect the minds of 
all the other Senators, e two, atleast, Mr. President, must be taken 
to be absolutely impartial. 

Occupying that attitude I wish to say twoor three things just now. 
In the place, I wish to say that I hope every Senator will care- 
fully examine this question upon all its sides and in all its aspects 
before he jumps or comes to any conclusion at all. 

Second, I wish to say that the Congress of the United States five 


“in 


or six years ago, being as I suppose just as impartial as this Congress 
is, did hear all sides of this question, did carefully consider it and 
debate it, and did decide that the insurance companies had no case 
whatever beyond the extent for which Congress then provided, and 
that the then President of the United States, as I must assume, con- 
curred in that opinion by signing a bill which contained a provision 
excluding insurance companies from profiting out of their specula- 
tions growing out of a state of war beyond the extent to which they 
had been losers in the particular cases referred to, This opens a 
serious question, sprang this matter to be one of doubt or diffi- 
culty or about which there is a difference of opinion, as there is, how 
often Con after Congress is to be called upon to retry and rede- 
cide questions that once after great deliberation it has already passed 
upon. That is worth thinking of in respect to carrying on the Gov- 
ernment of this country. 

In the next place, I wish to say just now and here that my learned 
and honorable friend I think has fallen into a i e, when 
he has stated to us that any claims were presen to use his lan- 
guage, on behalf of 5 claimant whatever. I have examined 
often the treaty of Washington and the presentation of the case of the 
United States and have failed to find any word or letter out of which 
any such deduction can be raised; and while my honorable and learned 
friend was ng I sent again for and obtained the treaty and the 
case of the United States that presented in pee our positions, and 
on a reperusal I fail to find sy clause or word that imports, or implies, 
or says anything of the kind. They were claims presented by the 
United States and on behalf of the United States, and nobody else. 
They were claims for acts of public hostility on the part of Great 
Britain against the Government of the United States in her- 
self the ally for the time being, and in the cases named, of the confed- 
eracy, so called, with whom we were at war; and a confederacy it 
was called in t of the public law that relates to the opera- 
tions of nations and of wars. 

That beingso, Mr. President, the decisions that my learned and hon- 
orable friend has read, and the argument that he has adduced in 
respect of trusts on the part of governments, whether they be the 
a of kings or of republics, it will be found, when Sena- 

rs look at the matter carefully, have not the slightest application, 
or if uy have any sppucason, they have a tendency to show that 
these claims of these insurance companies are unfounded, instead of 
well-founded, because in every instance to which he hasreferred the 
claims of the citizens or the p bele of the governments who ap- 
pealed for redress were claims for illegal acts of the military or 
other authorities of the other government, and for which the injured 
party would have had a private right of suit st the wrong-doer, 
and they were not claims in any instance for the destruction of the 
property of the citizens or the subjects by any hostile act of bellig- 
erency. They Were trespasses; they were illegal seizures for which 
the party was entitled to redress, and nobody else was entitled to 
redress. But in a case of pole belligerency, I supposed everybody 

that the injury inflicted upon the citizen or the subject was 

not a private injury to him at in the sense of either public or 
private law, but was an injury to the government of which heis one 
member and constituent, inflicted in his person, but in respect of 
which he has no right of complaint against anybody; and which, 
therefore, if it be followed by an indemnity demanded by his gov- 
ernment, leaves the money that is received for it in the summation, 
the grogate, of all the injuries that are done, as they must be done, 
to individuals if at all, except as respects public vessels and prop- 
erty, which I may lay aside now, The disposition of it popan on 
what in good conscience and real justice and the hardships of the case 
the 9 powo thinks it right to do. And that was exactly 
the principle that the high court of appeals of Great Britain, since 
Congress already decided this question, and with its chief-jus- 
tice, the British commissioner at the tribunal at Geneva presiding, 
adopted in a case running on all fours with that of these insurance 
companies, that the subjects of Her Majesty had no private claim, 
and that there could exist no private trust against Her Majesty’s 
government in respect of the money, although it was true that in 
the list of claims that footed up the $3,000,000 that China was to 
pay was the loss inflicted on this individual subject, and, therefore, 
though his loss was a part of the money that Her Majesty’s govern- 
ment received, and which China paid, his right was entirely destroyed 
as it respected any claim upon China or upon the private company 
with whom he had dealt, and for whose default China was respon- 
sible in every respect. Even in that case the whole court say that it 
is their unanimous opinion that money received under circumstances 
of that character has no quality of a trust or private right; but it 
depends upon the general judgment of the legislature or the governing 
ower, whether in the particular case some indemnity or benefit grow- 
ing out of the circumstances ought to be conferred. In that respect, 
these insurance companies have a right to be heard, if they have not 
been heard once; they have a right to convince us, if they can, of 
what? Bein organized for the purpose of sang eee chances 
upon the of the sea and the perils of war, in this case a war by 
their government going on, they proceeded to carry on business the 
very profit and success of which depended upon a state of war, because 
the moment the war ceased they could not get any war premiums. 
They proceeded to 2 It was a pee proper speculation. 
I am not speaking of it in the sense of its being immoral at all, but 
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it was a business that only could exist because a state of war existed. 
They entered into the business; they made profit by it; and then 
when the United States, as in this case, enforced against the ally of 
the belligerent with whom we were contending a claim for the inju- 
ries that she had committed against us in the persons of our citizens, 
and recovered a general sum for indemnity for those injuries, is there 
any conscience or justice iu these corporations who have thus specu- 
lated, and fairly speculated, out of the very existence of that public 
war and that public distress, saying that they shall have their profits 
doubled or trebled for their private benefit? That is the question 
which the Senate will be called upon to decide, if we are going into 
it over again when we have decided it once; and no other question. 

That is all, Mr. President, that I wish to say at this present time, 
because I understand * is desired to come up. When 
the bill comes up again, I hope Seuators will have examined it in the 
light of the s' ions I have made in connection with the observa- 
tions of my honorable friend from Illinois, 

Mr, T. MAN. Mr. President, it was not my perpos to say a 
word on this bill to-day ; and I would not rise now but for the obser- 


claims of our citizens pin the British government to be presented 
to that government for wance. And then, when the treaty was 
negotiated, the Secretary of State gave notice to all American citizens 
having claims against Great Britain to do what? To send them to 
the Department of State with the proofs, that they might be presented 
before the tribunal at Geneva as their claims, the claims of the citi- 
zens against Great Britain. And yet the Senator from Vermont sa; 
that he finds nothing from which he can infer that these were indi- 
vidual claims of citizens, when our Government treated them from 
first to last as the individual claims of citizens, and when our case 
was stated before that tribunal the claims that were to be submitted 
to it were divided into two classes: certain claims in behalf of the 
Government, claims for the expense of the prolongation of the war, 
claims for the cost of pursuing the rebel cruisers, claims for the de- 
struction of certain vessels of the United States, a few revenue 
cruisers and the like; and then came the great bulk and burden of 
our claims under another head, the claims of these citizens of the 
United States. 

Well, sir, the claims on behalf of the Government, with the exce: 
tion of those for the destruction of a few revenue cruisers, were 
disallowed, and the whole award was made on the basis of the claims 
of individual citizens of the United States. 

That is not all. eee N = fi 1 of this 
treaty, sent a message e Congress of the tes, recom- 
5 that the Government of the United States ga these claims 
of its individual citizens upon the government of Great Britain, in 
order that the Government of the United States might haye the au- 
thority to present them as national claims. That was the recom- 
mendation of the President, and possibly no one thing, tended more 
to bring about the treaty of Washington than that recommendation 
to Congress made by President Grant before that treaty was nego- 
tiated. And yet my friend says that there was no presentation of 
individual el 

I confess, Mr. President, I cannot help feeling an astonishment at 
such an assumption as that. I know my friend must believe it, or 
he would not say it. I know him too well to think that he would say 
anything that he did not believe; but that, with the familiarity he 
has with this subject, and in the faces of men who are equally famil- 
iar with it, he should make such a statement as that, does really fill 
me with astonishment. 

But, sir, it is hardly more astonishing than his legal proposition 
which we have heard before, that these claims are not to be allow 
because we were at war with Great Britain, because Great Britain 
was an ally of the confederacy and therefore a e In the 
face of a treaty which holds Great Britain responsible for her omis- 
sions to di her duties as a neutral; in the face of an award 
that holds her liable because she omitted to disc her duties as 
a neutral; in the face of the fact that during the whole of the civil 
war trade and intercourse went on between the United States and 
Great Britain as if they were the most friendly nations on the surface 
of the earth, when if they had been at war every contract made be- 
tween an English subject and an American citizen would have been 
null and void; in the face of these facts and the plain language of the 
treaty and the plain lan: of the award, the Senator from Vermont 
says that we were at war with Great Britain, that she was an ally of 
the confederacy, that she was therefore a belli mt, and hence that 
no American citizen had any right whatever to claim for any loss in- 
flicted by that belligerent upon Him. 

Well, Mr. President, I am not going to argue that over again; itis 


an old story that we have gone over in and in, but undoubt- 
edly we shall have to conan it 8 ja 

Al that I wanted todo in rising was to enter my protest against the 
statement of the Senator from Vermont that this award was not made 
on the basis of private claims, claims of private men, citizens of the 
United States, upon Great Britain and enforced by their Government 
because they could be enforced in no other way. Your very statute- 
book prohibits a citizen of the United States from making any nego- 
tiation whatever with a foreign government to secure in ity for 
a loss that that government has inflicted upon him. He can only 
— through his Government, but his claim is no less a private 
claim because his Government for great public reasons of state says 
“ I, the Government, will represent you in enforcing, or prosecuting, 
or seeking redress for the injuries that you have sustained.” 

And, then, Mr. President, think of the other proposition that, with- 
out our sewing it at all, during four long, weary years, with our 
minister at the Court of St. James, and the British minister here in 
Washington, and millions and hundreds and thousands of millions of 
sade gong on between the two countries; all that time we were at 
war with Great Britain; that she was a belligerent; and that what- 
ever she did could give no American citizen a rigi t to claim dam- 
age! That is one of those propositions which I never shall get 

through this dull and heavy brain. 

Mr. President, I have nothing more to say now. In the course of 
the debate that will arise on this bill, undoubtedly, I shall have 
something to say, and it will be my duty to say it; but I do not want 
to take up the time of the Senate now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, if the Senator from Ohio had paid 
more careful attention to what I said about these claims, I think he 
would not have been quite so emphatic in expressing his astonish- 
ment. What I said was in reply to the Senator from Illinois, who 
had stated that these claims were presented in the American case to 
the tribunal at Geneva, on behalf of citizens of the United States. 
I repeat that what I said was in reply to that, and it was that I could 
not find either in the treaty or in the case presented any word or 
sentence or line from which any such inference could be drawn. 
That I say again. 

My honorable friend from Ohio has said that I ought to have 
known that individual citizens complained, and that the complaints 
of those individual citizens were forwarded by our Government from 
time to time long before this treaty to the Government of Great 
Britain; that is true. The honorable Senator says that after the 
oor was made public notice was given by the State Department 
to all citizens to send in statements of their injuries; that is true. 
My honorable friend says that the President of the United States, 
General Grant, sent a message to Congress suggesting that the United 
States should buy 1 or obtain in some way—I have forgotten how 
all these claims of citizens for injuries; so he did. But the President 
of the United States is not the Government of the United States, 
and Congress did not act upon his recommendation, I should say for 
the reason that Congress understood the principles of public law 
and of public justice more completely than that officer of his De- 
partment, whoever it was, who 1 DR that. But I will say for 
the then President of the United States, that notwithstanding his 
having sent such a message he approved (after he had , no 
doubt, the very learned and able and complete argument of uy 
friend from Ohio in favor of the insurance companies) a law whi 
said that no insurance company should receive sy part of this money 
beyond the losses which it had really sustained in the speculative 
business that it was engaged in, which the war alone gave any 
existence to. Therefore, I must assume that the argument borrowed 
from the message of President Grant would be pretty much over- 
thrown by his own action afterward, on seeing the whole ing of 
the subject, in approving of the rejection of the present claim of these 
insurance companies that my honorable friend pnta 

Here is the treaty. My honorable friend, I eve, does not con- 
tend that there is any reference to individual claims. There is a refer- 
ence, as there is in all cases of injuries between nations at war, to the 
fact that citizens of one nation have suffered which is one thing; 
but there is no reference in the treaty that I can find to any individ- 
ual claim as an individual claim upon the government of the other. 
Now I come to the case which will be found in the documents that 
are before us: 

The claims as stated by the American commissioners may be classified as fol- 


lows: 
1. The claims for direct losses growing out of the destruction of vessels and 
their cargoes by the insu! t cruisers. 
2. The national expenditan in the 8 those cruisers. 
3. The loss in the transfer of the erican commercial marine to the British 


muneration therefor before this trib . 

The claims for direct losses growing out of the destruction of vessels and their 
cargoes may be further subdivided into, 1, claims for destruction of vessels and 
property of the Government of the United States; 2, claims for the destruction of 
vessels and property under the Sag of tbe United States; 3, claims for damages or 
injuries to persons, growing out of the destruction of each class of vessels. 


That states it all. There Iam sure every Senator, including my 
honorable friend from Ohio, will see that nothing is put forward on 
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behalf of any private person; butit is simply a summation of the 
public right that the Government of the United States as a sover- 
eign has inst the other government for injuries to the United 
States in the various respects referred to, and just as it would have 
been if we had had an open war in all cts with Great Britain 
during all this time, when everybody would agree that the destruc- 
tion of our commercial marine by the cruisers of Great Britain 
would not create a private claim or a private right on behalf of 
any citizen of the United States. 
en my honorable friend says he is astonished that I should say 

that Great Britain was an ally of the confederacy, and that there- 
fore there was in that respect, and so far as the cruisers that came 
out of British ports were concerned, a state of war, while he says we 
were all the time having the most friendly relations with Great Brit- 
ain, and if it were otherwise all contracts would be void. Let me 
reply to that, in the briefest possible space, because I do not intend 
to go into this debate only to put in a caveat against the observations 
of my friend from Illinois. I have never yet learned, probably it is 
on account of my want of diligence and industry, that where a war 
was going on between two powers, as there was between the United 
States and the confederates—I am now speaking of it in the public, 
not in the municipal sense, bear in mind—and a third party, a third 
sovereign, comes in and interferes in any degree, or where if does not 
interfere, that third party must occupy any but one of two positions; 
it must either be neutral, which in general Great Britain rofessed 
that she was, and we swallowed it sufficiently to say we believed it, 
or it must be otherwise than neutral. If you are speaking of astate 
of war between a belligerent and a third power, I should like to 
know what attitude that third power occupies in just so far as that 
third power is not neutral. The very statement of the term gives the 
answer to it; and that is, that just so far as the third power is not 
neutral, she is belligerent either directly or as an aiding 5 party to the 
other belligerent, an The moment she gets over line, just 
so far as she gets over the line she ceases to be neutral and becomes 
a i t. Therefore I say that if the propensos of any one of 
these ships had brought a suit against the British cruiser, as I call it, 
the Alabama, that e war upon our commerce, in the courts of 
Great Britain or the courts of the United States, that suitor would 
have failed in either court upon the und that the officer in com- 
mand of that ship and his sailors committed no wrong upon him what- 
ever. a was an 5 855 T for 3 Da 3 was m 
personally responsible, in respectof which theinjured party 
not a icle of nal right. That is all I wish to say now. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McDONALD. I would ask 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has recognized the Senator 


from Maine. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I do not rise to occupy the floor for 
any length of time, but simply. to protest in the name of my con- 
stituents, and in the name of common justice, at the very threshold 
of this discussion, against the of this bill. In reading it 
over, hastily, to be sure, bee readin g it over a second time, I am at a 
loss to understand the is of justice or the basis of consistency on 
which this bill rests. 

If the honorable Senator from Ohio maintains that the class of 
claims which this Government may fairly recognize was settled in 
the terms of the Geneva award, then he violates that principle in 
the fourth section of this bill. He proposes to recognize in this bill 
a class of claims which were thrown out at Geneva, and he goes in 
the assertion of that power just as far as the bill of the honorable 
Senator from Indiana, which does justice to all parties concerned. 
The assertion of the power of congressional discretion in that which 
was reserved at Geneva, is just as much exercised here as in the bill 
of the honorable Senator from Indiana. The exculpated cruisers are 
in this bill. They are put second to the insurance companies, and 
the inhibition which was placed on the insurance companies not to 
receive anything from this fund except when they could prove a loss 
is pro to be repealed, and so proposed, I presume, on that great 
doctrine of Scripture: “ Unto him that hath be given, and from 
3 hath not shall be taken away even that which he seemeth 
to have. 

The men who suffered by peason of the piratical cruisers are to 
have no hearing in this bill. The men who were enriched with 
profits from the misfortunes of their countrymen are to be invited, 
under the bill which the honorable Senator from Ohio defends, to 
come up here and go into the Treasury to their arm-pits, in order that 
pans edy large may be made extravagantly so by an increase 

the Treasury of the United States, an increase which under ex- 
isting law cannot be made—an increase which can only reach them 
1 the repeal of a statute which was put upon the books of the 
United States after elaborate discussion and after the most mature 
consideration. 

I shall have something to say on this bill when it is up for final 
action. At present I merely rose to enter my protest against it. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, the ition of the Senator from 
Vermont, to which I have now listened for the first time, though I 
have read it several times, it having been asserted by him heretofore, 
seems to me to prove a little too much. If it be correct that this 
fund stands in attitude cree: via to it by him, then decency and 
propriety require of the Uni States at once to return it to Great 


Britain, for we have no more claim upon it in our Treasury than we 
should have now to the crown of the Queen if we could actually get 
hold of it and deposit it in the Treasury. Outside of the fact that 
the Geneva tribunal ruled out all the claims for fanciful damages, if 
I may so express myself, as to the bruised honor and wounded pride 
of the nation, we know as a matter of history that the United States, 
in the very inception of this matter, started the 3 for the pur- 
pd of supplying a remedy to her injured citizens. The very first 
etter addressed by Mr. Seward, then tary of State, in October, 
1862, was forwarding a claim of one of the insurance companies, in- 
voking action apon it, and reciting the damages done for which com- 
pensation was clai ed. 

If shelter is smani behind the belligerent rights that were pre- 
tended to be accorded by the United States to confederacy, the 
argument fails there, because, as I shall attempt to show when I 
address the Senate at length upon this proposition, those belligerent 
ngne when fully analyzed, were not belligerent rights in any sense 
of the word, but the National Government exercised them when it 
saw proper, and when it did not see proper it withdrew them. 

But let the question stand as it may, whether this is a national 
fund now held by the United States in her own right or in right of 
these injured private pases; I will attempt to show that the rule of 
justice and the rule of law require that she should distribute it to the 

arties indicated in this bill. And so far as comfort is to be derived 
m the somewhat historic case of Rustomjee it can be shown from 
that case, based upon institutions and principles under another goy- 
ernment not recognized here, and in fact ed and kicked out, 
that it is the duty of this Con, to hasten itself to the task of dis- 
tributing this fund to these 7 private parties; aud Whether we 
like it or dislike it, whether they put their hands in the Treasury u 
to their thumb or up to their armpits, if it is the law that they nA 
have it that is all we have to measure it by. 

So far from having any one in my State, as indicated by the two 
Senators, interested in this fund, I have not the pleasure or the mis- 
fortune to know more than one person who claims to be interested in 
this fund. But if it is the due of these insurance companies and it 
can be shown by every author who has ever written on the subject 
from Emerigon to Flanders, if it is their right, then they must have 
it, and it is not for Con to set up a reformed rule of morals, of 
justice, or of right in this proceeding. 

The point I shall make and attempt to demonstrate before the Sen- 
ate when the — discussion arises, is that in the very inception 
this was a fund for the payment of private losses and private injuries, 
and if it is not that the ernment had better return it, and that 
quickly, too, to the government of Great Britain. I refer to the very 
inception of the inquiry in the letter of the Secretary of State as far 
back as October, 1862. 

Mr. President, that shall be the course I shall take on this subject 
when the general discussion comes before the Senate. As it seems to 
be in order to have a little skirmish in advance, I suggest this as the 
point on which I shall address the Senate hereafter. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, this bill will not be injured, I 
think, by denunciation in advance; it will not be injured in the 
minds of sensible and just men by calling the claimants that are pre- 
vided for in it corporations; it will not be injured in the minds of 
people who understand the bill by the pretense that these corpora- 
tions have made exorbitant profits out of the war and are seeking to 
double their profits by means of this bill, because there is no foun- 
dation for any such statement. 

What is it that the law provided in to these corporations ? 
That they should not recover beyond their losses upon a full exhibit 
of all their business during the war. If that was a correct principle 
for them, why was it not a correct principle for the men who took 
out no insurance at all, and who, in familiar lan „are said to 
have insured themselves? Pray, where can any man wa line of 
distinction? A man saw fit to sail his vessel without insurance; he 
made nine successful trips, perhaps, and lost his vessel on the tenth. 
He saved all insurance by i imself; he made immense profits 
by the war prices which he obtained for the articles he brought into 
this country, and by the war freights which were paid to him; but 
nobody pretended that he was to exhibit a balance-sheet and recover 
only what he lost on his whole business. 

. BLAINE. Will the honorable Senator permit an interruption ? 

Mr, THURMAN. Yes. 

Mr. BLAINE. I think he inadvertently misstates the bill. The 
law as it stands does not require the insurance company to show a 
loss upon their whole business, but that upon this particular matter of 
the 555 met with loss. 

Mr. understand that. 

Mr. BLAINE. But the honorable Senator, I think, stated that an 
insurance company had to show its whole business, that there was an 
offset all around on everything. The law is that in these particular 
cases of war risks evi shall show that they made a loss, and if they 
made a gain they s not receive anything. There is a very wide 
distinction, the honorable Senator will observe. ; 

Mr. THURMAN. Notatall. I was about the war risks, 
and if I expressed myself clearly the Senator need not have inter- 


rupted me. I thought every Senator understood me. Iwas not talk- 
ing about a subject that was not before the Senate. Every man who 
sailed his ship without insurance was incurring war risks or was in- 
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suring himself against war risks, and on the same principle that re- 
quires insurance companies to exhibit a balance-sheet of their profit 
and loss, every man who was his own insurer should exhibit a like 
balance-sheet ; but nothing of that kind was done. And so, as to the 
war-premium people, in whom I fancy my friend from Maine takes 
great interest, why are they not required to exhibit a balance-sheet 
of their profit and loss on the war risks they ran in the traffie which 
they pursued? They paid the war premium nine times perhaps, and 
nine times made a war profit; they may have made it all the time. 
On every single risk they took, on every single venture, every single 
o, notwithstanding the war-premium, they may have made a war 
profit. But nobody talks about making them exhibit a balance-sheet 
of their war risks and their war profits and their war premiums, and 
striking a difference and finding out exactly what nog made or ex- 
actly hak they lost and indemnifying them accordingly. 
No, Mr. President, there is no sophistry and no declamation that 
can conceal the real merit of this case. Here were certain claims 
that belonged, as everybody admits, to the insurance companies. Our 


Government put them in as claims belonging to the insurance com- 
panies; the British government admi! that they belonged to the 
insurance companies. Every writer on war says that the nee 


companies were subrogated to these claims, and they belonged to them 
pu as much as the house of any man in this Senate belongs to him. 

pon the foundation of this property in the insurance companies the 
Geneva tribunal made an award; and no sophistry can hide the in- 
justice of taking that „ in payment for that property 
and giving it to somebody , or covering it into the Treasury of the 
United States, there to remain. 

Sir, it is all “sticking in the bark” to talk about trusteeship oy right 
to prosecute a suit, or this being but an insurance company, or the 
like. Here is the simple, fixed fact: For the pro owned by these 
insurance companies the Geneva tribunal aw: so much money. 
Now there are men whose sense of justice will enable them to say 
that having obtained that money thus belonging to these insurance 
companies, as much as we obtained money from property that was 
not but was destroyed, we can, in respect to the property that 
was not destroyed, pay the loser, but in regard to the posg that 
was insured we shall take the money that was paid for it and keep 
it ourselves, or give it to somebody That is all of it. I do not 
cars whether you call the United States trustee or not trustee. I 
know this, that if for the pro: which belongs to my friend who 
sits on my left, I get the value, it is law, and it is morals, and it is 


insurance company was rich or whether it was poor. The question 
will be asked, when they come to this bar and claim a share of the 
money awarded at Geneva, Did 2 suffer a loss? Are you here for 
reimbursement or for gratuity? If you can prove your loss, we will 
endeavor to reimburse you. If you are here to pet money as & mere 
matter of profit for which you can show no loss, I hope the Senate of 
the United States will say as it did before, ‘You are not a proper 
claimant, and you i go about your business.’ ” 

Mr. MCDONALD, I now ask that the ial order be taken up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is not any special order, I think. 

Mr. THURMAN. The special order was postponed on my motion, 
but I am perfectly willing, as it was the understanding of the Sena- 
tor from Indiana that it should be considered to-day, that the pend- 
ing bill may be laid aside informally and that we on with the 
special order. I hope by unanimous consent the pen bill may be 
laid aside informally in order that the Senate may proceed to the 
consideration of the special order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not informally, because I do not know whether 
it ought to come up next, to the exclusion of all other business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The understanding of the Senate was 


that the special order should be passed over without prejudice. 
Mr. ED VDS. I did not know that the bill of the Senator from 
Indiana was a special order. I am not objecting to that. I was ob- 


ox to the request of the Senator from Ohio that the bill we have 
n discussing be laid aside informally. 
Mr. THURMAN. Allow me to state the status of the Calendar this 
rae by oe Petia bill of the Senator from Indiana had been made the 
0 — 
Mr. McDONALD. But it was the understanding that the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. Davis] should be heard on the bill which has been 


pending. 

Mr. THURMAN. The understanding was that the special order 
should be laid aside in order to enable the Senator from Illinois to 
address the Senate on the subject of the Geneva award. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That was the understanding. 

Mr. THURMAN. In order to enable the Senator from Illinois to 
address the Senate, the special order was not laid aside informally, 
but I moved to postpone the present and all former orders and to 
take up the Geneva award bill. That wasdone. I am perfectly will- 
ing to set my friend’s bill back just where it was when my motion 
was put and carried. I su t that the pending bill be laid aside, 
and that we take up the bill which was made the special order for 


my duty to pay that money over to him. That is what I know, and | to-da 


until so plain a principle of justice as that can be overthrown, there 
is but really one side to this question. 

But, sir, there is another g that I invite the attention of the 
Senators to, and tnat is that a large majority of these claims are held 
by mutual insurance companies, and the mutual insurance companies 
bakes gry as much self-insurers as was the owner of a single ship who 
sailed it at his own risk and had no communication with any 
else. They are just as much individuals sailing their own ships as 
are A, B, C, D, and E F, between whom no communication whatever 
exists, who were sailing their ships. 

Mr. President, in the consideration of a great question like thi 
that involves such principles of . that involves the nati 
honor, I do hope that we shall not hear much declamation about great 
and overgrown insurance companies. When the time comes in this 
country that the Government of the United States shall say to a claim- 
ant apan it for justice, “We won't 8 because you are rich, 
though you have a good claim, thoug law, all justice, all morals 

uire that the money that was obtained for yourproperty, and which 
is in our hands, should be paid to you, but you are rich, we won’t pay 
you, we will take the money and give it to somebody else or keep it 
ourselves,” the end of our Government will not be far off. Sir, there 
was a time when all States in the Union required the judges to swear 
that they would administer justice without respect to the rich or the 
poor, do equal justice. That was the oath in my own State which 

all had to take before we took our seats on the bench, and that 
is the judicial oath almost everywhere. But it seems that when 
the Senate is to decide a question of this kind, instead of saying 
we will do justice without respect to persons, equal justice to the 
rich and the poor, we are to inquire, not what the law is, not what 
— is, but what is the length of the claimant’s purse. I cannot 

oit. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, one single moment. If the honor- 
able Senator from Ohio thinks that is a fair statement of the posi- 
tion, of course he is entitled to his opinion. The proposition offered 
has nothing whatever to do with whether an insurance company is 
rich or poor, whether an individual is rich or poor, but the point is 
whether either can show a loss. If you are as rich as Croesus and 
can show a loss we will make it up to you; if you are as pooras pov- 
erty and cannot show a loss you have no status in this court. That 
is or should be the voice of the Senate. It is a question of who was 
loser, not whether the man is rich or a to-day. You may eee 2 an 
insurance company here that may show that it actually met a loss, 
and it may be the richest one in the whole country, and yet justice 
will be ON, accorded. I beg to assure the honorable Senator from 
Ohio that all sense of justice not died out in the Senate of the 
United States, even though the judicial oath may have been changed 
in some States. The question will never be asked here whether the 


y: 
Mr. EDMUNDS. To that I object. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Vermont does not like that. I 
am perfectly willing that the Senator from Indiana should move to 
take up his bill. 


MILITARY WARRANT LAND LOCATIONS, 


Mr. McDONALD. I move that the bill (S. No. 19) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to ascertain and ify the amount of land 
located with military warrants in the States described therein, and 
for other purposes, be taken up for present consideration. 

The motion 8 to. 

The VICE-P. ENT. The bill is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. With the consent of my friend from 
Indiana I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business. £ 
5 I ask to make a report from the Committee on 

nting. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will withdraw the motion for that 
purpose. 

GEOLOGICAL AND GEOGRAPHICAL SURVEY OF THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. WHYTE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing to 
report back the following concurrent resolution and recommend its 
passage; and I ask for its present consideration : 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That 

ited at ce. Govammins Putesing ce, for the use of the : 

terior, 1,500 copies each of volumes 4 and 12, and 1,200 es each of volumes 3, 

and 13 of the final reports of the Geological and Geographical Survey of the Ter- 

tories, in quarto form, with necessary illustrations, uniform with the edition 
ordered by Congress. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear some explanation of the 
resolution, why these volumes are to be printed only for the use of 
the Interior Department, when there are hundreds of applications for 
them constantly coming to Senators. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I renew the motien for an execu- 


tive session. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the-motion of the 
e Senate proceed to the consid- 


Senator from West Virginia that 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes spent in 


executive session the doors were reopened, and (at three o’clock and 
forty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 9, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of Friday last was read and approved. 
ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


Mr. KEIFER asked and obtained unanimous consent for the admis- 
sion of Hon. Thomas Cowgill, speaker of the house of representatives 
of onp ane Hon. John F. Gervey, of Ohio, to the floor of the House 
for thi A 

Mr. asked and obtained unanimous consent for admission 
to the floor of the House for to-day of Major B. M. Harrod, State 
engineer of Louisiana. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour will begin at twenty minutes 
twelve o’clock. This being Monday the first business in order 
uring the morning hour is the call of States and Territories for the 
introduction on leave of bills and joint resolutions for reference to 
their appropriate committees. During this call memorials and reso- 
lutions of State and territorial Legislatures are in order, and also 
resolutions calling for executive information, for reference to appro- 
priate committees. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, I ask unanimous consent that the 
call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills, &c., be 
continued until all the States have been called, even though it carry 
it beyond the morning hour. 

Mr. FINLEY. I object. 

SAMUEL L, PAINE. 

Mr. REED introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4269) granting a ion to 
Samuel L. Paine, late a private of 88 D, Ninth ent 
Maine Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


GEORGE F. WILLIAMS. 


Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4270) N a pension 
to George F. Williams; which was read a first and second time, and 
refe to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


JOHN KELLY. 

Mr. BARLOW introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4271) granting g pension 
to John Kelly, of North Troy, Orleans County, Vermont; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

CHARLES D, CHAPIN. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4272) gaming a 5 
to Charles D. Chapin, late a private in Company C of the Nin 
ment of Minneso’ Volunteers ; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

GEORGIANNA S. DUTCHER. 


Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4273) granting an 
increase of pension to Georgianna S. Dutcher; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

POLLY CHILDS ARNOLD. 

Mr. RICE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4274) granting a pension to 
Polly Childs Arnold; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PHEBE F. YORK. 

Mr. RICE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4275) granting a pen- 
sion to Phebe F. York; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

COMMISSIONERS OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. RICE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4276) to establish a 
board of commissioners of interstate commerce, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

STREET RAILWAY, SPRINGFIELD, MASSACHUSETTS, 

Mr. ROBINSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4277) granting to the 
Springfield Street Railway Company the right to lay tracks in Mill 
street, in Springfield, Massachusetts; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


LAURA A. TWINER. 

Mr. CRAPO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4278) granting a pension 
to Laura A. Twiner, of Plymouth, Massachusetts; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
HENRY WILSON. 
Mr. NORCROSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4279) to remove the 
of desertion against H Wilson; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
MARY H. ALLING, 
Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4280 granting sparon 
to Mary H. Alling, widow of L. H. Alling; which was read a first 


and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CATHARINE CARR. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4281) granting a pen- 
sion to Catharine Carr, widow of James Carr; which was read a Brat 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MRS. REBRCCA DOUGHERTY. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4282) for the relief of 
Mrs. Rebecca Dougherty, of the District of Columbia; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee for the District 
of Columbia. 

HELEN M. SCHOLEFIELD. 

Mr. PRESCOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4283) for the relief of 
Helen M. Scholefield, administratrix of the estate of Major C. M. 
Scholefield, deceased, late an additional 88 in the Army; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

WILLIAM DOWNS. 

Mr. MULLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4284) granting a pension 
to William Downs; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CATHARINE HENRY. 

Mr. FERDON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4285) granting a pension 
to Catharine Henry; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HENRY K. BROWN. 

Mr. FERDON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4286) to pay Henry 
K. Brown for the construction of an equestrian statue of General Win- 
field Scott in the city of Washington; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

JACOB WALLRAFF. 

Mr. O'REILLY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4287) for the relief of 
Jacob Wallraff; which was read a and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

WILLIAM WEBSTER. 

Mr. COX introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 204) forthe relief 
of William Webster; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

SARAH E. WEBSTER. 

Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4288) for the relief of 
Sarah E. Webster, administratrix, &c., of Isaac A. Verplanck, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

LANDS PATENTED BY THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4289) to quiet title to 
lands patented by the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHIEF SUPERVISORS OF ELECTION. 

Mr. HUTCHINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4290) to define the 
terms of office of certain officials of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PROHIBITION OF ARREST OF ELECTION OFFICERS. 

Mr. HUTCHINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4291) iar pyre 
the arrest of election officers on election day ; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. JAMES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4292) to amend “An act 
amending the laws 8 pensions to the soldiers and sailors of 
the war of 1812, and their widows, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 9, 1878; which was read a first and second time, re to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN WALLACE. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4293) 
8 pension to John Wallace, father of Robert Wallace, Com- 
pany C, Ninety-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

NEW BONDS FOR THOSE REDEEMABLE IN 1881. 

Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4294) authorizing the Seo- 
re of the Treasury to issue new bonds to holders of bonds that 
may me redeemable in 1881; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ADDITIONAL COUPONS TO UNITED STATES BONDS. 

Mr. KELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4295) providing for 
the issue of additional coupons to the holders of redeemable United 
States bonds; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, aud ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL POPE. 

Mr. FISHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4296) granting a pension 
to Daniel Pope; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


763 


ROBERT RICHARDS. 

Mr. OVERTON introduced a bill 2575 R. No. 4297) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert Richards, of Bradford County, Pennsylvania; which 
Was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

UNITED STATES VESSEL TO CARRY CONTRIBUTIONS TO IRELAND. 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4298) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to desi a vessel of the United States to carry, 
free of Shango; Comins for the relief of the suffering people of 
Ireland; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY W. JANES. 

Mr. KIMMEL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4299) to authorize the 
restoration of Henry W. Janes, United States Army, reti to the 
rank of major and quartermaster in the Army; which was a first 
and second time, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

PATRICK MURRY. 

Mr. HENRY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4300) for the 
relief of Patrick Murry; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MRS. ANNA I. GUEST, 

Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4301) to grant a pension 
to Mrs. Anna I. Guest; which was read a first and second time, and 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

TOD RANDALL. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4302) for the relief of 
Tod Randall; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

. E. W. RAYMOND, 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4303) for the relief of 
E. W. Raymond; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. N 


COLLECTION OF TAXES. 


Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4304) to amend the fifth 
section of an act for the support of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the year ending June 30, 1878; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 


RECLAMATION OF MARSHES, WASHINGTON HARBOR, ETC. 


Mr. HUNTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4305) to provide for 
the and Geos Pics mae 75 of the bors of gan Gye gi of args 
ington an wn, and for other purposes; w was a 
fet and second time, referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH PENNYGUY. 


Mr. GOODE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4306) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Pennyguy ; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ROBERT M. ELY, JR. 


Mr. RICHMOND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4307) providing for 
the payment of $26,000 to Robert M. Ely, jr., for Army supplies taken 
from him during the late war, he being then an infant; which was 
read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

DEFACEMENT OF COINS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4308) to amend section 
5459 of the Revised Statutes, concerning the defacement of the coins 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT ASHEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4309) to provide for 
the erection of public buildings for the United States at Asheville, 
North Carolina; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
te, e on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
8 DUTIES ON IRON AND STEEL. 

Mr. KITCHIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4310) to remove the 
duties on iron and steel; which was read a and second time, 
es to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BRONZE STATUE OF GENERAL DANIEL MORGAN. 

Mr. EVINS introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 205) to furnish 
a bronze statue of General Daniel Morgan to the Cowpens centennial 
committee of Spartanburgh, South Carolina; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Yorktown Celebration, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GENERAL LEGISLATION ON APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. SPEER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4311) to prevent general 

legislation by means of the appropriation bills; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 
B. F. CHAPMAN. 
Mr. SPEER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4312) for the relief of 
B. F. Chapman, of Lumpkin County, Georgia; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


MATTHEW WHITE. 
Mr. SPEER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4313) for the relief of 
Matthew White, of Hall County, Georgia; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


GEORGIA COTTON CLAIM. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, introduced a bill es R. No. 4314) for 
the relief of the State of Georgia; which was a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 
` Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4315) 
to reduce the expense of the ublie printing and binding, and for 
other purposes; Which was east a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


W. W. WELSH. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of gcc pe introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4316) for the relief of W. W. Wi ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


ALIMONY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. ; 

Mr. MANNING (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4317) to 
regulate the payment of alimony in suits for divorce in the District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZA WHITMORE. f 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. Ma grant- 
ing a pension to Eliza Whitmore; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
GEORGE L, RIKER, 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4319 


granting a pension to George L. Riker; which was read a first an 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


JAMES H. HAMLIN. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4320 
granting a pension to James H. Hamlin; which was read a first an 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

WILLIAM AUGUSTUS SEARLES. 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4321) 
granting a pension to William Augustus Searles; which was read a 
irst and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
FRANCIS M. COX. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
granting a pension to Francis M. Cox; which was read a first 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HENRY ANDERSON, 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4323) 
granting a pension to Henry Anderson; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JULIA FOLLANSBEE. 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4324) 
ting a pension to Julia Follansbee, of Salineville, Columbiana 
aunty, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
JAMES M. SINCLAIR. 

Mr. FINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4325) granting a pension 
to James M. Sinclair, of Richmond, Huron County, Ohio; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


ani 


— 


SAMUEL M. REESE. 

Mr. FINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4326) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel M. Reese, of Galion, Crawford County, Ohio ; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

; BRIDGING THE DETROIT RIVER. 

Mr. FINLEY also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Ohio instructing the Senators and requesting the Representatives in 
Con, of that State to vote against bridging the Detroit River ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

EDUCATION OF COLORED YOUTH. 

Mr. FINLEY also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Ohio instructing the Senators and requesting the Representatives in 
Congress of that State to use their influence to have the provision of 
the bill now pending before Congress extend to Wilberforce Univer- 
sity and Albany Enterprise Academy ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 
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LAKE IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. FINLEY also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Ohio relative to certain improvements along the lakes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

DEPARTMENT OF MANUFACTURES, ETC. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4327) to create a 
de} ent of manufactures, 8 mines; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JANES H. HAMILTON. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4328) for the 
relief of James H. Hamilton; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

FRANK RICKEY. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4329) directing 
the Secretary of the Interior to place the name of Frank Rickey on 
the ion-roll ; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JESSE H. BOND. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4330) granting a pension to 
Jesse H. Bond, of patty Ohio; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ABRAHAM ARMENTROUT. 


Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4331) ting a pension 
to Abraham Armentrout, a soldier of the war of 1812; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions. 

DISPUTED HANDWRITING. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4332) providing for 
evidence in cases involving disputed handwriting ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


HESTER ANN DENHAM,. 


Mr. DICKEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4333) for the relief of 
Hester Ann Denham, widow of Oliver Perry Denham, private Com- 
pany D, Forty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, asking for 
restoration to the pension-rolls; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CONTAGIOUS DISEASES AMONG ANIMALS, 


Mr. KEIFER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4334) to create a commis- 
sion of inquiry into the causes and for the prevention of contagious 
diseases among domestic animals ; which was read a first time by its 
title. 

Mr. KEIFER, I would like to have that bill read. It is not long. 

The bill was read the second time at le 

Mr. KEIFER. If under the rules this bill cannot be printed in the 
REcORD on account of its having been read, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it be so printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain a request for unani- 
mous consent during the morning hour of Monday. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and or- 
dered to be printed? 

MARY ULLERY. 

Mr. KEIFER also introduced a bill (H. R, No. 4335) granting a 
pension to Mary Ullery, of Xenia, Ohio; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ANTHONY PETERSON. 


Mr. KEIFER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4336) ting a pen- 
sion to Anthony chums os Company F, Forty-fifth Ohio Volunteer 


Infantry ; which was a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
` ALVARO SMITH. 


Mr. KEIFER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4337) for the relief 
of Alvaro Smith, late a corporal of the Fifty-fourth Regiment Ohio In- 
fantry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
fe to the Committee on Military Affairs. U 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FRANKFORT, KENTUCKY. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4338) to provide for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Frankfort, in the 
State of Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, referred 
5 on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

5 TRADERS AT MILITARY POSTS. 

Mr. KNOTT (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. sarod to reg- 
ulate traders at the mili posts of the Army of the United States, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SUPREME COURT STENOGRAPHERS. 


Mr. KNOTT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4340) to 
facilitate the transaction of business in the Supreme Court of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES P. FLOYD. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4341) 
for the relief of James P. Floyd, of Pulaski County, Kentucky; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

COLORED YOUTH. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4342) designed to aid the colored youth of the several States and 
Territories by the appropriation of certain unclaimed pay and bounty 
money in the Treasury of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH ANN PHIPPS. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4343) grant- 
ing: a pension to Sarah Ann Phipps, widow of Joseph F. Phipps; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. 


TRIAL AND DISMISSAL OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4344) to provide 
for the trial and dismissal of certain officers of the Navy who fail of 
promotion on account of misconduct or immoral character; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CALVIN ADKINS. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4345) for the relief of Cal- 
vin Adkins, of Anderson County, Tennessee, and to place his name on 
the pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MARY L, WELLS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4346) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary L. Wells, of Loudon County, Tennessee, widow of George 
W. Wells, late private Company I, First ent Tennessee Infantry ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

MARSHAL’S SALES. 
Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4347) to authorize and re- 
uire United States marshals within their respective districts to make 
sales of property which may hereafter be made by virtue of any 
order, judgment, or decree of any United States court, master in 
chancery, or commissioner, or by order of any execution or other proc- 
ess thereof, and for other popom; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 
POST-OFFICE AT VINCENNES, INDIANA. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4348) authorizing and 
directing the Postmaster-General to purchase, for the use of the post- 
office at the city of Vincennes, In a, certain property described 
therein, and for other p ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JASPER N. WRIGHT. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. Sa granting a pen- 
sion to Jasper N. Wright, of Crawford County, Indiana; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

JOSEPH PERRY. 

Mr. BROWNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4350) for the relief of 
Joseph Perry; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ELIZA J. WRIGHT. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4351) grantin, 
of pensions to Eliza J. Wright; which was read a frst an 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JOHN TOBIN. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4352) granting a 
pension to John Tobin; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

ELIZA J. F. TOMLIN. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4353) granting a 
pension to Eliza J. F. Tomlin; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

THOMAS H, BENNETT. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4354) granting a 
pension to Thomas H. Bennett; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


POSTAL CARDS. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, introduced a bil CH, R. No. 4355) in 
relation to postal cards with flexible flaps to con messages; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL CABELL. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4356 
for the relief of Samuel Cabell; which was read a first and secon 


arrears 
second 


time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims 


1880. 
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SARAH J. BENTON. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. gad 
granting a pension to Sarah J. Benton; which was read a first an 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ANGLO-AMERICAN LAND AND CLAIM ASSOCIATION, 


Mr. BARBER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4358) to extend the 
powers of the Anglo-American Land and Claim Association, and to 
promote colonization upon the public domain; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


HARBOR OF HANNIBAL, MISSOURI. 


Mr. HATCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4359) making an appro- 
priation for the improvement of the channel of the Mississippi River 
so as to restore and preserve the harbor of the city of Hannibal, in 
the State of Missouri; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER, ALEXANDRIA, MISSOURI. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4360) making an ap- 
eke seat ry for the improvement of the Mississippi River at and above 

exandria, in the State of Missouri; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DUTY ON PAPER, ETC. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4361) to reduce the 
duty on printing and other papers, and on manufactures of paper ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


REFUND OF GOVERNMENT BONDS, 


Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4362) to authorize 
the refunding of a portion of the 6 per cent. bonded debt of the 
United States due in 1881, and for other purpose ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Co ttee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. í 


SAINT LOUIS ARSENAL GROUNDS, 


Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4363) ting the land 
known as the Saint Louis arsenal grounds to the city of Saint Louis 
for the use of the public as a place of public resort; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE FLITCHAL, 


Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4364) granting a pension to 
George Flitchal, of Saint Joseph, Missouri; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES, 


Mr. PHILIPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4365) conferri 
diction on United States circuit courts, and providin 
tain claims against the United States now prosecuted before the Quar- 
termaster and Commissary Generals and Third Auditor, and revoking 
the jurisdiction of the latter departments in such cases; which was 

a first and second time, re to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 
. PUBLIC BUILDING, JEFFERSON, MISSOURI. 

Mr. PHILIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 8 for 
the erection of a romaria at Jefferson City, Missouri, for the use and 
accommodation of the United States courts and other Government 
offices; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

EMMA A. PORCH. 

Mr. PHILIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4367) to place the 
name of Emma A. Porch, of Cole County, Missouri, on the pension- 
roll; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

: THOMAS B, WALLACE. 

Mr. PHILIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4368) for the relief 

of Thomas B. Wallace, of Lexi m, in the State of Missouri; which 


was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


juris- 
gior trial of cer- 


JOSEPH GRIBBLE, 


Mr. PHILIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4369) for the relief 
of Joseph Gribble, of Monitean County, Missouri; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

COLONEL L. M. KELLOGG’S WIDOW. 

_ Mr. FORD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4370) for the re- 
lief of the widow of Colonel Lymon M. Kellogg; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

É SARAH J. RANEY. 

Mr. CRAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4371) grantin - 
sion to Sarah J. Raney, of . Bluff, | pet Couns, 3 
sas; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


MARIA B, LEMMON. 


Mr. WILLITS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4372) for the relief of 
Maria B. Lemmon, widow of John C. Lemmon late colonel of the 
Tenth New York Cavalry Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


NOTARIES PUBLIC. 


Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4373) to construe 
section 5498 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to notaries public ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM P. GLOVER. 


Mr. BREWER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4374) ting a pension 
to William P. Glover, of Pontiac, Michigan ; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


THOMAS M’KERNAN. 


Mr. BREWER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4275) ting a 
pension to Thomas McKernan, late of Company H, Twenty-sixth Mich- 
igan Volunteer Infantry; which was a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


DAVID F. RUSSELL, 


Mr. BREWER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4376) ting a 

msion to David F. Russell, late of Company H, Forty-third Ohio 

olunteer Infantry ; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC LANDS, SCHOOLCRAFT AND CHIPPEWA COUNTIES, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. HUBBELL submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is andes requested to in- 
form the House of the number of acres of Government lands in the counties of 
Chippewa and Schoolcraft, in the State of Michigan, and when the same were 
placed in the market. 

BUILDINGS RENTED BY THE GOVERNMENT IN DETROIT. 


Mr. NEWBERRY submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 
renee CSNY PE: Re EIEI, De. Tognola See 

‘ouse— 

1. Asto the size of the lot of land in the city of Detroit and State of Michigan 
on which the building known as the custom-house and t-oflice is located. 

2. The size of the building now erected thereon and the date of its erection and 
— of the mas 83 Tat the sane, situation, and nrg s 1 rooms —— 
ied respectively by the Posi ice, the Treasury Department, the Department o 

Fustics, and any and all other officers in said buildin A 

3. The amount of available room on said lot for erection of an addition to 
said building, and its availability as to light and convenience after erection, and 
his opinion as to the propriety and economy of the erection of said addition, in 
view of the want of room for the use of the present occu’ of said building. 
and the numerous other rooms and buildings in the city of it now rented for 


the use of the United States. 
4. The number of rented rooms and buildings and amount of rent paid for the 


same by the Treasury and other Departments of the Government in said city. 

5. The comparative amount of business done in the said building by the several 
Government officers therein for the year after said building was first occupied and 
the year 1878 or 1879. 

SPECIAL ACT—PENSION CASES, 

Mr. WARNER introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 206) requir- 
ing the Commissioner of Pensions to submit special reports in cases 
of petitions for relief by ial act; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ANGUS M’AULAY. 

Mr. HULL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4377) to restore the name 
of Angus McAulay to the pension-roll; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


The SPEAKER. At the request of Mr. VALENTINE, of Nebraska, 
the Chair asks by unanimous consent that the 8 of admission 
to the floor be granted to Hon. E. C. Carns, lieutenant-governor of 
Nebraska. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks by unanimous consent to lay be- 
fore the House certain executive communications, which should be 
referred as speedily as possible to the appropriate committees. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same : $ Í 

An act (H. R. No. 325) for the erection of a publio building at Dan- 
ville, Virginia; 

An act (H. R. No. 3497) to provide for deficiencies in the appropri- 
ations for contingent expenses of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives ; 

An act (8. No. 325) for the relief of Henry Page; 

An act (S. No. 578) granting an increase of pension to Samuel B. 
Davis; aud 

An act (S. No. 857) authorizing the conversion of national gold 
banks. 
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MISSISSIPPI, SAINT CROIX, CHIPPEWA, AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimeus consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report on survey of 
the Mississippi, Saint Croix, Chippewa, and Wisco: Rivers; which 
was refi to the Committee on Commerce, b 

Mr. POUND. I move that the letter and accompanying papers, 

ther with the map, be printed. S 
e SPEAKER. t will the matter cost? Under the law, if it 
cost more than $500, it must be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. POUND. It will be inexpensive, and it is quite essential to 
the proper understanding of the report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. t is it? 

The SPEAKER. The rule requires the map to go to the Committee 
on Printing. The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


pu 
The SPEAKER. The authority to print this, under the rule, will 
have to come with the approval of the Committee on Printing. 
Mr. POUND. Let the map be referred to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 

Ene SPEAKER. If the papers are printed the map will go with 
them. The Chair would suggest, as the Committee on Printing has 
the right to report at any time, the gentleman had better have the 
document referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. POUND. It is important this should be printed at as early a 


day as ble, 
The PEAKE. The Chair has no object beyond enforcing the 


rules of the House. 

Mr. POUND. I accept the suggestion of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The paper will be printed, and the accompanying 
map will be referred to the Committee on Printing; and if its print- 
ing be approved of by that committee, it will accompany the docu- 
ment. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


LANDS HELD BY CHEROKEE INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimons consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior, relative to the lands held by 
the Cherokee Indians; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 8 estimates of 
appropriations needed for the National Board of Health for the year 
en June 30, 1881; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 


propriations. 
CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 


a letter from the Public Printer, relative to stereo plates and 
volumes of the ee eee. Globe, published by the Messrs. Rives, 
and recommending further le, tion upon the subject; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 


BALTIMORE CITY POST-OFFICE. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, tive to the expense to 
be incurred in examining the title deeds of property for the Baltimore 
City post-office; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 
JAMES S. BRISBIN AND 8. R. DOUGLAS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the military 17 857 
in the claim of Major James S. Brisbin and Second Lieutenant S. R. 
Douglas; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


LIEUTENANT R. E. WHITMAN. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, relative to a suit against Lieuten- 
ant R. E. Whi of the Third Cavalry, for the value of two mules; 
which was refe to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

INCREASE OF CLERICAL FORCE, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, relative to an increase in the 
clerical force in the office of the Surgeon-General; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, 


HAYEM, TAYLOR & DE BLANC, 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, with accompa- 
rode papers, in the Louisiana private land claim case of Hayem, 
Sede & De Blanc; which was referred to the Committee on Private 


A. J. MIFFORD. 


Mr. STEVENSON, by unanimous consent, asked that the papersin 
the case of A. J. Mifford, of Pekin, Ilinois, be withdrawn Som the 


files of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, there being no adverse 


report. 

The SPEAKER. The application of the gentleman from Illinois 
will be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, if there be 
no objection. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

JOHN C. RAY AND OTHERS, 

Mr. HULL, by unanimons consent, asked to withdraw from the 
files of the House the papers in the case of John C. Ray and others. 

The SPEAKER. The application of the gentleman from Florida 
will be referred to the committee last having charge of the matter, 
if there be no objection. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would state further that he has appli- 
cations from four gentlemen 9 ing commit which com- 
mittees have authorized them move to suspend the rules this 


morning. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask the gentleman from Ohio who made objection 
to continuing the call of States in the morning hour to withdraw his 
objection in order that the call may be continued until all the States 
and Territories have been called. There are only two or three re- 


maining. 

Mr. TINLEY. I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to continuing the call 
of States and Territories until it is concluded? 

There was no further objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

TITLE TO ISLANDS, BAYOUS, Ero. 

Mr. SAPP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4378) to transfer to the States 
the title to all islands, beds of lakes, (not navigable,) bayous, sloughs, 
poate, &c., which at the time the public lands were surveyed by the 

vernment were meandered ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PONCA INDIANS, 

Mr. DEERING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4379) for the relief of 
the Ponca tribe of Indians in the Indian Territory; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM CHRISTY. 

Mr. CARPENTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4380) for the relief 
of William Christy, late of the Eighth Iowa Cavalry Volunteers ; 
which was read a and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

CLEMINTINA BICKFORD. 

Mr. GILLETTE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4381) ting a pen- 
sion to Clemintina Bickford, mother of William H. Peters, of Com- 
pany C, Twenty-fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ` 

s LIGHT-HOUSES IN WISCONSIN. « 

Mr. BOUCK presented a memorialof the State of Wisconsin for an 
appropriation to construct light-houses at the entrance of the Stur- 

n Canal and at Sherwood’s Point, at the entrance of Sturgeon 

Y, in Wisconsin; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

SYLVANUS BRIMHALL. , 

Mr. POUND introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4382) granting a on 
to Sylvanus Brimhall, of Amherst, Portage County, State of n- 
sin; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

SECTION 3244 OF REVISED STATUTES, F 

Mr. DEUSTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4383) to amend section 
3244 of chapter 3 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

NATURALIZATION, 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4384) to establish 
a uniform rule and to provide for uniform certificates of naturaliza- 
tion ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MINERAL LANDS IN CALIFORNIA, 

Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4385) to authorize the State 
of California to select other lands in place of the sixteenth and thirty- 
sixth sections returned as mineral; which was read a first and second 
Sae ra to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
prin 

HOMESTEAD SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4386) for the relief of 
homestead settlers on the public lands; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SECTION 4693 OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. POEHLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4387) to amend article 
3 of section 4693 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
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JOHN FENSCKE. 

Mr. POEHLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4388) ting a 

sion to John Fenscke; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
THOMAS W. BEALE. 4 

Mr. WHITEAKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4389) for the relief 
of Thomas W. Beale; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT CARSON CITY. 

Mr. DAGGETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4390) for the erection 
of a public building at Carson City, State of Nevada; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

á WARS WITH NEZ PERCÉ AND BANNOCK INDIANS. 

Mr. AINSLIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4391) for the relief of 
the citizens of Idaho and Washington Territories who served, in con- 
nection with the United States troops, in the war with the Nez Percé 
Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of such as were killed in such 
service; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military irs, and ordered to be ted. 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4392) for the relief of citizens 
of Idaho who served with the United States troops in the war with 
the Bannock Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of such as were 
killed in such service; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories having been 
completed, the Chair will now recognize gentlemen who were not in 
their places when their States were called. 

ALBERT SPEYERS. 

Mr. PHELPS (by request) introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 
207) for the relief of Albert Speyers; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

NANCY HALL. 

Mr. ROTHWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4393) granting a pen- 
sion to Nancy Hall, widow of Thomas Hall, late private in the war 
of 1812; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

ELIZABETH MAZELL. 
Mr. KLOTZ introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4394) restoring to the pen- 


sion-roll Elizabeth Mazell, widow; which was read a and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
DECORATION FOR GENERAL FRANCIS A. WALKER, 

Mr. COX introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 208) authorizing 
General Francis A. Walker, Superintendent of the Census, to accept 
decorations from the 133 of Sweden and Spain; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on For- 

eign Affairs. 

y TOBACCO FOR ARMY USE. 

Mr. ELLIS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4395) to regu- 
late the method of purchasing tobacco for the use of the Army; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ACCOTINK HOME GUARDS. 

Mr. JORGENSEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4396) for the relief 
of the Accotink Home Guards, of Fairfax Coun idle, roe which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BATON ROUGE BARRACKS. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4397) to authorize and 
direct the Secretary of War to allow the occupation of the barracks 
and grounds at Baton Ronge to the University of Louisiana, so long 
as the same are not needed by the Government; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. SCOTT. 

Mr. DICKEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4398) granting a pension 
to John M. Scott, late private Company D, Sixtieth Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ARMY CHAPLAINS. 

Mr. McCOOK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4399) to regulate the ap- 
pointment, assignment, and duties of chaplains in the y, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JULIA AND IMOGENE HARRIS. 

Mr. O'NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4400) for the relief of 
Julia and Imogene Harris; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

UNSTAMPED DOCUMENTS OR PAPERS. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4401) to provide for the 
stamping of ee documents or papers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. GRIFFIN. 

Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4402) for the relief of 
George W. Griffin, late second lieutenant Company H, Sixty-seventh 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

: HOMESTEADS. 

Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4403) to amend section 
2305 of the Revised Statutes, which allows certificates in the Army, 
Navy, and Marine Corps to be deducted from the time required to 
perfect title to a homestead ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

I. R. COGHAN. 

Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4404) granting a pen- 
sion to I. R. Coghan; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


REORGANIZATION OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4405) to reduce and 
reorganize the Army of the United States, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

J. S. PAYNE. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4406) to authorize the 
President to appoint Captain J. S. Payne, Fifth United States Cav- 
alry, a major in the Adjutant-General’s Office; which was read a first 

second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


OSAGE INDIAN TRUST AND DIMINISHED RESERVE LANDS. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4407) to 8 
uate the price and dispose of the residue of the Osage Indian trust 
and diminished-reserve lands lying east of the sixth principal meri- 
dian, in Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ACTING ASSISTANT SURGEONS. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4408) in re- 
lation to acting assistant surgeons of the Army of the United States ; 
which was atl a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

S. F. F. MERCER. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H: R. No. 4409) grant- 
ing a pension to S. F. F. Mercer, late surgeon Forty-ninth Veteran 
Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION OF 1880, 

Mr. BLISS introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 209) granting 
the use of the National Museum building, now in process of erection 
in Washington, District of Columbia, to the democratic national con- 
vention of 1880; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the ee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
7 AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES., 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4410) amending 
sections 3244 and 3295 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair repeats that he has been up to this 
time notified by four members of the House that they are respect- 
ively authorized by committees of which they are members to 
move a suspension of the rules for the passage of certain resolutions 
and bills. Among these members is the gentleman from Kansas 


[Mr. Ryan] whom the Chair now recognizes, and who states that he 


is acting under instructions from the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. The bill which I propose to put on its pas- 
under a suspension of the rules has been unanimously agreed 
to by the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WEAVER. I rise to a point of order. It occurs to me that the 
rule which the Chair seems to have adopted in reference to recog- 
nitions for motions to suspend the rules would forever preclude any 
individual member from obtaining the floor for the purpose of mov- 
ing such a suspension, 

e SPEAKER. That is not a point of order. 

Mr. WEAVER. It seems to me that Rule 145 extends no such spe- 
cial privilege to gentlemen representing committees in preference to 
individual members. Hence I would like to have a distinct ruling 
or intimation from the Chair as to whether his present ruling is in 
accordance with the uniform custom of the House. I know that the 
Chair desires to be fair; and for that reason I make this point of 
order as to whether a gentleman representing a committee is entitled 
under the rules to any preference over wag Reap member who may 
wish to move a suspension of the rules on Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The right of recognition is with the Chair, under 
the rules and under the practice. During the last and the present 
session the Chair has laid down for himself as a rule which would 
govern him in all cases, that where a member claiming the floor for 
a motion to suspend the rules states that he does so under instruc- 
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ize him in 
it not only just but in 
the direction of 1 | t tion that a committee in their col- 


tions from a committee, the Chair will reference 


to any individual member. The Chair thi 


lective capacity should have the right of recognition in preference to 
an individual member. 7 A 
Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I made a point upon this subject the 
other day, which I nope the Chair will take into consideration. 
The SPEAKER, Chair has taken the remarks of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] s 
this morning, and has reco; 


ken heretofore into consideration 
a gentleman of the minority of the 


House. 

Mr. WEAVER. There is another minority here, still smaller. 
(Laughter. 

The SP. R. Whenever the gentleman from Iowa claims the 


floor as the representative of a committee the Chair will give him the 
reference 
r Mr. GILLETTE. I wish to inquire how the “ party of the center” 
in this House can make a report from a committee? 
The SPEAKER. There is no such committee known to the rules 


composed of a“ of the center.” . 
Mr. GILLETTE. Told like to make one further inquiry: Have 
not these committees the 0 of reporting on any other day of 
the week, while no member can introduce resolutions or bills on any 
any 8 Monday ? 
he SPEAKER. The Chair has generally been informed that these 
recognitions are sought with the unanimous consent of the commit- 
tees concerned. The Chair has no doubt of the thorough propriety 
and equity of his ition. He will, however, cause to be read in 
support of his position an extract from the Journal of April 9, 1879. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. GARFIELD, from the Committee on the Rules, submitted the following report; 
which was read, considered, and, under the operation of the previous question, 


to, to wit: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolution of the House in 
reference to a modification of Rules 59 and 113, or of the tice which has arisen 
under them, have had the same under consideration, and beg leave to present the 
following report: 

The rules under consideration are as follows : 

“59. When two or more members ha ` ae once, the Speaker shall name 
“113. The rules of proceedings in the House shall be observed in a Committee 
3 t the rule limiting the 

rs speak twice to 18 3 


until every mem to k shall have spoken. December 

With the exception of the clause of Rule 113, which was adopted in 1805, 
these rules have remained for N In the nature of the case 
discretion must be lodged with the presiding officer, and no fixed and arbitrary 
order of recognition can be wisely provided for in advance; and the committee are 
of opinion that these rules not be changed. 


T FFT 
the House or Committee c offi - 
cer to know and remember the wishes of members. As to the order tion. 
he should not be bound to follow the list, but should be free to exercise a wise and 
just discretion in the interest of full and fair debate. 

The committee ask to be discharged from the further consideration of the sub- 


The SPEAKER. This report, which was adopted by the House 
without a division, sustains the Chair thoroughly in the exercise of 
the discretion by which he recognizes a gentleman representing a 
committee in preference to an individual member. 

Mr. . I understand the Chair to say that he onl 1 
nizes gentlemen acting under instructions of committees where e 
committee is unanimous. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that, so far as the recognitions 
heretofore were concerned during the present session, the gentleman 
recognized was in each case ac under the unanimous instruction 
of his committee. But the Chair does not say that he will feel bound 
to apply such a rule., There might be cases in which the majority of 
a committee, under the 3 adopted ES Gay Chair, would be en- 
titled to recognition, although there might be in the committee a dis- 
senting minority. In the remarks referred to by the gentleman from 
Ohio Mr. FINLEY] the Chair was simply enforcing his position by 
stating that almost all, if not all, the recognitions thus far during 
the present session for motions to suspend the rules had been in favor 
of gentlemen who acted under the unanimous instruction of their 
respective committees; and the Chair is advised that the gentleman 
from Kansas now on the floor is acting in obedience to the unanimous 
voice of his committee. 

Mr. FINLEY. The difficulty is that under this practice individual 
members will be altogether precluded from recognition. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair thinks that the proposition of an indi- 
vidual member should never come in conflict with the collective voice 
of a committee, The gentleman from Kansas will indicate his motion. 


LAND DISTRICT IN KANSAS. 


Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. I move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill which I send to the Clerk, a bill (H. R. No. 4411) to establish an 
additional land district in the State of Kansas. This bill has been 
peers 1 Committee on Public Lands as a substitute for House 
ill No. 3190. 

The Clerk read as follows: A 

Be it enacted, £c., That the following-described territory in the State of 8 
to wit: commencing at the southeast corner of 3 ee range 27 west 
the sixth principal meridian, on the south bor of the State of Kansas ; thence 
west on said southern boundary to the western of said State; thence 
north on said western boundary to the third standard p: south; thence east 


Siong ould parallel T 16 sow e 27 west ; and 
CA Oaa pons lace of tn the State at Kanes’ shall coumtinede ne 


be designated by the President of the United States, and 

as the public interest may seem to require. 
Sc. 2. That the President be, and he hereby . authorized, whenever the public 
interests shall rears, to eres in accordance with e: 


each be required to reside at the site of the office for said district, have the 


on and be subject to the same acts 
and penalties which are, or may be, prescribed by law . n to other land 


Seo. 3. That all sales and locations made at the offices of the districts in which 
the lands embraced in this district have hitherto been included, situated wholly 
hanis, Han meng 5 er = shall 17 7 pes in other respects 

Ww 
. ; M 2 ich the new office shall go into op on, be, and the same are 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill, it was agreed to, two-thirds 
voting in favor thereof. 

ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, State Sen- 

ator Lee, of Illinois, was allowed to come upon the floor. 


PRACTICE AND SUITS FOR INFRINGEMENTS OF PATENTS. 


Mr. THOMAS. I have been directed unanimously by the Commit- 
tee on the Revision of the Laws to move to suspend the rules and 
528 0 that committee from the further consideration of a bill 
(H. R. No. 4412) as a substitute for House bill 3767, to regulate prac- 
tice in suits brought to recover damages for infringement of patents, 
and that the bill be passed. 

The bill, which WOREN hash ohare that hereafter in any suit brought 
in any court having jurisdiction in patent cases for an alleged use or 
infringement of any patented article, device, pree invention, or 
discovery, where it shall appear that the defendant in such suit pur- 
chased the same in ith for his own personal use from the 
manufacturer thereof, or from a person or firm en in the o; 
sale or practical aopean thereof, and by l the same for and to 
his own use and not for sale, if the plaintiff shall recover a judgment 
for $5 or less as damages the court shall adjudge that he Pay costs 
of suit; and if the plaintiff shall not recover the sum of $20 or over 
the court shall adju him to pay all his own costs, unless it shall 
also appear that the defendant at the time of such 3 or prac- 
tical application had knowledge or actual notice of the existence of 
such patent; provided that nothing contained herein shall apply to 
articles man ured outside of the United States. 

The House divided; and there Deere gay 101, noes 25. 

Mr. ROBINSON. No Cae has vo 

Mr. BAKER. We might as well have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Les, let us have the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 


yeas 196, nays 28, not voting 68; as follows: 
YEAS—196. 
Aik Dibrell, Kitchin, yan, 
Aldrich William Dickey, 124 Ryon, John W. 
Armfield, Dunnell, Lapham, Sapp, 
Atherton, — A Le Fevre, Sawyer, 
Baker, Erre Lindsey, Scales, 
Barber, Evins, Lowe, Shallenberger, 
Bayne, Felton, Manning, Sherwin, 
Beale, Finley, Marsh, Singleton, James W. 
Belford, Fisher, Martin, Edward L. Singleton, O. R. 
Beltzhoover, Ford, Martin, Joseph J. Slemons, 
Bicknell, Forney, Mason, Smith, A. Herr 
Blackburn, Forsythe, Leden Sparks, 
Bouck, Frost, McKenzie, . 
Brewer, Codebalx n, Stevenson, 
Brigham, MeMillin, ` 
Bright, Goode, Talbott, 
Browne, Gunter, Mitchell, lor, 
Burrows, Hammond,Jobn ‘Monroe Thompson, P. B 
n nro®, om’ ‘ 
Daeron, Hammond, taal — m. G. 
Cabell, Harmer, ers, > 
Caldwell, Haskell, Neal, Townshend, R. W 
Calkins, Hatch, New, ‘Turner, Oscar 
Camp, Hawk, Newberry, Turner, Thomas 
0 Nicholls, 1 
— Heilman, Norcross, J. T. 
Ghalvaets, ioe ONeill, 4 85 
Clerk John B. H 525. 8 Van : 
er i 
Gab, ker, — Voorhis, 
offroth, 8 erton, ‘arner, 
Colerick, Houk, Page, Washburn, 
Conger, 0 Persons, Weaver, 
Coo! Hubbell, Philips, ellborn, 
Cowgill, Hunton, Phister, Wells, 
Cox, ard, Poehler, Whiteaker, 
Cravens, James, Pound, Whitthorne, 
D: Johnston, Williams, C. 
= dson, K z Price, wae ‘Thomas 
Davis, Horace Keifer, Rio A J.S. Willits, 
oseph J. enna, Richmon 
Davie Lowndes H. Ketcham, Robertson, Wood, Walter A. 
De La Matyr, el, Rothwell, Wright, 
fi 1 Russell, Daniel L. Young, Casey 
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NAYS—28. 
Ballou, Culberson, Kelley, Robinson, 
Blount, Farr, er, Ross, 
Carlisl Field, orse, Russell, W. A 
Chittenden, Frye, Phelps, Simonton, 
Clymer, Hawle 4 erce, Wait, 
Converse, Ward, 
Crapo, Hostetler, Rice, White. 
NOT VOTING. 

Acklen, Deuster, Jones, Robeson, 
Aldrich, N. W. Dick illinger, Shelley, 
Atkins, Dwight, Knott, Smith, Hezekiah B 
Bachman, Einstein, Lewis, Smith, William E. 
Bailey, Elam, A 
Barlow, Ewing, Louns! Š Stephens 
Berry, Ferdon, rtin, Benj. F. Townsend, Amos 
Bingham, Garfield, eCoid, cker, 
Blake, Gibson, McLane, Urner, 
Bland, Harris, TA Miles, Valentine, 
Bowman, Harris, Jobn T. Morrison, Van Voorhis, 
Bragg, Hazelton, Morton, Wad 
Brig Herndon, Muller, Wilber, 
Cc Hill, urch, Wi 
Clark, Alvah A. Hull, O'Brien, W. Fernando 

vi ad eB Pacheco, ocum, 
Crowley, Hu X Richardson, D. P. Young, Thomas L. 


So the rules were suspended and the bill was passed, two-thirds 
having voted in favor thereof. 

During the roll-call the . announcements were made: 

Mr. B D. I am paired with Mr. CLAFLIN, of Massachusetts. 
If he were here, I would vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. HERBERT. My colleague, Mr. LEw1s, is paired with Mr. HAR- 
RIS, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. FORNEY. My colleague, Mr. HERNDON, is paired with Mr. 


BRIGGS. 

Mr. COFFROTH. Mr. Wise is paired with Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. 
BACHMAN, who has been called home on important business, is paired 
with Mr. BLAKE, of New Jersey. 

Mr. HALL. My colleague, Mr. BRIGGS, is paired with Mr. HERN- 
DON. 

Mr. PAGE. My colleague, Mr. BERRY, is absent by leave of the 


House. 
aired with Mr. ELAM. 


Mr. HARMER. Mr. DICK is 
On motion of Mr. D , by unanimous consent, the reading 


of the names was dispensed with. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ESTABLISHMENT OF TITLES IN HOT SPRINGS. 


Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on Pub- 
„lic Lands to move that that committee be disch from the farther 
consideration of a bill (H. R. No, 4244) forthe establishment of titles 
in Hot Springs, and for other purposes, and that the bill be passed. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
rg eres eran S the United States of 
the beg A of the Secretary of the 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House 
America in Congress assembled, That it 

Interior, within ten days after the passage of this act, to transmit to the United 
States land office at Little Rock, Arkansas, the final report of the commissioners 
appointed under an act 2 yo March 3, 1877, entitled “An act in relation to the 
Hot Springs reservation in the State of Arkansas," together with the survey and 
map made by said commissioners, and accompanying their said re which re- 
port and map show the award of titles to lands made by the commissioners under 
the provisions of said act; and shall instruct the United States land officers at 
Little Rock to allow the lots and lands awarded to individuals or associations on 
the Hot a poe reservation to be entered 


pa 
this act. 
Sec. 2. That any persons, their heirs or legal representatives, in whose favor 
said commissioners, or the court to which appeals may be taken under the provis- 
ions of this act, shall have pend adjudicated, shall have the sole right to enter 
and pay for the amount of land the commissioners may have them to be 
enti to purchase, at any time within twelve months next r the expiration 
of the thirty days’ notice by the land officers required in the preceding section to 
be given, by paying on every separate certificate of award covering a lot of one 
acre, or of any fra on of an acre, the sum of $10; and on every te certificate 
g more than one acre but not over two acres, the sum of ; and on every 
separate certificate covering more than two acres but not over three acres, the sum 
of $30; and so on at this rate, paying an additional $10 on every additional acre or 
fraction of an acre covered by reg oar 

Sec. 3. That a revision may be in equity of the adjudications and award, of 
the right of entry of lots made by the commissioners, the correctness of which 
may be questioned on account of fraud, gross error, or mistake, and to that end 
ju ction is conferred upon the district court of the United States for the east- 
ern district of Arkansas, and said court shall be deemed as o) at all times for 
the exercise of the jurisdiction pong tia nny Any and all — feeling 
themselves aggrieved by any award or decision made by the commissioners for the 
canses aforesaid may apply to Lape eg of said court for an order suspending the 
entry or sale of the lot or lots to which they feel themselves entitled, notawarded 
them, and not included in the permanent reservation, at any time within twenty 
days after the first publication of the notice of the Coena of the land office as 
aforesaid, b A e their bill of complaint upon which the application is to be 
made, and * copy thereof to and serving notice upon the adverse party 
of the intended app cation, five days prior to tbe date of such application, orin 
default of such delivery of a copy and notice, shall saty o court of their ina- 
bility to do so. If, upon consideration of the bill and affidavit supporting it, in 
conjunction with the answer, should any be filed, and affidavits supporting it, or, 
in default of answer, upon the bill alone, the judge shall be of opinion that a case 
for equitable intervention on the grounds of fraud, gross error, or mistake as afore- 
said is primarily made, he shall make an order suspending the entry or sale of the 
lot or lots involved in the suit, and cause a copy thereof to be delivered to the land 
officers at Little Rock, Ar r to the opening of their office for entries as 
herein provided, which order shall be obeyed until countermanded by the court or 
Secretary of the Interior. Parties not served with a copy of bill and notice as 
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cove 


aforesaid shall be brought before the court by the usual process, when an order 
of suspension has been made as above provided, and may file their answer, with 
affidavits sup ug it, and if, upon consideration thereof, together with the bill, 
the court is of opinion that a case for equitable intervention is not 3 
the order s ding the entry shall be vacated, the cause dismissed, and the 
officers served with a copy of the order vacating the suspension, after which entries 
or sales may be made as though such suspension had never been ordered. 

Sec. 4. That all cases presented as aforesaid, in which a suspension of entries 
shall be ordered, as above provided, the. court shall proceed to ascertain, try, and 
determine the better right as between the contestants, and to that end may admit 
5 of the maps and plats of the land office at Little Rock, Arkansas, 
and the testimony taken before the commissioners; and it shall be the duty of the 
Secretary of the Interior to make, or cause to be made, such exemplifications, and 
to transmit the testimony so taken as aforesaid npon the proper demand of the 
court; and the court shall admit any other and further testimony before it essen- 
tial to the proper determination of such causes, and may at all es make such 
rules as may be needful to secure costs and bring such causes to a speedy hi g 
and determination. 

Sec. 5. Upon the determination of such causes the coart shall certify its decision 
in each case to the Secretary of the Interior, and thereupon he shall issue the nec- 
essary instructions to the land officers at Little Rock, Arkansas, to permit entries 
in conformity with the decision of the court, as provided by tho second section of 
this act, at any time within twelve months next after the date of such instructions. 

Sec. 6. That all claimants who failed in whole or in part to get an award for the 
lands they claimed, shall, althongh said lands may not have been awarded to oth- 
ers, and provided the same be not included in the permanent reservation, have the 
same right of revision, subject to the same conditions as presoribed in section 3 
of this act; and if the judgment of the court be in their favor, it shall be the duty 
of the Secretary of the Interior to instruct the land officers at Little Rock to allow 
entries of said lands, in accordance with the judgment of the court, upon pay- 
ment being made according to the rate established in section 2 of this act, at any 
time wi twelve months after the date of the decision of the court in the case: 
Provided, That this shall not apply to lots or lands set apart for school or church 


purposes. 

Sec. 7. That those divisions of the Hot Springs reservation, known as the mount- 
ainous districts, not divided by streets on the map made by the commissioners, 
but known and defined on the map and in the report of the commissioners as North 
Mountain, West Mountain, and Su Loaf Mountain, be, and the same are here- 
by, forever reserved from sale, and dedicated to public use as parka, to be known, 
with Hot ee Mountain, as the permanent reservation. 

Sec. 8. That whenever the town of Hot Springs shall procure elsewhere q suit- 
able burying-ground and shall cause the bodies now buried in the cemetery lot, 
within the limits of said town, to be 3 removed and reinterred, the title to 
said cemetery lot shall vest in the corporation of said town, to be held and used 
forever as a town or city park, and not otherwise. 

Sec. 9. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to designate as 
many as six lots from the unawarded grounds on the Hot Springs reservation for 
the use of the common schools of the corporation of the town of Hot Springs, as 
sites for school-houses, and the lots when so designated are hereby dedicated to 
the use of common schools, and shall be used, controlled, and managed by the 
common-school officials of the district in which they may be located for such pur- 


poses only. 

Sec. 10. That the streets, courts, and alleys, and other thoroughfares of the town 
of Hot Springs, as surveyed, opened, or established the commissioners and 
represented on the map of said town, and not incladed in the permanent reserva- 


tion be, and the same are hereby, ceded to the corporation of the town of Hot - 


Springs. 

Sec. 11, That that portion of the Hot Springs reservation laid off into lots and 
blocks and forming part of the town site, but not awarded to any claimants, and 
not otherwise d of or reserved by this act, shall be sold at public auction to 
the highest bidder, at not less than its apprai: value, from time to time, at the 
discretion of the Secre of the Interior, and after public notice in the usual way 
in the sale of public lands; and the money arisin, m said sales, as well as the 
d in under section 2 of this act, shall be held as a s ial fund for the 


money pai 
improvement and care of the permanent reservation at Hot Springs and of the Hot 
ions, and for the 


Springs Creek adjacent to and between the permanent rese 
3 2 ree baths for the invalid poor of the United States, as provided 

"gre. 12. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this act 
are hereby repealed. 

Mr. FORT. Task, Mr. Speaker, that unanimous consent be granted 
for some a of this proposition. 

Mr. WARNER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is it in order 
to refer the bill to the Judiciary Committee ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not; because the motion of the gentleman 
from Arkansas is to disc the Committee on Public Lands and 
pass the bill. The Chair is advised also that this motion is made by 
the unanimous recommendation of the Committee on the Public 


Lands. 

Mr. FINLEY. Lask, Mr. Speaker, that by unanimons consent the 
gentleman from Arkansas, who has charge of this bill on the part of 
me Committee on the Public Lands, may have opportunity to ex- 
plain it. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman suggest? 

Mr. FINLEY. Five minutes. 

Mr. FORT. Oh, no; longer than that. 

The SPEAKER. How much? 

Mr. FORT. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that a bill with twelve 
sections about disputed matters, of which the papers are full, ought 
to have more consideration than fifteen minutes. 

Mr. FINLEY. It is only done by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
Arkansas a modification of his motion that the rules be suspended 
for the purpose of having the bill brought before the House for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ithink this bill should be fully considered. 

Mr. DUNN. What was the motion of the gentlemau from Ohio, 
[Mr. WARNER ?] 

The SPEAKER. It was to refer the bill to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, but that motion could not be entertained. 

Mr. FINLEY. I hope there will be no objection to granting unan- 
imous consent to the gentleman from Arkansas for fifteen minutes in 
which to explain the proposition to the House. 
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hn CONGER. Does the gentleman from Arkansas modify his mo- 
on 

Mr. HUNTON. Ihope the gentleman from Arkansas will change 
his motion so as to move to suspend the rules and discharge the com- 
mittee from the further consideration of the bill, and to bring it be- 
fore the House for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman modify his motion? He must 
have instruction from his committee to that effect. 

Mr. DUNN. I would prefer rav ng the vote on the original motion 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER. After that vote is taken, if defeated, the Chair 
will have to recognize another committee, of course. 

Mr. DUNN. I have no objection, Mr. S er, to modifying my 
motion that the rules be suspended and thé committee discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill and that it be brought be- 
fore the House for consideration. 

The reason for moving to suspend the rules and pass the bill is, 
there are only thirty days remaining of the sixty days’ extension, un- 
der the resolution heretofore passed, in which to consider and legis- 
late on this subject. 

Mr. HOOKE. I rise to a ep inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. Is it in order to move to refer this to the appropri- 
ate committee ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then I hope the motion to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill will be voted down. 

Mr. DUNN. I will modify the motion to discharge the committee 
and consider the bill in the House. 

Mr. WEAVER. I presume the gentleman cannot submit that mo- 
tion if his committee has not instructed him so to do. He stated in 
the first place that he was instructed by the committee to move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, and he cannot modify that mo- 
tion without reference to the committee. I object to any modifica- 
tion of the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas will state pre- 
cisely what were the instructions of the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr, DUNN. I was instructed by the Committee on Public Lands 
to take any and all advantage possible under the rules so as to secure 
the passage of this bill at the earliest day. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides under those instructions the 
gentleman is fully entitled to modify his motion. 

Mr. WEAVER. I ask for the reading of the instructions of the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Pigs SPEAKER. The Chair will now submit the motion as mod- 


ed. 
Mr. WEAVER. I demand the ruling on my point of order. 


Mr. FINLEY. I ask the tleman from Arkansas to modify his 
mohon, so as to make the bill a special order for some particular 
ay. 1 


Mr. WEAVER. I demand a ruling on my point of order. The gen- 
tleman has not stated he was ordered by his committee to move a 
suspension of the rules with a view to bringing the bill before the 
House for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. On the contrary, the gentleman stated he was 
instructed to make any motion to secure the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WEAVER. I ask the gentleman to state specifically what 
were his instructions from the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The greater wonld include the less. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. order ! 

Mr. ROBINSON. I wish to make an inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBINSON. If two-thirds vote in favor of the consideration 
35 te bill, will then only a majority vote be required to pass the 

The SPEAKER. That is all. The gentleman makes his motion 
under what he states to be the instructions of his committee—that 
the committee be dischar; from the further consideration of the 
bill, and that it be brought before the House for action. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 54. 

Mr. DUNN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 153, nays 65, not voting 74; as follows: 


YEAS—153. 

Acklen, Cam Davis, Lowndes H. Harmer, 
Aiken, Carlisle, Dibrell, Haskell, 
Aldrich, William Ca: ter, Dickey, Hatch, 
Anderson, Chalmers, Dunn, Henderson, 
Armfield, Chittenden, Ellis, Henry, 
Atherton, Clardy, Errett, Her 
Beale, Clark, John B. Evins, Hill, 
Beltzhoover, Clymer, Farr, Hooker, 
Bicknell, Cobb, Felton, Horr, 
Blackburn, Co: * Finley, House, 
Bliss, Colerick, Forney, Hull, 
Blount, Converse, Frost, Hunton, 
Bouck, Cook, Frye, Johnston, 
Buckner, Cox, Geddes, Joyce, 
Batterw: 5 Cravens, Gibson, Kenna, 

Culberson, Gunter, Ketcham, 
Caldwell, Davidson, Hammond, John King, 
Calkins, Davis, Joseph J. Hammond, N. J. Klo 
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Lapham, Phelps, Singleton, J. W. Updegraff, J. T. 
in veers, Philips, Singleton, O. R. Urdegraff Thomas 
Lindsey, Phister, Slemons, Upson, 
Martin, Edward L. Poehler, Smith, A. Herr Vance, 
Martin Joseph J. Pound, Smith, William E. Van Voorhis, 
Mason. Prescott, Sparks, Warner, 
McKenzie, Price, Speer, Washburn, 
McKinley, 5 Springer, Wellborn, 
McMahon, Reed, Steele, Wells, 
MeMillin, Richardson, J. S. Stevenson, Whiteaker, 
Mills, Richmond, Stone, Whitthorne, 
Money, Robertson, Talbott, Williams, Thomas 
0 5 Rothwell, Taylor, Willis, 
Morton, Ryan, Thomas Thompson, P. B. Wilson, 
Muldrow, Ryon, John W. Thompson, Wm. G. Wood, Fernando 
5 ee a n, a R W. eee. Walter A. 
ew, PP, ‘ownshen: 7 
Nicholis, Sawyer, Tucker, 8 
O'Connor, Scales, Turner, Oscar 
Reilly, Sherwin, Turner, Thomas 
P Simonton, Tyler, 
NAYS—65. 
Baker, Deering, Hubbell, Pacheco, 
Ballou, Dunn Tones, Pierce. 
Barber, Dogi Keifer, Richardson, D. P. 
Bayne, Field, Kelley, Robinson, 
Bowman, Fisher, Lowe, ussell, Daniel L. 
Ford, h, Shallenberger, 
Brewer, Forsythe, McCoid, Thomas, 
Brigham, 0 McCook, Valentine, 
Bright, eld, Miller, Van Aernam, 
Burrows, Gillette, Monroe, Wait, 
Cannon, Hall, March, W. 
os „ ios 
ger, Wley, ewberry, 1 . 
Cow; O'Neill, illits. 
Crapo, ock, Orth, 
Davis’ George R. Hostetler, Osmer, 
De La Matyr, ouk, Overton, 
~ NOT VOTING—T. 
Aldrich, N. W. Deuster, Killinger, Rice, 
tkins, ick, Kimmel, Robeson, 
Bachman, Einstein, Kitchin, 
Bailey, Elam, Knott, Russell, W. A 
Barlow, Ewing, Ladd, Shelley, 
Belford, Ferdon, Lewis, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Bi i Good 7 re bery 8 he 
i e, urisbery, tephens, 
Blake, Harris, Townsend, Amos 
Bland, Harris, John T. Martin, Donj- F. Urner, 
Bragg, Hayes, McGowan, Voorhis, 
B Hazelton McLane, Waddill, 
Browne, Henkle, iles, White, 
in, Herndon, Mitchell, Wilber, 
Clark, Alvah A. um v. Morse, Wise, 
Covert, ` Muller, Yocum, 
8 Hutchins, oreross, Young, Thomas L. 
Dagge ames, O’Brien, 
Davis, Horace Jorgensen, Page, 
So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended, 


and the bill was brought before the House for consideration. 

EN] the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 

Mr. SCALES. Mr. BLAND, of Missouri, is paired with Mr. CLAF- 
LIN, of Massachusetts, 

Mr. HOOKER. I voted “no,” considering this was an important 
bill which ought not to pass without discussion. I understand now 
the proposition is simply to consider it at this time. I therefore 
change my vote to “ ay.” 2 

Mr. STONE. Mr. SHELLEY, of Alabama, is paired with Mr. STARIN, 
of New York. 

Mr. BELFORD. Iam paired with Mr. EWING, of Ohio. 

Mr. FISHER. My colleague from Pennsylvania, Mr. DICK, is 
paired with Mr. Exam, of Louisiana. 

Mr. FIELD. My colleague from Massachusetts, Mr. Norcross, is 
paired with Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER, Two-thirds having voted in favor of suspending 
the rules, the bill is before the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Irise to a question of order. This bill, I believe, 
makes an appropriation of money or disposes of some of the public 
lands. I e the point of order that it should be considered in the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The motion was to suspend the rules and brin 
the bill before the House for consideration; and the rule under whic 
the gentleman from Illinois makes the point of order was suspended 
with the rest. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I submit that the motion simply discharges the 
committee and brings the bill before the House. 

The SPEAKER. For present consideration in the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And the bill being before the House I make the 
point that it should be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The suspension of the rules vacates the gentle- 
man’s point of order. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Can the previous question now be moved and the 
bill passed ? 

The SPEAKER. A majority can pass the bill in the House. The 
Chair stated that in reply to an inquiry made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. ROBINSON. ] 

Mr. WARNER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
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Mr. WARNER. This bill being now before the House for consid- 
eration, will a motion be in order to refer it to the Committee on the 


Judiciary ? 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Arkansas who made the 
motion to suspend the rules is entitled to be recognized as in charge 
of the bill, and has one hour, at the end of which, or whenever he may 
arrange by agreement with gentlemen on the floor, he has the right 
to test the sense of the House by demanding the previous question. 
If the House votes down the demand for the previous question, then 
of course the bill will be open to amendment or open to any motion 
permissible under the rules. A motion to lay on the table would be 
in order at any time. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move the previous question on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recogni the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] who has charge of the bill. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to be heard upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to one hour. 

Mr. DUNN. At the end of that time I will move the previous ques- 
tion on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair su ts as a matter of fair play that 
the gentleman shall divide his time between the friends soe epee 
nents of the bill. He might take one half hour and allow an 
hour to the other side. , 

Mr. DUNN. It is my desire to divide the time Se ban It was my 
purpose in moniin the motion which I originally made to give an 
opportunity for a full understanding and discussion of all the pro- 
visions of this bill. I desire that the House shall understand it fully, 
and when all its provisions are understood I am satisfied it will com- 
mend itself to the House. I wish to inquire now before going fur- 
ther, if the gentlemen who op this bill desire more time than 
half an hour. I wish to give the fairest and fullest opportunity for 
the discussion of this bill consistent with the interests involved and 
the limited time allowed for 9 on this subject. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. ill the gentleman permit me to offer 
an amendment and allow discussion upon it? I do not object to the 
bill but I think it should be amended in some parenie 

Mr. DUNN. I could not consent to that. It is the sense of my 
committee that the bill should not be left open for amendment. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] 
will proceed with his explanation of the bill, reserving at least one- 
hat ore time for this side of the House, or rather for the opponents 
of the bill. 

Mr.GARFIELD. I would inquire what is the proposition as to the 
time for debate? 

The SPEAKER. The bill, by a suspension of the rules, is now 
before the House for consideration. 

Mr. GARFIELD. What is the proposition that the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] makes in regard to the time for discussion? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman gives notice that at the end of an 
hour he will test the sense of the House upon ordering the previous 
a and states that he desires to give one-half of that hour to 
the bd Str of the bill. 

Mr.GARFIELD. Well, at the end of the hour we will see whether 
we want to close the discussion. The bill may be all right, but we 
want to understand all about it before any in is made. 

The SPEAKER. There is no bargain at all. The gentleman pro- 
poses, as the Chair suggested, that the time for discussion, before 
calling the previous question, be divided between the friends and 
the opponent of the bill; which the Chair thinks is fair. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That is all fair; but I do not think now is the 
ppe time to fix a limit for debate To this bill. 

e SPEAKER. If at the end of hour the House shall desire 
more time for discussion the demand for the previous question can be 
voted down. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If this is a fair bill, and the committee in charge 
of it can show it to be such, we may get through the discussion before 

e end of the hour. Í 

Mr. DUNN. Ido not think any one will doubt the fairness of the 
88 of this bill when they shall have been fully explained. 

en the decision of the Court of Claims was made in 1876, to the 
effect that this Hot Springs reservation belongs to the United States, 
it was found that there had settled upon that public reservation more 
than five thousand people. These settlers purchased their lands from 
persons who represented themselves to be owners of the land, and 
who, they had every reason to believe, were the owners of the land. 
They built their houses upon the lands they had so purchased, and it 
was not until this decision of the court in 1876 that very many of 
them were aware even of the existence of the reservation. That res- 
ervation had been made in 1832, and there was profound silence about 
it on the part of the Government and of its officials until 1870. 

These persons who claimed to be the owners, and who sold to these 
settlers, were able, one of them, to exhibit a certificate of location 
under the New Madrid act; another was able to exhibit an actual 
certificate of entry granted by the Interior e e but which 
was afterward canceled. These indications and muniments of title 
were exhibited to the people who drifted in there from time to time, 
and they were led to believe that they were evidences of title 
on the part of those who claimed to own the lands, and did not hesi- 
tate to purchase, and erect improvements. 

It has been the uniform practice of this Government to allow all 


settlers on public lands, all occupants of town sites, to enter their 
lands or their lots of ground at the minimum Government price. 
Salt Lake City, the city of Denver, and a number of other towns wore 
located and built upon public land that was afterward entered at 
$1.25 an acre. Other towns, under the provisions of a law now in 
force, have been located upon land entered at $10 per lot, as is pro- 
vided for by this bill. 

These people on this reservation were found there, and they had 
all the rights that any other settlers on any other public lands of the 
Government ever had; that is, the right to purchase their town lots 
at the minimum rate provided by law. 

When this decision was made the Government sent a receiver there 
to take possession of the town, and that receiver seized it and rented 
the houses of the people there to the settlers themselves for one year, 
and collected from them more than $40,000, which has been cov: 
into the Treasury, with the exception of the amount necessary to pa 
the 3 of that proceeding. After ward the act of 1877 was p 
abolishing the receivership and providing for the Hot Springs com- 
mission, com of three persons. The members of that commission 
were clothed by law with the power to lay off the town, to lay out 
streets, to widen streets, and to make new ones. They were also em- 
powered to designate a permanent reservation, to hear testimony of 
these settlers and to determine as between claimants who should have 
the right to purchase the particular tracts of land in controversy. 

These commissioners have heard testimony in nine hundred and 
fifty cases, and of this reservation of twenty-five hundred acres they 
have awarded seven hundred acres to six hundred and forty-seven 
claimants. They have valued, as they were directed under that law, 
the lands awarded to these several claimants. They have fixed a 
valuation upon the land of nearly one-fourth of a million of dollars. 
Where the statute provides that the settlers may enter their lots for 
$10 per w this commission have valued the lots at an average of 
$350 per lot. 

This] bill provides that these claimants shall have the right to enter 
their lots at $10 per lot of one acre or less; of two acres or more than 
one acre, at $20 per lot, and so on—an additional $10 for each addi- 
tional acre or fractional part of an acre contained in the lot. 

This is one of the prominent features of the bill, that it relieves 
from this assessment of $250,000 these people who bought their lands, 
paid full value for them, and have spent forty years of their lives 
there, have built houses and made other improvements, haye planted 
trees, have had children born and reared there. The bill gives to 
these people the right to enter these lands as all other settlers upon 
Government reservations lave had the right to do heretofore. 

Another pa there comes from these people complaint that un- 
fairness and injustice have been donè in some cases in the award of 
the right of entry. This bill gives a right of appeal to those who can 
make a prima facie case for equitable intervention on account of frau 
gross error, or mistake. It does not give an appeal as a matter o 
course to anybody who may come and apply for it; the applicant 
must show a prima facie case for equitable intervention, or he cannot 
take an appeal. 

The bill reserves about nine hundred and more acres asa ent 
reservation, including the Hot Springs, the North Mountain, the Sugar 
Loaf Mountain, and the West Mountain. All these are permanent res- 
ervations for the future use of the Government, where it can erect a 
great sanitarium if it sees proper to do so. 

These are the important points of the bill, and the only features 
which differed from the legislation heretofore had, and from the pol- 
icy which has been adopted under the workings of the commission 
and from their recommendations. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. It 
is represented here that all the parties interested are satisfied except 
half a dozen or so. Now, how many are dissatisfied ? 

Mr. DUNN. All are dissatisfied with the assessment made upon 
their property. It is thought there will not be more than fifteen or 
twenty ae taken from the decision under the provisionsof this act. 

Mr. REED. Has there been a rt by the commissioners as to 
their reasons for giving this enlarged valuation to the land ? 

Mr. DUNN. A report has been made, but no special reason has 
been given. The commissioners say that they have assessed the prop- 
erty at something less than its actual value. 

r. HEBD; Is that report among the public documents of this 
session 

Mr. DUNN. Itis. It is Senate Executive Document No. 21. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. I wish 
to know whether the grounds reserved for the Government—the nine 
hundred acres—immediately surround the springs whose medicinal 
qualities are world-wide ? 

Mr. DUNN. One portion of the reservation, under the act of 1877, 
embraces the Hot Springs Mountain, and includes all the hot water. 
The other reservations do not immediately surround that, but lie 
adjacent, and are reserved because they are mountainous, not well 
fitted for settlement, and being covered with fine forest trees may be 
8 suitable for park purposes. 

r. MCMAHON. If the gentleman will yield to me a few mo- 


Mr. DUNN. I yield to the gentleman for five minutes. 
Mr. McMAHON. I have made this inquiry of the gentleman be- 
cause in my opinion the Government of the United States has more 
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use for these springs than any individual or an 
can have. We have at present not less than eight thousand disabled 


other corporation 


soldiers in our public institutions, and this number is 
increasing from year to year as we recede in 
war. More than one-half of the inmates of these institutions are 
compelled now to reside in comparatively northern climates—some 
of them in Maine, some in Wisconsin, and others, I may say the bulk 
of them, in my own State. I know thata great portion of these men 
might be largely benefited if the Government of the United States 
would only utilize the great property which it has at the Hot Springs, 
would beautify that spot as it can, and make it a resort for disabled 
Union soldiers, including the survivors of future wars in which our 
country may be involved. Of course I hope that we shall not have 
such wars; but still the possibility is before us. I would therefore 
like to have it understood, and would like the country to know, 
not only for the purpose of the present legislation but with reference 
to the future, that the Government is never to give up any claims 
whatever to the bulk of this land now in its possession, nor under 
any circumstances part with its exclusive rights in regard to these 


waters. 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] 


robably 
int of time from the 


Mr. CONGER. I ask the 
who has charge of this bill to state to the House how far it differs 
from the recommendations of the commissioners in addition to the 
matter of price or valuation. 

Mr. DUNN. It differs in no 8 from any recommendation they 
made, so far as I am now advised. It follows the recommendations 
of the commission, but it grants the right of appeal, in the terms I 
have stated, from the decision of the commission to the Federal courts, 
and reduces the assessment. 

Mr. CONGER. If the gentleman will yield to me for a few min- 
utes, I would like to state what I have understood. 

Mr. DUNN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count these five minutes as a part 
of the thirty minutes allotted to the opponents of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I understand from the report of the commission, 
which I have read, that they have settled the long-standing disputed 
claims, so far as it was possible to do so, with due regard to equity 
and right. With this settlement there are of course many claimants 
dissatisfied. I understand the prices which they have fixed for the 
lands to claimants where claims have been allowed is a reasonable 
one, and satisfactory to the claimants, or was so at the time the 
awards were severally made to them. Since all that has been settled, 
and since the time when these claimants were glad to come in and 
pay to the Government the amount assessed on them or certified to 
their several claims, this bill has been 8 in the interest of 
those who desire to contest claims and who have not had their claims 
allowed. That is one y ; and they have been joined by all those 
to whom these claims have been allowed, believing their claims are 
now safe and will be confirmed, and their titles will be made Š 
They come in now and desire to have their lands at prices mentioned 
in this bill—ten shillings an acre, or $5 an acre, or whatever it may 
be. I learn it is $10 per acre and under. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, and I speak, sir, from communication 
I have had with some of the commissioners, as if these men who had 
squatter claims which were of no } validity whatever, made upon 


the public lands with due notice, paid for to other parties for the very | 


sake of having some claim as an entering-wedge when it should be 
settled, do wrong to this House and the country to come in and urge 
a bill giving them their lands, to the exclusion of all other people of 
the United States, for a mere song. It does not seem to me right, and 
in that-view of the case I see no reason why men who are perfectly 
willing to pay the amount which the commissioners and esti- 
mated for their claims, having secured their rights against all the 
other claimants and against all the other people of the United States, 
as soon as they su ed against therights of the world, should come 
in and demand they should have their lands virtually for nothing. I 
suppose there are acres of this land which could be sold within ten 
days from this time, if the claim was confirmed, for ten, fifteen, or 
twenty thousand dollars an acre; and yet they come and ask this 
House to give away the rights of the Government without any real 
equity in them, for when we have allowed them to come in and take 
them at the prices pro all the equities have been fulfilled. 

It seems to me, sir, this House has no right to vote away $350,000 
to the successful claimants and enable them to get for nothing their 
lots and their acres and more than acres, to get them for a small 

ittance and then turn around and hold the rest of the people of the 
United States to the necessity of paying tive, ten, fifteen, or twenty 
thousand dollars an acre. That is ete in the interest of those 
who have forced themselves upon the public domain to get ion 
of it to the exclusion of all others and then ask the Government and 
this House to vote away money they would be required to pay that 
they may exact from others enormous prices. 

The lands around these springs, as I understand from looking at the 
maps and the report of the commission, are limited to a tract 
which is capable of receiving the flow of the hot springs. Now, all 
that is sold. The Government has reserved those higher peaks, those 
hills or mountains as they are called, around these springs where there 
can be no flow of the hot water from the springs to make them avail- 
able. All the rest, immediately away from the springs, has been 
given away to these claimants. And, in looking over the report, it 


seemed to me as if it were a mockery to the people of the United 
States that the Government should give away fora pittance all the 
available land upon which sanitary and e ee buildings could be 
erected where they could receive the direct flow of these valuable 
waters without resorting to the process of pumping, or of carryin 
the water in pipes to other places. It is given away to men who will 
batten and batten on the infirmities of the people, 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has indicated to 
the Chair a desire to speak in opposition to this proposition. How 
much time does he want? 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee, It is not my purpose to oppose the bill ; 
but I have a few suggestions to make to the gentleman having it in 


arge. 

Mr. DUNN. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. About ten minutes. 

Mr. DUNN. I will yield to the gentleman that much time. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I am quite familiar with 
all the facts and circumstances connected with this bill, as well as 
the reasons which should influence its passage. I know the people 
of Hot Springs well. Many of them are my best and most intimate 
friends, and I think I know their wants, their wishes, and their rights. 
From this knowledge I am satisfied that this bill, or some one simi- 
lar to it in the object and purpose sought to be attained, is eminently 
just and proper and 7 to be passed by this House at as early a 
period as possible. If the preparation of this measure had been sub- 
mitted to me I should, I think, have constructed it somewhat differ- 
ently in several of its provisions; but in what I shall say I do not 
desire to be unders as opposing its passage, but merely as mak- 
ing some suggestions for the consideration of the House and the mem- 
bers of the committee which reported it, in the hope that it may be 
apemon proper to make the alterations and amendments which I shall 
point out. 

I think it a matter of very grave doubt whether or not the bill in 
its present form will stand the test of legal criticism when considered 
in respect to the constitutional questions which it presents. I am of 
opinion from the hasty examination which I have been able to give 
the bill that it is in conflict with that principle of SSR R law 
which forbids legislation calculated to impair the obligations of con- 
tracts or vested rights. The act of Congress approved March 3, 1877, 
entitled “ An act in relation to the Hot Springs reservation,” recog- 
nized certain quasi-property rights which different classes of persons 
had acquired to property on the reservation by reason of occupancy 
and improvement of the same, and provided the method and manner 
by which those rights should be established and maintained. That 
law has been partially executed, and indeed almost entirely so, and 
in so far as the proposed bill will affect the executed part of the for- 
mer law it will, I think, be pronounced by the courts unconstitutional 
and void. I am apprehensive, therefore, that the gentlemen who are 
urging the passage of this bill in its present form will in all proba- 
bility defeat the very object which they have in viewif they should 
succeed in making it a law. 

This objection is, I think, of sufficient gravity to su 
careful consideration of the bill than can be 
to suspend the rules for its passage. But there are other objections 
which are to my mind more formidable than this one. While an ap 
is ostensibly allowed to a party feeling himself aggrieved, yet it is 
practically denied by the extraordin conditions coupled with a 
pretended grant of the right, for, as it will be seen by an examination 
of one of the clauses of the bill to which I propone to call attention, 
it is made to depend upon the discretion of a single judge whether 
the appeal shall be ted at allor not. - It gives to the district judge 
the right to determine from good ground bill of complaint or decla- 


t a more 
iven to it under a motion 


ration whether or not he has ground for appeal, and if he be- 
lieves the grounds stated to be insuflicient, whether through igno- 
rance, mistake, or inadvertence the application for appeal is to be at 
once dismi , and that, too, without notice or hearing, and this 
order is final. The application for appeal being under this provision 
of the bill addressed to the discretion of the court, of course no appeal 
from an order dismissing this application would be . by a 
superior court, for it is a well-settled principle of law that the exer- 
cise of a judicial discretion vested by law can be in no way controlled 
or restrained by an appellate court. 

Logically and practically construed this provision of the bill may 
be said to give a right to a party to sue out his writ for the com- 
mencement of an action which the law says he may bring, and at the 
same time give the ju before whom it is returnable the right to 
dismiss it without allowing the plaintiff to be heard in support of his 
right of action. If this is so it will of course be seen that the right 
of appeal which is pretended to be given in this bill is a sham and a 
fraud, a shallow device to mislead and quiet the clamor being made 
by the victims of unjust judgments. The provision of the bill to 
which I allude is found on page 6, from line 25 to the close of the 
paragraph, which I now send. to the Clerk’s desk and request to be 


The Clerk read as follows: 

The a be of opinion that a case for equitable intervention on the 
grounds of d, gross error, or mistake as aforesaid is primarily made, he shall 
make an order suspending the entry or sale of the lot or lots involved in the suit, 
and cause a copy thereof to be delivered to the land officers at Little Rock, Arkan- 


sas, prior to the opening of their office for entries as herein provided, which order 
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shall be obeyed until countermanded by the court or Secretary of the Interior. 
Parties not served with a copy of bill and notice as aforesaid shall be brought 
before the court by the Socal proses when an order of suspension has been made 


as above provided, and may their answer, with affidavits supporting it, and if, 
upon consideration thereof, together with the bill, the court is of opinion that a 
case for equitable intervention is not primarily made, the order suspending the 
entry shall be vacated, the cause dismiesed, and the land officers served with a 
copy of the order vacating the 1 after which entries or sales may be 
made as though such suspension never been ord 


Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. It will be observed, Mr. Speaker, that 
the language just read would clothe the judge of a United States dis- 
trict court before whom the appeal here provided for must be prose- 
cuted, with a more enlarged judicial discretion than was ever con- 
ferred by statute law apon any single judge since the organization of 
our Government, and I undertake to say that no precedent can be 
found for it in the history of our entire judicial legi tion. In the 
bill itis proposed to vest theaggrieved citizen with the right of appeal 
and at the same time empower the judge to say whether or not he 
shall haveit. This involves a conflict of rights and power and a 
contradiction in the spirit and meaning of a legislative act which 
smacks strongly of the farcical and absurd. Where isthe sense 
or necessity of giving a right to one man the exercise of which may 
be denied and absolutely prevented by the arbitrary will and discre- 
tion of another? 

If it is true, as has been repeatedly and openly charged in newspa- 
per publications and broadly intimated by gentlemen on the floor, 
that three men charged with the execution of an important public 
trust, and supposed to be learned in the law, were unable to compre- 
hend the legal principles involved or to determine correctly the ques- 
tions of fact presented, or were too weak to resist the temptation of 
greed and the agencies of corruption, it would seem to be an unsafe 
e iment to intrust one man with a revision of their action and 
allow him to be accessible to the same agencies, influences, and sur- 
roundings. If, in other words, three men made such wretched mis- 
‘takes as are charged to the account of the Hot Springs commission- 
ers, would it be wise or safe to intrust the duty in which they seem 
to have made so sad a failure to a single man with no restraint upon 
his judgment or discretion and no appeal from his decrees? an 

ggrieved party were given the right in this bill to be heard at all 
before one man, even, it would not be so bad, but this is not given 
except under such qualifications and conditions as render it imper- 
fect and ineffectual. Without the consent of the judge a party seek- 
ing an appeal could never set his foot in the court-room, could never 
approach the temple of justice, which, it has been said,should always 
be open for every one who a cause of grievance. 

The right of 8 if given at all, should be absolute and uncon- 
R ey should not depend upon the caprice or discretion of any 
single judge. 

Tiere still another ere to this measure, as I find in it the 
want of another feature, the lack of another provision which I deem 
of more importance, more vital to the interest of aggrieved parties 
and the certain administration of justice than any others which it 
does or could contain. The right of trial by jury is, in the estima- 
tion of the Anglo-Saxon race, the dearest and most sacred of all the 
rights they have won in the struggles, wars, and revolutions of three 
thousand years. They have been taught to believe that their rights 
are never so secure as when guarded by the watchful vigilance of 
twelve of their peers, sitting in the jury-box, under restraints and 
obligations of law. And few citizens of this country are willing to 
submit their rights to the judgment of anyother tribunal. But I see 
that this is not provided for in any of the sections of this bill, the 
framers seeming to have forgotten that there was any such institu- 
tion known in this country as a right of trial by jury. 

I cannot perceive in the facts and circumstances connected with 
the Hot Springs matter any reason why a trial by jury should be 
withheld from any of those who may seek to reverse the findings of 
the commission. Of course I do not know and cannot SERORA to 
give the reasons which influenced the Committee on Public Lands to 
omit in this bill that vital and essential feature of trial by jury which, 
in my judgment, should be incorporated in every law by which the 
rights of citizens are to be fixed and determined; and I will not 
therefore undertake any criticism of their action in this particular 
further than to remark that I do not believe it will meet public ex- 
pectations or the demands of justice. Judges, ex necessitate, must in 
most cases be vested with the sole power of expounding the law, but 
the jury is the safer source from which to receive the facts. 

In the absence of any stronger reason than appears upon the face 
of the bill, or that has been made known to me from any other source, 
I must insist that there shall be an amendment providing for the call- 
ing of a jury in cases where either party demands it, before I can give 
the measure my support. I would respectfully point out to the com- 
mittee and to the House another objection which I regard as well 
worthy of consideration and which would alone, independent of all 
others, shape my own action in this matter. I do not find in the bill 
any provision authorizing an appeal from whatever judgment the dis- 
trict judge may in his discretion see proper to pronounce, so that his 
decision, whether right or wrong, whether honestly or corruptly made, 
must be final, so far as anything to the contrary a) paa upon the 
face of this bill. It has been intimated to me Sith the tfew 
minutes, by a gentleman near me, that an appeal would follow if 
asked for from the decree of the district judge under existing laws, 


without any specific direction to that effect in the present bill. It is 
possible that this view may be correct, but I think it a matter of suf- 
ficient doubt to bé put at rest by anexplicit declaration. If an appeal 
would lie under this law without being provided for, I do not see wh; 
one could not be prosecuted under the act of 1877, as that, I shoul 
think, wòuld be as much subject to the provisions of the general law 
as this one, and if this suggestion is correct, the passage of this bill 
in so far as it is designed to secure an appeal is unnecessary. If the 
claimants to the Hot Springs reservation are to be given the right of 
appeal from one tribunal, I can perceive no good reason why it should 
not be extended to the court of last resort, provided the amount in- 
volved would give that right under enang general laws. 

These suggestions, Mr. Speaker, hurriedly given, occur to me as 
proper to be considered in the discussion of a measure so important 
as this one. I hope [Ishall not be understood as opposing the passage 
of this measure when amended in the particulars I have mentioned. 
In all its other features, 1 believe, it is unobjectionable, and I shall 

ive it my most hearty support. I feel great interest in the future of 

ot Springs, and am anxious for such legislation as will secure as far 
as may be the rights and interest of all the people there, and that will 
make it, what it ought to be and what nature has fitted it to be, the 
foremost health resort in the world. It ought to be, and will be if 
rightly penser’ the Baden-Baden of this country, and dispense 
blessings and benefits to the afflicted which can be secured nowhere 
else on earth. I hope, therefore, that this bill will be most carefully 
considered, and that the House may be thoroughly advised of its 
future effect and operations before it is finally acted upon. There 
are many other views upon this important subject which I should be 
glad to present if there was more time allowed me in which to do so, 
and should an opportunity be presented in the future I may, with the 
indulgence of the House, speak further upon it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman from Tennessee 
permit me to ask him a question ? ‘ 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. I would like to ask the gentleman if 
any of these lands were ever taxed by the State of Arkansas for State 


P 7 

. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I am not able to answer the gentle- 
man’s question, although I presume some of the members from that 
State can give him the information he asks. 

Mr. DUNN. In response to the gentleman from Iowa, I will state 
that they have not been taxed since the decision of the Court of 
Claims, but they were before, as I am informed. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I am in favor of the bill, Mr. Speaker, 
with the exception of the provisions to which I have roterved. 

Mr. REED. I would like to ask the gentleman from Arkansas a 

uestion for information. I find in reading this report there were cer- 
tificates for condemned buildings issued by the commission in 1879 
to the amount of $74,696. By whom is that snm to be paid? 

Mr. DUNN. By the Government, if paid at all. That matter is not 
included in this bill. It has been left out. 

Mr. REED. I know nothing of this matter, but wish only to get 
information to guide myself in voting upon it. If the Government is 
to receive but $20,000 for this land, and has gone to work and laid 
out streets and made a city of it, and has gone to the expense of at 
least $74,000 and is to receive but $20,000, it seems to me there must 
be some mistake about this matter somewhere. 

Mr. DUNN. The simple answer to that, Mr. Speaker, is that if the 
Government has taken wrongful and extraordinary proceeding to go 
and seize atown at great expense instead of allowing it to be entered 

uietly and inexpensively, why it is not the fault of this ple, and 
they should not be taxed with the blunder on the part of the Govern- 
ment in doing toward that town what was never done to any other 
of the more than two hundred towns built up upon the pnblic domain. 

Mr. REED. But it seems that the Government allowed these peo- 
ple to prosecute their claims in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. DUNN. To determine where the title was. 

- Mr. REED. And it was not till that was determined that this com- 
mission was established apparently at the request of the inhabitants. 
Certainly this ought to be at the expense of the people, not of the 
Government. 

Mr. DUNN. It was not at the request of the inhabitants but against 
their protest. Those inhabitants ought to have been allowed to enter 
their lands. But the gentleman loses sight of one fact. I have al- 
ready stated that nearly $40,000 of rents have already been covered 
into the Treasury. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. The Government has not expended 
money there. 

Mr. DUNN. No, sir. 

Mr. REED. Here is a list of claims amounting to $74,000 upon cer- 
tificates issued in 1879; and I do not know how many there may be 
8 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from Arkansas 
whether the claims, the list of which I find in the report of the com- 
mission covering some one hundred and ninety-four blocks of land, 
are included ia the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. DUNN. The claims for right of entry for which awards have 
been made are included in the provisions of the bill, and the right of 
appeal is given to some to whom awards have not been mado, 

. FINLEY. Let me explain the point to which I wish to direct 
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the attention of the gentleman. For instance, lot No. 10, block No. 
is appraised by the commissioners at $1,700. Others were ap- 
praised at $1,000, and some at $1,200. The gentleman from Arkansas 
stated, as I understood, that the title to these lands was in those in- 
dividuals, and that they had located the lands and built upon them. 

Mr. DUNN. The title is not in fhe individuals, but in the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. FINLEY. My question is, does this include the value of the 
lands and of the improvements? 

Mr. DUNN. These figures show what they thought to be the value 
of the lands without the improvements. 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Arkansas a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. DUNN. I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BAYNE. What amount of lands lies at the foot of those 
mountains available for use? 

Mr. DUNN. There are more than nine hundred acres reserved in 
the permanent reservation. 

Mr. BAYNE. I speak of the lands at the foot of the mountains, 

Mr. DUNN. That question I cannot answer, for I am not familiar 
with the topography of the lands as laid out by the commission. 

Mr. BAYNE. Thon the gentleman is unable to say that the nine 
hundred acres are not reserved from wholly mountainous lands, 

Mr. DUNN. Not at all. The commissioners have reserved, they 
say, ample grounds and facilities to enable the Government to erect 
all sanitary buildings and establishments which it may see fit to 
erect. The first work they did was to lay off a reservation for the 
Government ample for its uses and p ; and they awarded no 
lands within that reservation to any one. And this bi ecially re- 
serves all that reservation from contest on appeal. It is specially 
excepted by the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. WARNER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Arkansas 
one question. Has this ground ever been paid for before! 

Mr. DUNN. To whom? 

Mr. WARNER. To anybody ; 

Mr. DUNN. The occupants have paid for all the lands they occupy 
to persons claiming the ownership. The Government has never been 
paid for them, except in the case of the Gaines entry, which was after- 
ward canceled. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. Have the occupants paid taxes? 

Mr. DUNN. Yes, sir. The inhabitants have paid taxes, as I am 
informed; to what extent J do not know. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, For how many years? 

Mr. DUNN. Ever since they have bought from the original own- 
ers or claimants of the lands. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Arkansas if I 
understand the effect of this bill correctly. As I understand it, it 
changes entirely the report of the commissioners appointed in pursu- 
ance of the act of 1877. The commissioners of the Hot Springs res- 
ervation, as I understand, reported that certain claimants were to 
have the lands on payment of from three to four hundred thousand 
dollars. Now, the practical effect of the passage of this bill, as I take 
it, will be in lien of that amount reported by the commission to give 
up the lands for about $20,000. 

Mr. DUNN. Yes; about $20,000, 

Mr. WHITE. That is a large discrepancy, and I, for one, am not 
willing to vote for the passage of this bill until I know more about 
it. Therefore, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. DUNN. Larger cities have been bought for less money than 


$20,000. 
LEAVES OF ABSENCE, 
Pending the motion to adjourn, by unanimous consent, leave of 
absence was as follows: 
z Mr. WILBER, for eight days, on account of important business; 


an 
To Mr. HAZELTON, for ten days, on account of important business. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Am from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate insisted upon its amendments to the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 19) to provide for the publication and distribution of a supple- 
ment to the Revised Statutes, di to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, agreed to the conference asked by the House on the dis- 
W votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 

ALLACE, Mr. KERNAN, and Mr. Davis of Illinois to be the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate requested the House 
of Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. No. 56) for the 
relief of Edward Braden and J. W. Angus. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill 
(S. No. 605) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to deposit cer- 
tain funds in the United States Treasury in lieu of investment, 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed the 
joint resolution (H. R. No. 93) for printing the American Ephemeris 
and Nautical Almanac. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The question being taken on Mr. WRHIrn's motion that the House 
do now adjourn, there were—ayes 94, noes 46. 

Mr. HATCH. I call for the yeas and nays, 


On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 16, 
not a sufficient number. 

Mr. WEAVER. I call for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered; only ten members voting therefor, not one- 
fifth of a quorum. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. FINLEY. I call for tellers on the motion to adjourn. 

Tellers were not ordered; only eleven members voting therefor, not 
menn ofa Lag 4 S 

the motion to adjourn was agreed to; and accordi at three 

o'clock and fifty-eight minutes p. m.) the House pepis 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. ACKLEN : The petition of Guillaum B, Verret, for pay for 
8 taken by United States troops during the late war- to the 

ommittee on War Claims. 

Also, the petitions of Robert Alexander and of Mitchell Alexander, 
of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. NELSON W. ALDRICH: The petition of Ex-Governor 
Henry Lippitt and 45 others, merchants, of Providence, Rhode Island, 
for the passage of an act forbidding the collection of compulsory 
pilotage fees in East River, New York—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. ATHERTON: The petition of H. S. Shipps and 48 others, 
citizens of Licking County, and of John Crest and 135 others, citizens 
of Perry County, Ohio, for legislation to make the manufacturers and 
vendors of patented articles alone responsible for infringements—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of S. S. Alspach and 138 others, citizens of Thorn 
Township, Perry County, and of David H. Moore and 80 others, citi- 
zens of Licking County, Ohio, for legislation 1 the people 
from the oppressions of railroad companies and other transportation 
monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of George Little and 36 others, honorably dis- 
ch soldiers and citizens of Ohio, against the passage of Senate 
nr No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. BAKER: The petition of Milton Nash and 50 others, late 
soldiers in the war to suppress the rebellion, of similar import to the 
same commi 


Also, the petition of Rev. Mr. Osborn and 98 oth citizens of 
Elkhart County, Indiana, and Saint see County, Michigan, for 
legislation to protect innocent purchasers of patented articles—to the 


Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of John P. Madden and 67 Creag’ Sher pion of 
Elkhart County, Indiana, and Saint Joseph County, ichigan, for 
legislation to regulate interstate commerce—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BENNETT: The petition of 35 citizens of Coddington 
County, Dakota, Union soldiers in the war of the rebellion, that the: 
be paid the difference between the depreciated currency in whic 
they were paid while in the service and gold—to the Committee on 


Mili A 

By ae BICKNELL: Papers relating to the claim of Philip Lester, 
for additional pay as an officer in the United States Army—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. BLAND: The petition of citizens of Phelps County, Mis- 
souri, for legislation to protect innocent purchasers and users of pat- 
ented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BOYD: A paper relating to the pension claim of Orrin L. 
Shippee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin, against bridging Detroit River—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of certain soldiers of Wisconsin, to be placed 
on a footing with the bondholders—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. BREWER: The petition of William P. Glover, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRIGHAM: The petition of Henrietta Eyre, for a pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BROWNE: The petition of 66 citizens and ex-soldiers of 
Indiana, for the passage of the Weaver bill—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Abram F. Farrar, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of John L.Oswald and George W. 
Bridgeman, in reference to the Hazelton pension bill—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Indiana, for the improvement of 
the Kankakee River, and to connect the city of Chicago with New 
Orleans and Toledo by a continuous line of water communications— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petitions of citizens of Moulton, of 
citizens of Sheldon, and of citizens of Green County, Iowa, for the 


passage of a bill to pay soldiers in the late war of the rebellion the 
nce of value between gold and the —e in which they 
were paid—to the Committee on Military irs. 
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By Mr. CLARDY : The petitions of citizens of Jefferson, Madison, 
Saint Francois, and Washington Counties, Missouri, for the amend- 
ment of the patent laws so as to make the manufacturer or vendor 
of patented articles alone responsible for infringements—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Samuel A. Lowe for pay for 
work done for the Legislative Assembly of the late Territory of Kan- 
sas—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. COFFROTH: The petition of George Geller, W. H. Hill, 
and 47 other soldiers of n for the equalization of boun- 
ties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of John Ream, Henry Brant, and 47 other sol- 
diers of Pennsylvania, again the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the pennon of 254 citizens of Bedford County, Pennsylvania, 
that Henry Ickes be paid $1,500, being the value of his saw-mill de- 
stroyed by fire on the night of the 4th of June, 1863, by a gang of 
incendiaries who op enrollment, he being an enrolling officer in 
said county—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COLERICK: The petition of members of Five Points Grange 
No. 522, of Wells County, Indiana, for the passage of the Reagan in- 

te-commerce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of F. W. Templeton and 100 others, 
citizens of Sanilac County, Michigan, for the regulation of freights 
and the passage of laws to promote just and reasonable transporta- 
tion charges—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of James Aldred and 100 others, citizens of Sani- 
lac County, Michigan, of similar import—to the same committee, 

Also, the petition of Palmer, Foster & Co. and 14 others, largely 
engaged in cooperage manufacture, against the change of duties on 
low-grade sugars—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Exchange of 
Detroit, Michigan, for the passage of the Aldrich bill to facilitate 
interior rtation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. C : The petition of S. E. Hallett and 22 others, citizens 
of Chatham, Massachusetts, for the improvement of Scituate Harbor— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: The petition of citizens of Fernandina, Flor- 
ida, for the abolition of compulsory pilo to the same committee, 

By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: Memorial of citizens of San Francisco, 
asking for an equitable distribution of the Geneva award—to the 
Committee on the J anyes 

By Mr. JOSEPH J. DAVIS: The petition of W. C. Benson and 
others, for a route from Smithfield to Elevation, North Caro- 
lina—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. DE LA MATYR: The petition of W. F. Reasoner and 464 


others, that the pay of Union soldiers and sailors be made equal to specie 
at the time they were 1 the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of A. J. Huffman and 49 others and of A. Wilbur 
and 45 others, of similar import—to the same committee. 

py Mr. DICKEY : The petition of Josiah Gough and 26 others, of 
Highland County, Ohio, for the passage of the Weaver bill—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of Daniel Kester and 119 others, of Clinton 
County, and of S. A. Patten and 39 others, of Brown County, Ohio, 
for the amendment of the patent laws so as to protect innocent pur- 
chasers of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of Daniel Kester and 112 others, citizens of Clin- 
ton County; of J. S. Thomas and 51 others, of Adams County; of S. 
A. Patten and 34 others, of Brown County; and of H. H. Jones and 
65 others, of Brown County, Ohio, for the passage of a bill regulat- 
ing interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

y Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of David Sill and 40 others, citi- 
zens of Minnesota, for the amendment of the patent laws so as to 
protect innocent prchasers of patented articles—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Papers relating to the claim of the widow of 
Colonel Lyman M. Kellogg, for pay due her late husband as an offi- 
cer in the United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FERDON: The petition of citizens and soldiers, regardin 

nsions of those who have lost limbs—to the Committee on Trait 

ensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Memorial of the heirs of Peter Grubb, asking 
pay for supplies furnished the United States during the revolutionary 
war—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. FORD: A bill making appropriations for the repair, pres- 
ervation, and completion of the harbor of Saint Joseph, Missouri, and 
the control of the Missouri River at that point—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Anselm Kelly and others, citizens of Andrew. 
Holt, Atchison, and DeKalb Counties, Missouri, for an amendment of 
the patent laws so as to make the mannfacturer or vendor alone re- 
sponsible for 3 the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of T. J. Southard and others, of Rich- 
mond, Maine, for further distribution of the Geneva award—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of soldiers and citizens of Ohio, 
that soldiers of the late war be paid the difference between the value 
of greenbacks and gold during their service—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


Also, the petition of L. H. Benedict and 39 others, citizens of Ohio, 
for legislation to protect innocent infringers of patents—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of L. H. Benedict and 35 others, and of citizens 


of Geanga County, Ohio, for relief in regard to railroad transporta- 
tion in the United States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GEDDES: The petitions of John Kinsey, Samuel Shull, 
and others, and of Simon A. Kinsey, W. H. Walton, and others, citi- 
zens of Tuscarawas County, Ohio, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petitions of George Riker, William D. Everett, and oth- 
ers, and of A. Kinsey, J. L. Custer, and others, of Tuscarawas County, 
Ohio, for the amendment of the patent laws so as to make manufact- 
urers and vendors alone responsible for any infringement—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Young, of Ohio, for an amendment of 
the pension laws so as to give parents of d soldiers arrears of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETTE: The petition of A. Huff and 141 others, citi- 
zens of Kansas, for the construction of Government railroads to relieve 
the citizens from ruinous railroad freight charges now imposed upon 
them—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. GOODE: Papers relating to the claim of John S. Braxton 
to be reimbursed an amount advanced to cover alleged defalcations 
of his subordinates while collector of the port of Norfolk, Virginia— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. JOHN HAMMOND: The petition of John Wallace, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HATCH: The petitions of 41 citizens of Putnam County, 
of 70 citizens of Marion County, of 79 citizens of Scotland County, 
of 473 citizens of Schuyler County, and of 163 citizens of Clark 
County, Missouri, for the amendment of the patent laws so as to 
make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone respon- 
sible for infringement of any patent, and to protect from penalty 2 
person manufacturing for his own use any article previously patented, 
provided such man turer was not aware of the existence of such 
patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange of Saint Louis, Mis- 
souri, favoring the of the Aldrich bill to amend the statutes 
in relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAYES: Resolutions of the Illinois State Board of Public 
Charities, in regard to pauper immigration—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWK: Resolutions of the Illinois State Board of Public 
Charities, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HENRY: The petition of 36 citizens and honorably dis- 
charged soldiers, of . Maryland, and vicinity, inst 
the passage of Senate bill No. to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. HILL: The petitions of W. A. Engle and 50 others, of Will- 
iam Hines and others, of G. R. Ivy and others, and of G. A. Bumpus 
and others, citizens of Williams County, Ohio, for the passage of the 

interstate-commerce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of J. C. Estel and 50 others, of Geo: K. Ivy 
and 75 others, and of William Hines and others, citizens of Williams 
County, Ohio, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John W. Le Barnes for pay tor 
services rendered as assistant ser; t-at-arms of the House of Rep- 
8 during the Forty-second Congress to the Committee of 

ims. 

By Mr. HOUSE: A bill making appropriation for the improvement 
of Duck River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill making appropriation for the improvement of Cumber- 
land River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HORR: The petition of W. E. Morris and others, inst 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, the petition of George Smith and others, of Gratiot County, 
Michigan, for the passage of a bill regulating interstate commerce 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Luther J. Dean and others, of Gratiot County, 
Michigan, for the amendment of the patent laws so as to protect the 
people—to the Committee on Patents. 

„the petition of citizens of Michigan, for the equalization of 
bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOSTETLER: The petition of the board of directors of the 
Union Agricultural Society of the counties of Park, Putnam, Clay, 
and Vigo, Indiana, for laws that will speedily stamp out the so-called 
cattle plague and other contagious diseases—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. HULL: The petition of citizens of Orange County, Florida, 
for an appropriation for the improvement of Wekiva River, Florida 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HUNTON: Memorial of citizens of Washington City, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, that the union railroad shall not pass on E street, 
southwest, nor on any street north of P street, southwest, or Water 
street—to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of the States of Maryland and 
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Virginia for advances made to the United States by said States—to 
the Committee of Claims, 

By Mr. HUTCHINS: A bill to provide for the survey and improve- 
ment of Bronx River, in the State of New York—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of 233 citizens of West Farms, New York, for an 
appropriation of $25,000 for the improvement of Bronx River—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. KEIFER: The. petition of Alvaro Smith, to be relieved of 
the 1 0 of desertion to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Sarah E. Fergusson, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: A bill for the improvement of Roanoke River— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of the Trent River, in North Car- 
olina—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of Ocracoke Inlet, North Carolina 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. LADD: The petition of citizens of Lincoln, Maine, that a 
pennon be granted to G. G. Hutchinson—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, the petition of soldiers of Maine, against the passage of Sen- 
ate bill No. 496—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Bangor, Maine, fora bankrupt law 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of the Board of Trade and citizens of Bangor, 
Maine, for the passage of the Reagan interstate-commerce bill—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of citizens of New York, for the 

ualization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
ny Mr. LE FEVRE: The petition of Henry Meinken, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MASON: The petition of Harrison H. Cole and 20 others, 
citizens of Oswego County, New York, for the equalization of boun- 
ties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCOID: Papers relating to the claim of S. T. Marshall 
for beef-cattle furnished the Indian Department—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of V. G. Austin for pay for prop- 
erty taken by the United States Army during the late war—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of the authorities of the city of Keokuk, Iowa, 
concerning a public building in that city—to the Committee on Ap- 


propriations. 
AIAN the petition of soldiers of Iowa, for the passage of the Weaver 
bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCOOK: The petition of George Hammond, for bounty— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New York, for increase of pension 
for soldiers and sailors who lost a leg or arm in the war for the sup- 
pression of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: The petition of Elisha Baker, for pa due 
him in the settlement of his accounts as captain of Company F, Third 
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of William Williams, Peter Smith, 
Michael Donovan, and other soldiers in the late war, inmates of the 
Soldiers’ Home, for the passage of a bill for the equalization of boun- 
ties—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of George L. Dustin and other 
citizens of Summit County, Ohio, for an amendment to the patent 
laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, California, relative to the seizure and forfeiture of 
vessels—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Saint Louis Merchants’ Exchange, favoring 
the direct importation of foreign goods to inland cities—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, 

Also, memorial of the Illinois Board of Publie Charities, against the 
importation of infirm 8 the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

, the petition of William Besley and other citizens of Illinois, 
for the improvement of Waukegan (Illinois) Harbor—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MURCH: The petition of Eppa Norris, a fireman for the 
House of Representatives, for pay for services rendered in the Forty- 
fifth Congress—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. ORTH: The petition of William C. Thomas, for additional 
pay for services rendered as an officer in the United States Army—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PACHECO: A bill for the Am pratio of $100,000 for the 
improvement of Port Harford, San Luis Obispo, California—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PHILIPS: Papers relating to the 
diers of the Eighth Cavalry, Missouri State 


tition of certain sol- 
ilitia, for the removal 


of the charge of desertion from their military record—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of 800 citizens of the seventh congressional dis- 
trict of Missouri, for legislation regulating interstate commerce—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PHISTER: The petition of E. M. Taylor and 31 others, citi- 
zens of Robertson County, Kentucky, for laws against monopolies and 


unjust discriminations in the transportation of freights and passen- 
the same committee. 
Also, the petition of Jesse Markwell and 31 others, citizens of Flem- 
ing County, Kentucky, of similar import—to the same committee. 
y Mr. PIERCE: The petition of citizens of Buffalo, New York, for 
the passage of the Reagan interstate-commerce bill—to the same com- 


mittee. 

rid . * gers of J “ae Klassner, jr., and 9 
others, citizens of La Fayet inneso the passage of the 
Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Bill ‘Agairs. 

By Mr. PRESCOTT: The petition of Helen M. Scholefield, for the 

yment to her of a balance claimed to be due her late husband, 

or C. M. Scholefield, in the settlement of his accounts as an addi- 
tional paymaster in the Army—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of Alexander Jolly, for pay for supplies furnished 
and services rendered the United States Army daring the late war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHMOND: The petition of William Hudson and 38 oth- 
ers, citizens of Wythe County, Virginia, for such laws as will prevent 
fluctuations and unjust discriminations in transportation charges by 
the several railro and transportation companies in the United 
States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of William Hudson and 36 others, citizens of 
Wythe County, Virginia, for the amendment of the patent laws so as 
to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone respon- 
sible for infringement, and to protect from penalty any person man- 
ufacturing for his own use any article previously patented, provided 
such manufacturer was not cognizant of the existence of the patent— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. ROTHWELL: The petitions of D. J. Shirley and 142 others, 
of Daviess County; of James S. Schofield and 94 others, of Mercer 
County; of Stephen Hager and 40 others, of Grundy County; of H. 
D. Graw and 80 others, of Linn County; of G. B. Hunt and 100 others, 
of Chariton County; of J. H. Newton and 43 others, of Randolph 
County, Missouri, for a law regulating interstate commerce—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Andrew Long, J. C. Parnell, and 31 others, for 
the of the Weaver bill—to the Committee on Military rs. 

By Mr. SCALES: Papers relating to the Indian depredation claims 
of J. H. Baker, of R. Vaughan, and of L. W. Vaughan—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SPEER: The petition of J. M. Mauldin and other citizens 
of Gwinnett County, Georgia, for a post-ronte from Teagle’s Store to 
Mauldin's Mills, Georgia—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, a paper relating to the claim of Matthew White for pay for a 
horse lost in the Florida war—tothe Committee of Claims. 

Also, a paper 5 the claim of B. F. Chapman to be refunded 
moneys improperly collected from him by United States revenue of- 
ficials—to the same committee. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, JR.: The petition of William H. George, 
EA pay for a horse lost in the late war—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND: The petition of soldiers and citizens 
of Ohio, in regard to the increase of pensions of those who lost limbs 
in the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of William D. Martin, to be re- 
funded taxes improperly assessed and collected from him—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THO. TURNER: The petition of citizens of Kentucky, 
for appropriations for the improvement of the rivers of that State— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JONATHAN T. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of Oliver Tay- 
lor and others, citizens of Columbiana County, Ohio, against railroad 
monopolies—to the same committee. * 

Also, the petition of Oliver Taylor and others, citizens of Columbiana 
County, Ohio, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. UPSON: The petition of citizens of Texas, for the passage 
of a bill extending railroad facilities from San Antonio to the “ Rio 
Grande and expressing a preference for the San Antonio and Mexican 
Border Railway” route—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, the petition of citizensof San Antonio, Texas, that Waco Col- 
lege, an institution for the instruction of colored teachers, preachers 
and business men, without regard to their denomination, be included 
among the institutions to receive the undivided soldier bounty pro- 
pawr: H be distributed by Congress—to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

By Mr. URNER: The petition of Joseph A. Hill, late major of the 
Sixth Maryland Volunteers, for arrears of pay—to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. : 

By Mr. WADDILL: The petition of James M, Phariss, tobe refunded 
the amount paid by him for property bought at a sale of captured 
and abandoned property, which was afterward taken from him by a 
judgment of a court—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of A. J. Parker and other citi- 
zens of Big Stone County, Minnesota, for the passage of a bill permit- 
ting proof of homestead and pre-emption entries to be made before 
any officer authorized to administer oaths in the county where the 
entry is located—to the Committee on Public Lands. 
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By Mr. WEAVER: The petitions of J. C. Bailey, of Idaho, and 26 
others; of William Fulkerson, of Cedar ag, pa and 8 others; of A. 
B. Dennis and 19 others, of Cedar Rapids, Iowa; of N. Zimmer, of 
Batesville, and 67 others; of A. S. Allen and 15 others, of Fort Wayne, 
Indiana; of William Gibbons and 39 others, of Savannah, Illinois; 
of B. Griffin and 211 others, of Carrollton, Michigan; of Eli Johnson 
and 18 others, of Lorraine, Missouri; of Allison McAllister and 32 
others, of Rockport, Maine; of M. L. Lord and 161 others, of Roch- 
ektet Now York; of J. T. Moran, of Ashtabula County, and 12 others; 
of H. W. Diffendorfer and 53 others, of Zanesville, Ohio; of J. H. 
Miller and 502 others, of Pennsylvania; of Thomas Rambo, of In- 
dustry, and 19 others; of Jerome Storm, of Gettysburgh, and 64 others; 
and of Josiah Rittenhouse and 31 others, of Wornelsdorf, Pennsyl- 
vania, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 4 

Also, the petition of D. C. Cloud and 53 others, of Muscatine ; of T. 
A. Hough and 46 others; and of D. W. Murphy and 96 others, of Jas- 
per County, Iowa, for legislation regulating interstate commerce—to 
the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, the petition of Eli Slagle, of Jasper County, Iowa, and 99 
others, for laws to protect the people against the oppressions of pat- 
entees—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of J. Irvin, for the amendment of the Constitu- 
tion so as to take away from the Senate and House the power to de- 
termine the qualification and election of members—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WELLS: Resolutions of the Saint Lonis Merchants’ Ex- 
change, favoring the direct importation of foreign goods to inland 
cities—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Memorial of L. A. H. Brown, J. L. Guest, 
and others, citizens of Tennessee, that pensions be granted soldiers 
of the Florida war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers relating to the claim of Alexander Hoag- 
land, for pay as internal-revenue detective—to the Committee of 
Claims. 

By Mr. WALTER A. WOOD: The petition of Esther Ballard, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petitions of Miles Roach and 35 others, cit- 
izens of Homer, Minnesota, and of Luke Finn and 187 others, citizens 
of Albion, New York, for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 269) known 
as the Wright supplement to the homestead act—to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

By Mr. CASEY YOUNG: The petition of Anna M. Cogswell, for 
pay for property taken by the United States Army during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of bankers of Memphis, Tennessee, for the repeal 
of the bank tax—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. THOMAS L. YOUNG: Resolutions of the Legislature of 
Ohio, against bridging Detroit River—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, the petition of the Cincinnati Board of Trade and Transporta- 
tion, for an amendment of the laws Sata to the election of Pres- 
ident—to the Committee on the state of the law respecting ascertain- 
ment and declaration of result of election of President and Vice- 
President. 

Also, resolutions of the St. Louis Merchants’ Exchange, asking 
for the direct importation of foreign goods to inland cities—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Ohio, that the provisions 
of the bill distributing certain soldiers’ bounties be extended to 
Wilberforce University—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Ohio, for the completion of 
certain improvements along the great lakes—to the Committee on 
Commerce, * : 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 10, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D, D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the mayor and 
common council of the city of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, in favor of the 
repeal of the compulsory legal-tender power now given by law to the 
Treasury notes of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I present the memorial of the 
Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York in favor of increased 
appropriations for the fortifications in the harbor of New York. This 
memorial states the comparatively defenseless position of that harbor 
and affirms as the judgment of the Chamber of Commerce that the 
fortification appropriation bill lately passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives is entirely inadequate for the purpose which the chief of 
ordnance had in view in . $950,000 for expenditure during the 
next fiscal year. The memorial states that this sum is intended to be 


sufficient only to defray the cost of at most thirty-five comparatively 


small rifled guns, and that at this rate of annual expenditure it would 
take half a century to provide an effectual armament merely for the 
harbor of New York should the whole of the funds appropriated be 
applied to that purpose. 

aving indicated sufficiently to denote the importance of this me- 
morial, I ask its reference to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr.CONKLING. I suggested that it go to the Committees on Mili- 
tary Affairs in the hope that that committee might bestow upon it 
some careful consideration and afterward make any report that com- 
mittee Ke see fit to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from New York that that 
subject is involved in the fortification bill now lying on the table and 
which will be taken up within a day or two, the Senate Committee 
on Appropriations having proposed an additional appropriation for 
the purpose indicated. 

Mr. CONKLING. And therefore it was that I thought it might be 
wise to ask the Committee on Military Affairs to look at this memo- 
rial, in the hope that some suggestion of theirs might have weight 
with the Committee on 1 10 riations and with the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present the resolution of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the State of New York, in reference to consular repo: 
which resolution is to the effect, among other things, that Congress 
should, in addition to the present annual volume of commercial re- 
lations, which is a standard work of great value, make provision 
for'the weekly or monthly publication of consular reports and their 
distribution, at least to the leading commercial bodies of the United 
States. I submit to the Chair where this resolution should go. I 
suppose to the Committee on Printing as the object is to secure addi- 
tional publication. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of John L. Mason, of 
Brooklyn, New York, praying for an extension of his letters-patent 
for an improvement in a fruit-jar; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

He also presented the petition of the Ithaca Farmers’ Club, of 
Ithaca, New York, and the petition of J. M. Richmond and others, 
citizens of Buffalo, New York, praying for the enactment of a law 
to regulate interstate commerce, and to prevent unjust discrimi- 
nations by common carriers; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. FARLEY. I present four petitions of citizens of San Fran- 
cisco, California, who are claimants under the Geneva award, pray- 
ing that Congress will pass a law for the distribution of the ce 
of thatfund. As these petitions all relate to the same subject, in re- 
gard to which a bill has been reported, I move that the petitions lie 
upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAUNDERS presented the petition of C. G. Sawyer and others, 
citizens of Holt County, Nebraska, praying for the passage of the 
bill (S. No. 773) making appropriations for a military wagon-road 
from Niobrara, in Knox County, Nebraska, via the military post re- 
cently located near the mouth of the Minnecadusa, to Fort Robinson, 
7 tone State; which was referred to the Committee on Military 

‘airs, 

Mr. MAXEY presented the petition of A. Goldman and others, citi- 
zens of Victoria County, Texas, praying for an amendment of the 
patent laws so as tomake the manufacturer and vendor alone respon- 
ead ong infringements; which was referred to the Committee on 

atents. 

He also presented the petition of R. C. Coleman and others, citi- 
zens of Texas, praying for the passage of a law regulating interstate 
commerce; which was refe to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of John E. Swearingen, James 
C. Swearingen, and 18 others, citizens residing in the valley of the 
Savannah River, praying for an appropriation by Congress for the 
improvement of that river; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. WITHERS presented the petition of Parker Bray and others, 
citizens of Massachusetts and soldiers of the late war, praying for an 
8 of their pensions; which was referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 


Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Drake & Dayton and - 


others, citizens of Iowa, praying for the enactment of a law to reduce 
the specific duty upon sheet-zinc from two and a quarter cents to one 
cent per pound; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Theophilus Fisk Mills, praying 
for an appropriation to opens him for a plaster model of Gen- 
= John A. Rawlins; which was referred to the Committee on the 

ibrary. 

Mr. VANCE presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of New 
Berne, North Carolina, in favor of an additional appropriation b; 
Congress for the improvement of Trent River, in that State; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WINDOM presented the petition of J. H. Williams and others, 
citizens of Winona Coan: Minnesota, praying for the passage of a 
law which will prevent fluctuations in freights and unjust discrim-- 
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inations in transportation charges; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of J. H. Williams and others, citizens 
of Winona County, Minnesota, praying for an amendment to the pat- 
ent laws so as to make the manufacturer and vendor alone responsi- 
ble for infringements; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

He also presented the petition of the Women’s Christian Associa- 
tion of the District of Columbia, praying for an appropriation by 
Con for the support of that institution; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of W. B. Reynolds & Co. and 
others, citizens of Boston, Massachusetts, praying for the passage of 
a law to protect interstate commerce and to prevent unjust discrim- 
inations by common carriers; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of John R. Bossick and 
others, soldiers of the late war, praying for the passage of a law 
granting them the difference between the value of greenbacks and 
gold at the time of payment for their services; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of Edwin Gorton and others; 
the petition of J. F. Gillett and others; the petition of A. Seavay and 
others; the petition of Thomas E. Brown and others, all citizens of 
Harper County, Kansas, praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2326) for the relief of settlers upon the Osage trust and dimin- 
ished reserved lands in Kansas and for other purposes; which were 
referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

He also presented the petition of W. A. Phillips and others, sol- 
diers of the late war, praying for the passage of the bill (S. No. 5) to 
provide for the payment of claims for horses used in the service of 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. THURMAN presented the petition of James Barr and others, 
citizens of Latham, Ohio, and soldiers in the late war, praying for 
the passage of a bill for the Se eee e of bounties; Which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented additional papers in sup- 
pori of the application of the board of education of the district of 

arper’s Ferry, West Virginia; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to accompany the bill (S. No. 
583) to authorize and 8 t the Secretary of War to convey, by deed, 
to the board of education of the district cf Harper’s Ferry, West Vir- 
ginia, a lot of ground, (No. 2 in block B,) with the buildings thereon, 
for the use of the common schools thereof. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. KERNAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 939) to amend the law relative to 
the seizure and forfeiture of vessels for breach of the revenue laws, 
to report it without amendment. I send to the desk with the bill a 
memorial addressed to the committee. At an early day I shall ask 
that the bill be taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN T. The bill will be placed upon the Calen- 


dar. 

Mr. KERNAN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of John H. Fralich, praying for relief on account of 
a forged signature on a draft to his order upon which the money was 
drawn by another, asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was 


agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 474) for the relief of William McGovern, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 98) to provide for the settlement of accounts 
with certain railway companies, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAYARD. I am instructed by the Committee on Finance to 
report back the bill (S. No. 601) authorizing an allowance for loss by 
leakage or casualty of spirits withdrawn from distillery warehouses 
for exportation, and ask to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation, the same subject having been acted upon in a Honse bill. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. WITHERS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Christopher F. Lanbrick and 19 others, ex-Union 
soldiers and citizens of the State of Michigan, praying for the passage 
of a law ting full bounty to all soldiers discharged for Laas 
contracted in the line of duty on a surgeon’s certificate of disability, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. No. 1085) to equalize homesteads, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred a letter from the Secretary of War 
transmitting reports of Captain William Mills and Lieutenant Will- 
iam J. Turner concerning work performed on the Mullan wagon-road, 
Montana Territory, reported a bill (S. No. 1256) to authorize the Sec- 


retary of War to improve and repair the Mullan wagon-road between 
Forts Missoula and Cœur d’Alene; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BOOTH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 490) in relation to certain fees allowed regis- 
ters and receivers, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 316) for the relief of homestead settlers on the public lands, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GROOME, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 363) granting an increase of pension to James 
C. McCarty, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 181) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Mary Burr, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 957) granting a pension to Charles Reed, of Muscatine, Iowa, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was ned indefinitely. 

Mr. BURNSIDE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 133) to establish an educational 
fund, and apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to pub- 
lic education, and to provide for the more complete endowment and 
pa Se of national colleges for the advancement of scientific and 
industrial education, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 217) to introduce moral and social science into the public 
schools of the District of Columbia, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WALLACE, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 1229) to authorize and direct the Commissioner 
of Agriculture to attend in person or by deputy the international 
sheep and wool show to be held in the Centennial buildings, Fair- 
mount Park, Philadelphia, in September, A. D. 1880, and to make a 
full and complete report of the same, and for other purposes, reported 
it without amendment. 

FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

Mr. BURNSIDE presented the views of a minority of the Commit- 
tee on Mili Affairs in the Fitz-John Porter case; which were re- 
ceived and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Lalso submit an amendment striking out all after 
the enacting clause of the bill of the majority of the committee and 
inserting what I send to the Chair. 

The amendment was ordered to be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL FISHERY EXHIBITION AT BERLIN. 

Mr. EATON. I am directed by the Committee on he Rela- 
tions, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 170) con- 
cerning an international fishery exhibition to be held in Berlin, Ger- 
many, in April, 1880, to report it without amendment, and I should 
like to have it now considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, I would not ask to take this out of 
the ordinary run of business except for the reason that this exhibi- 
tion is to be holden early in the month of April, and therefore no 
time is to be lost if the power proposed is to be given to the Presi- 
dent. I hope there will be no objection to the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimgus consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1257) for the relief of J. H. Alexander; 
3 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Mr. JONAS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1258) making an appropriation to aid in the 
completion of the custom-house at New Orleans, Louisiana; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. GROOME asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1259) to provide for the erection of a monu- 
ment to the memory of Major-General the Baron De Kalb; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. THURMAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1260) to facilitate the transaction of busi- 
ness in the Supreme Court of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EATON. I beg leave to introduce a bill for the relief of Cyrus 
C. Clarke, late paymaster in the Army, and ask its reference to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, as a legal question is involved. 

By unanimons consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1261) for the relief of Cyrus C. Clark, late paymaster in the Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLISON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1262) appropriating money to 
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laster model of General Rawlins, from the 
of the deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 

to the Committee on the Library. 
Mr. MCPHERSON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1263) to regulate ter pga and promo- 


pay Fisk Mills for the 


tions in the Marine Corps; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1264) granting a pension to Dorcas Herring; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ihave been requested to introduce the follow- 
ing bill, and, although it asks an appropriation of money, I move that 
it 1 5 referred to the Committee on the Library, so as to have it con- 
sidered there first. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1265) appropriating $10,000 for the purchase of Heine’s collection 
of historical paintings on Japan; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the 


Library. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. KERNAN, it was 


twice by its title, and 


On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of William Shirley be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Ordered, That the in the case of John Shirley be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committeeon Ini Affairs. 

REMAINS OF GENERAL SYKES. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill 
without previous notice, and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1255) making appropriation for the removal of the remains of the 
late Major-General rge Sykes, United States Army, from Fort 

Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of War 


Brown, Texas, to West Point, New York. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
directed to have the remains of the late Major e United 
rec ave Tre 8 0 6) 
Sta 'exas, to West Point) New York ; 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Is that bill reported this morning ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is simply introduced: 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I have just introduced the bill. We have news 
of the death of General Sykes, a very distinguished officer of the 
Army, at Fort Brown, Texas. He has left nothing to enable his com- 
rades and friends to transport his body from t point to West 
Point. It was his desire and is the desire of his friends that he should 
be buried at the cemetery at West Point. There is no more proper 
time to pass the bill than this moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senator from West Virginia will not 
interpose an objection. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The other morning we 
order that we should go to the Calendar re; ly and consider all 
unobjected bills. I knew not what this bill was until I heard the 
1 art of it read. I think now that all bills ought to go to the 

alen 
what is to be taken up; and as we are considering the Calendar every 
day that is the best course. But as Senators seem anxious about this, 
I make no poe objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I would not introduce the bill at this time but 
for the circumstances. 

Mr. INGALLS. Has this bill been before a committee ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has simply been introduced, not re- 


ferred. 

Mr. INGALLS. The practice is a very dangerous one to pass bills 
without a my without any explanation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator object ? 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not wish to make any objection or opposi- 
tion to this bill; but the form of presenting it is so unusual that I 
venture to suggest that the Senator having it in charge, or some 
other Senator, should make a statement to go on the record which 
will show that it is an exceptional case, to the end that hereafter 
when other officers may die it may not be Sea that this is a prec- 
edent for the same action in all such cases. No doubt there are dis- 


tingoishing circumstances. 
r. BURNSIDE. We have the news this morning by telegraph of 
the death of General Sykes, and I have a long ry Salen from his 
brother officers stating their wish in reference to the disposition of 
his ee of oF own knowledge this officer, who was a gallant sol- 
dier, who served during the Mexican war and during the late war, 
accumulated nothing from which this transportation can be paid. It 
was his desire that his body should be buried at West Point, and at 


; it is far better to do so, in order that each Senator can see 


Fort Brown there are no facilities for keeping the body for any great 
length of time, and it will have to be interred there unless arrange- 
ments can be made at once to rt his body to its final resting 
place, which he desired to be at West Point. I think it is a debt we 
0 


We. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I call for the reading of the bill. We do not 
know what it is, or what the Senator is saying, on this side of the 
Chamber. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I introduced the bill this morning simply with a 
view to saving expense and time, not thinking that there would be 
any objection to the introduction or passage of it; but lam certainly 
not dis to establish ony bad precedent in the Senate, and if it 
is thought best that the bill should go to a committee, I will with- 
draw it. I introduced it as an expression of my own desire in the 
matter. 

Several Senators. Refer it. 

Mr. FERRY. I ask that the bill be ropare 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be again read. 

The bill was in read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
withdraw the bill? 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I am not disposed to withdraw the bill unless 
there is objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was read three times, and Tomen 

Mr. EATON subsequently said: I desire to give notice that I will 
either this afternoon or to-morrow morning move a reconsideration 
of the vote passing the bill introduced this morning by the Senator 
from Rhode Island, [Mr. BURNSIDE. ] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator can enter the motion now, which will 
make it operative. 

Mr. EATON. Lenter the motion now. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida, submitted an amendment intended to be 
pro by him to the bill (S. No. 19) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to ascertain and certify the amount of land located with 
military warrants in the States described therein, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to be printed. 


TITLES TO REAL ESTATE. 


Mr. THURMAN submitted the following resolution; which wascon- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary is hereby instructed to inquire 
whether any, and, if any, what, legislation to enable owners of real 
estate in the District of ¢ Columbia to obtain decrees quieting their titles, and to 
report by bill or otherwise. 


COMMITTEE ON INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 


Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, the motion entered by the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. Davis] some days ago to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate ordered a special committee on the subject of 
interoceanic communication has not been disposed of. It has been 
before the Senate for some time. I think we ought to settle that 
question. I move, therefore, that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the motion entered by the Senator from West Virginia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That would come under the head of 
„concurrent and other resolutions,” which is now the order of busi- 
ness; and the question is, will the Senate reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution named by the Senator from Georgia was adopted ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the resolution read for information, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee of nine be appointed to take in consideration the 
subject of the construction of a canal to connect the Atlantic and Pacitic Oceans; 
and that all papers, documents, and information relating to said subject be referred 
to said committee. 

Be it resolved, That said committee be authorized to confer and act con- 
currently with any similar committee of the House of Representatives; and that 
said committee be authorized to employ a clerk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This resolution was adopted by the Sen- 
ate on the 29th day of January. The question is, will the Senate re- 
consider the vote by which it was agreed to? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The motion was entered by myself 
several days ago, as the Senator from Georgia hassaid. By the request 
of the Senator from Georgia, it has lain on the table. I think twice 
orthree times I intimated to the Senator that whenever he desired I 
would move to take it up. I had no thought of any other thing but 
the Senator naming it to myself and I know it was a slip or he would 
have done so; but it is due to myself to say that twice I stated to the 
Senator that whenever he desired it I would call up the resolution, 
and the delay bas not been on my part. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, it is due to myself to say that [have 
been ready to proceed with the consideration of the resolution at any 
time since it was offered, and, as the Senator himself knows, I 
to a postponement at the earnest solicitation of other Senators, who 
desired time to look into the question. I pa enough time had 
been granted, and the promise I made to give the Senator notice had 
escaped me. I did not think it of any consequence the Senator or 
myself should move to consider the question, especially as the Sena- 
tor assured me of his readiness to discuss it at any time. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to make a speech. I rise to discuss 
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briefly the motion now pending before the Senate to reconsider the 


vote by which the resolution was adopted. 

On the second day of our session I introduced a resolution on the 

eneral subject of an interoceanic canal. We had then no committees 
* the Senate, and I moved its reference to the Committee on Com- 
merce when that committee should be appointed, my object being to 
let it there lie until the House of Representatives should take some 
action upon the subject, which, I was advised by members interested 
in it, would be done at an early day. Unfortunately I was called 
away from Washington during most of the month of December. On 
my return I found that the House had ee a select committee, 
as I had been advised would be done. I therefore brought in the 
resolution asking for a special committee to consider this question, 
and that it might act concurrently with such committee as had been 
appointed in the mean time by the House. 

he purpose of introducing the resolution in reference to inter- 
oceanic communication at so early a day of the session was twofold: 
first, that we might give some assurance to the distinguished citizen 
from Ni a then in our midst and to the capitalists whom he rep- 
resented, as well as to the Nicaraguan . which felt a deep 
interest in the subject, that the United States would not be slow to 
protect any such 5 which might be inaugurated on that isth- 
mus. The other object I had in introducing it at so early a day was 
that we might call the attention of the country as well as of Europe 
to the fact that there were those in the American Senate who were 
ready to meet the issue which is forced upon us, and to meet it with 
an afirmative declaration on the part of the American Government 
that whenever, however, or by whomsoever a canal should be con- 
structed across the American isthmus, the American Government would 
see to it that such control was not hostile to American interests. Ido 
not know, sir, to what extent, if to any extent at all, that resolution 
and the principle which it embodied met or attracted the attention of 
foreign governments or of those who were moying in the contemplated 
enterprise; but I do know that the question was of so much interest 
abroad that the resolution was copied and commented upon py tap press 
of Europe and in almost every language spoken upon the Continent, 

When that resolution was introduced there were no committees of 
the Senate appointed. I therefore asked that it go to the Committee 
on Commerce when it should be appointed, my object being that it 
should there lie until some action should be taken by the House, 
which I knew to be in contemplation. During most of our session 
prior to the holiday recess I was compelled to be absent. Upon my re- 
turn I found the House had appointed a special committee, and I was 
waited upon by its chairman and asked to move for a special com- 
mittee of the Senate to sit concurrently with one which the House 
had appointed. Agreeing fully with the opinion that this subject 
merited, if any one that ever came before this body did, a committee 
specially constituted with reference to the momentous questions to 
be considered, I moved for such a committee. The motion was 
to, and the Senator from West Virginia entered the motion now pend- 
ing, for reconsideration. This, sir, is briefly the history of the reso- 
lution for a special committee, and the motives which have induced 
me to make it. 

The motion of the Senator from West Virginia for reconsideration is 
based upon the ground of economy. He is a member of the Commit- 
tee on Contingent Expenses, of which my colleague is chairman. No 
man, sir, is more averse than myself to the useless expenditure of the 
ponte money; but, sir, to oppose the shar ey of such a subject 

y a committee specially selected to deal with it in all its varied and 
vast phases seems to me in the last de; untenable. What, sir, are 
we to be told that we must not investigate a subject of such impor- 


tance to every interest in America and to the commerce of Christen-" 


dom, by a committee of chosen men specially qualified to consider it, 
because it will require one clerk to keep the record? Is this Senate 
to say, in the face of three hundred and fifty years of inquiry and the 
expenditure of untold millions of the public money in search of a 
practicable route for such water-way, that we must not now gather 
together and digest this information and consider what the interests 
of America require because the investigation will entail upon the Gov- 
ernment the hire of aclerk? Is that the position which the American 
Senate proposes to assume? 

With the attention of the country riveted upon this subject with 
an intensity of interest rarely felt before in any which has come be- 
fore Congress; with all Europe on tiptoe to see what this Government 
propona in the premises; with the Suez Canal already an accom- 
plished fact in spite of the opposition of so powerful a government 
as Great Britain; with the great French diplomat and financier who 
projected it now upon the American isthmus with no less than eight 
corps of practical engineers; with our own commerce s ant, our 
bottoms decaying and their sails rotting from disuse; with our geo- 

hical position midway between Europe and Asia; with six hun- 
millions of pes more than three-fourths of the entire civil- 
population of the globe anxiously awaiting the breaking down 
of the narrow barrier to our trade and productions; with the wealth 
of the Indies ready to be emptied into the lap of America; with all 
these facts, prospects, or possibilities before us, we are to refuse to 
consider them because it would embarrass the Treasury with the cost 
of aclerk. But, sir, I forbear to consider such an objection any 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 


bast espe to the Senator that m 
em 


Mr. EATON. Lhope this matter will be proceeded with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there unanimous consent that this 
matter be further considered ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I certainly have no disposition to 
. myself from Rearing tbo very interesting remarks of the 

ator from Georgia; but I have the impression that there are many 
aspects of this question which ought to be considered under the pro- 
visions of Rule 64. There are some parts of it that I should be glad 
to refer to, that I cannot with propriety without violating the rules 
of the Senate in a public discussion; and if it were ble to the 
Senator from Georgia I should be glad under Rule 64 to make the 
motion that that rule provides for, closing the doors in the discussion 
of this question. 

Mr. GORDON. I have no objection to that; but I would say in 
remarks this morning will not 

race anything touching in any degree treaty stipulations, and I 
did not presume that there would be any general discussion upon these 
subjects. The only question before the Senate is whether we should 
have a select committee to investigate the subject. I was only pro- 
ceeding to analyze and answer, as well as I might, the objections 
which had been urged to the appointment of such a committee. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the resolution itself might not per- 
haps fall within the proprieties of the sixty-fourth rule, although I 
rather think it would if as ordinarily in such cases it involves some 
reference to the aspects of the general subject; and some remarks 
that the Senator from Georgia has already made have opened to my 
mind a state of circumstances and considerations that I think ought 
to be discussed in the manner provided for by the sixty-fourth rule. 
At the same time, as the Senator is half through with his speech, if 
it is at all disagreeable to him I shall not make the motion that the 
sixty-fourth rule provides for. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, will the Senate at this 
time further consider this motion, the morning hour having expired ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia will proceed. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President. 

Mr. THURMAN, I wish to say that while I certainly have no ob- 
jection to that, I hope no vote will be taken on this matter to-day. 

Mr. GORDON. There is no purpose to force a vote until the sub- 
ject is discussed. I am anxious that it be fully discussed. 

Mr. THURMAN. It is too large a subject to be disposed of with- 
out consideration. 

Mr. GORDON. It may be urged, indeed has been urged, that this 
was a subject of such wide range, embracing not only the commercial 
interests of the cbuntry and of the world but the relations of this coun- 
try to foreign nations, the subject of treaties and practicability of 
the different routes and plans, that we ought not to plange into its 
discussion without deliberation. Sir, that is true; and the sugges- 
tion will meet with general assent. But, sir, does the appointment 
of a committee of the wisest and ablest men in this body for the ex- 

ress p of deliberation presuppose a want of deliberation? Is 

t to be said that because a Senator asks for a committee to consider 
a great subject that therefore it is the purpose of that Senator to 
prevent consideration? Why the very intricacy and importance and 
complications which invest this subject and the very necessity for 
thought and great deliberation are commanding reasons for the ap- 
pointment of a committee specially adapted to its consideration and 
elucidation. 

But it is further objected that if the waterway should be con- 
structed, Great Britain with her vast preponderance of ships would 
receive nineteen-twentieths of the benefits which would accrue to 
the world’s commerce. Sir, let that be granted for the sake of the 
argument, which I think 1 can demonstrate is not the trath; still 
the fact will remain, that a refusal to appoint an able committee 
would not prevent the great Frenchman, De Lesseps, from completing 
his negotiations in Central America and constructing the water-way. 
And are we to be told that we must not investigate because investi- 
gation might demonstrate the feasibility of the enterprise, and en- 
courage its construction and thus contribute to English wealth more 
than to American? Will a vote to reconsider the resolution, and a re- 
fusal to investigate, change the plans of De Lesseps or deter him from 
action? Sir, the reverse of this proposition is true. But again, sup- 
pose the building of the canalisto inure more tothe benefit of England 
than of United States, are we to improve our condition by leaving 
the construction and control of the interoceanic transit to forei 
eapital and forei protection ? Will our share of the prone be in- 
creased by withholding all American influence and all American 
paymon t Sir, the very statement of the proposition is its own 

utation. We cannot prevent the construction of this canal even 
if it should be to our interest to do it, by a refusal to investigate the 
Poco of M. De Lesseps. We cannot increase our share of trade 
yin, 18 on our backs while France and England reap the re- 
wade of the enterprise. Nor can we protect America by refusing to 
assert the immemorial doctrine of this Government and of American 

protection to this American water-way. 
8 S. Mr. President, I rise to a privileged motion under 

the sixty-fourth rule. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, I beg pardon, and accede to the 

proposition. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the doors be closed. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I second the motion. 

Mr. GORDON. I will go on now, unless the Senate wishes to con- 
sider this question with closed doors. I think it is due to the subject 
to dispose of it, and regret that the country cannot witness the de- 
bate upon it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rise toa privileged motion under the sixty- 
fourth rule. I move that the doors be closed. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Lask for the reading of the rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The sixty-fourth rule will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

64. On a motion made, and seconded, to close the doors of the Senate, on the dis- 
cussion of any business which may, in the opinion of a Senator, require secrecy, the 
presiding officer shall direct the galleries to be cleared; and during the discussion 
of such motion the doors shall remain closed. 

Mr. McDONALD. Mr. President, I ask for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the Senator from Indiana's right. 
The regular order is the unfinished business, being the bill (S. No. 19) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain and certify the 
amount of Jand located with military warrants in the States de- 
scribed therein and for other purposes. 

Mr. GORDON. I did not hear the motion; but if there is any in- 
disposition to hear the discussion, I will forbear, 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Indiana has demanded 
the regular order, which has precedence. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask the Senator from Indiana to 
give me one minute, ‘ 

Mr. McDONALD. Very well. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, the Senator from 
Georgia has made two-thirds of his s h on one clerk. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, what is the pending question ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is the special or- 
der, but the Senator from Indiana yielded to the Senator from, West 
Virginia. 

r. EDMUNDS. [I insist on the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is insisted upon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator from Georgia cannot be permitted 
to proceed either with closed doors or otherwise, I insist on the reg- 
ular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is called for, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Lp gerne ea: by Mr. GEORGE M. 
Apams, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
in bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

4 bill (H. R. No. 4412) to regulate practice and suits brought to 
recover damages for infringement of patents; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 4411) to establish an additional land district in 
the State of Kansas. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The 3 also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were 
thereupon signed 7 Vice-President: 

A gt 1 5 5 No. 325) for the erection of a publie building at Dan- 
ville, Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3497) to provide for deficiencies in the appropri- 
ations for contingent expenses of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives ; 

A bill (S. No. 325) for the relief of Henry Page ; 

A bill (S. No. 578) granting an increase of pension to Samuel B. 


avis; 

A bill (S. No. 857) authorizing the conversion of national gold banks; 

an 
A 


D 


joint resolution (H. R. No. 93) for printing the American Ephem- 
eris and Nautical Almanac. 


MILITARY WARRANT LAND LOCATIONS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No, 19) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to ascer- 
tain and certify the amount of land located with military warrants 
inthe States described therein, and for other purposes; which had 
been reported from the Committee on Public Lands with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. JONES; of Florida. I ask that the amendment I offered be 
reported. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee’s amendments will be 
first disposed of. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands 
was, in section 2, line 15, after the word “same,” to insert: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may, at his option, pay the said 
amounts allowed, or any part thereof, ont of any moneys in the jury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that this bill be indefinitely postponed. 
That will dispose of the consideration of the amendments for the 


present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont moves that 
the consideration of this bill be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. McDONALD. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So do J. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Now we will hear the report of the committee, 
Mr. President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. PLUMB 
January 20, 1880: 
The Government of the United States, in receiving the Western and Southern 
States into the Union, stipulated in their several acts of admission to pay them 5 
er cent. upon the sales of the public lands situated therein. The consideration 
for the 5 per cent. so reserved is substantially the same in each of the enabling acts 
of said States; thatis to say, Ohio and Indiana stipulate that the public lands 
151 pua remain exempt from all tax whatever for the term of five years from 
ate o e. 
Towa, in the compact, stipulates four things: 
First. That she will not interfere with the primary disposal of the soil; 
Second. Nor tax for any p the public lands; 
a Third. ee the non-residen 8 shall not be taxed more than the resi- 
ent; and 
Fourth. That lands granted for military services in the war of 1812 that may be 
located therein shall not be taxed for three years from date of patent. 
Tilinois—same as Ohio, and the third and fourth stipulations of the Iowa com- 


et. 

W and Mississippi—same as Ohio, and embracing the second and third 
stipulations of Iowa. 
uri—same as Ohio, and including that of Iowa. 

Michigan and Arkansas—same as Iowa. 

Florida—same as the first and second stipulations of Iowa. 

Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Oregon—same as the three first stipulations of Iowa. 

Nebraska and Nevada—same as the second and third stipulations of Iowa. ' 

Kansas—the same as the first and second of Iowa. 

Louisiana—the same as Ohio and Indiana. 

These stipulations were 3 to the people of the several States by Congress 
as the condition of Union, for their “free acceptance or rejection,” and if accepted 
were to be obligatory on ‘both parties thereto. They were duly accepted by the 
States, which have, also, faithfully observed them. 

The binding effect of these compacts is specifically recognized and set forth in 
an opinion rendered by Hon. B. F. Butler, then Attorne neral of the United 
States, dated March 31, 1836, in g upon the legal effect of the act for the ad- 
mission of Alabama into the Union, as follows: 

“This proposition, having been accepted by the convention, became and is ob- 
ligatory on the United States; that is to say, the faith of the nation is pledged to 
execute it literally, provided the Government of the United States possesses or ac- 
quires the ability to do so.” (3 0. A. G., 56.) 

Since the admission of the several States referred to, in many of them the entire 
public domain has been disposed of, and within the limits of tle others but a small 
pean remains unsold. The methods of disposition have been various: For cash ; 

settioment of obligations of the Government to its soldiers, represented by mil- 
itary land warrants; in aid of railroads and canals, and other works of internal im- 
whines and under the homestead law. The States have as yet made no claim 

‘or compensation on account of the lands disposed of in the last two named meth- 
ods; the Government has paid or is in the process of paying 5 per cent. npon the 
cash sales, but up to the present time has made no payment to any of the States 
upon entries of public lands with military land warrants, though demand has been 
made for the same. 

The only ground known to your committee upon which this payment has been 

is that such disposition of the public domain was not ‘sales of the public 
lands" within the meaning of the enabling acts. The right of these States to the 
5 per cent. u military locations depends, in the opinion of your committee, 
largely upon the fact whether, as between the Government and the soldier, the 
lands disposed of formed a part of the consideration of his hire. Upon this point 
your committee have had little difficulty in arriving at the conclusion that such 
2 ee did, in fact, enter into and me a of the consideration for the 
stment and of the soldiers to whom land warrants were issued. The 
acts of Congress for the benefit of the recruiting service of the United States at 
the opening of the revolutio: war are dated in August and September, 1776. 

The Commonwealth of V about the same time, (October, 1776,) for the 

rpose of 3 her quota of men and meeting the N of the coming 
war, also offered lands to her soldiers as part compensation for their military serv- 
ices. These lands thus o by the Legislature of Virginia were afterward 

ted by Con to her soldiers bly to the terms of cession made b; 

i to the Federal Government of the Northwestern Territory March 1, 1784. 

The several military grants for the war of 1612 are dated December 21, 1811; 
January 11, 1812; February 6, 1812; ber 12, 1812; January 24, 1814; Janu- 
ai, Ft 1814; February 10, 1814; April 18, 1814, and December 14, 1814. 

. 5 of the Mexican war are dated February 11, 1847; March 3, 1847; Septem- 


28, 1858, 
It is clear from the language of these grants that they were Say to effect a 
future object, and in no sense did they relate to a past subject. The time when 
and the circumstances under which they were passed indicate but too manifestl 
the aim in view, namely: to facilitate and enco: enlistments, that the zorey 
site numerical force of the Army might be enlarged as rapidly as possible, in o 

to meet the pressing necessities of each of the impending wars. 

At the time the resolution of September 16, 1776, was adopted 88 owned 
no land, but expected by seas Seem to become entitled to all the land which England 
had acquired by discovery. ticipating, therefore, the acquisition of large landed 

ons, and expecting to have more land than money, Congress, in order to 

N up the rank and file of the Army, and to raise and complete a regularly organ- 
ized military establishment, offt in advance, besides s ed monthly wages 
in money, an additional consideration in land, not for past. but for services there- 
after to be rendered. The colonial government of Virginia did the same thing, 
and her en ment to pay in land was afterward assumed and fulfilled by Con- 
grees, setting apart for that peo a section of country lying between the 

ttle mi and Scioto Rivers, in Ohio. 

The military grants for the war of 1812 and the Mexican war are of the same 
character, enacted at or near the commencement of each, wholly 8 in 
their operation, and are their own best expositors ; their meaning and purpose can- 
not be misinterpreted. In effect, they said to the party whose military prowess 
the Government so much needed at the time, “Enlist, and servo your sonnig a 
given period, and you shall have as a reward therefor a quarter section of land in 
addition to your monthly pay.“ The land thus offered in advance of, and as an in- 
ducement to, the engagement formed as much a part of the contract of enlistment 
as did the money compensation. One cannot with any show of reason be desig- 
nated a gratuity any more than the other; both alike constituted the consideration 
for which the services were to be rende: It follows, therefore, that these grants 
of land for military service in the three great wars of this country are essentiall 
in the nature of contracts; and as such me the foundation of the claim whic 
the Western and Southern States now make for the Sper cent. thereon, according 
to the terms of the compact contained in their several enabling acts; for, if they 
have the elements of a contract, it follows that the lands located thereunder are 
sales in legal contemplation, and not bounties in any just sense of that term. It 
involves no other or different principle than if one man should say to another. 
„Work for me twelve months and I will G05 1 50 at the rate of $15 per month an 
eighty acres of land for such service.” Could he, in law, discharge his obligation 
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by making the money payment and withholding the land, upon the pretext of a 
bounty to be paid or not at his own pleasure? 
That this is the construction of the military land warrant acts of 1847 is 


abundantly shown by the debate thereon at the time of When the 
act of February 11, 1847, came to the Senate from the House where it o: ted 
an amendment was p. giving, in addition to the monthly pa allow- 


ances and the money bounty, a t of land to the soldiers whose en’ ent was 
then sought. The subject was debated at considerable length, and the result was 
the statute referred to. In the course of the debate Mr. eron, the mover of 
the original amendment, said: “ He was desirous that those of our fellow-citizens 
who intended to join the Army might know what they had to ex: The soldier 
who fought the es of his country was d of reward, and as this Gov- 
ernment abundance of lands he thought no better disposition could be 
made of a portion of them than in rewarding the bravery and patriotism of the 
soldiers." — Globe, second session, Twenty-ninth Con p. 171. 
Mr. Allen, of Ohio, while objecting to the proponon as not sufficiently guarded 
and specific, e his assent to the ciples involved. He said he was one 
of those who believed that, as between the Government and the citizens, great lib- 
ity should be observed, more Seles e the uncultivated soil of 
this country. He knew of no better use that could be made of the public domain 
than to a cot brave and patriotic men who had vol to serve in 
war.“ — „p. 17 
Mr. Cla; —. said: While graduation bills and pre-emption bills, and other proj- 
ving away and trecking up the public domain were in vogue, while the 
land was going, he preferred to see it given to the citizen soldiers and the re; 
soldiers ofthe United States Army. referred giving the lands to the soldiers 
as an inducement to fight the battles of country rather than give them to the 
pau of Europe. —Ibid., p. 173. 

„Corwin said: It was a proposition to t to every soldier who actually 
served, and to the heirs of soldier who died in service, an amount — 5 to 
$200, which should pass current in any land office for the purchase of land. In- 
stead of paying them in advance, it was paying him at the end of his service this 
amount. A soldier's service was the hardest that any patriot could be 
called upon to perform, and he thought that they were entitled to receive at the 
hands of the Government this much at least.“ —1 

Mr. Badger said: “ If we are to call upon American citizens to enlist in — — —9 
for the prosecution of this indefinite war to enlist not merely for a certain period, 
but during the existence of the war, * * * was it not 1 that they 
should throw out strong inducement to the people to peril their happiness, their 


persons, and their lives! He saw in this circumstance strong reasons why 
this bill should not be passed without a direct ‘pledge’ of future bounty on the 
part of the Government to induce men, whether as volunteers or soldiers, 


to make these sacrifices. He desired every man should see on the face of the 
law under which the Government required the sacrifice from him the bounty at 
He ey aps ea ta e 
Butler : The 0 o; ers was to en- 
courage enlistments.” —IJbid., p. 207. i 
Mr. Webster said: “The object was to obtain the services of the private soldier 


law made assignable, and were subjected to sale and 
ey became a mas of Government scrip, or currency, 

uld into the market and buy the same, 
and with it secure tide to tracts of the public lands whenever the same were sub- 


Can it be considered less a case of sale that the purchaser, instead of for 
in — Mig ms? 
per is that the first is available 


resent case? The bonds might 

service, or for any other consid- 

eration, or for no consideration. ea might have been regard 

3 gratuity to parties thought to have for any reason deserved well of 
r country. 

This would not affect the question whether lands entered and paid for with such 
bonds ought to be — as sold. In either case the Government would have 
received for thus — of its lands its own valid outstanding obligations, for 
the fulfillment of which its faith was plighted. and the surrender of which by the 
holder would constitute an ample consideration, legal and equitable, for the con- 
veyance. These considerations apply to the fullest extent to the case of entries of 
land by means of land warrants. 

To your committee it seems that the true solution of the question whether or not 
land entered by the location of warrants should be considered as sold by the Gov- 
ernment is to be found in the nature of the transaction at the time of the warrant 
location, and not in that of its issue. 

No land is sold or disposed of in any way by the mere issue of a warrant. That 
conveys no title whatever to the holder of the warrant for any specific land. The 
warrant is a mere executory promise or contract, calling for a given 8 
land, to be selected from the body of the public lands. It is not until specific 
tract is ascertained, segregated, and the warrant surrendered in exchange for a 
certificate of location for a ees, described tract or of land, which is 
to ripen into a full legal title upon the issuance of a patent, that any land can be 
said to have been disposed of by the t; but when the warrant is located, 
this, to all intents and purposes, is a sale. 

The term “ bounty,” as applied to this kind of compensation for military serv- 

po 


ices, seems to be inapt. It certainly is not nsed in sense as importing 
a gratuity, because in the several acts of Congress lands to the soldiers 
in the three great wars of this country the “ warrants” were not issued in consid- 
eration of past services, but must be fairly understood as 3 of the stipulated 
com al ‘ers rovided for by the law under which the ent was made for 
—.— thereafter to be performed. 


Thisis made most manifest by the debate above quoted. The object is there 
stated licitly as being to encourage enlistments.” 


and in man ces er 


instances furth 
by counties and cities in order to induce enlistments and fill up their respective 
quotas ofmen. Such offers, when accepted and acted upon, have, in repeated in- 


sianet; been declared by the courts to be valid contracts and have been enforced 
accordingly. 

It will nat be contended, as the committee believe, that the agreement to pay the 
5 per cent. on the sales of the public lands does not find a sufficient consideration 


in the sti ons of the several States not to interfere with the primary disposal 
of the ; not to tax Government land; in some States not to tax lands which 
the Government might sell for five years ; in other States not to tax for three years 
a class of lands in the hands of certain patentees ; not to tax non-resident proprie- 
tors more than residents, &c. 

The 7 surrendered by the States were of great material consequence to 
them. The right of taxation inheres in the sovereign power of a State, and is ex- 
tended over all subjects and descriptions of within its jurisdiction. In 
the relinquishment of the right of taxation the States have lost a very large reve- 
nue, far in excess of the 5 per cent. upon all the public lands, whether the same be 
5 cash sales or upon lands of in payment for military services, 
or 


By disposing of the public lands in the manner named, the United States dis- 
pve fer an obli i i i 


tage 
P D eee it may be that it would be pal - 
po inequitable that a few States should be called upon to contribute so y 
the discharge of the nation’s indebtedness. But when it is considered that the 
General Government and the eighteen States claiming relief under the bill submit- 
ted for the consideration of _— committee entered into a solemn compact, par- 
taking of the mutuality of a contract; that the States, in order to secure the 
5 per cent. on the disposal of the public lands, > (ose to surrender rights indis- 
table and of great value to them that in faith this agreement 
been faithfully kept on the part of the States, there seems 
to be no good sufficient reason, in the judgment of the committee, why the 
United States should be relieved of its obli to pay the claims whieh the 
States have presented for adjustment. 

The payment by the General Government to the several States of 5 per cent. 
upon the cash sales made, during a period of over seventy years, would seem to be 
conclusive against the Government upon the question of consideration. 

The bill under consideration proposes to capitalize the lands taken up by the 
location of military land warrants, at $1.25 per acre. This has been the um 


acres proposed to 
ents at $200; the market value of the warrants issned under the act also 
tends to fix the value of the land. 
Your committee has also been pressed 


homestead law. 
railroads and other internal improvements were in nearly or every 
direct for the use of the enterprise to be aided. In 
aa pr iin ech insihe aege ped aatan a gementiy ol palierele 
m upon su and the grants were, es, gen yof great 
efit to the States to which the grants were made. Besides, no consideration ex- 
cept the one affecting the growth and general prosperity of the country passed to 


a lands succeed of andar the homestead law stand different footing 
Q w upon a t a 
Their disposition in that particular manner was undertaken without the consent 
of the States, and while nominally a gift to the settlers, the fees exacted are such 
as result in a considerable profit to the Government over and above the costs of 
selling and pomar As, ver, the 3 of the homestead law worked a 
ical and t change in the public ee of the Government, and 
one much more beneficial to the States whose lim 


than the one theretofore prevailing, the ob! on against the Government on ac- 
count of lands thus disposed of is not very if at all existing. 

The committee, therefore, propose to so amend the bill as to exclude from con- 
sideration hereafter the question of com for these two classes of lands, 


and make the „„ provided for by this act a waiver of 
F on of lands for internal improvements and 
under toe . 

And with these amendments, the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I ask that the amendment I submitted to 
the bill be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It may be read for information. The 
motion to postpone indefinitely cuts off amendments. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment intended to be proposed by 
Mr. Jones, of Florida, namely, at the end of the first section to add: 

Provided further, That the of the Interior shall also ascertain the 
quantity of public lands entered and patented under the provisions of the home- 
stead laws in the States of Alabama, Florida, Mississippi, Arkansas, and Lonis- 
ians, between the 2ist day of June, 1866, and the 3d of March, 1877, and all 
lands entered and patented under said laws shall be subject to the provisions of 
this act in the same manner as lands entered by the location of military scrip and 
land warrants in the States mentioned in the first section of this act. 

Mr. McDONALD. That is simply read for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is read for information. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I rise to support this motion. Os- 
tensibly on the face of the bill there are eighteen States whose treas- 
uries are to be replenished out of the Treasury of the United States 
by this—shall I call it performance? And I had hoped therefore I 
should have the attention of the thirty-six Senators who presump- 
tively, I suppose, by the originators of this bill are expected to lean 
favorably in that direction; and yet the thirty-six are wanting, Mr. 


President. 
Before I in the methodical discussion of this question, to which 
I have felt obliged to give some attention, I should be glad to know 


what the committee mean in their report when they say in the third 
line of it that— 


The Government of the United States, in receiving the Western and Southern 
States into the Union, stipulated in their several acts to pay them 5 
per cent. upon the sales of the public lands situated therein. 


It unhappily is not according to the statute, except in a few in- 
stances in such case made and provided. N 
Mr. McDONALD. If the Senator will allow me, I will read the 
ed of the fourth section of the enabling act in the case of 
na. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Suppose you begin with Ohio, which was the first | There is another thing preliminary to which I should like to call 


of these States admitted ? N 

Mr. McDONALD. I prefer reading from this adt. The Senator can 
read from the other if he desires. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

Mr. McDONALD. It reads: 

Third. That5 cent. of the net proceeds of the lands lying within the said 
Territory, and which shall be sold by Congress from and after the ist day of De- 
cember next, after dedu all expenses incident to the same, shall be reserved 
for making public roads and canals, of which three-fifths shall be applied to those 
objects within the said State, under the direction of the Legislature thereof, and 
two-fifths to the makingof a road or roads leading tothe said State under the 
tion of Congress. 


And I desire to read in that same connection this: 


And led always, That the five foregoing propositions, herein offered, are on 
the conditions that the convention of the said State shall provide by an ordinance, 
irrevocable without the consent of the United States, that every and each tract of 
land sold by the United States, from and after the Ist day of December next, shall 
be and remain exempt from any tax, laid by order or under any authority of the 
State, whether for State, county, or township, or any other purpose whatever, for 
the term of five years from and after the day of sale. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yet, Mr. President, the committee in their printed 
report say that the United States “stipulated in their several acts of 

ission ”—by which of course we must understand they mean each 
one—“to pay them that is, to each State p percent. upon the sales 
of the public lands situated therein.” Now my honorable friend, not 
the author of the report, hut who has come in as a volunteer I sup- 
pose, because Indiana was always good in time of war for volunteers 
am proud to say—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. He is the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh yes, but he did not ropes the bill. He says 
that the act which supports the allegation of the committee is the 
act providing for the State of Indiana. I might remark that the 
State of Indiana has not been supposed hitherto to compose “the 
Western and Southern States” together; it was only a certain part 
of the Western and Southern States; but that view of the matter I 
let pass. What did we agree to give to the State of Indiana? Five 

er cent. of the proceeds of the sales of the public lands within her 
rders? No, sir. The very clause that my honorable friend has 
read provides quite the con It provides that 3 per cent.—to be 
sure that is only two-fifths off from the truath—that 3 per cent. of the 
proceeds of the sales of these public lands should, not be given or 
paid to the State of Indiana even then, but should be devoted to cer- 
tain objects of general and public concern that affected all the peo- 
ple of the United States as well as the people of Indiana, by con- 
structing certain internal improvements in that State, not the private 
property of the State to levy tolls upon, but public methods of pas- 
sage, highways and canals, then the only means of intercommunica- 
tion known, for the benefit of all the people of the United States. 

Mr. President, it will be seen by the proof cited by my honorable 
friend from Indiana that the opening statement in this report of the 
committee ree by 3 12 fact. The 8 is — Te 
agreed to to the State diana, among others, 5 per cent. o 
the PM 51 the sales of public lands. The proof is read by the 
proponent of this last will and testament of the United States, the 
division of all that there is left, as I suppose, until they apply again, 
that only 3 per cent. was in any event to be di of in such man- 
ner as the Legislature of Indiana might direct. 

Now, suppose we turn to another State; take Ohio which was the 
first of that t galaxy of States that has been added to the United 
States, after Kentucky and Vermont, that do not share in this benefi- 
cence, had been admitted—the State of Ohio the first out of the North- 
west Territory. Let us see how true with respect to Ohio is this 
statement of the committee that we had promised to pay any per cent. 
of the sales of the public lands within her limits. Here is the clause; 
it is the third clause of the seventh section of the act of 1802 admit- 
ting that State: 

Third. That one-twentieth part of the net proceeds of the lands lying within 
the said State sold by Co: from and after the 30th day of June next, after 
deducting all expenses incident to the same, shall be applied to the laying outand 
makin blic roads, leading from the oe waters emptying into the Atlantic 
to the G kio, to the said State and through the same, such s to be laid out under 
the authority of Congress, with the consent of the several States through which the 
road shall pass. 

Does that provide that any sum of money, any per cent. whatever, 
shall be paid to the State of Ohio to go into her treasury? Of course 
not. It only provides that under the circumstances existing at that 
time, the Congress of the United States, representing its whole peo- 
ple, was willing to engage to devote 5 per cent. of the proceeds, net, 
of the sales of the public lands in that State, to certain works of 
internal improvements that should open a communication between 
her and the Atlantic seaboard. And yet the committee, through inad- 
vertence I must suppose and as I believe, say that “the United 
States, in receiving the Western and Southern States into the Union, 
stipulated in their several acts of admission to pay them 5 per cent. 
upon the sales of the public lands situated therein.” 

T need not g through with the other sixteen of these eighteen 
States, or with any considerable number of them, to show the error 
into which the Committee on Public Lands has fallen in the very 
8 fundamental statement of the proposition and principle 
upon which we are called on to tax the people of the United States 
to put into the treasuries of these States this money. 


the attention of my honorable friend from Indiana who has ch: 

of this bill. It is the statement on the second page at the foot of t 
second paragraph of the report, which says that the United States 
“up to the present time has made no payment to any of the States 
upon entries of public lands with military land warrants,” which is 
true, so far, “though demand has been made for the same.” I should 
be glad to be informed by the committee when, for the first time, any 
demand was made upon the United States for what is supposed to be 
this claim, or whatever it may be called, embraced in this report. 
The committee does not refer to the evidence in support of the alle- 
gation that demand has been made for 5 per cent. of the valuation of 
the lands of the United States located under military land warrants. 
I should like to see what it is that the committee refers to in proof of 
that SAT te and I wait for a reply. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I can say as of my own knowled; 
in reference to one particular State that demand has been made in 
behalf of the State of Kansas continuously, indeed ever since the 
admission of the State, by the agents of the State sent here for that 

urpose. I am also informed and believe that a like demand has 
n made on behalf of nearly all if not quite all the States inter- 
ested. I speak from information on that pork and I have no doubt 
of the correctness of that information. mand has been made at 
the Interior Department upon the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office. Possibly it did not bear an internal- revenue stamp and pos- 
sibly may have lacked something of that formality which would 
delight the Senator from Vermont; but the fact of demand havin 
been made and repeatedly insisted on, and in some cases recogni 
by legislative acts of some of the States, there can be no doubt of at 


Mr. PADDOCK. The statement made by the Senator from Kansas 
in respect of his State is equally true in respect of mine. An agent 
was appointed by my State seven or eight years ago for the same 
purpose. An argument was prepared, written, and presented to the 
Interior Department on the subject, and since then he has continu- 
ously, so far as he could do so, pressed the claim of the State. ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I was not seeking for information 
as to the appointment of agents to hunt up claims in favor of States. 
Many States have such agents; Vermont has one, I am almost 
ashamed to say; they are around in plentiful numbers, beyond all 
doubt. Iam on the question, which is fairly stated in this report, 
whether a demand by a State has been made upon the Government 
of the United States for 5 per cent. of the vale of lands located 
with military land warrants; and Senators say that they have oral 
information—we do not see the documents—that such is the fact. 
Now, sir, looking at this, as I thought it to be a duty, and seeing that 
statement in this report, I addressed a formal inqui to the official 
source to know how the fact was, and that was to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, Tao gx these percentages after the accounts are set- 
tled, and I receiv is official reply : 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
January 28, 1880. 


that no claims 
ublic lands within its limits to have prese: 
70 this Department or to the Gonera] Land Gee. ae D7 ee Pe ee 
Very respectfully, 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
Secretary. 
Hon. GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 
United States Senate. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the greatest pleasure. Iam merely seeking 
information. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I can inform the Senator that in the year 1858, 
a good while ago now, I had the honer of holding a seat in the senate 
of the State of Iowa, and was upon the committee on Federal rela- 
tions. This matter was referred to that committee, and a report was 
made hy myself to the senate upon this identical question, and a me- 
morial was passed by the Legislature of the State and the governor 
of the State was requested to visit Washington City on this identical 
business and endeavor to have from this Government the performance 
of the promise it had made to the State of Iowa when the State was 
admitted into the Union, the State of Iowa having in the mean time 
performed all the promises that she made as the consideration for that 
promise from the United States. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, if my honorable and respected 
friend from Iowa 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Vermont yield to 
the Senator from Illinois ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He will excuse me a moment. If my honorable 
and respected friend from Iowa will have the kindness before we 
finish the disposition of this bill to look up the documents which will 
show exactly what the Legislature of Iowa did, in black and white, 
so that we can see whether it referred to this precise and identical 
question of military land warrants, and then will look up and show 
us the official communication that the governor of his State made to 
the Government of the United States on the subject, I think I can 
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say to him without being misunderstood, as I should be glad to have 
him say to me in a similar case, it will be much more satisfactory in 
respect of seeing precisely what claim was made than my recollec- 
tion of an oral communication or oral statement. My knowledge 
abont this matter is only such as I have been able to obtain by a 
lying to the official repositories of official communications on this su 
Jost between States and the General Government. I have read the 
official response. I do not know but that is all I can do about it. 

Now, Mr. President, I will listen with great pleasure to my honor- 
able friend from Illinois. 

Mr. LOGAN. I was just going to say, in re to States making 
a demand, that I do not know whether what might be called a formal 
demand has been made; but when a settlement was made by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, which was afterward referred 
to one of the Comptrollers of the Treasury in reference to these claims 
of the Sta: I, myself, at one time, authorized by the governor of 
the State of Illinois, went before the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office with an application to have him reopen the case of Illi- 
nois so that this matter might be adjudicated. It was afterward re- 
ferred to a Comptroller, who, under a certain decision or rule of the 
Departments, held that the case was res adjudicaia in that Depart- 
ment of the Government and could not be reopened; and hence, that 
the only remedy was to apply to Congress. That I know of my per- 
sonal knowledge so far as the application of the State of Ilinois is 
concerned. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, I must make the same reply 
to my honorable friend from Illinois that I did to my distinguished 
friend from Iowa, that if he will have the kindness to just get the 
papers in re to that exact settlement that we may see precisely 
what were the questions presented, it will be a gratification to me, if 
to nobody else. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator will understand me. Istated that there 
was a settlement made with some of the States of which Indiana was 
one; and the Senators from Indiana will remember the settlement in 
reference to 2 per cent. of this 5 por cent. My object was to reopen 
that settlement with Illinois for the purpose of having the claim ad- 
judicated in reference to the land warrants; and it was decided that 
the case in reference to the claims of States on these questions was 
res adjudicata and could not be reopened. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, Mr. President, I understand my honorable 
friend from Illinois to mean that after all there is no paper on file in 
the General Land Office or in the Treasury which shows any claim 
on the part of the State of Illinois or any other State for 5 per cent. 
of the valuation at $1.25 an acre of lands located under military land 
warrants ; but that on the 2 per cent. question, (which is quite a dif- 
ferent one, I beg the very few Senators who care anything about 
these few millions of dollars that are to come out of the Treasury to 
remember,) from the beginning there have been efforts on the part of 
the States not only to get the 3 per cent. that was to be expended 
within their borders, but to get the 2 per cent. that was to be expended 
outside of their borders. That they have done “ in season and out of 
season,” and in some instances have succeeded, too; but that is quite 
apart from this business which, according to the best of my official 
information and to the best of my private belief, founded upon a 
search of Congressional Globes, records, and documents, which, of 
course, has been necessarily imperfect, has been born, not like that 
famous female so popular in Indiana, out of the foam of the sea, but 
has been born (like another famous female that is said to have been 
born out of the brain of Jupiter) out of the brain of the democratic— 
no, I will not say democratic, this has nothing to do with party—out 
of the brain of my distinguished friend from Indiana. That is what 
I should have sai 

The inquiry I haye made about when this thing was first thought 
of is not of very t importance, although of course it has its weight. 
If the claim had been made from the beginning and Congress after 
Congress had denied it, that ought to be a good answer. If it has 
never been thought of until very recently when the ingenious brain 
of State agents for eee, mili claims in rummaging through 
and inventing all manner of good ideas for their clients is brought 
into play, that ought to lead us to hesitate a little before we dip into 
the to pay this, and it ought to lead us to hesitate for this 
reason, which I think cannot be too often impressed upon ourselves 
in of all transactions of this character: that the Senate of 
the United States and its House of Representatives are not a debtor 
or a wrong-doer to anybody. It is not against the Senate and 

the House of Representatives that any claims of this character, if 
they were made, were made twenty years ago as against a man 
whose duty it was to pay and it was denied; but the Senate and 
the House of Representatives, in just as large and just as inde- 
pendent and impartial a sense as may be said of the conrts of jus- 
tice of the United States or the several States, are a tribunal that 
has no other interest than that of doing impartial justice between 
the body of the people upon the one side and individual States and 
individual citizens upon the other. And so I say it is worthy of con- 
sideration when an impartial tribunal, existing always, is appealed 
to from year to year and does not see strength e in a given 
case to furnish relief, that later members of the same tribunal, always 
existing, ought to be a little careful how eee 4 tax the people upon 
the other side to pay stale and newly imvented claims. We are not 


in the attitude of a recusant debtor; we are in the attitude of im- 


partial judges having no interest except that of doing right upon 
all subjects. 

Now, let us see exactly where this present report leaves this busi- 
ness. The report itself concludes by showing the inconsistency of 
its own propos non It proceeds in the first place to reason it out 
that the United States is bound, upon just principles of construction, 
in respect of these admission acts, to pay to the several States making 
this claim 5 per cent. of the value of the lands located under military 
bounty land warrants; that that is a debt upon a just construction 
of these statutes. What does it say next? ee that as a condi- 
tion to the payment of this debt, due in justice and by law, these 
several States shall be estopped if they take the money to make any 
other claim for other lands disposed of under the homestead and 
land-grant acts. When are we to begin, Mr. President, the new era 
in our career of selling p (uation? Now? Lhope not. If this commit- 
tee is right in saying that by force of the compact with the State of 
Ohio, if you please, or any of these States or all of them they are 
entitled under a just construction of these acts of admission to 5 
per cent. of the military lands, then why is it that we say “ we will 
not give you that justice to which you are entitled unless you will 
agree to make no claim in respect of the disposition that we have 
made of other lands” which fall within precisely the same principle 
or which do not fall within precisely the same principle, no matter as 
to that? What sort of an attitude is that for the Congress of the 
United States to occupy? If these States are entitled by a just con- 
struction of these laws to this money, let us pay it to them. If they 
are not entitled by a just construction of these laws to this money, 
then I must suppose that the Senators from these States, as well as 
the Senators from other States, would not wish.to have it and will 
not vote for the bill. Why then do you clog the payment of this 
debt, as you say it is, with this estoppel, as the committee call it and 
as the bill calls it, against their making a similar claim in respect to 
different lands? 

Mr. President, I never could consent to a proposition of that kind. 
I agree that in cases where there is a dispute in respect of the quan- 
tum of a claim, where a man whose property has been taken for the 
public use says he is entitled to $5,000, that that is the value of his 
wood or his horses or his stores, and the executive agents of the 
United States say he is only entitled to $3,000, there you may with 

ropriety say in some cases, though I should be pretty shy about that, 

ut in general you may say with . re Be we will compose this 
matter and will give you $3,000 or $4, whatever the sum may be, 
provided you are willing to take it as a final settlement of this mat- 
ter.” But to say to a man who puts in a claim for a thousand cords 
of wood delivered in 1863 “we will pay you for the wood we had in 
1863 provided you shall be estop m claiming pay for any wood 
you delivered in 1864 or any horses that you Galivered in 1862,” 
would be rather rough treatment, as everybody would see. 

I leave that, Mr. ident, and I come to a consideration of these 
statutes. The Senate will have seen in the preliminary reference 
which has been made that the statute about Ohio has no application 
to this bill at all, because as to Ohio we never agreed to pay her, or 
into her treasury, or for the benefit of any internal improvements 
within her borders, any money at all. The United States did a 
to expend 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands in her borders in works of internal improvement between Ohio 
and the waters falling into the Atlantic. That would hardly furnish 
ground for a claim as a matter of justice or of law for paying her 5 
per cent. of the value of the military lands in that State. But let us 
come to a State where some money was to be paid over for expendi- 
ture within the State; take Louisiana, for instance, which I believe 
was the next State, chronologically, admitted into the Union. The 
act of the 8th of April, 1812, provided for the admission of Louisiana 
into the Union. 

Mr. McDONALD. The act of February 20, 1811, is the one govern- 
ing the case. 

. EDMUNDS. According to this volume of the statutes, on the 
8th of April, 1812, Congress oct an act for the admission of the 
State of Louisiana into the Union. 

Mr. McDONALD. The enabling act was passed on the 20th of 
February, 1811. I have the fifth section before me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Here it is, volume 2 of the Statutes at Large, 
page 643: 

Sro. 5. And be it further enacted, That 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the 
sales of the lands of the United States, after the 1st day of January, shall be ap- 
pa to laying out and constructing public roads and levees in the said State, as 

e Legislature thereof may direct. 

That you will see, Mr. President, was not a proposition to pay to 
the treasury of the State of Louisiana any money at all, but it was 
an appropriation of a certain proportion of the public moneys of the 
United States for a certain oients and that object was to assist in 
the construction of public roads and levees in the State of Louisiana, 
to be applied as it respects the selection of the road and the levee 
and the circumstances under which it was to be done, in such man- 
ner as the Legislature of the State of Louisiana should direct. And 
that brings us to the question (aside from the fact that there was 
no provision to pay into the Treasury of the United States this per- 
centage which I shall come to by and by,) what is the meaning of 
the term “sales,” “proceeds of sales,” “ net proceeds of sales after 
deducting all expenses?” 
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What is a sale? The committee in their report say that a sale is 
anything that anybody gets or agrees to do for a consideration. That 
was not the general impression among law writers at the time and 
before and since these laws were p: ; but perhaps the committee 
are correct about it. Let us see. Here is Bouvier’s Law Dictionary 
which under the head of “sale” gives a very condensed but some- 
what specific statement of what a sale is, and “sale” in law, I may 
add, is a term of art, so to speak; that is, it is a term that has a fixed 
and definite 55 8 definition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator yield a moment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think I shall. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair asks gentlemen standing out- 
side the bar to be seated and cease conversation, so that Senators who 
are interested in this bill may listen to the debate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My only fear is, Mr. President, that I shall dis- 
turb the Senators and the strangers in some private conversation that 
they have. Of course the public business is of no account, and it would 
be a great misfortune to disturb anybody in his private affairs here! 

Bouvier, in his Law Dictionary, volume 2, fourteenth edition, page 
492, says: 

ent by which one of two contractin; called the seller, 
33. title to it. 838 for 3 price in current 
money, to the other party, who is called the buyer or purchaser, who, on his part, 
agrees to pay such price. 


Citing Pardessus, Noy’s Maxims, Sheppard’s Touchstone, Kent, 
Pothier, and all that long list of law writers who, whatever else they 


may have di about, never disagreed about what a sale was. 
Then it pices is 


This contract differs from a barter or exchange in this: that in the latter the 
price or consideration, instead of being paid in er 155 20 in — or mer- 
chandise susceptible of a valuation. 3 Salk., 157; 12 N. 390; 10 Vt., 457. It 
differs from accord and satisfaction, because in that contract th thing is given 
for the Sor of quieting a claim, and not for a price. An onerous gift, when 
the burton t imposes is the payment of a sum of money, is, when accepted, inthe 
nature ofa sale. When tion is made between two or more joint owners of a 
chattel, it would seem contract is in the nature of a barter. See 11 Pick., 


Then it proceeds again: 


The price must consist in a sum of money— 


That is the consideration; and the writer italicizes the words that 
I emphasize— 


The price must consist in a sum of which the buyer to to the 
seller ; Tot if paid for in any other way tho contract A — an lac or 
barter, and not a sale, as before observ: 


Thus it is quite obvious, from the well-known definition, that I 
should not have presumed to cite but for this extraordinary report of 
the committee as to what they consider a sale to be, that the lan- 
guage of the acts of Congress admitting these States, wherein 5 per 
cent, of the net proceeds of the sales—nothing else—of the public 
lands of the United States shall be devoted to certain vi st shows 
that Con, must have been understood to mean exactly what the 
term itself imports and was always known to import, and that is a 
1 for money; and it is clear that Congress did not intend 
and cannot be construed to have intended to tie itself up that it 
would sell all of the pus domain and preclude itself from 8 
of just such part of it as public interests might require for the bene- 
fit of the foe ft oe of the people of the United States, either as 
the consideration, if you please to call it that, for the services of its 
soldiers, or as donations to States for colleges and universities, or as 
homesteads to settlers, or for anyother of the innumerable causes and 
instances for which and in which the public lands have been di 
of; but so far as a fund of net 8 of money, the result of a sale, 
was concerned, Congress undertook in these acts of admission, some- 
times in one way and sometimes in another, to devote it to objects 
that would be for the benefit of the settlers of these States and for 
the benefit of the citizens of other States as well, in respect of the ex- 
penditures for these objects of public intercommunication. 

Now, to show that this law-dictionary man is not altogether wild, 
let me take the judgment of an Ohio judge, Judge McLean, whose 
character and learning I need not spang any time to comment upon, 
decided in the State of Ohio and where the very question arose as to 
what was the nature of a sale and purchase, because they are correl- 
ative terms, one upon the one side and one upon the other. In the 
case then before him it was claimed, on account of the statutes ot the 
United States, that the Treasury Department could not get title to 
land by the levy of an execution or by the turning over by a debtor 
voluntarily of his estate to pay a debt that he owed to the United 
States, because the statutes forbid the purchase by any officer of the 
Government of the United States of any property without the ex- 
press authority of Congress; and that was the point. 

Judge McLean said, speaking of this case: 


The lands were taken, not as a purchase, but to secure the debt of the late re- 
ceiver.—3 McLean's Reports, p. 367. Sener: * 


Admitting that the Secretary of the Treasury had no power what- 
ever to purchase lands, but holding that the taking of land fora good 
consideration in the payment of a debt was not a purchase within 
the meaning of the statute, because the word “ purchase” was the 
correlative, the counterpart of the word “sale,” and that a sale was 
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‘| the lands of the United 


a trade by which one man sold for money . that he had and 
received from the purchaser the money he paid. 

But, Mr. President, if it were open to any doubt, as it is not, what is 
the legal meaning of the term “sale” used in all these statutes, how 
much more is it fortified by the attending expressions in nearly every 
instance, I believe not in the case of Ohio where nothing was to be 

aid over to her under any circumstances? The fifth section of the 
uisiana act says that 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of 
States after a certain date shall be applied 
to a certain purpose. What kind of meaning are you to give to 
the term “net proceeds?” The committee say in their report that 
consideration is the test; therefore they would read it in the case 
of Louisiana to fulfill our contract with her, that 5 per cent. of 
the net proceeds of the military bounty land locations, that is 5 
per cent. of the consideration that we got for those lands, should be 
applied and paid into the treasury of this State, which by the way 
was never agreed to be done, but that is another matter. at was 
the consideration for the military land warrants, 5 percent. of which 
is to be paid into the treasury of the State of Louisiana? Why, Mr. 
President, it was the service of the soldier; it was his one year, or 
two years, or three years of toil, of privation, of blood, of wounds and 
misery. That was the consideration that the United States received. 
They received—to state it shortly—so much of his life, which is above 
money and beyond price; and yet on the theory of this report, inas- 
much as the consideration, which it says is the test, is the net pro- 
ceeds, we must take 5 per cent. of the consideration that the soldier 
paid. I can see one of them right before me now ; and we are to take 
out of my good friend the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS 
one-twentieth part—I wish we conld—of the suffering and the toi 
and the danger that he experienced, and melt it up some way into 
money, and say “ that is 5 per cent. of the net ee of his military : 
services which is to be put into the treasury of the State of Louisiana.” 

Well, Mr. President, if it were not too serious a thing, we would 
say, like Mark Tapley, that that wonld be jolly. But the most ad- 
mirable thing about it is, that in this age of progress and improve- 
ment and discovery, this alchemy that is to melt the blood and the 
suffering of the soldier fighting for his country into coin, to be turned 
into the Treasury as 5 per cent. of the net proceeds, has been re- 
served for this day and year of our Lord to be first discovered. It 
gives us hope of the future of the human race. In another half cen- 
tury undoubtedly we shall find something better; but I think we 
ought to be satisfied with our success in this method of turning blood 
into money. 

But let us look a little further, Mr. President, about this business. 
It is obvious enough, as I have said, and the committee admit it by 
this style of 3 turning proceeds into consideration, (two 
terms and ideas that have no sort of relation to each other,) that 
if you take the face of these laws and their fair and legal import, 
these military bounty land warrants are not for lands that were sold 
by the United States; they are not for lands the net proceeds of 
which have come into the Treasury of the United States in any sense 
whatever. There would be an end of the claim unless it is a claim 
addressed to the beneficence of Congress, which of course is another 
thing; but the committee do not put it on that ground; the commit- 
tee are altogether too high-spirited to be appealing for their great 
and ps det States to any beneficence or gratitude of the rest of 
the people of the United States; they are 3 upon the law as 
they understand it, and upon that justice which is due under the law 
and for the law. And yet, as I have shown, and as no man can con- 
tradict either upon reason or authority, the law provides for the ex- 
penditure of 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of sale, and that sale is 
the disposition of property for money, and the term “net proceeds” 
is nonsense applied to any other construction than a transaction for 
money. 

Now, let us look a little further. Taking the territory northwest 
of the Ohio, where de we get the right to give this 5 per cent. to any 
State at all for its benefit, which is the theory of this bill? This 
bill, Senators will bear in mind, is to pay into the treasury of the 
respective States for their private and municipal disposition in any 
way they please, these sums of money. Where do we get the right 
to dispose of the public lands for any such purpose as that? Let us 


see, 

When the State of Virginia, with that patriotic self-sacrifice to the 
interests of the new and straggling American Union, gave the lands 
northwest of the Ohio to the Confederation, as it was then called, 
she took particular care to provide, as far as the clearest language 
could provide, that this property of hers should not be appropriated 
to the benefit of any particular State, but always and under all cir- 
cumstances for the benefit of all alike. In the month of October, 
1783, the Commonwealth of Virginia provided for turning over her 
property, this vast area, to the northwest of the Ohio River, to the 
confederated union, and let us see what she provided. After recit- 
ing the exigencies of the occasion and the condition of the common 
welfare of all the colonies or commonwealths, as they then called 
themselves, she provided for ceding “ unto the United States in Con- 
gress assembled and for the benefits of said States,” that is the United 
States, happily still the United States,— 


—all ht, title, and claim, as well of soil as jurisdiction, which this Common- 
wealth to the territory or tract of country within the limits of the Virginia 
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charter, situate, lying, and being to the northwest of the river Ohio, nies tothe 
terms and conditions contained in the before-recited act of Congress of the 13th 
day of September last, that is to say— 

Then it proceeds to state the conditions about forming States with 
sovereignty, and so on, and proceeds to say: 

That a quantity not exceeding one hundred and fifty thousand acres of land, 
promised by this State, shall be allowed and granted to the then Colonel, now Gen- 
eral George Rogers Clarke, and to the officers and soldiers of his regiment, who 
marched with him when the posts of Kaskaskies and Saint Vincent's were reduced, 
and to the officers and soldiers that have been since incorporated into the said regi: 
me to be laid off in one tract, the length of which not to exceed double the 


And so forth, and so on. Further: 


That in caso the quantity of good lands on the southeast side of the Ohio, upon 
the waters of Cumberland River, and between the Green River and Tennessee 
River, which have been reserved by law for the Virginia troops upon continental 
establishment, should, from the North Carolina line bearing in further upon the 
Cumberland lands than was expected, prove insufficient for their legal bo 


unties, 
the deficiency should be made up to d troops in good lands to be laid off 


between the rivers Scioto and Little Miami, on the northwest sideof the river Ohio, 
in such proportions as have been engaged to them by the laws of Virginia. 

Further, and now I come to the condition to which I wish to call 
the attention of Senators; what I have read is very material as you 
will presently see in another connection : 

That all the lands within the territory so ceded to the United States, and not re- 
served for or appropriated to any of the before mentioned purposes, or disposed of 
in bounties to the officers and soldiers of the American Army, shall be considered 
as a common fund for the use and benefit of such of the United States as have be- 
come or shall become members of the confederation or federal alliance of the said 
States, Virginia inclusive, according to their usual respective proportions in the 
33 charge and expenditure, and shall be faithfully and bona fide disposed of 

that purpose, and for no other use or purpose whatsoever. 

Con accepted the lands upon these terms; and now this bill 
provides that the very military land warrants that were issued to the 
officers and soldiers of the continental line and establishment in the 
war of the Revolution shall have a tax of 5 per cent. laid upon 
them against bie, iron interest in the money in the ENT, of the 
United States, shall be paid over to these States northwest of the Ohio, 
and that is asked in the name of law and justice! Just think of it! 
It is not lands of the soldiers of 1812 nor 1847 nor 1861 alone that are 
provided for; it is every military land warrant that has been issued 
since the existence of the United States of America. There is no lim- 
itation, The man who framed the bill had a large grasp of mind, and 
he proposes that the State of Virginia shall contribute, after she had 
given this pro to the United States upon these terms, 5 per cent. 
of taxes upon her tax-burdened people in her Commonwealth to pa; 
to these States, out of her own property, the proceeds as they call 
them, the value of the land that she had so generously and patriot- 
ically turned into the common fund for the benefit of all the States 
in proportion to the burdens for public benefit of the whole land that 
they had owned. And yet this report seems to think that it has made 
out that here is a legal, and a just debt as well, that is to be charged 
upon the Treasury of the United States. I have not been able to see 
it in that light. 

Now, let us go a little farther. What were these moneys to be ex- 
penai for that were o be received from the sales of public lands? 

ere they to be paid into the treasuries of the States for their gen- 
eral benefit, to diminish taxation by that amount? Not at all. They 
were to be expended, either in the State or out of it, as a trust, for 
objects of general public welfare; and that is the sole ground upon 
which we could justify for a moment, in the light of this cession of 

` the State of Virginia the provisions of this 5 pet cent. at all, be- 
cause if we had provided in the act admitting Ohio or any other of 
these States—I only speak of her because she comes first in point of 
time—that 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the sale of the public lands 
within the borders of that State as admitted should be paid into 
her treasury as a fund for her disposition according to her own free 
will, we should have violated the compact with the State of Vir- 
a and the trust and terms upon which we received the land. 
his provision, therefore, for the 5 per cent. of the net proceeds can 
only be maintained upon the ground that this 5 per cent. is to be a 
trust for the general benefit of all the people of the United States, and 
to be expended in those parts of the country where in the judgment of 
Congress in making these acts of admission it is most for the advan- 
tage of all that this proportion shall be expended in public roads, over 
which all the citizens of the United States may freely travel, in pub- 
lic canals, in the making of levees along rivers up and down which 
the commerce of half a continent shall float. 

That, Mr. President, was the only ground, and is to this day, upon 
which the 5 pa cent. can be justified at all. And yet what does this 
bill provide? It provides that there shall be taken out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States, the common fund of all the people, tive or 
six or eight or ten million dollars,—the committee has not been kind 
enough to tell us how many,—and put into the treasuries of these States 
for their private and personal disposition, not for objects of public 
improvement for which the 5 per cent. of sales was reserved, not for 
objects of education for which in one or two of the States 3 per cent. 
was reserved, but the mere payment of a debt which shall diminish 
the next year’s tax-lists of these States in exactly that proportion. 
Therefore on the theory of this committee that these military lands 
fall within the definition of the term “sales,” their bill is altogether 
wrong and their report is altogether wrong, for if that theory be 


true then the 5 per cent. of the value of these military land warrants 
must be expended by Congress, in the State or ont of it, for objects 
of internal improvement, levees, canals, &c., that will be for the 
common benefit of all the people. 

But that is not pro by the committee in this bill at all. It is 
that these States shall take this money just as they take any other 
debt that is due to them, in their municipal and corporate character. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Under the same obligation as originally. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not at all. Let us see what it says. The obli- 
gation that will rest on each of these States by this bill is the obliga- 
tion that is in it, and not in some other bill. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I take it that if avy State under this bill receives 
its part of the proceeds of the sales of the public lands within it that 
has been improperly withheld from it, the obligation as to that which 
has been withheld will rest upon the State to expend it, just as the 
obligation rested upon it to expend that which it has received. 
Whether it is safe to trust these States as you have trusted them in 
regard to what has been received, or not, the Senator from Vermont 
and I might differ, but if this money has been improperly withheld 
and is now paid, the obligation to devote it to the purposes for which 
it was intended is precisely the same as was the obligation to expend 
what has been not withheld but received. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, that would be very fine indeed if 
this money was received under the original acts; but the reason for 
this bill at all is the fact that these States cannot get this money 
under the original acts. Nobody understands the law as they seem 
to think they do; therefore the title of these States to this money is 
this act which we are called upon to pass, and no other; and hence 
their title will depend upon the construction of this act. Now what 
does it provide? It provides: 

That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to ascertain the 
amount of public lands entered by the location of military scrip and land warrants 
in the States— 

Naming oubien which as I said before covers the beginning of 
sais great and free Commonwealth of the United States down to this 

ay— 
whose enabling acts of admission into the Union contain a stipulation for the pay- 
ment of 5 per cent. on the sales of the public lands therein. 

There is an assertion in the bill which I have already shown abont 
the report of the committee does not appear to be true; but we will 
not mind that just now. So far it directs the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior. What then? 

And after making such investigation it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Interior to certify the amount so found to the Secretary of the Treasury, and it shall 
be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to pay to such States— 

A phrase that never existed before in one of these acts about the 
5 per cent. of sales even, according to the best of my belief—perhaps 
I am mistaken, but certainly I do not remember any— 
to to such States 5 cent. on the amount of lands located by mili seri 
bd Be warrants, catinating said lands at the rate of $1.25 per ae wig + 

Then follows a proviso which has not any 8 on this point, 
and that is all except that we are to incur a public debt iu order to 
raise the money to pay these millions. Now, my friend from Iowa, 
whose candor and uprightness I have quite as high respect for as 1 
have for my own, suggests—and it is the best possible suggestion 
that can be made; it exhausts all possible argument of ingenuity on 
that side—why is it not the presumption that the State of Iowa, for 
instance, will be bound to devote this money to the same purposes 
that she was bound to devote the original money to. That is his 
argument. She is bound to devote this money that she gets by this 
act to the purpose that this act provides it shall be devoted to, and 
what is that? Perag into her treasury. 

Mr. MCDONALD. r. President— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will pardon me for just a minute; 
Iam not quite ready for him now. Just wait 2 moment or two, 

In the preceding acts providing for the three percents and two per- 
cents—some of them, not all—there is the express provision that these 
moneys shall be faithfully (I am quoting the word “ faithfully ”) de- 
voted by the State to these objects of internal improvement, roads 
and canals. Then there are others that require the State to keep an 
account as a trustee, and to report to the proper officers of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States how the money has been spent. And 
when in the year 1850, Mr. Thomas H. Benton, for upward of thirty 
years a member of this body, undertook to have passed a bill—not 
this, nor anything like it, even his active and far-reaching brain had 
not discovered the secret of the gold that lay hidden in this mine—by 
which the United States was to pay over to the State of Missouri the 
2 per cent. of the 5 mentioned in her act of admission, that he con- 
tended was to be spent in building roads to that State that con- 
fessedly never had been built, he found it necessary, differing from 
my honorable friend from Iowa as to the presumptions about what 
States can do, to provide in the bill by an amendment made by his 
own committee and which still stands in italics to this day in the 
records of the Senate, that the money thus given to the State of Mis- 
souri, the 2 per cent., shall be faithfully expended for the objects pro- 
vided in the original provision, of building roads and canals within 
her borders for the general benefit of the people of the United States. 

Mr. Benton perhaps overleaped the mark; he was too generous } 
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but he had not discovered the presumption that my ingenious and 
respected friend here has found on the spur of the occasion to get 
over this difficulty. Now I will hear my friend from Indiana. 

Mr. McDONALD. I call the attention of the Senator from Ver- 
mont to the enabling act under which the State of Nebraska was 
formed. The twelfth section reads as follows: 

That 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the sales of all public lands lying within 
said State, which have been or shall be sold by the United States prior or subse- 


quent to the admission of said State into the Union, after deducting all expenses 
incident to the same, shall be paid to the said State for the support of common 


schools. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must modify my denial to that extent. The 
Senator has found an instance. 

Mr. McDONALD. No. I will state that not only in this case but 
in several others following this the terms originally used were 
changed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How many others are there following the State 
of Nebraska? 

Mr. McDONALD. Nevada is one, Colorado is another. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us look at Nevada and then at Colorado 
which I believe winds up the song. The State of Nebraska, when she 
came in, had already got the benefit of the Pacific Railway ts and 
the benefit of grants to the various spreading branches of that line 

by the act of 1864. The condition of the land grants in that State 
as it related to internal improvements would be represented on a ma 
much in the condition that a demonstrator of anatomy or a geologis 
would designate as an anastomosed anfractuosity; that, I have no 
doubt, is a phrase perfectly familiar to the Committee on Public 
Lands as it is to the rest of the Senate; that is to say, a net-work 
running into each other in every way of veins, spreading everywhere, 
having, like eternity, neither end nor beginning, but covering the 
whole surface of things. s : 

Mr.PADDOCK. And yet there were but two grants, I will remind 
the Senator from Vermont, for two roads. í 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What of that? There was only one creation which 
was only half of what the Senator says, and yet the creation embraced 
everything. The only thing that astonishes me is that it should have 
been necessary that there should be two grants. I should have sup- 
posed one would have scooped up the whole concern. 

Mr, PADDOCK. It simply became 3 in order that the 
Senator from Vermont and his constituents should communicate with 
the citizens of the Pacific coast, that they should pass through the 
State of Nebraska. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would be a great pleasure to us, only the 
people there are so hospitable that when we got to Nebraska we 
should not wish to go farther. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is a question whether it ht not have been 
better for us in the long run if the ts had not made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know but that it would have been bet- 
ter for Nebraska if the grants had not been made at all. The power 
of monopolies in a State, ‘ho pawit of corporations that control Leg- 
islatures, that influence the administration of justice, that escape tax- 
ation, that grind commerce, is a serious question, whether for any 
State it is better that such monopolies should exist in it. That is 
true. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to state to the Senator that they do not 
escape taxation in my State. That is one State in which they do not 
escape taxation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am glad to know that, Mr. President. I wish 
they did not eapo taxation in any State ; I wish they did not escape 
legislative control in any State. But that is apart from my purpose. 

en we get up a railroad bill, we will consider that part of the 
subject. We are now on the question of how much of the considera- 
tion, that is to say the blood and bones of our soldiers, is to be turned 
into money by this bill and put into the treasuries of these States. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think the Senator will admit that Vermont and 
all the other States of the Union had as much interest in the con- 
struction of that road as Nebraska itself had. 

EDMUNDS. I am not sure, if you come to a question of defi- 
nition, as to exactly what you mean by “interest.” It is not neces- 
sary to spend the time of the Senate, which I see is so eager to get 
on with this discussion, with that. 

I go on again. Mr. President, I was saying, and I wish to N 
sO that it may not be forgotten when the supporters of this bill do 
me the honor to reply if they find it necessary, that upon the theory 
of the bill itself, granting (which is contrary to the truth and the 
law) that these military lands were in any.way the subject of these 
compacts, these States are not entitled to have this money paid into 
Bite treasuries, excepting possibly Nebraska for schools; I leave 
that out. 

ME EEE. Will the Senator from Vermont permit me a mo- 
ment 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. I would call the attention of the Senator to the fifth 
Subdivision of the third section of the act for the admission of 

ansas: 


Fifth. That 5 per cent, of the net proceeds of sales of all public lands lying 
within said State which shall be sold by Congress after the admission of said State 
into the Union, after 1 all the expenses incident to the same, shall be paid 
to said State for the purpose of making peaa a and internal improvements, 


or for other purposes as the Legislature 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the date of that? 
Mr. PLUMB. The 29th day of January, 1861. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Five per cent. for the purpose of making public 


roads, 
E Mr. PLUMB. “Or for other purposes, as the Legislature shall 
irect. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. The Senator need not interrupt again; 
I can remember long enough to remember the words of that sentence 
“or for other purposes, as the Legislature shall direct.” Now, will my 
learned friend tell me as a lawyer and as a judge, that that means 
that the State may omit taxation for one year and take that money 
to spend for ordinary State expenses, or will he say “for other pur- 
poses of the same character?” I know what he will say as a lawyer 
and a judge. He will say that that does not confer on the State un- 
limited authority to give it to him or to me. 

Mr. PLUMB. I called the attention of the Senator from Vermont 
to this provision for the p of ee his statement, as I 
understood it to be that no other State except the one he named was 
entitled to have the money paid to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No. I took it from the Senator from Indiana 
who spoke of Nebraska, and said that the following States, by which 
I understood him to mean those following in point of time, had dif- 
ferent provisions, 

Then, Mr. President, taking the t mass of these, because each 
one varies from the other a little ost in every instance; I have 
an exact abstract of them all here which I think I shall have printed ; 
taking them all together, in every instance, in some form, except 
possibly in two or three of the last, these moneys, by whomsoever 
they were to be expended, were a trust fund to be expended for 
objects of general public welfare in the State or out of it that would 
be for the common and permanent benefit of the whole people of the 
United States. They were not to go into the treasuries of these 
States as their ordinary revenues go, but as trust moneys, if they 
went there at all, and in the earlier instances they were never to go 
there, but as trust e Ab be turned into the form of a canal which 
should last for an indefinite number of years, or a ponie highway 
that should last in the same way, or for levees that should maintain 
a river for the common commerce and interchange of communication 
of the whole people. And ys this bill does not make any such pro- 
vision and does not intend to make any such provision, as I must 
presume from the tenor of the report and from the bill itself. The 
report was intended to demonstrate that the United States owed a 
debt, in the simple and ordinary sense of that term, to these 
ive States upon the construction of a statute that had never n 
discovered for a period of fifty years and upwards. 

Now let us go a little further, Mr. President, if we may. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator from Vermont yield to 
me for a moment on that part of his argument? 

. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, I would ask the Senator, if no provision 
had been made in any of the enabling acts of these States securing 
to the Government lands exemption from taxation, whether or not in 
his judgment the States would have had any claim against the Gen- 
eral Government for taxes as the nr rietor of these lands? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is exactly the next point I was coming to 
in the observations I am making upon this question. I am of opinion 
myself—it does not bind anybody but me—that the property the 
United States had in these lands derived from the State of . 
there were other lands sold that came from Georgia, but we need not 
mind those now, this illustrates the whole thing—was a property in 
the same sense and of the same character as that which the Common- 
wealth of Virginia 1 and that it would be no more within 
the competence of the respective States admitted into the Union to 
tax those lands while they remained the property of the United States, 
under the Constitution and under this act of cession, than it would 
be if this Capitol had been located, as it might have been without this 
ten-mile provision in the Constitution, in the city of any State, for 
the State to have taxed the Capitol or taxed the Senators who come 
here to attend the sessions of Congress. In other words, I hold that 
this public domain was entirely pa Mg the jurisdiction of State 
power for the P of taxation while it was the property and in 
the hands of the United States, in exactly the same sense and for 
exactly the same reason that the Supreme Court of the United States 
has decided that even under the stress of war it is not within the 
constitutional power of the United States to derive a revenue from 
port salary of a State officer. I think my honorable friend will agree 
with me, 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. No, Mr. President, I cannot. I think I can 
see à very great distinction between the case of a public officer, or 
any agent properly required by the Federal Government in the dis- 
charge of its great powers and functions, and the case of lani held 
by it as a proprietor. I know there has been a great deal of differ- 
ence of opinion wap anle men on this subject, and I did not know 
what the opinion of the Senator from Vermont was, and therefore I 
thonght I would ask him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope I have stated my opinion with sufficient 
distinctness so that my friends understand it. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Look at it a moment. Suppose in the time of the 
late unhappy civil war, or whatever we call it, the United States: 


788 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 10, 


to borrow money very much had undertaken to tax the 
property of the respective States, their State-houses, their jails, their 
money on hand, is it possible that any human being who occupied a 
seat as a judge or any Senator would spend any time in thinking of 


wanting 


it or would say that such a proposition could be maintained? And 
if it is clear thatthe United States cannot tax the property of the 
States which they hold in their sovereign character, isit possible that 
the States may tax the prey of the United States that it holdsin 
its sovereign character should think not. , 

But then the gentlemen in support of this bill will say “ every act 
of admission seems to imply that the States may tax because there 
is a prohibition, a compact that they will not.” Not by any means, 
Mr. President. No such implication is to be drawn from that pro- 
vision, It was to secure, so that everybody would understand it 
alike, the constitutional right of the United States to dominion over 
these lands that that clause was inserted, just as you will see in the 
next clause that these States shall never tax the lands of citizens of 
other States higher than they do those of their own; and yet the 
Constitution is perfectly clear that they cannot do that because it 
says that the citizens of each State shall be entitled to all the priv- 
ileges and immunities of citizens of the several States. It has al- 
ways been the law, settled by the courts, agreed to by everybody, 
that a State cannot make discriminations of burdens between citi- 
zens of its own State holding similar poret, and citizens of other 
States; and yet there is a provision of these compacts to that effect. 

There was another, that the free navigation of the Mississippi River, 
in the States that bordered upon it when they were admitted, should 
never be interfered with. Suppose that had not been in those acts, 
would anybody stand up and maintain before 1860 and after 1865—I 
will leave out the space between which was abnormal—that any 
State bordering upon that magnificent river would have a right to 
impede by laws or regulations the free flow of commerce up and 
down it? I reckon not. If that river had been held at its mouth by 
an independent nation, I maintain upon principles of modern public 
law (and I do not mean by that the public law of this year or last 
year, but upon principles of civilized jurisprudence as regulating the 
public law between nations) that it would not be within the compe- 
tence of France or Spain, if either held it at this day, to prevent its 
free navigation past the port of New Orleans. That I think is pub- 
lic law to-day, and it ought to be. 

I say then this matter of “consideration,” as it is called, does not 
help the case of this bill at all. Now I come to that which was a 
consideration, for so far there is no consideration at all. It only said 
what the law was before. Now I come toa thing that the States 
really gave up when they came in and that they were not obliged to 
give up, and that was the right to tax the lands in the hands of 

rivate owners, after they were sold, for the period of five years. 
The moment the United States parted with the title to the land and 
the patent was issued, the States could tax the lands, but it was 
agreed they would not. What consideration did they get for it? 
The Senators supporting this bill say they got the consideration of 
having 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the sales of these lands paid to 
them. I have shown that was not so a to be done; but no mat- 
ter for that. I cannot go on, sir, with this noise; I must stop. 

The VICE-PRESID The disturbance comes from gentlemen 
who are not members of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should of course have inferred that, Mr. Presi- 
dent. Members of the Senate aresupposed to know the rules. Strangers 
who come in in spite of the rules, of course are not bound to know 
what the rules are. I must put in that plea for the strangers. 

Now we come to the five years’ exemption from taxation. There 
was a consideration in one sense. What did the State get for it and 
what was the mutual understanding and the mu convenience 
and the mutual benefit that was to be got? The United States 
gained the privilege of making a 5 emand for the sale of her 
own lands, because the people who bought them from the United 
States would have them free of taxation for five years. What did 
the State get? The State by the same sign got the inducement to 
settlers to come into the State and buy these public lands and build 

up a State by rapid growth because they would be free from taxation 
for five years during which time the y pioneer might turn up 
the prairie or fell the forest and get in his crops and build his little 
log hut and become a citizen of the Commonwealth able to pay 
taxes and develop it to the extent that these great States have been 
developed. Is there any balance of e sy balance of in- 
jury to these States outof that? I want to my honorable friend 
trom Iowa, whose opinion I almost always follow in all matters of 
legislation, if he thinks this five years’ limitation, which did not exist 
in lowa at all by the way 

Mr. McDON. I should like 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Indiana will pardon me a mo- 
ment. Ihave not quite finished. I was going to make a very handsome 
observation just there, and I should be sorry to lose it. [Laughter.] 
I wanted to ask my honorable friend from Iowa whether if this five 
years’ limitation against taxation had existed in the State of Iowa, and 
thereby the emigration from the other States of the Union had been 
promoted, (and if it was not promoted, of course the limit of taxation 
would be of no advantage because the lands would not be sold,)so that 
the pioneers and the settlers and their wives and children, and their 
oxen and their wagons, had come in and turned up the prairies and 


raised wheat and corn and built houses and schools, he thinks it would 
have been injurious to the State of Iowa to hold out an inducement 
of that kind. I know what his answer would be. He would say no, 
just as in old States as well as in new ones, when we wish to enhance 
or stimulate the prosperity of our respective commonwealths we pro- 
vide that, for three years or for five or whatever the time, special 
industries shall be exempt from taxation, the manufacture of iron, 
the opening of mines, the manufacture of cotton, anything that the 
private citizen will invest his capital in—which is labor as well as 
money, I beg everybody to believe in my opinion—all species of enter- 

rise and industry that is to promote and build up the general wel- 

are of the State, he is not getting a favor when the State says, “ we 
will relieve you from otherwise contributing to the burden for a 
limited time,” but he is making a fair compact upon equal terms, and 
he pave well for all the immunity that he gets. 

ow, I will hear the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. McDONALD. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont 
what benefit it was for instance to my State where the exemption 
did apply ? Land companies 1 the land in blocks of twenty 
and thirty thousand acres, and held the land for five years without 
taxation, and after the issuance of these land warrants located them 
and held them also after they were sold, withont taxation for five 
years. Lask what benefit that was to the State of Indiana, or how 
that aided in developing its resources? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I do not think it would do so; but 
I do not know much about the speculations in the State of Indiana 
or how they managed them there. I am speaking of the principle 
and the tenor of this compact between the United States and the 
State of Indiana and the other States. I am not speaking of the fact 
that under these laws or any other law it may happen that combina- 
tions of speculators and evil-minded men can get together and im- 
pede the prosperity of a State either by discouraging manufactures 
or by buying up large blocks of land and excluding immigration, 
although I have never heard, I confess, that in the State of Indiana 
all the land there was che, up, that her population did not increase 
in an enormous degree and with an almost unprecedented rapidity. 
The speculators may bave been there; the blocks may have been 
made; but there was still ample room that was occupied by the set- 
tler who devoted his labor to the improvement of the soil and to the 
building up of the tremendous prosperity and the t welfare of 
that State. But, as I say, that is not the question. e question is 
the true intent and theory upon which these compacts between the 
United States and these States were made. If there were abuses 
under them, it was not the fault of the law, it was the fault of the 
circumstances under which the combinations were made. 

Mr. McDONALD. Lunderstood that the Senator was endeavoring 
to show that Iowa would have been benefited by this exemption by 
enabling settlers to come in and purchase Tanda and be free from 
taxes for five years. I was merely endeavoring to illustrate by the 
practical results in my own State that that was not the way this 
compact had operated; but that, on the contrary, capitalists pur- 
chased the lands, held them for five years without expense, and when 
they were finally sold to the settlers to whom he referred they were 
sold at enhanced prices, and this made an inducement to persons who 
had capital to buy up lands in the western part of my State, which 
they could do, and hold them without expense for the term of five 
years before they were called upon to make any disposition of them. 
Thus they had five years for the advance of the price of the land 
before it was any burden to them to hold it at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I think I have seen not long since 
the comments of a court in the State of Indiana upon this taxation 
panapo by Judge McLean, or else the judges of the State courts, I 

ve forgotten the case. In a tax case where the question arose 
whether the particular land was within the protection of this com- 
pact or not the judges, citizens of Indiana, or of the bordering State 
of Ohio if it was in the circuit court held 

Mr. McDONALD. Citizens of the State of New York. I have the 
record of the case here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I supposed Judge McLean was a citizen of the 
State of Ohio and not of the State of New York. 

Mr. McDONALD. The parties to the suit I referred to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not on that; Iam on what the judge said 
about the theory of the five years’ exemption. The court adminis- 
tering justice in the time of it among that people said that this stat- 
ute of exemption was a statute of high ablic interest and import. 
I am not using his exact language but the substance of it, as I re- 
member it, and that it was of the test possible benefit as well to 
the whole body of the commonwealth as to the particular person who 
sought to avail himself of the benefits of it. So it would appear 
from the tax cases in Indiana arising under this exemption that the 
speculators did not have their blocks waiting for five years and keep- 
ing out settlers so extensively as to prevent the State from gettin 
the real benefit that the theory and provision of the act for her ad- 
mission provided for, the furnishing inducements to settlers to go in 
and fill 79155 State to the greatness to which she has 3 

Mr. McDONALD. If the Senator from Vermont will permit me I 


will read him an extract from a bill filed in the circuit court of the 

United States for the district of Indiana by one of these non-resident 

holders to enforce by injunction this a ee from taxation for 
t, too, after the act of - 


five years after the land had been entered, 
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Congress had been passed relieving our State from this disability, 
holding that the land having been entered before the act was passed 
they had the five years to run notwithstanding. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the name of that case? Is that the 
Holton case ? 

Mr. McDONALD. This is the Holton case. This is the bill. After 
stating his citizenship in the State of New York the complainant says: 

Thereupon your orator 8 and says that he was the owner in fee-sim- 
ple, by purchase from the United States at their land office at Crawfordsville, of 
about 15,852 acres and forty-two one hundredths of an acre. 

Which he said he entered in 1851, and that in 1852 the State of In- 
diana under the license as it was understood then ted by Con- 
gress, undertook to tax these lands, and he seeks an injunction which 
was granted by the Federal court. The small purchase was fifteen 
thousand acres, that was all, as a homestead. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is so much more than fifteen thousand acres 
in the whole State of Indiana that I take it that would not be a very 
large exclusion of the settlers that actually came in. But if the Sen- 
ator will just give a little attention to his own case, he will see that 
Holton had bought his land before the repealing act. 

Mr. McDONALD. So I stated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. McDONALD. I am not complaining of the decision, but I am 
simply showing that this benefit was not for the exclusive advantage 
of homestead settlers on forty acres or one hundred and sixty acres 
of land, or anything of that kind. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, there were not any homestead settlers 
at that time. The homes acts came in long afterward. But if 
the Senator merely means to say that under the beneficent provisions 
of these acts of Congress as well for the States as for the settlers, 
some people would make profit who did not re pore consideration 
for it, like this fifteen-thousand-acre man, then I agree to it, because 
the millennium has not come,and everybody is not always found will- 
ing, except in the case of the Committee on Public Lands, to omit to 
avail himself of what he thinks the law may give him if he can make 
anything out of it. That I admit, and that is all there is to it. 

hen we come back, without spending any more time on that, to 
the proposition that I started out with in this connection, that this 
provision for omitting taxation for five years, instead of being a con- 
sideration given by the State for the 5 per cent. on sales that was to 
be expended in a certain way, was quite, on the other hand, a wise 
and wholesome proyision of public policy u the governing power of 
the country that had a right to admit the State or leave it a Terri- 
tory, that in order to build up the State in the most rapid and stable 
way possible, immi ts should be induced to move in and settle 
by having this relief for that period. 

Now, let us go a little further, Mr. President, although that gored 
relates to a subject that I have gone over and I refer to it lest I may 
have forgotten it before. In several of these acts there are words to 
show conclusively that both Congress and the States understood that 
the military bounty lands had no reference to this 5 per cent. sub- 
ject at all. bide 0 Because in many of them—and I will have them 
read by and by before this debate gets through—in the very act of 
admission it is provided, first that the lands sold shall not be taxed 
for five years, and next that the military bounty lands shall not be 
taxed for three years; and then when you come to later admissions 
of States, there is no limitation of taxation of lands sold at all, but 
there is still preserved for the benefit of the soldier the provision that 
his military bounty land shall not be taxed for three years. 

How is it possible for human ingenuity, under astatute which says 
that, to maintain that the military bounty land falls within the defi- 
nition of the term “lands that are sold” when it speaks of the two 
classes of lands as entirely separate and distinct, the same act, one 
falling under one provision as to taxation and immunity, and the 
other under another, and when you come to the later States while 
the lands sold are not relieved from taxation for a day, still the 5 per 
cent. out of them is to be devoted to public uses, and the military 
bounty lands are to be free for three yos or two as the case may be. 
I should be glad to hear my honorable friend from Indiana, when his 
time comes, explain to us how that comes, how Congress should have 
been so utterly incapable of understanding the use of language as to 
speak of these two kinds of lands in the same act and the same con- 
tract with these States, one of them to pay 5 por cent. of their pro- 
ceeds for certain public benefits of the United States and of the citi- 
zens of the States and to be free from taxation for five years, other 
lands described in this bill not as lands sold but as military lands to 
be subject to taxation within three years, and then when the policy 
was reversed a few years later, the lands sold to be taxed at once and 
the military bounty lands to be taxed only at the expiration of three 
years—how Congress fell into such an amazing confusion and chaos 
of terms and provisions as that if the military lands fall within the 
fair meaning of the term “lands sold“ as having net proceeds out 
of which was to be paid such and such sums of money. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will not the Senator have one of those statutes 
read now? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh yes; I will with great satisfaction. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Will the Senator from Vermont yield for 
an adjournment ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator wait a minute? I want to an- 
swer my honorable friend from Iowa first. Here is one; I will take 


the State of Illinois which comes to my mind as it always does with 
gratitude and respect when my honorable friend rises. e act was 
passed April 18, 1818: 

Third. That 5 pe cent. of the net proceeds of the lands lying within such State, 
and which shall be sold by Congress, from and after the Ist day of Agr ag! 1819, 
after deducting all expenses incident to the same, shall be reserved for the = 
poses following, namely: two-fifths to be dis under the direction of - 

in making: Toe anak to the State; es 7 ue to po 8 by the 
re e or the encouragemen earning, of which one-sixth part 
be exclusively bestowed on a college or university. 

Now I come to the exemption part: 

Provided always, That the four foregoing propositions, herein offered, are on the 
conditions that the convention of the said State shall 8 by an ordinance ir- 
revocable without the consent of the United States, one. and each tract ef 
land sold by the United States from and after the Ist day of January, 1819, shall 
remain exempt from any tax laid by order, or under any authority, of the State, 
whether for State, county. or township, or any other purpose whatever, for the term 
of five years from and after the date of sale: And further— 


In a separate clause— 


tary services during the late war, shall, while they continue to be held by the pat- 
entees, or their heirs, remain exempt, as aforesaid, from all taxes, for the term of 


three years from and after the date of the ts respectively; and that all the 
lands belonging to the citizens of the United States, residing without the said State, 
shall never ed higher than lands belonging to persons residing therein. 


PP te is one instance, and this is not the only one; there are plenty 
them. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave been unable to find but that one. I have 
not looked carefully. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I can supply my honorable friend with many. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not looked at all the statutes; but I find 
that the exemption in Iowa applies to the holders of military bounty 
land warrants, not under the war of 1812, but under all wars. 

Mr. EDM S. Certainly, under the Revolution as well; but the 
lands sold could be taxed immediately. 

Mr. ALLISON. But it provided that the lands should be exempt 
in 3 of the patentea or their heirs. 

i es. 


Mr. ALLISON. And after the act of admission these military 
bounty land warrants were made assignable, so that they could be 
transferred to bearer. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. And under that second act men could enter thou- 
sands and tens of thousands of acres under these military bounty land 


warrants, and still under that compact they were exempt from taxa- . 


tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is mistaken as to the last part of it, 
1 they were only secured in Iowa in the hands of the soldier or 

s heirs, 

Mr. ALLISON. But the statute said the patentees, and the pat- 
entees were the assignees of the soldiers or their heirs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But my honorable friend must not forget that 
every court of the United States and of every State to whieh the 
question has been presented has held that the time for the running 
of this exemption 3 the moment the man becomes entitled, takes 
his first step to get his land; that it is not the date of the patent 
from which the three years began to run but the date of his becom- 
ing entitled by taking the initial steps to obtain the land so that he 
has got an equity in it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well, then, the soldier ee tbe necessary 
steps by getting his land warrant, and entering it—I have forgotten 
what the detail is, and I should not encumber what I say with it if I 
remembered—has put the land in the category where the three years 
begin to run, and then if after three years or six years or ten years 
somebody buys up one hundred thousand acres with these warsants 
and can locate them all together he does not escape taxation a single 
moment. But I do not care whether he does or not; I am on the 
question of what is the true import and meaning of the contract be- 
tween the United States and these States, for it is on that that this 
committee has reported, as a matter of law and justice under the 
law, that the people of the United States are to be taxed and their 
Treasury depleted to fill up the treasuries of these respective States. 
Now, I will yield. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The Senator from Vermont is undoubtedly 
fatigued, and I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Pending that motion the Chair will lay 
before the Senate for reference some bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4411) to establish an additional land district in 
the State of Kansas was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands; and r 

The bill (H. R. No. 4412) to regulate practice and suits brought to 
recover damages for infringement of patents was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois moves that 
the Senate adjoarn. y 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will withdraw that for a mo- 
tion to go into executive session. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I think the motion ought to be adhered to. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at three o’clock and thirty-five 


minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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TuESDAY, February 10, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. HARRISON, D. D. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal of S epar will now be read. 

Mr. HAWK. Iask consent that the Clerk omit, in the of 
the Journal, that portion of it which embraces the list of bills and 
joint resolutions introduced yoona . the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. That can hardly done. 

Mr. HAWK. It can be done by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. It might lead to a great deal of confusion if the 
Journal was not read. 

Mr. HAWK. I think that has been done heretofore. 

The SPEAKER. It has been done very late in the session. 

Mr. HAWK. It has been su ited that it would save time this 
morning to omit the reading of that portion of the Journal, as it is 
not re; ed of much importance by members. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is preferable to have the 
Journal read in full. 

Mr. HAWK. Very well; I have no particular desire about it my- 


self. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is very well aware of the object of the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Hawk, ] which he understands is merely 
to save time. 

Mr. HAWK, That is all. 

The Journal of yesterday was then read and approved. 


RETURN OF BILL TO SENATE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 


the Senate: 
IX SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 9, 1880. 


to request the House of ta- 


Ordered, That the 
Braden 


5 
tives to return to the Senate the bill (S. No. 56) for the relief of Edw: 
and J. W. Angus. 

The SPEAKER. It has been the uniform practice of the House to 
comply with such requests; and if there be no objection the Chair 
will direct the Clerk to return the bill as requested by the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. WARD, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 93) for printing the American Ephem- 
eris and Nautical Almanac. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
had been referred the request for leave to withdraw from the files of 
the House the compilation of data relating to the battle of Gettys- 
burgh, Pennsylvania, reported that the committee had decided to 
grant the request. 

The SPEAKER. There is no necessity for the committee to report 
their action to the House. A notification to the Clerk of the House 
of the action of the committee would seem to be all that is required. 


J. H. DILLARD. 


Mr. DIBRELL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Mil- 
ng ay reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill 
(H. R. No. ) for the relief of J. H. Dillard; which, with the ac- 
companying report, was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 


J. SCOTT PAYNE. 


Mr. DIBRELL also, from the same committee, by unanimous con- 
sent, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 312, for the relief of 
J. Scott Payne, Fifth United States Cavalry, a bill (H. R. No. 4413 
with the same title ; which was read a first and second time, re: 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ENFORCEMENT OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS IN GEORGIA. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
to which had been referred a resolution submitted by Mr, SPEER, call- 
ing for executive information, reported the same back with a substi- 
tute therefor. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

CTT nested to lay before 
House all evidence on file in the Internal Revenue Office, and all papers, prike 
letters, and other documentary evidence from official sources going to show the 
true state of affairs touching the enforcement of the internal-revenue laws in North- 
east Georgia, and tending to explain the necessity for raiding tions of armed 
men at the instance of the internal-revenue bureau, and which may give informa- 
tion to the House of Representatives on this subject. 

Mr. CONGER. I would like to ask when this matter was consid- 
ered i Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. It was informally considered by mem- 
bers of that committee, and I believe the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. CONGER] was one of them. 

a Mr. CONG My attention has never been called to this resolu- 
on. 


Mr, FERNANDO WOOD. The names of the members of the com- 
mittee authorizing me to make the report appear upon the report. 

Mr. CONGER. That may be. I do not remember about this reso- 
lution. I object very much to the language of the resolution. The 
statement that officers of this Government who act under the sanc- 
tion of law in the enforcement of the laws are engaged in “ raiding 
expeditions” is another instance of the misuse of language. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I cannot hear what the 9 says. 

Mr. CONGER. My point of objection was to the wording of the 
resolution. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Let the gentleman suggest any change. 

Mr. CONGER. My objection is to the wording of the resolution, 
which declares that officers of the Government discharging their duty 
under the law are engaged in “raidin nai aloe paar 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. That is the alleged action of the officers. 
The resolution simply calls upon the Bureau of Internal Revenue to 
report such documents as may be upon file in reference to this matter. 

. CONGER. In reference to “raiding expeditions” by officers of 
the Government ? E) 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Thatis a mere matter of phraseology. 
The gentleman may take exception to it if he thinks proper. These 
expeditions are generally known as “raidin itions,” and there 
can certainly be no objection to the use of that language. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to strike ont the word “raiding.” 

Mr. GARFIELD. If the gentleman will allow me I think I can 
offer a somewhat broader amendment which will meet his approval. 
The language of the resolution at present is “tending to explain the 
necessity for raiding expeditions of armed men.” I move to strike 
out the word “raiding expeditions” and insert“ the employment.” 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think that is better. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. SPEER] 
I understand desires to print some remarks on this subject. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to allowing the gentleman 
from Georgia to print remarks? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have no objection to that request; but if any- 
thing should be published in criticism of officers of the Government, 
there ought to be opportunity to reply to it. 

The SPEAKER. he gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] seems 
to object unless he has assurance that the remarks will contain no 
criticism on officers of the Government. 

Mr. GARFIELD. No, I donot make that objection; but I say that 
if any remarks published should appear to for reply, that right 
ought to be reserved. 

he SPEAKER. It is usual where unanimous consent is given for 
the publication of remarks which are not delivered that they shall 
not be in any relation personal. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Isimply say that if any member should want to 
zoly there ought to be opportunity. 

. SPEER. Of course there will be no objection to that. 

[The remarks of Mr. SPEER will appear in the Appendix.] 

The amendment of' Mr. GARFIELD, to strike out “ raiding expedi- 
tions” and insert the employment,” was agreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, was adopted. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MRS. ELECTA L. BALDWIN. 


Mr. OVERTON, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4414) granting a pension to Mrs. Electa L. Baldwin, widow of Charles 
L. Baldwin, late of the Seventh Pennsylvania Cavalry; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

M. M. HERR. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent that the 

ut resolution (H. R. No. 157) for the relief of M. M. Herr, which 
been returned from the Senate with amendments, be taken from 
the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee of Accounts. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred accord- 
ingly, not to come back upon a motion to reconsider. 

FRAUDULENT CLAIMS. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Irise to make a privileged report. The Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, to whom was referred a resolution calling 
for information in regard to expenditures under laws Lee ep per- 
manent annual appropriations, have directed me to report the same 
back and to move that the committee be discharged from its further 
consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


referring to the — of the Government, said: “ Most of these 
are paid out of what are classed as permanas annual appropriations con- 
tained in section 3689, Revised Statutes, which do not come e annual su- 


a 
if any, have been 
and including the date of his said annual report; the amount and date of each fraud- 
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ulent claim paid during the time above mentioned, specifying the appropriation 
from which paid, the nature of each claim. to whom 2 and what recommenda- 
tions have been made or action taken or ordered by the Department to 
recover any money thus paid, with the date of such recommendations, action, or 
orders, and a statement of the result, if any, of such recommendations, actions, or 
orders in each case; and also to furnish this House with the evidence upon which 
said statement of fraud is predicated. 3 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Ido not know the paternity of this 
resolution, but it seems to me to call for valuable information. Why 
should we not adopt it now, instead of sending it to another commit- 


tee! 

The SPEAKER. The Committee of Ways and Means recommends 
that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I do not know who introduced the 
resolution; but I suggest that it be adopted now. 

The SPEAKER. It will come back at any rate in one week, under 


the rule. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I suggest to the gentleman that the resolution in 
its present form is somewhat defective, and evidently requires amend- 
ment. If adopted at all, it should not be adopted in its present form. 
I think it on ht to go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I withdraw my suggestion. 

The motion of Mr. CARLISLE was agreed to; and the resolution was 
accordingly referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


RELIEF OF COLORED EMIGRANTS. 


Mr. CONGER. Iam directed to report from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, for present consideration, the bill (H. R. No. 3288) for the 
relief of colored emi ts. 

Mr. CLYMER. I reserve all points of order on the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


faith for the 
who may have emigrated from their homes to other 


municipal corporations, or to some society or institution established for charitable 
p : And i ‘urther, That the importers or consignees of such articles 
Shali givo such security as the Secretary of the Treasury may preseribe for the 
payment of lawful duties on such articles, should any of them be sold or used 
contrary to the provisions and intent of this act. This act shall take effect from 


its passage. 
The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
Add to the bill the following: and remaining in force until February 1, 1881." 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? The Chair hears none. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; soa being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. CONGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CUSTOMS DISTRICTS OF YORKTOWN AND RICHMOND. 


Mr. BEALE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Commerce to report back a bill (H. R. No. 4214) to amend and re- 
enact sections 2552 and 2553 of the Revised Statutes, and to ask 
by unanimous consent that it be now considered and passed. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, de., That paragraph 4 of section 2552 of the Revised Statutes be, and 
the same is hereby, amended so that it shall read: The district of Yorktown: To 
comprise all the waters and shores from the point forming the south shore of the 
mouth of the Rappahannock River, and from the mouth of York River to coe 
hoosic, in which Yorktown shall be the port of entry, and East River and Cumber- 


land ports of delivery.” 
SEC. 2. And that ph 7 of section 2552 of the Revised Statutes be, and the 
same is hereby, amended so that it shall read: “The district of Richmond: To 
comprise all the waters and shores of the James River, from its junction with tho 
Ap ttox River to the highest tide waters of the James River, and all the waters 
and shores of the York River from Seen to its head, and the waters and 
shores of the Pamunkey and Mattaponi Rivers, to the highest tide waters in said 
rivers, in which the port of entry shall extend from Richmond and Manchester to 
Bermuda Hundreds, and to West Point, at the head of York River.” 

Src. 3. And that Paragraph 7 of section 2553 of the Revised Statutes be, and the 
same is hereby, amended so that it shall read: In the district of Richmond, a col- 
lector and a surveyor, who shall reside at Richmond; a a who shall reside 
at Bermuda Hundreds; and a deputy collector, who shall de at West Point.” 


Mr. BEALE. I ask for the reading of the report which accompa- 
nies the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order of business is 
in the nature of objection. 

Mr. BEALE. Let me get this bill through first. 

Mr. PAGE. The bill is subject to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the report is not received. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR, 


On motion of Mr. VAN VOORHIS, by unanimous consent, admis- 
sion to the privileges of the floor for the remainder of this week was 
anted to Professor Theodore W. Dwight, late one of the judges of 


the New York commission of appeals. 
The SPEAKER. At the request of Mr. KEIFER, the Chair asks 


unanimons consent for admission to the floor of the House for this 
day of Ex-Governor William Dennison, of Ohio, and ex-Postmaster- 
General of the United States. 

The Chair is farther requested to ask unanimous consent for ad- 
mission to the floor of the House of William Bross, ex-lieutenant- 
governor of Illinois. 

The Chair hears no objection to these several requests, and it is 
ordered accordingly. 

NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as a member of the commis- 
sion to locate and purchase a site for a naval observatory authorized 
by act approved February 4, 1880, Mr. MORSE, of Massachusetts. 


ESTABLISHMENT OF TITLES IN HOT SPRINGS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the House 
resumes the consideration of the unfinished business coming over from 
yesterday, a bill (H. R. No. 4244) for the establishment of titles in 
Hot Springs, and for other p 

Mr. CONGER. Irise to a point of order. I should like to have 
the question considered whether business which comes before the 
House by suspension of the rules for consideration, and under a mo- 
tion which can only be made upon Monday, can come over to the 
next day as unfinished business, and whether, on the con it does 
= go over until the same order of business is reached, which is upon 

onday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would have no status next 
Monday. The suspension of the rule was merely to bring the bill 
before the House for consideration, and thus its status in the House 
was determined. The Clerk will read Rule 56. 

Mr. CONGER. The previous question was not seconded nor the 
main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DuNN] 
holds the floor, having given notice that at the end of one hour he 
would demand the previous question. 

Mr. CONGER. As the unfinished business of hanes over to 
the following Friday, and as the unfinished business of Monday goes 
over to the following Monday, it seems to me that this is the unfin- 
ished business of Monday, and not unfinished business which comes 
over from yesterday to this morning. 

The SPEAKER. The action of the House yesterday, by reason of 
a suspension of the rales, brought this bill before the House for con- 
sideration, and it was being considered under the operation of the 
majority rule. The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RuLe 56. The consideration of the unfinished business in which the House may 
be engaged at an adjournment shall be resumed as soon as the Journal of the next 
day is read, and at the same time each day thereafter until disposed of; and if, 
from any cause, other business shall intervene, it shall be resumed as soon as such 
other business is of. And the consideration of all other unfinished busi- 
ness shall be resumed whenever the class of business to which it belongs shall be 
in order under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is a fair interpretation of that 
rule that it would bring over from yesterday’s session what the House, 
under a suspension of the rules, determined then to consider. 

Mr. CONGER. I raise the question 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is quite willing to hear the gentleman 
from Michigan. He has no tenacity of opinion on this point. To 
take it over until next Monday would seem to the Chair to bring it in 
conflict with another rale of the House, which states after the call of 
States and Territories for bills and joint resolutions for Monday shall 
ness been concluded, then motions to suspend the rules will be in 
order. 

Mr. CONGER. Ihave no eee opinion about it. 

The SPEAKER, But the Chair desires to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no particular opinion about it; but I raise 
the question in order that we may have a ruling upon it. I do not 
know there ever has been aruling upon the particular point which I 
now raise for the decision of the Chair. = 

The SPEAKER. - The Chair himself thinks it is an unusual question. 
He has no recollection of a similar question having been raised dur- 
ing his occupancy of the chair. 

r. CONGER. There have been, I think, some cases in point— 
the Kelley resolution and others. 

The SPEAKER. The Kelley resolution went over because the mo- 
tion for the suspension of the rules was not finally determined. The 
House at the adjournment was apa upon the motion to suspend 
the rules. The subject went over to the following Monday, because 
the House had not fully acted upon the motion to suspend. The 
case to which the gentieman alludes, therefore, was quite different 
from the one now before the House. 

Mr. CONGER. I thought the analogy would hold good in refer- 
ence to the business of Monday as it does with the business of Fri- 
day or any other day set apart especially for the consideration of a 
particular business, and that the business of Monday, when unfin- 
ished at the hour of adjournment, would go over to the followin 
Monday, as the unfinished business of Friday goes over to the fol- 
lowing Friday, and the unfinished business of the District of Colum- 
bia day goes over to the next day set apart under the rules for the 
consideration of that business. In my judgment, the analogy is pre- 
cisely the same in this case that it is in those other cases. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan will recollect that 
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this bill is taken entirely out of the category of motions requiring a 
two-thirds vote, and that now the bill is before the House in such 
condition that only a majority vote is required for action in reference 


to it. 
Mr. WHITE. It was the belief of members upon this side of the 
House who desired time to investigate this subject that it did not 


come up this morning as unfinished business, but went over to next 
Monday under the operation of the rule which has just been read for 
the information of the House. It is a measure sui generis, which has 
been brought before the House in a peculiar way. It seems to me it 
is like the case of a day assigned for the consideration of the report 
of a committee, and if the day is passed without action, it is ended, 
or it is to be taken up when the same class of business shall again be 
reached, Yesterday, before the adjournment, by reason of a suspen- 
sion of the rules, the gentleman from Arkansas having made a mo- 
tion which prevailed, this bill came before the House for considera- 
tion under that motion to suspend the rules, and of course this bill 
belongs to a peculiar class of business which under the rule should 

over to the next day when the same class of business is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this business would have no 
status upon next Monday 1 a motion to suspend the rules by a 
two-thirds vote, which would vacate all the rules of the House, even 
the rule which gives it the position it now occupies. 

Mr. WHITE. [am a young member, and I should like to have some 

recedent cited for this action. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let me su t to the Chair that when the House 
is acting under a suspension of the rules, another suspension of the 
rules isnot in order, and if the House had suspended the rules in refer- 
ence to this question, it was estopped from any farther motion to sus- 
pend the rules until this subject was disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. It was under asuspension of the rules for a limited 


urpose, 
z Mr. GARFIELD. No; not limited. 

The SPEAKER. It is now being debated, and there is no rule 
which authorizes debate on motions for suspension of the rules except 
for consideration. ` 

Mr. GARFIELD. But there was no limitation in the motion sus- 
pending the rules. 

I wish to say furthermore to the House, Mr, Speaker, that I do not 
antagonize this bill, but I wish to.say I think it is a matter of jus- 
tice all round we should have a little time more than we have had 
since last evening to look into a few facts in re; to this matter. 
I learned this morning that the Interior Department states that 
seventy-five thousand dollars“ worth, or thereabout, of certificates 
have been issued by this commission, which have given vested rights 
to the individuals holding them. 

Mr. DUNN. I will say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. GARFIELD. They are not referred to in the bill at all. I 
understand also that the Government will have expended not only 
the cost of the commission, but this seventy-five thousand dollars’ 
worth of certificates, and whatever other expenses have been incurred, 
and if the bill as it is now before the House should pass, we will get 
back not more than $20,000. So there is an actual outlay and loss to 
the Government. These are suggestions—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will remind the gentleman that the 

uestion pending before the House is on the point of order raised by 

e gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. GARFIELD, On every account we ought to have time; and 
if the Speaker can find, according to what seems to me to be a fair 
construction, that this is a proceeding still under a suspension, it 
will take its place as an unexecuted order the first thing when we 
meet on Monday next, and no suspension of the rules can be had 
until that is completed. That will give us time and will wrong no- 
body; and I hope even if the Speaker does not feel at liberty to rule 
in that way, which I hope he will, the matter will be laid over until 
we have time to consider the provisions of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say in reply that the suspension 
of the rules by. a two-thirds vote, to bring this bill before the House 
for consideration, vacated every rule which interfered with its con- 
sideration in the House, and therefore established its statns in the 
House. It now comes under the operation of Rule 56 as unfinished 
business. On next Monday, if it came over under a rule of the House 
as unfinished business, it would not have any status as against a mo- 
tion to suspend the rules, including the rule which gave it a status 
under 2 majority vote as unfinished business. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to submit this inquiry to the Chair: 
Could I have made a motion to suspend the rules right after this 
order was made yesterday ? Suppor that an hour or half an hour 
after the House had suspended the rules for the purpose of consider- 
ing this bill I had moyed to suspend the rules for some other pur- 
pose, would that motion have been entertained ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman would not have been recognized 

for that, because until in some way this bill was disposed of it was 
before the House under a suspension of the rules to consider. And 
the Chair stated . the motion for the previous question 
was voted down then a motion to commit would be in order, but the 
gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. Dunn, ] first had the right to test the 
sense of the House as to the passage of the bill by moving the 
previous question. 

Mr.G. IELD. I admit if the gentleman from Arkansas had got 


the previous question ordered yesterday on the bill it would have 
come up this morning as unfinished business. 

The SPEAKER, The right to demand the previous question is un- 
der another rule. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The previous question having been ordered 
would have carried it straight on under another rule, but as the pre- 
vious question was not ordered and as the bill still stands as an un- 
executed order of Monday it seems to me it must remain in Monday 
until it is executed. 

Mr. FRYE. Does not the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] 
make this error? The motion to suspend the rules on yesterday was. 
to suspend them for only one purpose and that was to bring a certain 
bill before the House for consideration. Now, when two-thirds voted 
for it, that motion had completed itself and the bill was before the 
House for consideration ; it makes no difference how it got there, be- 
ing before the House for consideration. 

r. GARFIELD. For consideration in the Monday House, not in 
the Tuesday House. 

Mr. WHITE. Would it not be in order to move to make this a 
special order for consideration on a future day? 

The SPEAKER. It would not until the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. DUNN] has the opportunity to test the sense of the House on 
ordering the previous question. 

Mr. WHITE. Would it not be in order to move to refer it tothe 
Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. The gentleman can move to lay it 
on the table. That motion and the motion to adjourn are the only 
motions which take precedence of the previous question. 

Mr. REED. If the motion of the gentleman from Arkansas to sus- 
pend the rules yesterday has been exhausted, would it not be in order 
to move that the bill be considered in Committee of the Whole ? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. The rule which would require the 
consideration of such bills in Committee of the Whole was suspended. 
3 for such suspension it would go instantly to the Committee of 
the Whole if the point of order was made against it. 

Mr. REED. Do I understand the suspension of all the rules in re- 
gard to this bill continues to-day ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not so state. On the contrary, he 
states in effect otherwise? 

Mr. REED. If it does not, why canI not under the rule move that 
the bill be referred to the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The House has considered the bill, and it would 
at any rate be too late to make the point of order on it if allowable 
under the rules. 

Mr. REED. Is it not in order to move that the House go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to consider this bill? ` 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not in Committee of the Whole, and 
if the House so resolved it would not find the bill in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. WHITE. What we want is to get it there. 

Mr. FRYE. Would it not be in order to move to recommit this bill 
to the Committee on Public Lands? 

The SPEAKER. Not while the gentleman from Arkansas is on the 
floor demanding the previous question. 

Mr. FRYE. I did not understand he was. 

Mr. CONGER. I understand it would be in order to raise the ques- 
tion of priority of business. I raise that question that we may pro- 
ceed with the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman raises the question of con- 
sideration. 

Mr. CONGER. I raise the question of consideration, and ask that 
the morning hour may now commence. 

The SPE R. That of course is the object of the gentleman, but 
he cannot embrace if in his question of consideration. The gentle- 
man raises the question of consideration, and the effect of it will be, 
if successful, to hold this bill as unfinished business every time when 
there is nothing of higher importance coming before the House. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir; I want the morning hour now. 

Mr. DUNN. Does the Chair rule upon the point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair entertains the question of considera- 
tion raised by the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. CONGER.] 

Mr. DUNN. What is that question? 

The SPEAKER, It is whether the House will now consider this 
bill. It is a question which the gentleman has a right to raise under 
Rule 41, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whea any motion or proposition is made, the 
consider it?" shall not be put unless it is demand 
necessary by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Should the gentleman from Michigan be success- 
ful in his proceeding, that would not displace this bill; it would 
merely keep it in position, to come up in its order at other times. 

Mr. CONGER. It will give us further time for considering the pro- 
visions of the bill, which many of us desire. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will there be time for considering this bill when it 
shall come up again? When will it come up in? 

The SPEAKER. Immediately after the reading of the Journal to- 
morrow ; perhaps it may come up again to-day. 

Mr. CONGER. Perhaps when it again comes up we may be willing 
to consider it. 


uestion Will the House now 
by some member or is deemed 


1880. 


Mr. BUCKNER. The House suspended the rules for the purpose 
of proceeding with the consideration of this bill. As I understand 
the ruling of the Chair, the bill comes over from yesterday as unfin- 
ished business, and the only question now is, whether the House will 

roceed with its consideration at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The majority of the House can now determine 
whether they will proceed to consider this bill, coming over from 
yesterday as unfinished business. The question is, in the language 
of the rule, Will the House now consider it;“ that is, the bill now 

nding. 

Perhe 8 was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 94, 
noes 81. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. WHITE called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, there being 31 in the affirmative, more than 
one-fifth of a quorum; and Mr. DUNN and Mr. WHITE were appointed. 

The House again divided ; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 105, noes 81. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. CONGER said: I desire the yeas and nays on this question. 
I make the demand for the yeas and nays only that we may have 
time to further examine this bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 45 in the affirmative, 
more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 125, nays 117, not 
voting 50; as follows: 


YEAS—1i25. 

Acklen, Evins, Martin, Edward L. Singleton, O. R. 

en, Felton, McKenzie, Slemons, 
Armfield, Finley, McLane, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Atkins, Ford, McMillin, Smitb, William E. 
Beale, Forney, Sparks, 
Belford, des, Money, Steele, 
Beltzhoover, Gibson, M Stevenson, 
Bicknell, > Morse, Talbott, 
Blackburn, Goode, 2 ‘Taylor, 

liss, Gunter, yers, Thompson, P. B. 

Blount, Hammond, N. J. New, man, 
Bouck, Harris, John T, Nicholls, Townshend, R. W. 
Buckner, Haskell, Connor, Tucker, 

abe Hatch, O'Reilly, Turner, 
Caldwell, Henry, Persons, Turner, Thomas 
Calkins, Herbert, Phelps, Upson, 

lardy, Herndon, Philips, Vance, 

Clark, Alvah A. P 5 Waddill, 
Clark, John B. House, Poehler, Washburn, 

Jobb, Hull, 7 Wellborn, 
Coffroth, Hun Richardson, J. S. Wells, 
Converse, Johnston, Richmond, Whiteaker, 
Cook, Kelley, Robertson, Whitthorne, 
Cox, Kenna, Ross, Williams, Thomas 
Cravens, King, Rothwell, Willis, 
Culberson, Kit ` Ryan, Thomas Wi 
Davidson, Knott, Samford, W. Fernando 
Davis, Joseph J. Ladd, Sap Wood, Walter A. 
ne a es H. Le Fevre, Senles Young, Casey. 
Di Lounsbery, Shelley, 

Dunn, Lowe, Simonton, 
Elis, g. Singleton, J. W 
NAYS—117. 
Aldrich, N. W. Daggett, James, Russell, Daniel L. 
Aldrich, William Davis, George R. Jones, Russell, W. A. 
Anderson, Davis, Horace Joyce, Ryon, John W. 
Atherton, De La Matyr, Ketcham, Sawyer, 
Bailey, Deering, Killinger, en à 
Baker, Dunnell, Lapham, 
Ballou, Dwight, Lindsey, Smith, A. Herr 
Barber, Einstein, b, tarin, 
Bayne, Errett, McCoid, Thomas, 
Bingham, Farr, McKinley, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Bo Ferdon, Mitchell, Townsend, 
Boyd, Field, Monroe, ler, 
Brewer, s Morton, pdegraff, J. T 
Bri Forsythe, Murch, legraff, Th 
Print $ Frye, Nenperry Van Aernam 
Browne, ‘Garfield, O'Neill, ‘00: 
Burrows, G Orth, Van Voorhis, 
Butterworth, Hammond, John Osmer, 5 — 
Camp, „ Ward, 
Cannon, Hawk, Pacheco, ‘Warner, 
ter, Hawley, Pierce, Weaver, 
Caswell, Hayes, Pound, White, 
Chalmers, Prescott, Williams, C. G. 
Chittenden, Henderson, Price, Willits, 
Clymer, a Reed, Wilson, 
Colerick Horr, Rice, Yocum. 
Conger, Hostetler, Richardson, D. P. 
Cowg Houk, Robeson, 
Crapo, Hubbell, Robinson, 
NOT VOTING—50. 
Elam, Kimmel, Norcross, 
Barlow, Ewing, Klotz, O'Brien, 
Berry, Frost, Lewis, Page, 
Blake, Hall, Loring, Speer, 
Bland, Harris, Benj. W. Martin, Benj. F. Springer, 
Bra Hazelton, Martin, Joseph J. Stephens, 
Carlisle, Henkle, Di, Stone, 
C ij Hooker, McCook, Urner, 
Covert, Humphrey, McGowan, Wilber, 
Crowley, ous ewan 2 a 
utchins, i oung, Thomas 
Dick, Jo Miller, 
Dickey, * Mul 


So the House decided to proceed with the consideration of the bill. 
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7 the roll- call the showing announcements were made: 
Mr. BLAND. Iam paired with the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
Mr. CLAFLIN. ; 

Mr. HERBERT. My colleague, Mr. Lewis, is paired with the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, Mr. HARRIS. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. The gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. ELAM, 
who is detained from the House by sickness, is paired with the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Dick. 

Mr. NORCROSS. I am paired with the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia, Mr. MARTIN. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


EXTRA FORCE IN HOUSE FOLDING-ROOM. 


Mr. McLANE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 

Resolved, That the superintendent of the folding-room of the House of Repre- 
sentatives be, and is hereby, authorized to employ Sack additional force as may be 
deemed necessary by the Committee of Accounts, to fold speeches and other pub- 
lic documents that are now accumulating or may hereafter accumulate in the fold- 
ing-room; and that said additional force shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House the same amount as the laborers are now paid in the folding-room. 


ESTABLISHMENT OF TITLES IN HOT SPRINGS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 4244) 
for the establishment of titles in Hot Springs, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Yesterday fifteen minutes were occupied on each 
side in the discussion of this bill. In pursuance of the arrangement 
then made the same time will to-day be allowed to each of the re- 
spective sides. 

Mr. DUNN. I yield five minutes to my colleague on the Committee 
on Public Lands, the ees from Ohio, [Mr. CONVERSE. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Speaker, I had the honor to introduce this 
bill, and if I can get the attention of the House for five minutes I will 
endeavor to explain its provisions. It contains but two principal 
propositions. The first is to authorize, not strictly an apl but a 
review in certain cases by the district court at Little Rock of the ac- 
tion of the commissioners in making their award of the right to enter 
lands at Hot Springs. The other proposition is to remit the assess- 
ments which have been made. 

This bill has received the careful and earnest attention of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. They occupied seven separate meetings 
with the bill, reading and discussing it sentence by sentence. Upon 
this thorough examination the bill has received the unanimous in- 
dorsement and recommendation of the committee. I mention these 
facts Ly show the care with which the bill has been prepared and ex- 
amined. 

The first proposition in the bill, which is called the right of appeal, 
provides simply for a review of the action of the of commis- 
sioners at Hot Springs in cases of fraud, gross error, or mistake. Those 
are the only grounds upon which any question can be taken to the 
court from the decision of the commissioners. 4 

Gentlemen are aware that under a former law a board of three men 
was appointed to assess the value of the lotsat Hot Springs, and also 
to award the lands to the persons occupying them. In this bill we 
propose to allow the decision of the commissioners to be reviewed by 
a cones of equity for fraud, gross error, or mistake in making their 
awards. 

The object of thus limiting the right of review is to prevent liti- 
gation, except in cases where fraud, gross error, or mistake have in- 
tervened. It is said that there have been some mistakes; for instance 
that certain lands have been awarded to ns who did not petition 
for them; that, in other cases, persons who were entitled to lands, no 
one else claiming them, have been deprived of them—evidently by 
mistake. In some cases parties interested have charged fraud. 
There ought to be some means of correcting such errors, and that is 
the object of this 5 of the bill. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. YOUNG] says that there ought 
to be a jury trial. Why, sir, who ever heard of a jury trial in a court 
of equity, except when the chancellor may refer a question of fact to 
a jury in order to have his own conscience enlightened? Juries are 
unknown in courts of equity, with that exception. The bill is care- 
fully guarded. It will not allow parties to go into court unless they 
can in the first instance make a prima facie case, as they would upon 
application for an injunction, showing affirmatively, by ee 
that there has been either fraud, gross error, or mistake in the aw 
which has been made. Can there be any objection to this wholesome 
provision of the bill’ It is carefully guarded, and there probably 
will not be more than two or three dozen cases that will go before 
the court under this provision. 

As a gentleman near me suggests, [Mr. TUCKER, ] this proceedin, 
will be conducted as all equity proceedings are; and if the chancel- 
lor desires to submit any question of fact to a jury, he will have 
power under this bill to do so, as he would in ordinary equity prac- 
tice. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Several MEMBERS. Go on. 

Mr. DUNN. I yield three minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. CONV. As to the other proposition, the question of re- 


mitting the assessment, the committee conceived that to be right for 
this reason: More than thirty years ago this very land was located 
by settlers for settlement, who paid the Government for it—not for 

of it, but a portion. Certificates of entry were made, and upon 
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those certificates of entry these lands were parceled out and subdi- 
vided into small lots and sold to settlers and residents. For more 
than thirty years the lands have been bought and sold, and passed 
by inheritance from hand to hand. The original proprietors now hold 


but little of the lands. They have been built upon, and taxes paid 
upon them by innocent holders until two years ago, when it was ascer- 
tained that the lands belonged to the Government by reason of some act 
of reservation away back in 1832. These citizens are now called upon 
to pay a second time for the lands which they thought they owned, 
which had been bought and improved by them in good faith. Under 
the circumstances the committee concluded it was unconscionable on 
the part of the Government to ask an assessment to be made, and 
that these citizens, in paying for their lands a second time, should be 
compelled to pay for them their full present value. 

2 SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. CONVERSE. pig 

Mr. SPRINGER. I see in this list of special assessments that some 
are assessed as high as $1,700— 

Mr. CONVERSE. Please do not take up much of my time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I see that some in the list of assessments are 
rated as high as $1,700 while others are as low as forty and sixty dol- 
lars. Under this bill the parties would be allowed to pay at the rate 
of $10 an acre all the way through. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I will come to that directly. Certainly that is 
so; and why should it not be so? 

„SPRINGER. Would that be an equal assessment, if some hav- 
ing a lot worth $1,700 should pay $10, while others assessed only forty 
or sixty dollars should also be required to pay $10 for their lots ? 

Mr. CONVERSE. Certainly; why not? They have already paid 
for that land. 

Mr. SPRINGER. To whom have they paid? 

Mr. CONVERSE. It is their own land. They paid to the men they 
bought of. Why does not my friend require assessments to be made 
on mines owned by the Government worth millions. Mining lands 
are sold for 85 an acre? Has the Government ever dealt with any- 
body in that way—by such a hard rule 

Mr. SPRINGER. They did not buy this land of the Government. 

Mr. CONVERSE. They 9 a part of it from the Government 
more than thirty years ago, and they built upon it and made improve- 
ments, built up a town there, and they are asked now to buy them 
over again. 

And in addition to that, I desire to say this increased value is made 
partly from the fact they have built a city there. 

Mr. BLOUNT rose. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Let me go on in my own way, and I will shorten 
the time. I think I can meet all the objections of gentlemen. 

In the first place, Mr. Speaker, it has always been the policy of 
the Government in reference to town sites to allow actual settlers to 
make entries at a merely nominal price, in no case requiring more 
than $10 an acre. As I said before, even in your mines, in which have 
been discovered millions of treasure, the Government only requires $5 


an acre on i Ae 17 . 
Mr. WARNE ill my bere: e allow me to interrupt him? 
Mr. CONVERSE. I cannot yield just now. In more than two hun- 
dred towns which have been built upon the public domain in no in- 
stance has the Government asked over $10 an acre, and this bill pro- 
vides only for the payment of $10 for every acre and fraction of an 


re. 

It is said there are large assessments made by the commission as 
damages to certain parties which have accrued in connection with 
improvements in that city; that the expenses of the commission are 
large, and that the Government ought not to be compelled to pay 
them; that the city ought to pay them. Why so? Let us look at it. 

In the first place, the Government has reserved already nine hundred 
acres of that land, and this reservation was part of the work of that 
commission. In the second place, they laid out their streets them- 
selves—— . 

Mr. SPRINGER rose. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Let me goon. In the third place, this commis- 
sion has selected six hundred acres and divided them into town lots 
to be sold at public auction and which, it is believed, will bring at 
least $100,000 into the Treasury of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I hope I may be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. ROBESON. I move, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman be permitted 
to complete his statement. 

Mr. TUCKER. By unanimous consent, let that be done, not to be 
taken out of the hour. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to that arrange- 
ment, ae 3 from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. CO SE. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the cost of these assess- 
ments and of the commission itself were too expensive, that is not 
the fault of the settlers and property-owners of that city. This Gov- 
ernment undertakes to administer justice. It does not charge all the 
expenses against those in whose behalf it is administered. You do 
not charge to litigants the salaries of your judges and the cost of 
zoe courts, and neither s you in reference to the expenses of 

commission. It was judicial in part, sent there by the Govern- 


ment to adjust these difficulties, and it is only right the Government 


should pay the entire expense, whatever it may be. And as to the 
other assessments which have been made, the Government has already 
received from the settlers rents on the houses they themselves built, 
more than $38,000, and it is to-day in your Treasury. After the lands 
were adjud to belong to the Government you sent your commis- 
sioner there, and he rented to these settlers their own houses, and the 
money received as rent from them is to-day in the Treasury—more 
than $38,000—and that will more than pay their proportion of these 
nses. 

is my friend near me su ts, the Government also leases the 
Arlington Hotel there for $1,000 a year. It is worth $5,000 or more. 

In addition to that, under the law the healing waters of those 
springs are now being sold, and bring revenue day by day and week 
by week into the Treasury of the United States. And for all comin 
time, under this bill and preceding legislation they are to be sold and 
will be a source of revenue to the United States. That ought to pay 
of itself the expense of this commission, and these assessments sought 
to be charged upon those poor settlers, many being in infirm health, 
having located there and built their little houses on account of the 
healing waters, and who have once paid for their land and are now 
ss to pay for it a second time. 

„W. ER. Will m colleague yield for a question ? 

Mr. CONVERSE. I will, for a question. 

Mr. WARNER. Ishouldlike to know upon lenge remit of equity 
the Committee on the Public Lands recommend these lands shall be 
pad for at any pre again, if it be true, as stated, that they have 

n once already paid for? 

Mr. CONVERSE. They ought not to be pan for a second time, but 
in the hurry to settle this thing, and get rid of litigation, and to set- 
tle title, the settlers prefer to pay $10 an acre and end the whole busi- 
ness. That is in accordance with the general law governing town 
sites on the public domain. 

Mr. Speaker, none except those who have had experience know the 
blighting curse which an unsettlement of land titles creates, whether 
it be in city, town, or country; and those people would rather pay 
2 than be delayed in the settlement of the titles to their real 
estate. 

Mr. HAYES. Let me ask the gentleman just this one question: 
Does it appear anywhere in the land records that any of these par- 
ties ever did pay the Government for these lands? 

Mr. CONVERSE. It does not appear that these parties paid for 


them. 

Mr. HAYES. But does it appear that any other parties from whom 
they ye tie od rights paid the Government for these lands? 

Mr. CONVERSE. Yes; the record shows that Gaines and others 
made entries and paid the Government for their lands, and upon the 
certificates issued to them by the Government they sold the lands to 
other parties year after year for nearly forty 8 

Mr. ATHERTON. How long ago was that 

Mr. CONVERSE. Over thirty 3 

Mr. HAYES. Does this cover the whole nine hundred acres? 

Mr. CONVERSE. Notall; nine hundred are reserved. The Govern- 
ment now has it; and six hundred more acres have been divided into 
lots by the commission. It is 8 to sell them out at auction, 
which will bring in at least $100,000. 

Mr. HAYES. The Government has reserved nine hundred acres. 
Is that in the market? 

Mr. or usb ERSE. Itis notin the market; it has been permanently 
reserved 

Mr. HAYES. You say these people purchased it originally ? 

Mr. CONVERSE. By reason of a mistake in the administration of 
public affairs these people assuredly ought not to be set out in the 
cold and their property taken away from them after they have set- 
tled there, built their churches and school-houses, established their 
homes, reared their families 

Mr. HAYES. If that is the fault of the Government it is all right; 
but if not, and it is the fault of the individual, it is not all right. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield to me 

Mr. CONVERSE. For a question. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that the Supreme Court 
of the United States has decided there was no just and valid claim 
against the United States. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. CONVERSE. That is correct in regard to the legal title. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I understand there were five different claims to 
these different lands, some under old Spanish grants and some, as has 
been said, under grants from the United States on entry and settle- 
ment. Now, I would like to ask my honorable friend from Ohio under 
what law of the United States does any individual upon the Hot 
Springs reservation claim title? 

Mr. CONVERSE. I will endeavor to answer my friend. No such 
claim is made by anybody; but the law of the last Congress pro- 
vided these settlers should have their homes, and it provided a com- 
mission to set apart their homes to them. They did it not asa matter 
of strict law, because the Supreme Court found this very land had 
been reserved as far back as 1832; but the Government dealt with 
these people in that regard as it has dealt with all others—with gen- 
erosity, with magnanimity—— 

Mr. BRIGHT. I wish simply to get at the facts. 

Mr. CONVERSE. The Government is willing to give them titles to 
their homes. i 
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Mr. BRIGHT. I merely wish to get at the facts, because as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Private Land Claims during one session of 
Congress I had occasion to look into this matter. 4 

I understand there was no Jaw under which any claimant could set 
up title to these lands. I understand, furthermore, that these titles 
were submitted to the Interior Department for investigation and to 
the Attorney-General of the United States for investigation, and that 
all these titles had been decided against these different claimants. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I will state to my friend from Tennessee, as I 
did before, that no settler has any legal title or has had any. The 
title was in the Government all the time. But the settlers thought 
they had the title; and the Government, with that generosity, that 
magnanimity which has always characterized it, was willing to give 
them the lands for merely nominal sums. That is the reason they 


are here. 

Mr. BRIGHT. One more question. I will ask my honorable friend 
if these purchases were not made from individ who pretended 
that they had title from the United States, and if they did not re- 
ceive the money and not the United States? 

Mr. CONVERSE. Certainly. I so stated. That is all so, but that 
does not 77777575 the question. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Let me go a step further. Let me ask if the act of 
March 3, 1877, did not recognize the United States as the sole pro- 
prietor, and did it not direct that the porcen of that property 
should be taken by the commissioners of the United States; that it 
should be laid out into lots, and that those occupants of those lots 
who had made improvements should have an . as to the 
value of the improvements and as to the privilege of purchase. Is 
not that the whole of it, and has not the question been submitted 
Mocan the commissioners to the United States by the parties them- 
selves 

Mr. CONVERSE. Certainly, that is all so; and tbe commissioners 
have discharged their duty and have made these appraisements of 
the value of the land. But it would be unconscionable for the Gov- 
ernment to take the value of the lands after these parties had built 
there, thinking they had a right. It is in accordance with the policy 
of the Government to deal with these parties as I have suggested; 
because, as I said to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER, J 
the Government, at $5 an acre, was selling to individuals mines that 
were worth millions of dollars. Who ever thought of appraising a 
mine according to the value of the metal that was in it and asking 
an individual to pay for it on that basis? 

Mr. BRIGHT. Let me ask the gentleman another question, so that 
we sage 4 g at the facts of the case. 

Mr. CONVERSE. If the gentleman will promise this is his last 
aguy, I will yield for it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Very well, it shall be the last, unless something 
else is suggested with a view to getting at the truth of this matter. 
I understand that these individuals, under the act of March 3, 1877, 
have submitted their claims for the adjudication of that commission. 
They received that award. They were allowed twelve months to 
accept the provisions of that award. Now, after these individuals 
have accepted the award of the commission, I understand they come 
in here and seek the same privileges as they would have had if they 
had refused to accept the award. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I will answerthe gentleman. In the first place, 
the settlers have never accepted the award. That is the question 
that is now here before us. e award has been made by direction 
of the Government, and the assessment of the value has been made 
by reason of the action of the Government. 

Mr. BRIGHT, Are they not barred under the act of March 3, 1877? 

Mr. CONVERSE. No, sir. Noman is barred when he calls upon 
the Congress of the United States or the Government of this Republic 
for that which is just or even that which is merciful. The door here 
is always open to the humblest citizen of the United States to obtain 
justice. Neither pleas in bar nor statutes of limitation avail here. 

Mr. BRIGHT. ve these parties now the right to accept under 
the award unless there is an enabling act? Is this pretended to be 
an enabling act? 

Mr. CONVERSE. Certainly they have the right ; because the law 
passed a few ve ago extends the time sixty days. 

I have said all I desire to say and have occupied too much of the 
time of the House on this bill. But I desire to urge that this bill has 
been carefully pre it is a measure of justice; it is in accord- 
ance with the whole history and policy of our Government upon these 
questions, and I hope no gentleman will hesitate to vote for this bill. 

Mr. REED. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio whether some 

rtion of this amount of $74,600 for which certificates have been 
issued was not caused by enlargement of streets and improvements of 
8 which it is now proposed shall be sold to the settlers at a 

ow rate? And let me ask what his judgment is as to the equity of 
that as between the Government and the citizen? 

Mr. CONVERSE. I will answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman will answer the question as much 
in detail as he can I will be obliged. 

Mr. CONVERSE. It is true equity would require that the settler 
should pay a portion of the expense. Ourcalculation is that the set- 
tlers should pay about one-third, and that the Government should 
pay the remaining two-thirds. But my friend must remember these 


settlers have already paa into the Treasury of the United States as 


rent over $38,000, and they now propose to pay $20,000 more, while 
their third of the expenses would be much less than that amount. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to ask the Chair what time remains for 
each side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] occu- 
pied five minutes. His time was extended five minutes more by the 
gentleman from Arkansas. At the end of the ten minutes the House 
gave unanimous consent that the gentleman from Ohio should pro- 
ceed as long as he might desire. The result is that there are still five 
minutes remaining for the friends of the bill and fifteen minutes for 
the other side. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. CHALMERS] to speak against the bill. 

Mr. CONGER, Is the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CHALMERS] 
to occupy the entire fifteen minutes! 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know how much time he will 
occupy. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Has not the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] 
charge of the bill? 

The SPEAKER, He has; but the Chair has stated to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas that the 1 from Mississippi desired the 
floor to s against the bill. The gentleman from Arkansas has 
not said how much of the fifteen minutes to be oceupied in opposition 
to the bill is to be used by the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. CONGER. The usual custom is to allow the opponents of the 
Vill to decide as to the division of time. Myself and others around 
me took measures to secure time for debate on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. And the gentleman has had the co-operation of 
the gentleman from 8 [Mr. CHALMERS] to that end. 

Mr. CONGER. Ido not know that he has. The usual courtesy 
would a 5 5 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will give the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. ConGER] all the time that he can. 

Mr. CONGER. Is it not the practice for the Chair to recognize those 
who make motions to obtain time for debate! 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. ConGER] was recognized yesterday to speak and did speak. 

Mr. DUNN. I had to yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Connecticut, [Mr. HAWLEY.] As the Chair, has recognized the 
8 from Mississippi, [Mr. CHALMERS, J I will yield first to him 

or five minutes, and then I will yield the next five minutes to the 
gentleman from Connecticut. 

The SPEAKER, And to whom else will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DUNN. To any gentleman of the opposition who desires the 
floor. I will yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WHITE. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will endeavor to act with strict im- 
partiality. 

Mr. CHALMERS, Ido not understand this case as fully as I would 
like to do, and therefore I voted that we should have more time for 
its consideration, 

I remember with t distinctness the controversy about the Hot 
Springs matter which was before the courts for many years. There 
were three claimants, Mr. Rector, General Gaines, and Mr. Hale, if I 
remember correctly ; and if either one of those gentlemen had suc- 
ceeded in his claim, every man who had bought land from the other 
two would have been turned out without any opportunity to obtain 
the lands which they now claim they should be allowed to take as a 
matter of equity. 

In that litigation it was determined that neither of the three par- 
ties claiming were entitled to the land; that it belonged to the United 
States Government. As a matter of equity, as a matter of justice, 
the United States Government said to the holders of these lands: 
“Althongh this land has been reserved by the Government, although 
you have no right to enter upon it, although you are trespassers upon 
it, yet you may have an advantage over other people. A commission 
shall be established which shall assess the value of the land, and 
you will be permitted to purchase it at its assessed valuation, deduct- 
ing therefrom,” if I remember rightly, “the value of your improve- 
ments, 

Now, when the assessment has been made; when this act of charity 
if you choose to so term it, has been extended to these people, an 
the report of the commission comes before us for confirmation, these 

ple say: “No; we do not want to take this land on the terms on 
which you offer it to us; we want now to be permitted to enter it at 
$10 per acre.” 

Now, by what right can these people make this claim? By no 
right, says the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, [Mr. 
CONVERSE, ] there is no right in the matter. But he says this is a 
great Government, and it ought not to make money out of these citi- 
zens. Grant that to be so. 

But on the other hand these very people would not to-day be will- 
ing to allow the public to come in and bid against them for this land 
which has been set apartfor them. If the public were allowed a fair’ 
opportunity they would give far more than the valuation which has 
been placed upon these lands by the’ United States commissioners. 
These people, then, have an advantage over the rest of the people of 
the United States. 

Gentlemen say further that $38,000 has been taken out of the pockets 
of these people by way of rent for one year. Have they not been 
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receiving that same amount of benefit for years and years from the 
General 8 Have they not been taking these same rents, 
or making that amount of money, every year out of the pee le? If 
there is any one spot in the United States besides Niagara Falls where 
the inhabitants “live upon strangers,” that spot is the Hot Springs 
in Arkansas. I have been there, and I know from experience. 

These people have for years been deriving benefits equal to at least 
this amount of money, which they say was taken from them for one 
year only, fromthe le of the country, They have been living upon 
the people, upon e overnment of the United States. But now, 
because the Government has stopped that for one Gore they say that 
$38,000 has been taken out of their pockets by the Government of the 
United States. ~ 

At the termination of the suits which were instituted in the courts 
of the United States these people were very glad to have the first 
opportunity to purchase these lands, which Congress graciously offered 
them. They were very glad to have an advantage over outside pur- 
chasers, and to be allowed to buy the land at the assessed valuation. 

They now come and tell us that that is all wrong; that they do 
not want the land at the assessed valuation; that they want it at 
$10 per acre. They want us to give them for $20,000 property that is 
worth over $400,000. 

Gentlemen say there are some precedents for this course in other 
parts of the country. If there are such 3 it is time they 
were being stopped. The committee in their report state that Lead- 
ville City stands in the same situation. If it does, then when Lead- 

ville City comes here, I shall vote against any such opportunity for 
the people there to obtain the property of the Government at less 
than its value, 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DUNN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut, [Mr. HAWLEY. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, some circumstances connected with 
this measure seem not a little discouraging. The chief question in 
controversy, having been carried to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, was decided in favor of the claim of the Government to this 
land. Congress appointed an able and honest commission to go to 
the Hot Springs for the purpose, as I supposed, of settling this con- 
troversy substantially. © printed report of the commission is be- 
fore us—a very brief and business-like document; too brief, perhaps. 
I wish now they had given us more explanatory matter. There is, I 
understand, a large body of information on this subject in the Inte- 
rior Department. But while we were supposing that we could rely 
on this report of tlemen whom we sent there—one of them a for- 
mer Senator, another a former member of this House, well known to 
us—there comes in on a Monday, under a suspension of the rules, a 
bill which proposes to upset the work done by this commission. Upon 
inquiry I do not find that a single member of the commission has 
been here for consultation with regard to this bill which proposes to 
set aside the report of the commissioners; nor can I find that there 
has been a single letter or document from them since their report, 
excepting a private letter to a member of this House, which certainly 
does not harmonize with the purposes of this bill; nor can I find that 
there has been inquiry made of the Interior Department, where, as I 
have said, a great body of information upon this subject is to be 
found. Nocommunication from that Department has been presented 
here, and I understand unofficially that no inquiry has been made of 
that Department, although there is much information there. 

Mr. DUNN. I will correct the gentleman by telling him that I 
hold in my hand a letter from the Interior Department on this sub- 


ect. 
7 Mr. HAWLEY. Ihave asked whether there was any such commu- 
nication, and this is the first time ] have heard that there was. 

Mr. DUNN. If the gentleman desires it, I will send it to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That can be done when I am through; I have but 
a few minutes. I understood this morning that no inquiry had been 
made of that Department. 

I find further that if the report of the commissioners were carried 
out, we should haye expended upon the expenses of the commission 
$27,500, and should pay to certain persons as damages for condemned 
83 $74,600, making the cost to the Government, in round num- 
bers, $102,000. I also find by the report that the commissioners have 
assessed upon the claimants to this land a not very iad wey pa sum, 
considering the many hundreds of acres of valuable land given to 
them—the sum of $250,000. Deducting from this the expenses, $102,000, 
there would be left an apparent profit to the Government of about 
$150,000. But this statement does not cover all our expenses. There 
are certain lands given for churelres and schools. 

Now, under this bill, while the expenses remain as I have stated— 
$74,600 damages for condemned buildings and $27,500 as expenses of 
the commission, Ses total of $102,000—all the receipts we are 
to get are about $20,000, about $10 an acre for these lands, many 

of them extremely valuable; so that our net loss resulting from 
our ontlay in benefiting these people by laying out a handsome city 
will be 882,000. Of course I state these figures roughly. 

Now, I do not ask that the Government shall make any great profit 
out of this transaction; but I do think, considering the fact that 
- these people have been in reality trespassers in law, that we ought 


to get out of the thing whole. As the minister said, we ought at 
least to have our hat back after passing it around for the collection. 
I do not ask anything but that Uncle ’s hat shall be returned. 
Here the hammer pl 
r. CRAVENS. I would like to correct the gentleman. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The gentleman had better do it in his own time, 
as my time has expired. ’ 

Mr. CRAVENS. So far as condemned buildings are concerned, the 
Arlington Hotel and other buildings there are upon the permanent 
Hot Springs reservation, and amount in value to nearly one-half of 
the $74,000. 

Mr. CONGER. That property rents for $1,000 a year I believe. 

Mr. CRAVENS. That is the rent for an acre of ground. The 
buildings are not yet paid for. After they are paid for the Govern- 
ment mag rent the buildings and grounds for more. 

Mr. DUNN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl-. 
vania, [Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I have but a brief word to say about 
this very important bill. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] has correctly stated that the passage of this bill destroys 
entirely the effect of the ee of the commission appointed in pur- 
suance of the act of 1877. The Supreme Court of the United States, 
after solemn argument, adjudicated that the title of the land in ques- 
tion, now constituting the city of Hot Springs, was in the United 
States Government. There had been from time to time intruders 
upon the Government property, who possibly had erected valuable 
improvements. They did so at their own risk. There is no evidence 

‘ore the House to indicate that there was any act of the Govern- 
ment or any of its officers to estop it from reasserting title to the 
locus in quo. That is the status. For the purpose of doing equity, 
acting generously to these people, Congress in 1877 passed an act 
authorizing the appointment of three commissioners. To adjudicate 
what? The title? No, that is already settled in the Governmen 
but to adjudicate the right to purchase from the Government an 
the terms upon which that purchase should be made, 

That duty has been performed. I hold in my hand, and I have not 
had the privilege of reading it in detail and as patiently as I should 
like, the report of that commission. What is it? The Hot Sprin 
as I gain from current conversation, is a flat between two mountains 
along which runs the Hot Springs Creek, on the one side the Hot 
Springs Mountain, and on the other West Mountain. One locality is 
the reservation where the Hot Springs water, the Bethesda, so to 
speak, of that country, comes out. On the other side is the improved 
part of the town. Now, in laying ont the town and adjusting the 

ine so as to have proper frontage, this commission laid out a street, 
as I understand it, and in laying out that street they had to condemn 
certain buildings, making valuation of them before condemnation 
and issuing certificates on that condemnation to the claimants or re- 
puted owners of those buildings. The buildings that were condemned 
were put up for sale at auction and bought in. In one instance, $750 
was the valuation put upon one residence, and it was put up at sale 
and bought in by its former owner by virtue of a common law which 
obtains among early settlers, no one bidding against him—bought in 
by that former owner for $5, no one bidding against him. He pur- 
chased that residence for $5, although at the time he had in his pos- 
session a certificate for $750, as the valuation by the commission on 
condemnation of the same property. 

Now, sir, that is precisely the situation with which we are con- 
fronted. There were of these certificates one hundred and seventy-two, 
aggregating, as the gentleman from Connecticut has stated, 874, 496. 

ome one has stated that is left to the credit of the Government to 
be paid from time to time. So it is. But there is an equity against 
the Government in favor of these claimants which will be exceed- 
ingly difficult hereafter to resist. I find this commissioner’s report 
states as follows: 

The commission deem it advisable to recommend that an appropriation be made 
to pay off the certificates issued for condemned buildings, or, in case this cannot 


be done, that they be made receivable at the land office at Little Rock in payment 
for lots to be sold in the Hot Springs reservation. It is obvious that these certifi- 


cates for condemned buildings are promises, on the part of the Government, to pay 
the settlers for the losses caused by a total or destruction of their buildings- 
of a highly equitable nature. 


We are confronted, Mr. Speaker, with this situation of affairs. 
There are outstanding certificates which we shall have to pay. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. The gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] desires to speak, but the time 
of the opposition to the bill, by agreement, having expired, the Chair 
thinks as unanimous consent was given to the friends of the bill to- 
have additional time, the same privilege should be granted to those 
opposing it. About twelve minutes additional were allowed to the 
friends of the bill. 

Mr. DUNN. Ihave no objection by unanimous consent to allow- 
A gentleman to go on for that time. 

here was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


Mr. REED. Before the gentleman from Minnesota proceeds, I should 


like to have a little light and perhaps it would be as well to have the 
letter from the Interior Department read. It can be done by unani- 
mous consent. 

The SPEAKER, It will be read; but it seems to come out of the 
time of the friends of the bill. 
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Mr. REED, O, no! Mr. Speaker; let it be done by unanimous | to be due, and, worse than all, open up the litigation of these cases 


consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the letter will 
be read by unanimous consent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THR INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. O., January 20, 1880. 
ur communication of this date, asking for information 
ted upon the public lands, the valuation and price of 
the tracts sold, the population of said towns, &c., for the use of a sub-committee 
of the House Committee on Pablic Lands. 

In reply, I have the honor to state that the files and records of this office do not 
furnish data in any cage showing the valuation of the land sold for municipal pur- 
poses, but the price of the land sold to town sites, has been, exceptin a few in- 
stances, at the minimum rate of $1.25 per acre. The valuation of the improve- 
ments is generally given in each case. 

The lands comprising the town site of Salt Lake City, Utah, embrace 5,730.45 
acres, sold at $1.25 per acre, under a special act of Congress, approved July 1, 1870, 
now section 2390, Revised Statutes. 

No entry has been made of the town of Leadville, Colorado. 

Tho city of Denver, made entry May 6, 1805, of nine hundred and sixty acres, at 
minimum rate under act of May 28, 1864, (13 Statutes, 94.) 

The towns of Virginia City and Gold Hill, in Nevada, were entered under what 
äs known as the town-lot act of July 1, 1864, as amended by act of March 3, 1865. 
(Sections 2382 to 2386, R. S.) The lots were sold at a minimum of 810 per lot; 
the larger lots being increased in price, as provided in section 2385, Revised 
Statutes. One hundred and fifty-five entries have been made of lots in Virginia 
City, and two hundred and forty-four entries ın Gold Hill. Besides, entries un- 
dex said acts have been made of lots in the towns of Petaluma, California, Le 
Grand and Baker City, in Oregon. The town of Sparta, in Oregon, has applied 
to make entry under sections 2382 to 2386, but no entries have been made. 

Since January 1, 1873, about one hundred and fifty towns upon the public lands 
have been patented, and in the time allotted it will be impoestbie to give the pop- 
ulation of each town at date of entry, as requested by your letter, or to give such 
a detailed statement as would be satisfactory and desirable. 

Section 23-9, Revised Statutes, provides that towns of two hundred inhabitants 
may enter three hundred and twenty acres ; two hundred to one thousand inhab- 
itants, six hundred and forty acres; one thousand and over, twelve hundred 
and eighty acres, and for each one thousand inhabitants, not exceeding five 
thousand in all, a further grant of three hundred and twenty acres shall be allowed. 

Lists of the towns patented, with the number of acres entered in each case, 
may be found on pare 27, report of this office for 1874; page 46, report of 1875; 

0 52, report of 1876; page 96, report of 1877; and page 30, report of 1878, and 
rom these lists the number of inhabitants in each town may be approximated. 
Valuable information relative to town sites may be obtained by reference to the 
report of 1870, page 224 report for 1871, page 34; report for 1 0 21. 
transmit copies of the reports above mentioned, for the use o © committee 
in this matter. 
Respectfully, 


Hon. P. Duxx, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to call the attention 
of the House to one or two facts in connection with the history of 
this Hot Springs reservation. When this commission was created a 
few years ago, the ment, the great argument, and indeed the only 
argument used for its creation, was the settlement of all questions 
growing out of this reservation. The argument was, and the only 
argument, that we would thereby get rid of litigation. 

ow, we created a commission at a large expense, a commission 
composed of honorable gentlemen, and no one has said an thing to 
the contrary here upon this floor. They have gone on, they have 
taken into account the whole history of this case, and adjudicated it 
and rendered their report thereon. 

The gentleman from Ohio says that this bill has been introduced to 
prevent litigation. He ought to have said that this bill has been in- 
troduced to beget litigation. If this bill be not passed litigation 
ceases, and every claimant gets his title, paying the amount which 
he confesses is not an exorbitant one. In other words not a single 
claimant who has been adjudged the possessor of or entitled to a 
single acre of this land comes here and confesses he is willing to give 
it up for the amounts set over against it. 

Every settler desires to continue in possession. This bill proposes 
to open again the whole field to litigation; and, Mr. Speaker, I pre- 
dict that if this bill passes we shall all have passed away from this 
House before we shall get through with le tion in reference to 
this Hot Springs matter. 

We have now reached this point: On one side is a report which 
will give to the Government $220,000, the finding of an honorable 
commission, ending now and forever all litigation; and upon the 
other hand a bill opening up litigation which shall give to the Gov- 
-ernment 820,000. o are to surrender this award and open up liti- 
gation at the request of whom? Why, Mr. Speaker, in the closing 
words of the ey which these gentlemen have submitted to the 
House they say that few, if any, apply to the court for a rehear- 
ing. It is the very few, and not the many, who are creating all of 
this trouble. I understand, sir, one, two, three, or four out of the 
five or six hundred interested in this matter only are making com- 
plaint. We are here gover | to the voice of a few, while the many 
are not being heard. Four-fifths of the ies interested have not 
been heard at all in this controversy. It is only the very few of those 
-discontented parties who are asking for this logislation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me a mere act of folly. There is no 

arty in this thing, and there ought to be none. Congress passed a 

w creating this commission, and I voted for it. I am willing to 
stand by its finding. It is in the interest of good legislation here; it 
is in the interest of a good method of settling these disputes. 

Mr. Speaker, I think that we shall do others great wrong if we 
refuse to the Treasury this money which has been adjudicated here 


Sm: I am in receipt of 
relative to certain towns 


J. M. ARMSTRONG, 
Acting Commissioner. 


that may spring from the p e of this law. 

There is another point which I desire to mention. The gentleman 
from Ohio says that the lands remaining to the Government will be 
worth at least $100,000. Now, I do not wish to accuse the gentleman 
of unfairness in debate; but I do say that there is not a line any- 
where in the report of the committee itself, or the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, or the report of this commission, that fixes any 
value whatever on these lands. These lands are represented as pong 
mountainous and broken, and will not be worthy-of settlement, an 
are to be sold at auction. I say the gentleman fixes the figures on 
the result of an exercise of his own imagination. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask permission to make one or two more remarks 
on this question. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman want ? 

Mr. CONGER, Only two or three minutes. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection the gentleman from 
Michigan will be allowed to proceed for five minutes. 

‘There was no objection, 

Mr. CONGER. . Speaker, in addition to what has been already 
said, I desire to call the attention of the House to this—and the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD will sustain what I shall say, for I have it from 
the Recorpitself: It was propcer when the commissioners decided 
in regard to the boundariesof thestreets and the lots, and had laid out 
these lots, that they should be sold at public auction. That was the 
proposition, thinking those who had improvements upon them for 
which others would have to pay would thus be enabled to pay and 
secure their own property in the most advantageous way. The de- 
bates show that the occupants of the land desired this commission to 
make a valuation of these lands and not leave it to public auction or 
to any other mode of determining what they should pay than the 
decision of this commission; and the bill was so amended and so be- 
came a law. 

The owners of these claims desired further that the decision of that 
commission should be final. The bill was so amended that the de- 
cision of the commission should be final and their award final. The 
law was prepared then with full acquiescence in the desire of all 
these owners of the lands. Con yielded to their desires. It pro- 
vided that the amount to be paid should be by asystem of valuation 
instead of competition by public auction. It yielded further to the 
requests of these claimants. In order to settle all these disputes for- 
ever it placed in the bill the provision that the determination of these 
commissioners should be final. r 

I ask the House to see how fully the commission has complied with 
those vad ver? requests of the claimants. And now when all that 
has been fulfilled, when the titles are all settled, when each claimant 
knows exactly how much he will pay and have a good title forever, 
this bill, as the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] has stated, 
comes in, and, upon the ex parte showing of any person feeling him- 
self aggrieved, if he can make his case strong enough, if he can write 
it ont strong enough on his own side, opens a question of litigation 
with whomsoever he may contend. In my opinion, if this bill p. 
we are passing a bill which will in the future reflect discredit upon 
every man who advocates it, which will reflect discredit upon this 
House, and which will be opposed by the claimants themselves who 
have secured the titles for their property at a given price. And I 
understand, Mr. Speaker, there are in the possession of the commit- 
tee memorials from these claimants desiring that the report of that 
commission shall be by law and by the action of this Government 
enforced, and stating that they do not complain of the price fixed 
upon their lands. 

I read in the report of the debates when this question was here be- 
fore that the memorialists then stated that it was not the payment 
of one sum or of another sum that they cared about so lung as the 
price was anything reasonable; but they did want their titles finally 
settled, so that they might know whether they were the owners of 
the lands upon which they bad lived so long and improved so much. 
It is well for this House to understand that this bill unsettles, or may 
unsettle, every title of every claimant, provided there is an opposition 
claimant who has been heard before these commissioners. Such an 
opposition claimant can make out in writing for himself a pon ion, 
giving his own views of his rights.. He can make out a prima facie 
case and then go into court; and no matter whether his claim is right 
or wrong, he may, in the crowded state of the business of our courts, 
continue this litigation from year to year for ten, or fifteen, or twenty 


-years before the matter is settled. 


It was that we might inquire into this, that we might have the re- 
port of that commission, that we might have at least before some 
committee the views of the gentlemen of that commission, that I de- 
sired the delay in settling this question; and I still hope this bill will 
not be passed until that opportunity has been obtained. 

Mr. WRIGHT rose. 

Mr. DUNN. I cannot yield more time. 

Mr. WRIGHT. It is very little time that I wish to occupy. Iam 
afraid the House does not understand the nature of this bill. 

Mr. DUNN. I presume it is the first time in the history of or ect 
tion in this House that the ent has ever been ur against a 
bill pending before it that there might be litigation under the opera- 
tion of that bill, and therefore it ought not to be passed. Is there 
not litigation under the operation of all the laws that were passed by 
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this Congress? Are your courts not provided for the pamos. of liti- 
gating and adjudicating rights under theoperation of theselaws? And 
is this 75 75 Hoan to close the doors of the courts of justice agani the 

le of the country and deny them an adjudication of their rights ? 
Wi such arguments be heard and entertained here by grave states- 
men, by the gentlemen who are called upon to administer the affairs of 
a great government of forty millions of people? I say leave ajar the 
door that leads to the tribunal of justice and let the people go there 
and seek their remedy. ` 

It has been alleged that this bill will bring discredit upon this 
House. How, and in what respect? If it be dishonorable to disal- 
low a few adjudications of this commission, a mere quasi-judicial tri- 
bunal, then it would be discreditable. If it be dishonorable for the 
Government to be merciful to its own deluded and misguided people, 
then there would be discredit; but that would be a discredit which 
good men would rejoice in. 

It is said here that there is but slight complaint about the award 
made by this commission and the assessments made by the commis- 
sion. It is said that none are willing to give up their homes, but 
they all desire to keep them. Who in this land is willing to give up 
his home? That decision of that court came upon those people like a 
fire-bell in the night-time, and startled them in the i ined security 
of their homes. They were alarmed, and they 85 anything. 
And when gentlemen say the act of 1877 was the demand of tlie 
people of Hot Springs they mistake. ` 

These propio were made to understand epa that they would 
not be permitted to enter their town sites under the public law, and 
that no bill could pass the Senate which did not put their claims into 
the hands of a receiver or a commission. Like drowning men grasp- 
ing at straws they caught at anything that would allow them to 
remain under the roofs of their own houses. That is all there is 
of it. 

The argument is now made that by the passage of this bill the Gov- 
ernment will be left unremunera for the amount of expenses it 
has incurred. That is not true. The Government has reserved nine 
hundred acres for the use of the people of the United States and five 
hundred and seventy other acres to be sold. It also owns the Arling- 
ton Hotel. It is fairly estimated, on good pron before your commit- 
tee, that this will more than meet the expenditures of the Government. 
I now call the previous question. 

Mr. CASWELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question ? 

Mr. DUNN. I cannot yield further time. 

. Mr. CASWELL. I desire to inquire what provision there is in the 
bill „ those persons whose lots are within the reser- 
vation 

Mr. DUNN. None; that is left for the future. 

Mr. CASWELL. Is not there great injustice in the bill, in that it 
virtually gives a part of the settlers the value of their lots and strips 
the rest of all their property in them? 

Mr. DUNN. I cannot yield further. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I ask the gentleman to give me five minutes. 

Mr. DUNN. I have only one minute left. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I ask the indulgence of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. DUNN,] as 
a ea of the House, declines, and it requires unanimous consent. 

. WRIGHT. I do not think there will be any objection. 

Mr. DUNN. If time is reserved to me to move the previous ques- 
tion I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. The 
asks for five minutes. 

No 3 was made. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I paid a great deal of attention to this bill when 
it was under consideration before the Committee on Public Lands. 
We listened to arguments from those who had charge of the bill 
outside of the committee as well as ents which were made in 
the committee-room by members of the committee. After a full and 
careful examination we came to the unanimous conclusion that the 
bill offered here is 5 and just and proper. So much for the action 
of the gentlemen who have had = of the billin the committee. 

I do not re this bill, if it shall become law, as one that will 
interfere with statutes of re or quiet. Ido not agree with gen- 
tlemen that the passage of this bill will open up the whole subject 
to litigation and controversy. You will find that this commission in 
its decision has given very general satisfaction in the cases that have 
been brought before it. But there were some few cases where it was 
alleged that fraud had been committed, not by the commissioners, 
but by outsiders. There being no appeal from the decision of the 
board of commissioners, there is no way to correct such fraud except 
by the passage of this bill. Idesire to call the attention of the House 
to the language of the bill: i 

A revision may be had in equity of the adjudications and award, of the rightof 
entry of lots made by the commissioners, the correctness of which may be ques- 
tioned on account of fraud, gross error, or mistake, &. 

That does not reach to the jurisdiction of all these matters. It 
does not give the court the right to pass upon all questions connected 
with these subjects. It only allows an appeal to the courts of the 
United States when it can shown or ascertained that there has 
been “fraud, error, or mistake.” 

Mr. FINLEY. That will open up the whole subject. 

Mr. WRIGHT. No, it will not, for this reason: before any person 


ntleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WRIGHT] 
there objection? 


can lay the ground for a complaint he must appear before the judge 

of the district court, and must make it apparent to that judge that 

fraud, or error, or a mistake has been committed. Then he will 

Speer his order to the commissioners to grant an appeal from their 
ecision. 

Mr. FINLEY. That will leave it all open after that. 

Mr. WRIGHT. It will be open only for certain reasons, such as 
gross fraud, &c. There is now no appeal from the decision of these 
commissioners ; their decision is final. 

Mr. DUNN. I now call the previous question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Before that is done, I desire to ask 
the gentleman a question. 

Mr. DUNN. I cannot yield. 

Many MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The question was taken upon seconding the demand for the pre- 
vious question; and upon a division there were—ayes 89, noes 77. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. BURROWS called for tellers, 

Tellers were ordered, there pnpa in the afirmative, (more than 
man th of a quoram;) and Mr. DuNN and Mr. CONGER were ap- 
poin 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported there were— 
ayes 98, noes 72. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered. 

Mr. DUNN moved to reconsider the vote by which the main ques- 
tion was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question was upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 51 in the affirmative ; 
more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 125, nays 121, not 
voting 46; as follows: 


YEAS—125. 
Acklen Evins, Lowe, Simonton, 
Aiken, Ewing, 2 Singleton, Jas. W. 
Armfield, Felton, Martin, Joseph J. Singleton, O. R. 
Atkins, Forney, McKenzie, Slemons, 
Barlow, Frost, McLane, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Beale, Gibson, McMillan, Speer, 
Beltzhoover, Gillette, Mills, teele, 
Bicknell, Goode, Money, Talbott, 
Blackburn, Gunter, Muldrow, Taylor, 
liss, Hammond, N. J. Myers, ompson, P. B, 
Blount, an A ohn T. New, 5 
Buckner, Haskell, Nicholls, Townshend, R. W. 
Hatch, O Connor, Tucker, 
Caldwell, Henry. O'Reilly, er. 
Carlisle, Herbert. rsons, Turner, Thomas 
Chalmers, Herndon, Phel Upson, 
Clardy, Philips, Vance, 
Clark, John B Hooker, Phister, Wadadill. 
Clymer, Honse, Poehler, Washburn, 
Cobb, Hull, Wellborn, 
Coffroth, Hunton, 8 Wells, 
Converse, Hurd, Richardson, J. S. Whiteaker, 
Cox, Johnston, Richmond, Whitthorne, 
Cravens, Jones, Robertson, Williams, Thomas 
Culberson, Kelley, Ross, Willis, 
Davidson, Kenna, Rothwell, Wi 
Davis, Joseph J. King. Ryan, Thomas Wood, Fernando 
8 Lowndes H. a $ — 75 
Matyr, ott, PP, oung, Casey. 
Dibrell, Ladd, Sawyer, 
Dunn, Le Fevre, Scales, 
Ellis, uns 5 Shelley, 
NAYS—121. 
ldrich, N. W. Davis, George R. Joyce, Ryon, John W. 
Aldrich, William Davis, Horace Keifer, Nen! 3 
Anderson, Deeri Killinger, Sherwin, 
alg Dwigh . — O 
A t. pham, pringer, 
Bakes Einstein, Lindsey, ae 
Ballou, Errett, b, Stevenson, 
Barber, ž ason, Stone, 
Bayne, Ferdon, McCoid, Thomas, 
Bingham, Field, McCook, Thompson, W. G 
Bouck, Fisher, McGowan, ‘ownsend, Amos 
> Ford, Me Kinley, os 
Brewer, Forsythe, Miller, pdegraff, J. T. 
Briggs, Fort, Mitchell, Updegraff, Thomas 
Brig 9 Frye, Monroe, Urner, 
Bright, Garfield, Morton, Valentine, 
wie, Geddes, Murch, Van Aernam, 
k, Neal, Voorhis, 
Butterworth, Hammond, John Newberry, Van Voorhis, 
C Harmer, O'Neill, Wank 
Camp, Hawk, Orth, W. 
Cannon, Hawley, Osmer, Warner, 
Carpenter, Hayes, Overton, Weaver, 
Casw Heilman, P: White, 
Chitten: Henderson, Williams, Chas. G. 
= Alvah A 5 Pierce, illits, 
OTT, 
Conger, Hostetler, Prescott, Wood, Walter A, 
on Habben Rice” 
5 ubbell, ce, 
— James, Richardson, D. P. 
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Bell ý Dicke Lewi i Ro inson, 

00 ickey, wis, 

Belford, lees Loring, Russell, Daniel L. 

Blake, Finley, Martin, Benj William A. 

Blan Hall, Martin, Edward L. Smith, William E. 
Harris, Benj. W. McMahon, Sparks, 

Boyd, Hazelton, iles, om reg 

Claflin, Henkle, Morrison, 3 

Cook, Humphrey, Morse, Yocum, 

Covert, 32 Muller, Young, Thomas L. 

Crowley, orgensen, ' 

Deane Ketcham, O'Brien, 


So the bill was passed. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. COFFROTH. My colleague, Mr. BACHMAN, is paired with the 
gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. BLAKE. $ 

Mr. ROBINSON. Iam paired with the gentleman from Georgia, 
Mr. Cook. If he were present, he would vote in the affirmative and 
I should vote in the negative. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. DUNN moved to réconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 170) concerning an international fishery exhibition to be 
held in Berlin, Germany, in April, 1880. 

EXPORTATION OF TOBACCO, SNUFF, ETC. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
` No. 4415) to amend section 3385, Revised Statutes of the United States, 
in relation to cancellation of export bonds on exportation of tobacco, 
snuff, and ci ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

N. & G. TAYLOR COMPANY, 

Mr. GARFIELD, by unanimous consent, reported from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, with a favorable recommendation, a bill 
(H. R. No. 4416) for the relief of N. & G. Taylor Company; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

GENERAL AMNESTY. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4417) providing for general amnesty; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF MISSISSIPPI AND OTHER RIVERS. 

Mr. POUND, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred under the law to the Committee on Print- 
ing: 

Resol That 5,000 extra copies of the rej of the su of the Mississi 
Saint Gon, Chippewa, and Wisconsin 8 tothis House by e 
retary of War on the 9th instant, 3 with the Soon g maps, be printed 
in document form ; 3,500 of which s be for the useof the House resenta- 
tives, 1,000 for the use of the Senate, and 500 for the use of the War Department. 

INTEROCEANIC CANAL, 

Mr. KING. I ask unanimous consent to report from the Commit- 
tee on the Interoceanic Canal a resolution for immediate considera- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the public 
interests, to communicate to this House copies of all correspondence in relation to 
the interoceanic canal which may have passed between this Government and for- 
eigh governments, also between this Government and its own tatives in 
other countries, and between this Government and individuals interested in or 
proposing to be interested in 3 for the construction of such a canal; and 
that he communicate to this House what, if any, treaty obligations with other 
governments rest upon this Government. 

Mr. DENNELL. This resolution should go to a committee. 

The SPEAKER. It comes from a committee, the Committee on the 
Interoceanic Canal. 

Mr. CONGER. It is a mere request for executive information. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour. 

Mr. KNOTT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found traly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 


An act (S. No. 185) for the relief of Gibbes & Co., of Charleston, 
South Carolina. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. COX asked unanimous consent to withdraw from the files of 
the Honse papers in the case of Richard Atkinson, there having been 
= adverse report; which request was referred to the Committee of 


COMPANY QUARTERS, FORT LEAVENWORTH. 
The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 


ter from the Secretary of War, transmitting an estimate for company 

uarters at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas; which was referred to the 

ommittee on Appropriations. 

R. V. BELT. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a request of Mr. R. 
V. Belt, chief clerk of claims branch of Quartermaster-General’s Office, 
for an increase of compensation ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

STANISLAUS JORDAN. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the petition of Ord- 
nance-Sergeant Stanislaus Jordan, United States Army, to be placed 
on the retired list; which was referred to the Committee on Military 


SALES OF LANDS FOR DIRECT TAXES. 

The SPEAKER. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury in 
reply to the resolution of the House of Jan 16, 1880, calling for 
information as to the amount of money cov into the Treasury as 
the proceeds of sales of lands for direct taxes in the State of South 
Carolina, was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means; but 
upon further examination the Chair finds that it should have gone 
to the Committee of Claims. If there be no objection, the reference 
will be changed. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. KNOTT. Several gentlemen who desire to introduce bills, &c., 
by unanimous consent, have requested me to withdraw my motion 
to adjourn. I do so for that sd 
Mr. FINLEY. Then I call for the regular order. 

Mr. KNOTT. I renew my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I rise to a privileged motion. I 
move that at half past four o'clock this afternoon the House take a 
recess till half past seven o’clock, for the pu of proceeding with 
the consideration of the report of the Committee on Rules, and that 
to-morrow at two o’clock the House take a vote on that report. 

The SPEAKER. If the House should vote down the motion to ad- 
journ, the Chair will then decide whether under the rules he can en- 
tertain that motion. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, it was 
to, there being—ayes 109, noes 47. And accordingly (at three o’clock 
and twenty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as {otlows, viz: 

By Mr. BLAND: The petition of citizens of Saint James, Missouri, 
for the passage of the equalization bounty bill—to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

B . CALKINS: The petitions of citizens of Indiana, in relation 
to the improvement of Kankakee River—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of citizens, attorneys, of Em- 
met County, lowa, that Emmet County may be left in the Des Moines 
district if the bill redistricting the State for judicial purposes should 
become a law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Two petitions of citizens of Ohio, for the 
amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Ohio, for legislation to regulate 
interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CRAPO: Papers relating to the pension claim of James 
O'Neil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ed Mr. HORACE DAVIS: The petition of L. Davis, for a reduction 
of the tax on matches—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of J. D. Lowery, guardian of John 
L. Dearmond, for an increase and arrears of pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the pefition of John Moore, for arrears of pension—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of South Pittsburgh, Tennessee, for a 
liberal appropriation for the improvement of the Tennessee River—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: The petition of * H. Perry and 28 others, 
citizens of Tompkins County, New York, for the passage of a law 
preventing the oppressions imposed by transportation companies 
upon the farming interests of the country—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FORD: Papers relating to the pension claims of Pernette 
Hendley and of William Lett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of residents of Ohio, in fayor of 
woman suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Harvey D. Baker, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of W. W. Burns for pay for a 
number of Sibley tents furnished the United States—to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

By Mr. HASKELL: A paper relating to the pension claim of L. 
French Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, the petition of citizens of Memphis, Kansas, for the equaliza- 
tion of soldiers’ bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, the petition of citizens of Cayville, Kansas, against the pas- 
sage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. HAWK: The petition of R. R. Field and 81 citizens of 


Carroll County, Illinois, for an amendment to the nt laws so as 
to make the manufacturer or vendor alone responsible for infringe- 
ment—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Hon. H. McClellan and 216 citizens of Jo Da- 
viess County, Illinois, against any reduction of the tariff on metallic 
zine, and for an increase of the tariff so as to place it upon an equal- 
ity according to its importance and expensiveness with other met- 
als—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of R. R. Field and 81 others, citizens of Carroll 
County, Illinois, for such laws as will alleviate the oppressions im- 
posed by transportation monopolies that now control the interstate 
commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HAZELTON : The petition of Thomas Elce and 46 citizens 
of 8 Wisconsin, against any reduction of the tariff on 
metallic zinc, and that the tariff may be increased so as to place it 
upon an equality according to its importance and expensiveness 
with other metals—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: Resolutions of the Chicago Board of Trade, 
asking Congress to appropriate money and bring to an early comple- 
tion the improvements at Lime Kiln Crossing, in Detroit River, and 
the Saint Mary’s Ship Canal—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Marquette Iron Ore Association, against 
bridging Detroit River and in favor of a tunnel under the same—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. LORING: The petition of citizens of the town of Rockport, 
. Massachusetts, fora breakwater to protect the harbor at that place— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Samuel Ormstead and others, citizens of Mas- 
sachusetts, in favor of amending the Constitution to secure woman 
suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Pliny Davison, of Boston, Massachusetts, to be 
refunded bounty paid during the war to the United States—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. LOUNSBERY: The petition of C. D. Bruyn and 55 others, 
citizens of the fifteenth congressional district of New York, for the 
repeal of the legal-tender sections of the Revised Statutes as appli- 
cable to United States notes and Treasury notes—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. EDWARD L. MARTIN: The petition of S. P. Houston and 
others, citizens of Sussex County, Delaware, for the improvement of 
Lewes Creek, Delaware—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MCGOWAN: The petition of C. E. MeGee and 60 others, 
residents of Parma, Michigan, for an increase of the pension of Ed- 
ward C. Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The 5 of Dicy Fike, for removal of 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER: The petition of Robert Siver and others, for the 
peewee of a bill equalizing bounties—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MURCH: Memorials of 196 citizens of the second con 
sional district of California; of 165 citizens of the second and 77 
citizens of the first congressional district of Illinois; of 61 citizens 
and of 125 citizens of the third congressional district of Indiana; of 
312 citizens and of 112 citizens of the fifth congressional district, and 

_ of 400 citizens of the fourth, fifth, and eighth congressional districts 
of Kentucky; of 40 citizens of the first co ional district of 
Louisiana; of 50 citizens of the fifth con ional district of Mas- 
sachusetts; of the Cigar-makers Union, No. 23, North Springfield, 
Missouri; of 42 citizens of the first congressional district of New 
Jersey ; of 86 citizens of the sixteenth congressional district and of 
90 citizens of the twentieth congressional district of Ohio; of 106 
citizens of the fourth, of 46 citizens of the thirteenth, of 200 citizens 
of the fourteenth, of 50 citizens of the twenty-fourth, and of 30 citizens 
of the twenty-fifth congressional district of Pennsylvania; of 1,100 
citizens of the second and 136 citizens of the third congressional dis- 
trict of Virginia; and of 158 citizens of the third congressional dis- 
trict of West Med, . for the enforcement of the national eight- 
hour law of June 25, 1868—to the Committee on Education and 


r. 
By Mr. NORCROSS: The petition of Messrs. Hopgood & Smith, of 
Athol, Massachusetts, for an increase of the duty on match splints— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. N 
By Mr. ORTH: The petition of John S. French, that Simon French 
be 2 an honorable discharge from the Army to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 


By Mr. OVERTON: The petition of Electa L. Baldwin, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the governor, auditor-general, and treasurer of 
Pennsylvania, relative to the bill (H. R. No. 2272) providing for the 
recomputation of accounts for money expended in the war of 1812 by 
the several States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POEHLER: The petition of Jacob Brust and 19 other citi- 
zens of New Ulm, Minnesota, that a pension be granted to John 
Fenscke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of F. W. Seeley and 50 others, citizens of Lake 
City, Minnesota, against the passage of Senate bill Ne. 496, providing 
for the examination and adjudication of pension claims—to the same 
committee. 


By Mr. REED: The petition of Geor 


Lambert and others, for the 
of the Mexican war 


P: nsion bill—to the same committee. 
By . JOHN 8. RICHARDSON: The petition of David Risley, for 
tution of certain records of which he was deprived by a Govern- 
ment official, or indemnity for the same—to the Committee of Claims. 
By Mr. THOMAS RYAN: The petition of Kansas soldiers, for the 
assage of the Weaver soldier ‘bill—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. SAPP: Papers relating to the homestead claims of John R. 

Taggart and of Marzel Altman—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

y Mr. JAMES W. SINGLETON: The petition of Catharine Chap- 
man for a pension—to the Committee on favalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENSON : Resolutions of the Illinois Board of Charities, 
relative to pauper immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of J. L. Fishell and 16 others, citi- 
zens of Ionia County, Michigan, for the amendment of the patent 
laws so as to protect innocent users of patented articles—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of J. L. Fishell and others, citizens of Ionia 
County, Michigan, for such laws as will alleviate the oppressions im- 
posed upon the people by transportation monopolies—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON: The petition of A. P. Alex 
ander and 80 other soldiers, against the passage of Senate bill No. 
496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of A. P. Alexander and 78 other soldiers, of Linn 
County, Iowa, for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 3 

Also, the petition of James J. Berryhill and 59 other ex-soldiers, 
for i reaper e of pay—to the same committee. 

By Mr. OSCAR R: The petition of Elizabeth H. Durall and 
others, of Trigg County, Kentucky, for an amendment to the Consti- 
tution securing the right of suffrage to women—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of M. Weil, mayor of Paducah, Kentucky, and 
75 others, for the improvement of the Tennessee River—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of W. S. Duncan, of Milburn, Kentucky, and 25 
others, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee 
on Military Affaire. 

Also, the petition of D. Barnes and others, citizens of Graves 
County, and of W. H. Curd and other citizens, of Calloway County, 
Kentucky, for relief from railroad monopolies—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, the petition of B. P. Mitchell and 31 others, of Trigg County, 
Kentueky, for the passage of the Reagan interstate-commerce bill— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Benjamin R. Waller, for the correction of his 
muster—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF: The petition of citizens of Dela- 
ware County, Iowa, for a law restricting the remedy for infrin ents 
of patents to actions against manufacturers and vendors—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Delaware County, Iowa, for relief 
as against transportation monopolies—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. WARNER: The A eae of A. P. Frame and 40 others, 
citizens of Athens County, Ohio, for the regulation of interstate com- 
merce—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of A. P. Frame and 40 others, citizens of Athens 
County, Ohio, for legislation protecting innocent purchasers of pat- 
ents—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petitions of A. F. George and 24 othe 
citizens of Maryland, and of A. McEachen and 300 others, citizens o 
Shawnee, Ohio, for the p. of the bill (H. R. No. 269) known as 
the Wright supplement to the homestead act—to the Committee on 
his tere f George S. T f Pal Nebraska, and 

e petition o rge S. Tappan, of Palmyra, Nebraska, an 
101 others, that the legal-tender quality of the greenback may be 
preserved—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, the petition of John G. Grant and 27 others, soldiers of the 
late war, now citizens of Bradford County, Pennsylvania, for the pas- 

of a law allowing them the difference between currency and 
god in payment for their services—to the Committee on Military 
irs. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 11, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Postmaster-General, transmitting a copy of a letter from 
the Post-Office Department, of the 30th ultimo, addressed to the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, in regard to a deficiency 
in the appropriation for post-office envelopes for the current fiscal 
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year; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in companas with a resolution of the Senate 
of January 7, a letter from the Chief of Engineers and a report of 
Major CR. Suter, Corps of Engineers, in regard to the condition of 
the Missouri River between Omaha and Plattsmouth, Nebraska, and 
the probable expense of improving that river between the points 
named; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting letters from the commanding general of the 
Department of Missouri, the chief quartermaster of the military divis- 
ion of Missouri, the General of the Army, and the Acting Quarter- 
master-General, representing the 3 for the construction of 

anent brick buildings for quarters for six companies at Fort 
3 and recommending an appropriation of $35,000 
for that purpose; which were referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HOAR. Ipresent a joint resolution of the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts concerning the extirpation of the pleuro-pneumonia. I be- 
lieve the usual courtesy of the Senate requires such resolutions to be 
read at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theresolutions will be reported at length. 

The resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on Agri- 


culture, as follows: 
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS. 
In the year one thousand eight hundred and eighty. 
Resolutions concerning the Noor ican) „ in the several States 
6 Union. 


Whereas the business of raising, transporting through the States, and shipping 
ports of cattle is pa one of the moat important industries oF this, 

country, and a source of wealth and profit to the citizens of all of the 
Union—to the agricultural States, to States in which through lines of railroad 
ran, and tothe seaboard States, where commerce is greatly in by the 
of live stock and beef products; and whatever interferes with such demand in 
foreign 3 produces a direct and incalculable injury to every portion of the 
coun ; an 

Whersas the disease known as pleuro-pneumonia, a most pestilent, contagious, 
and fatal disease, prevails at the present time among the neat stock in no less than 
five States on the Atlantic seaboard, menacing the entire Middle and Eastern 
States, and ultimately the unfenced stock-ranges of the South and West, where its 
extermination would be utterly impossible, thereby interfering with the exporta- 
tion of cattle, and destro one of our most valuable indus and 

Whereas the State au ties have not sufficient power to control the inter- 
communication between different States, and consequent speran of the disease, or 
may not be fully awake to the importance of its utter and entire extermination: 
an 

Whereas the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, having in Poet hase expended 
many thousand dollars in extirpating this plague among the cattle in her own 
borders, whereby this disease within her territory was entirely extirminated: 


Therefo: 
‘Resolved, That the Legislature of Massachusetts pray the Senate and House of 
tatives in Congress assembled to devise such measures of law as regards 
quarantine, and transportation of cattle between the several States ; and also grant 
such financial aid to the States where it now exists as in your wisdom may be 
dangerous and threatening postileace, and thereby averi a uatioual calamity, 
an ilence, and thereby avert a natio x 
Resolved, That a Copy this memorial be transmitted by the secretary of this 
Commonwealth to of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


SENATE, January 27, 1880. 


Passed. 
Sent down for concurrence. 
S. N. GIFFORD, Olerk. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 30, 1880. 
Concurred. 
GEORGE A. MARDEN, Clerk. 
SECRETARY’s DEPARTMENT, 
12 Boston, February 9, 1880. 
Attest 


HENRY B. PEIRCE, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 

Mr. HOAR. I also preni the petition of Jeremiah Fisher, of 
West Boylston, Massachusetts, who reqnests, as this seems to be the 
felicitous moment when Congress is ready to do justice to the sol- 
diers and sailors of the Jate war, that there may be an amendment 
made to the bill for the restoration of Fitz-John Porter to the Army 
list, with other valuable considerations, which shall provide for the 
increase of the pension of all soldiers and sailors who lost a leg or 
an arm in the United States service in the late war to $50 a month. 
I ask its reference to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill on the subject-matter having 
been reported to the Senate by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
the Chair thinks the petition should lie onthe table. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose, where the prayer of a petition is that a 
certain amendment may be made to a bill which introduces a dis- 
tinct subject-matter and which requires the drafting of legislation, 
we may properly send the petition to the appropriate committee, even 
though the bill be not there. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present the petition of Norman Shook and sun- 
dry other citizens of Pope County, Minnesota, earnestly praying Con- 
gress to enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed 
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upon them by the transportation monopolies that now control the 


interstate commerce of the country; and they urge that Congress 
enact such laws as will prevent fluctuations in freights and unjust 
discriminations in transportation charges. I move the reference of 
the petition to the Committee on Commerce. 

e motion was to. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present the petition of James Hart and several 
others, citizens of the same county and State, representing that inno- 
cent users of patented articles are uently threatened with prose- 
cution as infringers, and that the existing patent laws are ineffectual 
to 3 such parties from the threats of the patentees or owners of 

atents, or from the speculations of impostors; and they pray that 

on so amend the patent laws as to make the manufacturer or 
vendor alone responsible for infringements; and further to so amend 
them as to exempt from penalty any person manufacturing for his 
own use any article previously patented, provided such manufacturer 
was not cognizant of the existence of the letters-patent. I move the 
reference of the petition to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of Jabez Matthews and others, 
citizens of New York, praying for an a 8 by Co to 
pay the certificates issued by the State of New York to soldiers in the 
war of 1812 to reimburse them for money nded by them in pur- 
chasing arms and ammunition; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

He also presented the petition of William Colligan and others, sur- 
vivors of the Mexican war, praying for the enactment of a law t- 


ing pensions to those who cipated in the Mexican, Black Hawk, 
Era , or Seminole wars; which was referred to the Committee on 
ensions. 


Mr. EATON presented the petition of John H. Babcock and others, 
citizens of New Haven, Connecticut, and soldiers in the late war, 
praying for the passage of a law for the paisanon of bounties; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mil me Affairs. 

He also presented the memorial of Thomas H. Ward and others, 
citizens of New Haven, Connecticut, and soldiers in the late war, 
eee Hd the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) for the ex- 
amination and adjudication of pension claims; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented the memorial of John Edgington and 
others, citizens of Ohio, soldiers in the late war, remonstratin inst 
the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) for the examination an udi- 
or of pension claims; which was referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, presented the petition of J. ONeal and 
others, citizens of Pensacola, Florida, 8 an 1 
by Congress for the improvement of Pensacola Bay; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BURNSIDE presented the petition of Stephen B. Reynolds and 
others, citizens of Rhode Island, praying for the passage of a law 
authorizing the removal of the light-house at Poplar Point, in Wick- 
ford Harbor, Narragansett Bay, to the rock known as “ Old Gay,” in 
that bay; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of Peter F. Bacon and others, 
members of the American Missionary Industrial Association, praying 
that industrial schools for the education of mechanics may be estab- 
lished from the unclaimed bounty money due to colored soldiers ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of John W. Gazaway and others, 
citizens of Lexington, Kentucky, praying that Wilberforce Universit 
be embraced in the distribution of the proceeds of the unclaim 
bounty money of colored soldiers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GROOME presented the petition of R. H. Cameron and others, 
members of Wingate Post, No. 9, Grand Army of the Republic, de- 
partment of Maryland, praying for the passage of a law granting a 
8 to Mrs. Sarah H. Alexander for services rendered by her son, 

omas Dilks, during the late war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of H. G. Wright and others, 
and the petition of W. H. Newling and others, citizens of Brown 
County, Kansas; the petition of Samuel N. Johnson and others, and 
the petition of Richard Hartley and others, citizens of Doniphan 
County, Kansas, praying for the passage of a law authorizing the 
sale of the lands of the Iowas, S. and Foxes in Kansas saat Ne 
braska, and the removal of the Indians occupying the same to th 
ee Territory; which were referred to the Committee on Indim 


irs. z 

He also presented the petition of Maxwell Carroll, of Paola, K- 

sas, praying for an increase of pension; which was referred to fhe 
Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred a resolution of the 1 1 HG of Michigan relative to 
the abolition of polygamy in the United States, and petitions re- 
lating to the same subject, reported a bill (S. No. 1266) to amead sec- 
tion 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in reference 
to bigamy, and for other purposes; which was read twice by ijs title. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whem was 
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referred the bill (S. No. 459) for the relief of Elizabeth B. Custer, 


adversely thereon and moved its in ite postponement. 
. FERRY. I ask that the bill be not indefinitely postponed but 
that it be placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
Mrs. P. L. Ward, widow and executrix of William 
Ward, deceased, compensation for stores alleged to have been 
furnished and deliv: to the pital fesd pekar and the Quartermas- 
ters Department by her late hus in the years 1860 and 1863, 
submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1267) for the 
relief of P. L. Ward, widow and executrixof William Ward, deceased. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 


be printed, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2269) for the relief of Calvin Bronson, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 


be Vg 

. PRYOR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of W. W. Busby and Eva V. Busby, of Shelby County, 
Tennessee, praying compensation for quartermaster and commissary 
stores taken for the use of the Army of the United States during the 
late war, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed, and the committee were discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 522) to extend the provisions of 
section 4631, Title LVI, “Prize,” of the Revised Statutes, and of the 
act of June 8, 1874, in relation to prize-money to all fleet-officers, re- 
ported it with amendments and submitted a report thereon ; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEREFORD, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the petition of James Vance and William Vance, of San 
Antonio, Texas, praying compensation for the use and occupancy of 
their property by the United States military forces during the late 
war, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1268) 
for the relief of James Vance and William Vance. 

The pu was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 557) to authorize the 
promi of prize-money to the captors of the steamboat New Era 

o. 5 and cargo, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 768) for the reclamation of arid 
and waste lands, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims „to whom was referred 
the petition of John Beeson, praying the passage of a law ganok 


the petition o 


him compensation for all services rendered citizens of the Uni 
States in protecting them from Indian hostilities and depredations in 
the State of O n, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which was 


ordered to, be printed, and the committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. CONKLING, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 872) for the better organization of the district 
courts of the United States within the State of Lonisiana, reported 
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 714) for the relief of William H. Barnhart, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Claims; which was to. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. No. 
1269) for the erection of a public building at Denver, Colorado; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 323) for the relief of the Win- 
ne Indians in Wisconsin, and to aid them to obtain subsistence 
by agricultural pursuits, and to promote their civilization, to report 
it back and recommend its p with sundry amendments. I ask 
that a letter from the Secretary of the Interior be printed as the re- 
port of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 

¿nd the letter of the Secretary of the Interior be printed. 


GEOLOGICAL AND GEOGRAPHICAL SURVEY OF THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. WHYTE. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to take 
uy the concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives, the 
las; one on the Calendar, for printing certain documents, which was 
objected to on Monday last by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. COCK- 


REIL. ] 
Tie resolution was read and agreed to, as follows: 


Renived by the Senate, (the House o 
tel at the Government Printing Office, for 
frp wagon CA OE eee and 1,200 
8 and 3 of the reports of the and 


HISTORY OF THE COTTON-WORM. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I am instracted by the Committee on Printing 
to which was referred a resolution printing 10,000 additional 
copies of Bulletin No. 3 of the history of the 5 prepared 
by Professor Charles V. Riley, under the order of , to report 
it with an amendment by way of substitute, and I ask for its present 
consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is pro to strike out all after the resolv- 
ing clause of the resolution and insert: 


That there be ted 10,000 additional copies of Bulletin No. 3 of the United 
States entomological commission on the cotton- 6,000 copies for the use of the 
6 use of the Senate, and 1,000 for use of the Department of 


House, 3,000 for 
the Interior. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am in favor of the resolution, but I am op- 
posed to this mode of considering a resolution or bill when it is first 
reported. We have a daily Calendar; and as the Senator from Rhode 

d is exceedingly good-natured I shall begin with his case, as I 
intend hereafter to object to the present consideration of all cases. 
I ask that the resolution go upon the Calendar, and that it be acted 
upon in the morning when we can see it in print. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I call the attention of my friend from Missouri 
to the fact that resolutions for printing additional copies of docu- 
ments are always considered immediately npon being reported, be- 
cause the type is standing, and it is impossible for the office always 
to keep the type standing. If the resolution is postponed it may 
necessitate the expense of resetting the type. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator from Rhode Island will in the 
interest of economy assure me that if this resolution is not passed 
to-day instead of to-morrow the type will be taken down. T will 
withdraw 8 but it does not seem to me in a pamphlet of 
this size—I have examined it very carefully and consider it an im- 
portant document—that the type will be taken down before to-mor- 
Tow. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The type will not be taken down before to-mor- 
row; but then it may be impossible to react the resolution to-morrow. 
It will require a vote of the Senate to take it up to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There will be no objection to it I am assured, as 
there was none to-day to a similar resolution reported by the Senator 
from Maryland, [Mr. WaytTe,] which was formerly laid over on ob- 


jection. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on the 
Calendar. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BOOTH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1270) for the relief of A. Griffith; which was 
was read twice by its title, and, with accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- s 

Mr. LOGAN (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1279) to extend the powers of the 
Anglo-American Land and Claim Association and to promote coloniza- 
tion upon the public domain; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FARLEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1271) to amend sections 2582, 2583, and 
2684 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the col- 
lection districts of California; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1272) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
increase pensions in certain ” approved June 18,1874; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 1973 ) declaratory of the meaning of the amend- 
ment to the bankrupt law n June 22, 1874; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

- Mr. JOHNSTON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1274) to amend and re-enact sections 2552 
and 2553 of the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1275) to establish a road in Missouri; 
which was read twice by its title, and refe to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. N 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, (by request,) asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1276) for the relief 
of Charles B. Phillips; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BRUCE . . by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1277) for the relief of Washington Ford; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 8 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce-a bill (S. No. 1278) for the relief of Lewis D. Allen, of Mississippi ; 
18705 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
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PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 
On motion of Mr. TELLER, it was 
Ord That the papers of Messrs. Field & 
goods supplied for thease of the CTF 
ittee on Indian Affairs. 
On motion of Mr. MAXEY, it was 


Ordered, That the joint resolutions of the Chickasaw Nation introduced on the 


concerning their claim for 


13th day of December, 1878, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred 


to the Committee on the J udiciary, in connection with Senate bill No. 967. 
FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


Mr. RANDOLPH. I gave notice last week that at the close of the 
morning business to-day I should like to call up the bill (S. No. ee 
for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, late major-general of the Unit 
States Volunteers and colonel of the Army. As there is a consider- 
able portion of the morning hour left, with the consent of the Sen- 
ate that the bill be taken up, I shall proceed to make my remarks 


now, of which aa notice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That requires unanimous consent, as 
what is known as the Anthony rule attaches at the close of the morn- 
ing business. Is there objection to the suggestion of the Senator 
from New Jersey ? 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not hear the proposition. 

Mr. RANDOLPH, a pre simply to proceed with my remarks 
on the bill for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, of which I gave notice 
about a week ago. 

Mr. LOGAN. I understood that the bill would be taken up ata 
time when all would have an opportunity of discussing it. 

Mr. RANDOLP I have no objection—indeed I would very much 
prefer, if it be the wish of the Senate, that the bill be taken up and 
proceden with; but the Senator from Illinois will bear in mind that 

ere is now before the Senate, as unfinished business, the bill which 
was under discussion last evening. j 

Mr. LOGAN. So I understand. Ido not want the Senator to sup- 

that I mean any discourtesy to him, for I do not, but 
do desire when the bill is taken up that both sides may have ample 
opportunity to discuss it, and that the discussion may proceed along 
without being confined to the mo; hour. I think such a course 
would be fairand proper. I have no disposition to delay the consid- 
eration of the bill for one moment. enever the Senate is ready 
to hear the discussion upon if, I am ready for the bill to be taken up 
and thoro 8 on both sides; but until that time I do hope 
the discussion will not proceed. 


submit upon it, but such 
cet . this morning to proceed 
with the remarks that Ihave to make in opening the case, I hope that 
a Senate will grant me the privilege of proceeding with what I 
ve to say. 
Mr. LOGAN. I suggest to the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
Affairs that when the discussion proceeds the bill should be in 


such a condition that it will go over from day to day as the unfinished 
business. Then the E u can p on both sides as the bill 


will stand on the Calendar as the business for the day, and that will 
be fair to both sides. I do not like to object to the Senator from New 
Jersey proceeding to-day, Ido not want to do that, and therefore I 
desire that we may have an understanding so that there will be no 
friction in reference to the matter at all. I desire in the world is 
to have the case fairly presented on both sides for the consideration 
of the Senate; but when itis presented in scraps, as a matter of course 
it is neither entertaining nor advantageous to the Senate. There is 
erm in the case that we cannot discuss in a proper manner, and 
in the hearing of the Senate for their information if other Senators 
have not examined the subject as thoroughly as we have in the Mili- 

Committee. 

. RANDOLPH. Not at all. 

Mr. LOGAN. Therefore I hope the Senate will 
the bill is taken up we shall proceed with its discussion, it being the 
unfinished business from day to day, and determine the question, 

Mr. THURMAN. I believe this discussion is not in order, but it 
goes on by unanimous consent, and I beg leave to say one word. I 
ask the attention of my friend from Illinois to what I have to say. 

This is a subject that requires a great deal of examination in order 
to understand it, as I am told by those who have examined it. I 
have not done so except in a very 3 way. I want to get 
all the light that I can upon it, and I do really think that it would 
facilitate the examination by Senators of this question if the Senator 
from New Jersey, the chairman of the Committee, were allowed to 
open the case, as our late friend from Massachusetts used to say. 

en at any time when the Senator from Illinois desires to open it 
on his side in support of the views which he holds in the case I am 
sure the Senate will be willing to hear him. By pursuing such a 
course I really think we shall have more time to consider this ques- 
tion and understand it than if we were to take up the bill and go 
right straight on until we voted on it. I do not believe such a course 
would give us time to examine the very voluminous documents con- 
nected with the case, as Iam told they are voluminous, and we should 
not understand it half as well as if the chairman of the Committee 


that when | tween North 


were to make his opening speech in favor of the report and then at 
any time when it suited the convenience of the Senator from Illinois 
he should ask the Senate to hear him in reply, and then if the bill 
were not taken up again for a week after that, or two weeks, it 
would be probably with a better understanding of it by all Senators. 
I hope the Senator from Illinois will not object to the Senator from 
New Jersey proceeding this ae 

Mr. LOGAN. I will state in the hearing of the Senator from Ohio 
my objection to his proposition. If the bill is not set down for the 
day it cannot be discussed as unfinished business. Suppose the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey be allowed to proceed this morning. There is 
but half an hour of the morning hour remaining, when the bill would 
go over, and ten days would elapse probably before anybody else 
would be heard upon the bill on either side. As I said, in that case 
the information would come in scraps. It seems tome that it would 
be much better for all the debate to go together in the RECORD. I 
presume that all Senators will not care to stay and listen, as the: 
generally do not, to a debate of this kind; but if they desire to sors | 
the debate it will all be together, so that all the information would 
be summed up together on both sides, and it would be much easier 
to examine the case and understand it. 

So far as I am concerned I would say to the Senator that while I do 
not desire to detain the Senate at great len on any question, on 
this particular question I cannot get through the argument that I 
propose to make in the morning hour. t to examine this ques- 
tion from al stand-point; I expect to present to the Senate a great 
Sy e ; and I desire for that purpose to have ample time 

wW. 


ch to do it. 

Therefore I would say to the chairman of the committee that if he 
will propose any day, I do not care what day, it is immaterial to me 
when the Senate may take up this question and hear the debate 1 
shall certain! EO a an e eren Fe to any suggestion he 
makes as to the day, and then let us with the discussion, but 
I must certainly interpose my objection to taking the bill up in this 
manner. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with the call 
of the Calendar under the rule. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Before this matter away, I ask that the 
bill be made the order for next Monday, immediately after the morn- 
ing hour, if there be no objection to that. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey moves 
that this bill be made a pper order for Monday next, immediately 


after the morning hour. Is there objection ? 
ie LOGAN, X have no objection. I certainly hope the Senate 
w 8 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. We may wish to finish other business that 


* et, Bs that time. 

. KIRKW. D. I should have no objection to the su 
if ee bill 8 under eee as the unfinished bı 
to- can N gien of. 

Mrs LOGAN. course. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. That will be the understanding. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Or any other business that may be unfin- 
ished at that time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business always over- 
rides a special order. The Chair hears no objection, and the bill will 
be made a special order for that day. 

INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 


Mr. EATON. On the 4th of December I submitted a resolution 
calling for correspondence from the State Department ga a 
ship-canal between North America and South America. I desire to 
call the resolution up for passage. I suppose there will beno objection 
to it. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution, as follows: 


on 
ess for 


That the President of the United States be to t to 
eee ee eee eee Government and an, — 4 ma 
government eee 1869, respecting a ship-canal across the Isthmus 

America and South America, together with copies of any projét of 
treaties the same which the Department of State may have or 
submitted since that date to any foreign power or its diplomatic represen 

Mr. EATON. 


It has been Ne by Senators in front that the 
resolution be verbally amended by adding after the word “requested” 
“if not incompatible with ag ace interests.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e resolution will be so modified. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

READJUSTMENT OF SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will now proceed with the 
call of the Calendar, commencing at the point ed when it was 
last under consideration. 

The first bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. bpd Barone ype ing 
and directing the Postmaster-General to ust the of cer- 
tain 5 in accordance with the provision of section 8 of the 
act of June 12, 1866; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It directs the Postmaster-General to readjust the salaries of 
all postmasters of the third, fourth, and fifth underthe classi- 
fication provided for in the act of rt the 1864, whose salaries have 
not heretofore been readjusted under t terms of section 8 of the act 
of June 12, 1866, who made direct official application or sworn re- 
turns of receipts and business for readjustment of salary to the Post- 
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master-General, the First Assistant Postmaster-General, or the Third 
Assistant Postmaster-General, such readjustments to be made in ac- 
cordance with the mode presented in section 8 of the act of June 12, 
1866, and to date from the beginning of the quarter succeeding that 
in which such application or sworn returns of receipts and business 
was made, 

Mr. BAILEY. A 1 cae acer the bill. 


The VICE-PRESID Does the Senator desire it read? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Yes, let it be read. 

Mr. BAILEY. Isu Senators would like to have it read. 

The Chief Clerk the following report, submitted by Mr. BAILEY 
December 18, 1879: 


ces and Post- to whom wero referred the fol- 


of Har- 
the 
make the following repo 


rt: 
J 1854, directed the to 
passed June 22, Si 


allow to deputy postmas: in lieu of the compensation before 
sions on the postage collected at their respective offices, at varying rates, according 
the sums collected. 


The act of July 1, instead of compensating them by commissions upon 
actual recei Jon Ge eee Ly which the ts for two years pre- 
ceding an adjustment of salaries were to be regarded as the 
date of the act as the initial — directed that a 
every two years thereafter. But in special cases the Postmaster-General was au- 
th to make readjustments as much oftener as he should deem 8 
with the proviso, however, that c in any salaries should not take un 
the order of the Postmaster-General directing the 


c a. 

The act of 12th Ji amended the last-recited act b; a direction 
that 8 8 any postmaster of the anne a 

class should show that his salary was 10 per cent. less than it would have been on 
the basis of commissions under the act of 1854 the Postmaster-General sbould re- 


view and pierin f 
AT na ALa ure soncerned, tt was the prasticoat the Pass OOS Devertnent 
were concern was the ice e ce en! 

an order issued from the officeof the First Assistant Postmaster-General and 
uire from the latter a sworn statement of the 

e Ist of July to the 31st of December (inclusive) 

next preceding the date ustment. 

to be assigned to each officer was esti- 


g 


newly-appointed poaae 086 compensati 
trary sum, by w ich they were notified that the compensation was fixed 
tain —— a be transacted 


tem of compensation was modified, many new post-o: ed. 

rate of compensation was necessaril. fixed not upon the basis of receipts, but arbi- 
trarily; in the same period the bus a 
“fourth,” and “fifth classes was in 


The Department, carrying out its practice and conforming 
to the postmasters, did not readjust The salaries oftener than once in two years, ex- 
t in cases to which its attention had been called by official letters, or by sworn 
rei made in accordance with its rules. 

Postmasters generally, either through ignorance of the terms of the act of 1866, 
from inattention, from or they were satisfied with the com- 
pensation tuy were pect, oi not generall: e official application for a re- 
3 of salaries until occurrence of the biennial fixed by the act 

Their attention, or the attention of many of them, was at length called to their 
supposed right to increase of compensation by a circular letters, scattered 
broadcast claim agen Th 


h the country by ereupon 
office, others who had resi , or had been removed, either by letter written in 
person or through attorneys, made application for increase of salaries under the 
provisions of the act of 1866. 

The Post-Office Department denied these claims, because— 

First. The appropriations made by Congress for the expenses of the post-office 
service would not justify their payment. 

Second. Because the applicants had not conformed to the rules and practice of 
the ent in making these claims. 

Third, Because the tion of these claims would be an en tto 
the prosecution by officers of the Government of stale claims and demands against 
it, not founded upon an ead Ser genes of payment at the time when services were 
rendered, but su ted by that large class of persons who earn a livelihood by in- 
vestigating and vitalizing doubtful rights. 

One or more actions were brought in the Court of Claims to compel payment of 
the sums alleged to be due. The causes at last reached the rome Court of the 
United States, and by that court it was decided that the j department of the 

eral, nor inquire into 


Government could not revise the action of the 

the grounds or correctness of his decisions under the act of 1866; these were not 

subjects 2 3 cognizance. 
Some o 


to instructions given 


Ita 
Ganeta 


who claim arrears of com on under the acts referred to number seven hun- 
dred and forty-six, and sum total of their claims is $55,324. If only one-half 
the number of claimants shall aj from each of the other States, only half 


this sum be claimed by them, the total number will be seventy-one hun 
ninety-two, and the sum $525,578. 


Notwithstanding the cs ee of this claim, your committee are of 
that the Government should pay the entire amount if justly and equitably due. 
Yet it should pay no more. ey beg leave to submit where services were 


and 


are 
and interested equity does not require a relaxation of the rules of law, 
h es 


settled by the highest judicial tribunal of the country. 


to the law, and to 2 officers, but, by their action, have 
established that they looked to the act of Con, as a basis of a contract. 


The committee therefore recommend the in ä of all the. hills 
Ss Senet Tee ee recited, and recomm the passage of the bill now 
su! 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 966) to establish 


a department of agriculture and commerce. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That bill, it is understood, is to be 
discussed at some future time. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over. 
JOSIAH H. PILLSBURY. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 762) for the relief 
of Josiah H. Pillsbury; which was considered as in Committe of the 
Whole. It requires the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
to pay to the administrator of Josiah H. Pillsbury, d late 

at Manhattan, Kansas, $323.95, of which he was robbed on 
the night of the 28th of June, 1877, and which he has accounted for 
to the Government, the 5 having occurred without neglect or 
other fault on the part of Pillsbury. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. KIRK- 
woop January 8: 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 762) for the relief of Josiah H. Pillsbury, have considered the same, and 


said Pillsbury, on the 28th day of June, 1877, was, and yet is, postmaster 
at Manhattan, Riley County, Kansas ; that on the night of that day the post-office 
at Manhattan was entered by burglars, the safe therein, in which were kept the 
moneys and saup of the Post-Office ee and registered letters, was 
broken open and robbed of money order fun pea funds, and registered letters, 
containing money to the amount of about $476.96, which amount the postmaster 
has since made good to the ent. 


reports, amo: 
“The — is kept 
was entered by the robbers through a — 5 


9 . Pillsbury, the 


of Manbai 
as a very worthy and care: fied that he took the same 


that he did of his own.” 
broken open and robbed was furnished by the post- 
own expense, and was such an one as the Government furnishes to 
second-class offices. 5 
Mr. Pills immediately after the robbery, gave notice thereof to the oe 


partment, and promptl d over the amount of mone: 
The post-office at Manhattan is of the rd class ; th of the town 


e 
is about twelve hundred ; and it contains two private banks, but no national bank. 
In his rt the ial agent says: 
While Mr. Pillsb took every precaution, under the circumstances, to secure 
the door and window of said N yet I am of the opinion it was very unsafe 
to risk $500 in money and valuable letters, not knowing 


value of contents, in a 
safe which was not igo ate in a frame building which was not 5 by 
vern- 


any one at night. Mr. Pills —— being the custodian of public money and 
ment property, and bang pél for thé care of said money and gh’ A o 
show an; desire to shirk responsibility resting upon „ but paid losses 


rd. in 
and that he should not be reimbursed the amount of postal fun 
They therefore recommend that the bill be passed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. THUR. . Ido not rise to op this bill, because I know 
it to be not of the least use in the world. A good 3 ago, 
when I was rather green in the Senate, I used to oppose P 
of these bills. I opposed them as a mere suspension or overriding of 
the law, which makes an officer of the Government liable for the 
safe custody of Government property and money in his hands. If he 
were not so liable by law there would be no necessity to come here 
with a bill for his relief. The law is 5 clear that the officer 
does insure the safe custody of the money, and the compensation he 
receives is the insurance money that is paid to him for doing it; but 
it is no use to oppose these bi After the fullest discussion years 
ago the Post-Office Committee carried everything before them, and 
they have done so ever since; and they have extended it to the sub- 
treasurers, and relieved some man in New York from a liability of a 
hundred and some odd thousand dollars in one case there. It is no 
use to oppose them. 

Therefore it is not for that purpose that I rise; but as I do not be- 
lieve there is a it dart opened in all the United States whose post- 
office has been rob in this way of any amount that made it worth 
while for him to come to Congress who has not obtained a bill for his 
relief, I beg leave most respectfully to suggest to the Post-Office Com- 
mittee that they had better bring in a eral bill at once, and let 
the 5 when satisfied that there has been no fault 
on the part of the postmaster, be authorized te relieve him from lia- 
org 85 I do not see why in the world we should go on every session 
and have our time occupied with bills of this sort, except in certain 
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cases where we are to refund money to the man. I think he could 
be credited on the books of the Department in most cases if the Post- 
master-General is satisfied he ought to be credited with it, without 
our having to take up these bills. I do not say that such a law ought 
to pass, but it would be a great deal better to pass it than to pass 
these bills as a mere matter of course whenever they are brought up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, it would be perhaps an improve- 
ment on the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio, with whom I have 
so often in old times tried to resist these bills without success, to say 
to the Post-Office Committee that instead of leaving it to the Post- 
master-General they leave it to the postmaster who is robbed, if he 
is satisfied that there ought to be an adjustment of that kind, then 


it shall be made. [Lau 1 Now I call for the regular order. 
The VICE-PRESID. e regular order is the unfinished busi- 
ness. 


Mr. FERRY. The Senator from Vermont will allow me? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. FERRY. It is due to the facts in the case, and also to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, that I should say in reply to 
the Senator from Ohio that if he had carefully observed the reading 
of the report in this case, he would have seen that all the funds in 
money that the master held have been excluded from the relief 
granted by this bill. It is simply to reimburse him for registered 

kages over which the had no control except custody. 
He could not convert them into money. In all other cases except 
stamps, which also could not be converted into money, the 
ost-Office Committee have e a rule following directly in the 
line of ment of the Senatorfrom Ohio. Where property has been 
conve into money, in which case the postmaster can deposit that 
money and controls it entirely, the committee have ruled the appli- 
cations out, but in the case of stamps or registered letters containing 
property which the postmaster cannot open and dispose of, the com- 
mittee have always considered that relief may properly be ted. 
This is a case in point, and I think the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads are hardly subject to the indirect implication of the Sen- 


ator from Ohio. 

Mr. THURMAN. Upon my word I cast no reflection on the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, for it has always had two- 
thirds or three-fourths of the Senate at its back; I should have been 
reflecting on the large majority of the Senate. 1 only rise to say that 
from the information which I just have for the first time as to the 
course now adopted by that committee, I shall not object to the bill. 
I am very glad to hear the principle on which they act. 

The vic PRESIDENT. The unfinished business is the consider- 
ation of Senate bill No. 19. 

Mr. INGALLS. Has not the morning hour been extended to half 
past one 7 9 Anthony rule? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business of the Senate 
overrides that. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think not during the morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. INGALLS. My understanding was that the morning hour had 
been extended by order of the Senate until half past one o’clock on 
each day by the oes of the Anthony rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair rules that the unfinished busi- 
ness of the Senate overrides that order, 

Mr. INGALLS. An extraordinary ruling. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ApaMs, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills; in which it uested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4244) for the establishment of titles in Hot Springs, 
and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3288) for the relief of colored emigrants. 

The m also, in compliance with the request of the Senate, 
is ok the bill (S. No. 56) for the relief of Edward Braden and J. 

The — — further announced that the House had passed the joint 
resolution (S. R. No. 75) to print the eulogies delivered in the two 
Houses of Congress upon the late Zachariah Chandler. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
pignad the enrolled bill (S. No. 185) for the relief of Gibbes & Co., of 
Charleston, South Carolina; and it was thereupon signed by the 
Vice-President. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
this day approved and signed the following acts : 

An act (S. No. 695) for the relief of Michael Granery, Nicholas Wax, 
and Moliere Lange; and 

An act (S. No: 317) for the relief of Captain J. B. Campbell. 


MILITARY WARRANT LAND LOCATIONS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 19) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to ascertain and certify the amount of land located with military 
warrants in the States described therein, and for other purposes, the 


pending question being on the motion of Mr. EDMUNDS to ne 
the pill indefinitely. — 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President. ' 

3 3 Will the Senator suspend until order is 
resto: 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, and at the same time, Mr. President. 
after talking with some other Senators I wish to say what I intended 
to have said after the reading of the Journal this morning, that from 
this time forward to the end of this session I humbly and respectfully 
petition the Chair to direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to enforce the rules 
about the presence of strangers in this Chamber. It is not that I am 
not glad to see strangers, but it makes so much noise necessarily that 
it e & impedes business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state, in justification 
of himself and the Se t-at-Arms, that he has given that direction 
daily, and that the Sergeant-at-Arms and his assistants have done 
their best to enforce the rule; but, despite all efforts, gentlemen are 
brought upon the floor of the Senate who are not entitled to admis- 

on 


sion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, Mr. President, I want to take the earliest 
possible occasion to offer a resolution which shall provide the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms with guns, swords, pistols, dirks, bayonets, and all 
tar necessary implements of war to see if he cannot have the rules 

‘orced. x 

When I left off yesterday, Mr. President, on this interesting and 
important bill which involves so much money to be paid from the 
Treasury, many millions, and which if the principle of it be adopted 
involves so many more millions, suggested on one point simply by 
the amendment proposed by my friend from Florida, [Mr. Jonxs,] I 
had endeavored to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
the lands northwest of the Ohio—and the same might be said of the 
others given by Georgia, &c., but I did not happen to have the book 
at hand to show it—were given in a solemn trust for the benefit of 
all the States of the Union equally, by the noble generosity of the 
State of Virginia, and that any payment out of the proceeds of these 
lands in any form or upon any valuation of them into the treasury of 
a particular State to be disposed of according to the will of that par- 
ticular State and not for some object of general public benefit to all 
the people, would be a violation of that trust. 

I had then endeavored to show that as it respected the State of 
Ohio, the first of the States admitted in the Northwest Territory, this 
bill Teee for paying to her money that by the original compact 
of admission was never on any principle or under any circumstances 
to go to her hands at all, but it was money pledged by 9 to 
be expended in certain works of public improvement in the State 
and to it, in the methods and for the purposes provided. 

I had endeavoréd to show, what I supposed to be clear law, and 
what, so far as I can understand the report of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, does not appear to be disputed, that the legal construction 
in every one of these compacts, as they are called, embraced in the, 
acts of admission of the term “net proceeds of the sales of public 
lands,” does not include any valuation or other appropriate reference 
to lands that Congress from time to time, beginning with the Revo- 
lution and coming down to now, have devoted under the head of 
bounties to the patriotic citizens of the country who had entered its 
military service in time of peril. 

I had also called the attention of the Senate to the universal cir: 
cumstance in every one of the acts of admission of these States, that 
the 5 per cent., however broad the field of subjects that it covered 
whether bounty lands or railway grants, or salt springs, or school’ 
lands, or homesteads, or as the acts say always, the net proceeds of 
the sales of public lands, was made a trust fund, (to state it in the 
strongest way that my friend from Indiana in charge of the bill 
would wish me to state it in favor of his side of the case) a trust 
fand, to be devoted sometimes by Congress, sometimes by the State, 
sometimes partly by one and partly by the other, but in every in- 
stance to some object specifically named that it was supposed would 

romote the general welfare of all the people of the United States. 


his bill simply provides that 5 per cent. of the valuation of these 
bounty lands be paid over to these respective States without 
any trust at all. 


en, Mr. President, I had commenced to call your attention to the 

ent in the report of this committee on the subject of consider- 

ation. The committee in its report says that there was a good con- 
sideration for the promise by the United States to devote 5 per 
cent. of the proceeds of the sales of these public lands to the objects 
named. I grant it; and if there were not a good consideration, the 
faith of Co undoubtedly whether you can make out what in law 
would be called a consideration or not, is a faith that I for one am 
uite willing to carry out. The question, therefore, is not whether 
ere Wasa consideration, but the question is what the United States 
8 for that consideration or for general considerations of pub- 


lic faith and public tig pale Whatever the United States has prom- 
0; 


ised, that we ought to what she has not promised we ought not 


to do unless it now appears that considerations of public welfare 
generally require us to deposit in the treasuries of these several States 
these sums of money to be ascertained in a certain way. 

But the equity of the thing, as it is called, has been placed upon 
the ground that the States engaged not to tax the lands sold by the 
United States, and in other instances not to tax lands granted for 
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military bounties by the United States for a certain length of time, 
and that that was an onerous burden imposed upon the States by the 
compact, which gives these States in equity and justice a title to 
have the word “sale” stretched sufficiently to cover, as this bill does, 
revolutionary land warrants, bounty lands, bounty lands in all the 
Indian wars which are referred to in the various acts, the war of 1812, 
the Mexican war, and the war of the rebellion. Now let us see how 
that is. 

As I stated yesterday, the judges of the courts of the States and of 
the United States in these States, in the time of it, many years ago, 
always upheld the provision of the compact forbidding taxation fora 
limited time, in opinions which persistently stated in administering 
justice there that it was an object of the highest interest to these new 

tates to promote the rapid increase of their population and the de- 
velopment of their industries. It was therefore a wise policy on the 
part of the States to agree to that; and if that be so—and the States 
certainly ought to have been the jud of it—there would be no 
general equity that a tax should be laid upon all the lands given to 
soldiers as bounties, past, poe and to come, in order to pay some- 
baer into the treasuries of these States. But when the States n 
to fill up rapidly and new enterprises made it seem pretty clear 
this limitation was not necessary to encourage emigration to the 
new States, even this tax limit, on bills introduced by Senators and 
Representatives was repealed in 1847, and that re of the limita- 
tion upon the power of the States to tax the lands within five years 
as to sales and three years as to the bounties, referred to as bounties, 
was made to apply to all States admitted before the 24th of April, 
1820; that is to say, down to and including the admission of the 
State of Mi i ven then, in the discussion of that question, I 
have not been able to find that any Senator or Representative from 
any one of these States hinted or appeared to su t that a wrong 
construction had been put upon this statute by officers of the 
United States, or that justice or fair dealing required that the words 
“net proceeds of the sales” should be expan to include military 
bounties. That had not been thought of. 

Then every State admitted after the 24th of April, 1820, did not en- 

not to tax lands sold by the United States within any length of 
one but every State admitted after that was left with right to 
tax the lands sold by the United States at the moment of sale. There 
were several States after that which came into the Union, in whose 
acts of admission it was that while the 5 cent. of the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the lands should be devoted sometimes by Con- 
Legon se sometimes ys the State erga I need not go over again) 
certain public uses for the benefit of all the people, nevertheless 
the bounty lands—a different thing as these States and Co 
to understand—should not be taxed for three years. is was 
ared as to the bounty lands, while the right to tax the sold lands 
by the same acts accrued at the moment of sale. That of course 
would fortify, if it needed any fortification, the proposition I ad- 
vanced that under no possible construction of law or com- 
mon sense can it be said that the word “sale” in the connection in 
which it is used in all these acts covers anything but a sale for cash, 
and that the net proceeds” referred to money and not to the serv- 
ices of citizens of the United States who undertook to carry on its 
= and oh paps w honor. 8 3 brant 
may mention merely in passing on when Congress by ac 
reduced the price at which originally the —— ic lands were held, the 
question arose whether that was a violation of the compact in the 
admission of those States that were admitted at a time when the price 
fixed by law was greater than that to which Congress reduced it. The 
law o of the Government, the Attorney-General of the United 
States, examined the subject and delivered an opinion to the Presi- 
dent or the head of some artment—I do not remember which—an 
opinion that was acqui in by everybody, in which he said that 
even in that case it was no violation of the compact between the 
United States and these various States to reduce the price of the 
lands. Why? Because he said this provision for 5 per cent. of the 
proceeds was a provision to devote a certain part of the public reve- 
nue to certain uses that would specially benefit the people of these 
new States and sere benefited the people of all the other States 
by building works of public improvement generally and sometimes 
by assisting them to establish free universities of education, and 
therefore that these compacts could not be constrned in any ible 
light as impairing in any de; the sovereign power of Congress 
over the disposition of the public lands. It was only a pledge that 
whatever revenue Congress should derive into its Treasury from the 
disposition of these lands by sale, one-twentieth of it should be 
devoted to these purposes. If that be so, is it not very clear that 
this claim is unfounded ? 

Mr. MCDONALD. I ask the Senator to cite me to the opinion of 
the Attorney-General. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I cannot at this moment, but I will give it to the 
Senator in a little while. I think it is in print. Certainly there was 

and I will give the Senator a reference to it after a while. 

The States in which these military bounty lands, as they were al- 
ways called—not consideration lands, not payment lands, but bounty 
lands—are separately mentioned in some form or other in the acts of 
admission themselves, are Illinois, Missouri, Arkansas, Michigan, Iowa, 
five in all. After getting down to Iowa, they evidently stopped men- 


ap- 


tioning the military bounty lands for the simple reason that after that 


time there is no provision for exemption from taxation even of the 
boat, lands. As I have shown you, the exemption from taxation of 
the sold lands was repealed long before, but there sti!! continued for 
a while a limitation and preservation of non-taxation for the bounty 
lands, and that was dropped at last, the last State to which it applied 
being, I think, Iowa. 
Mr. THURMAN. If my friend will allow me, I want to get some 
light. When the provision in respect to the taxation of these lands 
was dropped, was anything substituted to the State? Was there not 
a 10 per cent. increase of some kind? 
„ No, sir. The 10 per cent. increase was in 1841, I 
Mr. THURMAN. Was the exemption of lands from taxation 
ee before that ? 

. EDMUNDS. No, it was dropped after that, in 1847, but it was 
made to affect States admitted before the 24th of April, 1820; but 
every State admitted after the 24th of April, 1820, never had any 
such limitation applied to it, so that it let the whole ing ont. 
When I say it never had any such limitation applied to it, I mean 
the limitation of taxation on the sold lands because there was still 
a reservation of taxation in many of the States against bounty lands 


for three years. 

Mr. JO. of Florida. And the Government lands. 

Mr. ED S. Yes, that exists in them all. The exception of 
the Government lands from taxation, I undertook to state yesterday, 
in my opinion was an Spee 6770 which was not made a part of the 
compact to create anew right in the Government of the United States 
that if did not possess before, but to save all matter of dispute and 
misunderstanding respecting what the rights of the United States 
and the States were; and so that provision was in all the acts, and 
of course always must be, as I believe on principles that are of recip- 
rocal benefit and reciprocal application as between the States and 
the United States for all time to come about their respective prop- 
erties. I aopa ai the 8 men will stick by me on that. 

Now, Mr. ident, I wish to open a new branch of this subject 
to such Senators as do me the honor to listen; and that is that all the 
benefits of the 5 per cent. provision being as I have shown trust bene- 
fits for panie improvements that would benefit 1 tho resi- 
dents of the State, and secondarily the residents of all the other 8 
since that time and during this long period when this one course o 
construction of these acts has been held to and suplied, equivalent 
benefits of the same kind have been granted by Congress to every 
one of these States, some more and some less it is true, but equiva- 
lent benefits to them exceeding by many, many fold the 5 per 
cent. that is now claimed on military bounty lands, and upon home- 
stead lands as is claimed by the Senator from Florida, and by the 
same sign, the railroad lands and the ten thousand other objects for 
which these lands have been disposed of. 

In the first place, this question of the public lands and the excess 
of benefits that the new States where they lay were getting from 
them in spite of the solemn provision in the cession of Virginia, and 
I believe also of Georgia—but I do not speak by the book as to what 
she gave—came to the attention of Congress in 1841, and then after 
full consideration a bill was passed which provided for distributing 
according to the original grant of Virginia the proceeds of the sales 
of the lands among all the States, to execute in its terms and in its 
spirit this munificent grant and trust that the noble State of Vir- 

ja, I may say the mother of the country as much as the mother of 
idents,in those days had bestowed. And then in the same act 
that provided for the distribution of the proceeds of the sales of the 
lands among all the States, it was provided that in addition to the 
5 per cent. of the sales that had been provided for before, 10 per cent. 
more should be reserved from the sales before distribution should be 
made to all the stockholders in the partnership of the Union, and 
that 10 per cent. additional should be given to these several States 
for objects of internal improvements within their borders. It pro- 
vided also, I beg Senators to understand, that each one of the new 
States should have five hundred thousand acres of land to be selected 
by herself out of the public domain. Then it provided after all that 
should be done, that the balance of the proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands, after paying all expenses, should be divided among the 
several States. Then it had a provision which some very astute person 
must have put in I suppose, that in case of war or any other great emer- 
gency this distribution of the proceeds of the balance of these sales 
among the States should stop; and soin a very few months the great 
public emergency that came was a new tariff act, and as a part of the 
compromise, or whatever it might be called to get that act through, 
this provision for dividing the balance among the several States was 
repealed; but it left the new States with their 10 per cent. for the 
time it had been going, and also (which is more important because 
the time was so short that the 10 per cent. would not amount to a 
t deal) it left unrepealed the five-hundred-thousand-acre provision 

or each one of the new States. 

Now I beg to ask Senators who represent the States that are sup- 

to be benefited by this bill, pas ask them with the same free- 

om that I would ask any others because I am sure they will take a 
somewhat broader than a selfish view of this matter, if under such 
cireumstances when there was then no claim that the Government 
was perverting the construction of these statutes by not giving over 
5 per cent. of all that ought to be given over, or if there was, if Con- 
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gros not doing it said to these various States “ now we will give you 
T 


these same general objects, internal improvements, &c., in your bor- 
ders, five hun thousand acres apiece,” which would make at this 
dollar-and-a-quarter valuation $625,000 in cash; if each State takes it 
without any protest or limitation or reservation of the right now to get 
5 per cent. on the military bounty lands or the rai lands or the 
homestead lands, is it just, is it honorable, is it that kind of conduct 
which should exist between man and man and friend and friend, to lie 
by for fifteen or twenty years and take these enormous ts and then 
come back and say, why here all this time there has been a miscon- 
struction of the original contract of fifty years and under that 
construction at the time you gave me five hun thousand acres of 
land, at the time you gave me $625,000 in cash or more, I had a right 
to demand 5 per cent. of the military bounty land warrants that you 
have given to your soldiers in most instances as an act of gratitude 
for pagt services, in some it is true as an inducement to enlist, and 
now after I have pocketed so that you cannot get it back this half 
million acres of land I will come forward with this claim that I said 
nothing about then, and ask you to pay me that debt?” Why, Mr. 
President, it does seem to me that it only needs to put such a ques- 
tion to find its answer. 

Besides that, you will find that from year to year and from time to 
time there were ial grants to various of these States, N to 
all of them, —but I am not now speaking of specific States, I am 
speaking of the whole subject in its general aspect—for special im- 

rovements, to Indiana for canals, to Mississippi for levees, to Ala- 
le for the improvement of rivers, and soon. And then the acts 
which gave these lands from time to time required that they should 
be fai y devoted to these objects, which made a trust, and the 
State could not give a good title until it showed that it had executed 
the trust. ean Some next? Then came an act of Congress, 
undoubtedly agreeable toif not solicited by these States, which said 
that we would not mind that, but that all the titles which had been 
ted for either of these objects should convey a fee-simple to the 
States, so that they could make a perfect title and could lawfully 
dispose of the lands without any duty upon the part of anybody ex- 
cept the general duty of the State in its sovereign capacity to see to 
the application of the trust-money derived from the sales. Congress 
3 that; and yet when this enormous benefit to these States Wwas 
obtained, no Senator or Representative rose in his place and said, 
“Now bear in mind when you are conferring all these benefits upon 
us at our suggestion, when you are making all these special grants 
for the objects named in our original act of admission, but which you 
are not bound to make—the same objects that you to give 5 
per cent. for you now give 50—bear in mind that we claim that the 
true construction of these Origina acts is that the 5 per cent. is to be 
cast upon all bounty lands and all other dispositions by the United 
States not for moneys Not at all; xey were silent; they took the 
benefit without disclosing that they any claim lying back, of the 
same nature, which they proposed to enforce afterward. 

Mr. President, I may say here, to avoid an implication, that I do 
not think any Senator or Representative failed to do his duty, be- 
cause I do not think any Senator or Representative ever had it enter 
into his mind that under any possible construction of these compacts 
of admission could the * power of di ition by the United 
States of its lands for other objects than for cash affect any 
—— or justice or law growing out of theseexisting compacts. They 

d not 3 the law r that. They my — ponty lands 
were bein oe ey were part and parcel of the represen- 
tation in this amber and in the other when we di of them, 
and in many of the acts of admission, as I have sta they are spe- 
cifically referred to as not falling under the head of 

Then these very acts of admission provide for the reservation under 
special objects and with severe limitations of all the salt spri ngs, a 
certain number to the State, and other salt springs were reserved to 
the United States. What came next? Wherever there was a salt 

ring, in a few years on somebody’s application Congress released all 
that ability and duty, gave up the salt springs to the States. Wher- 
ever it turned ont apparently that there were not any salt springs, 
then on the application of the States Con gave them seventy- 
two sections—I think I am right in the number—of other lands in the 
place of asalt spring that did not exist that was reserved to the State 
in the act of admission. 

And yet gentlemen seem to say that there is some overpowerin 
equity and justice that we have not done freely, and nobly, and duti- 
fully by these States in respect of this matter of the 5 per cent. of 
the proceeds of the public lands within their borders for these objects ; 
but nobody said then, “there is still lying back a claim for 5 per cent. 
on everything that is disposed of that is not disposed of for cash,” 

Then we come to the swamp lands, which in many of these States 
are of enormous extent, and some of them, I haye been told—not in 
connection with this ir, but some others—of such a character that 
it is absolutely impossible to drain them at all, not because of the 
water, but because of the want of water; that you may dig just as 
many ditches as you like, but there is no water to run in them; and 
which lands have been allotted to the States and selected by them as 
swamp lands and confirmed, on their application, by acts of Con- 
88 There is in a report of the Commissioner of the General Land 

ffice before me a statement of the number of acres of swamp lands 
which have been selected by these States, which it may be worth 


while to look at. In the report for 1878—that of 1879 is not yet in 
print—at page 167 is a condensed statement, No. 5, exhibiting the 
quantity of land patented to the several States under the acts of Con- 
gress ene &c., giving a list of them. t 

Mr. COCKRELL. at is the Senator reading from now ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. From the report of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office for the year 1878, and it is embodied in the report of 
the Secretary of the Interior to Con, , House of Representatives, 
Forty-fifth Congress, third session, Executive Document No. 1, part 
5. It there sprees that since the date the 8 began in 1840 to 
the State of Louisiana aud going on to the 28th of September, 1850, 
and to March 12, 1860, and so on, that the total quantity patented to 
the several States amounts to 48,119,956.78 acres. There, leavin 
off the quarter of a dollar, are $48,000,000. Of course it may be sai 
and justly that many of these lands are not worth a dollar an acre; 
they may be incapable of reclamation. That may be so; but of the 
panie lands vast quantities of which we all know are among the 

est lands in any of the States, those that are called swamp lands 
will raise the most rice, the most cotton, the most corn, the most 
everything that goes to the benefit of man and the prosperity of the 
commonwealth; and yet Con with this so-called liability to 
pay 5 per cent. on the disposition of these public lands not for cash 
that is embodied in the principle of this bill, has on application of 
these new States and by the votes of their representatives, and with- 
out reminding anybody that there was anything lying back about 
this business that would have to be paid for afterward, taken forty- 
eight million acres of the public lands into their own property and 
at their entire free disposition. Is there any ground in the light of 
such a circumstance to endeavor by some sort of construction that 
never has been successful for fifty years if it has ever been tried, and 
that I cannot learn has ever been definitively tried,—is it quite right 
after fifty years to say that any principle of justice or equity or 
breadth of construction calls upon the Con of the United States 
to pay 5 per cent. into the treasuries of t States on account of 
this long misconstruction of the acts of admission? I have some con- 
fidence, great confidence, that when Senators from these States them- 
selves that are supposed to be the beneficiaries of it come to examine 
this question, they will be free to say that there is no justification in 
insist upon such a further application of the public funds of the 
Other Mr. Presid to thing of th 1 f ds, 

en, Mr. ident, to say nothing of the special grants for roa 
canals, &c., what have we granted to States for the benefit of. rail- 
roads and for which we got a certain kind of consideration, quite as 
much as we did for the bounty lands that we disposed of, because in 
almost all of them we made a special arrangement about the trans- 
mission of the mails and public supplies ? tus see how much has 
been given to railroads and to the States for railroads. 

But before I come to that I must correct what I have said about the 
swamp lands. I did not state correctly the quantity that the States 
had become entitled to. Ionly stated the quantity for which patents 
had sree Some I now turn to the preceding page of the report 
to which I before referred and state the quantity which has been 
selected by the States and to which they are entitled, and that 
instead of being ied Sey. millions is 68,533,755.25 acres, twenty 
million acres more than that for which patents had been actually 
issued at the date of this report, and I apolo to my friend from 
Indiana for having apparently misled him in the statement of a fact 
upon which I rely. 

Now Icome to the railroads. There has been conceded to the States 
for the benefit of railways and to the railways in the States author- 
ized by the States to take them—I will leave out the Pacific Railroad 
to begin with, for that grant was said to be a national affair though 
many of its branches are within the States and I will take the rail- 
road lines covering the States of Illinois, Mississippi, Alabama, Flor- 
ida, Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, Iowa, Michigan, Wisconsin, Min- 
1 Kansas. Of the Pacific States Oregon does not appear to 
be in this 3 statement, which ought to be added. For these 
purposes the grants of land reach 34, 125, 446.44 acres. Add the Pa- 
cific railroads which are in a large owing to their many spread- 
ing branches corporations in the States and in re; to which the 
States get the benefit of these dispositions, 9,017,981.7 acres. Then 
the ts for wagon roads are, Wisconsin, 302,930.36 acres; Michigan, 
221,013.35; Oregon, 744,712.93. Thus there is a total, after deduct- 
ing lands declared forfeited by Congress because the papua works 
were not built, of 43,744,342.39 acres granted to the States, not to 
corporations. If I stated corporations before I stated wrong. This 
amount has been granted to States for the benefit of these roads. 

Then there are rights of way granted to railway companies in the 
States and Territories, chartered by the States, too numerous for me 
to read here. 

Next we come to the bounty lands which of course are not granted 
to the States, and I only put them in so that this statement of sums 
may all go together. Under the acts of 1847, 1850, 1852, and 1855 
down to the 30th of June, 1878, the issues and locations of boun 
land warrants had been: land warrants for 60,986,070 acres of lan 
had been issued, and there had been located 58,357,090 acres of land. 
This near sixty-one million acres at a dollar and a quarter an acre 
would make about $75,000,000, and kee cent. of that, asanybody can 
see, is in round numbers about $4 „000. 

Mr. McDONALD. I can give the Senator the exact figures of the 
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land-warrant entries according to a statement furnished by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. If the Senator will pardon me, I have the exact 
statement myself, furnished by the Commissioner of the General Land 
0 


ce. 

Mr. McDONALD. Perhaps this is more correct information. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator can put it in his speech. I take the 
Commissioner's printed report for 1878. 

Mr. McDONALD. This statement covers that year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If they differ, I do not know which we shall fol- 
low. Iam quoting the printed report for 1878, found in the docu- 
ment I have named, at the page I have stated,and that number of 
acres, at $1.25 an acre would produce, at 5 per cent., which is the o 
eration of this bill, to be exact about it, the sum of $3,811,629.30, 
which is exactly the sum, according to this printed report, that is to 
be paid out of the Treasury of the United States or that we are to 
create a public debt for, for the benefit of the treasuries of these sev- 
eral States according to their respective locations, 

Mr. CONKLING. Is that the amount this bill allows? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the amount that is covered by the land 
warrants located under the act of 1847 and subsequent acts. Besides, 
there are the revolutionary land warrants, the Virginia land war- 
rants, the land warrants of the war of 1812 under statutes existing 
before the acts of 1847 and 1850 and 1852 and 1855, which were mere 
increases of the amount of military locations to other persons who 
did not come in under the former laws, I have endeavored to find, 
but I could not lay my hands upon it, some report that would show 
the total amount of land warrants that had been issued under laws 
prior to the act of 1847. 

Mr. McDONALD. The Senator does not wish to be inaccurate, of 
course ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not inaccurate in the statement. I have 
merely stated that I have hunted for it and could not find it. 

Mr. McDONALD, I have the statement of the Commissioner that 
from the commencement of the operations under the several acts to 
December, 1879, warrants for 63,170,764.74 acres have been issued. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see what we have got here. With the per- 
mission of my honorable friend from Indiana, I will read the context 
of the paper he has handed me, so as to be sure, and see what the 
Commissioner does say : 

LAND OFFICE, 


GENERAL 
Washington, D. C., January 26, 1880. 
Gov. R. P. LOWE, 
Washington, D. O.: 


Sır: In reply to your verbal inquiry relative to the 8 of land located with 
military bounty land warrants up to date in all the States, I have to inform you 
that the of this office show an aggre te location from the commencement 
of the tions under the several acts mber, 1879, of 63,170,764.74 acres, 
distributed as follows. 


And then he gives the distribution. I should like to know from 
the Senator, who perhaps can tell me, what the Commissioner means 
by the words “several acts?” You will see that in his official report 
all that he chooses to give Congress or the Secretary of the Interior, 
and it is so running back, is the operations under the acts of 1847, 
1850, 1852, and 1855, up to a certain time, and there he makes the 
issue 60,986,070 acres, which was a year ago, Now, he makes it 
63,170,764, which would only account for another year’s locations 
possibly, and I should be glad to know definitely from somebody 
who wishes to convince the Senate that this bill ought to pass,— 
although to be sure if it rests on solid principles of justice the quan- 
tity of money taken from the Treasury has nothing to do with it; if 
it bankrupts the Treasury in the name of justice and honor we must 
a ourselves and stop our own salaries and so forth in order to 
pe orm this high and solemn act of public duty; that is elear enongh; 

ut at the same time the sentimental part of it may be affected by 
its 35 effect on the poor tax-payer who has to pay this money; 
and so I should be glad to know how much, under the acts that 
preceded 1847, has n summed up by the issue of military land 
warrants. That does not ap from this statement. Perhaps it is 
included in it, but I should doubt it very much. 

Mr. McDONALD. I understand that it covers all embraced in this 


bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me understand the Senator. Does he mean 
by that to say that it covers all the military bounty land warrants 
ever issued 50 tee United States or under its authority? 

Mr. McDONALD. All the military bounty land warrants that 
have been located within these States, issued by the Government at 
any time. 

. EDMUNDS. If that is correct, that being the Senator’s opin- 


ion—— 

Mr. McDONALD. And all military scrip that has been issued for 
the payment of soldiers by the Government at any time and located 
within these States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Military scrip” is merely another name of say- 
ing military bounty land warrant; the scrip results in a land war- 
rant; it all comes to the same thing. It is the bounty given to the 
soldier for the service which he has performed. If the Senator is 
right about that, then the amount of military scrip, as he calls it, of 
bounty lands, as I call them, that were given to the soldiers of the 
Revolution under the acts of Virginia and Georgia, and under the 
acts of the Continental Congress and under the acts of the Congress 


of the United States, and to the soldiers ef the war of 1812 by acts 
previous to 1847, and in respect of all the Indian wars occurring be- 
tween that time as well, I must say is amazingly small. 

Mr. McDONALD. I have not said that it embraced any bounties 
granted by the State of Virginia when she owned the Northwest Ter- 
ritory, nor any State bounties of any kind; but I say that it em- 
braces all, as I understand, issued by the United States, either in the 
form of military scrip or bounty land warrants that have been located 
within the States named in this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That may be so, and it may not. The Senator 
so understands it, but he understands it so from this letter that I 
have read. I do not understand it so from this letter. The letter is 
much more difficult of construction than the act admitting the State 
of Indiana is, and it is a singular thing—undoubtedly it can be ex- 
15 5 by the committee or by the Commissioner of the General 

d Office that we are given in none of these reports that I have 
been able to lay my hand upon, a statement of the military bounty 
land business and the military scrip business, except under the opera- 
tion of acts of Congress beginning in 1847, which is a half a century 
after the origin of bounty land warrants and their location. How 
many acres of land that half century covers I do not know; but this 
bill covers all the military sorp aar land warrants in these eighteen 
States under any authority whatever, because it says “to ascertain 
the amount of public lands entered by the location of military scrip 
and land warrants” in the States named. It does not limit it even 
to lands located under the authority of the United States and by its 
grace or bounty or debt, whatever you call it, but it is every land 
warrant and every piece of military scrip, whether it came from the 
original proprietor of these lands, the State of Virginia, or whether 
it came from the Congress of the United States in the half century 
that ela after that gift was made. So, Mr. President, we are in 
the dark as to how much is covered really by this bill, but what is 
covered by it certainly is about $4,000,000 at this present moment 
on operations arising since the year 1847. s 

Now I come to another point that I should be glad to have the at- 
tention of Senators to. I have shown, what is not capable I sup 
of contradiction, that every particle of this 5 per cent., whatever it 
covered, was money to be devoted to certain public uses which would 
be for the benefit of the people of all the United States. Has the 5 
pe cent. that has been paid over to these States for these public uses 

n applied to these objects, or are these States themselves in de- 
fault in respect of the execution of this trust? And if they have 
taken the 5 per cent. on sales and have not applied it in the way that 
the acts of admission required that they should, is there any grace 
or justice in their coming to the Treasury and saying “ Give us more 
on other items?“ 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Is there any information showing that the 
States have not appropriated this fund in the way prescri by Con- 
gress? In the case of my State it was distinctly stipulated, I think, 
that the 5 per cent. should be appropriated for educational purposes, 
and I presume that it has been appropriated in that way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That might be a good presumption in point of 
law, but it would be a very violent presumption in point of fact; 
and the Senator, with his keen knowledge of the difference between 
law and fact sometimes in presumptions, is very careful to state it 
the law way. My information is, derived in part from a perusal of 
public documents where attention has been called to the subject, that 
the States did not account for and apply this money as the compacts 
required ; and debates in Congress and private information received 
from Senators lead me to state plainly and explicitly that I have good 
reason to believe and do believe that in a great many instances and 
in a great many ways the States which received the 3 per cent. or 
the 5 per cent., as the case may be, have not devoted it within the 
letter or the spirit of the compacts of their admission. I do not mean 
to say that these States have undertaken—— 

Mr. McDONALD rose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will be good enough to wait a mo- 
ment. He will excuse me until I finish this sentence. I do not mean 
to say that these States have undertaken to steal this money, but I 
say it is the natural course that might perhaps be expected to hap- 
pen that where money is paid over into the treasury of a State to 

devoted to such objects of internal improvement as the Legisla- 
ture should direct, which is about the substance of the language in 
some of the cases, the 3 per cent. that is to be paid, the 2 being to 
be spent by Congress, if it happened that the Legislature could not 
for ten or a dozen years find out exactly which turnpike or exactly 
which canal corporation should be benefited by having an aid ont 
of this money, which would not be thought to be a very unjust and 
iniquitous performance, being simply non-action, by and by the thing 
is lost sight of, as things are in the Senate, as we know day after 
day and session after session, and it goes by, and the money goes into 
the common fund and the taxpayer gets the benefit of it. If we had 
an account stated by these claiming States, gust as they would be 
obliged to do if they were a private party and came forward 
the United States by a bill in equity to compel the further execu- 
tion of this trust upon the principle that the 5 per cent. had not been 
computed on the whole subject that it onght to have been,—in such 
a bil] the State would have been obliged to state that acting as a 
trustee and claiming more it had devoted the funds it had got to the 


objects named in the original foundation of the trust, and how, and 
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to render an account. If we had such an account from these States, 
we should be able to judge then how it was. 

Now I will listen to my friend from Indiana. 

Mr. McDONALD. I simply desire to state, as to the 3 per cent. of 
the 5 per cent. reserved to the State of Indiana to be devoted to con- 
structing works of internal improvement, my State has expended 
over $15,000,000 in that way. If the Senator insists that this 3 per 
cent. when received should be put upon a particular turnpike by an 
act of the Legislature, that a specific appropriation should be made 
of it to build a turnpike from A to B, or a railroad, or to go into some 
particular canal, or to construct a lock or something of that kind, I 
can tell him that has never been done in my State, and I sup not 
in any other State. But I again repeat that the State has raised and 
expended—using this money, as a matter of course, in common with 
other funds—an amount over $15,000,000 in constructing works of 
improvement within our State. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In the next place, Mr. President, supposing that 
the theory of original compact is right as claimed in this bill and that 
by a true construction, an equitable construction of the compact with 
these States, it was the duty of ps spew to povan for computing 5 

r cent. of the military bounty lands, for what objects was it to be? 
EN for objects of internal improvement or education, special trusts 
of some kind in every one of these States. As to 2 per cent. of it, in 
almost all the cases the internal improvements, &c., were not to be 
constructed in the State at all. the Government fails to do its 
duty to provide this fund, what is the consequence? Does it follow 
from that that the State hasa 5 7 to the money? By no means. 
Its right would be the specific performance of a particular trust that 
I repeat a everywhere as a trust in favor of all the people of 
the Uni tates and not the corporation that, in a technical sense 
exists within the boundaries of a State and constitutes the State. 
There is not a single dollar of this money on any theory that has ever 
been advanced on these acts, or can be, that belongs to the State of 
Indiana 

Mr. McDONALD. The Senator will remember that there was an 
act passed at the last session of Congress by the Senate enabling the 
States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois to bring suit for that 2 per cent. 
It did not pass into a law, for want of sufficient time, but the Sen- 
ator will have an opportunity of discussing when that bill comes up 
the question he is upon now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I propose to discuss now the question I am now 
upon, That is exactly the question in point. 

Mr. McDONALD. the Senator entertains the same opinion then 
that he does now, he will certainly give us that law and enable us to 
try in the bigness court of the country our title to that fand. 

r. EDMUNDS. I am very glad my honorable friend from Indiana 
feels enco d that, as I am not for this bill, I shall be for some 
other. Very likely I shall. Whenever the Senator brings forward 
aba that I think I ought to go for, I will do so with the greatest 
pleasure. 

Now, after he has put in a little petition for the other little bill, 
as it might be called, the 2 per cent, bill, I will return to this and re- 


‘ peet so that nobody shall understand it, that there is not a dol- 
ar of this 5 per cent. or 2 per cent. or 3 per cent. that by force of 
these original compacts belongs to any one of these States or ever 


did, because there is a specific and special trust declared as to the 
devotion of the money to public objects; and with what faith is it 
that the guardian of the 8 of the United States, the tribunal, 
the Senate, that stands between the tax-payer and claimants impar- 
tial and just can say, even if it were true that this trust is not 
executed, that this money is to be paid over to the treasuries of 
these States as this bill provides? there is any duty upon the 
Government of the United States, it is the duty to see to it that some 
further 5 per cent. on the bounty lands, which is now the entering 
wedge in this business, shall be applied to the objects named in the 
ie are compacts. And what were those? Two per cent., two-fifths 
of it in general,—some of the later acts were in other language, but 
generally two-fifths of it to be a plied to objects of internal improve- 
ment in the State, and three-fifths of it to be applied to objects ofin- 
ternal improvement exterior to the State. Does that give the State 
a right to come here and say, “You have not execu this trust as 
you ought to have done; you have not furnished us the means of ex- 
ecuting the trustas far as it was our duty to execute it; now do it.” 
Do it how? “Do it by giving us without any trust stated in the bill 
anywhere, as a final settlement and estoppel as it is called, or as an 
accord and satisfaction, wiping out everything, so much solid money 
into our treasuries.” Is that right? Is that in accordance with the 
compacts? No, Mr. President; and if this were a case between pri- 
vate persons, if it were ever so clear that 5 per cent. ought to be com- 
puted on these lands, an account taken would not require the 5 per 
cent. to be paid over to the claimant. It would either require a spe- 
cific execution of the trust by the expenditure of 3 per cent. of it in 
those cases by Con for objects outside of the State, or require it 
to be consolidated by showing how much damage the State had suf- 
fered in dollars from the non-execution of the trust. One of those two 
courses would have to be followed; but yet it is proposed by this com- 
mittee’s bill to absolutely take $4,000,000, to begin with, on this mere 
hang-nail on principle and pay it out of the Treasury of the United 
States and into the treasuries of these re tive States. 

I do not think it ought to be done, Mr. President, and I believe now 


Ihave said for the present about all that I need to say except this, 
which is another subject I should like to hear from my friend from 
Indiana upon in connection with this business: The acts of admis- 
sion of these various States, some if not all of them, provide only for 
paying 5 per cent. upon future sales of the public lands. Now sup- 
se bounty lands come within the head of sales, then it is future 
ocations of bounty lands as standing in the place of sales on which 
the 5 per cent. should be computed. The bill of the committee pro- 
vides that past locations long before these States were admitted, in 
many of the later ones involving very large amounts, shall all be 
summed up and paid into the treasury of the State. Is that right on 
the Senators own principle? He says the contract is that he shall 
have5 per cent. on future sales after a certain date named in the act 
of admission. When he comes to provide for performing that con- 
tract he says there shall not be any such limitation of time a but all 
that has been disposed of before the State was admitted shall be com- 
puted also. Well, that is about as right as the rest of it. PerhapsI 
am poesia | a distinction which is not worth noticing in the gen- 
eral aspect of this affair; but there it is, and the only State I think 
that would be entitled on this bill to go backward is the State of 
Nebraska. There I think for the first time through the patriotic 
kindness of Con —I will put it in that way—the language is 
„past and future sales.” The word “ past“ crept in in some way so 
that we should not forget that there had been a past I suppose; but 
m to all the other States, I suspect it is not there. But the bill covers 


Mr. Eredo these are the 8 upon which Lam unable to 
support this bill, and they can be summed up, stated in the briefest 
possible way, thus: 


First. The bounty lands were clearly not within the contract as 
proceeds of sales. 

Second. They were in many of the acts distinguished by name from 
lands sold, which merely fortifies the preceding proposition. 

Third. The greater part of the bounty lands were bestowed as an 
act of gratitude for military service, and therefore do not fall within 
the ent of the committee even that they were given as a con- 
sideration, just as money might have been, for the performance of 
the service in the future, upon which great stress is laid by these 
acts. Even the one of 1847, the bounty land act for the Mexican war, 
was passed only a few months before the end of the war, and after 
which it is doubtful if there were five hundred soldiers enlisted. 

Fourth, Although bounty lands have existed from the first, the 
States and congro have always until recently and, as far as I am 
advised, by any bill or definite step until this moment, construed the 
compact as not embracing them or acquiesced in such a construction 
if the question has ever been raised. 

Fifth. If bounty Jands are within these compacts, so are all grants 
of every kind except the merest possible donation of a gift to some 
poor widow as a mere act of and generosity. Cl the Sena- 
tor from Florida is right in his amendment if this bill is right atall. 
Clearly some other Senator would be right in seeking to include ev: 
railroad grant, no matter whether it was made to the State or no 
The committee say it would be rather hard-commons for the State 
to take a railroad t and then say it is entitled to 5 per cent. on it. 
I do not see it if this billis right. I do not see why it does not cover 
the whole thing if it does anything. 

Sixth. The 5 per cent. and the 3 and the 2, parts of the 5 per cent., 
as the case may be, were always expressly devoted to some oe 
of general welfare to all the people of the United States, and a fail- 
ure by the United States to apply all as agreed upon can give no 
right to any State to take this money to herself. 

venth. The United States has given, and these States have re- 
ceived without setting up this claim, gifts, grants, and donations of 
land many times greater than 5 per cent. of all the bounty lands and 
all the other lands which were ever disposed of by the United Sta 
and for the same general and specific objects named in the acts o 
admission in these respective States, and they have therefore no claim 
in Shere or equity to more. 

ighth. The States, or many of them, it is understood, haye not 
applied the moneys they have received to the objects required by the 
acts, and so have no right, even if the trust did exist, to demand a 
performance by the United States. 

This is all I wish to say at present, sir. 

Mr. McDONALD. Mr. President, the bill under consideration is not 
before the Senate for the first time. At the last Congress a bill em- 
bracing the same general features and covering the same general pur- 
poses was reported by the Committee on Public Lands and placed 
upon the Calendar and to a certain extent considered. The subject 
is one that has been very frequently before the Land Committees of 
both Houses of Congress. Certainly, since I have had the honorof a 
seat in this body, it has been a subject that has engaged the attention 
of the Committee on Public Lands at every session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator tell me the first bill he remem- 
bers on this subject? $ } 

Mr.McDONALD. The first bill that I remember on this subject was 
the one I have just referred to, reported by the Committee on Public 
Lands at the last Congress, reported by the then chairman, the late 
Senator from Illinois, Mr. Oglesby, but the subject was not a new one 
when that bill was framed. 

The committee have given quite earnest attention to the subject 
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embraced in this bill, and have endeavored to arrive at what they 
believe to be right in the premises. 

It surprised me 8 to hear the Senator from Vermont ques- 
tion whether the States that are entitled to the benefits of this bill 
have ever made prior claims. I know that at least in one of the 
States involved in this question this has been a subject of frequent 
complaint. How far the complaints there have ever been made man- 
ifest here, Iam unable to say, but mine being one of the States affected 
by the disabling provision in the ordinance in reference to the taxa- 
tion of property, L know that there as long as that disqualification 
continued it was a subject of very general complaint. Being also 
one of the States in which large bodies of land were taken up by land- 
warrant entries Ao claiming this exemption from taxation and 
securing it, if that complaint did not reach Washington City, it was 
certainly not because it was not intended to reach there. But Mr. 
Presiden in the report which the committee at this session have 
submi in support of this bill, and which is substantially the re- 

ort agreed to and submitted at the last Congress, the Senator from 

ermont takes exception to the first statement contained in it, which 
is as follows: 

The Government of the United States in receiving the Western and Southern 
States into the Union stipulated in their several acts of admission to pay them 
5 per cent. upon the sales of the public lands situated therein. 

He insists in the very outset that this declaration is not sustained 
by the laws and by the of the Government under those laws. I 
think I shall be able to show that this statement of the report is 
substantially correct. Whether it is critically correct, as the Sena- 
tor has endeavored to show that it is not, I shall not stop to inquire. 
It will certainly be enough on a question of this kind if it shall be 
found that it is substan’ y true and substantially correct. : 

The ppan i acts passed under which new States were admitted, 
beginning with the State of Ohio in 1802 and extending down to the 
admission of Missouri in 1820, as one of the conditions upon which 
this reservation of 5 per cent. rested, prohibited those States from 
taxing any of the lands sold until five years after entry. These 
States were admitted in the following order: Ohio in 1802, Indiana 
in 181 8 in 1817, Alabama March 2, 1819, and Missouri 
March 6, 1820, and these are the only States to which this particular 
restriction was applied. 

There was, also, in the enabling acts for the admission of these 
States a division of this 5 per cent. With respect to Ohio and Indi- 
ana and Illinois 2 per cent. was reserved, to be 5 in public 
improvements under the direction of Congress. The same reserva- 
tion extended to the other three States as to the 2 per cent. With 
respect to the 3 per cent, Ohio and Indiana were required to expend 
that in public improvements, Illinois in encouraging education, Ala- 
bama and Mississippi in levee improvements, and Missouri in roads 
and canals. 

The policy of the General Government with respect to the public 
lands within the new States that were organized, embracing the pub- 
lic domain, may be said to have been inaugurated by the enabli 
act under which the State of Ohio was admitted, and the purpose o 
favoring the new States with respect to these public lan 
doubtedly to put the State in a condition to begin to make this kind 
of improvements n for its development. The whole of the 
5 per cent. was to be used in public improvements, a part of it by the 
State itself or under its direction, and the other under the direction 
of Congress, in the construction of a road or roads leading from the 
Atlantic seaboard to the State of Ohio, or through it. At that time 
the construction of the Cumberland road was in progress, and it was 
supposed then that it was to become a great thoroughfare of trade 
and travel. The improvements that have since di se that kind 
of public highway for any such purpose as interstate commerce and 

e had not been developed, and the best line of improvement it 
was supposed, so far as that country was concerned, was to construct 
a turnpike road, and the Cumberland road was projected to extend 
from Baltimore to the city of Jefferson in Missouri; and unquestion- 
ably the enabling act of the State of Ohio was more or less affected 
by that consideration in to the reservation of this percentage 
on the sales of public lands. The same influence, to a certain extent, 
undoubtedly affected the provisions under which the State of In- 
diana was admitted. It had less influence on the State of Illinois, 
because there 3 per cent. of the 5 the State was authorized to devote 
to educational purposes. 

But almost immediately upon the passage of the act by which the 
State of Ohio was admitted into the Union the United States com- 
menced a regular account with that State for 3 per cent. of the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands, and paid over at stated periods 
to the State of Ohio that 3 per cent. in money. It is true the act did 
not declare that this money should be paid over or that it should be 
a payment to the State; but in execution of the law, almost from the 
very beginning, commencing with the year 1804 and extending down 
as long as there were public lands in the State of Ohio for sale, the 3 
per cent. of the 5 was paid over regularly at stated periods in money to 
the State of Ohio, and the Government not complain that the State 
of Ohio was not investing that money in improvements in the State. 
The object and purpose of it was to stimulate such improvements. 
Certainly it was not to be a distinct improvement fund separate from 
any other that the State might desire to invest or find it necessary to 
invest; but it was to aid to stimulate the State to enter upon im- 


provements that should develop the resources of the country, and it 
went into that fund. And now to say that the State of Ohio has not 
disposed of this five or six hundred thousand dollars that haye been 
aid to her from the time of her admission in 1802 down until the 
t of the lands were sold in that State, according to the terms of 
the grant because an account is not rendered here for it, when it is a 
well-known fact that not merely this sum but millions of money in 
addition have been used in the State of Ohio in accomplishing the 
very purpose for which this fund was to be devoted, will not do. I 
do not suppos it will be claimed that in order to administer this 
fund the State shall be compelled to show that the 3 per cent. thus 
received was specifically appropriated to some specific work. If it 
went into the funds of the treasury of the State and those funds 
were paid out by millions in 33 these very works, in de- 
veloping the country, in doing precisely what the object and purpose 
of this provision was, then I say there has been a complete perform- 
ance of it; and the Government has never stopped to question it, but 
has paid over from quarter to quarter as the money was received into 
the down to the last acre of lands sold on cash sales. 

I might say precisely the same of the State of Indiana and of the 
State of Illinois; and so far as the use by the State of Illinois of the 
3 per cent. fund in behalf of the common schools is concerned, the 
magnificent endowment of the common schools in that State does not 
rest upon the mere pittance that the State received from the General 
Government. It may have gone into it as one block of marble in the 
structure, but that is all. e ee the State of Illinois, by tax- 
ation and by other resources provi by her constitution and laws, 
built up that educational structure in which this has formed some 
part; but is the State of Illinois called upon now to point out the 
particular corner in that structure that this 3 per cent. has gone into? 

And with ct to my own State, and I say it with pride, although 
she is one of the young sisters of the Union, her endowment of her 
public schools exceeds that of any State in the Union in pro- 
portion to her population. And is that all resting upon the two or 
three hundred thousand dollars we have received from this 3 per cent.? 
Not at all, but it rests upon the liberality of our people in building up 
an educational structure there and endowing it so that there need be 
no one in the State of Indiana that is not educated. 

But, Mr. President, the six States in which was reserved the right 
to apply 2 per cent. of this fund under the direction of Congress in 
the construction of public works and improvements have never de- 
rived any benefit from that. With regard to Alabama, Mississippi, 
and Missouri there was not even a pretense or an effort in that direc- 
tion, and in 1832 the attempt to construct the great thoroughfare 
known as the National Road came to an untimely end. It had been 
built, it is true, through the States of Maryland, Virginia, and Penn- 
sylvania; it had reached the Ohio River; it was partially constructed 

ugh the State of Ohio, a section here and there; through Indiana 

no part of it was completed; a few bridges were built, a large amount 
of money expended in making embankments pre tory to the final 
completion of it by placing upon it the mac: ization, and left 
there a mud heap; and in Thin ois it was the same way. In 1835 the 
Government of the United States ceded to the States of Virginia, 
Maryland, and 8 the completed line within their limits, 
and also authorized the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois to take 
control of the line within their limits such as it was; but the com- 

leted line, that portion of it that had been built out of the public 
Treas , was ceded or ted by the General Government to the 
States within whose limits it lay; and thus this whole national enter- 
prise was broken up and any further pretense of carrying it into ex- 
ecution was utterly abandoned. I soppa that consideration had its 
operation upon the minds of those who were then in Congress when 
they passed the acts I shall cite, that have not been referred to b 
the Senator from Vermont, the first, the act of March 2, 1855, entitl 
An act to settle certain accounts between the United States and the 
State of Alabama:” 

That the Commissioner of the General Land Office be, and is hereby, required 

to state an account between the United States and the State of Alabama, for the 
urpose of ascertaining what sum or sums of money are due to said State, hereto- 
‘ore unsettled, under the sixth section of the act of March 2, 1819, for the admis- 
sion of Alabama into the Union ; and that he be required to include in said account 
the several reservations under the various treaties with the Chickasaw, Choctaw, 


and Creek Indians within the limits of Alabama, and allow and pay to the said 
State 5 per cent. thereon, as in case of other sales. 

And in 1857 the following act, An act to settle certain accounts 
between the United States and the State of Mississippi and other 
States: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Commissioner of the General Land Office be, and is 
hereby, required to state an account between the United States and the State of 
ee pi, for the purpose of ascertaining what sum or sums of money are due 
to said State, here unsettled, on account of the public lands in said State, 
and upon the same principles of allowance and settlement as prescribed in the 
“act to settle certain accounts between the United States and the State of Ala- 
bama,” approved March 2, 1855; and that he be required to include in said account 
the sev: reservations under the various treaties with the Chickasaw and Choc- 
taw Indians within the limits of Mississippi, and allow and pay to the said State 
* cent. thereon, as in case of other , estimating the lands at the value of 

‘See 2 ‘And be it further enacted, That the said Commissioner shall also state an 

account between the United States and each of the other States upon the same 

rinciples, and shall allow and pay to each State such amount as shall thus be 
d due, estimating all lands and permanent reservations at $1.25 per acre. 

An account was to be stated with all other States, and the other 
States thus referred to being inthe samecondition as Mississippi and 
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and IIlinois. 
in effect, declared that this 2 per 
cent. and the reservation of the right to appropriate it by Congress 


Alabama are the States of Ohio, Indi 
the Congress of the United § 


Thus in 1857 


in works of improvement should no longer 
of this Government, but that it should settle with the States and pa; 
them 5 per cent. of the proceeds of public lands, and that in doing 
so it should reckon permanent Indian reservations as sales, and the 
price to be fixed was $1.25 acre. The Government having in terms 
granted so much land to these icular tribes, for that is the lan- 

of the grants under which the reserves were made, these res- 
ervations were treated as sales. 

So you will see that as early as 1857 the Government discovered the 
impracticability of Congress ee e act in conjunction with 
a State in disposing of this 5 per cent. fund for the purposes for Which 
it was originally intended, and recognized the fact that the States 
themselves were the best administrators of the fund, that they were 
the proper authority to make application of it for the general benefit 
and common welfare of which we have heard so much from the Sena- 
tor from Vermont. Therefore, from 1857 down to the present time, and 
beginning even back of that, but certainly from that time down to 
the pran in ev State which has been admitted into the Union, 
the r cent. has reserved to be paid over to the State, to be 
used for the purposes therein designated, but to be paid to the State. 
This obligation to pay the whole of the 5 per cent. over to the State 
was first embraced in the act by which the constitution of the State 
of Michigan was recognized, for it is known that the State of Michi- 
gan organized her constitution and State government, not by any 
specific enabling act, but claiming the right to do it under the 
of the ordinance of 1787, claiming that she possessed the right under 
that ordinance, that it required no ons enabling act by 
But when the State was and admitted into the Union upon 
the constitution that she had formed under the authority as she con- 
ceived of the ordinance of 1787, then it was that Congress provided 
for the payment of the entire 5 per cent. over to the State, tobe used 
it is true for these public purposes that have been spoken of, but 
the payment was to be made to the State. 

Ar it will be remembered, was admitted at the same time 
and by virtue almost of the same act by which the State of Michigan 
was admitted. Florida and Iowa came in together, and their en- 
abling acts and the provisions and com between them and the 
Federal Government were of the same o cter. 

From the time of the admission of the State of Michigan down to 
the present time there has never been in a single act any division of 
the fund, but each State has been allowed to use that fund for the 
ted ae specified in it, for improvements if it was for improvements, 
or for common schools if it was for common schools, and there has 
never been any complaint on the part of the United States or any- 
body else that it has not been so used, and much more. 

But the of these enabling acts so far as this reservation is 
concerned is very much of the same character; itis 5 per cent. of the net 
proceeds of the sales of lands lying within the said Territory or State— 
the net proceeds of sales. Now this bill proposes—and that is all 
there is in it different from any other act that has ever been 
by Congress on this subject—to treat lands taken Pa by the location 
of land warrants issued to the soldiers of the United States, usually 
termed bounty warrants, as sales made by the Government. 

Before taking up and discussing that question I wish to call the 
attention of the Senate for a moment to the lan of the act under 
which the State of Indiana was admitted. After having set forthin 
five different specific provisions the terms and conditions under which 
the State of Indiana was to be admitted, it then goes on to say: 

provided always, That the five foregoing propositions, herein offered, are on 


And 
the conditions that the convention of the said shall phoney by an ordinance, 
irrevocable without the consent kang United e each 


ollowed as the policy 


This does not by express terms exempt the public lands from tax- 
ation while they remain public lands, but it does by implication, be- 
cause they are not to be taxed until five years after they have been 
entered, so that it by implication embraces the clause that is expressly 
contained in the enabling acts of those States which have omi 
this exemption of the taxation of 3 property. As appears by 
the act under which the State of Iowa was admitted she expressly 
stipulates that she will not tax the pono lands, nor will she in any 
manner interfere with the right of disposal of the same by the Gen- 
eral Government or the making of titles to them to any person who 
may acquire them from the General Government. 

A proposition was raised yesterday by a question asked by the Sen- 
ator from Florida of the Senator from Vermont as to whether the 
powe existed in the State government to tax the public lands held 

y the General Government within the limits of the State. The dis- 
tinguished Senator from Vermont gave it as his unqualified opinion 
that no such power existed, and yet he admitted that it was a ques- 
tion. It was thought to be a question of such moment as to be em- 
braced in the compact between the States and the General Govern- 
ment when they came to ask for admission—in almost every instance 
it was a question whether the General Government could be the pro- 

owner of lands within a State that was claimed to be sover- 
eign and hold them there exempt from taxation by its mere sovereign 


will and power, not holding them there in sovereign right as sovereign, 
but simply as a proprietary owner. It was an important question, 
and one that Congress aone it necessary to put at rest by e 
into a solemn compact with the States to be admitted that they sh: 
not attempt to exercise that pre 

The State of Ohio was the State formed out of the Northwest- 
ern Territory, and the same implied reservation was contained in the 
act under which she was admitted. The title of that act is “An act 
to enable the poopie of the eastern division of the territory north- 
west of the river Ohio to form a constitution and State government, 
and for the admission of such State into the Union on an equal foot- 
ing with the Sena States, and for other purposes; and the con- 
stitution formed by the people of Ohio and presented to Congress for 
its acceptance, and under which it was admitted as a State, declared: 

We, the people of the eastern division of the territory of United States north- 
west of the river Ohio, having the right of admission into the General Govern- 
ment as a member of the Union, t with the Constitution of the United 


the admission of such State into the Union polenta yr footing with the — — 
States, and for other p in order to justice, promote the 
oud orien ties, a maad aa bert. an Dar iaag tae ity, do ordain and 
blish the following constitution or form of government, and do mutually agree 
with each other to form ourselves into a free and State by name 
of the State of Ohio. 
Into a free and independent State by the name of the State of 
Ohio.” When Con on the one hand and the people of the east- 


ern division of the Northwestern Terri on the other were engaged 
in these solemn negotiations, and when the State of Ohio was to be 
admitted as a free and independent State, it became a matter of v 


considerable concern, it seems to me, to determine what powers 
what rights the Federal Government, the United States, that other 
88 that divided sovereignty with the people of the State of 
hio, could have over the lands within the limits of the State of 
Ohio. Therefore, when these States, inning with the State of 
Ohio and extending on through, solemnly garo up this contested 
question, settled this dispute in reference to the right to tax all prop- 
erty—for there is no higher right of sovereignty, no one more neces- 
sary to be preserved than the right of taxation—gave up the 1 
to control in any manner or to interfere in any manner with the Uni 
States in the disposition of almost the whole territory out of which 
these States were formed, and gave up the right also to tax it, not 
merely while it was in the hands of the Federal Government and 
while it was held by it as a proprietary owner, but to still continue 
that exemption for five years from the time it was sold, it seems to 
me that the very fact that there was such a question and it was thus 
settled disposed of the whole controversy. Now, as to whetherthese 
compacts stood upon any sufficient ground or not 
Mr. JONES, of Florida, Will the Senator from Indiana, in that 
connection, allow me to read a short extract from Mr. Justice Wood- 


bir de 
. McDONALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida, He says: 


‘or objects spe 
ts and remedies in relation to it are 
other landholders within the State. 

Mr. McDONALD. I do not pretend on this occasion to undertake | 
to settle that question. I say that the people of the several States 
that have been admitted into the Union under these compacts set- 
tléd the question with the Federal Government by compact and 
agreement, and when they gave up ee right the Government agreed 
that on the sales of these public lands, thus ayes the right to dis- 
pose of them unobstructed and untrammeled by State legislation, 5 
per cent. should be devoted to the benefit of the people of the State. 

ere is where the benefit was to go, to the people of the State. It 
is true that the improvements they were required to invest the money 
in, the educational institutions they were called br — to establish, 
might be participated in by the citizens of other States when the 
came to travel within those States, or if they should be domicil 
there for the 8 of receiving the superior educational advan- 
tages held out to them, precisely as the people of the older States have 
always benefited by these new and young and growing States. It was 
no bad advice, an advice that has often been followed, that Horace 
Greeley ore to the young man who consulted him,“ Go West, young 
man, and grow up with the country.” 

These Territories had to be peopled ; the slow process of the mere 
increase of population within a particular settlement or community 
was not rapid enough ; and if any section of this country derived 

ial benefit from these unoccupied public lands, from the wide fi 
that was opened iu the West for enterprise and energy, it has been our 
friends in the Eastern States; and it seems to me that it is not very 
just for them to undertake to tax us now because we desire to have 
the compact that we entered into fairly executed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. With the consent of the Senator 
from Indiana, who gives way for the purpose, I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours and fifty-two min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at five 
o'clock and forty-seven minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 11, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. O’CONNOR, by unanimous consent, reported back, with amend- 
ments, from the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, the bill 
(H. R. No. 1513) providing for the judicial ascertainment of claims 
against the United States; which, with the accompanying report, was 
ordered to be printed and recommitted, not to be brought back on a 
motion to reconsider. 

PLEURO-PNEUMONIA. 


Mr. ROBINSON, by unanimous consent, presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Massachusetts, concerning the extirpation of pleuro- 
pneumonia; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD. They are as follows: 


tilent, coni 
stock in no eee che 


an 

Whereas the Commonwealth of Massachusetts having in former years expended 
many thousands of di in this plague among the cattle in her own 
peres; whereby this disease wi territory was entirely exterminated : 


as 
tion of cattle between the several States, and also grant 


your wisdom may be 
22 8 
us and threa‘ and thereby avert a 4 
Resolved, That a co] 7 cf lnle memorial be transmitted by the Secretary of this 
Commonwealth to of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


SENATE, January 27, 1880. 


Passed. 
Sent down for concurrence. 
S. N. GIFFORD, Olerk. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 30, 1880. 
GEO. A, MARDEN, Clerk. 

SECRETARY'S DEPARTMENT, 

Boston, February 9, 1880. 


Concurred. 


A true 3 
N 
HENRY B. PEIRCE, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 


OCEAN NATIONAL BANK OF NEW YORK, 


Mr. BUCKNER. Lask unanimous consent that the evidence taken 
by the Committee on Banking and Currency in the investigation of 
the affairs of the Ocean National Bank of New York be printed for the 
use of that committee. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


GERMAN NATIONAL BANK OF CHICAGO. 


Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, sub- 
mitted the following report; which was read, and, on motion of Mr, 
Price, ordered to be printed and laid on the table: 


The Committee on Banking and Currency, te whom the subject was referred, 
submitted the following rere 

On the 4th day of June, 1879, the House adopted the following: 

“ Resolved, That the Committee on king and Currency be, and they are hereby. 
instructed and directed to investigate the affairs of the Ocean National Bank of 


New York and of the German National Bank of Chicago, and 5 to inquire 
into the t of the assets of the respective receivers of said banks and 
the conduct of any officer of the Government touching the said receiverships, or 


tion of the assets of said that purpose that 
shall have power to 
d pay 5 55 emplo: 

a clerk and praade danie sit during the recess of Congress at Ci 


thereof as ma; 
the House to 


In compliance with whi 
NER, 9 Mr. Lounsprry, and Mr. Price visited Chicago on the 16th day 


Mr, Edmund Jessen ce aa as attorney for the petitioners at whose instance 
the investigation was as 
man 


erence to all the matters complained of, and also 
bank; in which 

eee itr be of all the es ny poe ay ve 
sive rregulari been practi conduc: oa 
Sank’ and that the marmar of keeping the books had be ~ 


en of such ac as 
to make it very difficult for even an expert accountant to ascertain the nature of 


the transactions. These irregularities were so numerons and 80 N pie as to im- 
22 the minds of your committee with a suspicion that possibly they were inten- 
o expert 


„ The of one of the witnesses, who was introduced as an 
bookkeeper, is, ink they have been kept ina way loose manner; in making 
examina’ character ;"’ and again he 


concerned, the letters put in 
stand indicate a 8 on the paeo these oflicers to protect the rights of the 
8 aud W of the 00 

ergy might have been exercised to a 

teea fair constrnction of the law would . — 


in tin, 
of 
books of the bank by which good assets were used to pay 
the bank. Such transfi 
lutely void. 
At the time of the failure of the bank in December, 1877, its affairs, as ap 
from the testimony, were put into the hands of a managing committee consisting 
of Henry Greenebaum, the 3 with the vice-president and cashier of the 
bank, and this committee had entire control of its rs until December, 1878, and 
during all of this year, as appears from the testimony, Henry Greenebaum was 
really the man and controlled the assets of the bank, and it was d 
this time that the assets of the bank shrunk from what he said was 80 or 90 
cent. of its par value to nearly nothing. In one instance the testimony of Mr. 
Flower is that the bank lost $20,000 and that Henry Greenebaum got the money. 
The overdrafts of the ns doing business with the bank were allowed to run 
up sometimes to nearly $100,000, for which there was no security, and in addition 
to this memorandums on slips of paper, made by Henry Greenébaum, amounting 
to $15,000, were counted as cash. 
The whole secret of the trouble with the German National Bank of Chicago, as 
disclosed by the testimony, has arisen from the fact that the directors whose sworn 
duty it was to watch over and the interests of the stockholders and credit- 


ors of the bank have 2 ed to attend to their duty, but have allowed one or 
men to m: e its affairs and handle its funds as they saw proper; and if the 
ereditors of a mal bank have not now the right of — fes at common law, or in 


unity, against a board of directors who by wrong action or neglect of duty cause 
—— elde or creditor, then the ioe should be so rer as to give that 


remedy. 

As Ak evidence that there was gross negligence on the part of those whose sworn 
duty it was to see that the bank was conducted according to law, if indeed it did 
not amount to a criminal wrong, your committee call attention to the fact that on 
the 6th of December, 1877, the books of the bank did not show any overdrafts, while 
a balance-sheet oe erent fe soe tere oe the bank on the same day showed an 
‘or asking this investigation by Congress, as disclosed by the peti- 
tion presented to the House, presupposed agement if not cximinal — 
agement of the affairs of the bank by some of its officers, as well as a è of fail- 
ure on the part of the Comptroller of the Currency to initiate a criminal prosecu- 
3 hi meget delinquents, and an indisposition on the part of the receiver to 

0 a © 

It appears that when application was made to the Comptroller, embodying the 
— 1 — against officers of dne that he goap referred the matter to the 
Solicitor of the Treasury, and that he, with the assent of the Attorney-General, 
directed the United States attorney for the northern district of Illinois to lay the 
eee Datore o cage ; but at the time this order was made there was no 
grand sary in on, and shortly thereafter the attorney for the Government re- 
signed position and a successor had been appointed but a short time before the 
committee met at Chicago. No p: examination of the charges against the 
bank officers had been made nor had any arrests been made with a view to such 

reliminary examination. But your committee have learned that since the inves- 

these ch N eyew the late president have been presented to the first 
the order of the Solicitor of the Treas 7 e be 
to bail and his case will be ready for trial at the next term of the court. 

Your committee reaflirm the leading and principal cause of the failure of 
this bank is found in the fact that the directors utterly failed in their duty to watch 
over the affairs of the bank, and we recommend that the national bank act be so 
amended as tò hold to a more strict accountability all directors, and also that the 
stockholders, whose business it is to elect directors, should in no case be relieved 


from personal responsibility to the creditors of their bank until they shall have 
age aak oniy the amount of stock held by them, but also an additional sum equal 


JOSEPH CLYMER. 

Mr. BRIGHT, by unanimous consent, reported back, with a favora- 
ble recommendation, from the Committee of Claims, the bill (H. R. 
No. 2705) for the relief of Joseph Clymer, of Texas; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

E. J. GURLEY. 

Mr. BRIGHT also. by unanimous consent, reported, from the same 
committee, a bill (H . No. 4418) for the relief of E. J. Gurley, of 
McLennan County, Texas; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DIMICK BUTLER. È 

Mr. BURROWS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4419) granting a pension to Dimick Butler, late private Company 
K, Thirteenth Michigan Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


BEAUFORT C. LEE. 
Mr. BURROWS also, by unanimous consent, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was referred to the Committee of Claims: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and is hereby, 

authorized and directed 3 C. Lee the sum of $150 for services ren- 

dered in the Doorkeeper’s department from October 15, 1877, to December 31, 1877, 

kaan above sum to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House of Representa- 
ves. 


TERM OF COURT AT LINCOLN, NEBRASKA. 


Mr. VALENTINE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4420) to provide for the holding of terms of courts at Lincoln, 


1880. 
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Nebraska, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 


printed 
EULOGIES ON THE LATE ZACHARIAH CHANDLER. 

Mr. HAYES, from the Committee on Printing, reported back a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 75) to print the eulogies delivered in the two 
Houses of Congress on the late Zachariah Chandler, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The joint resolution, which was read, provides that 12,000 copies of 
the eulogies delivered in the two Houses of Congress upon the late 
Zachariah Chandler be printed, 8,000 copies for the use of the House 
of Representatives and 4,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall have printed the portrait of Mr. 
Chandler to accompany the same; and that for defraying the expense 
of procuring the said portrait the sum of $500 is appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading ; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAYES moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE RUSH CLARK. 

Mr. HAYES also, from the same committee, reported back a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 200) for printing the eulogies delivered in the 
House of Representatives upon Hon. Rush Clark, deceased, with a 
recommendation that it do pass. 

The joint resolution, which was read, provides that 9,000 7 of 
the eulogies delivered in the two Houses of Con upon the late 
Rush Clark be printed, 6,000 copies for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and 3,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury have printed the portrait of Mr. Clark to ac- 
company the same; and for the defraying the expense of procuring 
the said portrait the sum of $500, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, is hereby os aie out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropria 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; aae being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, 

Mr HAYES moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ASCERTAINMENT OF VALUE OF FOREIGN COINS. 

Mr, WARNER, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, reported back, as a substitute for House Dill No. 3846, a bill (H. 
R. No. 4421) to amend section 3564 of the Revised Statutes; which 
was read a first and second time, ordered to be printed, and recom- 
mitted. 

MONETARY COMMISSION REPORT. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back ad- 
versely a resolution to pos 5,000 extra copies of the United States 
Monetary Commission Report; which was laid upon the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business being demanded, 
the morning hour begins at twelve o’clock and thirty minutes. The 
unfinished business is the bill (H. R. No. 4219) to amend sections 1, 2, 
3, and 10 of an act to determine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts 
of the United States, and to regulate the removal of causes from State 
courts, and for other p , approved March 3, 1875, on which the 
gentleman from Indiana i Mr. NEW] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. NEW. Mr. Speaker, I shall not occupy much time with my re- 
marks, but I am so partial to the provisions of the bill now before the 
House that I am unwilling that its consideration should be concluded 
without saying something in favor of its passage. That there should 
be some change made in existing laws affecting the jurisdiction of 
the circuit courts of the United States is, I believe, conceded. What 
alterations can be wisely made is the question and er rk Mak all 
who feel any considerable interest in the subject. I believe, Mr. 
Speaker, that this bill will be found to go very far toward remedy- 
ing some of the more conspicuous evils and that there will be but lit- 
tle opposition to it when fully understood. 

As we all know, the original jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, as also its power to receive = Er jurisdiction, is 
created by the Constitution; while the j iction and judicial 
power of the inferior Federal courts do not come immediately from 
the Constitution, but are conferred by Con, by virtue of the au- 
thority given to Congress by the Constitution to ordain and estab- 
lish courts inferior to the Supreme Court. It follows, therefore, that 
the extent, so to speak, of the appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme 
Court and the jurisdiction of the inferior Federal courts, whether 
original or acquired indirectly by removal from the State courts, is 
all defined and regulated by Congress. Congress must, by its laws, 
say how much of the judicial power not vested by the Constitution 
in the Supreme Court shall be exercised by the inferior Federal 


The principal acts of Congress affecting the jurisdiction of the cir- 
cuit court of the United States, so far as the same are of interest or 
importance in connection with this bill, are the acts of September 24, 
1789, July 27, 1866, March 2, 1867, section 640 of the Revised Statutes, 
and the act of March 3, 1875. I do not include or of the en- 
larged jurisdiction of the circuit court of the United States, resulting 
from the right to remove causes from the State courts, arising under 
the civil-rights and elective-franchise laws, or the removal of causes 
from the State courts in cases of prosecution inst revenue officers 
of the United States and against officers and other persons acti 
under the registration laws, &c. These laws I shall not speak o 
because they are in no wise affected by the bill under consideration. 

The bill makes no change whatever in the criminal jurisdiction of 
the circuit court of the United States as it was under the act of 1789 
and as it is now under the act of March 3, 1875. 

Gentlemen are well informed, no doubt, as to the vi t ad- 
ditional original civil jurisdiction conferred by the act of 1875 
the circuit court of the United States. The civil jurisdiction of that 
court prior to the act of 1875, was original cognizance concurrent 
with the courts of the several States of all suits of a civil nature at 
common law or in equity, where the matter in dispute exceeded, ex- 
clusive of costs, the sum or value of $500, and the United States were 
plaintiffs or petitioners; or a suit in which an alien was a party, or 
where the suit was between a citizen of the State where the suit was 
brought and a citizen of another State. Thefive-hundred-dollar clause 
applied as well to suits in which the United States were plaintiffs 
or petitioners as to suits in which aliens or citizens of different States 
were parties. 

But by the act of 1875 this original civil jurisdiction of the circuit 
court has been n limit of the power vested in Congress 
in that regard by the Constitution. Besides the jurisdiction already 
named, the act of 1875 extends the jurisdiction of the circuit court to 
all cases arising under the Constitution or laws of the United States, 
or treaties made, or which shall be made under their authority; also 
to all suits in which there shall be a controversy between citizens of 
the same State claiming lands under grants from different States; as 
also to suits where there is a controversy between citizens of a State 
and foreign states, citizens or subjects. And unlike the act of 1789, 
it does not require in suits between citizens of different States that 
one of the parties shall be a citizen of the State in which suit is 
brought. On the contrary, it permits a suit between citizens of dif- 
ferent States to be brought in a circuit court of the United States in 
a State of which neither party is a citizen; and provision is made 
for theremoval from the State courts to the circuit courts of the United 
States of all suits or controversies of which the latter courts have con- 
current jurisdiction with the State courts; and the removal may be 
by either plaintiff or defendant. 

It will be observed that under this bill, as by the act of 1875, the 
United States can sue in its own courts for any amount. 

The first change proposed to be made by this bill in the act of 1875 
is to require the sum or value of the matter in dispute to exceed, ex- 
clusive of interest and costs, the sum of $2, instead of $500 exclus- 
ive of costs. I believe this increase of the sum or value in dispute to 
be one of the best provisions in the bill. No good reason in my judg- 
ment can be urged against it. The increase from five hundred to two 
thonsand dollars should be made for the same reason that caused the 
same Con that passed the act of 1875 to pass another act at the 
same session, which provided that an appeal should not be had from 
the circuit to the Supreme Court, unless the amount involved exceeded 
$5,000. The minimum amount before that was $2,000. 

The change from five hundred to two thousand dollars is not out 
of proportion to the growth of our population and wealth since 1789. 
Within the last two decades the history of the jurisdiction of the 
Federal courts has been one of constant and rapid growth; so much 
so that you hear from judges of all those courts the opinion exp 
that the districts, circuits, and judicial force must be multiplied, and 
an intermediate appellate court created, unless something can be 
done to check the surging tide of litigation with which these courts 
are being overflowed. 

Although our population has increased more perhaps than fifteen- 
fold since 1789, our wealth still more, and sy oe in even greater 
proportion, yet the three circuits of 1789 have been added to by only 
six. Itis true that the districts and district courts have been in- 
creased in a larger proportion. But those courts have had all the; 
could do, the district judges doing ARN circuit court duty in ad- 
dition to holding their own courts. This has come from the over- 
loaded condition of the circuit court dockets, and also from the — 
desire on the part of the poopie and Congress not to enlarge the Fed- 
eral judicial force beyond the strictest necessity. 

It has also come from the fact that the litigations of the 
country have been in the circuit courts of the United States, and the 
judges of those courts have had their time mostly occupied in the 
trial of those causes. Iknow thatthe number of cases on the circuit 
court dockets have been reduced by the repeal of the bankrupt law. 
But the actual work of the judges has not been lightened in anythin 
like the same ratio, for as we all know most of the bankrupt wor 
was done by the registers in bankruptcy. 

If this bill becomes a law, it will be found very soon afterward 
that the very best results have followed its enactment. Our State 


courts will be able to dispose of the additional labor imposed upon 
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them, and even if after a time it should result in an increase of the 
State judicial force, the people would gladly consent, so burdened, 
harassed, and oppressed have they been by the inconvenience, delays, 
and increased expense incident to trials in the Federal courts. Worse 
than this, sir, the citizen often abandoning outright or surrendering 
a just demand or paying a fraudulent one rather than employ ex- 
pensive counsel through long and vexatious litigation in a ederal 
court, frequently more than one hundred miles from his home, and 
among strangers. here I may say that which will not be de- 
nied: the very best and highest order of legal ability can be found 
in all the State courts, not only on the bench but at the bar. The 
decisions of the highest courts in the States are gladly consulted and 
cited as authority by the judges of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. Law books, including reports both State and national, haye 
so multiplied and are so cheap and easy of access, that Phen will scarcely 
find a county seat in the Union, where, with the in astry that char- 
acterizes the American bench and bar, the law and latest authority 
eannot be produced on the trial of any cause. 

I have y referred to the removal of causes from the State 
courts to the circuit court of the United States, as one of the sources 
of the enlargement of the jurisdiction of the latter court, and I would 
be glad, before finishing my remarks as to other features of the bill, 
to have the attention of the House while I more definitely now 
to that part of the bill which relates to the removal of suits from 
State courts. . 

As I have already said, the bill does not disturb existing laws as 
to the removal of causes from the State courts arising under laws 
relating to civil rights, the elective franchise, revenue officers, or 
other officers of the United States. 

By the act of 1789 the right of removal was limited to defendants 
who were citizens of States other than those in which the suit was 
brought, and the petition for removal was to be filed at the 
time of a to the suit. And this act was always construed 
by the Supreme Court to mean that there could be no removal un- 
less all the plaintiffs were citizens of the State in which the suit 
was brought and all the defendants citizens of another State or 

tes 


The act of 1866 amended that of 1789, so as to allow a non-resident 
defendant to remove the suit as to himself, even if there were other 
defendants in the suit who were citizens of the State in which the 
suit was brought, provided it was a suit instituted or prosecuted for 
the restraining or enjoining him; orif the suit was one 
in whic there could be a final determination of the controversy so 
far as it concerned him, without the presence of the other defendants. 
By this act the petition for removal could be filed at any time before 
the trial or final hearing of the cause, And the plaintiffs were allowed 
to proceed without prejudice in the State courts against the other 
defendants. 

The act of 1866 is probably still in force, for it does not seem to be 
in conflict with that part of the act of 1875, which says, that where 
there shall be a e e Taon is wholly between citizens of differ- 
ent States and which can be fully determined as between them, then 
either one or more of the plaintiffs or defendants, actually interested 
in such controversy may remove such suit into the circuit court of 
the United States. In other words, if a case should arise such as is 
described and provided for by the act of 1866, but not within the let- 
ter of that part of the act of 1875 to which I have just referred, re- 
moval by a defendant could probably yet be had as to himself alone 
under the act of 1866, and if that right under the act of 1866 was not 
taken away by the act of 1875, it would seem to remain under this 
bill, although it will be observed that the bill now under consider- 
ation alters the language which I have quoted from the act of 1875 
by dropping the word “ plaintiffs.” 

The act of 1867 also ted the right of removal to actions between 
a citizen of a State where the suit was brought and a citizen of another 
State. But it made a radical change in one other respect. Before 
that the Haut of removal was restricted to the non-resident defendant 
upon the theory that the plaintiff having selected his forum should 
abide by it. The act, however, provid 
State than that in which the suit was brought, whether plaintiff or 
defendant, might have a removal of the cause if he made affidavit 
that he had reason to believe and did believe that from prejudice or 
local influence he would not be able to obtain justice in such State 
court and filed his petition for removal on that ground at any time 
before the trial or hearing of the suit. 

The bill now under consideration contains a similar provision as to 
prejudice or local influence. It thus a Mr. S. er, that prior 
to the act of 1875, with the exception of the removal allowed to either 

arty on account of prejudice or local influence, under the act of 1867, 
the right of removal was limited to non-residents who were defend- 
ants 5 585 instituted by citizens of the States in which the suit 
was bro ` 

This brings me to speak more particularly of removal of causes 
from the State courts under the act of 1875. By it removal is coex- 
tensive with the civil jurisdiction of the circuit co and the privi- 
lege is not limited in any instance to defendants, but exists in favor 
of plaintiffs as well. By this bill the plaintiff can in no case re- 
move his suit except on account of udice or local influence as 
already explained. If the amendment of the from Texas 
[Mr. CULBERSON] shall be adopted, as I assume it will be and 


that a citizen of another | ad: 


ought to be, then there may be removal by resident as well as non- 
resident defendants whenever it is made to appear from the ap- 
plication for removal that the defense 3 in whole or in part 
upon a correct construction of some provision of the Constitution or 
law of the United States or treaty made by their authority. 

The act of 1875 provides that the petition for removal can be filed 
before or at the term at which the cause can be first tried and before 
the trial, while this bill requires the petition to be filed at = time 
before the defendant is required by the laws of the State or the rule 
of the State court in which the suit is brought to answer or plead to 
the declaration or complaint of the plaintiff. 

It is the unanimous judgment, I believe, of the Judic Commit- 
tee that the privilege of removing a suit from the State to the Federal 
court ought to be, from eray consideration of reason and fair play, 
allowed to the defendant only; and that whether it be the General 
Government, a corporation, a private citizen, or an alien, they having 
once as plaintiffs selected the forum, should be held to the choice 
made with the exception already stated. And such has been the judg- 
ment of Congress from the 24th of September, 1789, the date of 
the judiciary act, to March 3, 1875. 

e departure from that rule allowed by the latter act, has been 
the most fruitful source that the ingenuity of the law-maker could 
devise, although not so intended, for the bringing of suits without 
merie 5 delay of trials without good cause, and the oppression of 

© people. 

For the first time since the foundation of the Government, the 
plaintiff, by the act of 1875, is permitted to bring his suit in the circuit 
court of the United States in a State of which neither he nor the 

ndant is a citizen. This bill requires that, in all controversies 
be citizens of different States, suits shall be brought onlyin the 
district of the residence of either the plaintiff or defendant, and this 
is precisely as it should be. 

eact of 1875 provide that no circuit or district court of the 
United States shall have cognizance of any suit founded on contract 
in favor of an assignee unless the suit might have been prosecuted 
in such court to recover thereon if no assignment had been made. 
omer’ suits on 5 negotiable by the law merchant 
and bills of exchange. is bill excepts only foreign bills of ex- 
change, and the bill in that respect is like the act of 1789. 

The evil that. this modification is intended to and will remedy is 
so well understood, that I need not do more than call attention to 
the fact that hundreds of thousands of dollars of indebtedness, evi- 
denced by promissory notes payable to order or bearer, and there- 
fore ey re le by the law merchant, and which could not be sued on 
in the Federal courts by the payees if they were citizens of the same 
States with the makers, are transferred by indorsement, before ma- 
turity, to non-residents, who sue the makers in the Federal courts, 
well knowing that the defendants, however wronged, ch or 


defrauded in the making of the F. or contract sued on, be 
less likely to defend in the Federal courts than in the State courts. 
This bill further provides as follows: 


That the circuit courts of the United States shall not take original cognizance 
of any suit of a civil nature, either at common 1 


Tal or organized by or under the laws of any State a 
State in which such corporation, at time the canso of action acerued, may 


. act to take 
or shall any such suit between such a 


That is to say,in a case such as is here named the corporation would, 
for the P of that suit, be deemed to be a citizen of the State 
in which it had been ing on business, and of which the defendant 
was a citizen. I cannot doubt but this provision will commend itself 
to all. Gentlemen will see that this is of the utmost importance to 
fair dealing and anim administration of justice. It will have 
the effect to make all kinds of corporations careful to contract fair 
and ly with the people. I say it will tend to the imparti 
ion of justice also, because the corporation, having found 
it to be the best policy to take no unconscionable advantage of the 
citizen in the beginning, will not re it necessary to have unfair 
advantage upon the trial in order that it may secure a just finding 
or verdict, and the people thereafter having been dealt with honor- 
ably in the main by corporations, and having equal advantages in the 
forum of trial, will rapidly divest themselves of the bias and preju- 


dice now so stron, corporations. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND of Lille Would it interrupt my friend if I 
were to ask him a question ? 

Mr. NEW. I would prefer not to be interrupted. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not believe there can be any serious doubt as to 
the constitutionality of that part of the bill which I have just quoted. 
I know, sir, that the Supreme Court has held that a corporation was 
a citizen of the State that created it, and therefore within the clause 
of the Constitution which extends the judicial power of the Federal 
courts to controversies between citizens of different States. Butitdoes 
notfollow by any means that Congress may not eee e 
a ration organized under the laws of any State to sue in the State 
co under the circumstances named in that of the bill which I 
have just read. With as much and more _ lity, reason, and force 
might it be said that that part of section 11 of the act of 1789 is uncon- 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


815 


stitutional, which provided that no district or circuit court of the 
United States should have cognizance of any suit to recover the con- 
tents of any promissory note or other chose in action in favor of an 
assignee, unless suit might have been prosecuted in such court to 
recover thereon if no assignment had been made. The purpose and 
effect of that restriction was to compel the assignee to sue the maker 
of the note in the State courts of the latter, unless the payee could 
have sued iu the Federal courts. If the payee and maker were citi- 
zens of the same State, the latter could not be sued by the former in 
the Federal courts, and under the act of 1789 the assignee, although 
a citizen of another State, could nót sue in the Federal courts if his 
indorsor or assignor could not. The fact thata suit between the as- 
signee and the maker of the note was a suit “between a citizen of 
the State where the suit was brought and a citizen of another State,” 
gave to the assignee no right that the payee did not have. : 

This illustration presents the constitutional oe fairly ; for in 
a suit against the maker of a note, the cause of action, amount to be 
recovered, and all else involved, so far as he was concerned, was oe 
cisely the same whether sued by the payee or the assi e 
only difference would be that if sued by the payee the suit would be 
by a citizen of his own State, and if sued by the assignee the suit 
would be by a citizen of another State. 

The Supreme Court, in the case of Sheldon etal, vs. Sill, 8. Howard, 
page 441, held that portion of the act of 1789 to which I have referred, 
to be constitutional. 

I quote from the opinion as follows : 

to notice in this case is whether the 


The only question which it will be 

circuit court had jurisdiction. Sill, the comp! t below, a citizen of New York, 
filed his bill = cireuit court of the United States for Shel- 
recover 


to recover the contents of any pro note or other chose in in favor of 
an ee, unless a suit might have been prosecuted in such court to recover the 
contents, if no ment had been ex in foreign bills of ex- 


made, cases of 
change. The third article of the Constitution declares that the judicial power 
of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme Court and such inferior courts 
as the Congress may from time to time ordain and establish." ‘The second section 
oor ail cco A aa wail E . EAA A A 
wer ave ce, and, amon; ers, “con es 
esos of different States.” It has been all Hote this restriction of the judi- 
ciary act with regard to assignees of choses in action is in conflict with this pro- 
vision of the Constitution, and therefore void. It must be admitted that if the 
Constitution had ordained and established the inferior courts and distributed to 
them their ve powers they could not be restricted or divested by Congress ; 
but as it has made no such distribution, one of two 


consequences must result— 
either that each inferior court created by Con, must exercise all the judicial 
wers not given to the Supreme Court, or that Con; ha the power to 


establish R must define their respective ictions. The of these 
inferences has never been asserted and could not be defended with any show of 
ane a LE noh ae ee nlds COL enue TOOT aa A BOSSIRary Camaro wae 

and it would seem to follow aving a o presc: ma’ 
creation jurisdiction of 5 of the enumerated pa 


conferred on another or withheld from all. e Constitution has defined the limits 
of the judicial power of the United States, but has 5 how much of it 
itatute Dales does pre- 


tution, 
been the doctrine held 


between citizens of differ- 
laintiff a right to sue in the circuit court, 


notwithstanding he was an assignee the restriction of the eleventh section 
of the judi yact. But the court said: “ The political truth is that the disposal 
of the judicial power (except in a few: in belongs to Congress; 
and Con; is not bound to the jurisdiction of the Fed courts to every 
subject in every form which the Constitution might warrant.” This decision was 
e in 1799. Since that time the same doctrine has been nentl pagent 
‘endall vs. 


this as may be seen in McIntire vs. Wood, 7 Cranch, 506; 
States, 12 Peters 616; Cary ve. Curtis, 3 Howard, 245. 

I need not comment upon or farther refer to the opinion just read 
from to show how exactly it meets in every respect the constitutional 
question of which I have been speaking. 

I now wish to read from 3 Howard, e 245, one of the authori- 
ties referred to in the case from which I have read in 8 Howard: 


Secondly, in the doctrine so often ruled in this court, that the judicial power of 
the United States, al h it has its ori in the Constitution, is 3 in 
enumerated instances, applicable exclusively to this court) dependent its dis- 
tribution and organization, and for the modes of its exercise, entirely upon the action 
of Congress, who the sole power of creating the tribunals (inferior to the 
Hed 4 59 Court) for the exercise of the judicial power, and of investing them with 
Jor sdiction either limited, concurrent, or exclusive, and of withholding jurisdiction 

m them in the exact degrees and character which to Congress may seem proper 
for the public good. To deny this position would be to elevate the judicial over 
the legislative branch of the Government and to give to the former powers limited 
by its own discretion merely. It follows, then, that the courts created by statute 
must look to the statute as the warrant for their authority; certainly they cannot 
g beyond the statute and assert an authority with which they may not be invested 

y it, or which may be clearly denied to them. This argument is in no wise im- 
paired by admitting that tire near power shall extend to all cases arising under 
the Constitution and laws of the United States. Perfectly consistent with such 
an admission is the truth that the organization of the judicial power, the defini- 
tion and distribution of the subjects of jurisdiction in the Federal tribunals, and 
the modes of their action and authority have been, and of right must be, the work 
of the Legislature. The existence of the judicial act itself, with its several sup- 
es furnishes unanswerable on this point. The courts of the United 

are all limited in their nature and constitution, and have not the powers in- 
herent in courts existing by prescription or by the common law, 


I will now read from the case of Turner vs. Bank of North America, 
4 Dallas, page 10: 

A cirenit court, however, is of limited 
cases generally, but only of afew 

estes te eek with — to a court of general jurisdiction, that 
m is not as a x a 

canse is within its jurisdiction unless the contrary appears, but rather that a cause 
is without its jurisdiction till the contrary appears. 

pacing, argument of this case Chase, Justice, interrupted counsel 
and said: 

The notion has 8 been entertained that the Federal courts derived their 


risdiction, and has cognizance, not of 
8 a small 


judicial power imm: from the Constitution; but the political truth is, that 

the disposal of the judicial power 8 in a few — instances) to 
If has given the power to this court we it, not other- 

wise; and if Congress has not given the to us or to any other court, it still 

remains at the legislative Congress is not , and it would 

perhaps be inexpedient to — ction of the courts to every 

subject, in every form which the Constitution might warrant. 

See also 2 Paine, 501. 


The case of the Insurance Company vs. Morse, reported in 20 Wal- 
lace, page 445, which is sometimes cited as bearing on this question, 
is not at all in point. 

A statute of the State of Wisconsin enacted, that any insurance 
company organised or incorporated under the laws of any other State 
should not do business in that State, unless such company would 
agree not to remove from the courts of that State to the Federal 
courts, suits to which it was a party. The insurance company so 

, but afterward violated the agreement, and the Supreme 

Court held that both the statute and ment were void. The 
State of Wisconsin undertook to con with the insurance com- 
pany that the latter should not take the benefit of a law of Con- 
gress which gave the sompany the right of removal. The Supreme 
ourt liken it to a case of a citizen of New York entering into an 
ent with the State of Wisconsin that in no event would he 

resort to the courts of that State or the Federal courts within it to 
protect his rights of property. They say that a man cannot barter 
away his life, or his freedom, or his substantial rights. That he can- 
not bind himself in advance by an agreement to forfeit his rights at 
all times and on all occasions whenever the case may be presented. 

In the case referred to, the insurance n derived its right of 
removal from an act of Con and would have had no such priv- 
ilege without it. e * to give or withhold it. It 
was not a right given by the Constitution, except in so far as Con- 

had the constitutional power to grant or deny it. That provis- 
ion of the bill which I am now considering takes away a privilege now 
i A but it must be remembered that the change is made by Con- 
gress, power which granted the privilege in the first place. 

The acts of 1789 and 1875 have both required that the amount in con- 
troversy should exceed $500 before the circuit court could have juris- 
diction concurrent with the State courts, and yet it is not pretended 
that this is an unconstitutional limitation or restriction of the right 
of jection 640 is 8 sd by this bill, I f the act of July 

tion is re y this t is a part of the 0 
27, 1868, and reads as follows: 

Any suit commenced in any court other than a circuit or district court of the United 
States st any corporat other than a banking corporation, under 
© United States, or against any member thereat? as such member for any 


liability of such or of such member as a member thi 
ged lity rporation, m 


co) 
removed in the circuit court for the district where such suit is - 
verified 


„ upon the petition of such defendant, by stating that such 
iy arte Saat "Rack ra oe ae te hoe 
the provisions of the preceding section. -i 

If the amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] 
is adopted, rations as well as natural persons, including national- 
banking associations, will have the right of removal from the State 
courts, if it be made to sppe. from the application for removal that 
the defense in whole or in part, depends upon a correct construction 
of some provision of the Constitution, or law of the United States or 
treaty made by their authority; provided, of course, that the sum or 
value in dispute exceeds $2,000 exclusive of interest and costs. 

Section 640 should be repealed, therefore—first, because the pres- 
ent bill, with the amendment of the gentleman from T will pro- 
vide for removal by corporations, whether resident or non-resident, 
where the defense is of the kind named in that section; second, 
because that section permits removal by the plaintiff as well as de- 
fendant, and without re; to the amount in dispute, and therefore 
would be in conflict with this bill in that respect. 

There can be no unfairness or hardship to corporations organized 
under the laws of the United States, in the re of section for 
under section 709 of the Revised Statutes the Supreme Court of the 
United States may reverse, affirm, or modify, upon writ of error, the 
judgment or decree of the highest State court, without regard to the 
sum or value in dispute, where any right is involved under the Con- 
stitution, or laws, or treaties of the United States. That section isin 
the following words: 

A final jud 
a decision in 
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either party, under such Constitution, , Statute, commission, or authority, 
may be re-examined and reversed or affirmed in the Supreme Court upon a writ of 
error. The writ shall have the same effect as if the judgment or decree com- 
plained of had been rendered or passed in a court of the United States; and the 
proceeding upon the reversal shall be the same, except that the Supreme Court 
may, at their discretion, proceed to a final decision of the case, and award execu- 

or remand the same to the court from which it was so removed. 

o Supreme Court may reaflirm, rev modify, or affirm the judgment or de- 
cree of such State court, and may, at their on, award execution, or remand 
the same to the court from which it was removed by the writ. 


It certainly is as fair to corporations organized under the laws of 


the United States to be permitted to go from the highest State court: 


to the Supreme Court of the Uni States, withont regard to the 
gum or value in dispute, as to be prohibited from appealing from the 
circuit court of the United States to the Supreme Court, unless the 
amount involved exceeds $5,000. 

I have attempted with the fewest and in the pinnen words possi- 
ble, to explain to the House the provisions of the bill under con- 
sideration, and to suggest some of the reasons which have operated 
upon my own mind and caused me to look upon the bill with great 
favor. I am not much given in my utterances to bitterness, and I 
have had no words of unkindness or denunciation for corporations or 
any other class of litigants, I assume that this body would not be 
l y influenced by anything of that kind, but that every member 

‘er to record his vote in such way as may be advised by his 
own di te E 

Mr. P IPS. e very limited time allotted to me I shall not 
attempt to speak of the general provisions of this bill; and I should 
not have obtruded any remarks upon the House at so early a period 
after my entry into it but for the experience I have had under the 
administration of this law of 1875. Its general purpose hae my un- 
qualified pathy, for it strikes at an evil in the inistration of 
justice which no man not fresh from the practice of the law can fully 
appreciate. Step by step has the jurisdiction of the Federal courts 
been extended by positive statutory enactment and the construction 
of the judge on the bench, until these courts have in a large measure 
taken to themselves the control and trial of cases which in the opin- 
ion of the statesmen and jurists of the best epoch of the Republic be- 
longed exclusively to the domestic courts of the States. This rav- 
enous expilation of the State” has been accomplished by an insidious 

rocess, silent in its operations, stealthy in its approach, and most 
angerous in its tendency; for a more cunning and surreptitious 
method of taking from the citizen his self-government could 83 
be devised. A more effectual instrumentality of despoiling the w. 
and the timid, and op ressing the poor man, could scarcely suggest 
itself to the most selfish of governments. The practitioner who a 
few years ago brought and tried his causes in his home courts, with 
whose methods of ure he and his clients were familiar, where 
he tried his causes before a jury of the 7 8 where the common 
law and the bill of rights gave him a right to be heard, to-day, in the 
pursuit of his causes, is dragged hundreds of miles from his home to 
try his cases before a jury who are strangers to him, where the liti- 
nt does not get the benefit of his character, and, while often 
5 judges who are most accomplished jurists and who administer 
the laws with impartiality, he too frequently finds himself before 
judges on the bench who, something like the heathen, are a law unto 
themselves. 

Under the second section of the act of 1875 the United States cir- 
cuit court of the district of Missouri has held, in effect, that a simple 
action of ejectment brought for the recovery of a tract of land in the 
State is transferable to the United States circuit court under the pro- 
vision of that section which provides for the removal of causes aris- 
ing under the Constitution and laws of the United States. 

n that case the plaintiff claimed title to land under a patent; the 
defendant claimed title under a prior entry made with a land war- 
rant issued under the act of 1847, providing for bounties to the sol- 
diers engaged in the Mexican war. The suit in no manner involved 
the legality of the patent. It in no manner involved the validity of 
the act of 1847. But the defendant claimed simply that his being a 
prior entry under a valid claim, the plaintiff had notice of that prior 
entry and held the legal title as trustee for the defendant. It was 
therefore only sought to divest this legal title of the patentee, and 
to invest it in the owner of the equitable title. The motion to re- 
mand was refused on the ground that the canse of action arose under 
an act of the Congress of the United States. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, under such a ruling as that, (and it has been 
made as I understand in other States,) every action of ejectment 
bronght in the State of Missouri for the recovery of a foot of land 
would be transferable to the United States circuit court; for all her 
land came under the Louisiana purchase, and all the title to the land 
has come from or through the 3 of the United States. I 
thought then, as I believe to-day, that this rule carried the act in 
qanan far beyond its reasonable construction and probably beyond 

e intendment of Congress itself. 

It was never the purpose nor the desire of the framers of our fed- 
erative system of 5 nor was it the purpose of those who 

act of 1780, to give to the Federal courts 


the original Judiciary 
urisdiction over causes unless the claim or defense brought under 
review some principle of the Constitution, some Federal statute, and 
the question of the right of recovery or the matter of defense de- 
pended upon the proper construction of that law. 
Such was the holding of the Supreme Court in its early history ; 
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and the majority of the present Supreme Court are struggling to 
bring back the law to its original foundation. I beg for one oases 
to call the attention of the House to two or three decisions of the Su- 
prona Court, for the purpose of showing that the amendment offered 

y the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] is no innovation 
upon the Constitution and in no manner interferes with the rightful 
jurisdiction of the United States circuit courts, but is in accord with 
the earlier and the later decisions of the Soprana Court. In the ease 
of Cohens against Virginia, 6 Wheaton, ided by Chief-Justice 
Marshall, the following language is used : 


A case may truly be said to arise under the Constitution or a law of the United 
States whenever its correct decision depends upon the construction of either. The 


title or right set aby a party may be by one construction of the Consti- 
tution or law of the United States, or sustained by an opposite construction. In 
either of these tases the jurisdiction of the Federal court may rightfully attach. 


In G. W. & W. Co. vs. Keyes, 6 Otto, a majority of the present Su- 
preme Court say: 

A cause cannot be removed from a State court simply because in the progress 
of the litigation it may become necessary ie ere a construction to the Constitu- 
tion or a law of the United States. The on of the case must depend upon 
that construction ; the suit must in part, at least, arise out of a controversy between 
the esin 1 5 to the operation and effect of the Constitution or the law upon 
the invol 

So in a late case in 9th Otto, of Hartell vs. Tighlman. That was 
merely a case arising upon a common-law contract between the 
3 and a third Party. It was claimed that because the patent 

issued under the patent laws of the United States, therefore the 
Federal court had jurisdietion to try the matter of contract between 
the parties, which in no manner involved the validity of the patent. 
Strange to say, a very respectable and large minority of the Supreme 
Court delivered a minority opinion in that case, holding that the 
United States circuit court should take jurisdiction over the case 
simply because the patent originally emanated from the Government. 

ow, it may be said that there is no necessity for the amendment 
of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] in view of these de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court. The answer to that is this: the nisi 
judge upon the bench after all is human. As such he loves power, 
and he loves that dignity which as he thinks adheres to enlarged juris- 
diction; and where that jurisdiction, under a proper interpretation, 
is wanting, he too often secures it by the liberality of construction. 

It may be said that the injured party has the right of appeal. He 
has not this right in some cases on account of the amount involved, 
but even if he , Mr. Speaker, the moneyless, timid Htigant ought 
not to be driven to the necessity of 8 the extraordinary and 
ruinous expense and delay of prosecuting his case to the Supreme 
Court of the land. It would amount p cally to a denial of justice. 
This 5 as the law-making power of the land should send out 
its law with its own interpretation, with its just limitation and cure 
incorporated in the act itself, so that it may be a shield of protection 
to the citizen instead of a mere instrument for oppressing, and a snare 
for ling, harassing, and annoying him. 

The bill and amendment under consideration ‘hits the blot, and I 
trust we have the wisdom and courage to enact it into a law. 

The 2 | criticism to which, in my humble opinion, the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from ‘Texas is justly subject, is that it does 


not go far enough in its safeguards. It provides that the defendant 
ey ve the — — of removal by simply stating in his application 
and making affidavit to the fact that his cause of action arises under 


the Constitution or law of the United States, and in whole or pari 
inyolves its proper construction. Now suppose, as the history of liti- 
gation under the act of 1875 shows has uently been the case, and 
as will be the case in the future, the applicant falsely makes this 
statement for the purpose of obtaining delay and ge his cause 
transferred to the Federal court. The remedy should go one step 
further and provide that if, upon the trial of the cause in the court 
to which it is removed, it should be disclosed that in truth the de- 
fense or the right of recovery does not in fact depend upon the proper 
construction of the Constitution or law of the United States, the 
United States circuit court should eo instanti discontinue the trial of 
the cause and remand it to the State court, at the cost, of course, of 
the party who has improperly had it transferred. I send to the Clerk 
to be read, simply for information, an amendment which I propose 
to offer to the amendment of the gentleman from Texas at the proper 


time. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Amend by adding after the word “authority,” at the end of the first clause, 
the following : 

And if after the removal of such cause it shall appear, on trial thereof, that the 
it shall be the duty 


defense does not in fact so depend upon such constructio 
trial ‘orthwith remand the 


of the court to discontinue the further thereof, and 
cause at the cost of the defendant. 

The SPEAKER. Is this amendment to be regarded as pending? 

Mr. PHILIPS. I have simply had it read for information. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I favor the bill now before the House, 
and the amendment thereto proposed by the onanan from Texas, 
[Mr. CULBERSON.] Not only ought there to be legislation 2B yaan Pg 
far as this bill proposes; but I favor also the bill introduced by Mr, 
TOWNSHEND, 0 inois, which has been favorably reported to the 
House. 

The gentleman in charge of the bill has already explained fully 
the changes which its adoption will make in the law. I shall there- 
fore not go into a detailed comment on the provisions of the bill, but 
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direct my remarks to the evils of the present law—the encroachments 
of the United States courts upon the judiciary of the States, 

There are but few or of more importance than the one we 
now have under consideration. It pertains to a speedy and impartial 
trial by a judicial tribunal near parties concerned. It involves the 
respective rights and powers of the General Government and of the 
States, and hence the dearest interests of the citizen. 

From the organization of our Government it has been thought that 
two dangers threatened it. They might eee: be compared 
to the centrifugal and centripetal forces in philosophy. One was the 
tendency of the States to separate and set up for themselves or form 
new alliances; the other, the tendency on the part of the General Gov- 
ernment to usurp or absorb the authority of the States, thereby vir- 
tually obliterating their lines and converting the Government from 
one of limited to one of unlimited powers. Scylla on the one hand 
and Charybdis on the other never gave more just cause of alarm to 
the mariner than these have given the sages and patriots who founded 
and maintained our institutions. But one of these dangers is passed. 
The question of dissolving the Union of the States has been submitted 
to that tribunal from the decisions of which no appeal can be taken 
to the arbitrament of war; but has the other peril—that of the de- 
struction of our form of government by consolidation—ceased to exist? 
Unfortunately it has not. No million of men have marched forth to 
impede its progress and crush it. “No braying horn and screaming 
fife” have given notice that the march of the Federal Government 
against the reserved rights of the States was to be stopped; and no 
booming salute has announced to us that itis ended. On the con- 
trary, the Government of the United States has ually assumed 
authority which of right belongs to the States, until they are left the 
mere skeletons of what they were under the Constitution, and of what 
it was intended by those who framed that instrument they should be. 

Of all the means employed 3 who have either designedly or 
inadvertently PETEERE in this attempted and ially successful 
wreck of the States and of their reserved rights, the most efficient 
have been the Federal judiciary and con ional legislation in- 
creasing its power and jurisdiction. And in saying this I mean no 
reflection upon the integrity of the individuals who compose the judi- 
cial department of our Government. I am glad to bear testimony to 
the fact that in many instances our Supreme Court has stood asa 
bulwark against passionate and inconsiderate legislation. The trouble 

-arises in a great measure from congressional interference and from 
too great an increase of the jurisdiction of the inferior United States 
courts, 


That the tendency of Federal legislation for the last fifteen years 
has been toward the concentration of too much power in the Fed- 
eral judiciary and to an unwarranted interference with the judicial 
authority of the States no candid man acquainted with the history 
of the country will deny, Iam glad to see that Representatives on 
both sides of this Chamber realize this fact. I was pleased to hear 
the gentleman from Maine, Mr. FRYE, when speaking on this subject 
say: 

I with the gentleman entirely in the view that in the we have gone 
wate ie OAN F the jurisdiction of the Federal courts and 8 the Cane: 
fer of causes from the State courts. I think that the time has now come when we 
can and ought to correct this matter. 

To remedy this evil the bill before us was introduced and has been 
recommended by the committee. It is not and cannot be made a 
sectional question. It is equally important to Maine and California, 
to Michigan and Louisiana. 

PROPHECIES OF THOMAS JEFFERSON. 

Before coming directly to the sections to be repealed let us exam- 
ine what has been said by some of the founders of our Government, 
and see whether or not they thought there was danger in our situa- 
tion. Among the signers of the Declaration of Independence was 
the man who wrote that great charter of liberty ; who conceived our 
form of government and was chief of those who kept it up during 
the struggle for independence; who presided over the young Repub- 
lic for eight years as Chief Magistrate; and who was spared to wit- 
ness the operation of our system for half a century. Firm and hon- 
est in his convictions, he was not moved by ion nor terrified by 
peril. He saw the dangers ahead, and, like the faithful sentinel on 
the watch-tower, warned his people against them. My limited time 
will not permit me to produce all he said on the subject, but I 
quote a few of his utterances. 

Mr. Jefferson wrote to Judge Roan, March 9, 1821: 


The great object of my fear is the Federal judiciary. That body, like gravity, 


pita po A vie a foot =e unalarming 3 gaining und step by 
step, and holding what it gains, is ingulfing insidio the speci vernments 
into the jaws of that Thich fesis th ~ Š — 


em. The recent recall to first principles, how- 
ever, by Colonel Le fe by yourself, and now by Alexander Smith, will, I hope, 
be heard and obeyed, and that a 5 check will be effected. Yet be not 
weary of well-doing. Let the eye of vigilance never be closed.—Jeferson's Works, 
volume 7, page 212. 


On November 21, 1821, he wrote Nathaniel Macon: 
Our Gevernment is now taking so steady a course as to show by what road it will 
pass to destruction, to wit, by consolidation first, and then corruption, its neces- 


sary consequence. The engine of consolidation will be the F. judiciary ; the 
two Siker branches the corrapting and corrupted instruments, 4 


He wrote to Mr. Nicholas on the 11th of December, 1821, as follows: 


I fear, dear sir, we are now in such another crisis, with this difference only, 
that the judiciary branch is alone and single-handed in the present assaults on the 
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Constitution. Butits assaults are more sure and deadly as from an agent seem- 
ingly passive and unassuming. May youand your contemporaries meet them with 
the same determination and effect as your father and his did the alien and sedition 
laws, and preserve inviolate a Constitution which, cherished in all its chastity and 
purity, prove in the end a blessing to all the nations of the earth. 

Still later, on the 25th of March, 1525, after (to use Mr. Jefferson’s 
own language) “chilling winters had rolled over his head and whit- 
ened every hair on it,” he wrote to Mr. Edward Livingston: 


2 many independent powers, every single one of which 

understand it and to 

ernment was at first considered as the most harmless and helpless of all its organs. 

But it has proved that the power of declaring what the law is, ad libitum, by sap- 

ping and mining slily and without alarm the foundations of the Constitution can 
o what open force would not dare to attempt. 

These are a few of the prophecies of the immortal Sage of Monti- 
cello touching the danger to our institutions from the Federal judici- 
ary. They are the predictions of one whose “ Declaration” has con- 
trolled the destiny of a hemisphere, turning the tide of the world 
from the darkness of despotism to the delights of freedom, and whose 

_ 8 on s pages, 
enn poets an sages, 
Shall go — — Sone the ages 
As long as man loves to be free. 

We would do well to pause and ponder his admonitions, and not 
pass by in silence and unheeded the warnings of the greatest political 
philosopher and prophet of all countries and all times. 

Mr. Speaker, I have said that unwarranted encroachments have 
been made upon the State courts by Federal tribunals. We have 
only to look at the United States statutes and the judicial construc- 
tion of them for painful proof of this fact. Let us first examine the 
law as to civil cases. By the judiciary act of 1789, Revised Statutes, 
section 639, sub-section 1, it is provided that— 

When the suit is an alien, or is by a citizen of the State wherein it is 
brought, and against a citizen of another State, it may be removed on the petition 
of such defendant filed in such State court at the time of entering his appearance 
in such State court. 

It will be observed that before the cause could be removed under 
this act the party removing must be adefendant, must also be an alien 
or a non-resident of the State in which the cause is pending, and must 
make his application for removal at the time of entering his appearance. 
These requirements tended to restrict the jurisdiction of the Federal 
courts. But in 1866 

CONGRESS LIFTED THE FLOOD-GATES, 

and since that a tide of litigation sufficient to arouse the gravest ap- 

rehension has flowed continuously into the United States courts. 
B the act of 1866 aliens and citizens of other States than that in 
which the suit was brought are authorized to divide the suit under 
certain circumstances, removing a portien to the United States courts 
and leaving it as to part of the defendants in the State courts, a 
thing unheard of in former times, and an innovation which should 
never have been tolerated. 

The next step taken to degrade the State courts was the act of 1869, 
which authorized either the plaintiff or the defendant to remove the 
cause, and at any time before final hearing. In other words, a party 
might select his court, and commence his suit therein, and after ex- 
perimenting he might turn his ‘back upon the forum of his choi 
and upon his own petition have the cause removed to the Uni 
States courts, and there still further harass his victim, till, from 
exhaustion or want of means to defend his rights, he yielded the 
matter in controversy. What justice is there in allowing the party 
bringing a suit to abandon and fly from the forum of his choice? 
What justice in permitting him to vex his victim by requiring him 
to dance attendance on every court known to our complex system ? 

THE FEDERAL COURT TAKES JURISDICTION OF THE NAVIGABLE RIVERS. 


What more? The Federal judiciary have not only had their juris- 
diction extended over the lands of the United States, but over the 
waters also. In the earlier history of our Government the Federal 
court assumed jurisdiction over the waters only so far as tide-water 
extended. But in this, asin everything else, the jurisdiction of these 
courts has been enlarged till it extends now over all of our navigable 
rivers. It is true that thus far the courts have only exercised jurisdic- 
tion of civil causes on the water courses; .but how long will it be, at 
2 pores rate, till they take jurisdiction of crimes committed 
there 

THE CIVIL RIGHTS BILL 

was passed and jurisdiction given to the United States courts of causes 
arising under it, without any regard to whether the parties to the suit 
were citizens of the same or of different States, and without any limita- 
tion of time within which the application for transfer shall be made. 
By this legislation, for the first time in the history of this or, so far 
as I know, any other country, the complexion of the suitor determined 
the court that should administer justice to him, and we had estab- 
lished one court for one color, and a different tribunal for the other, 
when all the parties were citizens with equal rights and privileges 
under the Constitution. 
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THE FEDERAL COURT ASSUMES CONTROL OF GUARDIANS. 
Mr. Speaker, this all-pervading Federal judiciary, by virtue of sec- 
tion 5486, assumes the right to go into our county courts under cer- 
tain circumstances, take the ward’s guardian therefrom, and carry 
him to the Federal court to be tried for not discharging the duties of 
his trust. The section is in these words: 

If an having the chargeand custody ofthe on of his ward shall em- 
bezzle teens ta violation of his trust, or Pandalently convert the same to his 
own use, he shall be punished by fine not exceeding $2,000, or imprisonment at 
hard labor for a term not exceeding five’ years, or both, at the discretion of the 


Is any man deluded enough tosuppose that the founders of the Re- 
ublic ever anticipated that this 5 would be claimed by the 
5 or yielded by the States? If because the money came 
from the Government as a pension, the Government may follow up 
and punish the custodian for embezzlement, why may it not for the 
same reason follow it for all purposes and control the ward, guardian, 
and fund to the exclusion of the county courts of the States? 
this assumption of authority goes unchallenged, who can tell but 
that ere long we shall have the General Government, 8 its jn- 
diciary, directing where the ward shall live, how much shall be paid 
for support, supervising settlements, directing the investment of 
boca aie and determining who shall inherit upon the death of the 
W. 
REMOVAL OF CAUSES BY CORPORATIONS. 

But, Mr. Speaker, as if not content while a vestige of exclusive 
jurisdiction remained to the States, Congress in its wild career went 
farther and provided that corporations and individual members of 
corporations might remove their causes from the State to the Federal 
court, This change is made by section 640 of the Revised Statutes, 
which is as follows: 

Any suit commenced in any court other than a circuit or district court of the 
United States against any corporation other than a banking corporation 
under a law of the United States, or against any member thereof, as such mem- 
ber for any alleged liability of such corporation, or of such member as a member 
thereof, may be removed, for trial, in the circuit court for the district where such 
suit is pending, &c. 

This is the law as to corporations organized under the laws of the 
United States. 

As to corporations 3 under the laws of any State, the courts 
have held that the residence of all of the persons owning or controll- 
ing the corporation within the State where the suit is instituted 
makes no difference. They are still entitled to the removal if the cor- 
poeren was organized out of the State. Nor will the court hear evi- 

ence upon the question of residence of the individuals composing the 
corporation. 

We have reached a poat where the citizen is almost powerless in 
a litigated contest with an immense corporation, and yet we give for- 
eign corporations, or those that are not wholly within a single State, 
an advant over the resident citizen in the right to remove the 
canse to a distant court. Without the people, through their repre- 
sentatives, rise in their legal might and check them, I fear that the 
day is not far distant when individual property and constitutional 
liberty may both give way in the unequal contest. Let us take 


RAILROAD CORPORATIONS. 


for an example. They are allowed the full 3 of the law 
along their lines, as is the citizen, which is right. They even have 
the privilege of 8 the resident on the line more mile 
for carrying his freight than is Gharged for carrying 585 the 
full length of the line. But when the citizen conceives self 
pears and sues he may find himself suddenly carried into the Fed- 

court, to wait for years, and expend much in costs before he gets 
justice administered. Year after year the people pour out their treas- 
ures and build new roads, and year by year larger . swal- 
low them up at redu prices. They never die. If a small road 
ceases to exist under its charter name, it is only to begin a state of 
immortality as a branch of a large corporation. Daniel Webster and 
the Baltimore and Ohio Road were in Washington er. The 
great constitutional lawyer has been gathered to his fathers a quar- 
ter of a century, but the corporation which bore him to “the Monu- 
mental City” is yetin its infancy, and only strengthened bythe years 
which have elapsed. When another century shall have passed, and 
the United States teem with two hundred millions of people, these 
roads will be more active and powerful than to-day by the increase of 
commerce from an increase of population. 

Men may come and men may go, 
But they flow on forever, 

Where is the necessity for extending superior advantages to those 
so able to take care of themselves and so able to crush out the indi- 
vidual? Let favoritism for them cease. Let those who build or 
support corporations be placed on an equality before the law with 
them. Let corporations subject to the judicial authority of the 
State where they do business. If there is no conflict between the 
citizen and the corporation, no injury can result from this course. If 
85 is a conflict, let us give the people an equal chance in that con- 

ict. 

INSURANCE COMPANIES FREED FROM THEIR AGREEMENTS. 

To illustrate the maternal care with which our Federal system 
hovers over and protects corporations, let us look to the decisions of 


the courts concerning them. An act was passed by the Legislature 

of Wisconsin in 1870 providing 
That any fire insurance company, association, or ershi 
under the laws of any other State of United 


incorporated by 
or tates, 3 
transact any such business as aforesaid by any agent or agents in this State, 


first appoint an pinceney Ii this State, on whom process of law can be se: con- 
5 an agreement that such company will not remove the suit for trial into the 
United States circuit court or Federal courts, and file in the office of the 


secretary 
of state a written instrument, dul, ed and sealed, certifying su 
ment, which shall continue uni penn attorney is pis Derr ty en 

This statute being in force, the Home Insurance Company of New 
York, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of New 
York, established an agency in Wisconsin, complying with the re- 
quirements of the act quoted, and agreeing as follows: 

And said company agrees thatsuits commenced in the State courts of Wisconsin 
shall not be removed by the acts of said company into the United Statescircuit or 
Federal courts. 

The Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of the Insur- 
ance Company vs. Moss, 20 Wallace, 445, have held that notwith- 
standing this State statute, notwithstanding the solemn agreement 
of the corporation to the contrary, it may remove the suit to the 
United States court. The same has been held in the case of the 
Hartford Fire Insurance Company vs. Doyle, reported in 3 Central 
Law Journal, 41. 

It is not my pope to enter into any argument concerning the 
soundness of these decisions. It is sufficient for us to know that they 
stand. They are a barrier over which no State Legislature or State 
constitution can pass and take hold of corporations. The people, 
3 of patient, hopeful, but unavailing forbearance, cry out 
for relief. There is but one tribunal on earth which can give it to 
them, and that is the Congress of the United States. I hope that this, 
their only city of refuge, will not close its gates against them. They 
ask nothing more than to be placed on an equality before the courts 
with corporations, and nothing less should be accorded them. 

Congress cannot, and should not attempt to, interfere with the 
rightful and constitutional jurisdiction of the Supreme Court. There 
are also some classes of cases which are properly triable in the infe- 
rior United States courts. But Congress may regulate the jurisdic- 
tion and praepo of such inferior courts, and should do so to the ex- 
tent of relieving us of the hardships which the present system entails. 

CRIMINAL JURISDICTION OF THESE COURTS. 

The evil does not stop with civil causes: Congress has, by various 
acts which I will not delay the House by reading, given the district 
and circuit courts of the United States jurisdiction to remove criminal 
causes thereto, which arise in the State courts against internal- revenue 
officers and their assistants for offenses committed by them against 
the State laws. The gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Orru,] in a 
speech delivered here on this subject, defends the right and propriety 
of the giving of this jurisdiction to the inferior courts of the United 
States, and says: 

Such jurisdiction of both civil and criminal cases carries with itas an inseparable 
incident the laws of the State so far as applicable and necessary, from whose 
courts such transfer has been made. 

I insist that this is not in harmony with the genius of our institu- 
tions; is not consistent with reason or sound policy, and is in direct 
conflict with the law as decided by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. In proof of this position I read from the case of the United 
States vs. Hudson and Goodwin, 7 Cranch Reports: 

The powers of the General Government are made up of concessions from the sey- 
eral States. Whatever is not ee given to the former the latter ressly 


reserve. 1 power of the United States is a constituent part of these 


hat power is to be exercised by courts organized for the 


Court - possesses 3 


them to confer. 
make an act a crime, afi 
jurisdiction of the offense, 


This case is cited and approved in the case of The United States vs. 
Cooledge et al., 1 Wheaton, 415: 

In the case of The United States vs. Burr, which arose in the circuit court of Vir- 
ginia in 1807, the Chief-Justice of the United States declared that the laws of the 
several States could not be regarded as of decision in trials for offenses against 
the United States, becanse no man could be condemned or prosecuted in the Fed- 
eral court on a statute law.—First Kent's Co: section 334, 

Further: 


The great difficulty and danger is in ee to the courts to say what is an 
offense against the United States when the law has not sufliciently defined it. The 
safer course undoubtedly is to confine the jurisdiction in criminal cases to statute 
offenses duly defined and to cases within the express jurisdiction given by the Con- 
stitution.—/irst Kent's Commentaries, section 341. 

Under these authorities the district and cireuit courts of the United 
States cannot convict its officers after their causes are removed, Con- 
gress having never made their “ act a crime” or “affixed a punish- 
ment to it.“ Nosuch authority can result by mere implication. Life 
is not taken nor liberty destroyed in any such slip-shod way by im- 
plication and resultant criminal jurisdiction. And as these courts 
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have no power to punish, they become merely tribunals to turn loose 


those who are charged with high crimes. 

I presume it is not the purpose of any one to go back and change 
the mode of disposing of cases which are founded upon difficulties 
that occurred fifteen or twenty years ago. But for offenses committed 
recently, in times of profound peace, every man should be amenable 
ai the law he has violated and to the tribunal authorized to vindicate 

t law. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ORTH] also says of a bill now 
before the House for the restriction of inferior Federal courts : 

But it goes further, and all laws transferring criminal cases from the 
State to the Federal coprts. would be the effect of the law if passed. 

The same position has been assumed by others who have spoken in 
opposition to this bill. meee 

Mr. Speaker, no such consequence flows from the legislation pro- 
posed in this Congress. A complete, ay, the best, remedy for the 
transfer of all causes containing a Federal ingredient, or inst par- 
ties on account of any act done as officers or representatives of the 
Government, is left. tion 709 of the Revised Statutes is not touched 
by the legislation, and provides for a transfer to the highest court 
in our Republic. I send it to the Clerk to be read, that members 
may see that we are not 1 any inroad upon constitutional 
rights nor to leave officers of the Government without an impartial 
hearin 


The Sierk read as follows: 


A final judgment or decree in any suit in the highest court of the State, in which 
a decision inthe sult souls be bad, whece te drawn in uestion the dity of a 


exercised 
cision is against 5 or where is drawn in question the validi 


ion is in favor of their validity ; or where any title, right, privilege, or immuni 

is claimed under the Constitution, or any treaty or statute of, or commission hel: 

FFT 
rt g 

a iir so statute, comm — or authori of may be re-examined 

and reversed or affirm 

have th 

or passed ina court of the Uni Z a s 

The Supreme Court may reaffirm, reverse, modify, or affirm the judgment or 
decree of such State court &. Y 

CONSEQUENCES OF THESE CHANGES. 

And what are the consequences of these changes in the forums of 
justice? The mse of litigation is in enormously. The 
trouble of attending to it is more than doubled. By the process of 
dividing the suit already mentioned there are two suits where there 
should be but one, and they probably hundreds of miles apart, and 
possibly standing for trial on the sameday. Strong corporations and 
wealthy individuals are able to attend and litigate in these courts, 
while the poor are not, and are virtually deprived of their legal 
“right toaspeedy * * * trial,” on account of the crowded state 
of the dockets and the impossibility of reaching the courts. 

One of the e our fathers made against the King of England 
in the Declaration of Independence was that of “ transporting us be- 
yond seas to be tried for pretended offenses.” We had as well be tried 
“beyond seas” as beyond our county, if in both instances we are 
alike deprived of the power of obtaining justice. The world has 
heaped anathemas upon the = who placed his laws so high they 
could not be read. How much more blamable was he for placing his 
laws ont of sight than we are when we place our courts (through 
which alone the laws can be enforced) out of reach? 

Again, by the present judicial system the citizen may be twice 
tried for the same offense—once by the State and once by the Gov- 
ernment, where the same act is made criminal by the statutes of 
both. It is true that this ws out of our anomalous dual system 
of government. But that fact should restrain us from extending the 
jurisdiction of Federal courts further than is absolutely ne 

If there was one feature of our judicial system in the States held 
more sacred by our forefathers than all others, it was that which 
secured to ies a trial before an impartial jury of the county or 
vicinage where the cause of action arose. So sedulous were they in 
the protection of this right that most of the States in ed it into 
their constitutions. It is virtually destroyed in the Federal courts. 
There the juries are taken from remote parts of the State or district 
and had almost as well come from a different State, being total 
strangers to the parties and their surroundings. 

I have already spoken of the great cost to litigants from the ad- 
ministration of justice in the Federal courts, But this is not all; they 
are immensely costly to the Government. Under democratic rule, 
before the changes of which I have spoken, the cost of these courts 
was only a few hundred thousand dollars a year. Now it is millions, 
and 3 yearly. Too true is it, as stated by Judge Dillon in 
his work on the Removal of Causes, that “the small tide of litigation 
that formerly flowed in Federal channels has swollen into a mighty 
stream.” He might have added and that stream threatens to deluge 
8 country with cost and bear away the dearest privileges of the 
citizen. 

There is another great evil which flows from our present judicial 
peno Deputy marshals and their posses may go through the 

tates armed, shooting, destroying property, driving o gs and cattle 
of the citizens, beating and killing citizens, and when arrested and 
prosecuted by the State officials they are permitted to file their peti- 


tions in the United States district courts and remove their causes 
thereto, away from those who witnessed the offense and suffered by it. 
Whatmore? The district attorney and the Attorney-General for the 
United Statesare instructed by the Government to appear and defend 
the criminal and try toturn him loose. The people ofthe United States 
thereby pay officials todefend those who violate law. Isthisright? Is 
it an effort to terrify criminals, or does it tend to encoarage crime? I 
refer to this not as an evil in which the constituents I have the honor 
to represent are alone interested; for happily for them they have 
now administering revenue laws in their midst resident officials who 
are more observant of their rights than non-residents were; but I 
mention it as a question which affects all of our people alike. 

The tendency to centralization is so ably deseribed in an article 
recently published by a distinguished citizen of Indiana that I quote 
his language on the subject: 


CENTRALIZATION TENDENCIES. 


The centralizing tendency of our national legislation is dan for another 
reason, namely: It is creating discontent, and poisoning the tions of the 
ple toward the Government, thus weakening the Pg of patriotism, u which 
exists the ultimate hope of that Government for t authority and long-con- 
tinued existence. The humble citizen who, for some technical violation of law, is 
arrested and taken two hundred or three hundred miles to be tried in a United 
States court, and after much delay is, 1 mulcted in the trifling sum of 81 
and finds that the expenses 3 same have amounted to several hund 
more, very likely causing the loss of his home and the impoverishment of his fam- 
ily, is painfully impressed with the idea that injustice has been done him, and he 
becomes from that moment a disaffected member of He sees in such treat- 


evidence of her wealth and 
those ite temples which 


dren. In vain may you 
of 
multiplying all over the land for 


TC 


cence. In vain — P 2 contrast the splendor 
lavish folly is so rapidly on of Fed- 
eral justice, with the modest court-house of 


his home, for to what are they all 
but the domed and turreted mausoleums of ii ep a 


Such courts are not the courts for the nb Me parts A how learned and im- 
partial their judges may be; no matter how the ermine with which they are 
ho position which 
aie thi 
are “m 
8 
masses. No system that takes the citizen a long distance from his ome to be tried 
3 can ever be satisfactory to a people imbued with a proper spirit 
y. 


These are words of warning from a man who is of the political party 
which has been most instrumental in | gente these laws. Surely he 
cannot be accused of political bias. I haveseen some of the citizens 
whom I have the honor to represent arrested and carried more than 
one hundred miles to be tried in a Federal court for a simple misde- 
meanor. I have seen them required to attend term after term when 
there was either no case ever made out against them, or so light a 
case that a mere nominal fine only could Lt asi be imposed. But 
the poor unfortunates were not liberated till weeks of time and all 
the money they could get was spent. I have seen those a 
long distance who were so poor they either had to walk or club to- 
gether and go in wagons, camping out on the road at rh Sea My 
object in speaking of these individual cases and their hardships is to 
show the here of having justice administered near the parties 
interested. hy, the gentleman from Ohio told us of two cases in 
his State where parties had to expend in court costs $300 each in de- 
fending themselves against a simple misdemeanor where they were 


acquitted. 
FINALLY IT SEIZES THE BALLOT-BOX. 

Mr. Speaker, unfortunately the story of the aggressions of the Fed- 
eral court, backed up by congressio a Sorgen does not end even 
here. There isa glorious privilege for which onr fathers fought and 
died—a privilege ‘dearer * * than light and life” to every free- 
man through whose veins Anglo-Saxon blood flows. It is the right 
of local self-government through an untrammeled ballot. Sacred as 
is this franchise—blood-bought though it was—it, too, has been 
seized by the Federal court and prostrated by the power which Jef- 
ferson predicted would be the destruction of our institutions. Sec- 
tion 2012 of the Revised Statutes, passed in 1871, provides for the 
appointment of supervisors of elections. By section 2017 they are 
required. 

To personally in 


the manner in 


from time to time, and at all times, on the day of election, 
the voting is —— the way and methods in which the 
3 8 and tallies or check - books. whether the same are required 
y any law of the United States, or any State, territorial, or municipal law, are 

ep 

Section 2021, also passed in 1871, provides for the appointment of 
special deputy marshals. 

Section 2022 provides that— 


The marshal and his general deputies, and such special deputies, shall keep the 
ee support and protect the es of election in the discharge of their 

uties, preserve order at such places ion and at such polls, prevent fraud- 
ulent registration and fraudulent voting thereat, or fraudulent conduct on the part 
of any officer of election, and immediately, either at the place of stration or 
aes ip or elsewhere, and either before or after or voting, to arrest 
and take into custody, with or without process, any person who commits, or attempts 
or offers to commit, any of the acts or offenses prohibited herein, or who commits 
any offense against the laws of the United States, &c. 


7 
Thus it will be seen that a deputy marshal appointed by a United 


States court is sent into States to control elections there. Heis made 
the judge of the qualifications of voters and of their good or bad inten- 
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tions in voting. With no higher process than the policeman’s club 
he may arrest and carry away from the ballot-box an American free- 
man about to engage in the exercise of the highest political privilege 
ever bestowed on man. 

Can these things be and our liberties last? Can they continue and 
we be other than slaves? Unfortunately they cannot. Theyare the 


handwritings upon the wall which require neither a prophet nor the 
son of a prophet to interpret, and which tell us that our republican 
institutions are in danger. 

“STRONG GOVERNMENT" THE PLEA. 

Under what plea have all these wrongs been perpetrated? What 
excuse is given for this subversion of the grand system devised and 
bequeathed to us by the founders of the Republic? It is the same 
plea under which Napoleon I tore down the Republic and built u 
the Empire of France. It is the same excuse given by Napoleon iit 
for destroying the liberties of his people and placing upon them 
monarchy. It is the same under which ambitious men and tyrants 
have worked from the downfall of the first republic to the establish- 
ment of the last despotism. ‘Necessity fora strong government.” 
What is the necessity for a stronger government than we have? It 
is already, when cosidered in all its bearings, the most powerful upon 
which the sun shines. It resisted successfully, when much weaker 
than it is to-day, the greatest shock to which any free government 
was ever subjected—far greater than can menace it now. When our 
unfortunate civil war came and scattered the States of the Union, 
this mighty Republic was strong enough to gather them up, replace 
them in their orbits, and move on the brightest constellation in the 
firmament of nations. And all of this without the post bellum legis- 
lation which I have mentioned. This cry of “necessity for strong 
government” is only a subterfuge. It is the cloak under which are 
working those who are not content with our form of government. 
Let us meet it by constitutional methods, but firmly, as becomes men. 
Let us not, after the lightnings of heaven have yielded to our phi- 
8 permit the temptations of earth to seduce our patriotism. 

The maelstrom on the coast of Norway is the most celebrated whirl- 
pool of the world. Over an area of more than one hundred and 
twenty-five square miles the circling flood 7 It is known now 
to be very dangerous to navigation, and according to ancient mari- 
ners whatever came within the compass of this monster of nature— 
whether ship or shark, whether whale or whaler—was drawn into 
the vortex, hurled to the center, and dashed to destruction by the 
whirling flood. 

When the student of history looks ont on Time’s broad ocean, he 
sees a political maelstrom more dire, more destructive, than that on 
Norway’s stormy coast. It has circled since the first republic rose, 
and has wrecked and borne down all the free commonwealths of an- 
cient times by drawing them to centralization, despotism, and ruin. 
Its doom is like the Dead Sea air, 

And nothing lives that enters there. 

There may be seen the wrecks of Rome, of Greece. Strong as they 
were when they started toward centralized despotism, they were as 

werless to resist as is the straw to resist the tornado which impels 
ie Had the proud Roman been asked whether his country’s liberties 
would not be thrown away, he would have replied indignantly, “No; 
they are to be perpetual.” Yet the pretorian guards, standing upon 
the ramparts of “ the Eternal City,” “with a lond voice proclaimed 
that the Roman world was to be disposed of to the best bidder by 
public auction,” and it was done. Didius Julianus became the pur- 
chaser, and was thereby made emperor, and mankind were shocked 
to see the mistress of the world” bought, paid for, and controlled 
by the money of one selfish, scheming, ambitious man. The Appian 
Way now no longer resounds with the shouts of victorious Roman 
freemen, and the soft-voiced Italian has sung his sad song in misery 
and chains in the “City of the Cæsars.” 

Had the Greek been asked how long his freedom would last, he 
would have replied with the same infatuation which seems to have 
seized us, “Forever!” And yet the matrons who raised up sons for 
the state, and sent them forth commanding them to“ return bearing 
their shields or borne on them,” have been succeeded by the grovelin 
tenants of the harem, and slavish degenerate sons have succeed 
free and noble sires all over the land of Leonidas and Lycurgus. Let 
us take warning by their sad fate, and not permit ourselves to be 
drifted into this focus of centralized despotism and destruction either 
by congressional mal-legislation or by judicial construction. 

(Here the time expired and the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ROBINSON. I will now yield the balance of the morning hour 
to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. BARBER. ] 

Mr. BARBER. Mr. Speaker, with the greatest deference to the dis- 
tinguished gentlemen who compose the Judiciary Committee of this 
House and the several gentlemen who have spoken in favor of this 
bill, I am not by oy means satisfied it ought to pass. 

It is proposed to tix the minimum jurisdiction of the Federal courts 
of this country at the sum of $2,000. In other words, the citizen of 
New York who has loaned only $1,500 in the State of Iowa is to be 
denied the privilege which you will concede to his neighbor who has 
loaned the greater sum of $5,000. The citizen of New England who 
lays claim to forty acres of land in Texas, worth perhaps only $1,500, 
is to be denied the privilege to assert his rights in the United States 
courts, a right which you guarantee to the wealthy operator who 
perhaps clainis an entire section worth $10,000. 


To my mind, sir, this is a plain and manifest discrimination in favor 
of the rich man the poor, one which I commend to the con- 
sideration of the inguished gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. WEAVER, 
whom I do not see in his seat, but who seems to have the welfare o 
the people in his peculiar care. 

Great Heavens! has it come to this, that we are to see the United 
States courts converted into institutions for the mere benefit of the 
bloated bondholders of this country, and that, too, with the consent 
of our greenback friend from Iowa! 

Do Isleep? Do I dream? 
8 
Or is visions about?” à 
Laughter. ] 
ut, sir, itis said we must change the law in regard to the juris- 
diction upon promissory notes. A drover in Kansas City borrows 
money of his broker, say, $1,500. The broker wants to discount that 
paper in Chicago or New York; but you say to the bankers of Chi- 
cago and New York, “If you discount that paper, your remedy must 
be in the local courts of Missouri.“ I am not ready to say that to the 
great trade of the Southwest. 

It is said you must confine actions in the United States courts to 
the actual residence of the defendant or the plaintiff. If Igo to Texas 
and sue the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Commerce, 
I must go into his district. If he comes to Chicago and into my dis- 
trict I can sue him, but if I happen to meet him in Ohio or New York 
I cannot sue him. That is a solicitude for the defendant in my judg- 
ment unparalleled, even in these days of modern refinement. 

Corporations must be turned over to the local courts. The Union 
Pacific and Texas Pacific, those two great lines which make up the 
highways around the globe—no national interest in them! The great 
channels of trade to six hundred millions of people in the under 
world! I should be glad to hear from the distinguished chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee on that question. 

Mr. S er, for ninety years we have seen the flow of capital in 
this country from the East to the West. The accumulations of the 
older States have found ready investment with each advance of civ- 
ilization, and this borrowed capital has had something to do with 
this wondrous wave of pro; which has swept across this country 
like the swelling tide of the ocean since 1789. Need I tell this House 
of the countless loans scattered throughout the West and Southwest 
under the sum of $2,000! Do you want to serve a notice on the farm- 
ers and merchants and business men of the West and Southwest that 
these small loans cannot be renewed ; that they must be paid at ma- 
turity ? Do you want to tell the merchants of the West and Sonth- 
west that from the p: e of this bill mercantile credits under the 
sum of $2,000 are to be obtained in the East with difficulty? This 
best guarantee of security to investments found in recourse to the 
national courts for nearly three-quarters of a century must be with- 
drawn, it is said, and the holders of private obligations in the North 
and East, of town bonds, municipal bonds and other corporate lia- 
bilities of every character under the sum of $2,000, must be remitted 
to the State courts for their rights! A dangerous proposition, Mr. 
Speaker, a bold proposition! Let not gentlemen deceive themselves 
as to the value of this security. Capital is timid ; it demands security; 
it is never a wanderer whose return is unexpected and unhoped for. 
And Texas indorses this proposition, the great growing empire State 
of the Southwest, which invites capital and which invites immigra- 
tion. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

FORTIFICATIONS IN NEW YORK HARBOR, 

Mr. MORTON. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to present 
the memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York, 
oe increased appropriation for the fortifications in New York Har- 

r. 

There was no objection; and the memorial was received, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD. 

It is as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled : 

May it please your honorable bodies, it is pica e nce by the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of the State of New York that New York Harbor is completel 
defenseless, in case of war, against iron-clad war ships of modern type, a single 
one of which might enter it with impunity and do incalculable injury to public 
Sa property, besides inflicting a well-nigh paralyzing blow to the resources 

o nation. 

From five to six hundred rifled cannon are immediately required for existing 
fortifications in the harbor, mostly of larger caliber than any by the 
United States, which cannot be provided by the Ordnance Department for lack of 
necessary appropriations for the purpose by Congress, although such have been 
urgently recommended by the Executive Government, in view of the utterly un- 
protected condition of our sea-coast. $ 

The appropriation recommended by the House of Representatives in the “‘ forti- 
fications appropriation bill” lately passed by that branch of Con is entirely 
inadenate for the purpose for which the Chief of Ordnance has asked $950,000 for 
expenditure during the next fiscal year. Itis intended to be sufficient only to de- 
fray the cost of, at most, thirty-five comparatively small rifled guns, with which 
in case of need to defend our thousands of milesof sea-coast st metal-plated 
steamships, armed with cannon throwing projectiles of over a 
range of nine miles. 

At this rate of annual e it would take half a oantary to 
effectual armament merely for the harbor of New York, should the w 
funds appropriated be applied to that 


‘on weight, with a 


rovide an 
ole of the 


Great cannon are required, such as tare been produced by Great Britain and 
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the European continental powers, and it would take years to provide all those 
needed for New York Harbor alone, if all the available Ny" 3 
the country and unlimited money were to be placed at disposition of the - 


nance 1 
Great Britain, with the most powerful fleet in existence, has expended upon the 
defenses of nine of her harbors 000,000, and is still actively — the 


Sim expe 
the part of the United Sta: 
the chief commercial ports of the nation are e: 
declared, and our Government thus deprived of most of revenues which are 
derived from these sources; meanwhile our excessive ess to attack is 
in itself sufficient to invite imposition and insult to the nation, and renders it 
pavone to resent injuries or extend protection to our countrymen at home or 


For such reasons, and especial]: 
national property or various kinds 
merce and wealth from which so 


for the protection of the immense amount of 
collected in New York City, and of the com- 
eral revenues are 


fore pray that an appropriati the ee edb pee 
ae tenable the: Peder Government to provide, with all practicable cor ater 
on, such heavy rifled ordnance and other protecting weapons as are deemed nec- 

9 by the Bureau of Ordnance and Engineers. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

[SEAL] S. D. BABCOCK, 


President. 
GEORGE WILSON, 
Secretary. 


New YORK, February 5, 1880. 
CONSULAR REPORTS. 


Mr. MORTON, by unanimous consent, presented resolutions of the 
Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York in reference to con- 
sular reports; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 

They are as follows: 


Whereas this chamber being in full sympathy with the movement inaugurated 
within the last few years by the Department of State for the extension of our for- 
cign commerce through the medium of our consuls in the se countries ; 
Whereas we believe the reports of our consuls showing the commerce, 3 

and ties of the world's markets, and the best manner of introducing an 
developing American trade therein, have been of the greatest assistance and im- 
portance to our producers, manufacturers, and ters; and 

Whereas the earl pos cation of these would greatly enhance their 
value; much of their immediate practical ness bangas when they reach 
the public through the annual volumes of commercial relations with foreign coun- 
tries, which is now the igen Oggi mode of gi them to the country: 

Be it therefore resolved, That Con, be reques in addition to the — t 


annual volume of Commercial Relat which is a standard work of ue, 
to make provision for the weekly and monthly publication of these con: reports, 
and their distribution to at least fhe leading commercial bodies of the United States. 


Resolved, That a copy of this preamble and resolution be forwarded to the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives, with the respectful and earnest request that 
they shall give the same their immediate and favorable consideration. 


A true copy. 
Attest: S. D. BABCOCK, 
GEORGE WILSON, 
Secreta 


RATES OF ADVERTISING, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Irise to a privileged report. I 
am directed by the Committee on Printing to report back favorably 
a bill (H, R. No, 2658) to regulate the award of and compensation for 
public advertising in the District of Columbia. 

The bill, which was read, provides that all advertising required by 
existing laws to be done in the District of Columbia by any of the 
departments of the Government shall be given to the three daily 
newspapers having the largest regular circulation, to be ascertained 
by the sworn statements of the publishers thereof; previded that 
the rates of compensation for such service shall in no case exceed the 
1 5 commercial rate of the newspapers selected. 

ction 2 repeals all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the 


foregoing pa ph. 

Mr BUCKNER. I rise to a question of order, that this is not a 
privileged report. It proposes to change existing law. 

The SPE R. The point of order is well taken, as the privilege 
of the Committee on Printing does not extend to this character of 
report, but relates only to the printing of executive documents. 

r. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I withdraw the report for the 
present. 
RESERVOIRS AT THE SOURCES OF THE MISSISSIPPI, ETC., 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred under Rule 100 a map to accompany Executive 
Document No. 39, being the report of the Chief of Engineers of the 
United States Army upon reservoirs at the sources of the Mississippi, 
Saint Croix, Chippewa, and Wisconsin Rivers, reported the same back 
with the recommendation that the map be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SURVEYS OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT HANNIBAL, MISSOURI. 

Mr. HATCH, by unanimous consent, presented a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a report of surveys of the Mississippi 
River at Hannibal, Missouri, and memorial of the city council of said 
city of Hannibal, with accompanying reports, and moved that the 
same be printed and referred to the Committee on Commerce, to accom- 
pany the bill (H. R. No, 4359) making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the channel of the Mississippi River so as to restore and 
preserve the harbor of the city of Hannibal, in the State of Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MARIA A. ROUSSEAU, 


Mr. LAPHAM, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4422) granting an increase of pension Ls Boss ty? arrears to Maria A. 
Rousseau, widow of Brigadier-General Lovell H. Rousseau; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


LIEN FOR SUPPLIES, ETC., TO VESSELS. 


Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 4423) to give a lien for repairs made and supplies 
furnished vessels on the credit of such vessels in their home port; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


RAILWAY FROM SAULT STE. MARIE, 


Mr. HUBBELL, by unanimous consent, presented the petition of 
Charles S. Barker, L. P. Tremp, and 520 others, rer A ongress to 
8 sixteen sections per mile of United States lands to aid in 

e construction of a railway from Sault Ste. Marie to some point on 
the line of Marquette and Mackinaw Railroad; which was referred to 
the Committee on Railway and Canals. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I ask unanimous consent to have the body of the 
petition printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The petition is as follows: 


To the honorable members of the Senate 
$ and House of Representatives in Oongress assembled : 

Your petitioners would most tfully represent that the lands belon, to 
the United States in the counties of Chip haw, and Schoolcraft, in the u —4 . 
insula of the State of Mi , are now almost valueless, on account of their inac- 
n lack of railway facilities are separated from the populous dis- 
tricts of er Michigan by the waters of Lakes Huron and Michigan ; are almost 
entirely without wagon-roads or other means of communication except by water 
in summer; that their isolated position, the severity of the climate in winter, the 
sterility of the soil as hitherto regarded, combined with the shortness of the sea- 
son — for the growth and maturity of grain, have prevented extensive set- 


ent reon. 

The State of Michigan has, through the act of the Legislature, ted a subsid; 
of sixteen sections of land per mile to aid in the ee ori of a railway fron 
the Straits of Mackinaw to the city of Marquette, on Lake Superior, thus appro- 
priating all the State swamp lands in the counties of Chippewa and Schoolcraft, 
alth the railway Susp ected and aided is notin ed to pass through and 
perhaps will not even touc! e limits of the county of Chippewa. The area of 
as 


the county of Chippewa is extensive—being half as tho State of 
Rhod e the el hie p Michigan, and 


ie raag the eastern end of ee Pen 
containing within its li at the Falls of Sault Ste. Mario, the magnificent can: 
with ex ve and costly locks, which are now being enlarged and construc 
under the supervision and at the expense of the United States. That no comma- 
nication can be had with this national work during the season of winter, except 
with the most crude contrivances and d the most favorable weather. Thata 
railway is an absolute necessity to connect this, the gateway of water communica- 
tion to the new Northwest, with the older sections of the country, for its greater 
protection, situated as it is on our national frontier, and for easier access on account 
of a continual liability to injury and frequent need of repair. That a railway from 
the Falls of Sault Ste. o to some point on the Marquette and Mackinaw Rail- 
road, now 8 and soon to be constructed, which, with the connections pro- 
posed, will form a continuous line of railway across the ula to the present 
terminus of the Northern Pacific at Duluth—thus opening up the vast mineral re- 
sources of this region to still greater development. That the Falls of Sault Ste. 
Marie present to the manufacturer almost endless facilities for development inthe 
ginding of wheat, soon to be produced in almost unlimited quantities in the new 
hase trae igs for other pi of manufacturing for which such vast power may 
be req providing ample railway facilities were afforded for daily shipment to 
the great markets of the conntry. 

In view of these various considerations, onr own remoteness and isolation with- 
out these modern means of communication, the worthlessness of the lands as they 
are now regarded, the necessity of communication in winter with your magnificent 
canal for still-closer supervision and repair, and a nearer connection with the sea- 
board which this projected railway will ultimately induce, your petitioners woald 
most respectfully and earnestly request the passage of an act by your honorable 
body appropriating sixteen sections per mile of United States land situate in the 
counties of Chippewa and Schoolcraft, in the State of Michigan, to aid in the con- 
struction of a railway not exceeding seventy-five miles in length from the village 
of Sault Ste. Marie to some point on the line of the Marquette and. Mackinaw 
Railroad near Manistee Lake, by which connection both of which roads would pass 
through the central portion of the upper peninsula, and would form an almost air 
155 rom the falls of Sault Ste. Marie to the city of Marquette, in the State of 


chigan. 
aud Goat petitioners will ever pray. 
BIBLES, ETC., IN CHINESE LANGUAGE. 
Mr. TUCKER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4424) to admit free of duty Bibles and other religious books in the_ 
Chinese language for gratuitous distribation by religious and mis- 


sionary societies ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDICIAL POWERS IN TERRITORIES. 


Mr. BRENTS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4425) amending section 1907 of the Revised Statutes so as to confer 
appropriate judicial powers upon city recorders or police judges in 
certain Territories in the United States, and confirming certain acts 
of the Legislative Assemblies of such Territories relative thereto ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


MILEAGE OF JURORS AND WITNESSES IN TERRITORIES. 

Mr. BRENTS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4426) in relation to the mileage of jurors and witnesses in the sev- 
eral Territories of the United States; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 
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MARGARET LEE. 


Mr. KILLINGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 4427) granting a ion to Margaret Lee, widow of the late Colo- 
nel Arthur T. Lee; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
resuming consideration of the report of the Committee on Rules; and. 
pending that motion, I move that all debate on clause 21 of Rule xi 
now under consideration, and amendments thereto, be limited to ten 
minutes, 

The motion to limit debate was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was 

The motion that the House 
Whole was agreed to. 


to. 
resolve itself into Committee of the 


REVISION OF RULES, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. CARLISLE in the Chair,) and resumed 
consideration of the report of the Committee on Rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is upon the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Maine (Mr. FRYE] as a substitute 
for the amendment proposed mf the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. 
CHALMERS] to clause 21 of Rule XI. The Clerk will read the clause 
and the proposed amendments. 

‘The clause and the proposed amendments were read. 

The pending clause was as follows: 

21. — to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

The blank in the clause, it was moved by Mr. CHALMERS, should be 
filled by the words: 

To the improvement of the Mississippi River and its tributaries, and all surveys 
and estimates relating thereto. 

For which Mr. FRYE had proposed as a substitute the words: 

‘To the levees of the Mississippi River. 


Mr. GIBSON. I had an amendment pending which I ask shall now 


be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Lonisiana, and the Chair will determine if it 
is in order. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

In Rule. X, line 24, strike ont “levees and and insert ‘‘and its tributaries ;" so 
that it wilt read : 

AE stems vement of the Mississippi River and its tributaries, to consist of thir- 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment which the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. Grsson] has sent up is to a rule which has been 
8 in the committee; but, according to the recollection of the 

hair, the consideration of the amendment was postponed until the 
committee should reach clause 21 of Rule XI. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have observed, Mr. Chairman, that many misap- 
prehensions exist with regard to the origin, scope, and powers of this 
committee. I think I may remove them by briefly stating the history 
of this committee. 

Since the acquisition of the Territory of Louisiana, which embraces 
seventeen States and Territories, the improvement of the Mississippi 
River has been a question before the Congress of the United States. 

The rapid extension of our yeas pin into the valley of the Mis- 
sissippi, the growth of its agricultural and commercial interests, and. 
within the last few years, the application of modern machinery and 
improved methods of agriculture, have developed the resources of 
the Mississippi Valley so that the people of that section demand that 
they shall receive, consideration at the hands of the Congress of the 
United States. 

The Government of the United States donated to the States along 
the Mississippi River all the public lands that were liable to overflow 
by that river, in order that the proceeds arising from the sales of 
those lands should be devoted to the purpose of improving the river. 
Since then, at every Congress, we have appointed special committee 
after special committee to take this matter into consideration. It 
was not, however, until the ane Congress that, on my mo- 
tion, a committee was authorized and . to be one of the 
standing committees of this House, to take this subject into consid- 
eration and to bring it in some authoritative manner before the House 
of Representatives. 

Within the last few years new ideas have been developed in regard 
to the treatment of the Mississippi River. The success of Captain J. 
B. Eads in constructing jetties at the mouth of that river has estab- 
lished beyond controversy the fact that as you confine the waters of 
this stream it deepens its channel. This is an important fact, and 
the people of that section of the country feel that it has been estab- 
lished by a scientific process that the levees and jetties were instru- 
ments of commerce. the language of the engineers of the United 
States, in a communication addressed to the Chief of Engineers, the 
improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi River and the 
a oa Mississippi River are inseparably connected as inter- 

ependent, 


Hence it was that in the Forty-fifth Congress on my resolution this 
committee was constituted to a committee on the improvement of 


the Mississippi River. We now insist that the committee should also 
have jurisdiction of the tributaries of the Mississippi River. And 
how are we confronted? On the one hand the chairman of the Com- 
mitte on Commerce [Mr. REaGANn] tells us that if we sever these com- 
mercial questions, if we divide the continent between two committees, 
we will defeat all appropriations for the improvement of our rivers 
and harbors. Upon what ground does that gentleman plant himself 
when he makes that statement? It is unmistakably on the ground 
that if you diminish the ability to log-roll in this House you will de- 
feat the appropriations for the improvement of rivers and harbors. 

On the other hand, the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HawLEY 
tells us that if we divide this subject between two committees an 
give the Committee on the eee River jurisdiction over the 
subject of improving the Mississippi River and its tributaries we will 
increase the facility of log-rolling and bankrupt the Treasury of the 
United States. Hence you see the strange spectacle presented of those 
in favor of log-rolling and who want extrav t appropriations 
joining hands with gentlemen who declare themselves in favor of 
rigid economy in order to defeat the constitution of this committee. 

e friends of this committee are on the one hand not parsimonious 
economists, nor on the other hand are they in favor of a general rie 
tem of log-rolling. They believe that the Mississippi River is entitled 
to consideration at the hands of this House; that its main tributaries 
are also entitled to fair treatment and justice from members of this 
House. We believe that if this question stands before the House on 
its merits it will receive the consideration to which it is entitled, and 
will secure the appropriations that a sense of justice and a sense of 
ro 5 of the case will require from the representatives of 

e people. 

I request the members of this House to reflect upon the proposi- 
tion enunciated the other day by the distinguished gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. JOHNSTON,] when he stated that you could not im- 
prove the main channel of the Mississippi River without taking into 
consideration the tributaries, and you could not improve the tribu- 
taries without at the same ti 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PHISTER obtained the floor. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that five minutes’ more time 
be given for debate. 

. BLACKBURN. I make the point of order that it is not com- 
petent for the Committee of the Whole to extend the time for debate, 
when the House by its order has placed a limit upon debate. 

Mr. BAYNE. I know the time has been limi but it was under- 
stood that I was to have five minutes upon this question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam nota party to any such understanding. 
I oe not desire to speak myself, but I do want to stop the talking and 

voting. 
Our. PHISTER. Am I entitled to the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN, If the gentleman desires to speak against the 
pending amendment, he is entitled to the floor, 

Mr. PHISTER. “Divide and conquer” is a motto of both mili 
and political warfare. When the daring adventurer, Cortez, invad 
Mexico his success in conquering that ple was due more to his skili 
and energy in exciting and utilizing divisions among their chiefs and 
tribes than to the prowess of himself and his soldiers, great as it was. 
The schisms and internecine strifes of the inhabitants of Jerusalem 
caused that great city to fall before the arms of Titus. We read in 
Asop's Fables of the contention between the different members of 
the human body as to their relative importance in maintaining its 
life and strength and what would have been the fatal result of such 
folly but for its cessation. In party contests, we know from history 
and observation that the aim of the competitors is to distract and di- 
vide the followers of rival leaders, and thus achieve an assured vic- 
tory. We witness every day such efforts on the political chess-board. 

Such being 5 of history and experience, I must be per- 
mitted respectfully to express my surprise at the amendment offered 
on Friday last by the honorable gentleman from Mississippi, [ Mr. 
e ee Sree the same amendment now offered by the honorable 

ntleman from Louisiana, [Mr. GIBSON.] It comes from, I believe, 

ends of river and harbor improvements, and I concede that it is 
prompted by good intentions. But in my humble judgment it is a 
mistaken, because an unwise policy. The object of the friends of 
river and harbor improvements should be to unite and concentrate 
their efforts, and not to divide. In legislation on this subject let the 
friends of the great 8 join with those on the ocean; let the 
lakes combine with the gulf, and the Susquehanna and the Delaware 
with the Ohio, and they will move with a majesty and power that 
will command the confidence and support of the people, and deserve 
and achieve success here in necessary, not unduly extravagant, ap- 
ropriations. But let our counsels be distracted, let our efforts be 
ivided, and they will be defeated, or their success will be uncertain 
and limited e below what is necessary. 

The object of this amendment is to separate the Mississippi River 
and its tributaries from the balance of the country in 5 for 
their improvement. While it may apparently give importance to 


that river, will it not lead to a struggle between its friends and the 
ther parts of the country? Will 


friends of great improvements in o 
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there not thus be a likelihood of each pulling against the other in- 
stead of pulling together, and will not almost certain success be in 
this way turned into defeat? Reasoning from human nature and 
experience it seems to me that such will be the result of this amend- 
ment. Fas est ab hoste doceri. We have seen how readily and almost 
gastefally those opposed to a national system of river and harbor 

provements have received this amendment. Let us take warning 
in time from this action on their part. 

Further, the effect of this amendment will be, I fear, to excite and 
probably create rivalries between the Mississippi itself and its trib- 
utaries. And thus, in their divisions, all may fail. My distinguished 
friend from Virginia, General JOHNSTON, contemplated this matter 
in an engineering view. In that light it might be best to have the 
improvement of the Mississippi and its tributaries under one head. 
Can this not be under a reference to the Committee on Commerce, 
which is friendly, as well as if to a special committee on the Missis- 
sippiand its tributaries? And cannot, and will not, the surveyingand 
engineering of their improvement be under one general management 
if the Committee on Commerce has charge of the subject ? 

It would probably be unjust to attribute this amendment to a de- 
sire to 28 the Mississippi at the expense of its tributaries. But 
may not the effect of it be, for the improvement of that great river, 
to obscure and belittle the improvement of its tributaries, as its chan- 
nel receives and absorbs the waters of the Ohio and other confluents? 
In the natural world the great animals destroy and feed upon the 
smaller ones. The big fish swallow the little ones. And if the Mis- 
sissippi is thus to diminish and dwarf the importance of its tributa- 
ries will they not combine against the monopoly? And in this strug- 
gle the gresi Father of Waters may unfortunately meet a fate not 
contemplated by its friends. 

If this amendment is to pass, why not have a separate committee 
on the important harbor of New York, another separate committee on 
the lakes or for each of the great lakes, and so on, and thus have our 
counsels divided and our labors frittered away in detail ? 

No, gentlemen, the true policy is to stand together under one com- 
mittee, to march together in union and harmony under one banner; 
and then, as has been shown in previous votes on the rules relative 
tothis matter, we can prevail over any opposition. Division is weak- 
ness and may end in failure. 

Representing, as I do, a district bordering one hundred and thirty 
miles on the Ohio, and on a greatly important tributary to it, navi- 
gable in and between three States for over one hundred miles, and 
running through a country abounding in timber, coal and mineral 
wealth, I can see no advan’ in this amendment to useful work in 
improving those rivers, but probably much injury to them, and must 
therefore oppose it. 

Let me not be misunderstood in another regard. I class myself as 
a friend to national river and harbor improvements; but am not in 
favor indiscriminately of such as are merely local in situation and 
importance. But wherever a river is a great channel of communica- 
tion between different parts of the country or has great elements of 
wealth along its course and runs in or between several States so as 
to require a combined effort to improve it, there such union and com- 
bination can only be successfully achieved through the Federal Gov- 
ernment. And in some instances harbors and rivers, though only in 
one State, may be of such vast importance to the whole country or 
great sections of it as to be of national significance. The improve- 
ment of such rivers and harbors is and should be a national work. 
And the great Calhoun meant to include the important navigable 
tributaries when he spoke of the Mississippi as a “ great inland sea.” 
Their waters supply it, and it should not pursue a policy that may 
militate pennas e ppe and improvement of its sources. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

The question being taken on the amendment offered by Mr. FRYE 
as a substitute for the amendment of Mr. CHALMERS, there were— 
ayes 93, noes 46. 

Mr. GIBSON. I call for tellers. 

7 5 were ordered; and Mr. GIBSON and Mr. Frye were ap- 

inted. 

l DUNNELL. I am satisfied that the question before the com- 
mittee is not well understood. Perhaps it ought to be stated again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause to be read everything per- 
taining to the pending question. The Clerk will first read the pend- 
ing clanse. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

21. — to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be observed that in the clause as reported 
by the Committee on Rules, the subject to be referred to this com- 
mitteeisleft blank. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CHALMERS] 
proposes to fill that blank by inserting what the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the improvement of the Mississippi River and its tributaries, and all surveys 
and estimates relating thereto. 5 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. pri 
pae to insert as a snbstitute for the amendment of the gent 
m Mississippi the langnage which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
‘To the levees of the Mississippi River. 
The CHAIRMAN, The question is now on the adoption of the 


pro- 
eman 


substitute proposed by the gentleman from Maine. 
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Mr. ROBERTSON. Is it in order to offer a further amendment ? 
The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order now. The committee is di- 
viding. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 129, noes 41. 

So the amendment of Mr. FRYE was to. 

Mr. SSO N. I presume, Mr. Chairman, that my amendment now 
comes u 

The C J. The Chair understands that the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Louisiana is an amendment to line 
24 of Rule X, to which the committee will return as soon as this mat- 
ter is disposed of. The e from Louisiana [Mr. RoBERTSON] 
desired, as the Chair understood, to offer a further amendment. 

Mr. CHALMERS. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. MCLANE] 
has an amendment to which I think the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. ROBERTSON ] will assent. 

Mr. MCLANE. I ask for the reporting of the amendment as it now 


stands. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert to the levees of the Mississippi River ;” so that the clause as amended 
will read: To the levees of the Mi ippi River: to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River.” 

Mr. MCLANE. I move to amend by striking out the words “to the 
levees of the Mississippi River,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
“the report of the Mississippi River commission.” I desire to say a 
few words in explanation of this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will remember that by order of 
the House all debate upon this clause is now closed. 

Mr. PRICE. I make a point of order on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, that it is not in order to move to strike out 
what has ee been inserted by a vote of the committee. 

Mr. Mc E. I move, then, to amend the amendment by adding 
the words “and the report of the Mississippi River commission.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from land misapprehends 
perhaps the situation of the question. 

Mr. McLANE. Will the Chair explain it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CHAL- 
MERS] moved an amendment to insert certain words in the blank left 
by the Committee on Rules, The gentleman from Maine [Mr. FRYE 
pro a substitute for that amendment, which the Committee o: 
the Whole has just adopted; so that the question is now upon the 
adoption of the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi as amended by the vote of the committee on motion of the gen- 
tleman from Maine. 

Mr. MCLANE. Now I desire to inquire whether the substitute is 
not open to amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The tleman from land now offers a 
substitute for the substitute which the Committee of the Whole has 
just adopted. 

Mr. McLANE. I won § Fas I need not offer it as a substitute, but 
may offer it as an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. But it is in fact a proposed substitute for the 
substitute which the committee has just adopted. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Not necessarily. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland will please ex- 
plain his motion, 

Mr. MCLANE. I understand the case now to be that the words 
proposed by the gentleman from Maine have been adopted as a substi- 
tute for the words proposed by the gentleman from Mississippi. The 
latter words have now disap „and in lieu thereof stand the words 
proposed by the gentleman from Maine. Now I propose to amend the 
substitute as amended by the committee. I take it for granted that 
the substitute is open to amendment, and as I cannot move to strike 
out I move to add the words “ and the report of the Mississippi River 
commission,” This motion, I think, is strictly within parliamentary 
rule. In support of this amendment I wish to say a word. 

The C The Chair did not understand the proposition 
of the gentleman from Maryland as he now states it. If he proposes 
now to add the words “and the report of the Mississippi River com- 
mission,” the Chair will hold the motion to be in order. But that is 
not the amendment which was sent to the desk and read to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MCLANE. The amendment I have just stated is the one I de- 
sire to offer. 

; Sl ee I make the point that debate on the pending clause 
is Š 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this clause is closed by order of the 
House, and the Chair has no discretion in the matter. 

Mr. GIBSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Ihad the honor 
to offer an amendment to line 11 or 12. The order of the committee 
was that this amendment was to be considered as pending when we 
should reach line 24. I would like to inquire whether that amend- 
ment is not now pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the situation as under- 
stood here at the desk. When Rule No. X as reported by the Com- 
mittee on Rules was under consideration, the gentleman from Loui- 
siana [Mr. GIBSON ] proposed an amendment to line 24, and the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, [Mr. CHALMERS, ] according to the recolleo- 
tion of the Chair, also pro an amendment to line 25, to increase 
the number of members of the committee. By unanimous consent, 
those two amendments were passed over until the committee reached 
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Rule No. XI, which is now under consideration, and should di of 
the clause as proposed by the committee. The Chair intended at all 
times, as soon as the committee disposed of clause 21, to return to 
lines 24 and 25 of Rule X, and dispose of the amendments proposed 
by the gentleman from Lonisiana (Mr. GInsON ] and the gentleman 
from rae [ Mr. CHALMERS. ] . 

Mr. REAGAN. What is the question before the House! 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Mary- 
land, [Mr. MCLANE. ] 

Mr. REAGAN, I only rise to say 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. McLANE. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. Was the amendment to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Maine an amendment to it or a substitute for it? 

The CHAIRMAN. A substitute for it, and the question remains of 
filling the blank of the amendment with the number of the commit- 
tee. 


Mr. REAGAN, I wish to understand it. An affirmative vote fills 
the blank by the word “ levees.” 

The CHAIRMAN. It will, in the manner just adopted by the com- 
mittee. 


M.. ROBERTSON, I rise to a parliamentary question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Is this the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Maryland? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; that amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Then I renew it, to come in after the word 
“levees,” and for the sole purpose that this committee shall have the 
right to take charge of the report of the commission they themselves 
created. [Cries of Order! 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order, and the question recurs 
on the amendment to insert the words “and the report of the Mis- 
sissippi River commission.” 

Mr. ACKLEN. I should like to ask a parliamentary 8 Has 
that report been made or is it a report yet to be made 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ACKLEN. It is a question for information. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not informed whether it is or not. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I make this point, that if the amendment refers to 
a EON yet to be made— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. ROBESON. I ask that the resolution creating the commission 
and defining its powers be read. 

The CH. That is not in order. 

Mr. ROBESON. I ask that the proceedings of the House which 
authorized the commission, whose report is now to be submitted to 
this committee, and which defines the power of that commission, be 
read by the Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN, That is a law passed by Congress which every 
gentleman can see, and its reading would be in the nature of debate, 
which is probibited under the rules. 

RE GIBSON. I hope the gentleman’s request will be complied 
th. ` 
Mr, ROBERTSON. I hope so too. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itcannot be complied with if objection be made. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I hope it will be complied with to show the 

tleman from New Jersey 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has got to go there anyhow. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. If so, then all right. I demand a division of 
the committee on the amendment I have offered. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 10, noes 66. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurred on Mr. CHALMERS’sS amendment as amended, 
and it was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now return, under the order of 
the committee, to lines 24 and 25 of Rule X, so as to dispose of the 
amendments there pending. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] will first be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rule X, line 24, amend by striking ont “levees and” and insert “and its tributa- 
ries ;” soit will read: on improvement of the Mississippi River and its tributaries, 
to consist of eleven members.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The question next recurred on Mr. CHALMERS’s amendment; which 
was read, as follows: 

Strike out “eleven and insert thirteen ;” so it will read, on levees and im 
provement of the Mississippi River, to consist of thirteen members.” È 

The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now return to Rule XI, clause 22. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

22. To education and labor: to the Committee on Education and Labor; 

23. To the militia of the several States: to the Committee on the Militia; 

24. To patents: to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. VANCE. I move to amend so it will read, “and that the Com- 
mittee on Patents shall receive the estimates and report the appro- 
priation bills for the support of the United States Patent Office.” 

Mr. Chairman, the Committee of the Whole have directed that the 
Committee on Agriculture, the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds, and the Committee on Commerce shall have control of the 
appropriation bills for all matters pertaining to those different de- 
ents. I think it is equally important that the Committee on 
atents should have control of, and 1 7 5 appropriation bills for the 
support of the United States Patent Office. 

t will be borne in mind, Mr. Chairman, that the country is not 
taxed to support the Patent Office of the United States. There is not 
a dollar of tax laid upon the people of this country for its mainte- 
nance or support. It is supported by the inventors of the country. 
The report of the Commissioner of Patents for the year 1879 shows 
that there were applications for patents amounting to 19,300; appli- 
cations for design-patents, 697; for the reissue of patents, 639; for 
registration of trade-marks, 1,465; patents granted, (including re- 
issues, designs, &c.,) 12,471; labels registered, 403. 

The total receipts of the Patent Office for the year 1879 aggregate, 
according to this report of the Commissioner of Patents, $703,146.79. 
Of this amount there was expended for the Patent Office itself, $548,- 
ste mg an excess of receipts above the expenditures of 

495.32. 

Now, sir, I think it is a reasonable proposition, as the Patent Office 
is supported by the money paid into it by the inventors of the whole 
country, that the Committee on Patents should have exclusive juris- 
diction and control of the legislation affecting this great interest. 
While it is admitted that the interests of ni gue are of great 
importance to the country, it cannot be denied that the development 
of the country, and the development to a large éxtent of 3 
itself, are greatly indebted to the success of our system of patents. 
The interests of agriculture in this country have been greatly en- 
hanced by the development of the patent system. There is no one 
department of this Government which has done more for the material 
welfare and prosperity of thepeoplethanthat. Themillionof bushels 
of grain, of corn, wheat, and every other kind of grain known to our 
agricultural interests have been added to and increased by the inven- 
tion and successful operation of aboneaving machinery, fostered, 
as such inventions have been, by the patent laws of this country. 
Ithink it is true that the appropriations for the Patent Office for many 
years were reported by the Committee on Patents, and I see no reason 
why they should not continue to be reported by that committee. 

At the present time it is very important that the Committee on 
Patents should have control of the appropriations, from the fact that 
I hold in my hand the report of the Commissioner of Patents which 
states that he has not under his control a sufficient force to do the 
work of the office, and it is alleged to be a fact, and I believe it to be 
true, that at this time the inventors of the country are compelled to 
wait a month before they can receive their patents after the appli- 
cation has been filed. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 82. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. I move to insert, after the word “ patents,” in 
this clause 24, the words “copyrights and trade-marks;” so that it 
will read, if adopted: 

To patents, copyrights, and trade-marks: to the Committee on Patents. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that this amendment needs no extended 
remarks from me in support of it. It would seem to commend itself 
at once to the consideration of everybody that these are cognate sub- 
jects and should be referred to the same committee. 

Mr. TUCKER, The Supreme Court has decided that trade-marks 
are unconstitutional. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. But there are questions now pending with re- 
gard to these very things based upon the decision of the Supreme 

ourt, which, if itis proper, should be referred to a committee, and 
oo can be no more appropriate committee than the Committee on 

atents. 

Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not see why weshould adopt 
this amendment. As the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] 
says, the Government.has no power to issue any trade-mark patents 
or license. The whole question of copyrights belongs exclusively to 
the Librarian of Congress. 

Mr. CLYMER. To the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. HASKELL. To the Committee on the Library, and that com- 
mittee should have charge of the question of copyri ghts, if any com- 
mittee is to be placed in charge of the subject. The Committee on 
Patents have nothing whatever to do with the Library, and there is 
no such thing as a copyright, while the Supreme Court has ruled out 
the trade-mark altogether. Ido not see any reason why this com- 
mittee should be encumbered with what does not belong to it, and 
with matters over which it can exercise no possible control, 

Mr. FINLEY. I move to amend the amendment of the gentleman 
from Michigan by striking out the word “ copyright.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FINLEY ] pro- 
oses to amend the amendment of the gentleman from Michigan 
Mr. NEWBERRY) by striking out the word “ copyrights.” 

Mr. CLYMER rose. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I object to debate. The commit- 
tee is dividing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

The question being taken on Mr, FINLEY’s amendment to the 
amendment, there were ayes 14, noes not counted. 

So the amendment to the amendment was not agreed to. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. NEWBERRY. ] 

Mr. CLYMER. Upon that I can say a word. I move to strike out 
the last word. I wish the committee not to do a thing which I think 
they will regret. The whole subject of copyrights is by law com- 
mitted to the Library. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But we have a right to amend the law. 

Mr. CLYMER. But not by a rule of this House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. If a petition were sent in here 
relating to copyright, would it not be competent to refer it to the 
Committee on Patents? 

Mr. CLYMER. It would, if such were the pleasure of the House. 
But that subject properly belongs to the Library, and is in the hands 
ef the Committee on the Library. Why should it go to the Com- 
mittee on Patents rather than to any other committee? If any gen- 
tleman can show any relation between the two subjects, I would be 
glad to hear him. 

Mr. HAWLEY. These subjects come together in the Constitution, 
and are evidently in the contemplation of that instrament cognate 
subjects. We grant certain privileges to inventors and we grant 
certain privileges to authors. The two subjects go together. 

I know that so far as registering a copyright is concerned, that is 
committed to the Librarian of Congress. You go to the Librarian 
pay your fee, deposit two copies of your book, and get a certificate of 
copyright. But su pose it is thought necessary to have some new 
legislation concerning copyrights, the subject would have to go to 
some committee. And what would be more natural than that it 
should go to the Committee on Patents, a sores being next door 
toa patent, one being a patent on a book and the other is a patent 
on a machine. 

As to trade-marks it is quite proper that suhject should go there 
also. The Supreme Court has decided that the trade-mark law is un- 
constitutional; but there remain on the statute-book some unre- 
pealed laws on the subject, and in the Treasury there are large sums 
paid by our people on the supposition Congress was giving them 
some rights ; and there may be petitions for a constitutional amend- 
ment in favor of trade- mar may come before us relatin 
to trade-marks, although the law has been declared unconstitution 

These are evidently cognate subjects. We have a Committee on 
Patents, and why those other matters should not be put under charge 
of the same committee I cannot understand. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. By referring to the first ph of Rule XI 
it will be seen in what connection this amendment places the whole 
subject. It says: j 

All 1 tion shall be referred to the named in - 
ing e Bae relating— e n 

And if my amendment be adopted, it will read: 

To patents, copyrights, and trade-marks: to the Committee on Patents. 


It will not be contended for an instant that there cannot be legis- 
lation here, as has been suggested by the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut, with regard to trade-marks and also in regard to copyrights, 
although the Supreme Court may have declared the present law in 
regard to trade-marks unconstitutional. 

The question being taken on Mr. NEWBERRY’s amendment, there 
were—ayes 69, noes 28. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of Rule XI, and read the following: 

25. To the pensions of the civil war: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

26. To the pensions of all the wars of the United States other than the civil 
war: to the Committee on Pensions ; 

27. To private and domestic claims and demands whatsoever, other than war 
claims against the United States: to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. Unless the Committee on the Revision of the 
Rules have some particular reason for retaining the word “ whatso- 
ever” in clause 27, I will move to strike it out. It adds nothing to the 
force of the paragraph, and it does not follow the phraseology of the 
other clauses. For instance, take clause 16: 

To railways and canals other than Pacific railroads. 

The word “whatsoever” is not inserted there. Again in clause 19: 

To the public buildings and occupied or improved grounds of the United States. 

You do not say “ whatsoever.” But in clause 27 it is said: 

To private and domestic claims and demands whatsoever. 

It seems to me the word “ whatsoever ” is redundant. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am perfectly willing to have the word struck 
out provided we can come to a vote. 

There being no objection, the word“ whatsoever” was struck out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that instead of “the 
Committee of Claims” the name of the committee should read“ Com- 
mittee on Claims,” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is a typographical error. 

— 5 CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the correction will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill and read as follows: 


28. To claims arising from any war in which the United States has been engaged: 
tothe Committee on War Claims; 

29. To private claims to lands; to the Committee on Private Land Claims; 

30. To the District of Columbia : to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am directed by the committee to offer the 
amendment to clause 30 which I send to the desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word Columbia,“ in line 1, insert the words “other than appropria- 
tions therefor;” and strike out the word for“ and insert on; so that it will 


read: 

‘Po the District of Columbia, other than appropriations therefor: to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

31. To the revision and codification of the statutes of the United States: to the 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws; ' 

32. The examination of the accounts and expenditures of the several Depart- 
ments of the Government and the manner of keeping the samo; the economy, just- 
ness, and correctness of such expenditures ; their conformity with appropriation 
laws; the proper application of — moneys; the security of the Government 
against ust and extravagant demands; retrenchment; the enforcement of the 
payment of moneys due to the United States; the economy and accountability of 
public officers; the abolishment of useless offices ; the reduction or increase of the 

of officers, shall all be subjects within the jurisdiction of the eight standing 
itures in the several de ents, as follows: 

33. In the Department of State: to the Committee on Expenditures in the State 
Department; 


34. In the Treasury Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
t 


8 ; 
In 735 War Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the War De- 

partment ; 
dee the Navy Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy De- 
partment; 

37. In the Post-Office Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Post-Office Department; 

38. In the Interior Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the In- 
terior Department; 

39. In the Department of Justice: to the Committee on Expenditures in the De- 
partment of Justice ; 

40. To public buildings: to the Committee on Expenditures on the Public Build- 


3; 

iL All proposed action touching the rules and joint rules shall be referred to the 
Mat Sivasting the expenditure of the contingent fund of the Fomse the anditin 

ouchin, 0 e con © au 

and settling all accounts which may be charged therein by order of the House: ts 
the Committee of Accounts, 

Mr. WHITE. I move to amend by adding to clause 42, just read, 
that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


8 on the publio e 


And such committee shall make no allowance on contracts or ents for 
material or labor for the House, unless the contract or ment there- 
for shall have been previously made and approved by the Clerk of House. 


Mr. WHITE. [I offer that amendment merely to make this clause 
harmonious with the concluding provisions of clause 3 of Rule III, which 
provides, under the head of “duties of Clerk,” that the Clerk shall 
make or approve all contracts, bargains, or agreements relative to 
furnishing any matter or thing, or for the performance of any labor, 
for the House of Representatives, in pursuance of law or order of the 
House.“ He is the ministerial officer of the House in that respect. 
The present rule of the House upon that subject, Rule 21, adopted 
January 30, 1846, is as follows: 

All contrac’ bes aeons or oe relative to the furnishin matter or 
thing, or for te performance of any eter, for the House of ipone eee sball 
be made with the Clerk, or a ved by him, before any allowance shall be made 
therefor by the Committee of Accounts. 

I think it was the intention of the Committee on Rules to retain 
in this revision that provision of the present rules. It has been in- 
advertently left out, I think, and I offer this amendment merely to 
make this clause harmonious with what has heretofore been adopted 
by the House. 

Mr. HASKELL. I desire for one to object to this practice of amend- 
ing the title of a bill by injecting into that title a mass of legislation. 
These clauses now under consideration are not descriptive of the 
powers and duties of committees, and it does not seem to me that 
this is the place to adopt an amendment directing what a committee 
shall do. 5 that there is a proper place in these rules for that 
direction, and that place is not here. I shall vote against the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WHITE. The amendment which I have offered is exceedingly 
brief and merely aed the existing rule which requires that all 
contracts for the furnishing of material, labor, &c., for this House 
shall be made by the Clerk of the House. My amendment merely 
indicates that the Committee on Accounts shall first require that that 
rule be followed before they pass any account. It is merely re-en- 
acting what we have already ordered. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. WHITE ; and 
it was not agreed to upon a division—ayes 15, noes 56. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


43. The ascertainment of the travel of members of the House shall be made by 
the Committee on Mileage and reported to the Sergeant-at-Arm: 


9 
44. Touching the Library of Congress, statuary, and pictures: to the Joint Com- 
mittee on the Library ; 


45. All proposed le, tion or order touching printing shall be referred to the 
Joint Committee on Printing on the part of the House; 


46, The enrollment of engrossed bills: to the Joint Committee on Enrolled Bills; 


and said committee shall have leave to report at any time ; 

Mr. ROBINSON. I move to amend clause 46, just read, by striking 
out all after the word “ bills,” where it occurs the second time; that 
is, the words “and said committee shall have leave to report at any 
time. 

Mr. FRYE. That is right. 

Mr. ROBINSON These words are not necessary in this clause, be- 


cause the direction is repeated in the next clause. t 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no objection to that amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The Clerk read the following: 


on Appropriations, the Tiation bills; the 
on Enrolled Bills, enrolled bills; the ö Printing, on all 


House. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I move to add toclause 47, just read, that which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

shall be in writing, and shall give the names of the members of 
83 who concur in the 8 thereof. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I desire to say but one word in favor of that 
amendment. It ap to me to be in the interest of economy, and 
I think the effect will be to require of committees more careful exam- 
ination of the subjects before them. It brings individual responsibil- 
ity to bear upon the question of reports, and I hope the amendment 
will be adopted. 

Mr. ROBINSON. It seems to me that the language of the amend- 
ment will not quite accomplish what is desired by the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. ConversE.] If he adds that to clause 47 it will 
apply only to the committees named in that clause. I wise the 
gentleman desires to have it apply to all the committees of the House. 

Mr. CONVERSE. II it is deemed more advisable I will move to 
add it to Rule XI as a separate clause—as clause 48. 

Mr. ROBINSON. It should be a separate clause. 

Mr. LAPHAM. If it is added to clause 47 it will apply to the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, named in that clause; and it could hardly 
be expected that all the members of that committee shall have their 
names a ded to any report made from the committee. 

Mr. Before any additional clause is added to Rule XI I de- 
sire to move an amendment to clause 47, which amendment I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committees on Ways and Means, on Banking and Currency, and on Coin- 

Weights, and Measures shall have leave to report at any time, and on motion 
ef any member a majority of the House may fix a day for the consi: of 
any public bill reported by either of said committees, and the House may continue 
the consideration of such bill from day to day till disposed of. 

Mr. MILLS. The proposition which I now offer is the present rule, 
word for word. It is the rule which was adopted at the commence- 
ment of our recent extra session. This Congress then determined 
that the Committee of Ways and Means, the Committee on i 
and Currency, and the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures should not only have the privilege of reporting at any time, but 
also should have the privilege of calling upon the House to fix a day 
for the consideration of a bill so repo: and to continue the consid- 
eration of such bill from day to day until disposed of. Ido not care 
to repeat the arguments which I then made, or the argument which 
I made the other day, why this rule ought to be continued. I think 
the Committee on Banking and Currency and the Committee on 
‘Coinage, Weights, and Measures ought to continue as 1 com- 
mittees of this House. It is for the House now to decide whether it 
will recede from the course taken at the commencement of this Con- 
„gress in reference to this question. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Rule . proponon sine hereafter when commit- 
tees report the bills reported g immediately to one of three 
calendars. Now, if we adopt Rule XIII we shall be under the neces- 
sity of keeping those calendars clear. We do not want a rule that will 
allow bills to be brought before the House from day to day without 
regard to those calen The adoption of the rule which the gen- 
tleman suggests will thoroughly defeat the consideration of measures 
which 12 BP under Rule XIII to these three calendars. 

Mr. FRYE. The reasons which prompted the adoption of the rule 
authorizing the two committees named by the gentleman from Texas 
to report at any time will, after these new rules are adopted, cease to 
exist, because those committees will be called as often as once a week 
at any rate. Now, the purpose of the Committee on Rules was to get 
rid oft special orders piling themselves one upon another as the ses- 
sion progresses, As to general appropriation bills and measures com- 
ing from the Ways and Means Committee, the Committee on Rules 
have authorized me to offer an amendment, when the proper point is 
reached, giving the Committee of Ways and Means and the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations the right to move at any time after the morn- 
ing hour, not before the morning hour, to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of particular 
appropriation bills or bills raising revenue. I think that the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Texas is entirely unnecessary, and its 

adoption would interfere very decidedly with the general scheme 
and plan of this revision. 

Mr. WARNER. Will not the reason which the gentleman from 
Maine has given in sd Spat to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Texas apply as well to the whole of clause 47, which proposes to 
give 8 privileges to certain committees? 

Mr. FRYE. That is because there may arise exigencies in which it 
may be absolutely necessary for the committees named to report at 
any time; for instance, as to a bill for raising revenue. As to the gen- 
eral appropriation bills the gentleman himself has seen the exigency. 
In reference to the other committees named in clause 47, their duties 


relate to matters of importance to the House—matters of privilege, 
matters of printing, matters connected with the contingent fund. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. „it was 
not agreed to. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I now offer the following, to come in as clause 48: 

Every report shall be in writing, and shall give the names of the members of 
the committee who concur in the recommendation thereof. 

I desire to state one ig pacers in reply to the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. LAPHAM. y opinion is that this rule ought to apply 
to all committees, including the Committee on Enrolled Bills, because, 
as I am told, it has sometimes been charged that mistakes have been 
made in enrolling bills. Hence we caghi to know what members of 
that committee have examined any bill reported and what members 
bil — the report, so that it may be known where the responsi- 

Mr. WHITE. Is it the purpose of this amendment to require that 
the members concurring in a report shall sign their names, or simply 
that their names shall be s in the report? 

Mr. CONVERSE. The object is that the report shall show the 
names of the members concurring in it. 

Mr. WHITE. Why not require them to sign it? 

Mr. CONVERSE, I have no objection to that; but it might cause 
more trouble than the provision I propose. 

Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Chairman, I find myself compelled to oppose 
this amendment for various reasons. No committee of this House 
probably has a full attendance of all its members in the course of a 
month. It transacts its business when a quorum is present. A bill 
may be agreed to by all the members present or by all except one 
member. But some members are on two committees and must be 
absent from one. Now, this proposed rule would compel the member 
in charge of a bill to present his report to the committee, secure their 
approval, and then go through the Capitol or the city hunting the 
other members of the committee to ascertain their opinions on the 
merits of the bill and compelling men who have not listened to the 
report of the sub-committee and have not had time to examine the 
merits of the measure to commit themselves to a written report over 
their signatures for or against the bill. x 

Now, many a bill passes in my committee perhaps during my ab- 
sence; a report is made to the committee, and the bill is approved 
unanimously by those present. Coming upon the floor of 8 
I hear a report made from my committee; I notice the bringing for- 
ward of a bill in which I am interested, and which the committee 
has = sei in my absence. I have not had time to examine it, but 
the debate on the floor developes reasons for or against the measure ; 
and I take my position upon it in debate. Now, I do not desire to 
be obliged to scrutinize every little bill that passes in my committee, 
and to come to a deliberate conclusion upon it, to be published before 
this House. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, the action of committees is designed to be 
confidential. You cannot secure the fair consideration of a billif 
every mane posikion upon it is to be bruited abroad, and every lob- 
byist enabled to train his guns on perhaps a single offending member 
who disa with the majority supporting the bill. Under the op- 
eration of this amendment you subject this whole House to a cross- 
fire of every lobbyist that happens to be in the city. 

Let the men who procure the passage of a report through the com- 
mittee come upon this floor and defend it. Let thoe> who have been 
compelled to absent themselves from the committce be allowed to 
listen to the debates on the bill, and to form their conclusions here, 
without being compelled to make a formal agreement or disagreement. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out the last word. I favor this 

roposition. In my humble opinion it is just what the American 

n requires. If you look over the proceedings of other legislat- 
ive ies in the United States, you will find their report has ap- 

ded to it the signatures of the gentlemen who concur in making 
it. It gives to these reports the test which we all know has more to 
do with the legislation of this body than any other feature of our 
organization, more of the character of deliberation. It gives them 
somewhat of the judicial character. The judges of every court in the 
country are recorded as concurring or refusing to concur in the judg- 
ment rendered. 

The objection of my friend from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] that it will 
subject gentlemen who do not seem to concur to a cross-fire of differ- 
ent lobbyists who come here to look after legislation, does not seem 
to me to be well taken. 

Mr.HASKELL. Will the gentleman allowmetoask him a question? 

Mr. WHITE. The same objection would be good in favor of every 
member of the committee. 

Mr. HASKELL. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. WHITE. * 

Mr. HASKELL. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether during this session of Congress he is prepared now to sign 
the majority or minority report on every bill which was ordered to 
be reported by his committee? I ask him whether he is willing to 
do that now? Iwish an answer. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam willing to answer. I am willing to sign all re- 
ports ordered to be made when I was present and in which I concurred. 

Mr. HASKELL. But are you y to sign every report from your 
committee during this session of Congress 
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Mr. WHITE. It is a fair question and I will answer it fairly. I 
am willing to sign every bill and report passed by the committee 
when I was present and in which I concurred. As a member of the 
committee I should be willing to assume the responsibility of every 
report in which I concurred, and I should be a coward if I refused to 


do so. 

Mr. HASKELL. Are you willing to sign every report made when 
you did not happen to be there? 

Mr. WHITE. Not at all; and this does not contemplate any such 
thing. It affects only those who concur in the judgment of the com- 
mittee that their names shall be recited in the report. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio one question. 
The report made by any committee is supposed to be, of course, the 
report of the majority, as the minority is only entitled to give its 
views. I concur in part of his proposition, and I ask him whether 
he would accept this as a substitute: “Every bill or resolution re- 
ported by any of said committees shall be accompanied by the reasons 
therefor in writing, which shall be printed?” 

Mr. CONVERSE. That does not reach the point of my amend- 
ment. If I may be allowed one minute or two more, the object of 
this bill is that the House shall know what members of a committee 
concur in the recommendations which that committee makes. What 
is the object of having committees in the House? It is in order that 
those committees examine the question submitted to them and 
return to us their opinion and their judgment upon which we ought 
to and do act. Is it not we shall know whether a majority of the 
committee concur in the recommendation or not? Any action of the 
minority of that committee is or should be a report to this House. 
None but a majority of the entire committee should be allowed to 
return a report to this House recommending action on its part. This 
amendment will secure that point, and will disclose the names of the 
persons on the committee who concur in its recommendation; and 
all are not bound by the reasoning which may be offered in the oe ake 
but only the names of such as concur in the recommendations of the 
committee. That is all the amendment embraces. 

Mr, WHITE, by unanimous consent, withdrew his formal amend- 
ment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 80. 

Mr. CONVERSE demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. CONVERSE and Mr. HASKELL were 5 

that committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 41, 
noes 98. 

So the amendment was rej 

Mr. ROBINSON. I move 
clause : 

‘ 48. No committee shall sit during the sitting of the House without special 
eave. 

Mr. Chairman, I observe that has been omitted. It is the present 
rule, and it seems to me that it ought to be retained. I do not un- 
derstand that there is any reason why it should be omitted. Unless 
some objection is made to it I do not see the necessity for discuss- 


ing it. 
Ge: BLACKBURN. If the gentleman will permit me he will remem- 


ected. 
to add the following as an additional 


ber that there is already a rule, the first clause of Rule VIII, which | j 


requires every member of the House to be in his seat, but if in the 
ju ent of the House this is deemed essential, I shall not object. 

r. ROBINSON. That is a very indefinite rule. We have had it 
here since 1794 and it will do no harm, for the proper transaction of 
the business of the House, to retain it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not care about it. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. SHALLENBERG I desire to offer a substitute for the en- 
tire rule, and I wish to say a word before the Clerk proceeds to read 
the substitute, as this is a ve 1 rule and as the substitute 
is lengthy. I desire to say that I have marked only those clauses 
which have been amended by the committee and proposed to be 
amended by this substitute. Ido not think it necessary that the 
Clerk should read the clauses word for word where there was no 
proposition toamend. Hence I have marked just such clauses in this 
rule as have either been adopted by the deliberate action of the com- 
mittee or which I pro to amend by this substitute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Without reading the entire substitute I suggest 


that the gentleman from Pennsylvania be permitted to explain the 
matter, as we understand it refers to the division of the powers of the 
committee and it is not necessary to read it at all, as it Will take some 
time to do so. 

Mr. MORRISON. Let it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RULE XI. 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES. 

3 tion shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
cedin e, as fo! namely: Subjects relating 

1. To the election of members: to the Committee on Elections; 

2. To the revenue and the bonded debt of the United States: to the Committee 
on Ways and Means; 

3. To appropriation of the revenue for the support of the Government: to the 
Committee on Appropriations ; and the several appropriation bills, when reported 
to the House by the committees in which they Er in shall be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations to be back to the House after duo consid- 
eration, with si recommendations as the general expenditures of the Govern- 


shall 
tiation bill shall have equal Wane aad aan 
an appro s ave 
S A rist ireren on 3 ; = 
civil and criminal law: to the Committee on the Ju- 


ment require them to make, and the committee in which the bill 
thereupon 3 it and upon its passage: i 
in presenting and de! 
privileges upon the floor with the 
12 To judicial proceedings, 

5. To banking and currency: to the Committee on Banking and Carreney ; 

€ To coinage, weights, and measures: tothe Committee on Coinage, eights, 
and measures ; 


7. To commerce: to the Committee on Commerce ; and the Committee on Com- 
merce shall have the samo privilege in hg Spero bills making appropriations for 
the improvement of rivers and harbors as is accorded to the Committee on Appro- 
priations in reporting general appropriation bills ; 

8. To culture: to the Committee on Agricultare ; 

9. To the relations of the United States with foreign nations: to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs; and this committee shall report the consular and diplomatic 
app riation bill for reference to the Committee on Appropriations ; 

0. To the military establishment and the public defense: to the Committee on 
Military Affairs; and this committee shall report the 3 bills 
for the of the Army and the Military Academy at W. t, for refer- 
ence to the Committee on Appropriations ; 

11. To the naval establishment: to the Committee on Naval Affairs; and this 
committee shall report the annual appropriation bill for the support of the Navy, 
for reference to the Committee on Appropriations ; 8 

12. To the Post-Office and post- : tothe Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post- Roads; and this committee shall report the annual appropriation bills for the 
service of the Post-Oflice Department, and for mail transportation by ocean steam- 
ers, for reference to the Committee on Appropriations ; 

13, To the lands of the United States: to the Committee on the Publio Lands ; 

14. To the relations of the United States with the Indians and the Indian tribes : 
fe es Cons eon oo 8 „ report the 2 
appropriations for expenses © Department, and for out the 
treaties and obligations of the Government with tho Indian tribes, for asera 
to the Committee on Appropriations ; 

15. To territorial legislation, the revision thereof, and affecting Territories or the 
admission of States: to the Committee on the Territories; 

16. To railways and canals other than Pacific railroads: to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals; 

17. To the manufacturing industries: to the Committee on Manufactures ; 

18. To the mining interests: to the Committee on Mines and N 

19. To the public buildings and occupied or 3 of the United 
States: to the Committee on Public Buildings and G: ; and this committee 
shall report all appropriations therefor, for reference to the Committee on Appro- 


riations ; 
r 20. To the railroads and telegraphic lines between the Mississippi River and the 
Pacific coast: to the Committee on Pacitic Railroads ; 

21. To the levees of the Mississippi River: to the Committee on Levees and Im- 
provements of the Mississippi River ; 

22. To education and labor: to the Committee on Education and Labor ; 

23. To the militia of the several States: to the Committee on the Militia; 

24. To ts, copyrights, and trade-marks: to the Committee on Patents ; 

25. To the pensions of the civil war: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; and 

committee shall report the annual ee bill for the payment of inva- 
lid and other pensions, for reference to Committee on pr hs aap gp ; 

26. To the ions of all the wars of the United States other than the civil war: 

Nr 
To private and domestic claims em. other warc against 
the United States: to the Committee on Claims ; 

28. Toclaims from any war in which the United States has been engaged : 
to the Committee on War Claims; 

29. To private claims to lands: to the Committee on Private Land Claims ; 

30. To the District of Colambia: to the Committee on the District of Columbia; 
and this committee shall report all appropriations therefor, for reference to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

31. To the revision and codification of the statutes of the United States: to the 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

32. The examination of the accounts and é; ditures of the several Depart- 
ments of the Government and the mauner keeping the same; the economy, 
ustness, and correctness of such expenditures; their conformity with A cat 

cation of public moneys; the security of the Govern 

extravagant demands; retrenchment; the enforcement 

due to the United States; the economy and accounta- 

bility of public officers ; the abolishment of useless offices ; the reduction orincrease 

of the pay of officers, shall all be subjects within the jurisdiction of the eight 

sensing committees on the public expenditures in the several Departments, as 
0 


WS: 
33. In the Department of State: to the Committee on Expenditures in the State 


Department; 
34. In the Treasury Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the 


Treas 2 

35. Int the War Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the War De- 
partment; 

36. In the Navy Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy 


Department ; 

37. In the Post-Office Department: to the Committee on Expenditares in the 
Post-Office Department ; 

nes the Interior Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the Inte- 


vr t; 

39. In the De ent of Justice: to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Sp whe of Justice; 

4 To public buildings: to the Committee on Expenditures on the Public Build - 
41. All proposed action touching the rules and joint rules shall be referred to the 
Committee on Rules; 

42. Touching the expenditure of the contingent fund of the House, the anditing 
and settling all accounts which may be charged therein by order of the House: to 
the Committee on Accounts; 

43. The ascertainment of the travel of members of the House shall be made by 
the Committee on Mileage and reported to the Sergeant-at-Arms ; 

44. Tononing the Library of Congress, statuary, and pictures: to the Joint Com- 


tion laws; the proper ap; - 
ment against unjust an 
of the payment of mone 


mittee on the Library; 

45. All proposed legislation or order touching printing shall be referred to the 
Joint Committee on Printing on the part of the House; 

46. The enrollment of en bills: to the Joint Committee on Enrolled Bills; 


47. The following named committees shall have leave to report at any time on 
the matters herein stated, namely: The Committee on Elections, on the right of a 
member to his seat; the Committee on Ways and Means, on bills raising revenue; 
the Committee on 5 the general appropriation bills; the mittee 
on Enrolled Bills, enrolled bills; the Committee on Printing, on all matters referred 
to them of printing for the use of the House or two Houses; and the Committee 
on Accounts, on all matters of expenditure of the contingent fand of the House. 

48. No committee shall sit during the sitting of the House without special leave. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. As we have had at least two weeks’ debate 
upon the very proposition involved in this substitute, and lookin 
only to an expedition of the work in the Committee of the Whole, 
ill move now that the committee rise and go back into the House 
with the view of agreeing upon a limit that we will put upon the 
debate. Of course it will not interfere with the right of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 102, noes 3. 

So the motion was d to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the ole on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the report of the 
Committee on Rules, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to continue the consid- 
eration of the report of the Committee on Rules; and pending that 
motion I move that all debate be closed upon the substitute pending 
for Rule XI, and all amendments thereto, in ten minutes. Atthe sug- 
gestion of several members, I will say twenty minutes. 

Mr. FINLEY. Then I will move an amendment, to strike out 
“twenty” and insert “ten.” 

Mr. ATKINS. L hope the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] will adhere to his motion as he originally made it, limiting 
the debate to ten minutes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well. Iadhere to my original motion 
to limit debate to ten minutes. 

The motion to limit debate was a to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union was agreed to. 

The Honse accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the State of the Union, (Mr. CARLISLE in the chair,) and resumed 
consideration of the report of the Committee on Rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all debate on the pending 
substitute for Rule XI is limited to ten minutes. The Chair will divide 
that time equally between the friends and opponents of the substitute. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. urpose in offering this amendment 
as a substitute has been, if possible, to save this rule and all the rules 
from possible rejection as a whole. I fear that if this rule, as now 
amended, shall stand on a final yea-and-nay vote in the House, there 
will be danger that these rules shall be rejected entirely, as such a 
contingency has been mgre than suggested. I have carefully pre- 
pared this substitute so as to embody two or three distinct proposi- 
tions not heretofore presented to the committee. I call the attention 
of the committee to clause 3, in which I provide that the time on 
the floor shall be divided between the committee reporting an a 
propriation bill and the Committee on Appropriations. I provide 
further and specifically that each committee reporting a general ap- 

ropriation bill shall have the control of it on the floor; that it shall 
have the right to report at any time; that it shall have equal privi- 
leges in fact with the Committee on Appropriations, when present- 
ing a general appropriation bill. 

a the 9 on Public ee and Grounds no more 
right than I allow the Army Committee or Navy Committee and the 
committees which have in charge the other specific branches of the 
public service. I except from the operation of this substitute the 
Committee on Commerce. I allow that committee undivided control 
of its own bill because the judgment of the Committee of the Whole 
has settled that beyond a peradventure. We all see they will have 
it. We might as well accept the fact that the Committee of the Whole 
and the House by a two-thirds vote will give to that committee the 
undivided control of its own appropriations in all probability. 

My purpose is to give the careful preparation and control of each 
appropriation bill other than the river and harbor bill to the several 
committees of this House, and yet to give to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations that general review which will give to the Committee of 
the Whole when it comes to act on these bills an intelligent, compre- 
hensive, and well-matured report, not on the subject-matter originally 
referred to each committee, not on the distribution of an gate 
appropriation, but on the face expenditures of the Government— 

the comparison of all the bills and their relative importance as parts 
of those general expenditures of the Government. 

I have formulated in this substitute what I conceive to be the saf- 
est and best possible distribution of the responsibilities and powers 
of this House; I deny with all the force I have the assertion made 
upon this floor by the distinguished Speaker of the House that the 
Appropriations Committee does not legislate on these important ques- 
tions. I point him to the sundry civil bill of last year in which 
there were $2,000,000 appropriated for public baildings in this coun- 
try which had not been previously authorized by law, and by right 
came under the jurisdiction of our committee. Every dollar of it 
was in violation of the limitation fixed by law. I ask that my com- 
mittee shall have jurisdiction originally of a publie building and 
shall limit the appropriations therefor. Why shall it not have juris- 
diction of the estimates which extend that limitation hundreds of 
thousands of dollars? I say that this is the only complete system 
a and through which we give to each of the committees of this 

0 


use independent and complete jurisdietion of its own matters, sub- 
ject, however, to mature comparison and report from an impartial com- 
mittee specially instructed for that purpose. 
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Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) This substitute proposes to do in 
the aggregate what the Committee of the Whole in many particulars 
has y voted down. It goos further than has yet been suggested 
in the division of the duty which now belongs to the Sopro Duane 
Committee. It takes fromthe Committee on Appropriations the con- 
sular and 8 bill, which the Committee on Foreign Affairs has 
never yet as for. Ittakes from the Committee on Appropriations 
the bill appropriating for the Military Academy at West Point, which 
has never yet been asked for by the Military Committee, so far as I 
know. IttakesfromtheCommitteeon Appropriations the Army appro- 
ee bill, a proposition which has y been voted down in the 

ommittee of the Whole. It gives to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
the naval appropriation bill, which that committee has never yet 
asked for. It takes from the Committee on Appropriations the Post- 
Office appropriation bill—a proposition which y been voted 
down in the Committee of the Whole. It takes from the Committee 
on Appropriations the Indian appropriation bill—a change which has 
not yet been asked for by the Indian Committee. It takes from the 
Committee on Appropriations all control over the appropriations for 
public buildings—a proposition which I regret has already been 
to in Committee of the Whole. It omits, however, what the Com- 
mittee of the Whole agreed to as to the agricultural appropriations. 
Andit takes from the Committee on Appropriations the . 
for the District of Columbia, which has never been asked for by the 
Committee on the Districtof Columbia. And with all this is coupled 
the provision in the third clause, as follows: 

The several appropriation bills, when reported to the House by the committees 
in which they originate, shall be referred to the Committee on Appropriations to 
be reported back to the House after due consideration, with such recommendations 
as the general penatis of the Government require them to make; and the 
committee in which the bill originated shall thereupon have charge of it and upon 
i A 7 That each committee in presenting and debating an a) — 
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ts : 
riation bill shall have equal time and equal privileges upon the floor wi 
Commi: ttee on Appropriations. 

Thus the substitute takes the eight bills I mention from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and gives their original preparation to the 
respective committees I have named, to go to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations for amendment and review. j 

nder the provisions of the third clause of this substitute, when 
the Committee on Appropriations report back to the House such ap- 
propriation bills, with such amendments as said committee deem wise, 
the control is taken from the Appropriations Committee so reportin 
them and the bills placed in care of the committees respectively which 
originated said several bills. 

. FRYE. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him for one 
moment ; I want to add one other thing which that third clause takes. 
It takes the floor of the House for at least three months of the ses- 
sion and divides it equally between the Committee on Appropria- 
tious and each of the other committees reporting appropriation bills, 
and leaves all the rest of us, not on those committees, sitting here 
in our seats as monuments of spared mercy. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) In my judgment this is the most 
objectionable proposition which has yet been introduced, and I be- 
lieve further that if adopted it must Jead not in the direction of 
retrenchment, but in the direction of increased expenditure. I trust 
the Committee of the Whole will hesitate before it will undertake 
to do in this wholesale manner proposed what it has heretofore re- 
fused to do when presented in a less objectionable way and in detail. 

Mr. HOOKER. I move to amend the proposed substitute by strik- 
ing out the words “ for reference to the Committee on Appropriations” 
Ww oreve the same occur. I would inquire if any farther debate is 
in order 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate on this substitute and all amend- 
ments thereto was limited by order of the House to ten minutes, 
which time has expired. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. HOOKER, and 
it was not to; upon a division—ayes 23, noes not counted. 

The question recurred on the substitute proposed by Mr. SHALLEN- 
BERGER for Rule XI as amended. 

Mr. FRYE. That is a very important amendment, and we might 
as well have the vote taken by tellers at once. 

Tellers were ordered, there being 47 in the affirmative, (more than 
5 of a quorum ;) and Mr. SHALLENBERGER and Mr. FRYE were 
appointed. 

e committee divided ; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 61, noes 122, 

So the substitute was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RULE XIL 
DELEGATES. 

The 8 er shall appoint from among the Delegates one additional member on 
each of 8 committees, err Coinage, Weights, and Measures ; api 
culture ; tary Affairs ; ce and Post Roads; Public Lands; In 
Affairs; Territories, and Mines and Mining; and they shall ss in their re- 
spective committees the same powers and privileges as in the House, and may 
make any motion except to reconsider. 

Rute XOL 
CALENDARS. 


1. There shall be three calendars of business re 
First. A calendar of the Committee of the 
Union, to which shall be referred bills raising revenue, general appropria: 


from committees, namely: 
ole House on the state of 
tion bills, 


1880. 


and bills of a public character, directly or indirectly appropriating money or prop- 


cond. A House calendar, to which shall be referred all bills of a public char- 
acter not raising revenue nor directly or indirectly appropriating money or prop- 


erty; and 

‘Third. A calendar of the Committee of the Whole House, to which shall be re- 
ferred all bills of a private character. 

Mr. DUNNELL. In order that I may ask a question I will move to 
strike out the third subdivision of clause 1 of Rule XIII. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In order that these matters may come in their 
regular order, I ask the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] 
to allow me to submit from the Committee on Rules an amendment 
which should come in before the one which I understand he pro 
to offer. It is to clause 2 of Rule XIII, after the word “ decided,” in 
line 5, to insert the words “ according to its character.” 

The CHAIRMAN, Clause 2 of Rule XIII has not yet been read. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I supposed that the clause had been read. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I have proposed the amendment which I have 
indicated merely to enable me to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. BLACKBURN] if there be anything in the new rules relative to 
the call of committees for private bills. Committees are now called 

i 5 bills on Friday. Is that provision retained in the new 


es 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will state to the gentleman that if he will 
turn to Rule XXVI he will find this: 

Friday in each week shall be set apart for the consideration of private business, 
unless otherwise determined by a majority of the House. 

Mr. DUNNELL. But Rule XXIV says “(on all days other than Mon- 
days, as soon as the Journal is read and approved, there shall be a 
morning hour for re from committees.” Iwas led to infer from 
that that the Friday rule had been abolished. 

Mr. BLACKB Not at all. Upon the contrary, the very mat- 
ter which the gentleman now refers to was considered by the Com- 
mittee on Rules, and it was determined that both of these rules taken 
together could not be considered other than as continuing the pres- 
ent 8 of the House which devotes Friday of each week exclu- 
sively to the consideration of private business, unless a majority of 
the House shall otherwise determine. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Then am I not correct in this: that the commit- 
tees are not to be called on Fridays for reports, but that a private bill 
may be reported any day, Tuesday, Wednesday, or Thursday, when 
the committee having charge of the subject shall be called for reports! 

Mr. BLACKB Certainly; the rule provides that there shall 
be a morning hour for reports from committees. 

Mr. DUNNELL. That is what I desire to know; whether we get 
rid of the call of committees for private bills on Friday. I under- 


stand that we do. 
Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) You do not; the rule is not altered 
at all in that re idays for the consideration of pri- 


9 

vate business. ere will be a morning hour on Friday for reports 
from committees, and those reports must be of a private nature. On 
all the other days except Monday there will be a morning hour for 
committees to make reports of a public character. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I fail to see any necessity, then, for a distinction. 
If on every day of the week except Monday the committees are to be 
called for reports, and those reports are to go immediately to one of 
these three calendars without debate, I cannot understand why on 
Friday any more than on any other day committees should be called 
exclusively for private bills to go tothe Private Calendar. Why not 
let all bills, whether public or private, come from committees as they 
are called upon all the days of the week and then reserve Friday for 
the consideration of private business! 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The distinction proceeds upon this 
theory eri ad : that public business should be promoted in preference 
to private business. 

Mr. DUNNELL. *I do not think that under the rule we do that. We 
call the committees for reports. If I have a private bill from my 
committee, why may I not report it on Tuesday as well as on Friday? 
It will take no more time to report it on Ta , because it immedi- 
ately goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. DALL, (the Speaker.) That might not be objectionable 
if every committee was first called for private bills. If on any day 
the hour should not be consumed in reporting and sending instantly 
to the Calendar bills of a public character, then the committees might 
be called for private bills, though it should not be Friday. But four 
days should be given to public measures in preference to private 
measures, as has been done heretofore. That arrangement the Com- 
mittee on Rules did not desire to interfere with in the least. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, perhaps I need not occupy 
the time of the committee longer; but if we are to adopt Rule XXIV, 
providing that all reports on being 3 shall go immediately to 
the Calendar, I can see no reason why we should set apart Friday for 
receiving reports of a private nature. If committees are to be called 
for reports on every day of the week except Monday, according to 
Rule XXIV, then I cannot see what ruling could be made which would 
deny to a committee the right to report private bills whenever the 
committee may be called. I find nothing in this revision that says 
I may not as a member of a committee report a private bill on Tues- 
da; ednesday, or Thursday. 

. BLACKBURN. There is nothing there that will prevent the 
gentleman from doing so. 
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Mr. DUNNELL. But now if Ireport a private bill on Wednesday, 
for instance, it is ruled ont. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not so understand. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Oh, yes. s 

Mr. FRYE. It is ruled out if the point is made. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I understand that 5 bill reported on any 
other day than Friday is at present ruled out if the point is made. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman from Minnesota, I am sure, 
does not want to be mistaken. 

Mr. DUNNELL. No, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But the gentleman is mistaken in this: under 
the present rules and practice of the House there is nothing to pre- 
vent any gentleman from reporting a private bill on Tuesday, Wed- 
nesday, or Thursday. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Let me ask the gentleman whether the ruling of 
the Chair has not been invariably in the direction of excluding pri- 
vate reports on those days. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No,sir. TheS er will answer for himself; 
but I take it that the ruling of the Chair has never gone farther in 
that direction than to give preference to public bills as against pri- 
vate bills; and this, I take it, will be the object of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Andon a Friday to give preference 
to private bills as against public bills. 

Mr. FRYE. Let me call the attention of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota to a single point. Hitherto under our rules every bill reported 
during the morning hour could be considered at once upon the report 
being made, unless it contained an fio Steals pa of money. Now, it 
has been held, and properly held, that on days devoted to public busi- 
ness a report of a private nature could not be received and consid- 
ered. But under these revised rules there is nothing to prevent a 
member from reporting a private bill on a public-bill day, there being 
waan no consideration of it other than to send it at once to a calen- 

ar. 

Mr. DUNNELL. There is a difference of opinion, then, among mem- 
bers of the Committee on Rules upon this point. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN] disagree, as I understand, with the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. FRYE. ] 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Under the existing rales a pub- 
lic bill cannot be reported on a Friday without the consent of the 
House. But on other days, during the morning hour, private bills as 
well as public bills are constantly reported from committees. 

Mr. DUNNELL. If we adopt the threefold calendar as proposed in 
this revision and along with that adopt Rule XXIV, I insist that there 
should be no distinction made as to the character of bills to be re- 
ported by committees on different days of the week ; for, as I under- 
stand, they are not to be considered at once, but are simply to be 
received and sent to the Calendar without debate. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa question of order. What 
is the question before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the motion of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. DUNNELL] to strike out the third subdivision of clause 1, 
Rule XIII. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I withdraw that amendment. 

Mr. CALKINS, I move at the end of the third clause to add the 
following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

2 A calendar for pension cases and claims reported from the Committee on Pen- 
ns. 


Mr. CALKINS. My purpose in offering this amendment is to dis- 
connect this class of cases and claims from all other cases and claims 
reported from other committees, that they may be placed 8 deere 
upon the same calendar where we may see the exact position of each. 
And it is for another p : itis to take them out of the way of the 
public Calendar, which is often choked up by other business when 
pension cases could be reached and passed in a moment without loss 
of time to the House. In other words, it is to make a calendar of 
pension cases alone, so these cases may be considered unobstructed 
and speedily by the House. And inasmuch as the whole country has 
pledged these sufferers its support under all circumstances nothing 
can conduce to the consideration of these claims so much as a calen- 
dar upon which they shall stand alone. I ask in justice to this class 
of claimants they shall be put upon a calendar by themselves. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 85. 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not like to take up the time of the House, but 
I want tellers on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum having voted the Chair will order 
tellers; and he appoints Mr. CALKINS and Mr. BLACKBURN. 

— 7 — committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 32, 
noes 86. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MYERS. I move the committee rise. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 59, noes 73. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. BAKER. I move to add the following: 


4. A calendar Tor pannon claims to which sball be referred all bills relating to 
pensions, which s have priority in consideration over all other bills of a private 
nature. 


I desire to say a word on that amendment, and I trust what I shall 
have to say will be conclusive. It seems to me as though one of the 
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most becoming things which can be done in this House by the 


resentatives of the people would be to give 3 in consideration 
to pension claims over all other private claims. There is no pay in 
this country which is not pled to the soldier, no party t has 
not affirmed that the claim which was due to the soldier who was 
wounded and bled in the Army and the widows and orphans of those 
killed—I say there is no party which has not proclaimed that class of 
claims should be preferred to all others which could be presented to 
the Government. 

Now and here this House has an opportunity, so far as members 
of both parties are concerned, to give slight evidence by the action 


they take on this proposition of their belief and sincerity in the 
platforms, 


annual 1 made in their 
Mr. FRYE. I simply desire to the attention of the House to 


this. If any amendment of this kind is to be passed, it would be 
proper when we reach page 40, third paragraph, clause 6, which is as 
ollows: 

Third. On Friday of each week, after the morning hour, it shall be in order to 
entertain a motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House to consider business on the Private Calendar; and, if this motion fail, then 
public business shall be in order as on other days. 

It is not 1 1 here. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 
[Cries of 8 : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I make the point of order the debate is ex- 
hausted. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 43, noes 99, 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

2. The question of reference of any proposition, other than that reported from a 
committes shall be decided without debate, in the following order, namely: a stand- 
ing committee, a select committee ; but the reference of a proposition by 
a 8 when demanded, shall be decided without debate, in the following 
order, namely: House the 


Calendar, Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
Union, Committee of the Whole House, a standing committee, a select commi: 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am instructed by the Committee on Rules 
to move the following amendment: After the word “ decided,” in line 
5, clause 2, Rule XIII, insert “ according to its charaeter.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rute XIV. 


OF DECORUM AND DEBATE, 


1. When any member desires to speak or deliver any matter to the House, he 
shall rise and respectfully address himself to Mr. S. er,” and on being recog- 
nized may address the House from any place on the floor or from the Clerk 
and shall confine himself to the question under debate, * ty. 

2. When two or more members rise at once, the Speaker s! name the member 
who is first to speak, and no member shall occupy more than one hour in debate on 
7 5 — iaer in the House or in committee, except as farther provided in this rule. 

. The member reporting the measure under consideration from a committee 
may open and close, where general debate has been had thereon, and if it shall ex- 
tend beyond one day, he shall be entitled to one hour to close, notwithstanding he 
may have used an hourin ing. 

4. If any member, in speaking or 83 transgress the rules of the House, 
the Speaker shall, or any member may, call him to order; in which case he shall 
immediately sit down, unless permitted, on motion of another member, to explain, 
and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case withont debate; if the de- 
cision is in favor of the member called to order, he shall bo at liberty to proceed, 
but not otherwise; and, if the case require it, he shall be liable to censure or such 
punishment as the House may deem proper. 

5. If a member is called to order for words 1 7 in debate, the member call- 
ing him to order shall indicate the words excepted to, and they shall be taken down 
in writing at the Clerk’s desk and read aloud to the House; but he shall not be 
held to answer, nor be subject to the censure of the House therefor, if further de- 
bate or other business has intervened. 

6. No member shall speak more than once to the same question without leave of 
the House, unless he be the mover, proposer, or introducer of the matter pending, 
in which case he shall be permitted to speak in reply, but not until every member 
choosing to speak shall have spoken. 

7. While the Speaker is putt a question or addressing the House no member 
shall walk out of or across the nor, when a member is speaking, between 
him and the Chair; and during the session of the House no member wear his 
— or reer bt the ogre ey duning the o of the za or the 4 of 

ots, or smoke upon the floor of the House; and the Sergeant at- Arms is charged 
with the strict enforcement of this rule. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I call the attention of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to the last line, “and the Sergeant-at-Arms is ch with the 
strict enforcement of this rule.” He means this clause. By this new 
subdivision into rules and clauses, the word “rule” should be changed 
to “ clanse.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, it is clause 7 which was intended to be 
referred to, and I will move to strike out the word “rule” and in lieu 
thereof to insert the word “clause.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ru XV. 
ON CALLS OF THE ROLL AND HOUSE. 


1. Upon every roll-call, the names of the members shall be called alphabetically 
by surname, except when twoor more have the same surname, then the whole name 
shall be called; and after the roll kas been once called, the Clerk shall call in their 
alphabetical order tho names of those not voting; and thereafter the Speaker shall 
not entertain a request to record a vote or announce a A 


2. In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the S er, if there 
is ono, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent mem and in i 
and the 


calls of the House the names of the members shall be called by the Cler! 
absentees noted; the doors shall then be closed, and those for whom no suflicient 
excuse is made may, by order of a majority of those present, be sent for and ar- 
rested, wherever they may be found, by officers to be appointed by the 1 . 
at- Arms for that pu and their attendance secured; and the House shall deter- 


mine upon what condition they shall be discharged. 


Ruiz XVI. 
ON MOTIONS, THEIR PRECEDENCE, ETC. 

1. Every motion made to the Honse shall be reduced to writing on the demand 
of any member, and shall be entered on the Journal with the name of the member 
making it, unless it is withdrawn the same day. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. By the direction of the Committee on Rules I 
offer the following amendment to the first clause: 


After the word House,“ insert the words and entertained by the Speaker.” 


The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

2. When a motion has been made, the Speaker shall state it, or (if it be in writ- 
ing) cause it to be read aloud by the Clerk before being debated, and it shall then 
bein —— oa of the House, but may be withdrawn at any time before a decision 
or amendmen ‘ 

3. When any motion or proposition is made, the question, Will the House now 
consider it? shall not be put unless demanded by a member. 

4. When a question is under debate, no motion shall be received but to fix the 
day to which House shall adjourn, to adjourn, to take a to lie on the 
le, for the previous question, (which motions shall be decided without reer 
8 toa day ce to refer or amend, or to postpone indefinitely, whic 

motions shall have precedence in the foregoing order; and no motion to 
ae toa Gr certain, to refer, or to postpone indefinitely, being decided, shall 
again allowed on the same day at the same stage of the question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move to strike out in line 3 of clause 4 the word 
“Jie,” and in lieu thereof to insert“ lay,“ so that it will read “to lay 
on the table.” It isa matical error which has been in the rules 
for generations and has allowed to remain in the revision. When 
a thing is “laid” on the table it lies there. The verbs that precede 
this one in the sentence are active verbs—“ to adjourn,” “to take a 
recess”—and they should be followed by the active verb “ to lay on 
the table.” Here we have it “ to lie on the table” following to ad- 
journ,” “to take,” &c. It should be “lay” instead of “ lie,’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not care at all about this, but I wish to 
say to the gentleman I do not concur with him in his conclusion. 
There is not a rule which incorporates that word which has been in 
existence for a hundred years, which is not equally amenable to the 
the same criticism. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have looked at the matter carefully, and you 
cannot find a book in the Library of Congress which will justify the 
gentleman in the use of the word “lie” as it is reported. 

The amendment was agreed to. j 

The Clerk read as follows : 

5. A motion to fix the day to which the House shall rn, a motion to ad- 

ourn, to take a recess shall always be in order, and hour at which the 
ourns shall be entered on the Journal. i 

6. On the demand of any member, before the question is put, a question shall be 
divided if it include p tions so distinct in substance that one being taken 
away a substantive tion shall remain. 

7. A motion to strike out and insert is indivisible, but a motion to strike out be- 

lost shall neither preclude amendment nor motion to strike out and insert; 
no motion or proposition on a subject different from that under tion 
shall be admitted under color of amendment. 

8. Pending a motion to suspend the rules, the Speaker may entertain one motion 
that the House adjourn ; but after the t thereon is announced he shall not en- 
tertain any other ry motion till the vote is taken on 

Mr. FRYE. I am instructed by the committee to offer the follow- 
ing amendment, to be known as clause 9 of this rule: 

At any time after the expiration of the morning hour it shall be in order to 
move that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering bills raising revenue or general 
appropriation bi 

This is made necessary, Mr. Chairman, by the rule here which pro- 
vides first for the reading of the Journal, then for the morning hour, 
then the unfinished business is to be procedia with, then the motion 
to go to business on the Speaker's table, and finally the motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole. Now, it may becomen oncer- 
tain occasions, at the expiration of the morning hour, that a motion 
should be made to proceed at once with the consideration of an a 
propriation bill, or a bill raising revenue, and that is provided for in 
the amendment which, as I have stated before, I am instructed by 
the committee to offer. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rute XVII. 
PREVIOUS QUESTION. 

1. There shall be a motion for the previous question, which, being ordered by a 
majority of members present, if a quorum, shall have the effeet to cut off all debate 
and bring the House to a direct vote upon the immediate question or questions on 
which it been asked and ordered. The previous question may be asked and 
ordered upon a single motion, a series of motions allowable under the rules, or an 
amendment or amendments, or may be made to embrace all authorized motions or 
amendments and include the bill to its engrossment and third 8 and then, 
on rene wal of said motion, to its passage or rejection. It shall be in order, pendin; 
the motion for or after the previous question shall have been ordered on the fin 
passage, for the Speaker to entertain and submit a motion to commit, with or with- 
out instructions, to a standing or special committee; and a motion to lie upon the 
table shall be in order on the second and third reading of a bill. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I am directed by the Committee on Rules to 
offer an amendment to that clause of Rule XVII. It is to insert after 
the word “renewal,” in the ninth line, the words “ and second.” 

The amendment was agreed to. £ 

Mr.BLACKBURN. Iam also directed to offer the following amend- 
ment: in line 13 of this clause, to strike out the word “special” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ select.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish also to make a verbal amendment by 
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ntleman from Kentucky 
ead to debate at all I will 


Mr. HASKELL. I know that has always been so. Now, a man 
comes upon the floor, reports his bill, moves the previous question, 
and brings the Honse to a vote. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky, and through him the Committee on Rules, whether in 
their opinion they would not deem it wise to have the previous ques- 
tion once moved upon the engrossment and third reading go clear 
through to the passage, so that this loop-hole for entrapping the un- 
wary shall not be left? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not; for the reason that after you have 
moved the previous question on a bill and any amendments pending 
and that previous question shall have been in operation, and carri 
the bill to its en ent and third reading, it may, and very often 
does, occur that the House finds there is some amendment, some dis- 
cussion, some consideration which even the voting upon the bill under 
the operation of the previous question has demonstrated to be neces- 
sary, but there is no way of getting that amendment or that discus- 
sion unless you go back and reconsider the several stages through 
which the bill has gone, which would be very cumbersome. When 
the previous question on engrossment and third reading is exhausted, 
the Chair always izes the gentleman in ch of the measure 
to renew the demand for the previous question on the passage, and if 
then the House has not discovered any hasty legislation or any mis- 
take that has been made, the previous question is again ordered, and 
carries the bill through to its passage. 

Mr. HASKELL. I desire to ask another question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If it be in the nature of debate I stand com- 
mitted to move that the committee rise. 

Mr. HASKELL. Then I desire to retain the floor to offer an amend- 


ment. 
_Mr. BLACKBURN. Youshall haveit. Imovethat the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee according}y rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the report of 
the Committee on Rules, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. BURCH, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed, and requested the concurrence 
of the House in, a bill of the following title: 

A bill (S. No. 903) to authorize and direct the Postmaster-General 
to readjust the salaries of certain postmasters according to the pro- 
vision of section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, and 
requested the concurrence of the House in, a concurrent resolution to 
print for the use of the Interior Department 1,500 copies each of vol- 
umes 4 and 12, and 1,200 copies each of volumes 3, 8, and 13, of the 
final reports of the Geological and Geographical Surveys of the Ter- 
ritories, in quarto form, with the necessary illustrations, uniform with 
the edition ordered by Congress. 


SURVEY OF CONNECTICUT RIVER. 


Mr. PHELPS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
Intion ; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
the House of Representatives with the report of Gencral G. Warren, of the 
Engineer sg hy a of the United States, on the survey of the Connecticut 
‘ord, in the State of Connecticut, made in November, 1879, with 
aview to the permanent improvement of the channel of said river, and also to 
furnish such maps and other papers as accompany said report. 


CYRUS C. CLARK. 


Mr. PHELPS also, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4428) for the relief of Cyrus C. Clark, of Hartford, in the State 
of Connecticut, late a paymaster in the Army of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 


NATIONAL FAIR GROUNDS ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. BLACKBURN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4429) to amend an act entitled “An act to incorporate the Na- 
tional Fair Grounds Association ;” which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COLLISION ON WATER. 

Mr. ORNE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4430) to provide a commission for the examination of existing 
and proposed rules for preventing collision on the water, and for 
forming such rules as shall be in consonance with and in furtherance 
of the interests of international law ; which was read a first and sec- 


ond time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 


Mr. KING. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Interoceanic 
Canal to report the resolution which I send to the desk and request 


its passage. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to furnish for the use 
of the Committee on the Interoceanic Canal such si tics as may be found in his 
De ent on the ewe subjects : 

The amount of sh pping between the Atlantic and Pacific ports of the 
United States and the amount and kind of cargoes, and for the coasts of the Pacific 

Second. The entries and clearances at the port of San Francisco for the last 
fiscal year and amount of and kind of cargoes, and the places from and to which 
they are carried. 

„ The amount of transportation across the Isthmus, and generally its 
points of destination, and from which originally shi: 

Fourth. The average duration of voyages around Horn between New York 
and San Francisco. 


There being no objection, the resolution was agreed to. 
LOUIS P. DI CESNOLA. 

Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 1359) for the relief of Louis 
P. Di . accompanied by a report in writing, and moved that 
the bill and report be printed and recommitted, not to come back on 
a motion to reconsider. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

Mr. COX also, by unanimous consent, presented the petition of Silas 
Casey and many other survivors of the Mexican war, Ln hey for the 
passage of a bill granting pensions to the survivors of the Mexican 
war; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. COX. Iask unanimous consent that the petition be printed 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. WHITE. I object. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. UPSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolu- 
tion of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 170) concerning an international fish- 
ery exhibition to be held in Berlin, Germany, in April, 1880. 

IMPROVEMENT OF SAINT CROIX RIVER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre 
of War, relative to the improvement of the Saint Croix River ; whi 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered. to be 
printed. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimons consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. THOMAS TURNER, for one week; and 

To Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia, for five days, on account of im- 
portant business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. ERRETT asked unanimous consent for the withdrawal from 
the files of the House of papers in the case of Hester Yost, an appli- 
cant for a pension as the daughter of a soldier of the war of 1812, no 
adverse report; which request was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. IN, of Delaware. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
forty-five minutes p. m.) the Honse adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other pa rs were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of citizens of Fort Howard, Wiscon- 
sin, for the improvement of the harbor and channel at Green Bay, 
Wisconsin—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRENTS: The petition of Louis Sohns, mayor, and coun- 
cilmen of the city of Vancouver, Washington Territory, relative to 
city recorder of said city and his jurisdiction, and for legislation rel- 
ative thereto—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of Caleb Thompson, John W. Daw- 
son, and 98 others, citizens of Ingham County, Michigan, for laws to 
relieve thecountry from the imposition of transportation monopolies— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Caleb Thompson, John W. Dawson, and 98 
others, citizens of Ingham County, Michigan, for the amendment of 
the patent laws so as to protect innocent purchasers of patented arti- 
cles—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BUCKNER: The petition of citizens of Pike, Monroe, Saint 
Charles, Montgomery, and Audrain Counties, Missouri, for the regu- 
lation of interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JOSEPH G. CANNON: The petition of F. S. Gurnea and 
15 others, soldiers of Pellsville, Clarence, and Rankin, Illinois, for ad- 
ditional pay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of citizens of Plymouth, 


County, Iowa, for the passage of a law for the prevention of extor- 
tionate charges by railways—to the Committee on Commerce. 
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By Mr. CASWELL: The petition of A. A. Bull, and 24 others, citi- 
zens of Columbia County, Wisconsin, for a commission to inquire 
into the icious effects of the liquor traffic—to the Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. : 

By Mr. ALVAH A. CLARK: The petition of John Allen, for pay 
for property taken by the United States Army during the late war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Memorial of the mayor and common council 
of the city of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, for the repeal and abolition of 
the compulsory legal-tender power now given by law to the Treasury 
notes of the United States—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. 

Ate, the petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Mil- 
waukee, against bridging the Detroit River—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. FORD: The petition of ex-soldiers and citizens of Caldwell 
County, Missouri, for legislation securing to them payment for their 
services while in the Army, being the difference between a depreciated 
currency and gold, the money of the bondholder—to the Committee 
on Milita: fairs. 

By Mr. FORSYTHE: The petition of citizens, soldiers. of Clark 
County, Illinois, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of soldier citizens of Shelby County, Illinois, 
against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. : 

By Mr. GILLETTE: The petition of James A. Baker, for a pension— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. HERBERT : The petition of Totum & Wilkinson and others, 
of Montgomery, Alabama, relating to interstate traffic in adulterated 
food—to the a on Manufactures. 

By Mr. HILL: The petitions of J. Y. Gurwell and others, of William 
Martin and others, and of George Richardson and others, citizens of 
Defiance County, Ohio, for a change in the patent laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of F. L. Forlon and others, of J. A. Hughes and 
50 others, and of John Norway and others, citizens of Defiance County, 
Ohio, for the passage of the Reagan interstate-commerce bill—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOOKER: The petition of John Bass, administrator of 
W. C. Mosely, for pay for property taken by the United States Army 
during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petitions of Alexander A. Shaver and of Solo- 
mon Young, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: Memorial of citizens of Richmond, Virginia, 
for the enactment of such penal statutes as may be nec to su 

ress the interstate traffic in adulterated articles of food—to the 
ommittee on Manufactures. 

By Mr. KENNA: The petition of ex-Union soldiers of West Vir- 
ginia, for the passage of the equalization bounty bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KILLINGER: The petitions of late soldiers of Milton, 
Pennsylvania, and of 75 soldiers of Dauphin County, Pennsylvania, 
for the p of the Weaver soldier bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: The petition of T. A. Green, president of the 
New Berne (North Carolina) Board of Trade, for an appropriation for 
the improvement of Trent River, North Carolina—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. KLOTZ : Papers relating to the claim of Charles S. Keeler 
for pay as clerk at the United States arsenal, Charleston, South Caro- 
lina—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: Papers relating to the claim of Howland Hemp- 
hill for pay for damages sustained by reason of the taking from his 
possession, by order of the Secretary of War, certain railroad cars, 
at Penn Yan, New York, in 1865—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: The petitions of Reuben Huffer and 55 others, 
of Darke County ; of A. W. Robinson and 30 others, of Miami County; 
of D. L, Craft and 161 others, of Mercer County; and of William 
Bayliff and 24 others, of Auglaize County, Ohio, for the amendment 
of the patent laws so as to protect innocent purchasers and users of 
patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of H. Puterbaugh and 53 others, of Darke Coun- 
ty; of Isaac Freeman and 30 others, of Miami County; of John Horn 
and 24 others, of Auglaize County, Ohio; of John G. Oxen, J. V. Camp- 
bell, and 200 others ; of W.C. Baker, J. B. Fridley, and 38 others ; of 
Nelson Armantrout, William Davidson, and 199 others, for laws 
against transportation monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: Papers relating to the claim of H. B. Brown 
for pay for services as acting secretary of the legation at Rome, 
Italy—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. McCOOK: The petition of Edwin A. Terry and 368 others, 
honorably dischar; soldiers, for an increase in the pensions of sol- 
diers and sailors who have lost an arm or leg, and against the passage 
ie the so-called Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of Peter J. Palmer and 70 others, 
citizens of Stark Coungy, Ohio, for the amendment of the patent laws 
so as to protect innocent purchasers of patented articles—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. . 

Also, the petition of J. K. McDowell and 70 others, citizens of Stark 


County, Ohio, for the enactment of a law against unjust discrimina- 
tion in freights and freight fluctuations—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of W. B. Reynolds & Co., J. F. Lam- 
son, and others, of Boston, Massachusetts, for the early passage of the 
Bosgan interstate-commerce bill—to the same committee. 

„the petition of the Pacific Mills Company and others, manu- 
facturers and merchants of Boston, Massachusetts, against the exten- 
sion of the Brodie iron cotton-tie buckle patent—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of J. M. May and 150 others, citizens 
of Ohio, that innocent persons using patents may be protected—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of J. M. May and 1,000 others, citizens of Ohio, 
for legislation against railroad monopolies in transportation—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. O’CONNOR: Memorial of citizens of South Carolina, asking 
for the enactment of a penal statute against the use of deleterious 
3 in the adulteration of food—to the Committee on Manu- 


ures, 

By Mr. O'NEILL : Memorial of citizens of Philadelphia, of similar 
import—to the same committee, 

y Mr. ORTH: The petition of Elias Evans, to be relieved from 
the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affai 

By Mr. OSMER: The petitions of James R. Raymond and 14 others, 
of Chase and 15 others, and of C. L. Randall and 18 others, 
against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of David Wilson and 30 others, for the passage 
of a law regulating commerce by railways—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. OTERO: The 
pay for services rend 
the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. POEHLER: The petition of Andrew Keegan and 37 others, 
of Dakota County, Minnesota, for a change in the patent Jaws so as 
to protect innocent purchasers of patented articles—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of D. G. Harrington and 38 others, citizens of 
Dakota County, Minnesota, for the p of a law to regulate in- 
terstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

= Mr. ROTHWELL: The petition of George Christy, H. C. Adams, 
J. H. Anderson, and 70 other Union soldiers in the late war of the re- 
bellion, for the passage of a law to equalize their pay in coin value 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of citizens of Clay and Cass Coun- 
ties, Missouri, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. SHELLEY: The petition of C. W. Hooper, of Selma, Ala- 
bama, for the suppression of interstate traffic in adulterated food—to 
the Committee on Manufactures. 

By Mr. JAMES W. SINGLETON: The petition of officers and sol- 
diers of the Army and Navy of the United States residing in Illinois, 
against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. STARIN : The petition of 54 ex-soldiers of Saratoga County, 
New York, for the paaga see equalization of bounty bill—to the 
Committee on Military i 

Also, the petition of 62 ex-soldiers and sailors, of Brooklyn, New 
York, for increase of pensions to $50 per month for loss of leg or arm— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Washington A. Reardon, for a pension—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of Horace Hatch and 35 others, citi- 
zens of Iowa, for laws to alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the 
people by transportation monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Horace Hatch and 33 others, citizens of Iowa, 
for the amendment of the patent laws so as to protect innocent users 
of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

y Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, In.: Memorial of citizens of Lincoln 
County, Kentucky, for the passage of the interstate-commerce bill— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the penon of J. H. Fish, to be refunded $73.45 improperly 
assessed and collected from him by United States revenue officials 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND: The petition of citizens of Ohio, 
against the construction of a bridge across the Detroit River at De- 
troit—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Memorial of citizens of Lynchburgh, Virginia, 
for legislation to prevent the traffic in adulterated food—to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. 

By Mr. THOMAS TURNER: The petition of citizens of Kentucky, 
against the passage of the bill known as the sixty-surgeon bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of L. C. Kendall and 20 others, of 
Windsor, Vermont, for the amendment of the patent laws so that 
vendors and manufacturers only shall be liable for infringement—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WADDILL: The petition of citizens of , Barton, 
Dade, Green, Henry, Jasper, Lawrence, Newton, Saint Clair, Vernon, 


tition of Sidney P. Gambia, for additional 
as postmaster at San Antonio, Texas—to 
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po ead Counties, Missouri, of similar import to the same com- 


Also, the petition of ex-seldie of Newton County, Missouri, for 
the passage of a bill 3 the late war the dif- 
u 


ference between the of backs and gold at the time of 

their 2 for services to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

J Ts SNe 8 e County eter te as 
J. Stan and others, „Ohio, for the amend- 

ment of the laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the tions of A. Finley and others, and of J. J. Stanbery 
and others, or the better regulation of interstate commerce—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Peter Crow and 78 others, of Noble County, 
Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of D. N. Brown and 30 others, of Noble County, 
Ohio, soldiers of the late war, st the passage of Senate bill No. 
496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WISE: The petition of 82 soldiers of the late war, for the 

of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military 


Also, the petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, for the improvement 
of the You logneny, River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WRI The petition of James A. Morrison and 35 others, 
citizens of Butler County, Pennsylvania, soldiers of the late war, for 
a law allowing them the difference „between gold and the currency 
paid them for their services—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of J. R. Forrest and 64 others, citizens of Win- 
ooski, Vermont, for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 269) known as 
ect . to the homestead act—to the Committee on 

0 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 12, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 3288) for the relief of colored pase Hees was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
The bill (H. R. No. 4244) for the establishment of titles in Hot 
Springs, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and re- 
fe: to the Committee on Public Lands. 
EDWARD BRADEN AND J. W. ANGUS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill (8. No. 56) 
for the reliefof Edward Braden and J. W. Angus, ret from the 
House of resentatives in pursuance of the request of the Senate. 

Mr. ROLLINS. The Senator from Texas, [Mr. Maxry,] not now 
in his seat, requested that this bill be returned, and I e the mo- 
tion for its return. I should like to have the bill lie on the table until 
he comes into the Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the table subject to 
the call of the Senator from Texas or the Senator from New p- 


shire. 
Mr. ROLLINS. For the present. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VIGE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of 
Engineers and a report from Colonel J. N. Macomb, Corps of Engi- 
neers, upon an examination made in compliance with the river and 
harbor act of March 3, 1879, of the Delaware River, at Chester and 
Marcus Hook, Pennsylvania, to ascertain their py essen for an ice 
harbor; which was refe to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair presents a memorial from sev- 
eral members of the Legislature of the State of Lonisiana, in respect 
to the representation of that State in the Senate of the United States. 
It will be printed, and referred to the Committee on Privileges and 


Elections. 

Mr. HAMLIN. A day or two since resolutions of the Legislature 
of that State in relation to this subject were presented, and they 
were printed in the RECORD. This is a statement of the minority of 
the Legislature, as I understand it, not agreeing with those resolu- 
tions, and having a direct bearing upon the question. I move, there- 
fore, in order that we may all have the information, thatit be printed 
in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 


tions. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Maine, and that order will be made. 
The memorial is as follows: 
To the honorable Vice-President of the United States: 


d 
late election, and therefore 
utions recently p: d 
body Hon. WILLLIAM P. KELLOGG in the seat ad- 
judged him more than two years since as the duly elected Senator from Louis- 


X—53 


take this the only m to them of 


iana, ethod remaining to 
and that of the Senate of the United States the frauds 
enemie State. 


attention 
Uy our political 
3 


as it part © Senate t 
pro) thas the blatory should DO SONAN EA yas as it appertains to the election 
of 1879, in order that the Senate may understand why democrats ha 

of the members of the Louisiana 

cently to resolutions hostile to s title, untrue in fact and contrary 


to the knowledge, and belief of a orit; . 
We will A i ee in tbeir sinbenoteal ones and in comparison with 


the election of 1876, premising that it is nowhere pretended by any nsible an- 
thority that there has been in any of the hes named any substantial or notice- 
able goin the Nr feelings or of any considerable number of 
their aud such changes as have occurred have commonly 


been deser- 

tions democratic of men wey. eg noob that 8 
Saas e e E ain ncaa ae elatontaction whee ake — Aan 
ed from any political action whatever. 
Baton Rouge fraud fully described in the 


of West Baton Rouge gave S. B. 
y of 464. Fraudulent action on the oners of election 
at polling places reduced the vote of Taylor Beattie to 563, and his majority 


to 225. ` 
The parish of Bienville gave Packard a vote of 226, and a democratic majority of 
732. It is in evidence that this contains 1,690 voters, of whom 1,004 are white 
and 686 colored. At the late there were returned 1,100 democratic votes 
without opposition. From which the fact appears without argument that the col- 
ored vote was totally suppressed. 
The ish of Bossier cast in 1876 1,646 votes for Packard and 601 for F. T. 
(the commissioners of tion exclusively democrats) the 
Uta, thus fraudulently ex- 


tinguishing a 1,253 for Wiltz. 
The parish contained in 1875 758 white and 2,180 colored voters. The election of 
of votes by color and race 


— N05 bog sas 3 iy — . these known pro 
vo u am ut it a a , percen 
i of colored for Packard. The eroa aion of the last 
t and shameless the tremendous fraud of 1879. 
„Packard received in 1876 2,630 votes and Nicholls 
contained 1,631 white votes and 3,832 colored, A comparison of 
these aoee with the vote suggests the same reflection as in the caso of Bossier. 
the commissioners were democratic, and it was made to ap that Beattie 
had received but 493 yotes, while Wiltz was given 2,615. A jority of 911 for 
Packard, which was not disputed by the democratic of 1876, was utterly 
and fraudulently suppressed, and one was created for Wiltz, by democratic election 
oflicers, of 2,122. o very enormity of the fraud will carry con to every 
candid mind. Nor can any member of your body even suppose a similar change in 
the returns of county elections, separated by bat thirty-seven months, as the result 
of 1 open and shameless fraud. è 
The of Concordia cast in 1876 366 votes for F. T. Nicholls and 2,461 for S. 
„ the latter thus having a majority of 2,095. It was known that said 
contained 3,057 voters, of whom 2,839 were colored and 218 white. The 
wn number and proportion of voters compared with the return of election not 
aputa by any party were a sufficient testimony to the fairness, freedom, and 
fı of the election of that year. In 1879 the commissioners of election were 
exclusively of the democratic party. The returns were made to show 1,024 votes 
as cast for Taylor Beattie and 1,269 for L. A. Wiltz. A majority of 2,095 for one 
emocratic officers of 


political Ran, thus becomes, under the manipulation of 0 

2 ner yr ＋ political 8 and ow se year earlier, 
a majority o: ‘or the other y 0 è statement of these un 

facts — evidence of fraud 8 unn 8 a 


ves suflicient evidence that the 1,400 colored votes remai: 
ish (diminished to this number by the exodus) were either exclud 
boxes or not counted if cast. Your memorialists are informed that in fact the ne- 
groes were commonly warned to refrain from voting, and that such votes as were 
cast by them were not counted at all. 

The astounding frauds by which more than two thousand republicans of East 
Feliciana were prevented from casting 65 vote for their pany ticket in 1876 
are fully detailed in evidence now of in the Senate. It is enough to say 
that the same system of frauds and intimidation, continued to the present date, 
excluded from the returns of 1879, nearly 2,000 appt votes in this parish, 
allowed to Beattie but 293 votes, and to his opponéntsa majority of 966. Thesame 
remarks ap * the parish of West Feliciana. This parish contains about 600 
white and . colored voters, and these last are not less devoted than our colored 
voters usually are to the republican party, The vote was made to appear in Decem- 
ber last to have been 1,339 for Wiltz and 147 for Beattie, while no honest man feels 
a doubt that had the voters of this parish been allowed to vote as they ph 
had their votes been honestly counted afterward, Beattie’s majority would 
been not less than 1,200. 

The vote of Franklin is about 1,300, of whom about 550 are white and 750 are col- 

Enormous frauds in 1876 suppressed all of the republican vote but 101. In 
1879, of even this small number 100 were cut off, and Beattie was permitted to 
receive but one vote! Of 1,300 voters in the but 823 were reported at the 
polls, and we are asked by the commissioners of election to believe 822 voted 
the democratic ticket. We are er asked to believe that nearly 500 repub- 
lican voters who did not appear at the polls refrained from voting voluntarily. Our 
9 is unequal to the strain. 

The democratic commissioners of election in Jackson Parish ask us to believe 
that of the three hundred colored and white republicans in that parish not one 
either voted his party ticket or desired to do so. this case also we are unequal 
to the demand made on us. 

‘The parish of Lincoln contains 1,756 voters, of whom 699 are colored. In 1876 
this cast 324 votes for S. B. Packard, It was charged and not denied that 
except for fraud and intimidation at the polls Packard would havo received 300 
more votes. In 1879 Wiltz received, if we are to believe commissioners of election, 


and 
ve · 
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(exclusively democratic,) 1,400 and none were cast in tion; that not these frandulent returns to meet a political exigency, and returned 1,100 votes for 
one of seven hundred colored and white ublicans of Lincoln Parish desired to Estopinal and 203 for Warmouth, thus changing result senatorial 

Sant & vote for Taylor „„ trict. 188 * 
nor do we believe it. In parish of Tensas there were at the election of 1876 4,744 of whom 


ee e ini viene paid 
In O- B Rechte Tokrat in ie Seren af Matinee Sis woes, 6 seniority of 492 only were white ; 
2,273 over Nicholls. FFV ed Packard, the latter ity of 2, 
anybody in th eee In 1879 there was no p fair, and free election e pot ho per i fay aut k ie tor thee sa tno ihis 
licans ae pariah to their party, or lesa desirous of g giving oft Paran baene leg gle sr on Tna committed by residents thereof 
ive support teen (> bongs exclusively e and by others from the n Dang parian of Catahoula in the interest of one J. 
e Leptin received but 78 votes, while Wiltz received Pans. F. King, a democratic ae fon ongress. This violence was continued in less 
7. E A neg peepee saively Sf the democratio party, ‘The resultot the clostion of 1875 
were sw. o dem 0 e 

45 280 in 18791 Shans thie change wee effected MOISSY by tes trandelens TONTAS of and. predet oat 
democratic — of — iw 8 T se less than pees ER election. of this parish 
mndred men voi republican ticket December within parish is t b bi 
not denied. The fraud no proof beyond 8888 facts of record. ea ands these ve polls (First L ep Pith 
Of the 3,663 voters residing in this in 1875 all but 400 were colored. Of the | and a vote of 213, Beattie received a vote of 2,028, 
400 white voters a considerable number were y members of the republican "Es majori Se ode te hate epeen as i to ee ee 
party. The colored men were with few exceptions voters of the same party, n tho remain ta. 
3 ee eee „ 
8 eee jocratic managers in the result. method 

which a negroes À .. made to a) 

3 1 Concordia will be in tho 
remarks er j — t in the parish of Tensas, which adjoins 

F blican ticket in 1876 3 majority of 

ve the republican e! an 

nearly 400, and this 8 ced by violence and fraud affectin 3 the. parish 
section of the parish. That the proper PECTORIS bare a thousand have been used with similar effrontery, ith the same results, in the 
we have no doubt, but for the 32 this ent we t the vote of — — — o 9 and we 8 3 and would cer- 
1876 as a correct expression of the popular will. In 1879 the ers of elec- establish the ä 3 
tion were democrats without exception. Republicans were denied representation puiable evidence wore we permi 


among the officers of election in sng oe Bil of express aes inte name of law and re) 
applications for justice. The returns disclose e refusal to allow republicans 
tation at the polls covered 5 5730 s 
8 contains 4,350 voters, but 1,300, 
than three thousand men 88 that h'who have acted on all occasions section of the State, and the same votes as returned 
— eee If e are to vo the democratic officers of election from th uisiana, The uded to are seven to wit, As- 
nearly 3,5 — —. of Soos abstained from voting in Decem- | cension, Assumption, Calcasieu, Cameron, Iberia, Iberville, La Fayette, La Fourche, 
ber last, and more astoun all these who so abstained were of one Plaquemines, Saint Charles, t James, Saint John, Saint Landry, Saint 
party. C do not believe, nor do we believe that this state - 8 Terre Bonne, and Vermillion. eh pot es Packard’s vote 
ment will be actually accepted as true by any member of ee was 24, and Beattie's was 22,431, showin; eat 2,133 votes. 
Tremendous frau ed by atrocious violence sup: the republican | Per contra, Nicholl’s vote was 20,386, and Wiltz’s oe tes was 17,181, showing a fall- 
vote at all but two polls in ta in 1876. In 1874, at 6 — off of 3,205 votes. Packard's majority in this group of parishes was thus 4,178, 
election, at which the democratic party cast its heaviest vote up to that moog mr e Beattie’s was 5,250. Thus it appears that, while various causes 
republicans had a jority admitted and undisputed of more than 950. frands 8 the vote of both parties wi within this this portion of the State by a considerab! ble 
oe violence in evidence before the House committee changed this Ea a demo- | percentage, the republicans in this the only portion of Louisiana in which they 
cratic 5 (on papei) of 1,076. This would seem to have been sufficient to | were allowed a fair election cast nearly everywhere a full vote; in many districts 
satisfy the flagitious ambition of the most 8 of sonnel thugs and murder- ash a positive increase, ‘and in the cs as à whole increased their 8 over 
ers, Unt dees not £ to have been to the managers of th ee of 1879. | the democratic more than 25 per cent, 
If we are to believe the returns of officers of election exclusively of the democratic ‘These undisputed facts are in thenisalves evidence that wherever left free to do 
party, Beattie received but 11 votes, while Wiltz had a ste of 1,965! In | so the republican party of Louisiana has preserved its o 
other words two thousand men who voted the republican ticket in 1868, 1870, 1872, 1872, | asm; that its members have maintained their 
and 1874, or in 1 0 until murder became the basis of democratic cam- | that with the disadvantages = 
paigns, cast 3 11 votes, one thousand democrats r number who | relative and frequ — positiv: the democratic party, re-enforced as 
jecti m patronage 


ever voted in Ouachi: i peaceful times ) cast 1,976. No a ives can add force | that party has latel an in the es obtainable fro: 
statement of The dessen of 1876 in the parish of Sune Coapa power. 4 = 
was comp ed with fraud and some violence in the northwestern portion of the We assume nothing in stating that there is no parish in Louisiana in which the 
and these somewhat reduced the republican majority. The parish contained | party would have oa to to exhibit similar aoar arta m, enthusiasm, devotion, and 
300 voters, or thereabout, of eS ee and 2,475 were colored. For substantial prosperity had it been ex — a the oppression of revolutionary 
on the other. 


the of this mas the vote of 1876 is accepted as a fair expression 7 
= ular voice. Had free from and exempt from fraud 


of t 
majoring bein therefore 878. The frauds and violence which affected but a por- | State in nak beon ge your memorialists would have been able 8 
tion of the in 1876 had been so extended in 1879 that the eee 3 „TTT 
rose to 1,364 and the republican vote fell to 907, and a republican majority of 875 g practically disfranchised voters. % 

was changed to a democratio one of 457. That ‘there was any such change of Legislature of Louisiana by no 
litical fai or affiliation as these returns would seem toim ta potoven ex vo hereinbefore . 
he yone. Here as elsewhere the fact appears in its full significance, that all the | resentations which they have the assurance to offer as the voice of the people of 

cers of election were democratic: We are asked here moreover to believe that | this State. 

this parish more than 900 voters abstained from voting at an election which ex- It is an er fact that had the recent general election been fairly con- 

ad moro than ordinary 5 as in other cases named all so abstaining | ducted, and the ballots cast thereat ey. counted, blican eee 


were of one political party, and the one having no oficial representation at the would have been returned from the fo nati Berar amy nad 

PTh rale d An Packard a 6 face of an ad clion, Kast Baton Rouge, Bossi ien Caddo, e . 
s es gave 0 an ad- use. 

mitted fraud of 300 votes at the Cotile box: In 1879 all the officers of election were Red River, Saint Bernard, — pira 


democratsas usual. It can be proven that therepublicans cast more than 1,500 votes 2 re — — the parish of Orleans 
in this si For their fali ticket The returns are made to show but £09 with 1,941 all. 2 F 


for Wiltz, or 1, 3 ublican members from Ascension, Assumption, West 
‘ The ver contained in 1875 1,618 voters of whom but 475 were eee 

white. It had given reponi ties continuously, varying but Te a from 

600. While it was the center of tical disturbances and on i 

Spa stone district) in 4 — it nevertheless given even in year — aioe |e ouse of 3 ves of 

lican majori 1 ea by any democrat. In 1576 the vote had been Ni irrite which is a 8 5 the entire 5 and 
415, Packard then, as in previous years, justified the this thle notwisnecanding that in room 85 — — Stato in 1877 and in 1879 the party 
tion of party votes with general reference to race and color; and that . om in power fraudulently deprived t e republican Saint James of one 


ducted under republican auspices were free and fair was made evident by the fact nene to which it was entitled upon . own —— of et a Yoo and 

that the race generally voting the democratic ticket 5 percentage of bal- equally in fraud Lre an additional member to the democratic parish of Claiborne, 

lots to total roe than did the race habitually voting the other way. The history | to which its population gave it no claim. 

and record of the parish justified the expectation that the parish would have given It is not 

a republican Pow eB two months since, the returning officers would have us believe t 

that more than eleven hundred blicans cast not a single ballot and that every p tati would have a repul 

vote cast there was cast for L. A. Wiltz. The: bee more than we can Ganenn 0 cae election been other than an organized fraud in alt buta 

Had the ballots been counted as cast the ig oe sy parker tree oe tion of State. 

that h for their entire ticket, nor will his fact be denied by any dem ot Your memorialists therefore address you in their rightful fring as the 

Red River not directly interested in the fraud. resentatives of the majority of the le of Louisiana, and with the emp 
The parish of Richland contains near 1,700 voters, of whom a little more than | which bel to the utterance of a million of citizens. 


' half are colored and blicaus. By men chosen by this majority as their representatives F 


This is another where democratic officers of election would have us be- | LOGG bas dul — 55 lected United States Senator from this State for six years from 

lieve that not a yrs republican vote was cast and S PE EEEE ara of | March 4, 1 

one political Kemer i ed from attendance at the polls. e parish of Saint As many vot eres memorialists y know, the said KELLOGG received 

Bernard con in 1875, 168 voter 358 white a 185 otra The vote of | vote cast in the General Assembly of tha that date, and a quorum of the body partic 

1876, which was pera ators pora one, was 335 for Nicholls and 691 for Packard, | pated in the election. 

the repu! 2 356, and the percentage of en ak 3 of . Lenser ven ne the lawful 

3 6 ernment State, and associated 8 and some of w 

creased or that the e the races has changed since 1875. had never claimed to Bavo beon elected, at ene a pretended 


N 

Neverthelee itn mado „ — 1,369 ballots, Wa lter date the lawful assembly had made a constitu- 

or somewhat over 200 more than the whole popula: of the * tional call for ald to suppress domestic violence, and had been disintegratedand 
> wn by revolu aes ate oe C 

8 been able to confiden e eee and when the 

which the vote as above stated form a were The lawful government of the State had re the blows of armed revolt, a 

senatorial candidates were Estopinal, whom commissioners of election certified | eral assembly, (so called,) destitute of every title not based upon fraud, 

fo have reostved in rouna numbers S499 votes, sad Wacmouthi, whom Toiy aauiitsa Fora ee as ee girl ee seat in your body then recently vacated by Hon. 

and returning officer falsified even | J. R. West one Spofford. 
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That the revolutionary and unlawful body to which he owed his pretended elec- 
tion could convey him no title, we assert. È 
The records of your body contain moreover, as we are informed and believe, evi- 


Seen ee ee eer ores ee election on which he bases his claims 


legality petra ete 1 have rs 5 gre pec oat = — e igs 
tis u that men whose occupation of a majo: seats in 

Rare ls nolely to dishonest and ——— tices should submit 
a memorial in behalf of a senatorial claimant whose title is as barren as many of 


The act fairly 5 = bat yar ejay nose 7 of —— . 
titles, at any cost o o the e e Commonw an 
‘4 helt fet jarah pons 


by m armed mobs or by any other method 
which may best serve the end in view. But the fact n remains that a 
Louisiana, 


ty 5 
P. KELLOGG sits, and, were they represented as justly and properly in this Legisla- 
ture as they were in that elected in 1 — b a majority no less than 
in 1877 their confidence in and the rightful claims of thelr elected Senator, W. P. 
KELLOGG. 
in th of the State of Louisiana and in the most sol- 
now, therefore, e name 0 ond in ee ie 


They 
emn manner, protest any action u the part of 
stroy or im tes takin ew peut be Wien E EROA 
constitutional a a ee of the United States, 
a con ones which 3 


State of Louisiana are in 
no wise represent their ‘will which, as manifested by the General Assembly of 


as one of her 


1877 in the election of W. P. KI Loc, we adjure you to 
ee cove toc the Bena of tos United Denton und tox the rights of the pob- 
le of Lo impel us to address you this solemn memorial and protest, and 
gu ves, 

0 


HARD Eighth 
J. STEWART, Ninth 
MAYER CAHEN, Senator ninth senatorial district. 
A. F. RIARD, Senator eleventh senatorial district. 
V. DICKERSON, St. James Parish. 
H. HEIDENHEIM, of Orleans. 
PIERRE LANDRY, Parish of Ascension. 


L. ROCHE, Jefferson. 
EDWARD WILLIAMS, Parish of Terre Bonne, 
z 5 TESTINE La Fourche. 


The Honorable the VICE-PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I present the petition of Natt Head, of Hooksett; 
Ossian Ray, United States attorney, and W. S. Ladd, of Lancaster, 
New Hampshire, praying that the terms of the United States circuit 
and district courts now held at Exeter, for and within the district of 
New Hampshire, be removed from that place to the city of Concord, 
where by reason of its location and rai facilities people in the 
northern and western portions of the State can more easily attend the 
terms of that court; also a like petition from A. P. Carpenter, of 
Bath; Harry Bingham, of Littleton, and Jacob Littleton and others, 
of Lancaster, New Hampshire; a like petition from B. H. Corning 
and many other citizens of Lancaster, New Hampshire; a like petition 
from J. B. Burrows and other citizens of Plymouth, New Hampshire; 
a like petition from G. F. Putnam and other citizens of Haverhill, New 
Hampshire; a like petition from J. W. Patterson and other citizens 
of Hanover, New Hampshire; anda like petition from Luther D. Saw- 
yer and other attorneys of Ossipee, New iaai I move the ref- 
erence of these petitions to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of C. A. Webb, J. G. McCarry, 
and 38 others; the petition of J. H. McGill, J. F. White, and 39 others; 
and the petition of A. J. Matthews, J. F. M. Doyle, and 38 others, cit- 
izens residing in the valley of the Savannah River, praying for an 
appropriation by Congress for the improvement of the navigation of 

t river; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, presented the petition of Charles Baldwin 
and others, citizens of Princeton, Illinois, praying for the eof 
a law ting a pension to James W. Thompson, late private Com- 
pany H, Forty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

-Mr. HOAR presented the petition of J. M. McGregor and others, 
praying for an appropriation by Con for the erection of a light- 

use on the point at the entrance of Little Traverse Harbor, Lake 
Michigan; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. The Committee on Agriculture, to whom was 
referred the memorial of Daniel Ruggles, of Fredericksburgh, Vir- 
ginia, giving his views on the method of precipitating rain-fall, in- 
struct me to report it back, and move that it be printed and recom- 
mitted to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HEREFORD, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. gsr Sad provide for the construction of a 


marine hospital in the city of Memphis, Tennessee, reported it with 
an amendment. 


Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 657) authorizing certain Cherokee reservees 
to institute and prosecute suits before the courts of the United States 
for claims on account of reservations of lands taken by them in States 
east of the Mississippi River under the treaties of 1817, 1819, and 
eo treaties between the United States and the Cherokees, asked to 

discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, asked to be discharged from their farther consideration, 
and that they be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was 


agreed to: 

A bill (S. No. 1181) for the relief of Dodd, Brown & Co., of Saint 
Louis, Missouri ; : 

A bill (S. No. 1245) for the relief of E. W. Raymond; 

A bill (S. No. 1221) for the relief of Tod Randall; 

A bill (S. No. 1001) to authorize the auditing of certain unpaid ac- 
counts in the Indian Bureau; 

A bill (S. No. 692) for the relief of Robert A. McMurray; 

A bill (S. No. 439) for the relief of John S. Friend; 

A bill (S. No. 352) for the relief of Frank D. Yates; and 
1 0 bill (S. No. 222) for the relief of John L. Williams, sole heir of 

eazer 5 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 346) to carry into effect the tenth article of 
the treaty with the Pottawatomie Indians of February 27, 1867, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations; which was to. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Public Buildin 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the petition of William W. Dud- 
ley and others, asking for the construction of an elevator in the 
court-house building at Indianapolis, Indiana, reported a bill (S. No. 
1250) for the purpose of erecting an elevator in the United tes 
courts and Federal offices at Indianapolis, Indiana; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. , of Colorado, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 769) to enable the State of Col- 
orado to take lands in lieu of sixteénth and thirty-sixth sections 
found to be mineral lands, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. C ON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 549) for the relief of Samuel I. 
Gustin, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the petition of Thomas H. Dunham, 6552 ing that cotton 
tarred cordage may be used by the Secretary of the Navy in the na val 
service, reported a bill (S. No. 1281) 1 the Secretary of the 
Navy to introduce cotton co into the naval service of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1083) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building in the city of Denver, Colo- 
rado, to report it adversely, the committee having heretofore reported 
& bill embracing the same subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e bill will be indefinitely pon egg 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. No. 1282) to incor- 
ae the National Education Association; which was read twice by 
1 e. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The joint resolution (H. R. No. 120) 
to pay A. R. Potts and C. F. Rainey for services in the office of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Honse of Representatives, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. The committee find upon exam- 
ination that under one of the last appropriation bills, the sundry civil 
bill or e deficiency bill, during the last session, these gentlemen 
were paid. 

The committee therefore report back the bill adversely, and I move 
that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WALLACE, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3258) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior and Sy int pa of War to employ additional clerks for the 
balance of the year to expedite the settlement of pension appli- 
cations, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

FEES OF OFFICERS OF COURTS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred a concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives 
pream for the appointment of a jointe eee e 3 
and five Representatives to investigate the presen 
fees, and emoluments allowed 5 of United States courts, and to 
ascertain what abuses, if any, exist, have directed me to re that 
the Senate do not concur in the raising of the committee. written 
a 3 which I ask may be printed. 

3 CE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on the 

The report was ordered to be printed, and the resolution placed on 
the Calendar, as follows: 


Resolved by the He Representatives, (the Senate That a t 
committee TCC 5 
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the present system of fees, and emoluments allowed to the officers of the 
several courts of the United States, to ascertain whether any, and if any, what, 
abuses now exist or have existed or may take place thereunder, 5 
bill or otherwise. That said committee shall 8 loy a clerk 
the services of a stenographer, send for papers, to oaths, 
examine witnesses, and to report at any 


DISTRICT REFORM SCHOOL. 


Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom 
was referred the joas resolution (H. R. No. 203) making appropria- 
tions for the School of the District of Columbia, have in- 
structed me to report it back without amendment, and with arecom- 
mendation that it pass. They also instruct me to ask for its present 
consideration, because it is absolutely necessary that it should pass 
at once, there being no fund out of which the boys at the Reform 
School 55 for a single day. 

Mr. COC: Let the joint resolution be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of che jours resolution ? 

Mr. COC. L. I should like an explanation of the reason why 
there is any necessity for i iate consideration. This is a House 
joint resolution. What is the oceasion which requires it to be con- 
sidered to-day, and why will not to-morrow do? 

Mr. HA . The occasion is that there is no fund out of which 
the $2 a week for the 28 of the boys at the Reform School can 
be paid. They cannot be supported unless this joint resolution is 
passed to fu the funds with which to support them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How long has the Reform School been in that 
condition ? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] can answer 
the Senator more satisfactorily than I can. 

Mr, ALLISON. The facts are simply these: At the last Congress 
we a iated $20,000 for the support of this reform school, and 
we , as had been done in sev: other acts, revived the provis- 
ions of the thirteenth section of the act of 1876. The accounting of- 
ficers of the Treasury decide, however, that a simple revival of that 
act will not authorize them to pay the $2 a week which has been 
paid for the support of these boys. 

It was the intention of Congress and of the Appropriation Commit- 
tee to 3 the 820,000, and, in addition to that, to secure to the 
Reform School the $2 a week for each boy as provided by the law of 
1876. The $20,000 was sufficient to maintain the school up to about 
the 8th or 9th of February. There is a law on the statute-book pro- 
hibiting the officers in the District of Columbia from expending one 
dollar in advance of an appropriation, and therefore boys who are 
sent daily to this schdéol by the various courts of this District can 
haveno fund out of which their subsistence can be paid. It is im- 
portant that this joint resolution should pass at an early day, and it 


ought to oe y: 
Mr. COCKRELL. When did the Treasury Department decide that 
they could not pay out the fund ? 
Mr, ALLISON. They decided it during the present fiscal year. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Prior to the meeting of Congress? 
Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Then it has been known to the officers here and 
the committee ever since the beginning of Congress that this would 


occur. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly; but the joint resolution makes an 
rg ae and the custom is that appropriations shall come from 

© House of Representatives. was a sufficient sum to main- 
tain this school, as I said before, to about the 8th or 9th of February. 
The matter ran along in the House of Representatives until February 
9, when the joint resolution was received here, the very day the ap- 
propriation was exhausted. That is the reason for hastening its con- 
sideration. I have no interest in it, and of course the Committee on 
the District of Columbia have no other interest in it than to maintain 
this reform school. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to look at the joint resolution a 
little, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over, under 
the objection of the Senator from Vermont. - 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Vermont will have time 
to examine this matter so that we may consider the joint resolution 
before we adjourn to-day. I think it is important that action be 
taken at once. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1283) to extend the time for the completion 
of the Texas and Pacific Railway; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. PADDOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1284) explanatory of an act entitled “An 
act for a grant of lands to the State of Kansas to aid in the construc- 
tion of the Northern Kansas Railroad and Tel ph,” approved July 

ee to the Com- 


23, 1866; which was read twice by its title, an 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRUCE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1285) for the endowment of the S. R. and R. 
M. Lowery Industrial Academy, in the State of Alabama, and to ac- 
cept a donation of buildings and lands in aid of the same, and for 


other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1286) abolishing all duties on the i 
tion of salt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
3 SWIA NG 4 æ relief of A. G. Chase ; which was 

wice by its title, anı e accompanyi pers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. e 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1288) to authorize the President to restore D. M. 
Page to his former rank in the Army, and place him upon the retired 
list; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
pa referred to the Committee an ilitary Affairs. 

DAVIS, of Illinois, (by req asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1289) ting a pen- 
sion to James W. Thompson; which was read twice its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1290) to in rate the G Street Railway 
Company; which wasread twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

_ Mr. SLATER asked, and by unanimous consent. obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1291) for the relief of Charles W. Denton; 
3 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. s 
On motion of Mr. SLATER, it was 
Ordered, That all papers on the files of the Senate 


to the claim 
Charles W. Denton be taken from the files of 8 
mittee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 


Com- 
That the papers relating to the claim of James P. Warrell be taken 


Ordered, 
fronr the files of the and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. HARRIS. I propose the following order : 
Ordered, That Mrs. Flora A. . be with 
respect to her 8 files e pain Bas dap the andor 
report upon said claim. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made on the usual 
condition, subject to the rules. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I donot know whether the standing rules require 


copies in such cases to be left. If they do not, the order ought to be 
entered that she must leave copies. 


of 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. e rules do require it. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Then it is all right. 
The order was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF A REPORT. 
On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, it was 
Ordered, That the report in the case of hen A. McCarty be ted for the 
use of the Committee on Naval Affairs. * prin 
IMPROVEMENT OF EXETER RIVER. 


Mr. ROLLINS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
agreed to: 


sidered by unanimous consent, and 


That the Secre: of War be, and he hereby is, directed to transmit 
to the Senate all tothe improvement of the Exeter River below 
SET ri New Hampshire, pursuance of act of approved June 


COMMITTEE ON INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 


Mr, DAVIS, of West Virginia. I intended this morning, if the 
Senator from Georgia who sits nearest me [Mr. GoRDON been 
in his seat, to call up the motion for the reconsideration of the reso- 
lution in regard to a select committee to consider the Isthmus canal 
question, but as that Senator is not in his seat of course I shall not 
ask the Senate to vote on the motion at this time. I wish to state, 
however, that I have always been ready to act upon the question, 
and the delay is not owing to a neglect upon the part of myself who 
moved the reconsideration. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ApaMs, its Clerk, announced that the House had panas a joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 200) for printing the eulogies delivered in the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives upon Hon. Rush Clark, deceased ; 


in which it requ the concurrence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 


signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. R. No. 170) concerning an in- 
ternational fishery exhibition to be held in Berlin, Germany, in April, 
1880 ; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

JOSIAH H. PILLSBURY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with the call 
of H Oaa; under the special rule, commencing at the point last 
reac 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 762) for 
the relief of Josiah H. Pillsbury. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report has been read, I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report has been read. 


1880. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. : 
The title was amended so as to read: A bill for the relief of the 
administrator of Josiah H. Pillsbury, deceased.” 
THOMAS LUCAS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 152) for the relief 
of Thomas Lucas; which was read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no written report accompanying 
the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then let it go over. 
` The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is objected to, and the next bill 
on the Calendar will be reported. 

HERMAN NETTERFIELD. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 35) granting a 
pension to Herman Netterfield ; which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the ee eee! author - 
directed to place r ect to visions and limita- 

ADE tha peat ws, Tr of — — lato of Canby’s Scouts. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill is reported from the Committee 


on Pensions aara 

Mr. COCKRELL. t the bill be indefinitely postponed. — 

Mr. McMILLAN. The bill was placed upon the Calendar in order 
that the attention of the Senate might be called to it more particu- 
larly. Although there was an adverse report of the committee, I 
understand that the report was not unanimous. The report was sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. Krrkwoop.] see that the 
Senator is now in his seat, and I will leave the matter in his hands for 
the present. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Has the report been read? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report submitted by Mr. KIRK- 
woop January 12, 1880: 

Pensi to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 35) 
a seme 3 Netterfield, have tho same, pe report: ch ties 
e 
onders of Major-General E. R. Geng, of which the folowing is & 0007. 
HEADQUARTERS MILITARY DIVISION OF WEST MISSISSIPPI, 


Natchez, Mississippi, June 6, 1864. 
: The commanding eral authorizes to organize a corps of mounted 
* scouts for service fh this . 4 75 3 bo reliable men and oy, 


fitted for this kind of service. Th 
P They will be cxgenived into go and their services 
cal frar the 


ect to strict mili 

Written ts to that t will be entered into 
be allowed increased pay in propor- 
tion to the importance cases where is 
in the line of duty, or where specially valuable service is performed, extra com- 
pensation may be expected. 

If you know of an Sollana NO Are ACEA kat Bar whe, eee orderda io 
Topos to you at Natches, Mississippi, when furloughs be granted to them with 
the understa: that they are not to draw any pay from their companies while 


a puters N 
respecttally, your obedient serves 
> h eas Ç. T. CHRISTENSON, 


First Lieutenant J. N. = 5 
Company D, Fourth Wisconsin Volunteers, Baton Rouge, Louisiana. 
Netterfield became a member of this organization har C Koji on wages of $60 


war, 


of scouts were on an-expedi and in 
made on the enemy; that in the charge 


N. 

joint of his right arm. It also a that said 
120 an Aal Netterfield was pel trea 
t was not serving with any tary force of the 


but was emplo as & scout 
2 


United States at the time he incurred his 
whose services were paid by the Quartermaster’s 
The committee concur with the Commissioner, 


indefinitely 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. This case brings squarely before the Senate for 

its determination the question whether or not ions should be 

ted to any but regularly enlisted soldiers. is case and two 

m West Virginia present the question as clearly and as Bare ah 

I think, as any that can be submitted to the Senate, and will to a 

large extent, I apprehend, determine the future action of the Pension 
Committee. 

In justice to myself, having submitted this adverse report from the 
committee, I must say that it was und in committee that the 
fact of my making the report should not conclude my action here, it 
being known that I myself was op to the action of the commit- 
tee and would advocate the rejection of the report in the Senate. 

Let us look at this case. at this man was rendering service 
strictly military in its character is beyond doubt. If Senators will 
look at the orders issued by Major-General Canby, under which the 
body of scouts was organized, they will see that the service to be 
rendered by these scouts, contemplated in the order, was military in 
its character; and that the 3 by the claimant here was 
such as soldiers are exposed to. e wound he received in making a 


charge upon the rebels. By reason of that wound he was disabled, 
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and is unable to perform that labor which is necessary to his sup- 
rt. 


po 

It seems to me, looking at the question in its broad aspect, that 
this man was 3 to the Government the services of a soldier, 
although not technically an enlisted soldier; and as in that service of 
the country, for the country, he was disabled from es the 
i egiri to his support, it is the duty of the Government to 
pension 5 

I do not know that anything I can add will make this case clearer 
to the understanding of the Senate than what I have said. If the 
same service had been rendered by an enlisted man and he had re- 
ceived the same injury while ere the service, there would be 
no question that the enlisted man would be entitled to a pension. It 
may be dullness on my part, but I really cannot comprehend why 
when this man was rendering the same service to the Government 
that would have entitled an enlisted man to a pension, he should not, 
in the 8 of the Senate, also be entitled to a pension. 

Mr. RS. Mr. President, I think it proper to add a few 
Words to what has been said by the Senator who reported this bill. 
This is one of a class of cases which under the law are not pension- 
able. The custom of this body has been, since I have been a mem- 
ber of it, not to deg pensions to classes of persons who are not pen- 
sionable under the law. It is true thatin one or two instances, owing 
to the pertinacious and pathetic appeals of Senators who had an in- 
terest in some of those cases, the Senate has, within my recollection, 
granted ee to persons not pensionable. There are half a dozen, 
or probably a dozen such cases now pending upon the rolls of the 
committee, and the object of bringing this case to the attention of 
the Senate was that the Senate might give an intelligible verdict 
upon the question whether they would extend rds eg ori of the 
pension laws to a class of cases which under existing laws are not 
pensionable ; because there is no valid reason why all persons belong- 
npt this class who have received injury or been revs piesa to 
abling disease while in service should not be pensioned just as well 


as this man. 

It is the object and design of the Pension Committee, if this case 
receives the favorable action of the Senate, to move an amendment 
to the pension law so as to embrace all this class within its opera- 
tions and give them the benefit of it, believing that it is an invidi- 
ous distinction which is sought to be created in favor of a few indi- 
viduals when others equally meritorious belonging to the same class 
are excluded from it. Thatis the whole of the case. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Mr. President, I will state the ground on which 
this adverse report was made. The claim was rejected by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions “for the reason that the claimant was not 
serving with any mili force of the United States at the time he 
ineurred his disability, but was employed as a scout whose services 
were paid by the Quartermaster’s Department as civil 1 oe gat 

The Assistant Adjutant-General, under whose order t person 
was enlisted and employed as a scout, in his letter to the officer, which 
was placed before the committee, states : 

The commanding general authorizes to o 
zen scouts for in this division. r 
fitted for this kind of service, * * * will organized into squads, an 
their services ted on the 8 condi: that they will be held subject to 
strict military pline, and all the rules and articles of war. 


That was the kind of service in which this scout was engaged. 
He was subject to all the rules and articles of war. Technically he 
was not a soldier but in fact he was a soldier, performing most impor- 
tant service. As the report goes on further to show, adverse though 
it be, in a charge made in the night-time this man was thrown from 
his horse and received a fracture of the elbow-joint of his right arm. 
It also a; pears that said injury has resulted in permanent injury and 
disability.” He received this injury while he was engaged in a charge 
under the orders of the officer in command, in the night-time, and was 
actually as much a soldier as any man from the commander down. I 
can see no reason why if anybody is to receive à pension the 
scouts who were thus employed by the Government in the most danger- 
ous part of the military service should not receive a pension as well 
ian eee thi riety of eral la this 
oubt my: © propriety of passing any gen won 
subj and in that I 5 not agree with mS friend from Virginia. I 
think that each one of these cases should rest specially upon its own 
intrinsic merit. Then, what is the reason why a pension should be 
refused in this case? The Commissioner of Pensions was justified in 
refusing this person a pension, because he was not entitled to a - 
sion under the law. The Commissioner of Pensions could not allow him 
a pension because the law did not grant it; but Congress can allow 
him a pension. I can see no better case in which a ion should 
be allowed than a case where a man who was a y in the mili- 
tary service, scont though he may have been, in a charge ordered and 
made in the night-time, received an injury which has since become 
permanent. 

I hope the Senate will grant this man a pension, as it has granted 
others, as it granted a pension a session or two ago to a teamster who 
lost his eyesight by exposure on a certain cold ht and who is to- 
tally blind. This body in its sense of right and justice granted a 
pension to that poor blind man, yet he was no soldier nor was he 
even a scout; he was not en in the dangerous business that 
this man was engaged in, but the Senate in its wisdom and in its 


a s of mounted citi- 
ey mast bo rellalo men, and 


838 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


nnr E Mt ph ee . A eee EY EPL E RN hee 


FEBRUARY 12, 


sense of justice gave to him, as it should have done, a pension. I 
hope it will be the pleasure of this body to grant this man thus 
wounded a pension. 

Mr. WITHERS, I desire simply to call attention to one fact, that 


the very order which was read by my friend from West Virginia repels 
the conclusion he draws, and it shows that this man was not in a 
military capacity, that he was acitizen. The order authorizes the 
employment of a force of “citizen scouts.” They were not sub- 
jected to the privations of military life, nor indeed subject to all 
military orders, although it says they shall be, and they received $60 
per month as pay and compensation, five times as much as that of a 
soldier. But at last the whole question comes to this, whether the 
Congress of the United States are willing to extend the provisions of 
the pension laws to classes of cases which are not pensionable under 
the existing laws; and whether they be scouts, teamsters, sutlers, 
clerks in the Adjutant-General’s or Commissary’s Department, or 
anything else, if the principle is to be adopted that if a man was 
connected with the Army in any way and received an injury or con- 
tracted a disease which disabled 755 3 he is prong ner toa 

msion, I want Congress to pass a law for that purpose, and not 
8 the Committee on Pensions to be drawing invidions dis- 
tinctions between cases indentical in every respect so far as regards 
the principle involved. 

Mr. HE RD. I think that my friend the Senator from Vir- 
ginia is mistaken when he says that this party and all these scouts 
were not subject to military discipline, e order itself says that 
they will be held subject to strict military discipline, and of the 
rules and articles of war. They were subject to every rule and arti- 
cle of war—to be tried by a court-martial, to be ordered wherever 
the officer in command should order them, whether by nee or by day; 
and, furthermore, there is one significant thing in this very order 
which shows in what light the officer making the order viewed this 
business that these men were engaged in. Here is a part of the order: 

Commanders of squads— 

That is of the squads of scouts— 
will be allowed increased pay in proportion to the importance of their commands. 

The officer in command knew vor well the danger of the errand 
on which these men were sent, and he said that according to that 
danger their pay should be increased. Yetthe argument of the Sen- 
ator is that such men when wounded should not have a pension. 
Why, the officer in command, according to the lan of his very 
order, thinks their pay should be increased, and the order shows that 
they were under strict military discipline and 1 to each and every 
one of the rules and articles of war. I hope, Mr. President, that a 
pension will be allowed this party. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I am a member of the Committee on 
Pensions, and I dissent entirely from the construction put by the 
committee upon the pension laws. I hope the Senate pass this 
bill and not adopt the adverse report of the committee. I do not un- 
derstand the pension laws in the same light in which the Pension 
Committee do, and I differ from the honorable chairman of the com- 
mittee in his opinion that a man is not in military service because he 
is not regularly entered upon the muster-rollsof the Army. The mil- 
i service of the country, according to the pension laws, in its 
spirit and purpose, includes all those who are in Army in time of 
war. A man who is a volunteer, or who is under orders in the Army 
in any sense of the word, and who renders service involving personal 
danger and 3 heroism is within the essence, spirit, and mean- 
ing of the law. With what 8 can a man who is danger- 
ously wounded, as this scout was, (and there are many such cases com- 
ing before the Pension Committee,) be denied a pension, having ren- 
dered conspicuous service from honorable motives, from patriotic 

urposes, merely because he was not in the mere technical sense of 
the word mustered into the service upon the muster-roll? To take 
that ground is, in my mind, a complete denial of the purpose and ob- 
ject of the law. 

The object of the pension law, I think beyond all doubt, is to estab- 
lish a public policy to reward acts of personal sacrifice and devotion, 
to reward those who contribute their lives or their time and expose 
themselves to personal danger in the service of the country, and to 
enco that species of heroism and that species of personal cour- 

and devotion among the people of the conntry. 

ow, sir, what objection can be made to granting a pension in this 
instance, to a man who accompanied the Army as a scout under mili- 
tary orders, an essential part of the military system, and who saved 
the command to which he was attached by a conspicuous exhibition 
of personal gallantry, resulting in his serious injury? I cannot con- 
ceive of a more odious interpretation of the law. 

Neither do I concur in the opinion of the committee that the Pen- 
sion Committee is appointed only to consider cases which are pen- 
sionable under Setoran laws. I think thatthe very object and spirit 
of that committee is to consider cases which are not pensionable under 

laws; because from some defect in the law, although the case 
may be within the reason and spirit and purpose of the law, it cannot 
be allowed by the executive authorities created under the law. 
There are a number of cases of that description coming entirely within 
the reason and within the spirit of the pension laws, which address 
themselves to my mind with great force as being entirely within the 
purpose and object of those laws and intended to be included within 

em. 


I hope that the report of the committee will not be 
that the bill will . . e 
Mr. LOGAN. President, I do not propose to detain the Senate 


at any length, but I must enter my dissent from the theory advanced 
by the Senators who advocate this bill. I differ from the Senator 
from Florida that the Government is under obligation to grant this 
pension, that the pension laws are merely made for the benefit of 
persons who may do service to the country. That is not the inten- 
tion at all. The intention of the pension laws, as I understand, is to 
fulfill the contract made between the soldier and the Government 
that if he becomes disabled on account of wounds or disability while 
in the service in the performance of his duty he shall be put on the 
pension-roll. That is a part of the contract written in the law, and 
it is under that ment by the Government with the soldier that 
he becomes entitled to a pension at all. 

Now, on the theory that persons may be pensioned who are not 
mustered into the service, every teamster in the Army would be en- 
titled to a pension, every man who aided or assisted in any way what- 
ever by giving information, ascertaining facts, administering to the 
wants of the Army or the soldiers in an 
3 sg that sus man is not entit 

eory of the pension laws, or under any theory that has ever been 
established in this Government by which a RhA e is given on ac- 
count of disabilities. Let us read the contract with this party, which 
was a contract in writing. What is it? 


capacity whatever. It is 
ed to a pension under the 


di 
for this kind of service. They will be d at rates rangin 
month, to the valne of their — and obs matic 3 
They will be ini and their services 


organized into squads, accepted on the special 
condition that they will be held subject to 
pear yor thou ey subject to strict military discipline and all the rales 


Following that, what is the language? 
Written engagements to that effect will be entered into with each man. 


These men entered into a written contract to perform certain sery- 
ice for the Government for which they were to receive a monthly pay- 
ment running from $40 to $60. That was the contract. They took 
all the chances. Their agreement with the Government was that they 
were to do this for a certain amount per month, not that they were 
to have a pension if they should be wounded or become disabled. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator inform me, as he is more familiar 
with this matter than I am, whether that contract can be terminated 
at the pleasure of the man making it at any time he pleases? 

Mr. AN. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. It can 

Mr. LOGAN. Most certainly. I presume there are numbers of per- 
sons here who are familiar with the system that is established in all 
armies in reference to scouts. Scouts are a kind of detectives, a kind 
of adventurers, a kind of men employed by armies to ascertain cer- 
tain movements of the enemy. Ihave nothing to say about this man; 
he may be a perfect gentleman—I know not 3 of his repu- 
tation—but I must say that the men who are generally employed as 
scouts, as we term them, are generally on both sides of the question. 
I guess there are plenty of men here who know that to be the fact. 

. McMILL. That remark will justify me in asking this qnes- 
tion g Does the Senator think Mr. Netterfield a man of that char- 
acter 

Mr. LOGAN. As I have said, I have not a word to say against this 
man, for I know Donning spon him. He may be a man of the high- 
est character, and may have been at the time; I do not say; but 1 do 
say that usually in war the men that go from one side to the other to 
get information and report it take information from one side to the 
other, and bring information from the other side to ours. That is 
generally what they do—we all know that—but officers in the Army 
are willing to take the chances; that is to say, they try to prevent the 
scouts from having all the information in reference to their own army 
from the fact that they are very sure they will give it to the other 
side. That is nearly always the case; but, as I said, I do not wish to 
apply these remarks to this case. I merely put my opposition to the 
bill upon the ground that a scout is a man who performs services 
under a contract with the Army officers for which he receives a cer- 
tain stipulated sum per month, which may be increased according to 
the service that he performs, He may be rewarded in money to a 
large amount sometimes, for the service he sep by the command- 
ing officer; but at no time was it ever unders that a man per- 
forming these services should be entitled under the law or under the 
theory of this Government to a pension on account of disability re- 
ceived while in performance of that service. 

Mr. McDONALD. I call for the regular order, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not ask for the regular 
order until a resolution reported yesterday morning by the Senator 
from Rhode Island, [Mr. ANTHONY, ] in regard to the publication of 
a 8 and which was laid over at my suggestion, can be passed. 
I know there is no objection to it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senate will dispose of this bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana calls for the 

ular order, which he is entitled to do. 
> ee McMILLAN. Under the rule, was not the time for the Calen- 
‘dar extended until half past one? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair ruled that it was not as 
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inst the unfinished business of the Senate, and still adheres to 
t ruling. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Indiana yield, that the 
resolution to which I referred may be taken up? 
Mr. McDONALD. Very well. 
HISTORY OF THE COTTON-WORM. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the following resolution, reported 
yesterday by Mr. ANTHONY from the Committee on Printing, with 
an amendment: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House sentatives concurring,) That 10,000 addi- 
tional copies be printed of Bulletin No. 3 of the History of the Cotton-Worm, &c., 
p by Professor Charles V. Riley under the er of the 
copies for the use of the House, and 3,000 for the use of the Senate. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was to strike out all 
after the resolving clause and insert: 

That there be printed 10,000 additional copies of Bulletin No. 3 of the United 
States nag yn ey commission, on the cotton-worm ; 6,000 copies for the use of 
the House, 3,000 for the use of the Senate, and 1,000 for the use of the Department 
of the Interior. 1 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution 2 R. No. 200) for printing the eulogies deliv- 
ered in the Senate and House of Representatives upon Hon. Rush 
Clark, deceased, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

MILITARY WARRANT LAND LOCATIONS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed tho considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 19) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to ascertain and certify the amount of land located with military 
warrants in the States described therein, and for other purposes, the 
pending question being on the niotion of Mr. EDMUNDS to postpone 
the bill indefinitely. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I present an amendment to the pending bill, to 
be read for information. It is an amendment which I reserved the 

ight in committee to offer. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read for informa- 


1 75 


vs e be in line 17, to strike ont and land warrants,” and insert 
and agricultural-college scrip when such scrip issued 
for the benefit of one State has been or may be located upon the 
public lands in another State.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending motion does not permit 
amendments; but this amendment is simply for information. 
Mr. McDONALD. Mr. President, yesterday I endeavored to show 
that the United States had stipulated to pay the several States named 
in the bill 5 per cent. upon the sales of public lands situated within 
the limits of those States. I endeavored to show that the enabling 
acts substantially contained this provision, but that if there was any 
doubt upon that subject the pip pia acts of Congress relating to 
this question and the usage of the Government had entirely removed 
it. In the earlier acts for the admission of States, beginning with the 
State of Ohio and extending down to and including the State of Mis- 
souri, there had been a division of this fund provided for; one portion 
of it was to be applied within the State under the direction of the 
Legislature of the State, and another portion might be applied either 
in or without the State in such improvements as tended to the bene- 
fit of the State, under the direction of Congress; that of this portion, 
being 2 per cent. of the 5 per cent. reserved, the United States had 
never attempted to make any beneficial use for the State; that the 
only pretense there was that any such use had ever been sought to be 
e was in the abortive effort to construct the National Road—known 
in our legislation as the Cumberland road—that was to begin at tide- 
water in the State of Maryland and extend, as far as the located line 
was concerned, to the city of Jefferson in the State of Missouri; that 
this enterprise began about the time of the admission of the State of 
Ohio into the Union, and proprioa to about the year 1832 or 1834 
when the effort was entirely abandoned; tbat while the statesmen of 
that day, the ablest of this country, embracing such men as Mr. Clay, 
were struggling with the great question, as they ed it, of inter- 
state communication and were providing for the construction of a 
turnpike road, the energies of the people and the enterprise of the 
country outstripped them, and by the time they reached the Ohio River 
with this ma i road, improved lines of transportation and 
travel had pened far beyond them, and as far as it was completed— 
portions of it through the State of Ohio were completed—and as I said 
3 a line of mud road was constructed through the State of 
diana and less than that through the State of Illinois; and in the 
years 1833 and 1835 the United States wholly abandoned this effort 
and ceded to the States of Pennsylvania, Maryland, and Virginia the 
completed pacis of the road, and before a generation has passed away 
this magnificent scheme as it was thought in the inning has al- 
most passed out of the public mind. Railroads have scaled the Alle- 
ghany Mountains and they have scaled the Rocky Mountains; and he 
who now would talk about a great line of national thoroughfare like 
that of the National Road would be regarded as belonging to the fam- 
ily of Rip Van Winkle. 
Congress seemed to take that same view of this question in the acts 


which I have already quoted 87 7 5 to the States of Alabama and 
Mississippi, two of the States in which this division was provided for, 
and especially in the second section of the act relating to the State of 
Mississippi which especially obliterates this line of 2 por cent. and in 
effect charges the United States in account with the States with the 
entire 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the sales of the public lands and 
directs an account to be made in that way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to understand whether the Senator from 
Indiana means to say that Congress did not spend all of the 3 per cent. 
that it was to spend in making works of improyement toward the 
States or to them, and more, on the Cumberland road? 

Mr. McDONALD. Much more; and I will ask the Senator from 
Vermont if there was any act of Congress ever passed—if there was 
I have not been able to find it—appropriating this 2 per cent. for 
any such p ? 

Mr. EDM S. Here is what Mr. Benton, of Missonri, said on the 
6th of February, 1851, about that 

Mr. McDON. I would rather the question should be answered, 
because I am not certain myself, and I ask it therefore for informa- 
tion. It is my opinion from the examination I have made that Con- 
gress never did specifically appropriate any part of the 3 per cent. for 

the construction of any work of improvement, the Cumberland road 


or any other. If the honorable Senator from Vermont has found such 
an act, I hope he will cite it. 
Mr. ED S. In connection with this Cumberland road busi- 


ness and the 3 per cent., I wish merely to quote from the remarks of 
Mr. Clay and Mr. Benton in 1851 when the bill was up propose by 
Mr. Benton to pay the State of Missouri 2 per cent. on the groun 
that all idea of ever expending it in getting that road to the State of 
Missouri had been abandoned. In that debate, Mr. Clay said this: 

It will be seen that every cent of the 2 per cent. fund reserved in the compact 
Between Missouri and the General Government has been expended, and a t 
deal more ; that it was expended with the silent acquiescence at least of the State 
of Missouri, and with the positive votes of her Senators and tatives during 
the passage of the various bills to which I shall have occasion to refer; thatit was 
expended in the construction and continuation of the Camberland road from Cum- 
berland, in Maryland, to Vandalia, in Illinois ; that it veer in consequence of a 
collision which arose between the States of Missouri and Illinois, or rather, I be- 
lieve, between the towns of Saint Lonis and Alton, as to what shonld be the ter- 


minus of the road. 
It will be seen in this e tion that between seven and eight hundred miles of 


the Cumberland road have been oe constructed, at a cost of nearly $6,000,000, 
and constructed upon a pledge of reimbursement to the Government of the United 
States of the amount expended from the 2 cent. fund, derivable first from Ohio, 
then from Indiana, then from Illinois, and then from Missouri. It will be seen that 
the General Government is out of pocket to the amount of $4,500,000, and instead 
of being reimbursed the $5,800,000, she has only been reimbursed to the extent of 
about $1,230,000, or $1,300,000.— Appendix to Oongressional Globe, Thirty-first Con- 
gress, second session, page 138. 

Then he proceeds to cite the various acts to which the Senator has 
referred. 

Mr. McDONALD. I do not see that that throws very much light 
on the discussion of to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the fault of Mr. Clay; I cannot help it. 

Mr. McDONALD. I understood it was from Mr. Benton. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have read from the remarks of Mr. Clay. Mr. 
Benton followed, sustaining the same view of the facts. 

Mr. McDONALD. Did Mr. Benton agree to that? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He agreed that far. . 

Mr. MCDONALD. And yet he wanted the 2 per cent. for his State 


after ing to that? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; he was very much like some Senators I 
know of now. The democratic Senate by a vote of two to one refused 
to let him have it. 

Mr. McDONALD. I should like the Senator to read that part of 
Mr. Benton’s statement in which he admitted that the 2 per cent, had 
been pa in that way and yet claimed it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwill by and by. There isa deal of Mr. 
Benton’s doctrine that I should be glad to have the Senator adopt. 

Mr. McDONALD. I suspect I live up to it as much as the Senator 
from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no; you don’t. 

Mr. McDONALD. But however that may be with respect to the 
States of Indiana, Ohio, and Illinois, the State of Missouri has re- 
ceived her 2 per cent. by an act of Con directly passed for that 
purpose. The Statesof Alabama and . received theirs. In 
the act, if you may so call it, for the relief of the State of 3 
the second section directed the same accounting to be made with the 
other States; aud this was after the United States had ceded to the 
States of Maryland, Virginia, and Pennsylvania that portion of the 
line of the National Road within their limits and thus localized that 

t national work and made it the private property of those three 
tates; and from that time until this the Federal Government has 
never in any way, so far as I know, made any suggestions that it pro- 
to make any other disposition or any disposition at all of the 

2 per cent. fund. It therefore does not militate against the argument 
that I have been making when I say that the Government has treated 


this reservation as a reservation in favor of the States within whose 
limits the lands weresituated,a reservation for their benefit on account 
of what they gave up on the other hand, for I say that this reserva- 
tion was upon a good and sufficient consideration, and a very valuable 
one too. 

The Senator from Vermont, with his distinguished ability, in dis- 
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cussing a question of that kind, undertook to show, the other day, 
that these reservations to the United States, these absolute promises 
in reference to the public domain within the limits of these States, 
were promisoa made for the benefit of these States and the people of 
these States, and that they were not burdens. So far as the State of 
Indiana is concerned, I have already read and desire again to call the 
attention of the Senate to what we agreed to: 

That the five foregoing propositions— 

Embracing among them this 5 per cent., and the other donations 
that have been so much spoken about— . 2 

That the five er herein offered. are on the condition that the 
convention of the said State provide — pe 8 irrevocable without the 
consent of the United States, that every and each tract of land sold by the United 
States. from and after the Ist day of December — shall be and remain exempt 
from any tax laid by order or er any — tr Aia the State, whether for State, 
county, or township, or any other purpose whatever, for the term of five years 
from and after the day of sale. 

That is what the State of Indiana stipulated to do, and the other 
six States for there were seven in all including the State of Louisi- 
ana, which was not mentioned by me yesterday, because there was no 
division of her 5 per cent.—admitted down to and including the 
State of Missouri, each and all made these stipulations, and I say that 
each and all observed them not merely with reference to cash sales 
but to all sales, sales made upon land warrants and military serip as 
well as sales for cash ; and it is on that point now that I want to ask 
the attention of the Senate for a short time, and then I shall have said 
all that I desire to say in regard to this bill. I say that the sales 
herein exempted from taxation are the sales upon which we have the 
right to have 5 per cent.; the one is as b as the other. Upon 

the lands that we there should be no taxes levied for five 
years from the date of entry we were entitled under the contract to 
5 cent. . 

Mir. THURMAN. Will my friendallow me to ask him, for he under- 
stands this bill much better than I do, whether that is the limit, 
whether the bill includes no lands but what the Government sold, 
and that were exempt from taxation ? 

Mr. McDONALD. No, sir; it embraces all lands, just as the bill 
states, that have been taken up by military scrip or land warrants, 
treating the lands so taken as land sold. 

Mr. THURMAN. Does it include the lands that were set apart for 
the Virginia soldiers on the Continental establishment—that is, those 
belonging to the regular army of the Revolution ? 

Mr. McDONALD. For those where the Government exchanged 
mili scrip, it uni Lacey ven, does. 

Mr. HURMAN. ly those located with scrip, then ? 

Mr. McDONALD. It does not include, as a matter of course, what 
Virginia carved out of her own State for the soldiers of the revolu- 
Sone se but 3 17 that . x those claims that were 
afterw: reco; y Con and exchanged. 

. HURMAN. For which Congress gave 5 155 

Mr. McDONALD. Les, gave scrip or permitted locations. 

Mr. THURMAN. I want to understand the bill. Now, another 
question. There is a United States military district in Ohio, which 
was com of bounty land ted by the Continental Congress 
to the soldiers of the United States on the Continental establishment. 
Does this bill include that? 

Mr. McDONALD. I think it does not. 

Mr. THURMAN. Does it include the military reservations in Ili- 
nois and Arkansas and Missouri? 

Mr. McDONALD. Those that were taken up with military scrip 
it does, if the scrip was given to a party and he located it anywhere 
within that district. 

Mr. THURMAN. That includes all the military locations made in 
those districts. 

Mr. McDONALD. I apprehend that it does. à 

Mr. THURMAN. It includes the whole of the military tract. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I do not know whether the bill does that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If you will read the bill, you will see very easily. 

Mr. THURMAN. I want to understand the bill. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I will say to my friend from Ohio that the bill 
is not very lengthy and is not ambiguous, and was certainly not 
intended to be so. . 

Mr. THURMAN. I know it was not intended to be. 

Mr. McDONALD. The theory of the bill is just the theory that I 
have been discussing, that what the Government has sold of these 
lands—the bill does not claim that she might not have donated them 
gratuitously, given them here and there where she pleased, but that 
what she sold, and therefore what she exempted from taxation in the 
Senator’s State and in mine for the period of five years, she has agreed 
to 5 A 7 — cent. of the proceeds of. 

. THURMAN. I am not controverting that; but 

Mr. McDONALD. If it does not include as much as the Senator 
from Ohio wants, he will have to amend it. 

Mr. THURMAN. What I wanted to understand was whether it 


was intended to exclude these reservations that I have spoken of. 
Mr. McDONALD. It was intended to exclude any lands disposed 
of i than by sale—by what the committee understand to be 
a sale. 
Mr. President, I do not think any ono will controvert the proposi- 
tion I have stated, that whatever was exempt from taxation for five 
years in the seven States I have named, whatever lands after being 


disposed of by the United States were exempt from taxation for five 
years were lands to which under the enabling acts this 5 per cent. 
attached. So far as my own State is concerned, we did not merel 

let it rest in this obligation that we had entered into with the Unite 

States, but we carried it out by placing upon our statute-books an 
exemption of taxation for all lands 13 within our State and 
patented by the United States for five years from the date of sale 
and that included land-warrant entries as well as any others ; and 
that statute remained until 1 although in 1847 the limitation on 
the power of the States to tax these lands was removed by the act 
referred to by the distin, ed Senator from Vermont yesterday. 
Our State exemption continued until the next period for the valua- 
tion and assessment of our real estate, which did not come until 1852. 
In 1852 a tax was assessed in the western counties of our State upon 
land entries, and in the circuit court of the United States for the dis- 
trict of Indiana a suit was instituted to enjoin the collection of those 
taxes in 1853 or 1854; and one claim, the claim of John Thompson, 
banker, of New York, who had located his land warrants in one 
county in our State, 17,260 acres of land, the tax upon which for the 
years 1852 and 1853 amounted to over $2,000, filed his bill in the cir- 
cuit court of the United States against the officers of that county to 
perpetually enjoin the collection of that tax on the ground that five 
years had not ela; from the date of entry, and that at the time 
the entry was in 1851 our State had not repealed its law or pro- 
eae under the act of Congress of 1847 for the taxation of these 


There can be no question in my mind, upon a fair examination of 
the several acts of the Congress under which military scrip and war- 
rants were issued, that they constituted a payment to the soldier for 
military service; that they were included as such; not a mere gratuity 

iven to the soldier in time of peace who was serving for his $14 or 

6 a month, or whatever sum = be fixed by law, bat as addi- 
tional compensation for his privations and the dangers that he en- 
countered in time of war. The act of 1811, providing for the enlist- 
ment of soldiers for the war of 1812, most expressly bears that inter- 
pretation and can bear ro other. In the second volume of the Stat- 
utes at Large, at page 669, will be found this act: 

That there be allowed and paid to each effective, ablo-bodied man recruited or 

for that service for the term of five pay onina sooner discharged, the 


sum of $16; but Ned gad pan of one-half of the said ty shall be deferred until 
he shall be mus and have joined the corps in which he is to serve; and when- 
ever any -commissioned officer or so) 1 


Three months’ additional pay and one hundred and sixty acres of 
land. The bill of complaint to which I referred just now does not 
state that Thompson entered the land with land warrants, but that 
he was the purchaser. I have a statement of the Commissioner of 
the Land Office that the entry was by land warrants, and by nothing 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Judge McLean in deciding a case in 1855 said it 
stood on the statute of Indiana and that statute having been passed 
before the party bought the land and having been repealed before 
the five which the statute of Indiana gave him, it was a viola- 
tion of contract to tax it before. Judge McLean’s language fur- 


ther is: 
Here is a contract as as words can make it. For anght that appears, 
ption was the vo to the purchase. And no one can say that the policy 
KKK tid tle in dose b> exempting nde DASA from tox 
exem) m — 
EAA he = edie ae tank DAOA ok tame. d z 

That was in the case to which the Senator has just referred. 

Mr. McDONALD. I have not said that case was decided wrongly; 
on the 8 insist that it was decided rightly. 

Mr. ED S. But you said it was decided on the ground of the 
act of Congress, as I understood. 

Mr. McDONALD. No, sir; I said that we had our statute in force 
which we had not then repealed, a statute to carry into effect the 
compact which we had entered into with the United States at the 
time we were admitted into the Union. We did not stand upon the 
act of Con I do not know that Congress ever passed any act 
on the subject, except as it was placed in the compact between the 
State of Indiana at the time of the admission of the States. She then. 
one of the contracting parties in this case, treated this as a sale, and 
extended the exemption to it, an aromin quite onerous, too, for 
in this particular case this foreign landholder, this Mr. Thompson, 
banker, of New York, had 1 over seventeen thousand acres of 
land in a body in one of the new counties in our State, the tax upon 
which for two years, if it had been taxed like the lands of citizens 
alongside of it, would have amounted to over $2,000. Can it be said 
to be a benefit to that county that for its local expenses and to the 
State, so far as it had to look to that county for revenue, that they could 
only take that which could be levied upon lands that had been sold 
for five years? Thus it appears that the exemption from taxation for 
five years upon lands applied unquestionably to purchases made 
with land warrants. This man did not serve; he was no soldier; he 

urchased these land warrants in the market; they were assigned to 
3 — they represented to him the right to purchase so much 8 
if they had been land serip, and he purchased with them, and th 
fact, I insist, is a strong circumstance in favor of the interpretation 
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of the act in re to the reservation which we claim, that it is upon 
such lands as these, as well as upon cash entries, that we have a right 
to the 5 per cent. reservation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If I may ask the Senator a question, how can he 
maintain that proposition as it respects those States where the ex- 
emption from taxation of bounty lands was confined to three years, 
pa where the benefit of the exemption was confined to the soldier 
and his heirs and did not allow the assignee as in the case of this 
Indiana man as it is said, though the papers do not show that he was 
assignee, and that was the case the court decided ? 

Mr. McDONALD, But the Senator certainly knows hg did not earn 
seventeen thousand acres of land warrants. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not on that point. He might have bought 
the seventeen thousand acres of land at public sale, and he says he 
purchased it. : 

Mr. McDONALD. But I have the statement from the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office that these were land-warrant en- 
tries. If that is not sufficient, I will send for the certificates. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. That is not the point atall. The 
point is what Jud Lean decided. The Senator says that the 

laintiff in this bill alleged that he purchased this land from the 

nited States and paid a dollar and a quarter an acre for it, and 
that the State of Indiana when he purchased it had en tif 
he would do so they would not tax itfor five years. Ju McLean 
decides that case and says if that is so the State must stand by its 
bargain ; it was a good bargain for it to make. 

But that was not the question I rose to ask; it was on the other 
point. The Senator says the military bounty land warrants fell 
within the class of sales because they are capable of assignment, and 
the man who buys them uses them to purchase land the same as he 
would cash. Now, how does that comport with the cases of those 
States named in this bill—I do not say they are all of them, but such 
as there are, and there are some where the very act of admission itself 


says—— 

Me McDONALD. There are three. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If there be but one it will do. How does it com- 
port with the cases of the States where the act of admission itself says 
there shall be a five years’ exemption on lands sold, and 5 per cent. 
paia, and that there shall be a three years’ exemption on bounty lands, 

ut that that EDON shall only operate in favor of the soldier him- 
self or his heirs, and where a purchaser like this man Thompson does 
not have any standing at all as to exemption from taxation. 

Mr. McDONALD. į remember well the very ingenious argument 
made by the Senator on that very point W and I shall not 
neglect it before I get through, and I thinkI shall be able to answer 
that question better in the course of my argument rather than to 
stop now. 

r. EDMUNDS. It was on the very point the Senator was ad- 


3 himself to. 

Mr. McDONALD. But I had not reached the point of answering 
the argument of the Senator in that regard, and I shall not turn aside 
to answer it now. 

The whole argument of the Senator from Vermont is that the word 
“sales” used in that clause of the several acts where the 5 per cent. 
is reserved should be interpreted as if it read “cash sales.” Unless he 
can establish that, as a matter of course he fails. Now, as showing 
that such was not the view that Congress has taken in former times, 
I wish to refer a to the actsin relation to the States of Mississippi 
and Alabama and especially to the 3 the first section 
of the act relating to the settlement with the State of Mississippi. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Give me the reference to the volume, please. 

Mr. McDONALD. The act was approved March 3, 1857. I have 
not the volume here. 

_ Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not know but that the Senator was read- 
ing it from the book. 
. McDONALD. No, sir; I am reading it from a brief. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The brief of the claimant. 

Mr. McDONALD. I do not know that it is a brief of the claimant, 
2 is a brief which the Senator from Vermont can have if he de- 

t. 

And that he be required to include in said account the several reservations under 
the various treaties with the Chickasaw and the Choctaw Indians within the limits 
of Mississippi, and allow and pay to the said State 5 cent. thereon, as in case 
of other — estimating the Baa at the value of $1.25 per acre. 

In this act Congress construed the grant that she herself had made 
within the limits of this State to the Indians in permanent reserva- 
tions, granting them the fee of the land in consideration undoubtedly 
of what the Indian tribes stipulated on their part, being a grant made 
apon a consideration passing to the Government as a sale of the land 
thus disposed of to be treated as other sales, and required that she 
should account for the lands thus di of at the minimum price 
of $1.25 per acre; and then passing right on Congress further said: 

That the said Commissioner shall also state an account between the United States 
and each of the other States ph yr the same principles, and shall allow and pay to 
each State such amount as thus be found due, estimating all lands and per- 
manent reservations at $1.25 per acre. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. If I do not interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. McDONALD. Not at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He did not me on a similar oceasion. I wish to 
ask if he does not know the fact that, when the State of Alabama, 


which began the ni aoe and it was followed by the State of Mis- 
sissippi, applied to have an allowance made on account of those In- 
dian reservations, the officers of the Government, one after the other, 
to whom the question was submitted, continuously decided that the 
State had not a ghost of a claim under the provisions of the law; and 
then when Alabama came into Congress the gentleman from Alabama 
who in the last days of the session got it through explained it by 
saying that that was the state of the law, but t circumstances 
had changed and it would be a hardship to the State of Alabama to 
hold her up to that, and Congress ought to be generous and liberal 
aioe it and let her have something, and then Congress proceeded to 
oi ‘ 
Mr. McDONALD. I do not know what the accounting officers may 
have said or done in reference to the law as it then stood. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I will bring in their opinion before we are 


through. 

Mr. McDONALD. I think it very likely they may have done just 
what the Senator says they did. I know that since that time they 
have said this second section did not apply to any State, because no 
State was specifically named. I apprehend there was a difference of 
opinion between the accounting officers and Congress when these acts 
in relation to Alabama and Mississippi were passed, or the acts would 
not have been passed. They were passed on account of that differ- 
ence of opinion. I apprehend there is a difference of opinion now 
between the 3 of this bill, between the Committee on Public 
Lands of the Senate, who have reported this Po and the present 
accounting officers in zoga to the construction of these laws; for 
if there was not such a difference of opinion this bill would not be 
here. It is here because of that difference of opinion eres when it 


lieve it will, 
perhaps fifteen or e yos from now, we may find other Senators 


7 It may be so. I hope I shall be here at that 
time, together with my friend. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McDONALD. Now, Mr. President, I come to the question sub- 
mitted by the Senator in regard to those enabling acts which seem 
to make a distinction between lands sold for cash and lands disposed 
of for some classes of land warrants. I believe that distinction began 
with the admission of Arkansas and Michigan. These were the 
States that were received into the Union where the general exemp- 
tion of taxation upon lands sold for five years was omitted, and I de- 
sire that fact to be borne in mind. Up to that time, including all the 
States admitted down to 1820, there was in the various acts t - 
eral provision in regard to exempting lands entered or sold Prone Jom 
ation for five years. Now, I want to ask the opponents of this bill if 
the general exemption did not exempt lands entered by land war- 
rants, or did the Government intend to exempt for five years the lands 
purchased by cash and leave the land-warrant entries subject to tax- 
ation at once? I should like the Senator from Vermont to answer 
that question whether the general exemption exempting these lands 
from taxation for five years did not embrace land-warrant entries, 
though they are not named? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator wish an answer now? 

Mr. McDONALD. Yes, sir, I ask this question, whether the e- 
ral exemption contained in tho acts by which the first seven States 
were admitted into the Union in regard to taxation for five years did 
not exempt land-warrant entries, or were they subject to taxation at 


once upon entry ? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That is my opinion. 


Mr. MCDONALD. That they were? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is my opinion. 

Mr. McDONALD. Then the Senator supposes that Congress took 
special care and providential oversight over the moneyed man who 
entered land, but as to the soldier who put down his warrant there 
it made his land subject to taxation from the hour he located it. I 
never heard such an opinion till to-day. Now, with that statement 
it is very clear, it seems to me, when it came to those States where 
this general exemption was omitted, why it was that Congress con- 
tinued it as to a very limited class of lands that were yet lands sold, 
but that were to be designated as lands taken by warrants for 
the purpose of designation. In the light of the fact that down to 1820 
these States stipulated, and that stipulation covered all warrant 
entries as well, that lands sold—for that is the term used here—should 
be free from tax, the language being “that each and every tract of 
land sold by the United States from and after the Ist day of mber 
next shall be and remain exempt from any tax laid by order or under 
any authority of the State for the term of five from 
and after the day of sale,” when Con; in its in liberality 
toward the new States that were coming forward for admission, saw 
po r to exempt them from that great burden of havin; blocks of 

, fifteen thousand acres in a block and more, taken up by persons 
for speculation and held without taxation for five years; when Con- 
gress saw proper to take off this general aa accompanied it 
with this proviso, (and upon the proviso, and thatalone, the Senator 
from Vermont has built up the whole theory of his ent,) that 
lands entered by soldiers’ warrants should be exempt from taxation 


for three years. And in order to sustain himself in his argument he 
stands here admitting that Congress did the great injustice of origi- 
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nally leaving the soldiers to be taxed from the hour of their entries, 
while it exempted for five years in seven great States of the West 
the lands purchased by speculators, 

Mr. President, I have said about all that I e t to say on this 
subject, and more than I intended. I believe this to be an honest 
bill; I believe it correctly interprets the compacts entered into be- 
tween the States in which large public domains were situated and 
the Federal Government at the time of their admission. If I did 
not believe that Ishould be opposed to it, and I shall not stop to go 
over the argument that was iy Wit gy ao made—in i to how 
much might be involved in this bill, because the honorable Senator 
himself said that if it was right, there could be no question about 
the amount, and I agree with him exactly there; and I say further, 
if it is wrong, there can be no question about amount, let it be great 
or small. y should this claim be sought to be affected by that 
liberal course which Congress has heretofore pursued toward the 
Western States in ting public lands, not to cancel these obliga- 
tions, but to stimulate improvements, to build up and develo e 
country, ay, and benefit the whole . even the Green Mount- 
ains upon which the Senator from Vermont was brought up and * 
to his present stature and size, and the descendants of the Green 
Mountain boys who have participated in the benefits that have re- 


sulted from the rapid development of this country so that there can 
be no such thing in this broad land of ours as starvation, because the 
means for bri g bread to every door from one section to the other 
if there should be a local failure here and there, has already been 


provided. I say I shall not stop to talk about whether it is right or 
proper for us to execute the obligations of these contracts because of 
grants the benefits of which have been participated in not by one 
section alone, not by where the money has been laid down, but by 
the whole country. I might as well expect the Mississippi River to 

at the waters that in at its headwaters because they do not 

immediately in at its navigable part. The stream has been broad 
together, and the beneficence of these bounties and these grants has 
manifested itself in a thousand ways, and therefore I leave them to 
defend themselves. As to the bill itself, I have no question about its 
being right in principle, and it is very doubtful, if I was to make a cal- 
culation, whether my State would be a winner or a loser. Ihave not 
stopped to inquire, and I shall not. 

Nr. ED S. Has not the Senator a statement in the letter 
partly read yesterday ? 

Mr. M NALD. Undoubtedly, but I say I shall not stop to make 
a calculation to see whether if we pay out this money we shall not 
have to pay more, in making y See y oa of the common fund, than 
we should get from it. How that is I do not know, nor shall i stop 
to inquire. 

Mr THURMAN. Mr, President, I do not rise to discuss this bill, 
because I am not prepared to discuss it. Ihave not studied it enough 
to know how to vote upon it, and I hope it will not be pressed to a 
vote to-day. But there are one or two things that I want to say 
now. 

In the first place I was a little surprised at the answer given by the 
chairman of the committee who reported this bill to my inquiry 
whether or not this bill would entitle Ohio to 5 per cent. upon the 
number of acres in what is called the Virginia military district and 
in the United States military district in that State. He answered 
meno. He said that it would include the cases where the United 
States had given scrip for Virginia military land warrants. That 
would be of no advantage to Ohio. I dare say that the Senator from 
Indiana will find out that upon every acre of land that has been en- 
tered with that scrip the States have already received their 5 per 
cent. I think he will find that scrip when received into the Land 
Office as payment has not been separated from money in accounting 
with the States for the 5 per cent. I think the evidence when pro- 
duced will show that that is the fact; but at all events; whether that 
be so or not, what the Senator says that the 5 per cent. is to be counted 
upon entries made with scrip can be of no possible benefit to the 
State of Ohio, or very little, for very little if any of that scrip was 
located within that State. 

Therefore the answer of the chairman of the committee is that that 
district known in Ohio as the Virginia military eer ad em- 
braces 5 counties—in whole or in part not whole of 
twenty-two, but perhaps ten or twelve entire counties, and ten in 
part and the ter part of them, too—is excluded from the opera- 
tion of this bill. Ohio gets no benefit for that. So, too, in re; to 
that other district known as the United States military district, the 
State gets nothing for that. Soin 78 to that large territory the 
title to which was vested in the State of Connecticut, which was given 
by the Congress of the Revolution to the State of Connecticut for the 
relinquishment of her claim to a portion of the State of Pennsylva- 
nia, embracing the Wyoming Valley; all that is left out so far as Ohio 
is concerned, although it was a payment to Connecticut by the Con- 
tinental Congress for relinquishing her claim to a portion of the State 
of Pennsylvania and in no sense a payment by the State of Pennsyl- 


Mr. MCDONALD. The bill can be amended. 

Mr. That is true; but when we come to the spirit of 
the thing, whether a proposition can be made to embrace it will be 
another thing. I am not Sage, So bill now, but I want to call the 
attontion ef the Senate to how different is the report of the commit- 


tee from the interpretation given by the chairman of its bill. What 
were these two military reservations in the State of Ohio? The first 
of which I have spoken of was the Virginia military reservation. 
That was a reservation of land between 56 Scioto and Little Miami 
Rivers to pay soldiers of the State of Virginia who served in the regu- 
lar Army of the Revolution, or asit is called in all the acts, who served 
upon the Continental establishment. Virginia had two sets of troops 
in the Revolution. She had those that belonged to what we would now 
call the regular mig but what they called the army on Continental 
establishment, and she had another set that were militia. She offered 
bounties to tach of these classes of troops, and she reserved a certain 
portion of lands for the satisfaction of bounties to each ; but none 
of her bounties to her militia were paid out of lands in the State of 
Ohio. They were paid out of lands in what is now the State of West 
Virginia, and what is now the State of Kentucky ; but in the State 
of Ohio she reserved in her deed of cession, not the land itself, not 
the title to the land, but the right to have her bounties promised to 
her soldiers on the Continental establishment, that was, in the regular 
Army, paid out of the lands. They were promised to them by vari- 
ous acts during the revolutionary war and were earned by them; 
and Virginia issued warrants to her officers and soldiers according to 
their deserts and to their title under these acts of Virginia. 

Then the United States military tract is a different thing. After 
the cession of this territory by Virginia to the Continental gress. 
that Congress made a provision that certain soldiers who had served 
in the war of the Revolution and who were not provided for by Vir- 
ginia, but were soldiers of States that had no lands to give them, 
should also receive land bounties; and a portion of what is now the 
State of Ohio was laid off to satisfy those bounties ; that is, bounties 
to soldiers who had served in the revolutionary war on the Conti- 
nental establishment, to wit, in the regular Army, but who came from 
States that had no land to give them. 

Mr. McDONALD. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio when 
that was done, before or after the admission of Ohio? 

Mr. THURMAN, I would not like to answer positively, but 
impression is that the United States military district, as it is called, 
was laid off before the admission of Ohio into the Union. That is 
m impression, but I will verify it before the vote is taken on this 


Here are these two cases, then, in which these two tracts of land 
were rewards to the soldiers who fought our revolutionary battles 
the soldiers who were in the rome Army under the Continental 
Congress, and were set apart to them. If you speak of payment for 
military services, these were as clear cases of 3 as you can 
imagine. But, says the Senator from Indiana, they are not provided 
for by this bill; Ohio shall have no benefit from ing out these 
large tracts of land and giving them to the men who fought the bat- 
tles of the Revolution. ; 

Mr. McDONALD. If the Senator from Ohio will permit me, I will 
state that they are not provided for in the act for her admission into 


the Union. That act says nothing abont them. 
Mr. That may be so or may not be so. I am not go- 
ing to argue that questionnow. The feature to which I want to call 


the attention of the Senate is this: The report of the committee in 
this case is one thing, and the interpretation of the bill by the chair- 
man of the committee is a wholly different thing, for the report 1 
upon the ground that the State of Ohio shall have the benefit at 
least of the Virginia military land district. 

Mr. McDONALD. I will state to the Senator, as I said in answer 
to his question a short time ago, that there is a military land scrip 
which originated in an adjustment between the United States and 
the holders of Virginia certificates, that has not been disposed of. 
They were authorized to surrender them and get what was called 
land scrip, and some portion of that was located in the State of Ohio 
and perhaps some parts of it in the State of Indiana, and this all 
transpired after the admission of the State of Ohio into the Union. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have already said that I think it will be found 
that all that scrip that was used was counted as money in settling 
with the States; but whether it be so or not, that is of very slight 
benefit to the State of Ohio, for by far the greater portion of the 
scrip was located in the Northwest; three-fourths of it, I venture to 
say, was located in the State of Iowa, and hence we find that Iowa 
is to get the benefit of nearly one-fourth, more than one-fifth, of the 
8 debt to be created by this act if it be passed. It is a very fine 

tate and needs the money, being very poor, I know, and it may be 
all right to give it to her, and I am not saying anything against it; 
but I do not see that you can take that scrip which was issued for 
Virginia land warrants that were locatable in the State of Ohio and 
add it to the amount of the public debt that is to go to the State of 
Iowa and then charge it to Ohio. That will not do. 

Virginia issued these land warrants, They were located through 
a land office created by the State of Virginia, the head of which was 
called the principal surveyor-of the Virginia military district. En- 
tries were made; surveys were made by him or his deputies, and 
those surveys were returned, with the land warrants upon which the 
surveys were made, to the General Land Office, and patents issued 
by the Government of the United States. There were a number of 
such entries made in Kentucky, but the lands reserved in Kentucky 
were not sufficient for the purpose, and that accounts for the reserva- 
tion made when Virginia made her cession to the United States. Not 
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one of the land warrants proper was ever located, except in Ohio 
and Konmin: 

After a while those land warrants took up all the good land in this 
reservation in Ohio. All the good land that had been in Kentucky 
and was subject to these warrants had been taken up long before, 
taken up in before the cession of Virginia of the Northwestern 
Territory. A t deal of the land that was supposed to be in Ken- 
tucky available for the p of these Loves isan warrants, it 
was found was taken away by what was called Henderson’s grant, 
so that there was not a ciency of land south of the Ohio River to 
satisfy these bounties, and that gave rise to this reservation in the 
State of Ohio called the Virginia military district. In the course of 
time all the good land in that district was taken up, but there were 
still a great many outstanding warrants. In fact, Virginia kept issu- 
ing them, and I do not know but that she may be issuing them to 
this day. 

8 to Congress and said to Con Here according to 
the true spirit of the deed by Virginia to the Continental Congress 
her soldiers were to have their bounties satisfied ; the land set apart 
for. them proves to be insufficient; all the good land is taken up, and 
yet here are warrants for hundreds of thousands of acres which we 
can find no good land to locate upon;” and therefore they said, Give 
us scrip for them, and let us locate the scrip upon any of the public 
lands anywhere subject to Reet Gl Various acts were passed one after 
another; the first one, I thi about 1830; and so they went on 
until at last Con found that as long as Virginia issued scri 
land warrants could be JA stir out, and finally Congress put an en 
to it and said, We 1 not issue any more warran and that 
stopped the whole business; but at that time near] the public 
lands in the State of Ohio had already been entered, and this scrip 
went West, most of it, and an immense amount of it went to Iowa. 
But that is not material; that does not touch the question here. 

This report on the 5 for the land warrants—not the 
serip, but the land warrants, that were located in the Virginia mil- 
itary district, the State of Ohio is to have 5 per cent., counting the 
land thus located at a dollar and a quarter an acre, I need not read 
report in full, but anybody who will read it will see that that is 

e case. 

Mr. MCDONALD. The Senator will allow me. A land warrant 
issued for mili service was the payment of a debt from the Gov- 
ernment to the soldier; and where entries of land were made with 
such land warrants the lands were purchased, and the Government 
sold the lands, That is all that the report says. It does not under- 
take to distinguish between one class of scrip and another. It sim- 
ply goes on theory, and the bill goes on the theory, that 5 per 
cent. shall be allowed to the States on all sales, counting an entry by 
a land warrant as a sale. 

Mr. THURMAN. All I have to say is that the committee include 
the land warrants located in the Virginia military district of Ohio 
by the plain words which are used. e committee, on page 2, go on 
to give an account of the various warrants, and they say: 


mock Talsing bor quote of tien end meeting the extawnios of the caring var, 
er quota of men and mee e 0168 0 war, 
Kiso offered lands to hee soldiers as part ppn Ani tot their military — 2 

Mr. McDONALD. If the Senator will study the report in the light 
of the bill he will see that that is simply referred to for the p e 
of furnishing a history of the issuance of land warrants, to show 
how the warrants came to be put out and for what reason, whether 
put out by a State or by the General Government. The whole theory 
of the bill—and the purpose of the report is to illustrate that the- 
ory—is that whatever was sold after the admission of these States 
of the public lands within their limits was subject to the 5 per cent. 
reservation. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I cannot so understand it. If the Senator had 
not interrupted me, I was about to show, as I think I can any one 
who listens, that his interpretation of his own report will not do. 
He 5 5 the report is to be studied in connection with the bill. I 
thought the bill was to be studied in connection with the report, and 
that the report was a commentary upon the bill, an exposition an 
explanation of the bill. Now let me go back. The committee com- 
mence— 


The only ground known to your committee upon which this payment— 
That is the payment of the 5 per cent.— 


has been refused is that such disposition of the public domain was not “sales of 
the public lands" within the meaning of the enabling acts. The right of these 
States to the 5 per cent. upon military locations depends, in the opinion of your 
ely upon the fact whether, as between the Government and the 

disposed of formed a part of the consideration of his hire. 5 755 
this point committee have had little difficulty in arriving at the conclusion 
that such dispoaition did, in fact, enter into and become a part of the consideration 
for the enlistment and services of the soldiers to whom land warrants were issued. 


Then the committee proceed to give the instances: 


The acts of Congress for the benefit of the recruiting service of the United 
— 1 a the opening of the revolutionary war are dated in August and Septem- 


Those are the very acts under which the soldiers got the lands in 
the United States military district in Ohio. Then— 


The Commonwealth of Virginia about the same time, (October, 1776,) for the 
purpose of raising her quota of men and meeting the exigencies of the coming 


war, also offered lands to her soldiers as part compensation for their military serv- 
ices. These lands thus offered by the i 


e gr a Br pe ere afterward 
b to her soldiers agreeably to the terms of cession mado Hr. 


ented by Con 
ginia to the Federal Government of the Northwestern Territory March 1, 1 


Now, every acre of that land here alluded to is in the Virginia mil- 
itary district in the State of Ohio. Then comes a recital of the mil- 
itary grants for the war of 1812; then the grants for the soldiers of 
the Mexican war. Then the committee go on to say: 


It is clear from the language of these grants— 


That is, all the ts which have beén mentioned before, those 
made 550 the Continental Congress, those made by the State of Vir- 
ginia, those made by the 8 of the United States for the war 
of 1812 and afterward for the Mexican war 


It is clear from the language of these ts that they were designed to effect a 
fature object, and in no sense did they re toa 5 
the circumstances under which they were 
aim in view, namely : to facilitate and en 
numerical force of the Army might be 
meet the pressing necessities of each of the — ý 

At the time the resolution of September 16, 1776, was adopted, Con owned 
no land, but expected by conquest to become entitled to all the land which England 
had acquired by discovery. tici therefore, the acquisition of landed 

and expecting to have more land than aes er to fill 
1 and file of the Army, and to raise and comp 
ad besides 


g wars 


gagement to pay in land was afterward ass and fulfilled by Con, b; 
1 —.— that } 2 ges a section of country lying between the Little Miami 
vers, 0. 
The r for the war of 1812 and the Mexican war are of the same 
r. e at or near the commencement of each, wholly 
their operation, and are their own best itors; their meaning and purpose can- 
not be misinterpreted, In effect they said to the whose itary prowess the 
Government so much needed at the time, “ Enlist and serve your country a given 
period, and you shall have as a reward therefor a quarter section of land in addi- 
tion to your monthly pay.“ The land thus offered in advance of, and as an induce- 
ment to, the engagement formed as much a part of the con of enlistment as 


did the money com tion. One cannot with any show of 5 
a ity any more the other. Both alike constituted the for 
w the services wore to be rendered. It follows, therefore— 

I beg attention to this— 

It follows, therefore, that these grants of land for military service in the three 
great wars of this country— 

The revolutionary war, the war of 1812, and the Mexican war— 
are essentially in the nature of contracts, and as such become the foundation of 
= claim which the Western and Southern States now make for the 5 per cent. 

ereon. 

Can any lan; e be clearer than that? Acco; to this report 
of this . Ohio is entitled as much to fave 63 cent. of the 
land of the Virginia mili district and the United States military 
district as any State in this Union is upon any lands sold for money. 
That is what the report is. I do not say what is right, but that 15 
what the report is. 

Mr. McDONALD, All after the State of Ohio was admitted into 
the Union, you are ay about. 

Mr. T. MAN. That would give us a good big slice, but not as 
much as we should get if you went back. 

Mr, KIRKWOOD. Were not those districts set apart in, Ohio be- 
~~ Ohio was 75 Me x A by Vi 
. THURMAN. Certainly, reserved in the cession rginia 
not the title to the land, but the right to satisfy her bounty land 
warrants out of the land. The title Pera to the United States and 
the land was granted by the United States in patents. The land was 
located in townships of four thousand acres generally, and located 
with warrants issued by the Continental Congress. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Located after the admission of the State? 

Mr. THURMAN. I cannot tell when the locations were made, but 
3 early, and they embraced some of the finest counties in the 

tate 


Mr. LOGAN. The Senator from Ohio will allow me to say that I 
read the report very carefully, and I think he misapprehends this 
language of the report. My understanding of the report is that the 
reference to Virginia and other States giving scrip or land warrants 
to soldiers is for the purpose of showing that there ran through all of 
them the idea that it was not a gift, but that it was a contract be- 
tween the soldiers and the Government. 

9 5 T That is perfectly demonstrated; there is no doubt 
of that. 

Mr. LOGAN. And that the statutes under which the land warrants 
were issued and were located in these States which were entitled to 
the 5 par cent. were merely following out the theory of the Goyern- 
ment in employing troops in its defense, that a contract existed be- 
tween them, that they were to have the bounty land as part of the 
compensation for their services. The committee merely give a his- 
tory of the acts, commencing with the act of Virginia and the old 
acts of the Continental Con „showing that that policy was car- 
ried through all the years, showing that the idea of consideration 
followed all the way through. That is my understanding of the re- 
port. Then after the States were admitted into the Union under the 
contract between them and the Government in the acts of admission, 
from that time forward the 5 per cent. attached under the claims 
that the States have made and applied to this land located with land 
warrants, no matter when issued. The attaching of the 5 per cent. 
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applies to the time of location, not to the time of the issue of the war- 
rant or the scrip, but to the time of the location of the warrant or scrip. 
Mr. McDONALD. On the ground that the land was sold for the 


warrant. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is the meaning of the report. I understand 
that the time is not the time of issue, but the time of the location of 
the scrip or warrant after the States were admitted into the Union. 
That is the way I read the report. s 

Mr. McDON. . So far as the State of Ohio is concerned, which 
is the only one this bill does not fully cover, this bill will apply to 
every acre of land which was taken up in the State of Ohio rthe 
admission of the State into the Union under the enabling act with 
any sort of military ip for which the Government received a con- 
sideration, and thus sold the land. If, however, it is not fully cov- 
ered, let the Senator draw an amendment that does embrace it, and 
I will agree toit. Ido not want to go beyond that. she 
is entitled to under the terms of her admission I will agree to at once 
as an amendment to the bill, because that is the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. If I have accomplished that much for Ohio and 
I conclude to goin for the grab, I think I shall avail myself of the 
Senator’s offer. 

Mr. McDONALD. It is not a grab. 

Mr. THURMAN. Well, I will take that word back. 

Mr. McDONALD. Iam proposing simply to do by the Senator’s 
State just what I regard as even-handed justice under her contract of 
admission with reference to the 5 per cent. reservation on the sales 
of public lands. Whatever can be fairly proved to be asale of lands 
within her limits embraced in her enabling act, and for which she 
has not received her 5 per cent., I am to have such an amend- 
ment put in as the Senator from Ohio will draw to secure it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I am very much 3 to my friend for tha’ 
and I shall certainly, if I make up my mind to vote for the bill—an 
I do not know but that I shall come to that conclusion in the end; I 
cannot tell until I have looked further into it—propose such an 
amendment. 8 

But, Mr. President, I want to say one thing more in respect to this 
report. There cannot be any mistake about this but I am 

ing to have the interpretation that is placed upon it, that land 
warrants located after the admission of Ohio into the Union, whether 
they were Virginia military land warrants or United States mi eA 
land warrants, are to be counted in computing the 5 per cent. It 
would involve a considerable amount of work to find out how much 
that would be, but it would enhance Ohio’s slice in this business very 
largely. It is very insignificant as the bill now stands. If these 

i districts are to be excluded the bill will give to Ohio the 
magnificent sum of $113,000, and she will have to pay of the debt 
thus created nearly $300,000.’ That would be a pretty bad financial 
operation on the of the State of Ohio. 

Mr. McDON. . She may relinquish her interest. 

Mr. THURMAN, She cannot relinquish her obligation to pay part 
of the public debt, =; 

Mr. President, I did not intend to this long on the bill. I 

g to find out what the bill meant, and I am not attack- 
ing Se bill at all. I have heard it said—not in the Senate, but I 

k I sdw it in a newspaper—that this was a bill to give gratuities 
to the rebel States, to a public debt for the benefit of the rebel 
States. I want to say that if me hae has that idea he is under an 
immense mistake. For $1 that this bill will give to the States 8 
in rebellion it gives $14 to the States that were not in rebellion. It 
gives more to the State of Iowa twice over than to all the States that 
were in rebellion. That has nothing to do with this thing; but as 
that makeweight has been thrown in against the bill, and it has been 
represented as a grab by the confederate brigadiers, I want to say 
that of all the people of this country there are none whose interests 
would be subserved by this bill less most of the States that were 
in the rebellion. There is not a single one of the Atlantic or Gulf 
States that would not be injured (in a ponmisy point of view I am 
speaking now) by the pago of this bill. So I wish it to be dis- 
tinctly understood in the outset that if my friend from Indiana car- 
ries this bill—and whatever he carries the democracy has to bear the 
weight of in this country—it is not a confederate brigadier measure 
at all; it is an Iowa measure, it is a Minnesota measure, it is a Wis- 
consin measure, it is an Illinois measure, for those States get nearly 
the whole of it. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will allow me right there, I desire to 
say that the bill has been before Congress and been argued be- 
fore 3 tsi er time when this Senate became demo- 
cratic, and it is a bill not pertaining to any section. 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. LOGAN. But it is a bill to give equality to all the States that 
came in under the same agreement with the Government of the United 
States in reference to the public domain; that is all the bill is; and 
the man who does or would attempt on either side to make it a po- 
on measure would do very great injustice to himself as an honora- 

man, 

Mr. THURMAN. I think so, too. I am glad the Senator has made 
that speech, and this year if I get on the stump, and somebody says, 
“ you created so much public debt and gave it to the State of Arkan- 
sas,” I will read my friend’s speech at and shut him up. 


was only 


Mr. LOGAN. You are perfectly welcome; but you will not shut 


meup. [ 2 
Mr. TH . No, I did not say shut you up; I could not do 
that, [langhter;] but shut the man up. I say the Senator is per- 


fectly right. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to say that I have always advocated this 
ae I thought it was a just measure. That is what I intended 
to s 

Mr. THURMAN. I have no doubt about that; the Senator would 
not advocate it if he did not think it was a just measure. I do not 
know but that I shall vote for it when I get to understand it a little 
better; but I must first understand what the bill is, and if I have to 
offer amendments to it they will be to make it perfectly clear. 

In the next place I say in all good faith and seriousness that if I 
become satisfied on reading these statutes (which I have not had 
time to do) and getting possession of the facts that the bill ought to 

I certainly vote for it. If I think it ought not to pass, I 
ree hes vote against it, whatever may be the effect on my own 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to say that in the absence of the Senator 


from Louisiana, [Mr. KELLOGG, ] who is not with us, I with him 
to-day to pair my vote on all questions connected with this bill. If 
he were here, in all its phases he would vote for it and I against it. 


Mr. ALLISON. I wish to ask the Senator from Ohio if he has ex- 
amined this report and the statutes referred to sufficiently to make 
up an opinion in reference to the character of these bounty lands, so 
called, whether they were considerations given to soldiers for serv- 
ices as com tion or were regarded in law as mere gratuities ? 

Mr. T. . They never were gratuities. On the contrary, 
the Continental Congress, before it owned one foot of land, promised 
these bounty lands, which were afterward located in what we called 
the United States military district in Ohio, and the State of Virginia, 
as early as 1776, to those who would enlist in what was called the 
Continental establishment—that is, the regular army of the Conti- 
nental Congress—promised certain bounty lands in the State of Ken- 
tucky laid off between Green River and the Cumberland, I believe. 
They promised so much to a private, so much to a lieutenant, so 
much to a captain, so much to a major, so much to a lieutenant-colo- 
nel, so much to a colonel, so much to a general, and so on. These 
were promises made before the enlistment; they formed part of the 
consi tion. The committee is entirely right about that. They 
were all just as much a part of the contract as the promise to pay so 
much money, and they were nearly all the value that many of those 
soldiers ever got, for the Continental money went away to nothing, 
so much so that a man whose name I will not mention, because it 
might seem like egotism, though of course I was not the man, told 
me that when he got his pay for services in the Virginia line on the 
Continental estab. ent at the end of the war in Continental money 
he took a whole year’s pay that he received and bought with it one 
single bushel of salt, and had hard work to get that, and carried it 
on his shoulders sixty miles to his family. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask 
him, if by the act of the Continental Co: those lands were 
promised to the soldiers, whether, when the law was rovid- 
ing for the 5 per cent. on the sales of public lands within the lim- 
its of the States formed out of the public domain; those States did 
not take that promised 5 per cent. subject to the previous prom- 
ise made to the soldiers of the lands for their services; and whether, 
therefore, there is any equity now arising in favor of those States, 
the lands having been located under the previous grant of the Con- 
tinental Congress and of Virginia within the limits of Ohio, Indiana, 
and Illinois? 

Mr. THURMAN. Illinois stands on a wholly different footing, for 
she was admitted before the promise was made. The promises there 
relate to the war of 1812, and so she might claim the 5 per cent. on 
that. So far as these lands in Ohio are concerned, I am not pre 
to answer the question of the Senator from Delaware. I wi z 
however, to be perfectly frank, that until I read the learned and able 
report made by this committee I had eee that we had no 
right to 5 per cent. of this money, but they have out the argu- 
ment so strongly that I do not know how it is; I shall have to study 
the sport; it is not clear to my mind at all. I confess that before 
I read the report I do that we had no right to 5 per cent. of 
the Virginia military land or the United States military land, for the 
Government never sold a dollar of it for cash; that is very certain. 
Still I do not know but that is too narrow a view of it, and Ido not 
know but that the committee is right. I am going to study it before 
I vote on this bill. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I think the Senate is tired of the discus- 
sion to-day. I move that the Senate go into executive session. 

The motion was to; and the Senate to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
Mr. WHYTE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 
Mr. GARLAND. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
30, nays 24; as follows: 
Butler, Hill of Georgia, Vance, 
Anthony, Call, Ingalls, Voorhees, 
Bailey, Cameron of Pa., Jones of Florida, pt hl 
Beck, Cameron of „ Kirkwood, jams, 
Blaine, s 5 McMillan, Windom, 
Blair, Davis Va., Withers. 
Burnside, Gordon, Pryor, 
NAYS—34. 
Coke, Harris, Maxey, Rollins, 
Da’ Hereford, Morgan, 3 
TAGE Hoar, Morrill, Saunders, 
Ferry, Jonas, b, ter, 
Garland, Kernan, Randolph, Walker, 
Groome, Logan, 
ABSENT—2. 
Bald Farley, Jones of Ni Sharon, 
— win, — evada, Paron 
Hamlin, Lamar, T „ 
C: ter, Hampton, McDonald, Vest. 
~ Hill of Colorado, McP: n 
Davis of Illinois, Paddock, 
So the motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ROLLINS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to. 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1292) to provide for the removal of the terms 
of the United States circuit and district courts now held at Exeter, 
for and within the district of New Hampshire, to the city of Concord; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. A 

Mr. RANSOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1293) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Asheville, North Carolina; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BLAINE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1294) to enable the President to promote J. S. 
Payne, a captain in the United States Army; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1295) granting a pension to Lewis J. Blair; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. WALLACE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Hannah S. Mackey, guardian of Mar- 
Pe Boer teeny U Tie nies ot the Ghante sald LOTO to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


HALIFAX FISHERIES COMMISSION. 


Mr. BLAINE submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 

Reso That the President be ested, if in his judgment not 
—.— with the publio ir 3 poco —— to the eee informa- 
tion in possession of the Government touching the alleged false statistics and fab- 
ricated testimony imposed upon the Halifax commission and used as the basis of 
their award in matter of the fisheries. 

Mr. WHYTE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at three o’clock and forty-eight 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourn 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 12, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

METRIC COINAGE. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I ask leave at this time to present a report from 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

The SPEAKER. The committee is authorized to report at any time 
under the are rule. : 

Mr. STEPHENS. Ihave been instructed by the committee to re- 
port back certain bills to go upon the Calendar, not to be considered 
at this time. There is a report in writing accompanying those bills; 
and I have been instructed by the committee to ask that 10,000 extra 
1 of that report be printed for the use of the House. That propo- 
sition of course will go to the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please send up the report 
with the 5 bills, 

Mr. STEPHENS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures to report back House bill No. 410, to authorize 
a new metric gold coin for international use, to be known as the 
“stella ;” House bill No. 411, to authorize the coinage of the goloid 
metric dollar, two dollars, and fractions of a dollar, and also the coin- 
age of the metric gold double eagle, eagle, and half eagle, all of stand- 


ard value; House bill No. 412, to authorize the mintage of ingots of 


metric gold alloy and of metric goloid alloy, its deposit in the Treasury, 


and issue of certificates therefor ; House bill No. 1519, to authorize the 
making of ingots of fine gold and ingots of fine silver of the value of 
$100 each for exportation, manufac and other purposes; and 
House bill No. 1911, to authorize the coinage of silver dollars and frac- 
tions thereof of full standard value upon the metric system, Iam 
instructed to move that these several bills be referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and that the report ac- 
companying the same be printed, and that 10,000 extra copies of the 
report be printed for the use of the House. 
he SPEAKER. The proposition for printing extra copies of the 
report will under the law be referred to the Committee on Printing. 
. STEPHENS. I desire to state to the House that this is a very 
full Se upon the metrio system. 
Mr. ATKINS. Why is there any necessity for the printing of any 
extraordinary number of this report, more than Beet 
The SPEAKER. The proposition to print will not now be acted 
upon, but under the rule will go to the Committee on Printing. 
Mr. STEPHENS. ‘There isan . demand for the report. 
The bills were accordingly referred to the Committee of the Whole 
— icant eee of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to 


UNITED STATES STANDARD WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 


Mr. STEPHENS. I am also instructed by the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures to report back with a favorable recom- 
mendation a joint resolution which is very short and I think will meet 
with no objection. 

CLI. I will reserve all points of order until the joint 
resolution is read. 


The joint resolution (H. R. No. 186) authorizing the Secretary of the 
ury to furnish States, for the use of agricultural colleges, one 
set of standard weights and measures was read, as follows: 

Resolved, £c., That the Secretary of the Treasury and he is hereby, directed 
to cause a complete set of NFC ted as to be 
delivered to the Governor of each State in the Union for moby chr abs genoat 
ural college in the States respectively which is maintained in part by State appro- 
priations. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I suppose there can be no objection to that joint 
resolution. From information which I have obtained since the com- 
mittee authorized me to report this joint resolution, I desire to move 
to amend it by adding “and also one set of the same for the use of 
the Smithsonian Institution.” 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope my colleague [Mr. STEPHENS] will allow us 


to have the regular order. 
ne STEPHENS. What objection have you to this joint resolu- 
on 


Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection to the joint resolution, but I 
desire that we shall have the regular order until we can get through 
with the rules. 

Mr. PRICE. It will not take more than a moment to pass this. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I know that; but there will be a dozen or more 
applications of the same kind. I hope my colleague will withdraw 

e measure. - 

Mr. STEPHENS. If there be no objection I trust the resolution 


will be 8 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Why not let the bill go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the publie Calendar? I reserve a point of 
order on the bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I should not suppose there would be an objec- 
tion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Why not let the resolution go to 
the public Calendar? 

. STEPHENS. Because I want it passed now. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, from which the gentleman from Georgia reports this measure, 
has the right to report at any time. The gentleman from IIlinois mow 
raises the point that this joint resolution will require an appropria- 


tion. 

Mr. STEPHENS. If the gentleman insists on his point of order, 
let the resolution go to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. If I am the only one objecting, I 
withdraw my objection. 

The amendment of Mr. STEPHENS was to. 

The joint resolution, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was 

The SPEAKER. The title of this resolution should be amended 
by adding ‘‘and for other purposes.” If there be no objection, that 
amendment will be made, 

There was no objection. 

UNITED STATES MONEY, 

Mr. STEPHENS, from the Committee on Coi Weights, and 
Measures, reported back the memorial of William heeler Hubbell 
upon the subject of the coinage of silver, the issue of legal-tender 
notes, bimetallic coinage, and an increase of the volume of United 
States money; which was ordered to be printed and recommitted, 
not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 


d to. 
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WYANDOTTE INDIANS. 

Mr. BAKER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4431) making appropriations to indemnify the Wyandotte tribe of 
Indians ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

IMMIGRATION OF CHINESE. s 

Mr. WILLIS, from the Committee on Education and Labor, rted 
back, without amendment, a resolution; which was read, as follows : 

Whereas, 


won gh Mh, nalon dp roe e governments of China and 
Great Britain, with a view of securing a ew ge . 
in existing treaties which permit the unlimited immigration of the Chinese to the 


United States: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the 

pooo maoa to inform this House what steps have been taken in the direction 
cated by said resolution, and also to communicate any other information upon 
this subject as he may deem proper. 

Mr. WILLIS. This resolution is reported from the committee unan- 
imously. i 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, at the request of the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. Lapp, I asks consent that Hon. Edmund Wilson, of the 
Maine Legislature, be allowed the privilege of the floor during his 


stay in the city. 
PAGE. Which legislature ? [rangatar] 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is not informed on that subject. 
There being no objection, the request was granted. 
The The Chair, on behalf of the gentleman from 
Maryland, [Mr. TaLnorr, J asks the same privilege for Colonel D. K. 
McIntire, State's attorney of Maryland. 
There being no objection, the request was granted. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the morning 
hour begins at twenty-seven minutes after twelve o’clock. The un- 
finished business is the bill (H. R. No. 4219) to amend sections 1, 2, 
3, and 10 of an act to determine the jurisdiction of circuit courts of 
the United States and regulating the removal of causes from State 
courts, and for other p approved March 3, 1875. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBINSON] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, is it proper at this time to raise the ques- 
tion of consideration on this bill 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts has been rec- 
ognized and is on the floor. If he yields for the purpose, the question 

ight be raised. 

. PAGE. My object was to have the House take up at once the 
consideration of the rules. , 

The SPEAKER. That business is out of the morning hour. 

Mr. PAGE. Cannot that question be raised ? 

The SPEAKER. The rules are in Committee of the Whole. The 
morning hour is now begun; and as the business of the morning 
hour has been entered upon, and a gentleman is on the floor upon 
the 1 bill, it is too late to raise the question unless the gentle- 
man yields. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Ido not yield, because I am not so authorized 
by the committee that I represent. 

The SPEAKER.» The gentleman from Massachusetts will proceed. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, I hesitate somewhat to ask the atten- 
tion of the House to-day to remarks upon this bill because it has been 
discussed by so many gentlemen that possibly the whole ground has 
been covered and all the objections to it have been stated or 
by the gentlemen who have already addressed the House. ow 
that it is very difficult to secure the attention of this House when a 
debate has run for some days in the morning hour; but, Mr. Speaker, 
it becomes my duty to say some things different from the views uttered 
by gentlemen who have preceded me; and I could not, in justice to 
myself, be silent under such circumstances, 

1 I say, at the outset, with many of the features of the pro- 
posed bil I think it wise to turn back somewhat toward the legis- 

ation of 1789, founded on the constitutional provisions. I 

with many gentlemen there are provisions in the act of 1875 which 
are not called for at the present time; and I trust the future is far 
distant when the condition of the country will require their enforce- 
ment, 

I shall not touch much at length on points which have been elab- 
orated, and points in which I agree. I say at once that the right of 
removal of causes ought to be restricted as it is in this bill, mainly, 
to the defendant, I say that the plaintiff should not have, under 
ordinary circumstances, a right to elect his forum in a State, and 
afterward, when he finds defeat is hanging over him, at the last mo- 
ment, to change his forum and take the United States court instead. 
It is wise to strike out that privilege for the plaintiff. 5858 8 

Again, I do not gare agree with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
BARBER] who spo 


e yesterday in objection to the clause relating to 


promissory notes. If we enact the bill as it stands now, with that 
provision in it, we shall have returned to the law as it was before 


1875, as it has been from 1789 down to 1875, and I that ought 
to be done. If we in ninety years of ex ce, under that legisla- 
tion, found no practical difficulty, adent Os cannot see that in the 
experience of the last five years we have had justification for that 


as pba from the old baie 75 
may as well say here that as this bill does not touch in general 
terms the powers given to the circuit courts in regard to patents, 
copyrights, civil rights, elective franchise, or criminal 3 
I dismiss those features without comment, having no desire to take 
up the time of the House unn ily. But there are two other 
features in the bill to which I cannot give my approvat, for which I 
cannot vote. Ishall speak of them in order. the first place the 
clause raising the limit of jurisdiction from $500 to $2,000. at has 
not been commented on at length. The proposition is to change the 
law as it has been from 1789 to the 3 time. To this very day 
and hour tbe limit is 8500. Up to this time, through all the excite- 
ments consequent upon the war, upon the conflict of interests in- 
volved in the varied industries and business of this country, we have 
me on under that rule, and we have come out of the darkness into 

e light of pa and success, and are on the onward march, 
There is no demand, then, that we should go up from $500 to $2,000. 

Gentlemen will understand that it will not affect the number of 
causes which will come into the Supreme Court of the United States, 
because that Ep is limited by another statute, which fixes the 
amount at $5,000. So with 5 flow of business from the 
circuit court into the Supreme Court, it is utterly immaterial whether 
the amount fixed in the circuit court shall be $500 or $2,000, because 
neither one of itself gives the right of transfer to the Supreme Court. 
There can be no discussion about that. 

And, on this question, what is the demand we should raise the limit 
from $500 to $2,000? What reason has been given for it in this de- 
bate? Said the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] who opened 
this debate, in speaking of the clause in regard to promissory notes: 

The berger, roa of 9 of those courts by the exception contained 
in the act of 1875 has to increase largely the business of the circuit and 


Supreme Courts of the United States, end no subject of litigation has contributed 
o 


more to swell and overload the dockets of the courts than th: 


n ble instruments held by assignees. This supply of business should be cut 
and the holders of such evidences of debt remitted to the courts of the States, 
which now have concurrent jurisdiction. 


of litigation and at the same time an easy mode by which the gravest 
— could be practiced upon the juriediction € of ths a0 courts, it could have — 
a more successful one. 


And I a; with him. And what is the logical conclusion of that ? 
It is this plainly, that when you have taken away the right to go 
into the cireuit court of the United States as the assignee of a chose 
in action, except foreign bills of exchange, you have then swept down 
that great mass of causes which have been accumulating in the cir- 
cuit court. You have removed the t bulk, you have gone back 
to the condition of things in 1875. mtlemen should not lose sight 
of this condition of things. 

These causes have been very numerous, they have been burdensome 
to the country, and made so by the litigation in the United States 
courts, and I only dwell longer to say I heartily agree in the provision 
to strike that out of the law of 1878. And I say that when we have 
struck that out we have the relief that it is said we ought to have 
by striking it out. Strike it out, says the gentleman, because that 

rovision burdened the courts. Isay strike it out and the burden 
from the courts. 

Right here I will refer to the criticism made by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BAKER] a few days ago. Ido not see him now in his 
seat. I do not wish to misrepresent him. 

A MEMBER. He is present. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I wish to say something in regard to his p 
amendment that the limit should be in some way more sharply de- 
fined. I haveno objection that the lan e should be made so clear 
that no one can err. But while he states that he has known cases in 
which actions have been brought in the circuit court of the United 
States upon notes of the value of $20 I must take issue with him. I 
cannot of course contradict his statement or question what he states 
to this House, but under the provisions of the law I fail to see how 
it can be accomplished. 

Mr. BAKER rose. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The gentleman will later have time to explain it. 

rose. 


Mr. BAKER 
Mr. ROBINSON. Not in my time. I will not be unfair with you. 
Mr. BAKER. I trust I have some time to make some obser- 
vations on that subject. : 
. ROBINSON. If there is any abuse of this provision, if it be 


found that a party has removed a cause to the circuit court when he 
has no right to have it there, the gentleman and all other gentlemen 
know that the statute provides t the circuit court remand 


that cause. 

Mr. BAKER. I said nothing about removal. I was talking about 
the institution of the suit originally in the Federal courts under the 
claim of $500 where the real cause of action as it finally 
turned out amounted to only twenty or twenty-five dollars. 


1880. 


Mr. ROBINSON. The gentleman will find provisions to meet those 
difficulties in the statutes—provisions giving the court power to im- 
pose costs; yes, double costs, and even terms in addition to that upon 
a party who brings his case wrongfully in the circuit court of the 
United States. 

Now, we have considered this one point thus far, how the business 
of the court will be diminished by the removal of this one provision 
from the act. Is there a demand we shall go further? Is there ade- 
mand that we shall have vo United States courts that shall adjudi- 
cate 2 55 the rights of eres citizens of different States? I think 
not. Events are so fresh and so powem in their instruction that it 
will not be found in this House that it has a standing here, that we 


t country, renewed, 
i lished and 


shall look 


igan, Missouri, Nebraska, North Carolina, Ohio, and West 5 
That What is the record in the Forty- 


people tire of the pressure of the national power and the authority of 
the Federal courts? While I would not divulge the secrets of the 
consultation of the committee-room, yet I feel that I may say to this 
House that in the discussions and testimony before us in to 
the establishment of a circuit court in a certain State in this Union 
it appeared that the people wanted the United States court there 
because they had more confidence in it than they had in their State 
soar. And I say further, so that the credit may go where it is due, 
that this was in one of the Southern States of this Union. 

I like that evidence. That is very gratifying. With this legisla- 
tion accomplished and prope! and with that feeling prevailing I 
receive any such expression as that with cordiality. Let us have then 
this recognition of the United States power, and let us see to it that 
we do not here strive to strip it of its authority. 

I need not enlarge, perhaps, upon the value and the interest of the 
cases that range from $500 up to $2,000 as that was so well put by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BARBER] yesterday. Are we making a 
court bill that will only avail to persons who are worth $2,000? That 
is this bill. The people shall open the national courts; they shall 
pay for jurors and marshals and clerks and jadges; they shall build 
court-houses here and there all over the b land; you shall tax 
them for that burden; but this Congress undertakes to say that no 
man shall have the benefits of the judiciary of the United States—I 
speak in general terms—unless he has a cause of action that in value 
represents $2,000. From 1789 for ninety years down we have been 
satisfied to let the people go in and out our national courts of justice 
for the sum of $500. at wrong came to the people of this country 
from that? K 
Apply what I say now more particularly to natural persons, to in- 
dividuals, and I think the force of the argument will be at once con- 
ceded. The other branch of the question I shall touch upon later. 
Take the loans of money that are made all over this country, and 
they are not alone from the East and the Middle States; they are 

e ev here; transactions are growing up and multiplying every 
day that affect the entire community of the United States. rong, 
supremely wrong, is that man’s view who thinks by this legislation 
he will only affect the State of Massachusetts, the State of Connecti- 
cut, the State of New York, and other of the old States of the East. 
Why, you gentlemen of the South will have transactions from $500 
to $2,000, many of them, which you wish to have passed upon in the 
Federal courts of this country. You will be debarred whatever your 
cause of action. You gentlemen of the West, as I believe, in the vain 
dream to get some relief from what I think is a false delusion, are 
ready to throw down the benefits that you have under the provisions 
of the Constitution and the laws made in execution of the Constitu- 
tion, and to cast the benefits of your trade and your commerce and 
your credit into oblivion, never to be regained. 

There are, then, great questious involved in this bill. And I under- 
take to say, what is the experience of every man, that the individual 
who has only somewhere from $500 to $2,000 is a man who demands 
and should receive the protection of the United States courts quite 
as much as he who controls millions. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Why limit it to $500? 

Mr. ROBINSON. The . asks me why I limit it to $500. 
I will reply by saying to „Why did our fathers limit it to $500? 
And I suppose that is the question he wants to ask me. There is no 
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reason founded upon the Constitution. The Constitution says that 
thejudicial power of the United States shall be vested in the Supreme 
Court and in such other inferior courts as Congress may establish. 
The Constitution further says that the judicial power s extend to 
controversies between citizens of different States. That is the point 
here. When the founders of that Constitution, or many of them, met 
in the Congress of the United States, and when they gave us the act 
of 1789, for some reason, we know not why, they said it might be well 
to fix the limit at $500. There is nothing that I can find in the debates 
of the House of Representatives of that period that gives the reason ; 
and there is nothing to be found in any report of the debates of the 
Senate, because the debates of the Senate were then had with closed 
doors and in secrecy. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. 
limit as to amount ? 

Mr. ROBINSON. No, sir. My argument is not that we should go 
from $500 down to $1, and the House of pany phe has misunder- 
stood me if they thought I said so. What Isay is this, that it isclearly 
within the constitutional powerof Congress to provide that suits from 
$1 up between citizens of different States shall have izance in the 
Federal courts; and nobody will dispute that. From 1789 for ninety 
years the practice and experience of the country seemed to demon- 
strate the wisdom of the fathers in the legislation of 1789. Ido not 
ask to go tothe legitimate conclusion of Geam the power to the 
classes that have credits or demands of only a dollar. here is no 
stopping-place except in the discretion of Congress. This Congress 
has the discretion. I am not arguing the contrary, and gentlemen 
have not misunderstood me, I know. It is for us to say whether we 
think it wise and for the interest of the people that we should raise 
this limit from $500 to $2,000. That is what Iam undertaking to 
meet. I say it is not wise; and if what I have said goes to sustain 
my assertion, I pass on, and leave it to other gentlemen to combat it. 
It is not that it is within the power of Con merely, but that itis 
within its reasonable discretion as well, and I say no fact justifies the 
exercise of the discretion to give an e limit. 

Mr WEAVER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion : 

Mr. ROBINSON. I do not like to yield, because my time is limited 
and I have a good deal more to say. I prefer that gentlemen should 
not take up my time. 

Mr. WEAVER. I yielded to the gentleman when I had the floor, 
but I will not insist upon it. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The gentleman was kind enough to yield to me, 
= I will now give one good turn for another, if his question is a 

ort one. 

Mr. WEAVER. Does not the gentleman see that at the time of the 
organization of the Government and the passage of the judiciary act 
of 1789, taking into consideration the population of the country and 
the relative amount of business, $500 was a proper limit and brought 
a limited number of suits into the courts, and that the rapid increase 
of population and increase of business since that time would overload 
the courts if the $500 limit was retained ? 

Mr. ROBINSON. That has been touched upon by the gentleman 
from Michigan, [Mr. WILLITs.] While perhaps it may be very easy 
for the gentleman to say that $2,000 now does not represent more 
than $500 e some years > aa 

Mr. WEAVER. I do not say tha 

Mr. ROBINSON. In a certain sense that may be true. But I tell 

ou that the man who has to-day but a thousand dollars, and wants 
is rights inquired into and determined, cares more about the $1,000 


Would not your argument destroy all 


of his own than for the $1,000 that might have been in his grand- 
father’s pocket. We must recollect that we are gals ing for the 
people of to-day. Is it right and discreet that we should take awa: 


from the le of this country the privilege of going into the Uni 
States 5 the e Suite involving sums between 
$500 and $2,000? 

Mr. WEAVER. It is a necessity. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I deny that it is a necessity, because when we 
have stricken out the provision in regard to promissory notes, the 
great bulk of causes go out of the courts, as I have y ar- 
gued. in, we are multiplying United States courts and shall con- 
tinue to do so as this country grows and prospers. 

In regard to section 640 of the Revised Statutes, containing the 
provision in regard to corporations created by national laws, I will 
not dwell upon that at length, except to say that I can see no reason 
why a corporation created by authority of the United States should 
stand upon any better footing in this respect than any other corpora- 
tion. 

If a question arises under the Constitution or the laws of the United 
States, then that question should be interpreted and determined by 
the Supreme Court of the United States; and there are now many 
provisions of law for that p I think that the amendment of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] is substantially in the 
right direction ; perhaps it is exactly so in terms. 

the limit is kept at $500, as applied to all parties litigant, I am 
very clear that section 640 of the Revised Statutes should be repealed. 
and I hope the House will take that position. If it is said thatit will 
be a troublesome to try in the United States courts he suits 
of national corporations involving small amounts, such as the destruc- 
tion of a few rods of fence or the loss or damage of some article of 
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Mr. PHILIPS, I that the court says that only those ques- 
tions can go to the Supreme Court which require the determination 
and construction of some provision of the Constitution of the United 
States or some law of the United States in order to arrive at a correct 
decision of the case. These corporations are not tted to go there 
merely because they have been incorporated by authority of the 
United States. 

I leave that branch of the subject, the question of the money limit, 
by asking gentlemen who hear me to consider for a moment that in 
this country the people are proportionately poor. Gointo any State 
and you will find that the great mass of the people are utterly des- 
titute of property. They pa a tax, if at all, upon the poll, and not 
apon pe oui Al If oye persons shall accum the sum 

$1, y dint of labor and saving, his right to that everywhere 
throughout this land should be secure, 

I come now to the other provision of the bill, and in order that we 
may have it before the House I ask the Clerk to read that portion of 
the ie referring to corporations contained in the last clause of sec- 
tion 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 3, That section 3 of said act be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to 
read as follows: 1 z 2 8 8 


* 

“That the circuit courts of the United States shall not take cognizance 
of any suit of a civil nature, either at common law or in equity, een a Corpo- 
ration created or organized by or under the laws of any and a citizen of any 
State in which such corporation at the time the cause of action accrued may have 
been on any business authorized by the law creating it, except in like 
cases in w. said courts are authorized by this act to take o cognizance 
of suits between citizens of the same State. Nor shall any such suit between such 


a ration and a citizen or citizens of a State in which it may be doing busi- 
ness, 


removed to any circuit court of the United States, except in like cases in 
which such removal is authorized by the foregoing provision in suits between 
citizens of the same States.” 


Mr. ROBINSON, I propose now to pass to the consideration of that 
feature of the bill which has just been read, and which is sometimes 
called the corporation clause of the bill. At the outset I must say 
that I cannot agree with some gentlemen who have stated that that 
is the great object to beaccomplished. I cannot give that statement 
my assent and approval. Let us examine this question. In passing 
I want to say that the provision there does not save rights as to re- 
moval in Pt suits or original actions, The gentleman in charge 
of the bill will, I presume, give proper consideration to this sugges- 
tion. 

Again, it was not intended by the gentleman who offered this, as I 
understand, that corporations should be restricted as to suits for the 
enforcement of their rights under the patent or covenant laws. There 
can be no question that if this clause were adopted no corporation 
could go into the Federal court to enforce its rights under the patent 
or copyright laws, because this says “except as authorized by the 

rovisions of this act,” that is the act of 1875, which we are amend- 

. Now the authority to go into the United States courts to en- 

force the patent and copyright laws is not found in the act of 1875, 
but in the Revised Statutes, section 629, clause 9. 

Mr. NEW. That jurisdiction is exclusively in the circuit courts. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Yes, sir; and we should not disturbit and for the 
reason that not only in the judgment of Congress heretofore but in 
the decisions of the Supreme Court there should prevail over this 
country one uniform line of decision and adjudication upon questions 
of this kind. I need not argue the matter. There are many cases in 
which corporations will become interested in patents and copyrights, 
and have rights under them. 

Corporations have been held by the United States courts to be cit- 
izens of the States in which they are created. I need not read the 
decisions, because members of the House are familiar with this as a 
settled principle. In other words, to state it the other way, the court 
says that when a corporation comes into court the court will consider 
that cause as for or against the stockholders of that corporation, and 
for the purposes of jurisdiction they shall be conclusively presumed 
to be residents of the State in which the corporation was created. 
That is the position of the court. It has been the adjudication of the 
court from the earliest cases. I need not cite them. The same rule 
will apply to alien corporations; that is, corporations created in for- 
eign countries—not only in foreign states, as we use the phrase. 

e Constitution, in article 3, extends the judicial power to citizens 
of different States. Therefore, in its language and = the adjudica- 
tion of the courts it extends its power to corporations, for they are 
citizens of the different States. Have they that right under the Con- 
stitution? Ithas been asserted, and is upheld by the Supreme Court, 
and of course it cannot be at the present time called in question. 

If, then, the citizens of different States have this right in the United 
States courts—and when I say citizens, I use the term in view of the 
adjudications of the Supreme Court and inelude corporations—if the 
corporations of this country, then, have the same right as natural per- 
sons to go into the courts of the United States, is it within the power 


of Congress to take that right away from them? That is the ques- 


tion for our consideration. Can Con deprive corporations of a 
right 1 antond to them by the Constitution as asserted and vindi- 
ca y the Supreme Court ? 

I wish to refer the House to an early case in 1 Wheaton, the case 
of Martin vs. Hunter, in which the court uses the following language: 


Let this article be Kinta wi ed and considered. The language of this 
article throughout is y ed to be mandatory upon the Legislature. 
Its obli. force is so imperative that Congress could not, without a violation 
of its duty, have refused to carry it into operation. eee the 
United States shall be vested (not may be vested) in one Supreme Court and in 

from time to time ordain and establish.” 
to create a Supreme Court, or vest in it con- 


— * 


Could Congress ha ful 


such inferior courts 2e Couro ma 
vs la y 
stitutional jurisdiction? h 


preter te Fr tig en Deady renee roe naa th Consti 
Sey might defeat the Constitution itself. A construction which would lead to 
su a result cannot be sound. 
* * . — 
If, then, it is the duty of to vest the judicial power of the United States, 
itis aduty to vest the whole Bra power. The lan if imperative as to 


one is imperative as to it were otherwise, She aac 
88 Š 


t successively refuse to vest the jurisdiction in one class 
cases enum in the Constitution and thereby defeat the arisdiction as to all; 
Son Sis OSELU dana ape LINJAA k...... aoe beak ts 
act in preference to others. 

Mr. TUCKER. From what does the gentleman read? 

Mr. ROBINSON. From 1 Wheaton. 

Mr. TUCKER. Whose opinion ? 

Mr. ROBINSON. The opinion of Judge Story; and if the gentle- 


man wants other authority to the same effect he will find in the 
oponon of Chief-Justice Marshall, in Cohens vs. V: ia, 6 Wheaton, 
which I will not take time to , & reiteration of the same doctrine, 

I say, then, that those constitutional provisions give to the citizens 
of the different States their rights in the Federal courts. I say again 
it is not within the constitutional power of Congre to make dis- 
criminations as to citizens in this matter. It has been taken as set- 
tled that the corporations of the States for purposes of jurisdiction 
are citizens of the Stàtes in which they are created. If citizens, they 
have the rights of all other citizens; and Congress is bound to secure 
those rights by 1 on. 

Can you discriminate? Why, in the famous Dred Scott decision, the 
Supreme Court did discriminate, and said that a negro was not a cit- 
izen within the meaning of the Constitution, nor entitled to sue in 
the circuit court of the United States? The nation paused and held 
its breath, and never recovered itself until after the bloody strife of 
the war, when was po into the Constitution that guarantee that no 
such doctrine should ever be repeated in this country; and to-day it 
is inposible for any Supreme Court to make that discrimination 


again. 

That, I believe, is the oy discrimination against the citizen that 
was ever attempted. It took us years to correct it; it cost blood and 
treasure. That is well settled. I am discussing simply the question 
of eee not any other provision of the Constitution. 

iscriminate! Can this Congress, can you here? I think no one 
will claim it. Can you say here that the corporations, for instance, 
of the State of New York, created there and doing business there, 
shall not be citizens of New York, but shall be citizens of the various 
States wherever they may go and transact business? No, indeed. 
That is not within the power of this Congress. Can you say that I, 
a citizen of Massachusetts, shall not be a citizen of Massachusetts 
when I want to come to the United States court, but shall be a citi- 
zen of Louisiana, or it may be of Ohio, or it may be of Illinois? Cer- 
tainly not. Can you say by your legislation that the State of Massa- 
chusetts, for instance, sh ve no rights in the circuit court, that 
the citizens of Massachusetts shall have no rights in the circuit court ? 
Why, not at all. 

“ Citizens,” say the constitutions of the different States, and that, I 
am happy to say, includes the people of the State of Massachusetts. 
Then you will not attempt that. d so this bill does not limit and 
say that directly, but seeks to gain by indirection what it has not the 
courage and the power to do Ae f That is what it tries to do. 
If gentlemen believe it is in the power of Congress to legislate citi- 
zenship out of the different individuals, whether natural or artificial, 
rie a N under the Constitution, let them meet that ques- 

on y: 

If Con, can exclude the citizens of a locality, or the citizens 
of one color, or the citizens of one occupation, or the citizens of cer- 
tain classes of wealth or industry, surely it can exclude any other 
citizens. If you can, in this bill and under our Constitution, declare 
that the citizens, or any portion of 5 in this country, because 
they act in their corporate capacity, shall lose their rights in the 
Federal courts, it is but the next step to legislate that the man who 
is engaged in rolling iron, or in the manufacture of cotton or of 
woolen goods, or is a banker or “bloated bondholder,” shall not have 


any Sais in the Federal courts. There is no stop between them. 
Well, but this bill,” it will be said, “does not dec that they shall 
not be citizens.” And it may be said that this Co: ce! y has 


the pore to decline to exercise the whole of its jurisdiction; that 
the Supreme Court has recognized that as within the discretion and 

wer of Congress. So the court has, but I ask you to observe that 
the court has never given any countenance, except in the case I have 


- 
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referred to, that upon this matter of jurisdiction there may be any 
discrimination as to citizens. There may be a discrimination as to 
subject-matter, but not as to citizens. 

e gentleman from Indiana [Mr. New] has cited Sheldon vs. Sill, 
8 Howard, 441, and other cases, in justification, as he seems to be- 
lieve, for the provision now under discussion. But all those cases 
are in point only to sustain the authority of Congress to exercise its 
discretion upon the subject-matter or amount in controversy, not to 
discriminate against any citizen. The distinction is very broad, and 
in recognition of it my argument is made. The opinions of courts 
have no binding force whatever, except upon the precise points in 
issue. 

Corporations are citizens for all purposes under the Constitution 
and laws of the United States relating to the Federal courts, and as 
such have equal rights. It is not material in this consideration that 
they are dec not to be citizens under other clauses of the Consti- 
tution and for different purposes, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Harris, of Virginia, in the chair.) 
The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I think not, Mr. Speaker; but that I am to take 
up the whole morning hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman had twenty minutes 
3 and was entitled only to forty minutes this morning. 

Mr. WILLITS. I hope by unanimous consent the gentleman will 
be permitted to proceed until he concludes his speech. 

Mr. WAIT. I move that the gentleman be allowed to go on and 
init ROBINSON, It will be agreeable, I think, to the gentlem 

Mr. It wi e, ink, to the gentleman 
from Kentucky who is to follow me, to begin to-morrow, rather than 
for the few minutes remaining of the morning hour. 

Mr. TUCKER. I move that the gentleman be allowed to go on for 
the remainder of the morning hour. f 

Several MEMBERS. Go on; go on. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr, ROBINSON. Mr. Speen I am under obligation to the House 
for its courtesy, and I will not trespass on it. I was saying that this 
bill did not do its work directly, but N do it indirectly. 
What does this bill say? Not flatly and plainly, as some perhaps 
would have it, that these Sea ene shall forfeit their citizenship ; 
but it says we will close the doors of the United States courts against 
this class of citizens. Is that any more manly? Is that any more 
honorable? Is that any more within the constitutional power of 
Congress? Shut your doors! We tore down the placard “no negroes 
here; shall we now write over the vestibule “no corporations can 
be heard.” Why, if you say the circuit court shall not consider the 
causes which may come from one class of citizens, you may go on to 
classify your ry to suit the prevailing temper of Congress, and 
you may in this Congress provide the circuit court shall not hear a- 
black man, and in the next place you ma porie the black man 
may be heard but no gentleman from South Carolina shall be heard. 
I need not enlarge further. I have submitted the point with con- 
fidence in its soundness. 

And I go further. Whether or not it is sound in law, itis emi- 
nently fair and wise in comity and statesmanship. Let us look at 
the status of this matter. What are corporations? Creations of 
States—local creatures born of the parent States. They have their 
home in the States of their creation, and they are hedged and bounded 
in their power by the territorial limits of the States creating them. 
Why, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] wandered far when 
he said, the other day, in these words: 


Missouri River, through the t States of New York, Pennsylvania, 
Ohio, Indiana, ‘iinet p Ary ana. . It enters these States, and by 
the right of eminent domain con the property of the citizen, proceeds to 
build and lay the foundation of a cofossal fortune. It builds its road and occupies 
the territory, and proposes to occupy for all future time. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, that is eloquence, but it is not law. I want to 
say, and the gentleman knows well, that no Massachusetts corpora- 
tion can go into Iowa and exercise the right of eminent domain ex- 
sapt with the authority of the great State of Iowa. 

r. WEAVER. Let me make this remark. They do doit by indi- 
rection. 
Mr. ROBINSON. I cannot yield. 

Mr. WEAVER. It will not come out of your time, and the gentle- 
man should not misrepresent me. 

Mr. ROBINSON. It will come out of my time, as the morning hour 
has nearly expired. 

No corporation, as we all know, can go outside of the limits of its 
State and enter another State, except by the authority of the State 
which it will enter, whatever may be its business. Eminent domain! 
Why, that is the high prerogative of the sovereignty of the State 
which holds the territory, and that State may, in its discretion, part 
with it or 4 wed it to such objects and purposes as commend them- 
selves to its judgment. So Legislatures give to great corpora- 
tions organized for the public benefit, as the Legislatures believe, the 
right to take land. I need not defend railroad corporations; the: 
have their defenders in this House. Gentlemen who have practic 
at the bar for years as attorneys of corporations know that, senti- 
ment aside, there are rights on one side as well as rights on the other. 

corporations! Why, you take the great lines across this 
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country ; take them as they come to this capital; take, for instance, 
the Philadelphia, Wilmington and Baltimore Railroad. Pennsyl- 
vania, Delaware, and Maryland all joined to give consolidation, force, 
and vigor to that corporation; and the State of Pennsylvania, by its 
supreme court, said in a case of that character that when the Legis- 
latures of the different States had authorized a consolidation of that 
kind, it was not to be taken as an act of one State with the corpora- 
tion alone, but was in the nature of .a compact; and that the differ- 
ent States were bound to maintain that compact, not only with re- 
spect to the corporation but with respect to each other. You rejoice, 
some of you, in the great line that will take yon to Chicago, if that 
will be effected by consolidation. The State of Iowa has but a single 
home corporation that crosses or runs within its border, I understand. 
And how came the great ones there? By the act of the lature 
of Iowa, by its consolidation statute, which said to the corporations 
approaching its borders, Come, we want the convenience and the 
power and the facilities and value of your combined line.” 

It has been well said here that this country, however much some 
men may talk against the corporation power, cannot get along with- 
out associated capital. No individual alone can undertake these 
en i No man would dare to risk his fortune in such great 
undertakin The people, wherever they are, who have been vun 
hundreds of miles ont of the sound of the locomotive’s shriek wi 
always welcome the iron horse when he comes into their locality. 
Why, sir, in these discussions about United States courts, how y 
gentlemen have been to tell us how many railroads they have run- 
ning to this and that town, and how the people are benefited and the 
courts accommodated ! 

I pass on. Savings-banks and trust companies are organized in 
many of the States. They are authorized to loan their funds, many 
of them, outside of the borders of the State in which they exist. 
That is not so in Massachusetts, but it is so in many States. Are sav- 
ings-banks rich corporations? They are the trust companies, the 
trast establishments of the poor people of the States. You examine 
their accounts, and you find them, from $1 up to $1,000, composed of 
the slow and painful earnings of the people in the shops and the 
mills or on the farms of the States that have fostered those institu- 
tions. Suppose they lend their funds in the West or the South; sup- 
pae they lend them in New York or elsewhere; I say they ought to 

ve the rights of the citizens who have saved their money and in- 
trusted them to the officers of those corporations. In nearly all cases 
the officers of those corporations serve without pay. 

But there are foreign insurance companies; gentleman say, they 
are the trouble. Well, let us sce. Is that real or is it fancied? How 
come the foreign insurance companies in any State? I mean the foreign 
insurance companies of this country, foreign as to the State in which 
they do business. Unless a State by express act or by implied recog- 
nition allows an insurance company to do business within its borders 
it has no right there—I mean a foreign insurance company. The 
States have regulated that. Ohio has its law; Indiana has its law; 
Wisconsin, Michigan, Massachusetts, New York, Connecticut, and 
nearly all the other States make provisions for those corporations to 
come. They provide that they shall come in and make certain depos- 
its; that they shall have an agent upon whom process shall be served; 
they make such provisions as they choose, and the corporation must 
abide by those conditions, provided that they are not repugnant to 
the Constitution and laws of the United States. When the State of 
Wisconsin exacted from a foreign insurance company as a condition 
of its doing business in that State an 5 that it would not 
remove any cause to the circuit court of the United States the Su- 
preme Court of the United States put its hand on that legislation and 
said, that is repugnant to the Constitution and laws of the United, 
States and the company may remove its cause. I refer to 20 Wall., 
445, Home Insurance Company vs. Morse. But when the same State 
of Wisconsin, as the next step, revoked the license of a foreign insur- 
ance company for a similar act and that question came to the 1 
Court of the United States, the court said, Wisconsin has the power 
to give license and she has the power to revoke it. I cite Doyle vs. 
Continental Insurance Company, 4 Otto, 535. r 

Other States, as Missouri, have attempted legislation perhaps more 
dangerous. Indiana has gone a step further. Less than a year ago, 
in March last, the State of Indiana passed a law in which it provided 
that if a foreign insurance company shall remove a cause from the 
State court into the Federal court under the United States Constitu- 
tion and laws it shall forfeit its right to its real estate and to its 
liens and to its contracts, and that the contract, while not binding 
upon the individual unless he chooses. to have it, shall be binding 
upon the corporation. That is Indiana legislation in this same line. 
The act is as follows: 

An act touching foreign corporationa, 8 that certain acts thereof shall 
work forfeiture. A 
[Approved March 15, 1879.] 

SECTION 1. Be it enacted by the General Assembly of the State of Indiana, That 
every foreign corporation now doing or transacting, or that shall hereafter do or 
transact any business in this State, or acquire any right, title, interest in. or lien 
upon real estate in this State, that shall transfer or cause to be transferred from 
any court of this State to any court of the United States, save by regular course of 

after trial in the State courts, any action commenced by ov against such 

ration in any court of this State, by or against any citizen or resident thereof, 
shall commence in any court ef the United States in this State an any con- 
tract made in this State, or liability acorned therein, any sult or action against any 
citizen or resident of the State of Indiana, shall thereby forfeit all right and an~ 
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to do or transact business in this State, or hold real or liens thereon, 

contracts between such and citizens, or ts of this State, 
passage of this act, shall be rendered void, as in favor of such cor- 

poration, but enforceable by such citizen at his election. 

Sec. 2. The provisions of this act shall be, and the same are hereby, made con- 
ditions ppoe which such corporations may be authorized to do ess in this 
State, or hold title to or liens on real estate therein. 

Sud. 3. There being now no law of this State the provisions of this act, 
therefore an emergency exists, and the same shall be in force from and after its 


passage. 


The Legislature of Indiana considered there was such a public 
emergency that they had that act by its terms take effect on its pas- 
The very instant the governor of the great State of Indiana 
wrote his sign-manual apon that act every corporation from another 
State doing business in Indiana was subject to that legislation. Is 
it constitutional? I think not. And is there any cause for wonder 
that any attempt to remit citizens of other States to the courts of 
Indiana controlled by the sentiments and policy expressed in such 
legislation is viewed with alarm? 
have only to say a word or two further and then I will close. I 
have said the States may exclude corporations. We all know that. 
And with such power in the States let their latures exercise it 
as they may deem best. Surely Congress should not, by any policy 
that is unwise or unsound, attempt to impose conditions or restric- 
tions that the States do not establish. Again, money may be loaned 
the towns and cities and counties throughout this country. And is 
it not fresh in your recollection that a good many of your towns and 
cities have seen fit to deny the obligation of loans made to them! 
And was it not best and right that the citizen of another State, nat- 
ural or artificial, whether from the West, the South, or the East, 
should have the right to go into the United States court to try the 
question whether a certain county should pay its debts rather than 
go into the courts of that county? This bill says if you lend money 
to the town or city gr 3 and you are a non-resident of that 
State and a corporation, you shall seek your remedy against the town 
or city or county in its own court at the hands of its own people, who 
are to pay the taxes and take the law from the judges who sit on the 
bench elected by the votes of the people who pay the taxes, voted 
for generally by the defendants in the cases, and who expect to be 
elected next time, sometimes because they make this decision or the 
other that may suit the popular whim. 

I will not apply that to the West only. In all parts of the 3 
there occur times of excitement. You say that if a corporation l 
go into a State to do business, let it abide by the law of the people 
where it seeks to do business. Yes, gentlemen, in times of peace and 
harmony and when there is no prejudice or excitement. But no State 
is always free from that. Massachusetts has had its periods of jeal- 
ousy and prejudice; and there have been times in my recollection 
when some gentlemen of the South, if they belonged to incorporated 
companies, could not have gone to Massachusetts and submitted their 
cases to the State juries and obtained the judgments that they ought 
to have obtained on the law and the facts. 

And in the West there have been granger laws and ger excite- 
ments that have led people to commit enormities in legislation and 
extravagances in practice; and in the South—why, sir, history is too 
full for me to particularize. 

Capital is needed to restore the waste places of the South and to 
build up the undeveloped West; it must flow largely from the older 
States of the East and from foreign lands. But it will not be risked 
in the perils of sectional bitterness, narrow prejudices, or local indif- 
ference to integrity and honor, 

I say, then, let us stand by the national courts; let us preserve 
their power. Let us take out of those courts the causes of litigation 
that have multiplied and burdened the court and weighed it down, 
so that it may transact its business. But let us stand apon the legis- 
lation which the conntry has prosperon under, which it has pores 
by its ninety years of life. t us give our Constitution that con- 
struction which the fathers gave it that we may indeed be not merely 
a community of States. Let us no more in practice talk of State 
rights as against the power of the Government or against the rights 
of the citizens of the nation. Let us have a nation wer, national 
rights; and let us have individual interests and rights recognized 
under the Constitution and the laws of this t Government. 

I am under great obligations to the House for its kind attention. 


APPROVAL OF BILLS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, announced he had approved and signed bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles: ; 

An act (H. R. No, 325) for the erection of a public building at Dan- 
ville, Virginia ; 

An act (H. R. No, 2188) for the relief of Thomas Kearney; 

An act (H. R. No. 3497) to provide for deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for contingent expenses of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 93) for printing the American Ephem- 
eris and Nautical Almanac; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 163) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to expend a sum of money heretofore appropriated for the erection 
2 x soe se and depot building at the city of Omaha, in the State 
of Ne 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 7 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Has the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER we ah (Mr. Harris, of Virginia.) It has. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I move that the House go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the further consideration of the report of the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. WELLS. I desire to report from the Committee on Appropri- 
— a deficiency Indian appropriation bill for consideration at this 

‘ime. 

Mr. BLACKRURN. I would make no objection to it if it did not 
give rise to debate. 

Mr. HAYES. I call for the re order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order being called for, 
the question is on the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
PLEDON to go into Committee of the Whole for the further con- 
sideration of the report of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. WELLS. Then I ask to report this bill to be printed and re- 


committed. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no objection to that. 
INDIAN DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WELLS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, reported a bill (H. R. No. 4432) making additional ap- 
propriations for the meres of certain Indian tribes for the year 
ending June 30, 1880; which was read a first and second time, ordered 
to be printed, and recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I now insist upon my motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole upon the report of the Committee on Rules. 

The motion was a, to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. CARLISLE in the chair, 

The pending provision of the rules was the following : 

RuLR XVII. 
8 PREVIOUS QUESTION. 

1. There shall be a motion for the previous question, which, being ordered by a 
. fe members peek if a quorum, shall have the effect to cut off all debate 
and bring the House to a direct vote upon the immediate question or questions on 
which it been asked and ordered. The previous question may be asked and 
ordered upon a single motion, a series of motions allowable under the rules, or an 
amendment or amendments, or may be made to embrace all authorized motions or 
amendments and include the bill to its engrossment and third reading, and then, 
on renewal of said motion, to its passage or rejection. It shall be in order, pend- 
ing the motion foe or after the previous q on shall have been ordered on the 
final passage, for the Speaker to entertain and submit a motion to commit, with or 
without instructions, to a standing or special committee; and a motion to lie upon 
the table shall be in order on the second and third reading of a bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to suggest merely a verbal correction in 
accordance with one which we have already made in a previous rule. 
It is in the last sentence of clause 1 of Rule XVII, to strike ont the 
word “lie” and insert the word “lay ;” so that it will read: “a motion 
to lay upon the table,” &. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I do not believe the amendment is proper or 
defensible in grammar, But I will say again to the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] that so long as he confines himself to 
such small amendments I have no objection; let him go on. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg leave to say that I have allowed to pass un- 
noticed many expressions in the gentleman’s report that are objec- 
tionable grammatically. I do not make this amendment in acaptious 
spirit at all. If the gentleman had been an editor and a proof-reader 
as long as I have he would have got over any tenderness of feeling in 
regard to such correction. Twenty years ago I had a hide as thick as 
that of a rhinoceros on that subject. I could write as carefully as I 
pleased and put what I wrote into the hands of the best compositors, 
and the next day I would find errors in it. 

I will call the gentleman’s attention to this illustration: some 
years ago the University of Glasgow undertook to print an edition of 
some Greek classic, and day after day a page of the work was pub- 
licly posted on the university grounds, with a reward offered for the 
discovery of an error therein. After the edition had been published, 
and many pounds paid by way of rewards for errors, it was found 
that there was a gross error on the pred pe 

I make these corrections in no spirit of captionsness, I repeat, but 
only in order that we may have as little bad English in the rules as 
possible—that we may avoid what has occurred heretofore, the refer- 
ence to this identical error as one of the ridiculous vulgarisms in lan- 

age that have occasionally crept into high places. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam trying not toavoid the gentleman’s amend- 
ments, for they are too small to be objectionable, but to avoid his 
speeches. Ido not think he is correct as a matter of grammar, Such 
authorities as Cushing and others on parliamentary law for a hundred 
years past are at variance with him. But I am not disposed to cavil 
about or to stickle upon such things, Iam not a proof-reader, and the 
gentleman may be correct in this little matter. 

The amendment of Mr. HAWLEY was then agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading, and read as follows: 

2 A call of the House shall not be in order after the previous question is ordered, 
unless it shall appear upon an actual count by the Speaker that a quorum is not 


resent. 
All incidental questions of order arising after a motion is made for the previ- 


ous question, and ding such motion, shall be decided, whether on appeal or 
otherwise, without debate 
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Rote XVIII. 
RECONSIDERATION. 

When a motion has been made and carried or lost, it shall be in order for an, 
member of the majority, on the same or succeeding day, to move for the reconsid- 
eration thereof, and such motion shall take precedence of all other questions except 

of a conference report, a motion to fix the day to which the House 
shall adjourn, to adjourn, or to take a recess, and shall not be withdrawn after the 
said succeeding day without the consent of the House, and thereafter any member 
may call it up for consideration: Provided, That such motion, if made during the 
last aix days of a session, shall be disposed of when made. k 

2. No bill, petition, memorial, or resolution referred to a committee, or re 
therefrom for printing and recommitment, shall be brought back into the House 
on a motion to e ee and all bills, petitions, memorials, or resolutions re- 
praon from a committee shall by reports in writing, which shall 

printed. 


be accompanied 


RULE XIX. 
OF AMENDMENTS. 


When a motion or proposition is under consideration, a motion to amend and a 
motion to amend that amendment shall be in order, and it shall also be in order to 
offer a further amendment by way of substitute, to which one amendment may be 
offered, but which shall not be voted on until the original matter is perfected, but 
wn before amendment or decision is had thereon. 


either may be withdra 
RULE XX. 
OF AMENDMENTS OF THE SENATE. 

Any amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to the point of 
order that it shall first be considered in the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union if, originating in the House, it would be subject to that point. 

RULE XXI. 
ON BILLS. 
ons introduced for reference and those reported b; - 
eee eee shall be read a first time by their titles and 
rinted, the second time in full, the third time by their titles, unless the reading in 
ull shall be demanded by a member. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I offer the following as a substitute for the 

first clause of Rule XXI: 
bill and t resolution shall receive three readings before its 
be as follows: The first reading by title on its introduction for - 
ence, or being an original bill on its report from acommittee for commitment, or 
by unanimous consent for present action; the second reading in full; and the third 
reading by its title, unless the reading in full shall be demanded by a member. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the gentleman offer this amendment by authority 
of the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The committee agreed to this, except possibly 
as to one point, upon which there was probably some dissent on the 
part of one member of the committee; that was in reference to the 
second reading of a bill being in full. Idonot understand that there 
is any objection upon the part of any member of the committee to 
this amendment; and, if not, then it is offered by the authority and 
direction of the committee. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I suppose the second reading in full 
under the proposed amendment can be dispensed with by unanimous 
consent, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The amendment speaks of dispensin 
with the third reading by unanimous consent, but it does not s k 
of dispensing with the second reading by unanimous consent. This 

tleman from Illinois that 


is the reason I made the 0 5 
Mr, BLACKBURN. I will say to the 

it is not the purpose of this rule to restrict the right of any member 
to demand the reading of pitt Aey in full upon its passage after it 
shall have been oro is 125755 waives the necessity of a 
demand for the fu reading of the bill prior to its engrossment; and 
after its en seg pe it will be in the power of any member to call 
for the ing of the bill in full. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

2. Bills and joint resolutions on their — shall be read the first time by title 
e ordered, 


the er 
time? 


its passage. 
Mr. WHITE. I move to amend by inserting after the clause just 
read the following, to come in as clause 3: 
The eral appropriation bills shall embrace nothing but riations for 
ordinary expenses of the different d ts of the Government and interest 
on the public debt. All other appropr ons shall be made by bills containing only 
items of appropriation relating to subject-matter of the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, this is substantially the amendment which I offered 
during the consideration of the eleventh rule, when we had reached 
the clause defining the duties of the Appropriations Committee. At 
the su on of my co e, the § er of the House, I with- 
drew it then to offer it at this time. This is the proper place, I ap- 
prehend, to offer it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania offer 
this as a substitute for the third clause ? 

Mr. WHITE. No, sir; I offer this as an independent clause to come 
in ahead of the present third clause. If this amendment should pre- 
vail, it will be prudent to amend the present third clause by striking 
from it that portion which provides 

Nor shall any oven in any such bill or amendment thereto changing exist- 
ing law be in er, t such bein; 
ing Aan —— g as, g germane to the subject-matter of the 


Now, Mr. Chairman, this proposition clearly and distinctly raises 
before the House the issue, it proper to put general legislation on 
appropriation bills? If this amendment prevails it will be hereafter 


impossible, certainly irregular, for the Committee on Ap riations 
to report in an appropriation bill any proposition for AIRA ee of 
existing laws. It Pill also be out of order for any amendment chang- 
ing existing law to be received upon the consideration of an appro- 
priation bill. In a word, it clearly and distinctly confines the Appro- 
priations Committee and the appropriation bills of this House to the 
appropriation of public money to carry on the different departments 
of the Government. If this is made the rule it will be impossible to 
have a recurrence of such debates as we had during the extra session 
of the present Con 1 think the amendment meets the necessi- 
ties of the hour. Its wisdom should commend it to the approval of 
all fair-minded men in this body. 

There are no politics whatever in the amendment. Both 
the past histo: 
by proposing e 

ties which have had at different times control of legislation have 
5 alternately criticized for the practice of adding riders to appro- 
priation bills. If this rale be now adopted it will bea new depart- 
ure in a direction which I think the sentiment of the country de- 
mands. I call the attention of members from the different States to 
the fact that this amendment embodies, briefly and tersely expressed, 
provisions to be found in the recently adopted constitutions of many 
of the States. I think it is very similar to a provision in the new con- 
stitution of Illinois. It certainly is almost in totidem verbis the pro- 
vision regulating appropriations as contained in the new constitution 
of Pennsylvania. is constitution met the 1 rede of the popolar 
will by a ne ed of some one hundred and fifty thousand votes. 
No feature of this constitution commended itself more to the people 
of our great State than this change of the manner of passing general 
appropriation bills. It is not necessary for me to 8 every 
utleman is familiar with. This proposition clear]: es the issue 
tween those who favor making appropriation bills the wager of 
battle for general and partisan legislation and those who oppose it. 
Let us see how it will end. 
Here the hammer fell.] 
r. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose this amendment. I 
oppose its insertion in the place where it is popod to be inserted. 
en we reach the next ph I should be in favor of some pro- 
vision of this kind. As I said on a former occasion, I desired when 
we should reach this subject to make some remarks in re; to the 
clause permitting legislation on a aoa bills. The whole his- 
tory of Congress shows that no such power was ever claimed when a 
party had control of the three de ents of the Government—the 
House, the Senate, and the executive—never. ; 

My friend from Pennsylvania [ Mr. WHITE] has referred to the pro- 
visions of many of the State constitutions. I wish to show how ut- 
terly inconsistent, under the leadership of our Speaker, (who is 
present, I believe,) have been the votes of all my southern friends in 
the adoption and enforcement of the provision now contained in our 
rules. ose who regard as of binding force the example of south- 
ern gentlemen in framing the constitution of the confederacy will 
bear in mind that that constitution contained a clause preventing 
legislation on Hea d ag bills. Those who adopted that constitu- 
tion were uninfluenced by any desire to override any party or any 
people, uninfluenced by any desire to have an opportunity to pst in 
any een against the will of a portion of the House or nst 
the will of the Senate or against the will of the President. at only 
refer to this because of the rebuke it carries with it to gentlemen 
who uphold the proposition now contained in our rules. The clause 
in the constitution of the confederacy to which I have referred was 
adopted as the solemn sentiment of gentlemen who now represent 
the South, and whom I from time to time in my innocent manner 
charge with carrying out so effectually the views of southern men in 
old times even up to the present. 

Mr. ATKINS. There is one good thing, then, in the South. 

Mr. CONGER. It is in direct opposition to the vote of every man 
in the South as to its expediency, as to its propriety, for when re- 
pong their own constitution they adopted a provision prohibiting 

egislation on appropriation bills. 
r. ATKINS. Circumstances alter cases, 

Mr. CONGER. Isay circumstances alter cases. This proposition 
never was made until it became necessary for the Speaker of this 
House to ask his southern friends from the late confederacy to change 
their entire views which they had embodied in a constitutional pro- 
vision, change their entire course of action, and sustain him in a 
0 e of the rules, a change from that which had been the rule of 
this House, compelling his associates from the Confederate States 
service to violate their judgment as embodied in their own constitu- 
tion—— 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Will the gentleman allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. CONGER, After my five minutes are up. [Laughter. ] I look 
upo that action of the Speaker of this House when he placed him- 
self at the head of the whole confederate army in this House and 
compelled them to ignore the action of their wisest and best and fol- 
low in his lead—I say I look upon that as one of the greatest triumphs 
that a northern man ever gained over the confederate brigadier-gen- 
erals of this House. [Laughter.] No member of this side of this 
House, sir, ever could have began to influence these friends of the 
South so suddenly, so unitedly, so earnestly as to cast reproach, dis- 


parties in 
of the Government have offended (if it is an offense 
ges of existing law upon appropriation bills. All 
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prace, and shame upon those of their friends, if not themselves, who 
incorporated into the solemn instrument of organization of the 
southern confederacy a clause which prevented legislation even for 
the reduction of expenses upon their appropriation bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. CONGER. Is my time quite up. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. CONGER. I have a word or two to say about the Speaker, but 
he knows my estimate of his power. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The gentleman from Michigan is 

enerally accurate and I wonder he is not so in reference to what he 
fos just stated. Iam not perhaps as familiar with the confederate 
constitution as he is; but, if I recollect aright, the constitution of the 
Confederate States contains no such clause as that which he alleges. 

Mr. CONGER. I think it does. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I think not. The clause, as I rec- 
ollect, in that constitution, gave to the president of the confederacy 
the right to veto any part of an appropriation bill. 

A MEMBER. Any item. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Any item of an appropriation bill; 
but it did not restrict, the confederate con in any respect, as to 
what legislation should be placed upon appropriation bills. So that 
“noble army” he speaks of from the South as having battled for 
economy—and I join him in every commendation of their conduct— 
was not inconsistent when they assumed the position upon this floor 
in favor of legislation upon appropriation bills, in favor of retrench- 
ment and reform. [Applause. ] 

Mr. CONGER. And if it should appear that was in the confederate 
constitution as I have stated it—I have it not here and I cannot refer 
to it—then the gentleman will agree he had the power to lead the 
whole army of southern men against their will. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the 88 I do not want to lead a better army 
than the army in the Forty-fourth Congress, first session, without 
regard to where they came from, which fought in defense of economy 
and reform. [Applause. ] 

Mr. CONGER. Weall know that; we all know the pride with which 
the Speaker leads that army against the North and against the people. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Mr. Chairman, I have no answer 
to make to that remark. 

Mr. GOODE. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Inasmuch as this is a very important matter, 
unless some gentleman insists on it the Chair not require these 
formal amendments to be made, and will endeavor to recognize gen- 
tlemen alternately—first, those for, and then those against—until 
such time as the committee sees proper to ask that the rules shall be 
strictly enforced. 

Mr. DE. Mr. Chairman, we are not here now to make a con- 
stitution. Whatever may be in the constitution of the late Confed- 
erate States, I wish to the attention of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan who has just spoken to the fact that the Constitution of the 

nited States, under which we now live, provides that each House 
may determine the rules of itsown p ng for itself. Andif the 
House of Representatives, in the adoption of its rules, shall determine 
that it is judicious and proper to in t general 8 upon an 
appropriation bill, then neither the Senate nor the President nor any- 
body else has the right to make any complaint or objection. Itis a 
matter, sir, within the discretion of the House of Representatives, in 
which is vested the sole and exclusive power to originate money bills. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, while I concede as a genera a ran that 
it may be an unscientific method of legislation, yet I maintain that 
pes es may arise when the public liberties may be so seriously im- 
periled that the House of Representatives ought not to surrender 
this power and ought not to consent under any circumstances not to 
resort to its exercise. If bad and vicious legislation is fastened upon 
the statute-book which we are unable to repeal on account of the 
executive veto, then it is not ouy the right butin my judgment it 
is the duty of the House to stand and withhold the appropriations 
of money until—— 

Mr. ROBESON. Let me interrupt the gentleman for a mere ques- 


tion. 

Mr. GOODE. We ought to withhold the money until we can obtain 
a redress of the gee complained of. 

Mr. ROBESON. I merely wish to ask the gentleman a single 
question in this connection. 

Mr. GOODE. I have not time to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ROBESON. I merely wish to ask the gentleman whether the 
House of Representatives have the right under any circumstances 
under 5 Constitution to usurp the rights of the Senate or of the Ex- 
ecutive 

Mr. GOODE. No, sir; but under the Constitution the House may 
determine the rules of its own proceeding. 

Mr. Chairman, there is no better teacher than experience. There 
is no safer criterion to judge of the fature than by the past. And I 
ask any gentleman on this floor if we could ever have succeeded 
in incorporating the legislation which was incorporated in the appro- 
priation bill during the first session of this Con , to wit, that no 
money appropriated should be used for the subsistence, equipment, 
transportation, or compensation of any portion of the Army of the 
United States to be used as a police force at the polls, if it not 
been for the provisions of Rule 120% And does any man believe 


that we should have succeeded in soreing a repeal of those relics of 
war legislation—sections 801, 820, and 821 of the Revised Statutes, 
which practically excluded from the j -box nearly all of the white 

ple in eleven States of this Union, if it had not been for this same 

e 120? In my eee sir, that much · abused rule has not only 
been the means of enabling this Congress to save $30,000,000 of the 

ple’s money per annum in the nditures of the Government, 

ut it has been the bulwark behind which we have been able to keep 
the Army from the polls and to break down the barriers which ex- 
cluded fair and impartial jurors from the jury-box. This is my judg- 
ment in regard to this rule, and I am not laaa aban of this 
House to have it repealed. Ithas enabled us to accomplish great 
and salutary measures of reform which entitle this House to the grat- 
itude of the aot fy but we must not in the good work until 
we have secured the repeal of certain sections of the Revised Stat- 
utes which permit the ee Federal marshals at the polls with 
power to interfere in the conduct of elections and arrest American 
citizens on suspicion with or without process of law. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. REED. Mr. Chairman, I must say that I am surprised to hear 
the language of the gentleman from Virginia, for no man knows bet- 
ter than he that the legislation to which he has alluded would have 
received general spproval but for the forceful fashion in which it was 
tried to be put on in this House. 

Mr. GOODE. We tried it time and in separate bills. 

Mr. REED. But I am sorry to see in the enumeration of the various 
benefits received from Rule 120 he has forgotten to enumerate that 
great benefit yet to accrue to the country from the actions which 
took place under that rule in the extra session, namely, the extirpa- 
tion of the democratic party, which is to occur the next time the 

ple of the United States have an opportunity to pass upon it. 
[Applause on the republican side.] 

t gave the country a good opportunity to see what these gentle- 
men were so tay shy! do, and what they were disposed to do, and did 
do, when they the power; and the result of the airing of the 
democratic p before the people of the United States is always of 
great interest and benefit to the country. Not only that, it is not 
only national but local. Wherever we can get a fair opportunity for 
a review of that collection of gentlemen, a good result has always 
followed for the country. 

It seems to me bad this matter should be brought up and discussed 
upon such a basis. We are endeavoring to fix some rule for the goy- 
ernment of the House, and we are endeavoring to do it upon principles 
which will hold not only for the present, but for all future time. I 
think if we have a mind to come to this 3 in a dispassionate 
and decent fashion we will be enabled to fix upon some rule, and that 
we shall be able to doit by a suitable amendment to this Rule 120. 
And when the time comes I p to offer an amendment to the third 
clause; of which I wish to give notice now to the House. It is to 
strike out from the third clause all after the word “ order,” in the sixth 
line, and insert the words “ but it shall be in order to strike out any 
sum of money appropriated in a bill and insert a less sum.” 

That will give every opportunity for retrenchment and reform, and 
reduction of expendit and at the same time it will keep out these 
firebrands that prevent calm and dispassionate legislation. My ob- 
jection to the proposition presented by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania is, among other things, that it presents the idea that an appro- 
priation is necessary in the eral appropriations for the interest of 
the public debt ; I believe that that is already provided for under our 
general appropriation laws. 

Mr. SPEER. With the concurrence of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, I move that, as this is a vay important subject, the 
committee rise for the purpose of extending the time for debate upon 
it. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ihave no objection to that motion being made. 
I desire to say so far as the Committee on Rules is concerned it does 
not pro to put any limit on the debate on this rule to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. By a strict enforcement of the rule only five 
minutes would be allowed in favor of an amendment and five min- 
utes inst, but the debate can be extended by means of pro forma 
amendments. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Allow me to suggest that for a time at least it 
seems to me it will facilitate the discussion of this matter if we could 
have the ten-minute rule instead of the five-minute rule prevail. 
That would allow a number of e to speak, while five 
minutes is hardly enough in view of the im nee of this question 
and the state of feeling uponit. I believe that if we should to 
adopt the ten-minute rule for to-day it would greatly facilitate the 
debate. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the S er.) The House would have to do that, 
and in the House it could only be done by unanimous consent, for it 
vacates a rule. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Could not unanimous consent be given without 
the committee rising? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It would require unanimous consent to be 
given in the House. 

Mr. WARNER. In the present state of feeling this debate is likely 
to take about five hundred minutes, even if we proceed under the five- 
minute rule. 
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Mr. HAYES. Does the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. ie unanimous consent ? 

The . As the proposition is to change the time al- 
lowed for debate, it would be necessary for the committee to rise, 
and in the House such an order could only be made by unanimous 
consent, 

Mr. WHITE. It strikes me, Mr. Chairman, that the same thing 
could be accomplished by gentlemen rising and yielding their time 


to each other. 

Mr. W. From the indications, the debate will take three 
months under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. SPEER. I desire now to offer the amendment of which I gave 
notice some days ago, as follows: 

In Rule XXI, clause 3, strike out all after the word “ except,” and insert 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Georgia that the third clause of Rule XXI is not now under consid- 
eration. It has not been reached. 

Mr. SPEER. I withdraw the amendment, then, until that clause is 


reached. 

Mr. SPRINGER. When this question was before the committee for 
consideration à few days ago the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GAR- 
FIELD] stated that Rule 120, permitting legislation on Bes dhe . 
bills, was the rock upon which the democratic party had split. Ido 
not know to what he referred, because the democratic party has not 
split upon anything. But is the placing of legislation upon appropri- 
ation bills unconstitutional ora departure from legislative precedents? 
Not at all. I want to call the attention of the House and of the 
country and of the honorable gentleman from Ohio to the fact that 
during the time when he occupied the responsible position of chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations of this House in the Forty- 
second and 1 Congresses there were passed by Congress 
appropriation bills which contained, as I have computed them here, 
eig . sections of new legislation upon such bills. You can 
scarcely find one appropriation bill repo to this House during the 
time the gentleman from Ohio was chairman of the Committee on 
Appropretionp that did not have one or more sections upon it of gen- 

legislation. A gentleman near me suggests I should put the sec- 
tions in my printed remarks. I would have to reproduce a large part 
of volumes 17 and 18 of the Statutes at Large of the United States 
in order to show the new legislation on appropriation bills reported 
and enacted while the honorable gentleman from Ohio was chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations. It was during this time the 
practice to legislate upon the appropriation bills and many of the 
most important provisions of law enacted during the Congresses 
when the gentleman from Ohio occupied that position were placed 
upon those bills. 

I call the attention of the committee to the following table of ap- 
propriation bills which passed during the Forty-second and Forty- 
Mam Congresos and to the sections thereof which contained new 
egislation : ‘ 


New legislation on appropriation bills in the Forty-second and Forty-third 


Congresses, during which time Mr. Garfield was chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 


3 Č 
Laws. £ z 3 
3 £3 
8 s 2 
Department. 2 * 53 
4 g 5 
8 E 2 3 4 
4 2| & 8 8 8 
a > — a z 
1,2 2 
Army. 2 1 1 
Sun . Mar. 3, 1873 17 530 1 1 
Consular and diplomatic.| May 22, 1872 17 143 1 1 
Consular and diplomatic Feb. 22,1873 | 1 474 23 2 
Ann! E TETY, May 29, 1872 | 17 189, 190 2, 4, 8, 7, 8 5 
mhle wensen Feb. 14, 1873 17 2, 4. 5, 6, 7 5 
eat seme executive, 
and judicial ........... May 8,1872 |17 | 82, 83, 84, 85 2-13 2 
3 executive, 
and judicial --| Mar. 3,1873 17 508, 509 24 2 
Navy --| Mar. 23, 1872 17 154 2 1 
Navy... Mar. 3,1873 | 17 556 1,23 3 
Post-Office. June 1872 17 202 1,6 6 
Post-Office -| Mar, 1873 | 17 559 1 1 
Army June 16, 1874 18 75 2 1 
Arm --| Mar. 3, 1875 18 455 2.3 2 
Sundry civil. June 23, 1374 | 18 230 4,6 2 
Sundry civil. -| Mar. 1875 | 18 | 399, 400, 401 | 4,5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12 8 
Indian -.-.-........----. June 22, 1874 | 18 | 176, 177,178 3, 4, 6, 7, 9, 10, 12 7 
India scc... .-.-- Mar. 3, 1875 18 | 449, 450,451 |3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12 9 
ace ye executive, 
and jndicial ........... June 20, 1874 | 18 | 109, 110, 111 2,3,4,5 4 
Post-Gfllce June 3, 1824 18 22. 4.5, 6, 7, 9, 11, 12, 13 8 
Post-Office. .............. Mar. 3, 1875 18 343 4,5,6,7 5 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I wonld like to ask the gentleman from Illinois if 
there was ever a time when such legislation was not put upon appro- 
priation bills ? 


Mr. SPRINGER. There never was a. time when such legislation 
was not put upon appropriation bills. And, so far as I am concerned, 
I assert here that it is a constitutional and righteous mode of legisla- 
tion, and necessary in many cases; and that the propriety of such 
legislation is solely within the discretion of the House, and nobody 
outside of it, or inside of it, has the right to question our authority 
to legislate in any way we please. 

If we give up this Rule 120 we pe up one of the prerogatives 
of this House, secured to us by the Constitution, a prerogative which 
Mr. Madison believed was the test and most important te the 
representatives of the people which was embodied in our Constitution. 
I refer gentlemen to No. 58 of the Federalist, where Mr. Madison says: 

The House of Re tatives can not only refuse, but they alone can 
the supplies requisite for the support of the Government. They, in a word, 
the purse, that powerful instrument by which we behold, in the history of the Brit- 
ish constitution, an infant and humble representation of the le preg Sep 

the sphere of its activity and importance, and finall ucing, as as it 

ve wished, all the overgrown prerogatives of the other branches of 

the Government. This power over the purse may, in fact, be regarded as the most 

complete and effectual weapon with which any constitution can arm the immediate 

representatives of the people for obtaining a redress of every grievance, and for 
carrying into effect every just and salutary measure. 

Mr. Madison, who has been 8 styled the “ Father of the 
Constitution,” here informs us that the power of this House over the 
purse, the power of framing appropriation bills, is a complete weapon 
for securing ‘‘every just and salutary measure” of legislation. e 
amendment now under consideration would put it in the power of 
one member to defeat all legislation on appropriation bills, and to 

revent any reduction of expenditures below what are now authorized 
by law, unless by a two-thirds yote on Mondays the rule could be 
suspended. We have no right to yield one of the most important 
povem of this House to the minority, I propose to adhere to Rule 

20 as it is. No change is demanded by the people. As Representa- 
tives we have no right to surrender our trusts. We must exercise 
the functions of Representatives in the interest of the people who 
sent us here. We have the tighi to make our own rules and to legi 
late in any manner we may deem best. I deny that any harm 
resulted to the people from the operation of Rule 120, I will not 
consent to its repeal. It is a salutary rule, strictly in accordance with 
the Constitution of the United States. " 

The right to legislate upon appropriation bills is one of the surest 
and most important bulwarks which we have for defending the rights 
and the liberties of the poopie. It was never discovered by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] that such was vicious legislation 
until Rule 120 was used by the majority of this House in the Forty- 
fourth Congress for securing a vast reduction of expenditures. 

This rule has been used in the interest of the people to the extent 
of a reduction of public expenditures to the amount of $84,000,000 
since the majority of this House passed under the control of members 
of the 5 We cannot surrender this power; we must 
not give it up. e must adhere to the rule as it is, for by it we have 

y saved many millions of dollars to the people, and if we adhere 
to it we will save millions more in the same way. Let us stand by 
this rule, It is the rule adopted by the democratio House of Repre- 
sentatives of the i ete Congress. We have adhered to it since 
that time; it has produced no bad results; but on the contrary it has 
secured many wise and salutary reforms and saved millions of dollars 
of the people’s money. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WHITE. I rise to make a proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to withdraw the amendment which I have 
offered to the second clause of Rule XXI, inasmuch as the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. SPEER] has given notice of his intention to offer 
an amendment to the next clause which will accomplish the same 


55 sey For that reason I withdraw my amendment. 


GARFIELD, Allow me to suggest to gentlemen on the other 
side that we pass withont further debate the second clause, so that 
we may proceed to consider clause 3 in this rule. 

Mr. WHITE. I offered my amendment as a new clause, but with- 
draw it for the purpose of allowing the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
SPEER] to offer his amendment to the next clause. 

The amendment of Mr. WHITE was accordingly withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

3. No appropriation shall be reportes in any 

or 


order as an amendment thereto, any expen 
law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such pu 


neral appropriation bill, or be in 

tare not 55 authorized by 

lic works and objects as 

are already in progress. Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment 

thereto changing existing law be in order, except such as, being germane to the 
subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures. 


Mr. SPEER. I move to amend the clause just read by striking out 
of the latter portion of it the words “except such as, being germane 
to the subject-matter of the bill shall retrench expenditures” and to 
insert in lien thereof that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

But it shall be in order to strike out any sum of money in an appropriation bill 
and to insert a less sum. 

The latter portion of clause 3 as propo. d to be amended was as 
follows: 


Nor shall any provision in an 


such bill or amendment thereto changing ex- 
isting law be in order, but its 


be in order to strike out any sum of money in 


an appropriation bill and insert a less sum. 
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Mr. SPEER. I think that amendment will accomplish the object 
which is sought to be attained by all of those who desire to see gen- 


eral le; tion divorced from the poet appropriation bills; and it 
will accomplish fully the object of retrenching expenditures 
when necessary. 

Mr. Chairman, in presenting the reasons why general legislation 
should be divorced from the unnatural union with the appropriation 
bills, I protest that I am not, in the slightest degree, influenced by 
partisan feeling. I take no interest in the inquiry who began to 
affix riders to tho appropriation bills. Ishall not remind the repub- 
lican party of the vital legislation they have accomplished by t 
methods, nor is it necessary for me to occupy the attention of the 
House in defending the motives of my democratic brethren, their 
patriotism, or the purity of their purposes in the uses they haye made 
of the same resources. 

Sir, if it is possible, at any time, to rise above the sordid considera- 
tions of , it should be in the discussion of rules for the perna 
nent guidance and control of the business of legislation by this House. 
Mr. Chairman, all men of all parties, it seems to me, must agree that 
the practice of pate DOYE laws on other subjects or on an 
subject to the money bills of this House is a practice which fin 
no legitimate paren in the Constitution of this Government, 
and is fraught with mischief which at any time and when least ex- 
pected may become irreparable. To abolish the practice would be 
a stride in the advancement of political science which would excite 
the interest and the admiration of every intelligent patriot in this 


country. 

In “he discussion of questions like this we are to some extent 
remitted to the discussion of elementary principles. The three co- 
ordinate de ents of our Government are supported by the appro- 
priation bills of the House of Representatives. Have gentlemen con- 
sidered what the failure of these bills means? I do not mean a tem- 
porary failure; Ido not mean a failure which can be cured by an 
extra session of Con or which can be tided over by the credit 
of the Government; but I mean arefusal on the part of the ay 
Representatives to grant the money necessary to sustain the Govern- 
ment. Sir, it means anarchy; it means the paralysis of every depart- 
ment of this Government; it means the repudiation of the national 
debt; it means the destruction of -the anna ; it means the abdi- 
cation of the Executive; it means the dispersal of Congress. When- 
ever the Representatives of the people permanently and continuously 
refuse to vote the people’s money to sustain the people’s Government 
red-handed revolution or the iron grasp of despotism will seize upon 
and ravage the unprotected heritage of freemen. 

Mr. ATKINS. Has any party ever done that? 

Mr. SPEER. I decline to yield to the gentleman. I am not dis- 
cussing this with regard to party now. It may be very 5 
onstrated that the practice of riders on the appropriation bills may 
at any time eventuate in the refusal of the supplies. If there is one 
national characteristic of the American people which is strong and 
intense, it is a strong and intense party spirit. If this characteristic 
finds unbounded expression and demonstration anywhere, I say with 

rofound deference to this imposing presence it is in the House of 
Renresentatives. Now, sir, let us do what it is not very difficult to 
do. Let us suppose that the two great parties of this House are 
divided on what they conceive to be a vital political question. Let 
us suppose that the measure in which this vital political difference 
presents itself is in a rider on the Post-Office appropriation bill. Let 
us suppose that the party which is in a majority in this House is in a 
minority in the Senate ; or that the occupant of the presidential chair 
belongs to the minority school, the Post-Office bill for the support of 
the post-routes and post-offices and mail carriers of the great and 
complicated and beneficent postal system of the United States passes 
the House with the rider attached. 

8 the hammer fell. ] 

e CHAIRMAN. The five minutes’ time to which the gentleman 
is entitled has expired. 

Mr. HAYES. I will take the floor and yield my time to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, [Mr. SPEER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be done if there be no objection. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I object. [Cries of “Oh, no!” “Oh, no!” from 
different of the Hoopen 

The IRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his objection ? 

Mr. COFFROTH. I do not. 

Mr. HAYES. [hope the gentleman will withdraw his objection. It 
= been the custom here in discussing questions to allow that to be 

one. 

Mr. COFFROTH. This discussion must stop at some time, and I 
Gi So to stand by the rule. 

r. GARFIELD. Let somebody else speak in opposition to the 
amendment, and then the gentleman from Georgia can move an 
amendment to the amendment and speak on that. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I do not see how that arrangement can be made 
under the rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, of course, in recognizing gentlemen 
will endeavor to conform to the rules. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iappeal to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
COFFROTH] to withdraw his objection to my colleague’s proceeding. 
There is nothing unusual in it; it has occurred in every session of 
every Congress. 


Mr. SPEER. If the gentleman cannot bear to hear my argument, 
he can make his objection. 

The CHAIR + The Chair understands that the objection is 
not withdrawn. 


Mr. SPEER subsequently obtained the floor, and concluded as 


follows: 

When interrupted I was giving a hypothetical case of the effect of 
a rider of political legislation on the t-Office Sper bill. 
The Senate refuses to concur. On a committee of conference, both the 
Senate and the House decline to recede from their tions. Neither 

desires to strike down the postal system. The political rider 
is the rock on which they split. They are conscientious, and the 
will not surrender their convictions. They are firm, and they will 
not abate a jot or tittle of their just demands. The closing hour of 
the session approaches. The session expires. Not a dollar is voted 
for the maintenance of that system which to-day is one of the greatest 
agencies of civilization on the earth, without which no modern nation 
can preserve its decency, and whose destruction will carry confusion 
and misery and distress into the home of every American citizen. Sir, 
it is the political rider that has done the work. ‘Sir, is this contingency 
impossible? Is the picture fancifully drawn? What man among you 
is there who can lay his hand on his heart and, with the history of 
this country in his 5 say that the conjancture which I have 
foreboded is either impossible or improbable ? 

Mr. Chairman, to place a measure of general legislation on an ap- 
propriation bill which must of necessity be passed deprives the Rep- 
resentative of all opportunity of criticism or of independent action 
with regard to that measure. How is it possible in the closing hours 
of a session for the Representative to make his notions of right and 
wrong effective, when if he votes against the general 8 
must of necessity vote against the entire appropriation He must 
vote for the bill, or he may defeat the appropriation. He surrenders, 
may be, his judgment and his conscience, and votes for the bill with 
the rider attached. Or he votes against it, and is liable to have his 
motives misconstrued, and not improbably will incur the disapproval 
of others when perhaps he least deservesit. But, sir, if is not alone 
the independence of the Representative to which this practice is in- 
imical, but it is aimed likewise, whether intentionally or not it mat- 
ters not, at the independence of the other branch of Congress and 
at the independence of the Executive. 

Sir, the most admirable feature of our most admirable system is 
the complete independence of its co-ordinate branches. It was said 
by Hamilton, in the Federalist, along with his honest, zealous, lu- 
minous, and masterly advocacy of the Constitution, “that no polit- 
ieal truth is of greater value, or stamped with the authority of more 
enlightened patrons of liberty, than that the legislative, executive, 
and judicial departments onght to be separate and distinct, and that 
if this Constitution was justly cha: le with a mixture of these 
powers no further argument would be necessary to inspire a univer- 
sal reprobation of the system.” 

Montesquieu, before the day of Hamilton, in his oracular treatise 
on this subject, had declared “there can be no liberty where the 
legislative and executive powers are united in the same person or 
body of magistrates, or if the power of judging be not separated from 
the legislative and executive powers.” 

Now, sir, does not the political rider destroy this independence ? 
Is it not intended as a threat to the Senate and to the Executive? Does 
it not impliedly declare that the money shall not be forthcoming to 
sustain the Government unless the Senate and the Executive will ac- 
cede to the.demands of the House of Representatives? We have, 
within the past decade, been regaled with a great deal of eloquence 
in the discussion of measures of this character on the subject of par- 
liamentary heroism. What does parliamentary heroism in this con- 
nection mean? It means, sir, to refuse to vote the money unless the 
Senate or the Executive shall conclude to coingide with the House of 
Representatives. 

ow, sir, is not this an illegitimate exercise of our prerogative? 
Has not the Senate the same constitutional right to pronounce upon 
the merits of a measure that we have? Has not the ident, with 
the power of the veto, functions just as important toward the enact- 
ment of law as Con: itself? And yet, though itis our imperative 
duty to sustain all the departments, when we send the Senate and the 
President an appropriation bill, with the proviso attached, it means 
that we will consent to support the Government, provided you, the 
Senate, or you, the President, will consent to agree with our proviso. 
This is usurpation. This is the 8 of senatorial preroga- 
tives and the veto power in the House of Representatives. But, sir, 
there is another most insidious effect which this species of legislation 
may have upon the independence of the executive and judicial depart- 
ments of the Government. I am discussing this question abstractly ; 
Iam speaking impersonally. I mean the facility it gives to Congress 
to withhold the salaries of the officers of these departments beyond 
the period of payment fixed by the Constitution. Itis useless for gen- 
tlemen of an optimistic turn of mind to cony sne proposition that the 
control over a man’s salary is very likely to be a control over his will. 
Human nature is pretty much the same thing it always has been. 
We have advanced but very little toward that state of perfectibility 


which was imagined by Plato while dreaming in the gardens of the 
academy. It was for this reason that the Constitution wisely pro- 
vides that the President shall receive for his services a salary which 
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shall be paid at stated intervals, and shall neither be increased nor 
diminished during his term of office. In similar terms, it provides 
that the judges of the supreme and inferior courts shall at stated 
times receive for their services a compensation which shall not be 
diminished daring their continuance in office, The Constitution 
seeks to deprive Congress of the power of discretionary action with 
regard to the salaries of these officials. 

ir, I again cite the authority of Hamilton, whose splendid expo- 
sition of the Constitution cannot be too uently or too carefully 

' consulted by those who desire to place a patriotic and rightful inter- 

pretation upon that instrument. It is in the Federalist, in the sey- 
enty-tbird number, that he declares “ the Legislature, with a discre- 
tionary power over the salary and emoluments of the Chief Magistrate, 
would render him as obsequious to their will as they might think 
proper to make him. They might in most cases either reduce him by 
famine or tempt him by largesses to surrender at discretion his judg- 
ment to their inclinations. There are men,” he continues, “ who 
could neither be distressed nor won into a sacrifice of their duty, but 
this stern virtue is the growth of few soils, and in the main it will 
be found that a power over a man’s support is a power over his will. 
It isnot competent for Congress to weaken the fortitude of the Presi- 
dent by operating upon his necessities, nor corrupt his integrity by 
appealing to his avarice.” few 

ir, the same reasoning applies with equal force to the injurious 
effect on the independence of the judiciary, which a discretion to de- 
lay and refuse the salaries of the judges would occasion. But it will 
be contended that the political rider on the appropriation bill will not 
diminish the constitutional salaries of these officials. Sir, it will 
directly diminish such salaries. At best it postpones the payment. 
This deprives the President or the judge of the use and interest of 
his money, which is to diminish the salary. Itdoesmore. It violates 
that provision of the Constitution which declares that the salaries 
shall id at stated times. That is to say times which are to be 
fixed by law. To illustrate: the statutes now declare that the sal- 
ary of the President shall be paid monthly. This was the law when 
he was inaugurated, and cannot lawfully and rightfglly be changed 
so as to affect his salary during his term of office. In other words, 
he hasan undeniable, vested right to monthly payments, 

Now, sir, I ask what difference does it make to the rights of the 
President whether you postpone the payment of his salary until his 
term of office expires, or whether, because of a political rider on the 
appropriation bill about which you disagree, you do not vote the 
money to pay bis salary until his term of office expires. To him the 
effect is the same. He is deprived of his money. The Constitution 
which sought to vers to the Legislature any control over the emolu- 
ments of the Chief Magistrate during his term of office is disregarded 
and nullified; and, 5 upon your caprice for a support, to re- 
call the language of Hamilton, “you may reduce him by famine or 
tempt him by 1 to surrender his judgment to your inclina- 
tions.” Sir, is it safe? Is it wise? Is it patriotic? Is it indicative 
of anency and durability in our institutions when constitutional 
and fundamental distinctions are obliterated upon the merest pretext 
of the exigency of the moment, upon the most insufficient reason of 
party necessity ? 

Sir, gentlemen are fond of citing British precedents for the prac- 
tice of refusing the supplies as a legitimate parliamentary resort, I 
should be delighted to hear the distinguished parliamentarians who 
so earnestly and zealously contend for the rider on the appropriation 
bills point out the analogy between the refusal of the British Par- 
liament to vote a gratuity toa French sovereign to carry on one of 
his wars and the refusal of the American Congress to pay the men 
who have devoied the best years of their lives to the public service 
the compensation for their meritorious services. The cases are en- 
tirely dissimilar. When in British history, save in times of actnal 
revolution, did this “ parliamentary heroism” refuse to maintain every 
department of the government, from the chief-jnstice of the realm to 
the light-keeper on Eddystone Reef? The waves of party feeling 
have run as high in Great Britain as in America. They havo sub- 
merged the lives and the reputations of the most illustrious patriots. 
They have dashed with all the fury which the whirlwind of passion 
could impart against the granitic foundation of that unwritten con- 
stitution. But, sir, the government was maintained in all of its 
usual functions; and though the eloquence of Pitt and Fox had lashed 
the public mind into a frenzy of sympathy, though the death grapple 
of Brougham and Canning made the world hold its breath, the Brit- 
ish 3 were secure; they were confident; they did not question 
that their institutions would survive the struggle. 

Sir, children yet unborn will pronounce blessings upon the Forty- 
sixth Congress of these United States, if by your wisdom yon relieve 
the public mind from the possibility of apprehension that your insti- 
tutions may be destroyed, your Government paralyzed, your depart- 
ments disorganized, your armies disbanded, your fleets scattered like 
the Spanish armada, by withholding, from the excess of party spirit, 
the power to deprive this great Government of its usual, its legiti- 
mate, its necessary support. Sir, if gentlemen suppose that in this 

discussion of an abstract and yet a most practical question I have 
any allusion to the action of any party, they entirely mistake the 
scope of my remarks. I do not mean to say that any rider on any 
appropriation bill would have occasioned the consequences which I 
have depicted, but these are consequences which may ensue at any 


time, and this in itself is sufficient in i that the practice is to 
be deprecated, must be abandoned. Will it require any cular 
degree of fortitude or ny itr for gentlemen to support the reform 
which I advocate? I know that it will place it out of the power of 
the majority to repeal at present certain measures of 8 legis- 
lation which I most heartily desire should be blotted from the stat- 
ute-book, but the good to be attained is worthy of that sacrifice. 

Let us divorce ponera legislation from the appropriation bills. 
Let us enter up a decree of perpetual divoreement, and we will have 
given to the republican party, to the people, to history, and to the 
world a signal instance of what the Representatives of the American 
people are willing to do and to suffer in the cause of that free Gov- 
ernment which was conveyed to them in title deeds indented with 
the good swords of their revolutionary sires. Sir, when the Con- 
tinental Army, with unparalleled devotion to country and to lib- 
erty, had fought out the great battle of revolution which gave liberty 
to a continent and the hope of freedom to the world, in the hour of 
their final triumph insidious efforts were made to induce them to 
misuse the strength which had crowned their sacrificial straggles 
with victory, The poison worked rapidly, and the agitation of the 
troops was alarming. Washington, apprised of the designs of the mis- 
chievous advisers, appeared in a meeting of the general and field 
officers, and conj them to adhere to the line of moderate counsels 
and patriotic duty. 

By thus determining and thus acting— 

Said he— 
you will pursue the plain and direct road to the attainment of your wishes; you 
will defeat the insidious ier tag of your enemies, who are compelled to resort 
from ge force to secret artifice; you will give one more signal proof of unex- 
ampled patriotism and patient virtue, rising superior to the pressure of the most 
complicated sufferings, and you will, by the dignity of your conduct, afford occa- 
sion for posterity to say, when speaking of the glorious example you have exhibited 
to d, “had this day been wanting, the world had never seen the last stage 
of perfection to which human nature is capable of attaining.” 

Sir, under chan conditions this House may profit by the timely 
admonitions of Washington. The peace of the country, the regular 
discharge of all the fanctions of the Government, the confidence of 
our commercial and industrial interests, the quiet of the public mind, 
and above all, the supreme necessity of maintaining the 8 
are so far superior to the importance of any mere party victory that 
reason will not brook hesitation, and patriotism but obeys the die- 
tates of reason. : 

Sir, as no man can question the consistency of my opinions upon 
this subject, so no man should doubt the sincerity of my convictions 
or the patriotism of my motives, Sir, I reiterate that the political 
rider on the appropriation bill imports that the money to maintain 
this Government may be refused at any moment. Refuse the sup- 
plies, and your Government will be first palsiéd, then paralyzed; re- 
fuse the supplies, and the mariner, as he ef eee your shores, will 
look in vain for the welcome ray of the light-house to warn him from 
hidden dangers or to direct him to the secure harbor and the placid 
roadstead; refuse the supplies, and thousands of families of innocent 
women and children who depend for their support on the good faith 
of the Government will suffer from hunger and penury; refuse the 
supplies, and in the absence of the gallant defenders of our border 
the vile peons and fierce banditti of Mexico will sweep across the 
frontier, and devastation and robbery, rapine and murder will mark 
the places once the happy homes of your citizens. Leave the Indian 
frontier unprotected, give unrestrai license to the cruel tribes of 
merciless and revengeful savages, even now with difficulty restrained 
by the mailed hand of the Government, and picture, if you can, the 
shapes of terror and di ir which will sit for household gods upon 
the hearths of the people of your western borders. Refuse the su 
plies, and you shake the credit of the Government at home and abroad; 
you humiliate the American people; you shake the confidence of the 
world in the stability of our institutions; and instead of a secure, 
and peaceful, and prosperous country of refuge for the toiling sub- 
jects of despotism and victims of tyranny in the Old World, you will 
afford the spectacle of a decaying republic, a government torn by 
great and ambitious factions, and where power has usurped the pre- 
rogative of the law. 

ir, I do not arrogate to myself any love of country superior to those 
with whom I am associated. I am sure it is the proudest delight of 
the American citizen to dwell upon the marvelous future which it 
requires no prophetic eye to see is the inheritance of this great Union 
of States. There is but one danger ahead of us, and that is that we 
may be induced to take some departure from the Constitution. As 
long as we hold to this rock we are safe. There is no wave of popu- 
lar commotion strong enough to sweep us down. Let us hold to the 
Constitution; let us support the Government; then, esteeming coun- 
try superior to party; then on the plane of a common humanity, a 
common destiny, a common brotherhood, a common country, obliv- 
ious of the past, let us labor to protect the liberties, to increase the 
happiness of the Union, and to augment the prosperity of that goodly 
heritage with which Divine Providence has blessed the American 


ople. 
2 5 HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I shall try to continue this discus- 
sion in the good temper manifested by my friend from Georgia. 
speak now utterly without re to partisan views, and my argu- 
ment will be chiefly historical. 

Attention was called during the debates of the extra session last 
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summer to the existing rule of the British House of Lords which 
prevents “tacking,” as the phrase there is, to appropriation or 
£ supply » bills in the House of Commons, the express purpose of 
that rule being to protect the House of Lords in the exercise of its 
independent judgment. This question has not been without discus- 
sion and consideration in this country outside of this House, and 
long before either of the present political parties had in view any 
partisan purpose in connection with this question. I have collated 
references to the constitutions of all the States of the Union, and I 
will briefly refer to them. 

Alabama in her constitution of 1865 provided that “ each law shall 
embrace but one subject, which shall be described in the title.” The 
constitution adopted by the same State in 1875 contains this provision: 

Each law shall contain but one subject, which shall be clearly e in its 
title, except general appropriation bills, general revenue bills, and bills adopting 
a code, digest, or revision of statutes. 

The constitution of Arkansas adopted in 1868 provided that— 
1 act shall embrace more than ono subject, and that shall be embraced in its 


The constitution of the same State adopted in 1874 provides— 

‘The general appropriation bill shall embrace nothing e a separ for the 
ordinary expenses of the executive, legislative, and judi epurtments of the 
State. All other appropriations be made by separate bills, each embracing 
butone subject. 

The constitution of California adopted in 1849 (I have not the last 
one) declares— 

Every law enacted by the Legislature shall embrace but one object. 

Colorado in her constitution adopted in 1876 has provided— 

No bill, t eral priation bills, shall be passed containing but one 
subject, which a be clanciy expreasel in 15 title. * 

And any such act is mado void as to so much as is not expressed in 
its title. 

Theconstitution of Connecticut, which wasadopted in 1818, contains 
nothing on this subject. 

Delaware by constitution adopted in 1831 provides that— 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the house of representatives; 
* = * por shall any matter or clause whatever, not immediately relating to an 
necessary for raising revenue, be in any manner blended with or annexed to a bill 
for raising revenue. 

Several of the State constitutions contain provisions of this char- 
acter, which are equivalent to a prohibition of legislation on appro- 
priation bills, because in the olden time many of the States did not, 
as some do not now, pass annual appropriation bills, but had standing 
laws under which the annual expenditures were made. 

Florida in her Constitution of 1868 has declared— 

Each law enacted in the Legislature shall embrace but one subject, and matters 
properly connected therewith, which subject shall be briefly expressed in the title. 
The constitution of Georgia, adopted in 1865, contains the follow- 


ing: 

Nor shall any law or ordinance be which refers to more than one subject- 
matter, or contains matter different what is expressed in the title thereof. 

The constitution of the same State, adopted in 1868, contains the 
same provision. The constitution of Illinois, adopted in 1870, pro- 
vides : : 

No act hereafter passed shall embrace more than onesubject, and that expressed 


in the title. 

And an actis made void as to so much as is not expressed in the 
title, Indiana in her constitution of 1851 has declared : 

Every act shall embrace but one subject and matters rly connec! 
with, which subject shall 8 the title. N ore eee 

Any provision in violation of this is declared void. 

The constitution of Iowa, adopted in 1857, contains the same pro- 
vision as that I have just read from the constitution of Indiana. 
Kansas in her constitution of 1855 (and substantially in the consti- 
tutions of 1857, 1658, and 1859) provides: 

5 act shall contain but one subject, which shall be clearly expressed in its 
e. 


Kentucky, by her constitution of 1799, provides that revenue bills 
shall originate in the house, but the senate may amend, not intro- 
ducing new matter not relatirg to raising revenue. Her constitution 
adopted in 1850 contains a similar provision. 

A clause of the same kind is to be found in the constitutions of 
Louisiana, as adopted in 1812, 1845, 1852, and 1868. As to the last 
constitution of Louisiana I have no information. A similar provision 
is found in the constitution of Maine, adopted in 1820. 

Now I call the attention of members, and especially of my friends 
from cae e to the constitution of that State adopted in 1776—a 
very good year. The section on this subject is a very strong one, 
giving the reason why legislation should not be contained in “money 

ills ;” namely: 

That the senate may be at full and perfect liberty to exercise their judgment in 

laws, and tha house of del 


public welfare, &. 
The house of delegates is forbidden to blend with bills to raise or 
apply meer any matter not immediately relating thereto and nec- 
therefor. 
The constitution of the same State adopted in 1851 declares : 


Every law enacted by the Legislature shall embrace but one and that 
shall be described in the title. mpo, 


The constitutions of the same State adopted in 1864 and 1867 con- 
tain a similar provision. 

Massachusetts retains her old constitution of 1780, which contains 
nothing directly on this subject, except the provision that money 
bills shall originate in the house and the senate may amend such bills. 

The constitution of Michigan adopted in 1835 does not touch this 
subject; that of 1850 provides that: 

No law shall embrace more than one subject, which shall be expressed in the title. 

The constitution of Minnesota, adopted in 1857, and the constitu- 
tions of Mississippi, adopted in 1817, 1832, and 1868, contain no pro- 
scene on this subject. Missouri, in her constitution of 1865, has de- 
ee 7 ` 

No law enacted by the eral mbl; 
and that shall be e the tele ee oe eee 

It is prongs that 8 farther than this shall be void. And 
a constitutional provision of 1875 is to the same effect. 

Nebraska, by a constitutional provision adopted in 1866, and again 
in 1875, provided that— 

3 shall contain more than one subject, which shall be clearly expressed in 
0. 

? The constitution of Nevada, adopted in 1864, contains the follow- 

ing: 

Each law enacted by the Legislature shall embrace but one subject and matter 
properly connected therewith, which subject shall be briefly expressed in the title. 

New Hampshire, having no constitution of later date than 1792, 
has no provision on this subject. 

I come now to the constitution of New Jersey, adopted in 1844, 
before these contests had begun. Hear this provision ha the con- 
stitution of New Jersey: 

To avoid a cata influences which may result from intermixing in one and the 


same act such things as have no relation to each other, every law shall em- 
brace but one subject, and that be expressed in the title. 


I next read from the constitution of New York, adopted in 1846: 

No private or local bill which may be passed e Legislature 
more one subject, and that shall be Tee Ay the title. eae 

But although New York has no direct provision on this subject as 
to general legislation, her constitution allows the governor to veto 
one or more items in an appropriation bill, while approving other 
portions of the bill, thus enabling the executive to escape the com- 
pulsion of “tacking.” 85 

The constitution of North Carolina adopted in 1876 contains no 
provision on this subject. Ohio, in her constitution of 1851, has de- 
clared— 

19 shall contain more than one subject, which shall be clearly expressed in 
ie. 

Oregon, in her constitution of 1857, has provided— 

Every act shall embrace but one subject and matters properly connected there- 
with, which subject shall be expressed in the title. 
5 by constitutional provision adopted in 1873, has de- 

T — 

No law shall be passed e tby bill; and no bill shall be so altered or amended 
on its peewee through either House as to change its original purpose. 

No bill para eral appropriation bills shall be co 
one subject, w shall be clearly expressed in its title. 

And furthermore, the governor shall have “power to disapprove of 
any item or items of any bill making . of money mak- 
ing distinct items,” the items so disapproved to be subject to the lim- 
itations prescribed for other bills vetoed. 

Rhode Island, whose constitution was adopted in 1841, has no pro- 
vision on this subject. 

The constitutions adopted by South Carolina in 1865 and 1868 re- 
spectively contain the following: 

Every act or resolution having the force of law shall relate to but one subject, 
and that shall be expressed in the title. s 

The constitution of Tennessee adopted in 1870 provides— 

No bill shall become a law which embraces more than one subject, that subject 
to be embraced in the title. 

Texas, by constitutions adopted respectively in 1866, 1868, and 1876, 
gives the governor poet to veto separate items of appropriation bills 
while approving ot a and he is allowed twenty days after the ad- 
journment of the Legislature to decide upon approval or disapproval 
and make proclamation thereof. The constitution of 1876 pro- 
vides : 

No bill (except general appropriation bills which may embrace the various sub- 
jects and accounts for and on account of which moneysare appropriated) shall con- 

tain more than one subject, which shall be —— in its title, 

And so much as is not thus expressed is to be void. I consider the 
constitutional provisions of Texas and Pennsylvania the best on the 
subject to be found in the Union, and they completely protect the 
several brauches of their government from the tyranny of legislation 
in money bills. 

The constitution of Vermont, adopted in 1793, contains nothing on 
this subject. Virginia, in her constitutions of 1850, 1864, and 1870, 
respectively, has provided that— 

No law shall embrace more than one object, which shall be expressed in its title. 

The constitution of West Virginia, adopted in 1861-63, corresponds 
on this subject with that of old Virginia. The constitution of 1872 
declares that— 

No act hereafter passed shall embrace more than one object, and that shall be 
embraced in its title. 

Anything further is declared to be void. 
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Wisconsin, by her constitution of 1848, provides merely that pri- 
vate or local bills shall contain one subject. 

By this review it will be seen that the constitutions of twenty-five 
States imperatively forbid that bills shall embrace more than one 
subject. Some of them give emphatic reasons, such as republicans 
have urged here in debate. In some cases the provisions are minute 
and careful, and in some the governor is tted to veto items or 
parts of appropriation bills whi 5 the remainder. Five 
constitutions, ranging between 1779 and 1780 and 1831, assert the 


same principle and aim at the same effect 5 4 the initiative in 
revenue bills to the lower house and forbidding the upper house to 
add any foreigu matter. These may properly be included, so that we 


have thirty of the thirty-eight State constitutions, ranging in their 
years of birth from 1776 to 1876, under federal, democratic, whig, re- 
5 and other party auspices, North and South, East and West, 
fore, during, and since the rebellion, which give solemn and delib- 
erate judgment against that oppressive and revolutionary combina- 
tion of “money” or “supply” or “appropriation” bills with general 
legislation which the democratic party is seeking to maintain in the 
face of the wisest precedents in the history of modern parliamen 
government. ; 

a the hammer fell.] 

COX. Mr. Chairman, I perfectly with my friend from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] that we ought if possible to guard our 
sppiopnstion bills against these extraneous matters. I know that 
all at once, on the other side of the House, since they are in a minor- 
ity, there is an impulse to cut off all “riders” from appropriation 
bills. I applaud the diligence of the gentleman from Connecticut in 
making this collation of authorities. I made the same point at the 
extra session of this Congress, as will be found by reference to my 
spacen of April 17, 1879; but I made one important reservation. 

ile I would not encourage a loose construction of Rule 120, while 
I would not pile upon appropriation bills whole codes of legislation, 
I would nevertheless, under a fair ruling of the Speaker, use that 
rule for retrenchment. I would not, if I could help it, useit for other 
purposes except this: I would resort to “riders” for the 75 of 
repealing laws which had been enacted in the form of “riders.” This 
is what I said at the extra session—to repeal a mischievous law by 
legislation upon an appropriation bill is by no means a similar case 
with its enactment. I would use this power in a negative way to 
strike down vicious legislation. 

Rule 120 has served a noble p It enabled the Committee 
on . in the first session of the Forty- fourth Congress to 
cut down the estimates from 865,000, 465.77 to 840, 430, 172—a savin 
of $25,000,000. The House also under this rule made a reduction o 
nearly $26,000,000 upon the estimates, and a reduction of nearly 
$25,000,000 upon the appropriations of the year before. Thus at the 
lowest calculation we saved that Congress about $40,000,000 as claimed 
by the Speaker of this House and other gentlemen, basing their calcu- 
lation upon tabular statements. Even on the other side of the House 
it was confessed—notably by the present governor of Ohio, Mr. Fos- 
ter—that by this rule we had saved in our legislation during the Forty- 
fourth Congress $21,000,000 per annum. 

Why did not gentlemen on the other side commence their saving 
after the war? Ten years after the war they had the opportunity 
had they followed democratic precedent to havesaved over$200,000,000, 
and yet the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] talks about airing 
the democratic . He says the country is all the better when 
it is aired. Why, Mr. Chairman, if airing the extravagance of the 
republican side of the House does it any harm we will keep on anng 
it. The people like economy. If we could have saved over $200,000, 
under this rule, let us stand by the rule, giving it a proper interpreta- 
tion. If the gentleman wants to go re the people with such an 
exhibit, let him go. 

He says with the hilarity which becomes such prophecies, when we 
go to the people we will be beaten. Ido not know about that. I 
never crow until I am over or out of the woods. It would not be wise 
for the gentleman to talk about what will be the future. One thing 
is sure, however, and that is that out of the black mud of radical 
abomination there did arise economy, there did arise the lily of democ- 
racy. [Applause.] 

Mr. SPEER. I will withdraw my amendment for the present and 
yield to the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. LOWE. I offer the following amendment as a proviso to the 
third paragraph, and ask that it be reported to-the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: i 
sone however, That no provision or amendment of a partisan character shall 

er. 

Mr. LOWE. The rule, Mr. Chairman, under consideration, is fair 
on its face; it retrenches expenditures and favors economy. But, sir, 
the power it confers on the committee “to change existing law” is 
of a doubtful, if not dangerous character. It was used during the 
extra session, may I not say abused, to intrude politics into the appro- 
priation bills; and to needlessly alarm and agitate the country. We 
all remember, indeed, sir, we can never forget, what a gust of passion 
arose in the House and swept over the nation. I am sure that none 
of us are willing to invite a recurrence of such scenes. I thought 
then as I think now—reflection confirms my opinion—that political 
riders on bills essential to the Government are unwise in practice, 
revolutionary in tendency, and contrary to the spirit and genius of 


the Constitution. They call in question the veto power, and attack 
the executive department. The President’s right to veto a bill is, 
of course, as absolute as the iy of Congress to passit. Itis an 
express grant of power. But Congress denies, in effect, this right 
when we force the Executive to exercise it with peril to his conscience 
or to his administration; when we place him in a dilemma, with the 
alternative to yield his political convictions or to stop the Govern- 
ment. In other words, sir, we virtually deny his right to veto. 

The departments, Mr. Chairman, are co-ordinate. branches of the 
Government, and under the o ic law each is, of course, absolutely 
independent of the others. This,“ in the lan guage of Mr. Calhoun, 
is the beautiful and profound system established by the Constitu- 
tion.” I speak, sir, as a democrat—a federalist. The whole current 
of authority sustains me, The preservation of the rights of the 
States, which are bnt the reserve powers of the people, has always 
been a cardinal doctrine of the democratic party. But not more 
so—not older in point of time, nor more sanctioned by reason and 
authority—than the doctrine of the limitations of the departments; 
the om of each from the others and the restriction of all to their 
exact duties under the Constitution. Indeed, sir, the rights of the 
States and the autonomy of the departments are connected as inter- 
dependent, constitutional questions. Under that system, fairly en- 
forced, I am not afraid of the power of the Executive. Aside from 
prer considerations, impeachment is an all-sufficient check upon 


m. 
If danger shall threaten our institutions, it will not develop itself, 

I think, in that Department. The great Carolinian to whom I have 
already referred, in his luminous and exhaustive argument in favor 
of the veto power, enl: upon its ‘‘conservative character” and 
“salutary, restraining influence ;” upon its tendency to “soften sec- 
tional feeling and party spirit,” and to bring out “a more full and 
rfect res from the voice of the people.” Indeed, sir, Mr. Cal- 
oun did not distrust, but rather sought to maneni the veto power. 
And this is true also of Mr. Jefferson. Although} ons and distrust- 
ful of all government, he had but little apprehension from “the one- 
man power” inthis country. He feared at first the Federal judiciary, 
“the sappers and miners of the Constitution;” but subsequently, 
later in life, he expressed the gravest fears from “the turbulence and 
aggressions of the legislative department.” This also was Mr. Madi- 
son’s opinion, and shared to a large extent by Mr. Hamilton, J udge 
Marshall, and the earlier writers on our Government; and I may add 
that this is also the recent view of the venerable and illustrious author 


of “The War Between the States.” I regret, sir, that my own humble 


observation and limited experience leads me to the same conclusion, 

danger ever assails our institutions from within the system, I 
fear it is more likely to come, and more dangerous when it does come, 
not from the veto, but from an oli in Congress led svay by 
party passion and inflamed with the lust of 2 power. We hold 
the discretionary authority, necessarily indefinite, to enforce express 
grants by “appropriate legislation.” Nothing is more liable to per- 
version and abuse. And moreover, sir, we must consider that almost 
every encroachment by Co tends to facilitate and opon the way 
to aggressions from the other departments; increasing, for instance, 
the patro of the Executive and enlarging the jurisdiction of the 
courts. I think, therefore, in view of these and other considerations, 
that the veto power imposed by the Constitution as a check on Con- 
gress is a wise and wholesome restraint. It should be preserved in 
all its constitutional vigor. The Executive himself is more liable to 
lose than to gain by its exercise; more likely, in the nature of things, 
to relingnish than to acquire power. = 

Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand a valuable relic, preserved in the 
Lib of the House, an original copy of the confederate constitu- 
tion. This document—the wisdom of the South after eighty years’ 
experience in the old Government—is a strong and pertinent au- 
thority to the point under present discussion. It enlarges the veto. 
power. It gives the President the right to “ approve any appropria- 
tion and to disapprove any other appropriation in the same bill.” It 
embodies in an express provision the canon cf parliamentary law we 
now seek to enforce. This certainly is good democratic authority, or 
used to be, for one side of this House; and must also commend itself 
to the republicans here as an advanced position of hostility to“ co- 
ercing the Executive,” or to “starving the Government.” It obviates, 
in the outset, every possibility of conflict between the two depart- 
ments. The House, moreover, has not forgotten that President Grant 
in his annual message in 1873 advised an amendment to the Federal 
Constitution very similar to the provision I have quoted from that of 
the confederacy. Itseems that having captured that constitution in 
war he was wise enough to utilize it in peace. 

Indeed, sir, his language and purpose seem to go as far if not far- 
ther in the line of executive power than was contemplated by the 
South. He recommends that the President be authorized to “ap- 
prove so much of any measure of Congress as his judgment might 
dictate, without approving the whole;” not appropriations alone, 
but “any measure of Congress.” And why not? It would allow the 
Executive, by his own veto, without the need of this rule, to protect 
himself and party, and would to that extent be an additional check 
upon 8 ‘ 

This, Mr. Chairman, has, of late years, been the general drift of 
public sentiment throughout the country. Identical provisions, or 
provisions very much to the same effect, may be found in all the 
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recently revised State constitutions—in those of Ala 


bama, Arkansas, 
Illinois, Texas, Georgia, Louisiana, wet bow Missouri, Nebraska, 
Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Virginia, and West Virginia; and also in 
the legislative enactments and parliamentary rules of a majority of 
the States. They are all designed, sir, and wisely designed, to pre- 
serve the executive from us tions by the Legislature. 

It may be remembered, sir, that during the extra session I moved 
to strike the rider from the Army appropriation bill, because I thought 
then, as I think now, that it was an encroachment by . dp upon 
the Executive. I sought in vain to save the House and country 
from the evil results that have since accrued in the defeat of the 
democratic party and the triumph of the united North over the solid 
South on sectional and sentimental issues. I-never doubted the hon- 
est but rather small economies of this rule. I never questioned the 
thrifty motives of the majority. I think I fully appreciated their 

ition. In fact, sir, we were very well on measures, but 
Riffered as to means. I opposed the so-called “army at the polls”— 
an imaginary, fictitious evil—and also “ political oaths” and “ parti- 
san juries;” but neither then nor now, sir, would I seek to enforce 
my opposition by doubtful and absurdly inadequate methods, 

ho be candid, sir, we all know that the extra session was, at bot- 
tom, a party fight for power—a struggle for position in 1880 between 
a Congress of one party and an Executive of the other. The issues 
have passed away as if they had never been, coming and going at 
the instance of a few men in this House, But it may be well, in the 
calmness of this moment, to inquire what interest the people, the 
country at large, had in that struggle. If I am not prey mistaken 
they had this interest, from first to last, whether of one side or the 
-other, to keep each department within the prescribed limits of the 
Constitution and laws. The mere contest for party power seems over, 
but, sir, that paramount and abiding interest remains. That is the 
only concern f feel in the result of this debate and in the final action 
of the House. 

Mr. Chairman, it is objected that my proviso gives whoever may be 
Speaker the right to judge what constitutes a “ partisan amendment.” 
I am aware of the apparent force of this objection. The power to 
decide is discretionary, and therefore indefinite; but I am reluctant 
to believe that any one chosen to the high position of Speaker would 
basely stultify himself before the House and the conntry. It will, of 
course, be a matter of personal judgment and conscience. But in the 
light of this contemporaneous debate, no honest mind could well doubt 
as to what is meant by an “amendment of a partisan character.” But 
if by possibility any doubt should arise, we would not be remediless ; 
we would have a remedy in an appeal to the House. And that rem- 
edy, under the circumstances, would be absolute and conclusive ; for 
if the members voting on the appeal should actually divide on the 
lines of party, that fact of itself would ascertain the truth, vindicate 
the minority, and sustain the subsequent veto of the Executive. 

But, sir, I am not wedded to my own proposition, I would gladly 
abandon it for something better. I should prefer to retain the eco- 
nomic features of the rule with my amendment as a proviso against 

erversion and abuse. But, if necessary to enforce the general views 
Thave expressed, I will vote for the amendment of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CLYMER, ] or for the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, [Mr. SPEER, ] and act outright with those who 
oppose all general legislation on these bills. I believe a majority of 
the committee desire to settle this vexed question now, as far as the 
rules can settle it. An amendment to the Constitution such as that 
adopted by the confederacy, or as that recommended by President 
Grant, would no doubt be the most efficient remedy ; but in the ab- 
sence of such provision I favor the next best thing that can be done 
by the House. I trust both sides will come to some agreement to 
KERR the vicious and dangerous practices which of late years, 
under both ies, haye grown out of this rule, and to return to the 
normal and legitimate methods of legislation. 

Mr. MCLANE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment and 
support the original rule. I am very much struck with the fact that 
all the opposition to this rule, although it develops the charge of par- 
tisanship against those who advocate it, I am struck by the fact—I 
say, that the whole spirit of the oe to the rule is a partisan 
spirit, The rule itself is the rule of this House under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, andit might with perfect propriety allow 
all legislation on appropriation bills, so far as the Senate is concerned, 
and so far as the Executive is concerned. The Senate now do permit 
legislation on appropriation bills and nobody has ever contended that 
the rules of the two bodies ought to be uniform; or that we had any 
right to complain that the Senate permitted original legislation on 
appropriation bills, provided we of the House enjoyed our right to 
originate the title. This right to originate is our only constitutional 
tight; that once settled, each House is left to its own discretion asto 
how it shall regulate itself in the details of legislation. 

The truth is that all that can be said against the rule is against 
the administration of the rule. It is the abuse of the rule and not 
the rule itself; and gentlemen who now oppose the rule have through- 
out the whole history cf this country, so far as its political organiza- 
tion is concerned, set the example of excessive abuse of the rule. 
The gentlemen on the other side of the House have for twenty years 
given the very construction to the rule which they now oppose. It 
is the abuse of the rule, and the abuse of the rule as deve oped b 
the republican party for the last twenty years, to which all criticism 


and reproach and all opposition should be directed. By the rule it is 
intended to have a sure rule for conservative legislation. The rule 
itself confines legislation to the objects authorized by law. It is, 
therefore, in its essence exactly what gentlemen on that side of the 
House say it ought to be. In so far as it has been extended beyond 
objects authorized by law, it confers a power to reduce expenditures 
authorized by law. There is nothing in the rule which justifies new 
legislation or increased expenditure. The gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. SPEER,] who was interrupted in his speech, had 8 it 
Just enough to make the point that this rule admits of riders to ap- 
propriation bills. It admits of no such thing. It is the abuse of the 
rule through which you reach riders; and those who encourage the 
gentleman from Georgia in his opposition are those who have most 
abused it and yet declaim against it. The rule itself confines legis- 
lation to objects authorized P fadal and then confers upon this House 
the right to reduce all expenditures already authorized by law. 

That the rule has bèen abused is an open secret; and Isay, with- 
out fear of contradiction, that the abuse of this rule since it was 
made a rule has been all the time, until the Forty-fourth Congress, 
under the control of the other side of the House. We have had no 
LETE to abuse it, and there is no necessity for any democrat to 
feel himself embarrassed by an allegation that he has abused this 
rule. The democratic y bave not had 
twenty years nearly prior to the Forty-fourth Co When the 
latter part of this rule was adopted they obtained power in that Con- 
gress, when this rale was modified and used to retrench expenditures. 

In so far as it has been loosely construed by the democratic House, 
we have but followed the acknowledged established precedent of 
gentlemen on the other side of this House when the whole Govern- 
ment was controlled by the republican party. And it seems to me 
out of all reason that gentlemen should place their opposition upon 
an allegation so totally unfounded in fact as that which is alleged 
that these “riders” to appropriation bills are part of the policy of 
the democratic pariy, t will be well to adhere to the original rule, 
as modified in the Forty-fourth Congress, and to the policy of re- 
trenchment and reform then inaugurated. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SPEER. I move as a substitute for the amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Lower] the following: 

After the word “order,” next to the last line, insert the words: but it shall be 
in order to strike out any sum of money in an appropriation bill and insert a leas 
sum.” 

Mr. SPEER took the floor and concluded his speech. [ See page 854. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chai n, my colleague [Mr. SPEER ] unfortu- 
nately confines himself to a single illustration of the use of this rule, 
and bases his entire nt on that single condition of facts. The 
question is whether there shall be any change of this rule, and whether 
or not you shall legislate on an appropriation bill at all. That is the 
question. Gentlemen may attempt to devise language with great in- 
genuity, but when they come to put it into practice it will be found 
at lastit is but the simple question whether we can legislate on ap- 
propriation bills. 

My colleague suggests in his amendment we may legislate to reduce 
the amount. Suppose that be adopted, and you provide for reduc- 
tion on appropriation bills of the compensation of eee re- 
ducing the amount appropriated for their salaries? Suppose you 
reduce the amount to be paid to railroad companies? Suppose you 
provide for reduction in any branch of the public service? Now, will 
any gentleman undertake to say that this Government is not bound 
by the amount of compensation which the law prescribes, and not 
the amount voted in the appropriation bill? The resulf of such a 
course, in seo not for achange of the law, but simply as my 
coll © proposes for reducing the amount appropriated would cre- 
ate cole a deficiency of appropriation which would have to be sup- 
plied afterward. The party whose compensation was reduced would 
come here and say, Your law prescribes I shallhave a certain sa 
for the discharge of the duties of the office which I hold, and you 
have not in the appropriation bill provided enough to pay that sal- 
ary.” That is the attitude in which we would be placed by the adop- 
tion of the amendment of my colleague; and if we should reduce the 
appropriations without changing the law, we should be constantly 
asked to pay claims for the ce of the amount due under the law. 

Gentlemen on the other side suggest we should provide there should 
be no partisan legislation allowed on i healer mea bills. What is 
partisan legislation? Has it any technical signification? How do we 
understand there is, a party issue upon any proposition? That is to 
be developed hereafter when it is brought betore the House for action. 
Differences cannot occur until the question has been presented. 

Gentlemen may resort to all the ingenuity of which they are capa- 
ble, and yet they come back at last to whether or not we shall legis- 
late on appropriation bills, Let us see what we find there. My 
colleague from Georgia has supposed a case full of dire disaster as he 
thinks. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] said the extra ses- 
sion, brought about by the unwisdom of the democratic party, was 
the result of just such legislation. Now, if the country condemns our 
action what better conservative force does he want. So far as my col- 
league’s fears are concerned, I undertake to say the time will never 
come when this Government will perish by the failure to pass appro- 
priation bills. No gentleman here believes it. 

My colleague gave an instance from the post-office service. Let 
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me state to him that postmasters of this country, some of them, under 
an honest administration of the law, were getting salaries of $200. 
By a dishonest construction of that law, and by a false return and 
fraudulent sale of postage-stamps, those salaries were in some in- 
stances ron up to three or four thousand dollars instead of what the 
law prescribed. There had been no legislation on it. When we came 
to consider the wants of the Government service we inserted legis- 
lation which saved on that item alone from eight hundred to nine 
hundred thousand dollars. And soin reference to railroads. In the 
Forty-fourth Congress we saved over a million of dollars in compensa- 
tion to railroads. In the Forty-fifth Congress we saved still further by 
reducing the pay of railroads for transportation of mails to the extent 
of a half million of dollars by legislation, under this rule, on appro- 
priation bills. Such items have been running for years and years 
through the appropriation bills, and I undertake to say that there has 
not been less than $100,000,000 saved to the people of this country by 
this kind of legislation. I hope this House, therefore, will not deny 
to itself the power that every 5 of Representatives 
has since the foundation of the Government. For one, Iam 
willing to trust the representatives of the people. 
Here the hammer fell. 

r. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I move that the committee rise for 
the purpose of obtaining an order from the House to close debate 
upon this clause. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let us take a vote now. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. If the committee will agree to vote 
now I will withdraw my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 8 from Texas [Mr. MILLS] is on 
the floor. After he has spoken the Chair will decide that further de- 
bate will not be in order. 

Mr. HOOKER. Can the Chair decide that until an order is given 
by the House to close debate ? 

e CHAIRMAN. The Chair can decide that there cannot be fur- 
ther debate until a vote has been taken upon some one of the amend- 


ments. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I withdraw the motion that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. MILLS. I shall vote most cheerfully for the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. SPEER.] I voted in the Forty- 
fourth Congress, when the party on this side of the House came first 
into power, for the amendment to the rule which it is now sought to 
repeal. I have seen some beneficial results from that rule, and I have 
seen some e results from it. I will not now stop to draw a 
comparison between the good and the bad and sum up the balance 
of accounts. If it has been a good amendment to the rule, I think it 
has served out the period of its usefulness, and en to be repealed. 

I have two or three strong objections to that rule. Under the de- 
cisions of the Chair anything that is at all akin to the question before 
the House on an appropriation bill, if it reduces expenditure one 
farthing, is legitimate to be offered as an amendment. Now, I do not 
object to the power or privilege which this rule gives to the House 
of reducing an appropriation, for that is granted in the amendment 
of the gentleman from ia. But the part of the rule that I 
think is injurious to good legislation is that which authorizes the 
bringing in of every possible subject and placing it upon appropria- 
tion bills. It gives the Committee on Appropriations fall sweep over 
the whole laws of the United States. It breaks down every barrier. 
It authorizes that committee to dictate every issue that is presented 
to the people of the United States. It matters not, sir, what may be 
the public opinion of the United States on any question; it is the 
party leaders of this House who have the 8 before the House 
the appropriation bills, aud if they desire to thwart that public 
opinion, they have but to array their party upon this floor upon tlie 

uestion they may choose to make the issue and sound the bugle, and 
then the party is irrevocably committed to it. 

Gentlemen k of the great victories of retrenchment under this 
rule, but they fail to tell us where taxation upon the pope has been 
reduced, and that is the very soul of retrenchment. I ask gentlemen 
to tell me where a farthing of taxation has been reduced under the 
influence of this rale. The people have been complaining of an un- 
just system of taxation ever since we have had control of this Gov- 
ernment; and our party, when it went into the canvass in 1876, 
arraigned a system of collecting the customs revenue as one that 
took from the pockets of the laboring people of this country five dol- 
lars for every one that it carried into the But gentlemen 
committed to that doctrine cannot point to one single solitary bill 
1 8 to reduce that taxation which has been brought before the 

ouse with any hope of obtaining its passage. 

It has been found that upon this single question of retrenchment 
of expenditures we have a united party, and hence it becomes neces- 
sary to save this one plank upon which a united party may stand. 
At the same time, the section from which I come is to be paraded be- 
fore the people of the United States every time an appropriation bill 
is presented to this Honse, and blows must be dealt upon the heads 
of the people of that section in connection with the various measures 
proposed upon ap riation bills. If victory results from this, it is 
not for their benefit; but if defeat come, every friend withdraws from 
them, and all the blows fall solitary and alone upon their heads, 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOOKER rose. 


Mr. HAYES. I desire to make a privileged motion. If we are not 
to get a vote at this time, I move that the committee rise for the pur- 
pose of obtaining an order from the House to close debate. 

Mr. HOOKER. Can the gentleman make that motion while I am 
on the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN, Hecannot while the gentleman from Mississippi 
is on the floor. 

ee Is not debate exhausted on the pending amend- 
men 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been exhausted u 
ment offered by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. LOWE, ] and also 
upon the substitute proposed by the gentleman from Geo: (Mr. 
SPEER.] But the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] has been 
recognized to move to strike ont the last word of the substitute. 
Upon that amendment there may be two speeches, one in support of 
the amendment and one in reply. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Is not that an amendment in the third degree ? 

Mr. HOOKER. It is not, according to the construction of the rule 
that has governed the committee heretofore. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi moves to amend 
the substitute—treating thesubstitute asan independent proposition. 
His amendment, therefore, is not an amendment in the third degree. 
The gentleman from Mississippi is entitled to the floor and will pro- 


Mr. HOOKER. In answer to what has fallen from the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. SPEER] in support of the substitute he has offered, 
and in answer to what has fallen from my friend from Texas, let me 
say that I think the committee had better possess itself of the rule 
which has been reported to the House and ascertain in what respect 
the substitute proposes tochange it. I will not weary the committee 
by reading it. But I will state that the rule as now reported was 

opted on the motion of a gentleman from Indiana who stood upon 
this floor as probably one of the soundest and most practical legislat- 
ors that ever served the country on either side of this House—I allude 
to Mr. Holman, of Indiana. He was the author of this amendment 
as it now stands in the rules as they now are, and as it stands in the 
rules now reported by this committee. The object and purpose of it 
was to restrict the abuse which had been made by the republican part 
of the power to place riders upon appropriation bills; and this amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Holman and ingrafted upon the rules of the 
House in the Forty-fourth Congress, and now reported by the Com- 
mittee on Rules, requires three conditions before there can be a change 
of Jaw upon appropriation bills. 

There must be three things: primarily there must be a proposition 
to change existing law; next, the subject-matter must be germane 
to the bill under consideration; and, thirdly, it must look to the re- 
duction of expenditures. Therefore under the rule as it now exists, 
and under the rule as reported by the Committee on Rules, so far 
from the power of the Appropriations Committee being enlarged by 
the amendment to the rules offered by Mr. Holman, it was restricted 
and cut down and limited and restrained. That amendment had not 
for its function or its purpose the enlargement of the power of the 
Committee on Appropriations. It limited the power from what it 
had been when the republican party had control, when the power 
existed of offering any and every proposition by way of amendment. 
It limited it to the extent that it required the proposition to be ger- 
mane to the subject-matter of the bill and to limit expenditures. To 
that extent only could any proposition be attached to an appropria- 
tion bill changing existing law. 

But I am 1 to a change of the rule for a higher consideration 
than that. It has sometimes been asserted that the power of the 
House of Representatives as established by our Constitution was not 
analogous to the power of the English House of Commons over the 
subject of granting money. I deny that that is a true construction 
of the power of this Honse under the Constitution of this country. 
I would be sorry to vote for any measure or any proposition which 
should look to the stripping of this House of the right and the power 
to say that which, under the Constitution, this department of the 
Government alone can say: when and how and where and under 
what circumstances money shall be taken from the public Treasury. 
Any proposition which looks to a reduction of the power of this 
House, to arestraining of the power of the House, to a limiting of the 
power of the House over the question of granting the public money, 
ought neyer to be adopted by the House whatever party may be in 
power. 

I oppose this amendment and favor the rule as it now stands, be- 
cause that rule does give to the House the power to say that existing 
law may be changed by an amendment offered to an appropriation 
bill, if that amendment be germane to the subject-matter of the bill 
and tends also to the reduction of expenditures. 

This House, under the Constitution aud the laws, alone has the 
power to originate money bills. It is said by gentlemen arguing this 
question that this House would have the right to put a veto on the 
action of the Senate and a veto on the Executive. Sir, I admit that 
is so; and I say with the author quoted by a gentleman on the other 
side, the great Calhoun, when interpreting this question, that this 
exercise of the veto power by the one House over the other, and by 
the Executive over both, only serves to strike another chord in the 
popular voice, and to bring it out in more full and perfect harmony. 

Here the hammer fell. J 


n the amend- 
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Mr. WHITTHORNE. I will detain the committee but a moment 
or two only. I am in favor of the proposed modification of this 
rule. I believe it is demanded by the present interests of the 3 
and much more by its future interests. Let us, for a moment, loo 
at this question without g it as a partisan question. hat 
is the object of all rules? It is to secure the in nt and prompt 
dispatch of the public business to be brought before a legislative 

y. What is the necessity for committees of the House 7 It Is to 
so divide the labors of that body that its work may be brought in 
before the House in an intelligent shape, as the result of the labors of 
those committees. 

Now, if all the business of the House is to be subject to and con- 
trolled by one committee, what necessity is there for giring that 
work among the several committees? If the Committee on Appro- 
priations is to determine the character of the legislation to be pre- 
sented to this House, then why organize committees upon any other 
subject than that of appropriations? 

It is said that this ees a iN if adopted, will deny to the repre- 
sentatives of the people the right to withhold ise ey adon, Task, 
is it necessary to have a rider on an appro riation bill in order to get 
me to withhold my assent from it 7 If the y is used to oppress the 

ple of the United States, is it necessary that I should affix a po- 

itical or legislative rider to the Army appropriation bill? Sir, it is 
my duty under the Constitution, if I believe the appropriations for 
the maintenance of the Army are being used illegally, tyrannically, 
and corruptly, to refuse to vote for the regular Army appropriation 
bill when it is offered to me for my assent or dissent. A rider on 
such a bill, therefore, is not ne 2 

A word or two now as to this question of riders upon appropriation 
bills. The experience of every State Legislature is that corruptions 
of the grossest and basest character mako their way into the legisla- 
tion of the 7 7011 through the means of appropriation bills and om- 
nibus bills. It is by means of riders that omnibus bills are created, 
and it is by omnibus bills that more than half of the Legislatures of 
the States of this country have been corrupted. 

In the interest of my country and in the interest of my party, I beg 
gentlemen to look far into the future, and consider if, when you give 
to the Appropriations Committee the power to put legislative riders 
upon appropriation bills, considering the immense growth of indi- 
vidual and corporate interests of this country, it will be long before 
the corporations of the country through your Appropriations Com- 
mittee will control and direct the legislative bodies of this country 
into a ruinous course which will eventually change the character of 
our institutions. 

Let us stand by the old traditions of the legislative fathers of our 
country. Let us stand by the experience of our State Legislatures 
in the different States, where constitutions have been amended so as 
to prevent riders on appropriation bills and to prevent omnibus bills. 
Sir, let us give each of our legislative bodies and their committees 
their proper functions. 

[Here the hammer 2 ; 

The question being taken on the pro forma amendment of Mr. 


9 not to. 
Mr. G LD. an amendment to the substitute of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, I offer the following: 


But it shall be in order to strike out any sum of money appropriated in a bill 
and insert a less sum. 


I offer this to test the sense of the Committee of the Whole. I offer 
it, I trust, ya no ato interest in e eee He good of 7 5 House, 
the good of my party, not as a minority, but the good of my party 
if it should be in the majority—the good, as I believe, of any party 
whether in the minority or in the ority ; for, in my view, it is the 
interest of every party that we should up, so far as we can, the 
fountain of the bitter waters of strife, and put ourselves in the line 
of plain, fair, business work, while at the same time we protect the 
Committee on Appropriations against the assaults which it is liable to 
receive from all quarters unless some such protection is given to it. 
I ask a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. Would 
not the effect of his amendment be just this: if the salary, for in- 
stance, of a cabinet officer should be reduced on an appropriation 
bill, without any Cange of the existing law, would there not simply 
be a deficiency as to the balance of salary for which we would be 
bound afterward to appropriate ? 


Mr. GARFIELD. a majority of the House and the Senate re- 
duced the appropriation for in any appropriation bill, the same 
majority could 


go to work and in a — law make that change 
eee by izing in the form of independent legislation what 
e judgment o ir ces had declared in an appropriation bill. 
My own belief is that the officers of this Government ought to be 
safe for more than twelve months against sudden and unexpected 
assaults upon their salaries by means of the annual appropriation 
bills. To change the salaries of abus officers, there ou ht to be re- 
quired a little more notice than the simple, accidental change of an 
appropriation in one of the annual appropriation bills. 
conclusion, I will simply say that this amendment saves what 
the Speaker of this House has said was the main object of the present 
rule, the reduction of expenditures. Everything else is excluded. It 
enables us to reduce expenses, but it does not enable us to make the 
Appropriations Committee the Moab, the wash-pot of the country, 


in which all the linen of the House is to be tumbled. To prevent 
this is the object of my amendment, and I believe that if adopted it 
will execute itself. 

Mr. TUCKER. As I understand the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio, it will authorize in any appropriation bill the insertion 
of a less sum than the amount authorized by law—— 

Mr. GARFIELD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TUCKER. But will it authorize the striking out of the whole 


sum? 
Mr. GARFIELD. In striking out you may put in anything you 
please. You can strike out $5,000, for instance, and insert zero. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MCMAHON, Mr. Chairman, I had thought that the whole ob- 
ject of referring an appropriation bill to the Committee of the Whole 
‘Honse was to enable that committee to increase or diminish the 
amount of appropriations. It seems to me, therefore, a very novel 
proposition that we shall confer upon the Committee of the Whole 
the right to diminish the amounts proposed to be appropriated. I 
understand that the act of appropriation lies in the breast of the 
Committee of the Whole or of the House; that how much shall be 
appropriated is always an open question, and does not involve any 
question of legislation. I understand very well that if in an annual 
appropriation bill we appropriate, for example, $3,500 as salary for 
an officer who under the law is entitled to $5,600, unless we expressly 
say “this appropriation shall be in full for for the coming fiscal 
year,” a de ret § is created, and a claim inst the Government 
might be enforced in the Court of Claims. A more insidious proposi- 
tion in the interest of the office-holders of this country was never 
presented in the House of Representatives than the proposition now 


pending. 

And ee to my young friend from Georgia [ Mr. SPEER] that when 
he starts a new proposition here in the legislation of this House, it 
ought to make him e in his boots when he finds the whole repub- 
lican party ready to stand sponsor in this new baptism. [Laughter. 

Mr. SPEER. I may be young, but I trust I am of the number o 
those whose follies cease with their youth. Mangni and applause. ] 

Mr. McMAHON. A very good answer, Mr. Chairman; but the 
trouble is that the whole of the party on the other side of the House 
applaud the gentleman’s present position; and I say that when the 
republicans of this House unanimously support a proposition offered 
by a democrat, that man ought to consider, “ What have I done to 
draw down upon me the unanimous applause of the other side of 
this House?” [Laughter.] \ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as a member of the 3 Committee 
I want to disavow all desire for the right on the part of that commit- 
tee to put one word of legislation upon an appropriation bill. But I 
do want to reserve to the ae representatives in the Committee 
of the Whole House the right to retrench the expenditures of this 
Government upon a proper occasion. I do not care that the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations shall have the power to report one particle of 
general legislation to this House. Ido not want that power. I do. 
not want to be abused for such legislation. I think the Committee 
on Appropriations has been misled into putting into bills general 
legislation. But when a democrat comes before this House and says 
to this Committee of the Whole House, this representative body I see 
before me here, we shall have no right when we are legislating and 
passing appropriation bills to say, when we want to, that we shall re- 
trench expenditures, to say that, sir, is for the democratic party to 
furl at once the flag of retrenchment and reform. It is giving up all 
we have claimed before the people. It is giving up the stan we 
raised when we went before the people. And when my young friend 
considers that view of it, let me say to him, he himself gives up the 
cause of the party in the next presidential fight. If we strike it out 
we confess to the people of this country we cannot make the fight in 
the interest of economy any more. 

Now, I want to say to that side of the House their unanimity on a 
question like this surprises me. I can only accept it as one of those late 
confessions which always comes to the republican party when it is 
out of power. When it was in power it was one of the worst which 
ever had control of this Government. [Laughter on the republican 
side of the House.] I hope this will not come out of my time. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to a point of order. s 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Ohio 
whether in applying the party 1 he is acting as a member of the 
Committee on 8 or as a member of the democratic party, 
or both? When he is exercising the party lash on that side of the 
House let me suggest that he has no right to whip us on this side. 

Mr. MCMAHON. There comes the old appeal—the party lash! the 
Appropriations Committee! I think the lash must have struck the 
gentleman himself, as he is the first one to cry out. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ANDERSON. Not much. 

Mr. MCMAHON. My honored friend from the State of Ohio, when 
a member of the Committee on red ee boar never stopped at put- 
ting any political legislation on any appropriation bill. Now we have 
contracted and narrowed the rule. e say any legislation that goes 
on an appropriation bill must be germane to the subject under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman will allow me 

Mr. MCMAHON. Inonemoment. Secondly, that it shall retrench 
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nditures. Is not that a good rule? Do you want, gentlemen on the 
other side of the House, to go to the country and say that is not a good 
rule? [Cries of “Yes!” “Yes!” onthe republican side of the House.] 
All Fok then, put yourself upon the record ; but I say to gentlemen 
on 


s side of the House, it is not our record and should not be. It 
is our pride that such is not our record. We know it is your record. 
We know when you had possession of the Government you spent 
every dollar you could spend, and you will spend it again when you 
get 8 of this House. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. GARFIELD] to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. SPEER. ] ‘ : 

Mr. TUCKER. I ask the u. red from Ohio to modify his 
amendment as I have suggest 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have no objection to saying “or” instead of 
* and.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can modify his amendment as 


he pleases. 

Nr. TUCKER. That involves striking out or reducing. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I will modify my amendment in that way. 

Mr. TUCKER. Then it will be in order to strike out any sum of 
money appropriated in a bill or to insert a less sum. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I wish to state the effect of this. 
There is a law upon the statute-book directing the appropriation of 
so much money for a particular subject. You propose in the amend- 
ment just read to allow it to be reduced in the appropriation bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. . 7 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Which is in conflict with the law. 
Now, if you do that, you sbould go a step further and give the power 
to legislate on that appropriation bill to change existing law to the 
extent of that reduction. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Ido. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) You place the House by your 
amendment in the attitude of refusing to appropriate as much money 
as the law authorizes. Then we will have claims for the balance 
which the law prescribes over the amount pi a cra 

Mr. BURROWS. I make the point of order that debate is ex- 
hausted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

The question recurred on Mr. GARFIELD’s amendment to the amend- 


ment. 
Mr. GARFIELD demanded tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GARFIELD and Mr. BLACKBURN were 


peg oes 
he House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 121, noes 121. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I vote “ no.” 

The CHAIRMAN. On this question the tellers report 121 in the 
affirmative and 122 in the negative. The amendment is rejected. 
[Applause on the democratic side.] 

Mr. GARFIELD. Now, we will try the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 


A MEMBER. Oh, no; there are several others yet to come. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, 
eee the passage of the following; in which concurrence was 

uested : 

oncurrent resolution to print 10,000 additional copies of Bulletin 
No. 3 of the United States entomological commission, for the use of 
the Senate and House of Representatives, on the cotton-worm ; and 

A bill (S. No. 762) for the relief of the administrator of Josiah H. 
Pillsbury. 

REVISION OF THE RULES. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Is not the House now brought to a direct vote upon the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia, the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio having been voted down ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
having been rejected, it is now in order to offer further amendments. 

Mr. SKELL. I desire to offer an amendment, and my amend- 
ment to this substitute is the third clause of this rule as amended by 
the words I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the substitute so as to read, after the word us“ in the sixth line, shall 
receive a two-thirds vote of the House or Committee of the Whole and." 

Mr. HASKELL. Now, the operation of this amendment if adopted 
will be simply this: It leaves the operation of the rule as it is, giv- 
ing full power to this House to change existing law in appropriation 
bills if the amendments are germane and if they tend to retrench ex- 
penditures, but it provides that that amendment must be first sub- 
mitted to the House or the committee and a two-thirds vote secured 
for its Then it can be attached to the appropriation bill. 

This leaves it to the power of the House to control extravagant ex- 
penditures. It leaves it to the power of the House in a exi- 
gency to change the existing law on an 1 bill and simply 
coe the entire absence of anything like political legislation from 
the fact that a political amendment could not receive the necessary 


two-thirds vote. It may be suggested here that we have the motion 
to suspend the rules, but you cannot do that; for you cannot get the 
floor to make the motion to suspend the rules for your amendment, 
however much you may want it if it changes existing law. 

Under the operation of this amendment the power of this House 
is retained, and it simply compels the proposed “rider” or amend- 
ment to pass the — of two-thirds of the House or of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. it does that, it is a just and wise bill. If 
it does that, it is no coercion of the Executive to sign it, because it 
has been indicated by the vote here that there is a sufficient power 
in the House to constitutionally override the President’s objection. 
That simple amendment disposes of your political riders, and leaves 
the majority of the House to pass a really economical subject by sim- 
ple, wise legislative methods. 

I believe if our friends on the other side will adopt this they will 
find themselves curtailed in no wise economy, but the only result of 
it will be to remove porsial legislation from appropriation bills. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the amendment will be voted down. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. ¢ 

Mr. WARNER. I desire to offer as an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Except that it shall be in order to reduce expenditures provided for by oxis! 
laws ani acveced by the tall, pnd to hat end only fo chance tha law, zi tiog 

Mr. GARFIELD. Change one word and I think we can harmonize, 
Change the word “expenditures” to “ amounts of money.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, no! 

Mr. STEVENSON and others. Let the amendment be again read. 

A Mr. A Do not have it as a means to take in all legisla- 
tion upon it. 

The amendment to the amendment was again read. 

Mr. REED. That is worse and more of it. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The amendment had better be read 
in connection with the other portions of the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the third clause as it 
would read if amended by the adoption of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. WARNER. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

3. No appropriation shall be in any appropriation bill, or be in 
order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized by 
law, unless in continuation of approp: for such public works and objects as 
are already in p Nor ll any provision in any such bill or amendment 
thereto changing existing law be in except that it shall be in order to reduce 
— 5 provided for by existing law and covered by the bill, and to that end 

y to change the law. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If the gentleman from Ohio wishes to speak on 
his amendment I desire to say a word in reply. If he does not desire 
to speak, I wish now to make a remark. 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to say but a few words. I cannot myself, 

Mr. Chairman, consent to any measure which will deprive this House 
of its control over appropriations. It has cost the people of the 
Anglo-Saxon race too much to secure to themselves that control, and 
I for one shall never give a vote knowingly to take away or abridge 
that right. On the other hand, I concede that to make use of a threat 
to withhold appropriations from legitimate objects for the purpose 
of coercing the Senate or a co-ordinate branch of the Government to 
give assent to a particular measure is inconsistent with our theory of 
i oan and wholly unjustifiable. [Applause on the republican 
side. 
It J a bad precedent set by the republican party, and ought not to 
be followed. The people of this country do not derive their powers 
nor their rights nor their liberties from king or president. They are 
themselves the source of power, and it is in my opinion belittling 
that power, if not a virtual surrender of this great primary principle 
of government, to talk about compelling from a President “a redress 
of grievances.” The redress of grievances, as well as the correction 
of all wrongs, lies with the people themselves, 

My object in offering this amendment, therefore, is to save to this 
House, save to the representatives of the people where that power 
belongs, absolute control over the question of taxation and the appro- 
priation of money. That is a power that should be carefully pre- 
served to this House to use at any and all times as it may deem best. 
But at the same time, while we are adopting rules, I would prevent 
the incorporation of general legislation on appropriation bills. The 
Appropriations Committee is not charged with the duty of originat- 
ing and bringing before the House legislative measures. Its duty is 
to look to appropriations. 

The amendment I pro gives to this committee the right apd 
makes it in order in the House to propose to reduce in appropriation 
bills expenditures required under existing law, and to that extent to 
change the law, but to go no further than that in the direction of 
legislation. I think that is asit should be. The amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. SPEER] permits the reduction 
of expenditures, but not a change in the law. That would leave 
open the question of a deficiency. This amendment removes all doubt 
and makes clear, I think, the extent to which legislation can be in- 
grafted on ap ae bills. Ihope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. GARFIELD rose. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. ] 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 12, 


Mr. REAGAN. I thought I had obtained the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is a member of the 
Committee on Rules, and in accordance with the practice heretofore 
has been 20 1 by the Chair. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I am very sure no gentleman here on either side 
of the House would be willing to deceive any of his associates by a 
form of words or to do anything in the nature of coming it over 
another by a trick of speech. t I am sure nobody wants to do. 

The only objection that was raised, as I understood, by the Speaker 
to the amendment that I offered was that it only allowed the reduc- 
tion of amounts; but it might be it left a deficiency; that it did not 
change the law as to the reduced amounts. In so far that statement 
of the case was right. And here as I understand it we are offered an 
amendment with the intent just to cover that case, Now I am will- 
ing to vote for an amendment that covers just that case, namely to 
say that it shall be in order to reduce the amounts of money required 
by law and to that extent to change existing law. If this amendment 
does that I will vote for it; but my friend has got in the word “ex- 
pendifures” instead of “amounts of money” as I think it should be. 

Mr. WARNER. Are not amounts of money to be expended expend- 
itures ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Yes; but an expenditure is not always an amount 
of money. The gentleman proposes the words— 

7 Except that it shall be in order to reduce expenditures provided for by existing 

W. 


Now I will offer a bill to abolish the present courts of the United 
States and establish a new judicial system and in that I will provide 
that the new courts shall cost $10 less than the old. Have I not intro- 
duced a bill that will reduce the judicial expenditures ? 

Mr. WARNER. I will accept the gentleman’s suggestion and make 
it “amounts of expenditure.” 

Mr. GARFIELD. “Amounts of money” isthe proper phrase. Let 
the gentleman and let the House say it shall be in order to change 
existing law so far as to reduce the actual amounts of money. 

Mr. WARNER. I will accept that amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If the gentleman will strike out the word “ex- 

nditures” and insert “amounts of money provided for by existing 

aw,” then I will vote for his amendment. 

Mr. WARNER. I will accept that amendment. 

Mr. SPEER. I will accept the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. WARNER] in lieu of my amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I rise to offer an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. SPEER. I withdraw my acceptance of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. Since the gentleman from Georgia withdraws 
his acceptance of the amendment no further amendment is in order. 
The question is upon the adoption of the amendment proposed b 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. WARNER,] as modified, as a substi- 
tute for the amendment prope by the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. SPEER] to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Lowe. ] 

The Clerk will read the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
as now modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “except” and insert: 

That it shall be in order to reduce the amounts of money provided for by exist- 
ing law and covered by the bill, and to that end only to change the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been ook seni that the word “extent” 
be inserted instead of the word “end. 

Mr. WARNER. Who makes that suggestion? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been made by several gentlemen. 

5 8 ee I see no objection to that. Let the Clerk make 
that change. b 

Mr. B R. I would like to hear the amendment as it now stands. 

The amendment, as modified, was in read. 

Mr. WARNER. Iask consent to add the words “on an appropri- 
ation bill.” > 

Mr. ROBESON. I would like the gentleman to insert two or three 
words, so that it will read “to change the effect of existing law.” 

Mr. WARNER. I would like to know of eee if changing 
a law is not changing its effect? [Cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] as modified. 

Mr. WARNER. I ask for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection tellers will be ordered. 

There was no objection ; and the Chair appointed Mr. BLACKBURN 
and Mr. WARNER to act as tellers. 

The committee divided ; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 124, noes 79. i 

So the substitute moved by Mr. WARNER for the amendment moved 
by Mr. SPEER was adopted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I give notice that I shall call for the yeas and 
nays in the House. 

e CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment as amended. 


e gen- 


Mr. WARNER. My amendment has been agreed to? 
The CHAIRMAN. The 3 amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. WARNER been agreed to. 


Mr. ROBESON. But that amendment has not yet been adopted as 
a rg of the rules. 


BLACKBURN. I move that the committee now rise. 


The motion was agreed to upon a division—ayes 114, noes 34. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. CARLISLE reported that, pursuant to the order of the House, the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the proposed revision of the rules reported from the 


Committee on Rules and had come to no resolution 
Mr. BLACKBURN. 
The motion was 

five minutes p. m.) 


ereon. 
I move that the House now adjourn. 
to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
o House adjourned, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as fol OWS, Viz: 

By Mr. ANDERSON : The petition of ex-soldiers and sailors of the 
United States, residents of Doniphan County, Kansas, for the p 0 
of a law giving to them the amount of the difference between the 
value of gold and greenbacks at the time of their payment—to the 


The ee 


Committee on Mili Affairs. 
By Mr. ARMFIELD: The ene of citizens of Winston, North 
Carolina, for the erection of a Federal court-house in that city—to the 


Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BARBER: The petition of John Harris, Thomas D. Whit- 
more, and others, of Lake County, Illinois, for revision of the patent 
laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Nathaniel Vose and others, of Lake County, 
Illinois, for just transportation laws—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: The petition of 240 soldiers, of York 
County, Pennsylvania, against the poe of Bentley's sixty-district 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of citizens of Scott County, 
Kentucky, relative to rates of transportation, &c.—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of citizens of Henry County, Kentucky, and of 
other citizens of Kentucky, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petitions of M. M. Sloss, W. F. White- 
sides, and others, and of E. B. Head and J. D. Stuart and others, citi- 
zens of Kentucky, for legislation regulating charges for freight and 
per on railroads—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COX: The 3 of district superintendents of the Life- 
Saving Service, that their salaries may be increased and made to com- 
pare with the salaries of supervising inspectors of steamboats and 
others whose duties and responsibilities are of less magnitude and of 
far less importance—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Memorial of Charles F. Pensel & Co. and other 
firms of Little Rock, Arkansas, for the enactment of a law prohibit- 
ing interstate traffic in adulterated merchandise—to the Committee 
on Manufactures. 

By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: The petition of William Alvord, presi- 
dent of the Bank of California, for the repeal of the law which im- 
ponse a tax on bank deposits—to the Committee on Banking and 

urrency. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of wholesale grocers of Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, against the adulteration of food and for legislation to 
prevent it—to the Committee on Manufactures. 

By Mr. EWING : The petition of ex-soldiers of Ohio, for the passage 
of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, three petitions of citizens of Ohio, for the revision of the 
patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, four petitions of citizens of Ohio, for legislation regulating 
interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of the Portland and Ogdensburgh 
Rai Company, of Maine, for a reduction of the duty on steel 
rails—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr.GEDDES: The petition of Edward Burson, George A. Irwin, 
and others, of Knox County, Ohio, for the amendment of the patent 
laws so as to make the manufacturer or vendor only responsible for 
infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of Esli J. Lazier, Jacob Miller, and others, citi- 
zens of Holmes County, Ohio, for laws to alleviate the oppressions of 
transportation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce 
of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Edward Burson, George A. Irwin, and others, 
of Knox County, Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HILL: The petitions of Charles Bourn and others, of James 
M. Hough and 100 others, and of Stephen Eldredge and 100 others, 
citizens of Fulton County, Ohio, for the passage of a law regulating 
freights on railroads—to the same committee. 

„the petitions of James M. Hough and 100 others, of G. P. 
Campbell and others, of Henry Eldridge and others, citizens of Ful- 
ton 8 Ohio, for a change in the patent laws - to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. HOSTETLER: The petition of John Calvert, for pay for 
expenses incurred and for the care of his son William P. Calvert, who 
became insane while a United States soldier—to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. - 

By Mr. JONES: The petition of I. N. Sawyer and others, of Gal- 
veston, Texas, for the abolition of compulsory pilotage—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KEIFER: The petition of Horace N. Taylor and 73 others, 
soldiers of the late war, of New Carlisle and vicinity, Clark County, 
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Ohio, for the of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee 
on Military irs. 

Also, the petitions of W. H. Glatfelter and 43 others, and of E, J. 
Williamson and 28 5 of Greene County, Ohio, for the 
enactment of laws for alleviation of oppressions imposed by 
transportation monopolies that control interstate commerce—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of E. J. Williamson and 36 others, of W. H. 
Glatfelter and 41 others, citizens of Greene County, Ohio, for an amend- 
ment of the patent laws so as to make the manufacturer and vendor 
of patented articles alone responsible for infringements, and to pro- 
tect from penalty any person manufacturing for his own use any pre- 
viously patented article, if he is not cognizant of the existence of 
letters-patent which he may have infringed—to the Committee on 
Patents, 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: The petitions of C. Gierhart and 22 others, of 
Auglaize County, Ohio, and of L. T. Lewis and 30 others, of Mercer 
County, Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of C. Gierhart and 22 others, of Auglaize County, 
Ohio, and of L. T. Lewis and 30 others, of Mercer County, Ohio, for 
relief against transportation monopolies—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. EDWARD L, MARTIN: The petitions of G. W. Morsey and 
others, and of W. L. Blanchard and others, citizens of the State of 
Delaware, for legislation regulating interstate commerce—to the same 
committee, À 

By Mr. McCOID: The petition of Arabella Coddington, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGOWAN: The petition of F. H. Fisher, C. E. Swain, and 
104 others, citizens of Branch County, Michigan, for a law to regulate 
freights and unjust discriminations by transportation companies— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of F. H. Fisher, C. E. Swain, and 104 others, of 
Brauch County, Michigan, that the patent laws aay be so amended 
that the mannfacturer or vendor alone shall be held responsible for 
infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MCKENZIE: The peste of citizens of McLean County, 
Kentucky, for the passage of such laws as will prevent fluctuations 
in freights and unjust discriminations in transportation charges—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MILLER: The petition of George E. Herrick and others, 
for a change in the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of J. R. Halcomb and 33 others, 
citizens of York, Medina County, Ohio, for the passage of an act reg- 
ulating railway transportation between the States—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. MULLER: The petition of Sarah Parish, for arrears of pen- 
sion as the widow of a soldier of the war of 1312—to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. POE The petition of John S. Dunbar and 56 others, 
citizens of Rice County, Minnesota, for the p: of a law to pro- 
5 innocent purchasers of patented articles to the Committee on 

atents. 

Also, the petition of Simon Taylor and 56 others, citizens of Rice 
County, Minnesota, for the passage of a law to regulate interstate 
commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STARIN: The petitions of 35 citizens and of 8 citizens and 
ex-soldiers of Montgomery 3 New York, for the passage of the 
equalization bounty bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, In.: The petition of W. G. Collier, to be 
refunded certain moneys impropeniy collected from him by United 
States revenue officials—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Madison County, Kentucky, for the 
improvement of Kentucky River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

80, the petition of Nathaniel Warford, for back pay as a soldier 
of the late war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of L. C. Kendall and 20 others, citi- 
zens of Windsor County, Vermont, for the enactment of laws regu- 
lating interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JONATHAN T. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of William 
Bundy and others, citizens of Belmont County, Ohio, against railroad 
monopolies—to the same committee. 


By Mr. WAIT: The petition of Sidney Chappell and others, citizens 
of Connecticut, for a change in the existing pilot laws—to the same 
committee. 


By Mr. WELLS: A paper relating to the pension claim of John 
Tobin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of E. A. Jordan and 34 others, of 
Lenawee County, Michigan, for legislation for relief against trans- 
portation companies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of E. A. Jordan and 34 others, citizens of Lenawee 
County, Michigan, for legislation for the relief of innocent purchasers 
and users of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GHT: The petitions of Louis A. Reese and 30 others, 
citizens of Ladore, Kansas; of T. M. Blakely and 29 others, citi- 
zens of Omaha, Nebraska; and of Philip ONeill and 42 others, citi- 
zens of Luzerne County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the bill 
(H. R. No. 269) known as the Wright supplement to the homestead 
act—to the Committee on Public Lands, 

By Mr. CASEY YOUNG: The petition of Francis Quyano, of New 


York, on the subject of yellow fever—to the Committee on the Origi 
reer and Prevention of Epidemic Diseases in the Uni 
8. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 13, 1880. 


The Honse met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterđay was read and approved. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY. I am directed by the Committee on Appropriations, , 
to whom was referred the bill of the House (H. R. No. 3015) makin 
appropriations for the caper’ of the Military Academy for the 

ear ending June 30, 1881, and for other purposes, together with the 

nate amendments thereto, to report the same back to the House 

with a recommendation that the amendments of the Senate be not 
concurred in. 

The question was taken; and the amendments of the Senate were 
not concurred in, 

Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. ; 


INDIAN DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. WELLS. I am directed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to report back with a favorable recommendation the Bill (H. R. No. 
4432) making additional appropriations for tho support of certain 
Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1880, and torecommend that 
the same be considered at this time. It is important that the bill 
should be passed at an early day. It is a very short bill, and I ask 
that it be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the following sums be, and they are hereby, appropriated, 


out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 8 for the purpose of 
paying the urgently 3 additional e of certain Indian tribes, namely: 
or care and support of the Pawnee ans, in the Indian Territory, $15,000; 


For care and support of the Shoshone Indians, in Wyoming Territory, $15,000 ; 

For subsistence and civilization of the Ara , Cheyennes, Apaches, Kiowas, 
Comanches, and Wichitas who have been ted upon the reservation set apart 
for their nse and occupation, $80,000 ; 

For subsistence and civilization of Nez Percés of Joseph's Band, in the Indian 


Territory, $10,000 ; 

For 9 at rates not exceeding regular commercial rates, telegraphing, 
in jon, and all other expenses connected with contracts and purchases for the 
In service, $15,000. 

Nore.—Total amount recommended by this bill, $135,000, 

The question was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

Mr. PRICE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
WELLS] whether the appropriation recommended for the Arapahoes, 
Cheyennes, and other Indians has anything to do with the annuities 
which are due those tribes? 

Mr. WELLS. Not at all. It is an appropriation to supply them 
with provisions. 

13 N Does this bill come from the Committee on Indian 
‘airs 

The SPEAKER. It comes from the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WELLS. I will state to the House that the seemingly large 
shir ota of $80,000 for the Arapahoes, Cheyennes, Apaches, and 
other Indians is necessary for this reason: We have advices from the 
agent of those Indians, but two days ago, that there was not meat 
enough to last beyond the Ist of next month; that at that time the 
supply of beef would give out, and that the pesto f of flour, meal, and 
cotfee would run out by the 15th of next month. This amount of 
880,000 is required to supply these Indians until the Ist day of July 
next. There are ninety-seven hundred of these Indians. The de- 
ficiency in the supplies has been caused by the drought in that section 
of the country cutting off their crops during the past year. 

In regard to the other deficiencies reported in this bill, they are 
made necessary by the same reason, from the drought in the country, 
and the Indians not being able to sustain themselves in any way. 
have a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, as well as 
one from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, which I will ask to 
have read by the Clerk as they will explain these matters more clearly 
than I can do. 

Mr. PRICE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. WELLS. Certainly. 

Mr. PRICE. I wish to know whether these d i are a 
part of the annuities due to the Cheyennes and Arapahoes ? 

Mr. WELLS. I think there are no annuities due them; they are 
not treaty Indians, 

Mr. PRICE. I know that there are annuities due the Cheyennes 
and Arapahoes. What I want to know is whether this appropriation 
is a part of those annuities? 

Mr. WELLS. This appropriation is to supply these Indians with 
beef, flour, meal, &c. 

Mr. PRICE. Not to be considered a — of their annuities, 

Mr. WELLS. Not to supply them with clothing, &c. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would inquire of my colleague on the committee 


‘gary on account of the poor crops on the reservation where 
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(Mr. WELLS] whether it is not true that this appropriation 3 
dians are located ? 

Mr. WELLS. I have just stated that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And the fear is that unless this appropriation be 
made and supplies furnished these Indians they will go off their res- 
ervation 

Mr. WELLS. The fear of the Department is that if this appropria- 
tion is not made at once the Indians will go off their reservation and 
go on the war-path and doa great deal of harm. I ask that the com- 
munications be read which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: à 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

Washi: December 10, 1879. 
Sm: A report from the Commissioner of Indian presenting for the con- 
sideration and action of Congress an estimate for deficiency Sppropr ation to pro- 
vide for the support and subsistence of certain bands and tribes of Indians therein 
named, this day transmitted to the Speaker House of 5 
and as con- 


ing of the necessities of the case, copies of She togat of the Commissioner, dated 
the 4th instant, together with the inclosures therein, are herewith inclosed 
for the information of your committee. 

Very ly, your obedient servant, 


Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, December 4, 1879. 


Sm: I have the honor to invite your attention to the folli facts regardin 
the necessity for additional funds to support certain la acing the — 
of the current fiscal year : 8 

Early in the present fiscal year it became evident that the supplies purchased for 
the Cheyenne and oe, and Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita agencies would 
become exhausted before the 1st of July next, and as the quantities contracted for 
were limited by the amount of funds at the disposal of the office, orders were issued 
to the agents in charge of the agencies named to reduce the issue bf rations to their 
Indians to such an extent as would insure a limited supply to the end of the fiscal 


ear. 
= In reply to these orders the agent at the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita agen 
reported that he would endeavor to comply with the directions of the office an: 
make the supply of beef last as by Sa possible. Agent Miles, of the Che 0 
and Arapahoe agency, under date of September 15th, tel hed that the“ Issues 
have only been made to meet unquestionable demands. which I believe had the 
sanction of the Department. The full authorized ration or its equivalent in beef 
is actually ome? G Have carefully investigated the present condition of Indians 
and the probable t that would result from os such an order at this time 
and am satisfied that it would drive many of the In from the ney and 
reservation in search of game, and unquestionably bring them into trouble on the 
border. To comply with the order reduce the beef ration below two pounds 
gross, which will not sustain life. Crops a failure, and we cannot find labor for 
many.” 


On the 19th September Agent Miles wrote to the office, stating that he had care- 
fully in ted the real condition of the Indians by visiting their camps, and 
was fully shed that no reduction in the beef ration could with propriety or 
safety be made; that to reduce the ration as directed would bring the issue below 
two pounds gross, which would not prevent hunger and suffering; that in former 
years the Indians were successfulin hunting, and the meat thus obtained furnished 
them with subsistence while away from the agency, and the collection of robes 
enabled them to supplement rations to a considerable extent while at the agency, 
but at presentno elano could be placed in hunting; that the early spring opened 
hopeful for Indian farmers, but the extremely dry weather bad cut the crops 
as to afford but little relief, &c. He fı er states that the Indians had 

tion in search of food, but at the same time they 

if the ration was reduced. Little 
Chief informed him that if the ration was cut down, the Government would be 
the first to break promises made to him and bis party, which would relieve him 


C. SCHURZ, Secretary. 


from any which he and his 8 have made. 
Under these circumstances I felt e experiment of reducing the ration re- 
ferred to would be a dangerous one, although compelled by the equate amount 


of funds at the Any 33 the genet limit the — . order to xe a 
sum appropria y Congress for the support of these Indians, an erefore de- 
cided to await instructions from yom knowing that you were to meet the said 
agents at Muscogee on or about Ist of October, and feeling sure that they 
would consult you in regard to the matter. As anticipated, on September 30 
I received your telegram to the effect that “the reduction of rations at Cheyenne 
and Arapahoe and the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita agencies seems, from all I 
hear, Ae (ern anhaa ehay pen the present time. I suggest as the best policy 
to issue full rations, and then depend u; Congress for supplying deficiency on 
account of failure of crops throughout the Indian Territory. In consequence of 
the universal drought, I request to this your particular attention.” In compliance 
with these instructions the agents were immediately notified that the re- 
ducing the rations were suspended until further directions. 

The supplies already contracted for, and for the payment of which only suffi- 
cient funds are at the disposal of the office. will last until about the Toth of March 
next, thus leaving about three and one-half months of the fiscal year for which 
there is no provision to support the Indians in question, who number aboutninety- 
seven hun ns. To supply these persons with sufficient beef, and pro 
ably additional hour, for the period named will require an appropriation of $30,000. 

Additional funds for the support of the Shoshones and — in Wyoming 
are also needed. The same reasons which governed the action of the office in the 
case of the Cheyennes and Arapahoes and the 3 Kiowas, Comanches, and 
Wichitas existed in the case of the Shoshones and Bannocks, 

At abont the time of the reduction of the ration for the first-named Indians 
Agent Patten, of the Shoshone agency, was directed to reduce the issue to his In- 
dians, but subsequently he was authorized to resume the issue of full rations. In 
this case it will require at least $15,000 to supply the needs of the last-named In- 
sore seropcistion of OUD ta reacted to DEAS care Tic and 

appro on of $15, to pro care and support the 
Panra ee in the Indian Territory up to the ist of July next. Owing to the 
extreme drought in the Indian Territory the crops of these Indians were almost 
entirely destroyed, and, as a consequence, the demand for rations has been such as 
to necessitate the issue of greatly increased quantities of supplies. 

For the same reasons $10,000 is required to support the Nez Percés of Joseph's 
Band during the remainder of the current fiscal year. Besides, these Indians have 
only recently been located upon their new reservation, and the expenditures on 
their behalf in providing them with implements, seed, houses, agency buildings, 


fully 
Ai favorable 


enormous profits on on the frontier, the only additional expense 
attending which is the cost of purchase, inspection, &c. 
The fund provided by Congress for this p is entirely inadequate, and an 
additional sum of $15,000 therefor will be wired during the current fiscal year. 
In accordance with the foregoing, I have the honor to inclose herewith an esti- 
mate of appropriation required for the purposes herein named, as follows: 


— Arapahoes, Cheyennes, Apaches, Kiowas, Comanches, and Wich- 


5 «+= $£0,000 
For the Shoshones and Bannocks 
For the Pawnees.........--...----.- 
For the Nez Percés, (Joseph's Band) 
For telegraphing and purchase of Indian supplies. 


also extract copy of telegram from yourself 
uest 


E. A. HAYT, Commissioner. 


Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I reserve all points of order on this 
bill until I hear the reasons for its being consi now. 
_The SPEAKER. The House has been considering the bill for some 


time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know what are the points that the 
gentleman reserves. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair presumes that the point of order the 
gentleman would desire to reserve, and which would have been good 
if made in time, is that the bill makes an appropriation and should 
receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. That is the very point of order I 
desire to make. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman ought to have made it some time 


ago. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I was not in the House when the 
bill was first presented. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman cannot on that account ask the 
House to go back, 
ou SPEAKER. The point of order would have been good if made 

time. 

Mr. WELLS. I move the previous question. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will yield for 
a question. I observe that the bill reported by the gentleman con- 
tains an appropriation of $10,000 for the civilization of the Nez Percé 
tribe of Indians. Now, it so chanced that I accompanied a joint com- 
mittee of the Senate and House who in 1578 made a visit to that tribe. 
We found there had been great mortality among them in co uence 
of their removal from the northern region of country, in which they 
had been raised and to which they had been accustomed, to the In- 
dian Territory; and they were then e great complaint in con- 
sequence of their removal and the mortality which had followed. 
The same 5 wes true of the Modoc tribe who occupied a portion 
of the Indian Territory contiguous to the Nez Pereés. I think that 
this bill ought to provide for the removal of both the Nez Pereés and 
the Modocs from the Indian Territory, if they desire it, to the region 
of country in which they were raised and to which they are habitu- 
ated, where'the Government now controls portions of the public 
domain which can at this time be assigned to these Indians, but which 
at a later date it will probably be impossible for the Government to 
utilize in this way, as the ana may at any time be taken up as other 
lands of the Government are. I think that so far from Serene to 
coerce thesettlement of these Indians our true policy should be to allow 
them to remain in that region of country to which they have been 
habituated and to which they are so anxious to return. 

Mr. WELLS. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that the $10,000 appropri- 
ated by this bill for the Joseph band is forthe purpose of supporting 
them for the remainder of this fiscal year. Their crops the last year 
have been a total failure, and without this appropriation they will 
suffer for want of food. A portion of this appropriation will be used 
for completing the quarters which have been erected for them to live 
in. As to the removal of this band, I think that matter should be 
left to future legislation. I now ask the previous question. 

The previous question was secon 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the bill be again read. 

The Clerk read the bill again. 2 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire to know whether the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. WELLS] will not consent that this bill shall go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, in order that such amendments as gentlemen 


may desire may be offered. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been demanded, and 
the House has seconded the demand. The question is, Shall the main 
question be now put? 


Mr. WELLS. I will state to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 


HOOKER] that it is very important this bill should pass at an early 
day. The advice we have from the Indian agents is that the supply 
of beef for these Indians will ran out this month, and unless provis- 
ion of this kind be made for them they will soon be on the war-path. 
This ap ge should have been passed some time ago. 

6 This bill takes us somewhat by surprise; and before 


Mr. ES. 
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action is had on it we ought to know how these deficiencies have | of Mrs. Martha Bridges, of Bartow County, Georgia; which was read 


arisen. 

Mr. WELLS. Not only is the beef of these Indians exhausted, but 
according to our information their meal and flour will soon be en- 
tirely gone. 

Mf. SCALES. I think the House should fully understand the rea- 


sons for the of a bill of this kind. 

Mr. WELLS. Communications from the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs haye been read, detailing the 
necessity for the prompt Passage of this bill. 

Mr. TOWNS: , of Illinois. Has the committee ascertained 
whether the reasons set forth in those communications are sound ? 

Mr. WELLS. Les, sir. The Committee on Appropriations are fully 
satisfied on this subject, which they have had before them since De- 
cember last. 

The main question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pas ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 


The latter motion was agreed to, 
ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


The SPEAKER. At the request of Mr. Davis, of Illinoi 
asks consent that Mr. Sylvester Artley, State senator of 
allowed the privilege of the floor for to-day. 4 

Mr. DUNNELL. I object. We have carried this thing to such a 
jengil that the Speaker has been compelled to call attention to the 


eens ee Mr. DuNNELL withdrew his objection, and Mr. Artley, 
by unanimous consent, was allowed the privilege of the floor. 

The SPEAKER. At the request of Mr. Persons the Chair asks by 
unanimous consent that the privilege of the floor for to-day be ac- 
corded to Colonel Avery, of Georgia. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

PORT HURON AND NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 210) to authorize the Secretary of War to sell or lease to 
the Port Huron and Northwestern Railway 3 a portion of the 
Fort Gratiot military reserve, and to authorize the city of Port Huron 
to grant to said railway company the right of way through Pine 
Grove Park; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


8. R. AND R. M. LOWERY INDUSTRIAL ACADEMY. 


Mr. BREWER, by unanimous consent, (and by request,) introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 4435) for the endowment of the S. R. and R. M. Lowery 
Indus Academy, in the State of Alabama, and to accept a dona- 
tion of buildings and lands in aid of the same, and for other : 
which was a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 


Mr. FRYE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canal, reported the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

That the of the Navy be requ if not incom: le with 
8 W aae t this House Vith eee piri — dence 
tou an interoveanio canal now in the possession of his Department and not 
hitherto publishsd. 


INTERNATIONAL SHEEP AND WOOL SHOW. 


Mr. COVERT. Iam directed by the Committee on Agriculture to 
a sid back a bill (H. R. No. 3982) to authorize and direct the Com- 

ssioner of Agriculture to attend, in person or by deputy, the inter- 
national sheep and wool show to be held in the Centennial buildin 
Fairmount Park, ferret ley September, A. D. 1880, and to make 
full and complete report of the same, and for other purposes, with 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The bill and amendments will be read, when the 
Chair will ask for objection. 

The bill and amendments were read. 

Mr. BEALE. I call for the re; order of business. 

The SPEAKER. That is in the nature of an objection, and the 
report cannot be received. 

. KELLEY. I hope the gentleman from Virginia will not insist 


upon his ve 
Mr. CO . Mr. Chairman, this bill makes absolutely no appro- 
riation. It puny rovides for the Government recognition of the 
t international exhibition of this character ever held in this coun- 
wi It does not ask for a dollar of money. 
. BEALE. I insist upon my objection. 


MORNING HOUR. 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour now begins at twenty minutes 


to one o’clock, and the call of committees for reports of bills of a pri- 
8 nature, this being Friday, rests with the Committee on War 


the Chair 
inois, be 


MRS, MARTHA BRIDGES. 
Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 399, a bill (H. R. No. 4434) for the relief 


X—55 


a first and second time. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BRAGG. Lask for the consideration of this bill at this time. 

Mr. DUNWELL. That is subject toa point of order, as it makes 
an appropriation, and it had better go to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRAGG. If the House will give me permission for just one 
moment, I think the point of order will be withdrawn. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Objection has been made, and it should go to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
EAVES Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. BRAGG also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
adversely the following cases; which were laid upon the table, and 
the meray om g reports ordered to be printed: 

Petition of Hi . Love; 

A bill . R. No. 1633) for the relief of Walter D. Plowden; 

A bill (H. R. No. 491) for the relief of George F. Brott; 

The petition of J. W. obras and Robert M. Montgomery; and 
The petition of Joseph H. do: 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Mr. BRAGG also, from the same committee, moved that that com- 
mittee be disc from the further consideration of the following 
cases, and that the same be referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs; and it was to: 
A bill (H. R. No. 3414) for the relief of Alfred H. Lowe, late first 
lieutenant Twenty-seventh iment Illinois Volunteers ; 


A bill (H. R. No. 855) for the relief of Charles Valier; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2916) explanatory of an act directing the Second 
Auditor to settle the pay and bounty account of John 8 or 
Ammahe, passed June 30, 1876; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3144) for the relief of Hiram A. Benefield ; 

A petition for the relief of George A. Wilson, of Peoria, Ihinois; 


and 
A petition for the relief of Richard Oulahan, One hundred and 
sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers. 


PAYMENT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. BRAGG also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. in apres appropriations for the paren. of claims reported 
allowed by the commissioners of claims under the act of Congress of 
March 3, 1871, and acts amendatory thereof; which was ordered to 
be printed, and recommitted. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. FERDON, from the same committee, made adverse reports in 
the following cases; which were laid upon the table, and the reports 
ordered to be printed: 

The claim o Wieg HS Davis, of Henderson County, Tennessee; 

The claim of W. W. R. Elliott, Henderson County, Tennessee, for 
quartermaster stores, &.; 

The claim of John O. Graves for quartermaster stores ; 

The claim of Elizabeth P. 1 — ayette County, Tennessee; and 

The claim of Rosetta Freel, helby County, Tennessee. 

Mr. CARPENTER, from the same committee, made adverse reports 
in the following cases; which were laid upon the table, and the ad- 
verse reports ordered to be printed : 

The petition of Carson R. Dalton, of 3 Tennessee; 

A petition for the relief of Emmarilla J. Carr, of Memphis, Ten- 


nessee ; 
The petition of Juliet Campbell, administratrix, of Lee County, 
Arkansas; 


1 

A petition for the relief of Robert H. Cleere, of Collierville, Ten- 
nessee; 

The petition of Henry C. Dallis, of Memphis, Tennessee ; 

The petition of Alfred H. Darden, of Moscow, Tennessee ; 

The petition of Mrs. Martha C. Cole, of Germantown, Shelby County, 
Tennessee ; 

The petition of Benjamin Coleman, of Memphis, Tennessee ; 

A petition for the relief of Ann E, Connell, executrix of the estate 
of am D. Connell, deceased, of tse ee Tennessee; and 

The petition of Paul A. Cicalla, Memphis, Tennessee. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the same committee, made adverse reports 
in the following cases; which were laid upon the table, and the ad- 
verse reports ordered to be printed : J 

The petition of Adolphus Mueller, hospital steward in the Third 
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry ; 

e petition of George C. Arrington, of Greene EEA Alabama; 

The penan of Harriet J. Carey, of Clinton, Hinds County, Mis- 
sissippi; an 

The petition of Elizabeth J. Hampton, of Little Rock, Arkansas. 

WILLIAM E, GERE. 


Mr. ATHERTON also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 4436) for the relief of William E. Gere; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
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vate Pipinas and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
rinted. 
. ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. TYLER, from the same committee, reported back, with adverse 
recommendations, the following petitions; and the same were laid 
upon the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

The petition of Indiana E. Hughes, administratrix of John P. 
Hughes, of Shelby County, Tennessee ; 

The petition of John W. Willett, of Denmark, Madison County, 


Tennessee, for property taken by the United States Army during the | ge 


war; 
The claim of David H. Hildebrand, of Shelby County, Tennessee, 
for horses and mules; 


The petition of Silas Knox, of New Madrid, Missouri, for property 
taken by the Army during the war; 
The petition of James M. McRea, of Jackson, Madison County, Ten- 


nessee, for property taken by the Army during the war; and 

The tition of Fannie T. ‘Hunt, of Shelby 8 Tennessee. 

Mr. BAYNE, from the same committee, reported back,with adverse 
recommendations, the following petitions; and the same were laid 
upon the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

The petition of Philip R. Jones, of Sain t Francis County, sas; 

The petition of Willam K. Verbeke, asking compensation for money 
nded in enlisting volunteers, &c., during the late war; 

o petition of James M. Swearengin, executor, of Tunica County, 
Mississippi, for quartermaster and commissary stores taken by the 
United States Army Grong Se late war; 

The petition of Ann M. Meehon, of Vieksbargh, Mississippi ; 

The petition of W. 8. Jenni of Little Rock, Arkansas, for com- 
poemom for quartermaster and subsistence stores taken by the United 

tition of 


tates Army during the late war ; 

The Amanda Daily, for aymens for property taken 
by the United States Army in the State of Arkansas; 

The petition of Thomas A. Moore, of Osceola, Arkansas, for com- 
pensation for cotton seized by the United States Government ; 

The petition of Miles W. Vansickle ; 

a petition of David Robbins, Hot Springs County, Arkansas; 
an 

The Beene of Emily Leland, of Warren County, Mississippi. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, from the same committee, reported back, with 
an adverse recommendation, the petition of Mrs. aM, 8 
of Memphis, Tennessee; and the same was laid upon the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the request of Mr. CALDWELL for 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the cases of 
Messrs. Allard & Crozier, of Paducah, Kentucky, and W. H. Slack, 
of Paducah, Kentucky, no adverse report having been made; an 
the een of Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, for leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House the 3 the case of Joseph A. Briggs, 
there being no adverse report 

Mr. CONGER. Is that a report 


epee ? 

e SPEAKER. It is. These were requests made by members, 
and were referred to the Committee on War Claims. The Chair has 
been more strict recently with reference to requests of this nature 
because of some confusion lately as to proper custody of such papers. 
a Mr. CONGER. I only wish to know the fact whether this is a re- 
port from the committee recommending that the requests for leave 
to withdraw the papers be granted? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. CONGER. Does this provide for keeping copies? 

The SPEAKER. The rule will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All motions to withdraw papers from the files of the House shall be referred to 
the committee which last considered the case, who shall report without delay 
whether or not copies shall be left on file ; 1 papers shall not be with- 

m: 


drawn in any case where an adverse ade; and whenever the 
report is adverse the same shall be in g, and ordered to be printed. 


The SPEAKER. The report from the committee says nothing as 
to the leaving of copies. 

Mr. CONGER. Is anything said about whether or not there was 
an adverse report? 

The SP. . The Chair is advised that there were no adverse 
reports in these cases. But the Chair with the gentleman from 
Michigan that copies in all cases ought to be kept, and suggests that 
the report be amended to that effect. The Chair desires to call the 
attention of committees to the existence of this Rule 164, andin re- 
porting as to the withdrawal of papers they will be kind enough to 
conform to the exact terms of the rule. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the originals be kept here? 

The SPEAKER. If an adverse report has been made the rule re- 
quires the originals shall be kept. 

Mr. CONG: Allowing the papers to be taken away en masse 
allows papers belonging to the Departments to be taken away. In 
that way the proofs which the Government might rely upon to defeat 
a wrong claim have gone out of their ion. 

The SPEAKER. No officer of this House has any authority under 
any rule to give up any Government papers. 


n. 
authorizing the withdrawing of 


Mr. CONGER. No; but the files themselves are to be given up, 
and that includes all documents that relate to the subject. 


The SPEAKER. Only papers presented by claimants can be given 
up. Any officer of this House who would give up papers belonging 
to the Government would commit an act in violation of an ecieting 
order of the House. 

Mr. CONGER. I think there is some looseness about this matter 
of withdrawal of papers. 

The SPEAKER. order to prevent any such “looseness,” as the 

ntleman terms it, the Chair has recently directed a ee the 
mode of procedure, by having all requests for the withdrawal of 
papers referred to the appropriate committees, so that the House can 
act with due diligence. 

Mr. CONGER. I know that I have in one or two cases looked for 
papers on the files and could not find them. 

e SPEAKER. And the Chair would further advise members of 
the House that under the new rule recommended by the Committee 
on Rules special provision in this has been made. The gen- 
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON] amends the report as sug- 

ted by the gens eman from Michigan, [Mr. CONGER.] If no fur- 
er objection be made the report wi agreed to. 

The report was agreed to. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. RUSSELL, of North Carolina, from the same committee, re- 
ported adversely upon the following; which were laid upon the table, 
and the 5 reports ordered to be printed: 

The claim of James Moffitt, of Nashville, Tennessee; 

The petition of Benjamin F. Wallace, of Poplar Grove, Arkansas, 
for compensation for quartermaster and commissary supplies taken 
by the United States during the late war; and 

The claim of A. C. Wellborn, administrator of the estate of Daniel 
T. Wellborn, of Phillips County, Arkansas. 

Mr. SIMONTON, from the same committee, reported adversely upon 
the following; which were laid upon the table, and the accompanying 
reports ordered to be printed : 

e petition of Charles Burke, administrator of Elizabeth Burke, 
of Memphis, Tennessee; and 

The petition of Rossannah H. Black, of Hardiman County, Tennes- 
see, for compensation for supplies. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move to reconbider the various votes taken upon 
reports made this morning from the Committee on War Claims; and 
I also move that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. < 


PIERRE JOSEPH MAES, 


Mr. GUNTER, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported; as a substitute for House bill No. 1916, a bill (H. R. No. 4437) 
‘or the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of Pierre Joseph 
Maes; which was read a first and second time, and, with the accom- 
1 ze rt, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 
BRUCE’S ISLAND. 

Mr. NORCROSS, from the same committee, re back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 936) relinquishing the 
right of the United States to an island therein named ; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SAINT JAMES MISSION, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. STEVENSON, from the same committee, reported back without 
amendment the bill (H. R. No. 3278) for the relief of the mission of St. 
James, in Washington Territory; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM REDUS. 


Mr. POEHLER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 4438) for the relief of William Redus; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 


| the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 


be printed. 
HENRY WARREN. 

Mr. HASKELL, from the same committee, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1047) for the relief of 
Henry Warren ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS. 

Mr. HASKELL. I am directed by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
to report back with amendments the bill (H. R. No. 356) to provide 
for the sale of certain New York Indian lands in Kansas. If it is in 
order, I will ask that the bill be considered at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
decide upon the propriety of its being considered at this time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, e., That those persons being heads of families or single ms 
over twenty-one years of age, who have made settlement and improvement upon, 


and are bona fide claimants and occupants of, either in 2 or by tenant, the 
lands in Kansas which were allotted to certain New York Indians, and for which 


certificates of allotment, dated the 14th day of September, 1860, for three hundred 
and twenty acres of land each, were issu 


to thirty-two of said Indians, shall be 
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provisions of the act of 
ns 
of certain New York Indian lan 


installment 
—— Soe vely from date of entry at 6 cent. per annum; and the moneys 
amounts respecti — 9— * poet 


chewy 280 8 —— — tisfactory proof of their identity to the Secretary 

or BA! 

of the Interior, at ee ae mithin three years from Lage any. gd this act; andin 
en the 


as not 

of the seca pape e 

SEC. 2. That any ds nob eanered tay 20 settlers at the expiration of one year 

from the of this act shall be offered at public sale in the usual manner, 

rian ener SDS SDOPRAOR TARO; de Feats L ONO, DO TNS DY Donio TB 

vertisement of not Sre pragt ig Bae and any tract or tracts not sold, 
ag 5 z 8 be, en 

herein defaul been made an 

W. pa: —— 

The amendments reported from the committee were as follows: 


1, t the words “th raised value of the said tracts, as 
— OT ion 8 eee tho pro- 


heretofore ascertained b; ae Boorer Spar 

f the t of Feb 19, 1 entitled ‘An act to de for the of 
ertain New York Tadian lands in "and invert in heu thereot tho words 
“ at not less than $3 per acre, payment to be 


installmen’ 
Near the close of section 1, 8 out the word three and insert the word 
“ five; ” so that it will read: “ at any time within five years of the passage of this 


In section 2, strike out the words “ the value and insert the words 
“ $3 per acre; so that it will read: at not less than $3 per acre,” &c. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Should not that bill go to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar ? 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point that it is a public bill. 

Mr. FINLEY. Then it should go to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Public Calendar. 

Mr. CONGER. It is a general law, relating to the entire subject 
of these New York Indian lands, 

Mr. SCALES. I hope that my colleague on the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs [Mr. HASKELL] will it this bill to go to the Calendar. 


act, sha! 


I was ted permission by the Committee on In Affairs to bring 
in a minority report, but I have not yet had an opportunity to pre- 
pare 


it. 
Mr. HASKELL. If the point of order is withdrawn that this is 
not a private bill, I will have no objection to its going to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 
Mr. CONGER. I think it is a public bill. 
The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read from the Digest upon that 


int. 

P Tho Clerk read as follows: 
To be te it must not be general in its enactments, but for the 

3 8 — ie a person or persons. ta, aani 
Mr. CONGER. This bill in some respects is for the general benefit 


“fir HASKELL. This bill dispose of tw h 
5 ill proposes to di of some twenty-eight 
different s of Indian land, and is in my ju t 1 a 
Private bill, if the intendment of the rule is regarded. In any event, 
as the chairman of our committee [Mr. SCALES] i with the 
majority of the committee, and desires to submit a minority report; 
for the purpose of obtaining a fair consideration of the bill, 1 am 
le that it shall go to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
endar. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the bill is for the benefit of the 


ms mentioned in the first section, those persons being “ heads of 
Families or single persons over twenty-one years of age, who have 
made settlement and improvement upon, and are bona claimants 


and occupants of, either in person or by tenant, the lands in Kansas 
which were allotted to certain New York Indians.” 

Mr. CONGER. If the Chair will look further along in the bill he 
will see that the lands not entered are to be restored to the public 
lands for entry by citizens of the United States. The bill also pro- 
vides for covering funds into the Treasury. 

Mr. HASKELL. In trust for the Indians. 

Mr. CONGER. Satie pravice that all lands which can be got away 
from these Indians be given to settlers in Kansas. t cer- 
tainly is general legislation. The Chair will see that under the terms 
of the original law the Indians were to have three hundred and 


twenty , but under the provisions of this bill they are limited to 
one hun and sixty. 
Mr. HASKELL. The gentleman utterly misapprehends the entire 


scope of this bill. In1 a bill was passed for the disposition of 
these lands. There are no Indians there; there have been none for 
years. No Indian is upon that land or is to go there. The object of 
the bill is simply to provide, as has already been once provided by 
Congress, for the sale of lands abandoned by the Indians years ago. 
The bill will thus settle a 8 of twenty years’ standin in re- 
gard to the title of a little tract of land. It is a private bill, 
it applies only to a few persons upon a few c local subdivisions 
of land in a single county of a particular State, 
6 Is not the gentleman now proposing to withdraw 
6 


Mr. HASKELL. I propose that 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
privilege. I desire to take no 8 of anybody. 


e bill go to the Committee o; 
the House will allow me tha 
The bill itself 
is as righteous as anything in the world can be; and this House will 

1 it when the facts are thoroughly understood. 

The SP. Will the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] 
be kind enough to specify again the provisions of the bill on which 
he bases his point ? 

Mr. CONG I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
the bill provides that all such lands as are not disposed of under the 
first section shall be classed with lands 3 the Government, 
subject to entry and sale. This is a general provision. Whatever 
else the bill may contain as to private claims, it certainly provides in 
moe to the genera disposition of lands by sale. 

. HASKELL. These lands are occupied; there are none open 
to public sale. 


. CONGER. The provision to which I have referred is certainly 
as clearly a provision of general law as any provision can be. 

The SPE. . The principal purpose of the bill seems to be for 
the benefit of private individuals—a class of persons enumerated in 
the first clause of the bill; but in case of their failure to accept or 
take advantage of the first section, the second section makes a pro- 
vision which the Chair agrees with the gentleman from Michigan in 
thinking is general in its scope. The bill in its operation might in 
the end be general in its effects, if the individuals mentioned do not 
take advantage of the first clause. But it seems to the Chair an im- 
material question as to which calendar the bill may go to, for it is as 
likely to be reached on one calendar as the other. 

Mr. HASKELL. Lask the gentleman from Michigan to withdraw 
his point, and let the bill go to the Private Calendar. As the Chair 
has s ed, it can make no material difference to the gentleman 
to which calendar the bil] may go to. I do not think the gentleman 
ought to deny me the right to make this report this 3 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan has not denied to 
the gentleman from Kansas any right. 

Mr. CONGER. Ifthe gentleman has any right, I cannot prevent 
him from exercising it. 

Mr. HASKELL. Iask that the bill may go to the Private Cal- 


endar. 

The SPEAKER. Does the 3 from Michigan insist that 
the bill go to the ore Calendar. 

Mr.CONGER. Well, sir, I have such a recollection of what I — 
to be schemes 0 which these lands were to be taken away from 
Indians that I thought it best to have the bill sent to the Committee 
of the Whole on the public Calendar. But provided the bill foes to 
the Committee of the Whole, I do not care to which Calendar it goes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan withdraws his 
point; and the bill will be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar. 


MONUMENT TO GENERAL FRANCIS P. BLAIR. 


Mr. SPARKS, from the Committee on ee Affairs, reported 
back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. ) authorizing the 
donation of twelve condemned bronze cannon to aid in the erection 
of a monument to the memory of General Francis P. Blair; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE, 


Mr. SPARKS also, from the same committee, reported back bills of 
the following titles; when the committee was from the 
further consideration of the same, and they were to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2559) to reimburse the State of Pennsylvania for 
moneys paa by said State for losses sustained by citizens thereof 
during the war of the rebellion, and to to said State the balance 
of the claims of citizens thereof for sie. osses as are now on file in, 
the office of the auditor-general of said State; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3816) for the relief of James William Butler. 


SERGEANT P. P. POWELL, SIXTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES CAVALRY, 


Mr. JOHNSTON, from the same committee, reported back, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 1487, a bill (H. R. No. 4439) to remove the 
disabilities of Sergeant P. P. Powell, Sixth Regiment United States 
Cavalry; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I ask, Mr. Speaker, by unanimous consent that 
this bill be put upon its p. e at this time. 

The bill, which was read, recites in its Apex ae that t P. P. 
Powell, Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, has served faithfully 
as a private soldier and non-commissioned officer in the Army of the 
United States since October 27, 1875; and that he is debarred from 
all hope of promotion by the provisions of section 1218 of the Revised 
Statutes; and then it provides that his disabilities under said section 
be removed. 

Mr. CONGER. Is there a petition accompanying this? 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I ask that the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Mili: to which was referred the bill authorizing 
the — of . F. Powell an cer in the United States Army, after dus 


. o Birth United States Ca He 


y four years on the fron in such a manner as to win the 
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favorable opinion of his officers, in peg re eee of which he has had such advance- 

ment as those officers could give hime He has also been recommended by them for 

a commission. He has passed the required examination creditably. © service 

in the confederate army, which ualifies him for a commission in that of the 

United pisjen wee performed in his sixteenth and teenth 
e Secre 


tleman's appoin Congress, 
——— it.“ The committee recommends that the bill be passed. 

Mr. WHITE. Ke opone there can be no possible objection to 
the of this bill. It is not a sweeping relief from the disabili- 
ties of section 1218 of the Revised Statutes, but is individual to this 
case. I think this soldier merits this act of kindness from the Ameri- 
can Congress. 

Mr. McCOOK. Mr. Speaker, I wish to supplement what the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania has said by calling attention to this fact 
in connection with this young man: en he was a mere youth, six- 
teen pan of age, he served for two years in the confederate army. 
Nearly five years ago he enlisted in the Army of the United States, 
and since that time has served as a private soldier and non-commis- 
sioned officer to the entire approval of all his officers. He does not 
ask a bill from this Con; to re Fare him to the position of a lieu- 
tenant in the Army of the Uni tates, but ary Seger here ask- 
ing that these disabilities shall be removed under this section, so he 
shall not be debarred of all hope or right of promotion. 

And I say, Mr. Speaker, and I am considerable of a republican, if 
5 will pardon the statement, that a man who has possibly risked 

is life several times in four or five years in the Army of the United 
States ought not to be debarred of the right of promotion when un- 
der the law he can sit in the House of Representatives or become 
President of the United States. 

Mr. CONGER. I made no objection to the of this bill, but 
moray Sakra whether any petition accompanied it. I desire to say 
in addition to what has y been said that when a man goes into 
the mili service of the United States and for years shows his de- 
votion to his country, anà comes here and asks for the removal of his 
SANARE I shall be among the first to vote in favor of the propo- 
sition. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being en , it was accordingly read the third time, and ` 

Mr. JOHNSTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. BROWNE, from the Committee on 3 Affairs, reported 
back adversely in the following cases; which were laid upon the table 
and the 5 reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 9080 for the relief of Parmenas Taylor Turnley, late 
captain and assistant quartermaster, United States Army; 

bill (H. R. No. 907) for the relief of Herman J. Korff, late lieu- 
e of the Tenth Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry; 
an 

A bill (H. R. No. 2240) for the relief of Richard M. Rucker. 

Mr. BROWNE moved to reconsider the vote by which these cases 
were laid u the table; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CARLILE BOYD. 


Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, reported 
back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 3477) for the of Carlile Boyd; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


DAVID W. STOCKSTILL. 


Mr. LE FEVRE also, from the same committee, reported back fa- 
vorably a bill (H. R. No. 554) for the relief of David W. Stockstill, of 
Sidney, Ohio; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

THOMAS S. BRIDGES. 

Mr. SMITH, of Geo: from the same committee, reported back 
‘adversely a bill (S. No. 229) for the relief of Thomas S. Bridges; 
which was laid upon the table, and the adverse report ordered to be 
printed. 

J. E. LABATT, JR. 

Mr. UPSON, from the same committee, moved that that committee 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
2709) for the relief of J. E. Labatt, jr., and that the same be referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the 
morning hour has ba shee 

The SPEAKER. e morning hour has expired. 


GOVERNMENT BRIDGE, ROCK ISLAND. 
Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, presented the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


of War be instructed to inform this House whether 
the Chi „Rock Island and Pacific Railroad 


g! 
the Mississippi River 


over 
at Rock Island for the crossing of its cars; eel aia ae 


any money has been to the Government by any railroad com other than 
the C „Rock APF and Pacific Railroad Con ytor the — said Gov- 


ernment bridge in e cars from the State of to the State of Iowa, or 


from the State of Iowa to the State of Illinois; and also whether, the law 
pe wins. nas vegan for, and au the construction of, said bridge, any 
company other than the Chicago, k Island and 0 Com- 


MARY E. MORGAN. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No, 4440) granting a pension to Mary E. Morgan, widow of 
Nathan Morgan, d late a private in Com I, Fortieth 
Regiment Iowa Volunteers; which was referred to the 9 on 
Invalid Pensions. 

JAMES E. MONTELL. 


Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee of W. 
and Means, reported back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 2844) for the 
relief of James E. Montell, of Baltimore, 1 which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
the report ordered to be printed. 


NEW YORK COTTON EXCHANGE, 


Mr. MORTON. I ask unanimous consent to present, by request of 
the New York Cotton Exchange, a report or memorial of New 
York Cotton Exchange in reference to the census, which I ask may 
be printed in the RECORD. 

. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Why cannot that go through the 
petition-box ? 

Mr. MORTON. It is very short; and as it treats of a matter of 
considerable importance, I hope there will be no objection to its being 
printed in the RD. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The memorial is as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House eee the 
n T 


This memorial respectfully represents that the National Cotton Exc o at its 
last meeting, in the city of New York, appointed the und ed a co: ttee to 
memorialize your honorable bodies to amend the census laws in such manner that 
the Superintendent of the Census may be authorized to publish, in advance of the 
official publication, the acreage and production of cotton in each county and State. 

Your memorialists would res; y represent that this information is of vast 
er. peeve ago entire cotton trade, as it will give a reliable basis on which to 

to the yield of cotton from year to year, t violent fluctuations in price, 
and thereby save millions of dollars to the producer and eas ee 


MOBILE, January 12, 1880. 
LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 


ing cases: 
fo Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, for ten days; and 
To Mr. Warr, for one week, on account of important business. 


JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. WARD, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution (8. R, 
No. 75) to print the eulogies delivered in the two Houses of Con, 
upon the late Zac Chandler; when the Speaker signed the 
same. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, STURGEON BAY. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, relative to the establish- 
ment of a light-house at the entrance of Sturgeon Bay, Wisconsin; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


GOVERNMENT BUILDING CORNER OF SEVENTEENTH AND F STREETS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, eee certain improvements be authorized to 
be made to Government building corner of Seventeenth and F streets, 
Washington, District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 
CHANNEL AT PERTH AMBOY, NEW JERSEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting correspondence showing the ad- 
van to be derived from the improvement of the channel at Perth 
Amboy, New Jersey. 

BUILDINGS AT FORT OMAHA. 


. also it pane the ae a letter Seot the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to buildings at Fo maha, and transmitting 
an estimate of additional amount required; which was referred to 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I now demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The order is a ial order which has 
been set for consideration to-day by order of the House. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Irise to a privileged motion. I move 
when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Iask the tleman from New York to withdraw 
his motion, or allow me to offer an amendment mnang that the 
House shall meet to-morrow and have a 5 session for debate 
only. There are several gentlemen who desire an opportunity for 
debate. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. If unanimous consent is given for the 
purpose asked by the gentleman from Tennessee, I will withdraw my 
motion. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I now ask unanimous consent that to-morrow’s ses- 
sion shall be held for debate only, no business of any sort to be trans- 


acted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee! 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. On what subject ? 

Mr. BRIGHT. On anything you want. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the 5 from Tennessee is 
that the session of the House shall be held to-morrow for debate only. 
Is there objection? 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The SP. e special order for toang is the consideration 
of bill (H. R. No. 3764) for the relief of Gen Fitz-John Porter. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker ` 

Mr. BRIGHT. Pending the consideration of the special order, I 
move that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar. This is a privileged day under the rule for 


that ree 
Mr. SPARKS. The special order for ady is a private bill. , 
3 SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Ohio 


Mr. FINLEY. I rise to inquire whether we should not take up the 
consideration of the rules to-morrow in order to get through with 
a as rapidly as possible, instead of appointing a day for general 

ebate. 

The SPEAKER. That is another question. The Chair desired to 
know of the gentleman from Ohio if it was his purpose to object to 
the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee, which requires unani- 
mous consent, that to-morrow’s session shall be fordebate only. The 
Chair did not understand the gentleman as objecting; but if it was 
his p to do so, the Chair will take note of it. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Debate on what? 

The SPEAKER. On any subject. But the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. FINLEY, I the Chair understood, states he rose to object to that 
arran ent. 8 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope the gentleman will not insist on his objec- 
And I submit that the r had proceeded to other business. 
The SPEAKER. Yes; but the Chair is always iy to go back 
when a gentleman states that he rose for the purpose of objecting. 
Mr. F. Y. Iwithdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no further objection. 

Mr. COX. I move to reconsider the vote by which it has been 
ordered that the session of to-morrow shall be for debate only; and 
I also move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. CONGER. Can that be a subject for a motion? Has not this 
been done by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. imous consent was given to the gentleman 
from Tennessee to make the motion, and the motion seemed to be 
unanimously agreed to; whereupon the gentleman from New York 
moves to reconsider the vote and to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table; so that hereafter in to-day’s session no change of that 
order can be made by the House. 

The motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table was agreed 


EMANUEL KLAUSER. 


On motion of Mr. FORSYTHE, by unanimous consent, the bill (8. 
No. 20) for the relief of Emanuel Klauser, was taken from the Speak- 
er’s table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

EQUESTRIAN STATUE OF GENERAL WINFIELD SCOTT. 

Mr. CLYMER. I desire, by direction of the Committee on Appro- 
pa to report back the bill (H. R. No. 4286) to pay Seny K. 

rown for the construction of an equestrian statue of eral Win- 
field Scott in the city of Washington, and to move that it be referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 

There being no objection, the Committee on 8 was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The re order is the special order assigned 
for to-day after the morning hour, being the bill for the relief of 
General Fitz-John Porter. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. SPARKS. The gentleman from Tennessee, as I understan 
ani izes this ial order by the motion to 8 Committee o 
the Whole for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. He now raises the question of consideration against 
the special order, and does not press the motion to go into committee. 

Mr. COX. Which motion is put first? 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration has first to be put. 
The other motion mentioned would not be in order until the House 
determines not to consider the special order. 

Mr. SPARKS. I su, to the gentleman from Tennessee that 
this is a private bill. object, therefore, is attained by going to the 
consideration of this bill, which is the sporia order for to-day. 

Mr. BRIGHT, The usual course in relation to these matters, as I 
understand, is that all the private claims stand upon the same footing. 
One oe no higher position in law or under therules of the House 
than another. The usual course is to go to the Private Calendar, where 
this bill will share the same privil as all the others. For that 
reason I raised the question of consi: tion. 

Mr. SPARKS. The only answer to that is, this House has, of its 
own volition, made this a special order. I am notinsisting that this 
has claims over other bills, but the House by its order has made it 
special, and as it is a private bill I submit to the gentleman from 

ennessee that as Ager ge it is hardly fair. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I do not suppose it is unfair to do anything under 
the rules of the House; and I have not yet obtained any knowledge 
of the fact, if it be a fact, that the claim of General Fitz-John Porter 
stands upon a higher footing, in a legal point of view, than other 
claims that are before this House for consideration. Therefore, in 
behalf of the multitude, I raise the question of consideration against 
the individual. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I think if the order making the case of General 
Fitz-John Porter a special order for to-day is insisted upon, it would 
be equivalent to slamming the door of Congress in the face of every 
private bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is in the nature of an ent. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I would state this: This case would consume a 
vast amount of time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has allowed some latitude of debate, 
although, in fact, the question is not debatable. 

Mr. BUCKNER. What was the order made by the House! 

The SPEAKER. The bill was made a special order for to-day by 
a vote of the House. The question of consideration is raised by the 
gentleman from Tennessee. Itis forthe House to determine whether 
bi ebi now consider the special order or not. A majority controls. 

. FINLEY. Does the gentleman from Tennessee move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not before the House, nor would 
the Chair entertain such motion at this time. 

Mr. COX. I understand the gentleman from Tennessee raises the 
question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, debate is not in order. 

Mr. COX. I desired to ask a question, not to debate. 

The SPEAKER. If it be a parliamentary inquiry, the Chair will 


hear it. 

Mr. COX. I want to ask the Speaker whether the Senate is not 
now considering a similar bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. SPARKS. Iwill answer it, however, by stating the Senate is not. 

Mr. SIMONTON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. If 
the House refuses now to consider the special order, will it be a spe- 
cial order next private bill day ? 

The SP. That is a proper and a very pertinent question. 
The Chair, however, does not desire to decide in advance, nor until 
he has examined the record, whether this bill, if the House now re- 
fuses to consider it, will go over until next Friday. It would cer- 
tainly come up either on next Friday or on next Tuesday; if on the 
latter day, subject to other orders of a similar character. The Chair 
is not fixed in judgment whether this is fixed for Friday as belonging 
to the class of private bills which are only considered on that day, or 
eas bere oga of ae 8 8 of a er S e and the 
special order applies “from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. GAR: . Let the order be read. 

The SPEAKER. It will be again read. 

Mr. KENNA. Before that is done I wish to ask a parliamentary 
question in that connection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. KENNA. My question is this: If the order making this bill a 
special order for to-day should be construed to be general in its ety 
so as to make it a special order for days other than Friday, would no 
other special orders made at a date anterior to this, and continuing 
from ay to day supersede this special order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not at this time desire to decide 
when this bill will come up again should the House now refuse to 
proceed to its consideration. The Chair, however, will decide that 
should the House now refuse to consider this bill it will not lose its 
special character. 

Mr. HOOKER. That will depend upon the character of the order 
which was made by the House. I ask that that order be read. 
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The SPEAKER. It has been once read; it will be read again. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

3 from the Committee to 
F A ee Son 


referred President in relation to General 
Porter, reported a bill (H. R. No. 3764) for the relief of General Fitz-John Porter, 
Ko., accompanied by a report (No. 129) in writing thereon; which said bill was read 


Mr. McCook, by unanimous consent, presented the views of the minority of 


said committee. 

Ordered, That said bill be made the special order for Friday, Fel 13th 
proximo, after the morning hour, and from day to 5 dey of; and that 
erg and accompanying report, together with views of the minority, be 
prin 


Mr. SPARKS. What is the date of that order? 

The CLERK. January 21, 1880. 

Mr. SPARKS. The House will now perceive that this order was 
made more than half a month ago. 

A MEMBER. Nearly a month. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to have one point understood in connection 
with the suggestion of the Chair that the taking np of this matter 
now may operate to give it place for consideration from day to day 
until disposed of, even on other days than Friday. My point is that 
there are other special orders of prior date to this order, which are 
continuing orders, and which must supersede this order on other days 
than Fridays. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that if considered on other 
days than Friday the 2 110 of date of special orders would control. 

Mr. KENNA. That is all I desire. 

Mr. CLYMER. Would it not be a question of consideration between 
two special orders? 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration could be raised, 
and the majority of the House would decide that question as to which 

ial order preference in consideration should be given. 

Mr. COX. ould the Fitz-John Porter case come up as unfinished 
business the next time the House shall meet after to gr 

The SPEAKER. It would not, because it has not yet been entered 


upon. 

Ar. COX. Su it shall come up to-day and not be finished, 
and go over until Saturday or Monday, would it not then be unfinished 
business and in order? 


The SPEAKER, The Chair does not propose to decide points of 
order until they actually come before the House. The point of order 
indicated by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is not now be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. My point of order is this: ordinarily under the rules 
the motion of = ee from Tennessee [Mr. BRIGHT] would 
take precedence 5. But a certain bill having been made a special 
order for this day, does not that su whatever under the rules 
would ordinarily be in order at this time? There being a specific 
matter made by the House a special order for consideration at this 
peron time, does not that supersede the motion of the gentleman 

Tennessee! 

Mr. GARFIELD. We have not been able to hear the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. HOOKER.] I would 
like to understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] 
will state his point of order again. 

Mr. HOOKER. ‘To-day is private bill day. On a day prior to this 
the House ordered that a particular bill should bo a special order for 
to-day. My point of order is, that under that order the bill 
supersedes whatever business would under the rules come up in reg- 
ular order to-day. The al order cannot be an by the 
motion of the gentleman from Tennessee to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar is not before the House. 

Mr. HOOKER, I understood the gentleman from Tennessee to make 
that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman mentioned such motion, but did 
not press it. The Chair understands the question of consideration to 
be raised by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. BRIGHT.] The prac- 
tice and the rule of the House is that any member may raise the ques- 
tion of consideration. But the laying aside temporarily of a special 
order, on a question of consideration, does not deprive it of any pee 

es ACCO! to it by the House. The Clerk will read Rule 41. 
e Clerk read as follows : 


When any motion or proposition is made, the question Will the House now 
aonsider it?” shall not be put unless it is demanded by some member. 


The SPEAKER. It is demanded in this case and at this time. 
Mr. SPARKS. In making this the special order for to-day it was 
not the intention to antagonize any other bills. This was fixed as a 
ial order perhaps twenty days ago, thus giving a long time in 
vance of its consideration for members to examine the bill. It is 
a private bill, but the order is that the special consideration of that 
— bill shall be had to-day, and from day to day until disposed 
of; not from Friday to Friday, but from day to day. 


Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow me 


Mr. SPARKS. This bill was fixed as a ial order twenty days 
ago. I do not want to antagonize any other bill, but this bill has 
been fixed for to-day ; why not consider it? 

Mr. COX. The gentleman will allow me to suggest that when bills 
of a private nature are fixed for a Friday and are unfinished on that 
day, then by the ruling of the Speaker as made heretofore they go 
over as unfinished business until the next Friday, and do not come 
up on any other day of the week. 

Mr. SPARKS. I do not so understand. 

Mr. COX. It has been so ruled. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Tennessee [Mr. BRIGHT] 
raises the question of consideration, which the Chair entertains under 
Rule 41. The question is, Will the House consider the special order 
fixed for to-day? 

The 8 being taken, there were —ayes 67, noes 98. 

Mr. SPARKS called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Sparks and Mr. BRIGHT were ap- 


pointed. 

hoi House divided; and the tellers reported ayes 41, noes not 
counted. 

So the House refused to consider the special order. 

Mr. McCOOK. Will the Chair be kind enough to state in what 
position this bill is now left? 

The SPEAKER. The House has refused to consider it at this time 
but it is not stripped of its special-order character to be considered 
from day to day. 

Mr.McoCOOK. At what time can it be brought up ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not prepared at this time to decide 
whether the bill will go over until next Friday, or whether, being 
fixed as a special order from day to day, it will come up on any other 
day than Friday. When that question arises, the Chair will be pre- 

to decide the point. 

Mr.CONGER. Can the bill come up next Monday ? 

The SPEAKER. It cannot; because after the morning hour of 
Monday motions to suspend the rules will be in order until two 
o’clock, at which time the floor will be under the control of the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, next Monday being the third 
Monday of the month. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to proceed with the consideration of business on 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CONGER. Is this “objection day ?” 

The SPEAKER. It is not; it is consideration day. 

The motion of Mr. BRIGHT was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole, (Mr. KEIFER in the chair,) and proceeded to the considera- 
tion of business on the Private Calendar. 


CHARLES CLINTON. 


The CHAIRMAN. The first business in order is the bill (H. R. No. 
1542) for the relief of Charles Clinton, of New Orleans, late assistant 
irer at New Orleans. This bill having been recommitted to the 
Committee of the Whole on Friday last, it now resumes its place on 
the Calendar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted by the Senate and Hi Representati ited States 
America in 4 ä That the Genre of 1 tr asm a and 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Charles Clinton, late assistant United 
States treasurer at New Orleans, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $5,850, being the amount of public money stolen 


from his office on the ist day of May, 1871, and refunded by him to the Government 
of the United States. 


An amendment reported from the Committee of Ways and Means 
was to add the following: 


Provided, That before said money shall be paid the Secretary of the Treas 
shall be satisfied, after quiy and investigation into ail the facts, that said ook 
of money was actually stolen, and that the loss of the same was not the result of 
any neglect or want of reasonable diligence on the part of said officer. 


The pending question was upon the following amendment offered 
by Mr. Morrison: 


Add to the bill the following: 

Provided, That before such money shall be paio the Secreta’ 
shall be satisfied, after inquiry and investi 
of money was actually stolen, and that the of the same was not the result of 
any neglect or want of reasonable diligence on the part of such officer. 


Mr. FINLEY. I ask that the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee of Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1542) for the relief of Charles Clinton, beg leave to report: 

That a similar bill was unanimously reported from the committee at the third ~ 
session of the Forty-fifth Congress, but was not reached for consideration in the 
House. The then made states the facts connected with this claim so clearly 
we prefer to adopt it rather than prepare a new statement. It 


ven full consideration to the bill pay for the relief of 
Charles Clinton, late assistant United States treasurer at New Orleans, Louisiana, 
and of all the facts connected therewith. 

It appears from the information furnished from the iene De; 
on the morning of the ist of May, 1871, the sum of $5,850 was stolen 
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It a 


from the 
amina: of all the facts and into the business of the office of the 


testimony submitted to the committee that a thorough ex- 
assistant treas- 

urer by the agents of the Treas exone the cashier and employés of 
the office in New Orleans and the assistant treasurer himself from all fault or blame. 

It is made to sppr that, in addition to the usual duties of the assistant treas- 
urer, he was req by the Secretary of the Treasury to take charge of all the in- 
ternal-revenue stamps to be sold throughout the Southwest, and to sell the same 
FS applied toe suanoclly osemmloy « clack ts take special charge 
treasurer uen ‘or authori: e; a cler) e special c! 
of this business, an: in! ormed the Semen that without an increase of the em- 
ployés he could not conduct the office satisfactorily. 
e Secre replied that no appropriation had made for this 5 9 7875 and 
that therefore the request of the assistant treasurer could not be complied with. 

It appears that w. the cashier was engaged for a moment in attending to the 
duties of his office away from the counter, on which were several packages of 
money lying, some thief fished up one of them by reaching over the barrier in front 
of the counter and immediately p ; 

There is no suspicion, or grounds of suspicion, against the assistant treasurer, or 
his cashier, or the re of the office. 8 

It ap that the tant treasurer was a zealous and careful officer, and that 
the cashier was also angene and faithful. Large sums of money through 
this office, and every do! was faithfully accounted for. There was never at any 
time ies Ooae x 

Itis made to appear by the testimony before your committee that the as- 
sistant treasurer exercised due diligence and watchful care over the appointments 
and over the actions of his subordinates. 


‘The absolutely excludes any presumption of fraud or misconduct on the 
part of the assistant r or his subordinates, or any privity or knowledge on 


the part of the assistant treasurer whatever. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, ff I can have the attention of the 
committee for a few moments I desire to say but a word in advocacy 
of the bill reported by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. CARLISLE. ] 

The report just read shows that the bill has been twice considered in 
two diferent Congresses by the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
that in each there was a unanimous report in its favor from that 
committee. 

This is the first time since I have been a member of this House that 
I have risen to advocate a private claim of any character whatever. 
The gentleman in whose behalf this claim is presented does not be- 
long to my political party. He is, however, a constituent of mine. 
I feel, therefore, that if I could make any discrimination whatever 
with to a claim here, it would be in favor of a citizen not of 
the same political party with m for, sir, I should distrust my- 
ar) I should feel, perhaps, that I might be actuated by personal or 
pe tical bias, if I made myself in any sense the champion of a claim 

eld by a democrat. 

Mr. Chairman, what are the facts in this case? The evidence shows 
that at times money, amounting to as much as $17,000,000, was in the 
keeping of this officer, and that at no time while he held the office 
was there less than $5,400,000 in hischarge. The salary of this officer 
for the ce of a trust involving such vast responsibility is 
the sum of $4,500. 

More than this: while in the discharge of the duties of this office 
this assistant treasurer was notified that he must take charge of the 
sales of all the internal- revenue stamps for the whole Southwest. 
The sales of these stamps exceeded the sum of $200,000 a week. It 
‘Was a new, an unusual, an extraordi dnty not connected by law, 
by precedent, or by custom with the duty of this officer as assistant 
treasurer. He protested against this duty being be pop upon him. 
He notified the Treasury Department that he had not a sufficient 
force of employés in his office to discharge the additional duties thus 
placed upon him. 

After he had assumed this trust, in addition to his regular duty, 
which already involved the receipt and disbursement of millions of 
dollars, it was discovered that the small sum of $5,800 was missing. 
An investigation was had. The officers of the Treasury exonerated 
him from all fault. His employés were also exonerated. 

Why, sir, only the other er last time this committee had the 
Private Calendar under consideration—in a case where the evidence 

“showed that the cashier had stolen the money, this House voted to 
relieve his superior officer, who was held to blameless. All the 
recedents we have had before us have been cases where the subor- 
-dinate has been found guilty of misconduct in his office. You have 
in such cases relieved the superior officer upon the ground that if he 
were himself faithful, if he were himself guilty of no negligence, 
you would not visit upon him the misconduct or negligence of his 
subordinates. 

In this case, Mr. Chairman, there has been no negligence either on 
the part of the superior officer or on the part of the subordinate, none 
whatever. The Committee of Ways and Means has declared twice to 
this House its solemn ju nt upon the testimony before it that this 
is a case where relief ought to be granted on the part of the Govern- 
ment. I repeat, sir, there has been no confession of any defalcation 
on the part of either one of these officers. All the testimony concurs 
in proving nobody in that office 3 of any negligence, but 
on the contrary that there was due diligence exercised by this officer 
and his subordinates. 

What a spectacle it is for gentlemen in this House, in view of the 
precedents which are thick upon our books, in view of our action at 
the last session of this Committee of the Whole House, now to insist 
upon holding a eek officer for the discharge, not of his legitimate 
duties, but for the discharge of extraordinary duties imposed upon 
him by the Secretary of the Treasury, when no fault is shown either 
upon his part or that of his subordinates. 

It is pretended by some that the railing around this office was not 


sufficiently high to prevent anybody getting over it, and therefore 
if anybody did get over it the assistant treasurer himself was respon- 
sible. This railing, sir, was identical with that in all the banks of 
New Orleans. It was the usual, customary, proper railing found in 
all banking establishments of that city. 

It is said by others that he should have been present at the counter 
all the time. How is it possible, when these vast sums of money were 
intrusted to his keeping with only a single cashier, that he and the 
cashier both could be at this counter all the time? Any gentleman 
who has practical acquaintance with the business at that time in that 
city must know how utterly impossible it could be for this officer to 
be at all times at the counter in this office. 

This was the first officer of the Federal Government in that Depart- 
ment in the city of New Orleans who had not retired from this office 
as a delinquent. All his predecessors, as the official reports prove, had 
been delinquents from the close of the war. 

These are the facts in the case. I cannot appreciate the zeal which 
has led some gentlemen here to pick out this case and make an exam- 
ple of it when they have so cheerfully voted for other and weaker 
cases 


I also dissent from the doctrine laid down here that officers of the 
Government intrusted with Government money are liable, at all 
events, to be classed as insurers with innkeepers and common car- 
riers. That doctrine cannot be maintained in law or reason. The 
true doctrine was laid down by Lord Holt, who has done more per- 
haps to establish the British constitution than any other single man 
who ever lived. He performed the same work for the British gov- 
ernment that John Marshall has done for the Government of the 
United States. He laid down the true doctrine in the case of Coggs 
vs. Bernard, It was further exemplified by the brilliant genius of 
Sir William Jones. It is still further shown in those principles of 
bailment, which will live as long as the English language, by Mr. 
Justice Story. 

This officer was a bailee for hire and under bonds for due diligence 
in the performance of his duty. The opposite doctrine would be 
monstrous. 

Will you tell me the Secretary of the Treasury, or any officer hold- 
ing vast sums belonging to the people of this country in his posses- 
sion and under his responsibility, is bound as an insurer, as i eeper, 
or as common carrier? Sir, such a doctrine is repulsive to every man 
who really and seriously considers the liabilities and responsibili- 
ties of life. We could get no man to accept office under this Goveru- 
ment if he were liable at all events for every dollar which belonged 
to cr . or passed through the Department over which he 

reside 
a The opposite is the true doctrine, and itis found laid down by Moses 
himself; gentlemen will find it in the fifteenth verse of Exodus. It 
is laid down by Chancellor Kent that a postmaster could not be held 
liable for any deficiency in his office ; that he was liable only for due 
ba pre in the discharge of his duty. 

. Chairman, I say if the representatives of the ig shall find 
men holding official trust, men charged with the administration of 
the great departments of the Government, always upholding the prin- 
ciples of honor, always discharging their obligations with diligence 
and good faith, we shall have cause of congratulation indeed. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to detain the committee 
at any length in re to this matter. I simply desire that the let- 
ter of the special agent, which has heretofore been read and printed 
in the RECORD when we considered this matter before, shall now be 
read. I think that letter will show that this officer was not in the 
a of due diligence as has been claimed by gentlemen on this 

oor. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE SPECIAL AGENT UNITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Ne , May 8, 1871. 
Sır: I have the honor to submit the following report relative to the recent rob- 
bery at the office of the United States assistant treasurer in the city of New Or- 


On the morning of the 2d instant I was informed that on eee day the sum 
of $5,850 had been stolen from that office by some own. wing no 
instructions, special or general, toinvestigate into matters connected with the sub- 
treasury, I immediately telegraphed to the Department that the above stated sum 
of money was said to have been stolen from the sub-treasury, and at the same time 
asked for instruction in the premises. 

‘The Department, on 3d instant, instructed me by telegram in the following words: 
“ ee coe robbery, being careful not to derange efforts of Clinton, who has 
employed detectives.” 

have closely eee each one of the employés in the sub-treasury, and have 
consulted with Detective Smith, who was employed by Mr. Clinton to discover 
and arrest the guilty party. 

I find that between the hours of two and three p. m., on 1st instant, the sum of 
$27,000 (perhaps a little over that amount) lay on the counter close by the desk of 
Mr. Shute, the cashier. This sum of money was in several packages of 
amounts, and among which was one package of $5,850. 5 

There are two apartments or rooms in this establishment, one room 
by the bookkeepers and the assistant treasurer, and the other beta the ice Ww! 

è funds are received and paid out. The latter room is occupied by Mr. Shute, 
cashier and paying teller; John L. Henderson, the reciving teller; and John H. 
Aufdemorte, a x who is employed in counting currency at a table in the rear 
of Mr. Shute's desk, and nearly a asgan the window through which he pays out 
the funds. The counter is nearly feet high ; on the other side of the counter 
there.is a protection about three feet high, the lower part of this protection being 
common panes of = the upper part a slight wooden railing. These panes 
of glass were not or darkened ; consequently, any person standing outside 
of the counter could see everything that la 


on counter inside of said po 


tection. Thecounter projects about eight inches outside of this protection, so 
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on this projection by holding on to the 
p project y top 


were absent for a 
moment, or if their backs were turned toward 
of mon 
e hours 


there there was no 2 in the front office 1 Anfdemorte, the 
was engaged at a table counting currency, and ha 
At this time the $27,000 was lying on the counter, ani 
age of $5,850in currency. 

‘Aufdemorte states that while the cashier and receiving teller were in the vault 


o counter. 
among which was the pack- 


he heard a slight rustle or creaking noise outside the counter; that he did not look 
around to ascertain what caused this noise, as he it was the creaking of 
the foot-board on which poea waiting outside © cashier's window stand. 
He also states that at time 


found his cash short $5,850 currency, Hi thata packa; 
was laying on his Saten when he went to the vault, and he found this same pack- 


— Shute informs me that when he discovered the loss he examined the outside 
of the counter, and that on the projection (which I have already described) he 
found some sand which appeared to be the foot-print of some person who had stood 


this projection. 

"P his Toot: rint was wi Bee where the money lay on the counter. 

ae th was ly sent for and intrusted with the investigation 
e 


case. 

consu! with He I in the opinion that the money was 
3 ne panko at the time Steams and teller were in the vault ‘and the 
office in the sole possession of the porter, who was busy counting currency, and 
who had his back to the counter. 

It will be seen that under the circumstances, with 3 to the full 
view of outsiders through an unshaded with the aid by the outside 

tion of the counter, no person in the office except a porter, whose back was 
ed, a very favorable OPORY yan ees to any expert thief to abstract 
a my money from counter. 
us far Detective Smith has failed to find any clew to the robbery, and he en- 
Tha ‘no spin against Aufdemorte, the porter. I inquired closely into his 
ve À 4 
movements after the robbery Z find no! T to excite any aun. 
pn respectful! obedient servant, 
v : 
N ete T. J. KINSELLA, 
Hon. GEO. S. BOUTWELL, ` PPPS 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, two weeks ago when this matter was 
up for consideration I stated that I desired to make no factious oppo- 
sition to it. I now reiterate that statement. My principal object in 
opposing the payment of this money is this: I need not say to gen- 
tlen on this floor that for all the years of the pass it has become 
the custom for a man after he has obtained an o and become a 
defaulter to come to Congress and ask for relief, and almost invari- 
ably that relief has been granted. 
ow, I know not what other gentlemen may think in reference to 
this matter, but for myself I am clearly and decidedly of the opinion 
that a man who accepts a trust or office under the Government ought 
to be held to a strict accountability for the funds placed in his hands. 
He takes the office with notice, and his bond is for the assurance of 
the faithful discharge of the duties to be performed by him in that 
connection. If this is to continue in the future as in the past, it 
will be understood that all that is necessary is, in the first place, for 
a man to obtain an office; in the next place, to be very certain to draw 
his , and in the third and last place, finding that he is unable 
to account for funds which have been placed in his hands, he need 
only come to Congress and say that he has been diligent, faithful 
indefatigable, and all that in the discharge of his duties, but that 
some „somehow, at some time, and he is unable to tell exactly 
how, took away some of that money, and Congress, ever ready, I am 
sorry to say—ever ready to vote away money belonging to other peo- 
ple, will relieve the party, and the Government loses the money. 

We higgle here over $2 a month, $4 a month, or $8 a month to the 
men who stood in the front rank of battle and saved the life of this 
nation; but five, ten, fifteen, or twenty thousand dollars can be 
voted away almost without a division of this House. I submit to 

tlemen if we are acting the = of good guardians of the public 
nds when we do such thin 

Now, my friend from i [Mr. Geson] has quoted to the 
committee authorities all the way back to 7 tory, Marshall, and 
even as far back as to Moses —an array of guished authorities 
that I would not dare, sir, to 2 my feeble voice against if it 
were not for just one thing. My friend winds up all of his quota- 
tions and references of authorities, coming down agh all the ages 
feom M every one of them, and I his attention to the fact 
“that due diligence had been exercised.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, upon this question of due diligence I claim 
this whole matter hinges. If you show me that this provans who 
now seeks relief, or any other person who was under his control, has 
exercised due diligence in caring for the funds of the Government 
which were pl in his possession and under his control, I will be 
the very last man to raise my voice granting the relief. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him aques- 
tion in this connection? : 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I just wish the gentleman to designate to the 
committee the particular point in which he claims that this official 
failed to exercise due diligence. I do not speak of the subordinates 
or other parties who may have been connected with the office, but of 
the officer himself. 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, sir; I will endeavor to answer the gentleman, 


and if Iam not able to make it clear, then I will fail in all that I 
have to say in reference to this subject. 

The testimony, and that is the only thing that I base my opinion 
on, for I know nothing of this case except what the testimony dis- 
closes, but the facts set forth in that report to which we listened and 
which it is thought is to clear this officer of culpable negligence in 
the discharge of his duties—the testimony s answer the gentle- 
man and be authority for what I have to say. I base my judgment 
and my action in this matter entirely on that report. Now what does 
that report say? It says—and I want to have the attention of the 
gentleman who asked me the question—there were three or more 

of money—and I wish gentlemen of the committee to pay 
particular attention to this, for it is in my judgment the point here— 
there were three packages of money, unopened pac lying upon 
the counter, and among them was one containing $5,850, and that the 
gentleman who had that money in charge and whose business it was 
to guard it was away from that counter upon which $27,000 of mone 


was lying there in these three pac The gentleman whose busi- 
ness, whose sworn duty it was to care for it, ay as vigilantly as the 
three-headed dog gu: the gate of the infernal regions, was away. 


A MEMBER. e dog Cerberus, or, as the classical pronunciation 
would now have it, Kerberus.“ 

Mr. PRICE. Well, Cerberus or“ Kerberus,“ whichever you please; 
anybody can understand what a three-headed dog means, but “ Ker- 
berus” may not be understood by every person. 

Now, fora time the man whose business it was to guard that money 
was away. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That was not this officer. 

Mr. PRICE. I am stating that the party whose business it was to 
guard this money was away. Now, the point was made that the fence 
was so high that the person who took the money could not get over 
it. Suppose I admit that. Then I suppose as a necessary consequence 
the man who took the money did not get over the fence, but was over 
the fence and was one of those inside. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him? I 
have no doubt his object is to get at the facts. 

Mr. PRICE. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will aS gaene show me by what part of the 
8 was establi the fence was so high that no man could 
get over i 

Mr. PRICE. That evidence is in the report which was read when 
the matter was under discussion here formerly. The report sets forth 
this state of facts: that the railing around there was of a certain 
height, and that the officer in charge had raised it four feet higher 
in order to “make assurance double sure ;” and that was used as an 
seneni to show that the officer had used due diligence. 

ow, in the same connection the report discloses this other fact: 
There was another man, an eg fh of the establishment, sitting 
within afew feet of thismoney; and somehow, intentionally or other- 
wise, he sat with his back to the money. Now, on the hypothesis that 
somebody came in and climbed up on the outside of the railing, and 
with the assistance of a hook or in any other way secured the money; 
it is sin, that this man, sitting within a few feet, did not discover 
it; but it is argued by those who propose to pay the money that that 
could not be done. If so, then some employé of the office must have 
taken the money, and that makes it worse. i 

I wish to call attention to another point. This package of $5,850 
was lying there with other packagen amounting to $27,000 in all, 
But this officer never discovered he had lost a package till after three 
clock, when he began to make up his cash for that night. I need 
not say to gentlemen of the intelligence of those who sit before mé 
that if these had been open packages and the money had been lying 
there loose it might have been very easy for somebody to extract a 
poran of the money without the very of the loss being made 

y this officer till he made up his cash; but when he goes back to thé 
counter, if he had had his eyes open at all would he not have observed 
that one package was gone and only two left, and would he not want 
to know where that pac had gone? Yet he never discovered ` 
that the money had been m until he came to make up his cash, 
as the report discloses. 

The gentleman from Louisiana quotes from the Bible to prove his 
position and thereby establish the point that the Government ought 


to lose this $5,850. 

I have sent for this old book [holding up the Bible] because 
if I thought my friend from Louisiana was really suppo in what 
he contends for by this book, I would abandon all 4 e J to the 
bill. But I want to read what I find in the fourteenth and fifteenth 
verses of the twenty-second chapter of Exodus, to which the gentle- 
man from Louisana refers: 

And if a man borrow— 

This man did not borrow anything; that I know. The other man 
borrowed it without leave; for the owner was not there— 

And if a man borrow aught of his neighbour, and it be hurt, or die, the owner 
thereof being not with it, he shall surely make it good. 

The owner of this money was the Government of the United States. 
The owner of this money did not happen to be there, and we ask that 
this man shall make it good. 

Mr. GIBSON. But the officer in this case did not borrow the money. 

Mr. PRICE. I did not say he borrowed it. 

Mr. GIBSON. Let me quote the follewing verse. 


1880. 


Mr. PRICE. I have quoted only one verse of Scripture; two will 
not hurt this House. 

Mr. GIBSON. It is said in the following verse: 

If it be a hired thing, it came for his hire. 


That is, he is not to return it. 
Mr. PRICE. There follows the case if the owner had been with it: 
Butif the owner thereof be with it, he shall not make it good. 


But the owner of this money was not with it. To the law and to 
the testimony: I refer the gentleman from Louisiana to his own wit- 


ness. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman permit me—— 

Mr. PRICE. I cannot yield further. But let me say I have not 
heard so many quotations from the Scriptures in a money speech in a 
longtime. In case the quotation is a good one, but it makes not 
for the gentleman from Louisiana but against him. 

Now, it ap that this gentleman who lost this money is a repub- 
lican, and it may be said I must be a hard-hearted man to vote 
against a republican; but really it never occurred to me that a man’s 

litics had anything to do with his duty or his faithfulness in office. 
1 holding a public trust should be faithful whether he belongs 
to one party or to another. All public officers should be held to strict 
accountability, whether uey belong to the republican party, or the 
democratic party, or that other party. 

Several N What other party? 

Mr. PRICE. The whole point in this matter is simply this: If this 

mtleman exercised due diligence, if he was sufficiently careful, if 

was sufficiently watchful, then he ought to be relieved; if he was 
not sufficiently careful, if he was not sufficiently watchful, he ought 
not to be relieved. 

If any gentleman can bring himself to believe that a man with 

„000 in three 5 packages lying upon the counter, it being 
is business to watch and care for that money, losing one of those 
packages and not discovering it until after three o’clock, when he 
comes to count up his cash, has used due diligence and care in regard 
to that money, then he may believe that this man ought to be re- 
lieved. But I do not think that any man here who in his private 
capacity had an 8 in his service, which employé lost $5,800 in 
that way, would believe that he had used proper care. At least he 
would be apt to say to himself that the employé had not exercised 
due diligence, proper care, and sufficient watchfulness in guarding 
the treasure left at his disposition and under his control. 

Now, my friend says that this man, whose business it was to take 
care of this money, turned his back to it only fora moment. Fora 
moment? Why, sir, he did not discover the loss for more than an 
hour. And the Philadelphia case which is sought to be made a par- 
allel case to this, and which is pleaded as a precedent for the passage 
of this bill, is as different and wide apart from this as are the poles. 
In the Philadelphia case the man abstracted half an eagle, or a whole 
eagle, or a quarter of an eagle, again and agai d again, and there 
was no way to discover it. If he had stolen a box of coin, then you 
would have a parallel case ; but he did not steala box. And when it 
was first suggested to the man whose business it was to care for that 
money that there was a loss, he had every box carefully weighed and 
found out that $800 of the money had been taken. He paid the money, 
and turned the man off. Now, was any man turned off in this New 
Orleans affair? Notone. The same men wholost the money were con- 
tinned there; and that is another evidence that there was not due 
a and diligence exercised in guarding these funds of the United 

tates. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PRICE. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. Do you hold that this officer is to be held to strict 
accountability where the evidence shows that his subordinate was 
guilty of the 5 where the evidence shows that the subordinate 
stole the money? Now in the Philadelphia case, if the gentleman 
will allow me to allude to it, it was shown by the testimony that the 
subordinate officer did actually steal the money while in the office. 
But in the New Orleans case it is shown by the testimony that the 
subordinate as well as the principal was free from all blame. 

Mr. PRICE. The difference is simply this—— 

Mr. GIBSON. And Iam astonished to find that the gentleman him- 
self, who voted for the Philadelphia case, now opposes the bill in the 
New Orleans case. 

Mr. PRICE. Inthe Philadelphia case they found the man who took 
the money and turned him off. In the New Orleans case they have 
not found the man who took the money. 

Mr. GIBSON. They cannot find him. 

Mr. PRICE. No; 3 it was a ring there; and, so far as the 
record shows, there were partners in the affair. Now, due diligence 
on the part of the officer in charge of the money would have required 
him, when he went into the vault, to have taken the money with him; 
if otherwise he would be obliged to leave it unguarded. 

Mr. GIBSON. The gentleman knows that there were $17,000,000 


there. 

Mr. PRICE. No; there were not $17,000,000 on that counter, nor 
were there $17,000,600 there at any one time, nor the half of it, nor 
the quarter of it. There were only $27,000 on the counter, in three 
1 ign kages, as I have stated, and as it is stated in the report 
which seeks to exonerate this man. 
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This man should have taken this money with him into the safe 
rather than to have left it there on the counter unguarded. It was 
more than an hour before he discovered the loss. I hold that due 
diligence would have required him to have kept that money under 
his.eye all the time. The plea made that he had other duties to per- 
form does not count at all in this case. If he had merely lost some 
revenne-stamps that ent might be used. But he did not lose 
reyenue-stamps; he simply lost a package of money containing 
$5,800, and did not know his loss until more than an hour after the 
package was taken, although it had been left on the counter in fall 
view of everybody in the office. He did not discover the loss until 
after three o’clock, when he came to make up his cash account. 

Now, I contend that there has not been due diligence exercised in 
this case. We should say when we put a man in office that we will 
hold him to a strict accountability for the faithful discharge of his 
duties; and then if he fails he, and not the people of the country, 
should suffer the loss. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is not my purpose to enter again into the dis- 
cussion of this matter; but I desire to say a few words only in response 
to the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. PRICE.] 

I asked i taena to ge aed to the committee any single Bi aa 

o 


ular in which this officer, who seeks relief under the present bill, had 
been personally negligent. I understood the gentleman to reply in 
substance that he would show a want of care on the part of that 
officer personally, or he would abandon his opposition to this bill. 
Now, I submit to the members of the committee who have listened 
to the gentleman throughout his ent that he has not specified 
a single particular in which this officer has been personally guilty of 


negligence, 
r. PRICE. Will the gentleman allow me a moment f 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. PRICE. Did I not say that he went off and left the monoy 
lying there with no one to waich it, and that he did not discover the 
loss until an hour afterward, when he came to count up his cash 
after three o’clock ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. The*gentleman is talking all the time about the 
cashier in the sub-treasury, and not about the assistant treasurer, who 
seeks relief. 

Mr. PRICE. And whose servant was the cashier? 

Mr. CARLISLE. The cashier was appointed by the Treasury De- 
partment at Washington. 

Mr. PRICE. So was this other man in Philadelphia. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly; and you voted to relieve the officer 
in that case. 

Mr. PRICE. The cases are not similar at all. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Philadelphia case is a much worse one than 
this, as I will show before I get through. 

Now, it was a physical im ibility for the assistant treasurer of 
the United States at New Orleans to be all the time with this money. 
It was a physical impossibility for him to watch at e moment of 
the day and night each package of money in that office. It was 
therefore absolutely necessary to the discharge of the duties of his 
porion that he should have subordinates, and that he should intrust 

is business in a t measure to them. Every gentleman will ad- 
mit this. Accordingly, we find that this assistant treasurer had his 
subordinates, consisting of a cashier, some clerks, and a porter. It 
was the cashier who, by virtue of his office, had ial charge of the 
money, and who, at the time this money was stolen, had turned his 
back for a moment to attend to additional duties which had been 
— upon the office by the regulations of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

Now, I submit to my friend from Iowa that there is a vast difference 
between this case and the Philadelphia case, which was acted u 
favorably by the House a week or so ago, I submit to my friend that 
even if if be conceded for the sake of the argument that there was 
gross negligence on the part of this cashier and of the other subordi- 
nates in the office at the time this money was stolen, still there is a 
vast difference between this case and the Philadelphia case; and the 
difference is all in favor of the present bill, for in the Philadelphia 
case the subordinates, according to the evidence, were not simply 
guilty of os but were guilty of downright theft. 

Mr. PRICE. Somebody must have stolen this money. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Somebody did steal it; but I say to my friend 
that even if we concede that some of these subordinate officers inthe 
office at New Orleans actually stole this money, of which there is no 
evidence, then we have a case like the one from Philadelphia, in which 
the gentleman from Iowa voted to relieve the officer. 

In the present instance somebody stole the money, of course; but 
the simple question is, was it stolen, either by a subordinate in the 
office or by some persons outside of the office, by reason of any negli- 
gence or want of care upon the part of the assistant treasurer per- 
sonally? Until my friend from Iowa can show to the satisfaction of 
the committee that it was lost by reason of some personal negligence 
or wrong upon the part of the assistant treasurer himself, it seems 
to me he still leaves this case a much stronger one than that in which 
he voted to relieve the officer. 

Mr. REED. Did the committee make any inquiry as to whether 
this leaving of packages of money in this manner in this place was 
a custom at that office ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. They did not. 
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Mr. REED. So that no information can 
whether this was a custom known to the assistant treasurer ? 
Mr. CARLISLE. Noevidence upon the subject was before the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will state that it was the custom at this office to 
receive and pay out over the counter eee sums of money, and that 
on account of the small number of employés in the office it was ab- 
solutely impossible for any one of those employés to keep that money 
constantly under his eye. 

Mr. C. LE. I was just about to state the facts appearing 
before the committee. It appeared before the committee that these 
three packages of money, amounting in the gate to some $27,000. 
had just been brought into the office from the bank by the porter and 
laid down on the counter. Now, the committee supposed that it was 
not negligence in these gentlemen in charge of the office to fail to 
put this money immediately away in the safe. We assume that the 
practice prevailing in ordinary banking institutions would be likely 
to prevail in an office of this character—that packages of money 
would be brought in by the porter and laid down, for the purpose 
probably of being inspected by the officers having charge of the 
money, and that in a reasonable time the money would be put ayay 
in the vault. We all know, moreover, that it is the custom ina 
banking institutions to keep upon the counter quite a considerable 
amount of money for constant use. 8 

Mr. PRICE. Let me correct the gentleman. No bank keeps its 
money upon the counter in such a way that it can be reached by an 
outsider. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I thought it had been shown to the satisfaction 
even of the gentleman from Iowa that this money was not within the 
reach of an outsider unless he employed some artificial means to reach 
it. The thief was compelled to climb up upon the railing which had 
been constructed there, and by reaching over with a hook, or some 
similar instrument, take the package. This package ot money was 
not even lying at or near the open place through which the persons 
doing business with the office were in the habit of transac their 
business, but was off some distance at one Side. This is all I desire 


to say. 

Mr GIBSON. I wish to say in reply to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Price] that a few days after this money was stolen $50,000 was 
taken from the Canal B in New Orleans, in the same manner, b 
some n jumping upon the outer railing and reaching over wi 
a hook or something of that kind. In this way some ,000 was 
abstracted from tha bank, eot the best and most powerful bank- 
ing institutions in New Or E 
. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to take up any time 
in debating this question. By examination of the RECORD of January 
16, I find thi ‘whale question was fully discussed in the Committee 
of the Whole House, and that, after full and free discussion on the 
motion to lay the bill aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass, the ayes were 62 and the noes 72. There- 
fore this bill was unfavorably reported to the House from this very 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that is an error. It was not 
unfavorably reported. 

Mr. FINLE . Lunderstand the motion was made in the Committee 
of the Whole House, and I so find it in the RECORD: 


The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
. recommendation 
The question being taken, it was decided in the negative—ayes 62, noes 72. 


It certainly was not a favorable recommendation; but, on the con- 

, the committee when it divided were against ing to the 

bill. How the bill has been returned back to the Committee of the 

Whole House I cannot understand. I only make this remark that, as 

the bill has already been fully discussed, I hope, by unanimous con- 

sent, we shall have no further discussion, but that the matter shall 
now be 11 of. \ = 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, the question of di ce has been 
raised in this discussion. I stated on a former occasion the general 
objections I have to this bill. I desire to add to what I have hereto- 
fore said a word or two on the subject whether this officer has exer- 
cised such diligence in the performance of his duty as to exonerate 
him from blame. 

The best thing that could be said for him, a plying the law of bail- 
ment, is that he was a bailee for hire. A bailee for hire is bound to 
full diligence, I believe many of the law writers say utmost diligence. 
Was there such diligence in this case—was there ordin. ce 
in this case, not to speak of utmost diligence such as the law would 
apply to a bailee for hire, but was there ordinary diligence? The 
special officer who examined this subject has reported as follows : 


the rear of Mr. Shute's desk, and peny 
pays out the funds. The counter is near 2 ur feet high; on the other side of the 
counter there is a protection about three feet high, the lower part of. this protec- 


be afforded us as to | tion being common panes of glass and the sree part a slight wooden railing. 


panes of glass were not shaded or darkened; consequently, an 
standing outside of the counter could see g that lison the oan 
of said protection. The counter projects about eight inches outside of this protec- 
tion, so that an outsider could very easily stand up on this projec 
on to the top railing, and when in that position could, if the offici 
absent for a moment, or if their backs were turned toward the counter, very easily, 
with a pointed cane, extract a package of money almost in an instant. 

For a short time between the hours of two and three p. m. on the 1st instant the 
cashier and receiving teller were together in the cashier's vault. While they were 
there there was no person in the front office except Aufdemorte, the porter, who 
was at a table counting currency, and having his back toward the counter. 
At this time the $27,000 was lying on the counter, and among which was the pack- 
age of $5,850 in currency. 

Aufdemorte states that while the cashier and receiving teller were in the vault 
he heard a slight rustle orcreaking noise outside the counter ; that he did not look 
around to ascertain what caused noise, as he Supposez it was the creaking of 
the foot board on which persons waiting outside of the cashier’s window stand. 
He also states that at that time there was but one peon outside the counter, 

Soon after three o'clock Mr. Shute, on verifyin cash accounts for the day, 
found his cash short $5,850 currency. He recollected that a package of thatamount 
was laying on his connter when he went to the vault, and he found this same pack- 
age > 


That money, it seems, had recently been brought in by the porter. 
He does not inform us how he come to know of that pareola pack- 
age or the amount of money in it. I have no special point to make 
on that, however. The point I have to make is this: He who handles 
money for himself or for another is liable to take reasonable care 
that it shall not be exposed to theft. 

Here was a public counter in a public office where people were free 
to resort. The money was laid down upon that counter, and the two 
responsible officers retired to their vault, leaving it on this counter, 
liable to be stolen, as the sequel seems to show, if that be the true 
theory, with none but a porter in the room where it was, and he en- 
ert § in other business, with his back turned to the money, not even 
turning around when he heard the“ creaking” which he s 8 of 
in his testimony. Is that diligence? Could it be supposed that any 
man transacting business for hi would have so acted and so ex- 
posed his own money? 

But it does not seem it was ascertained the money was there. 
They do not tell us who took the money from this counter to the 
teller’s room. They do not explain how it was that it was not dis- 
covered when the money was taken from the counter. This package 
of $5,850 was not mi until the teller came to make up his cash 
account. There is nothing in this case to exclude the idea that one 
of the officers within the bank may have taken that money. Of 
course I do not pretend to assert they did or did not, but I say, from 
the testimony before us, there is nothing to exclude the idea that 
some person within the bank took this money. And the very care- 
lessness referred to by the report makes it an unpleasant case against 
the officers. 

I thought, Mr. Chairman, I would say this much on the subject of 
diligence, and that there is not made out here, in my judgment, what 
seems to be a case a ing to Congress for relief. 

Mr. BUTTERWO . Asingle word, Mr. Chairman. Our friend 
from Iowa [Mr. PRICE] deprecates the citation of Moses as an au- 
thority on the question of money. 

Mr. PRICE. Not at all; it is the best authority in the world. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understood the gentleman to say it was 
the i time he had heard Moses cited as an authority on the money 
question—— 

Mr. PRICE. In this House. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If that . had come from my 
friends in the center I should not have been surprised. I remember 
that Moses is an admirable authority touching the character of 
money; for he said,“ Let all your payments be made according to or 
after the shekel of the sanctuary,” which was a coin, and for a thou- 
sand years and more was of unvarying value. They never had a 
greenback during that entire period. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WEAVER. Will the tleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. WEAVER. We indorse Moses. Moses in the second chapter 
of Genesis said that the gold of Havilah is good. He puts it in the 
lowest degree of comparison. He foresaw by his prophetic wisdom 
that even national-bank money was better and that greenbacks were 
the best. [Lau 5 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not recall anything in Moses which 
sustains the gentleman’s assertion, except that“ fold was good.” On 
the contrary, as I have said, his injunction was let all thy payments 
or estimations be “ after the shekel of the sanct Which was an 
unvarying coin measure of value for more than a thousand years. 

Now, one word touching this bill, Mr. Chairman. It is easy to 
be wise after the fact. How often good reasons occur to us for not 
doing a thing, or for doing a thing, after the fact has occurred, It 
occurs to my friend from Iowa that two feet additional on the railing 
providing for protecting the money that was stolen would have been 
a wise thing, yet it is probable that would not have occurred to him, 
but for the fact this money was stolen. 

Mr. PRICE. My friend misunderstands me. I do not propo to 
build that fence any higher. Itis high enough already. [Laugh- 


ter. 

id. BUTTERWORTH. I simply wish to say, so far as my obser- 
vation extends, in all the banks it is customary for the cashiers and 
those handling money to have packages near them, behind the rail- 
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ing—it may not be so in Iowa. [To Mr. Price.] Do not get up! 
ge It may not be so in Iowa. 

Mr. PRICE. Nor is itsoin Ohio. You cannot find a bank any- 
where in the United States of America where the cashier keeps his 
money so it can be taken b; y outsider. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. „Chairman, I protest the gentleman is 
not a competent witness, for he speaks of What he has not seen nor 
yet heard. In Cincinnati and in banks in other places in Ohio it is 
common to have money by the side of the teller and behind a wicket- 
work of some kind, not so high but an outsider might place his foot 
on the side of the counter and reach over with some prepared hook 
and take up a p è 

Mr. PRICE. Another question. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. PRICE. Do you know of any bank in Ohio—it is not there, 
and you cannot—do you know of one bank in Ohio where the paying- 
teller keeps any considerable quantity of money, as much as a thou- 
sand dollars, so an outsider can reach it? Give me the name of the 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have stated already just that thing. 

Mr. PRICE. Give me the name of that bank. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Half a dozen. 

Mr. PRICE. Only one. gr. sera 

Mr. BUTTERWO 8 . Chairman, I am unable to a 
bank in Cincinnati in which with the appliances I have mentioned 
money may not be taken by an expert thief. 

Mr. PRICE. That is not the question. Name mea bank where 
the payin teller leaves his money where an outsider can reach it. 

Mr. WORTH. I have stated that is the case in a great 
many banks, and porey in every bank in Iowa except the one of 
which my astute friend is president. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PRICE. Ido not happen to be the president of any bank. 

A MEMBER. He is a director. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. He is a director, then. I suppose he re- 
eaei ter presidency when he became a candidate for Congress, 

ughter. 

MI PRICE. No, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Of this man in New Orleans I know noth- 
ing, except that he has sustained a loss. The nation ought not to be 
unjust to any one of its citizens. It is easy, as I have said, to be wise 
after the fact. When the gentleman who seeks relief under this bill 
left the room in which the stolen money was he had no reason to sup- 
pose that any man could get into that bank and remove that package 
without attracting the attention of the porter, who sat near, and yet 
it was possible, and did occur, We can easily see how the taking of 
this money wan have been prevented by precautionary methods 
now sugges mt that is to be wise after the fact. 

Mr. PRICE. Was there due diligence? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Possibly not due gor ret according to 
the gentleman’s understanding of that term. That diligence would 
render the abstraction of 3 from a bank absolutely impossible. 
I know that bankers are generally very prudent, careful men; and I 
know in two instances in my own State money has been taken from 
a bank under circumstances similar to those atttending the taking 
of this money from the sub-treasury at New Orleans. 

One other word, dnd I am done. Of course, as contrivances are 
being daily made by bankers and others having charge of money to 
defeat the operations of thieves, thieves on their part are as con- 
stantly maturing plans to defeat the contrivances of bankers to pre- 
vent theft. They are as op aor as honest men, and are constantly 
devising means by which they may be enabled to steal money from 
bankers notwithstanding the contrivances daily used to baffle them, 

The argument of my friend from Kentucky LMr. CARLISLE] shows 
very clearly that this man in no event ought to be held liable. He 
is not charged with negligence ; he has exercised that diligence which 
is ordinary with bankers and that notwithstanding his duties were 
doubled by Congress or by the order of the Secretary of the A 
He used all the means which are ordinarily sanpa under such cir- 
cumstances to protect the public Treasury. But notwithstanding 
this diligence the money was stolen, not in an ordinary way, but by 
some thief coming in, probably 8 rubber shoes and climbing 
-up by the railing and reaching over with a hook prepared for the pur- 


I deny that a great nation has a right to do wrong to any of its 
citizens. The gentleman from Iowa su ts that these appointees 
of the Government are paid salaries which put them on the footing 
of insurers. I deny it. The cashier of his own bank, if he is fit for 
his position, is probani paid as good a salary as this assistant treas- 
urer at New Orleans. 

Mr. PRICE. He is not; and he is satisfied with his salary. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, if that cashier exercises such dili- 
penon as this assistant treasurer exercised, and if, notwithstanding, a 

oss occurred, I do not think my friend would exact from him the 
payment of that loss ; and notwithstanding what has been said about 
these gentlemen being insurers, I do not think a great nation should 
exact of them what my friend in front of me would not exact from 
his employé. I do not believe that that gentleman dealing with an 
employé who had served faithfully and well, as I believe this cashier 
has served the public, would exact a reparation on the part of his 
employé where money had been lost under such circumstances as are 


shown in this case. Certainly I know of no instance where that has 
been done. Within a very short period two losses have been sns- 
tained by banks in my own city, and I know the idea of holding the 
cashier to account for the loss has never been entertained by any of 
those institutions. Therefore, because I consider it an act of simple 
justice to this man, I support this bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] 
peny me to ask him a question? There has been some question 

ow this bill has come back before the Committee of the Whole after 
having been voted down once. Will the gentleman tell us how that 
has happened ? $ 

Mr. GIBSON. The Committee of the Whole, as the record will 
show, did not order the bill to be laid aside to be reported with a 
favorable recommendation, and it was reported to the House unfa- 
vorably. When the bill came up in the House the gannin from 
Kentucky, [Mr. CARLISLE,] who was the author of the report, advo- 
cated it before the House. The House adjourned just as I got the 
floor. On Friday last it was held by the gentleman who occupied the 
chair that the bill was not out of the Committee of the Whole, and 
that it must go back into the Committee of the Whole. So far as 
that question is concerned, it is a matterof indifference. The bill is 
here. It is properly before us, and it is for the members of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole according to their sense of justice to give the 
relief demanded, or to deny it. I call for a vote. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chai „in order to test the question, I 
make the point of order that this bill is not regularly in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It has been voted down once, and the proceeding 
instituted afterward occurred one or two weeks after that was done. 

The CHAIRMAN. I understand that the § er ruled that the 
bill was . to the House and the House restored it 
to the Calendar. e point of order is overruled. 

Mr. FINLEY. In order that the same difficulty may not occur 
again, if it is necessary I will make the motion that the bill be re- 
ported adversely. As I understand, the motion was made in Com- 
mittee of the Whole that the bill be laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. That motion was not agreed to. en it came 
up in the House the § er decided that inasmuch as the commit 
tee had not directed the bill to be reported adversely it had not left 
the committee. Am I not correct? 

Mr. GIBSON. I call for a vote. 

Mr. LAPHAM. When this bill was before under consideration, I 
voted in support of it as I then understood it. Before voting i 
upon it I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill for infor- 
mation on one or two points. I first desire to inquire whether the 
ee for relief in this case has paid to the Government the money 
which was lost, or whether he asks that he be allowed this amount 
in the settlement of his accounts ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. He has paid it to the Government. 

Mr. LAPHAM. And now asks to be reimbursed ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes. 

Mr. LAPHAM. The other point upon which I desire information 
is, whether this officer was present in person in charge of the offiee 
on the Gay. this money was lost, or whether the cashier was the person 


in cha 
Mr. GIBSON. The evidence shows that this officer, as well as the 


cashier BERI OE in the office. 

The È The first question before the committee is upon 
the amendment 8 gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. MORRI- 
SON, ] which the Clerk will now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the bill the following: 

= That before said money shall be paid the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall be satisfied, after . and Abe eg eager into all the facts, that said sum 
of money was actually stolen and that the of the same was not the result of 
any n or want of reasonable diligence on the part of said officers.” 

Mr. GIBSON. I have no objection to that. 

The question was taken upon agreeing to the amendment; and 

nm a division there were—ayes 50, noes 57. 
o further count being called for, the amendment was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson] that this bill be laid 
aside, to be reported favorably to the House. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to upon 2 
division—ayes 90, noes 62. 

So the bill was laid aside, to be reported favorably to the House. 


L. MADISON DAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2 for the relief of L. Madison Day; reported from the Committee 
of Claims by Mr. O' CON NOR. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise — the 
sum of $5,400 to L. Madison Day, of Louisiana, that the amount of pur- 
E cuties te sone a Tae aap ee 

city o: . 
title 158 which was invalid and defective. 8 
Mr. WHITE. Let the report be read. f 
Mr. CONNOR. It fell to my lot, as a member of the Committee 
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= Claims, 57 make box report 8 reading of which is now called for. 
t re covers twenty elosely prin ages. 
Mr. WHITE. Well, we want Ah ici ite 

Mr. BRIGHT. It is evident that the Committee of the Whole will 
hardly be able to conclude the consideration of this case to-day. 
There are bills in the House, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, which are yet undisposed of, In 
order that the House may take action on those bills, I will move that 
the committee now rise. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. BRIGHT; and upon 
a division there were—ayes 68, noes 4. r 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. KEIFER reported that the Committee of the Whole had 
had under consideration the business on the Private Calendar, and 
had directed him to report back to the House the bill (H. R. No, 1542) 
for the relief of Charles Clinton, of New Orleans, late assistant treas- 
urer at New 5 without amendment and with a rec- 
ommendation that the same be passed. 

The SPEAKER. The bill now reported from the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar will take its place in the House after 
the bills heretofore favorably reported from that committee. 

REFUNDING TOBACCO TAX. 

The first of the bills heretofore 5 favorably from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar and undisposed of was 
the bill (H. R. No. 3 e ag of certain ene! of H Fae 
burgh, Virginia, an: unding to them taxes improperly collec 
from them on manufactured tobacco. 

The SPEAKER. Upon the engrossment and third reading of this 
bill the previous question was demanded t the gentleman from Vir- 

ia Mr. TUCKER] which demand was undetermined at the close of 

e session of the House on Friday last. The question is now upon 
seconding the demand for the previous question. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 94, 
noes 24. 

Mr. WHITE. No eoan has voted. 

The SPEAKER. è point being made that no goap has voted, 
the Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. 
TUCKER, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. WHITE. 

Many MEMBERS. Withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. ae I will withdraw the point of order that no quoram 
has voted. 

nos further count being called for, the previous question was sec- 
ond 

The main Perea was then ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the t time, 

The question was upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. GONGER. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; there being upon a division— 
ayes 33, noes 127; more than one-fifth in the affirmative. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to, upon a division—ayes 46, 
noes not counted. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon the passage of the 
bill, the title of which has been read, and upon which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

e question was taken; and there were—yeas 150, nays 39, not 
voting 103; as follows: 


YEAS—150. 

Acklen, Dunn, Kelley, W.A 
Aldrich, N. W. Dunnell, Kenna, Samf 
Anderson, Kimmel, Sawyer, 
Armfield, Ellis, King, Scales, 
Atkins, Evins, Ki Shelley, 
Ballou, Felton, Le Fevre, 
Barlow, Ferdon, Lewis, Singleton, J. W. 
Beale, Field, Lindsey, eton, O. R. 
Bicknell, Finley, Lowe, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Blackburn, Fisher, Mason, Smith, William E. 
Blount, Ford, McMahon, 3 
Bowman, Forney, MeMillin, Steele, 

Fort, Miles, tevenson, 

t, Erro Miller, Talbott, 

Buc N des, Mitchell, Tillman, 
Butterworth, Gibson, Monroe, Townsend, Amos 
Cabell, Gill Morrisen, Townshend, R. W. 
Caldwell, Goode, Morse, Tucker, 
Calkins, Hall, Morton, Turner, 
Cam Hammond, N. J. Murch, 8 J. T. 
Carlie, Harris, J 44% Neal, pson, 
Carpenter, Haskell, Nicholls, Vance, 
Chittenden, Hatch, Norcross, Voorhi 
Claflin, Hawk, O'Connor, Wad 
Clardy, Hawley, O'Neill, Ward, 
Clark, John B, Henderson, O'Reilly, Weaver, 
Cobb, Herndon, Overton, Wellborn, 
— Hiscock, Pel Wat 0 
— Hooker, 9 — Thomas 
Cow Hostetler, er, W illis, 

Houk, Reagan, Willits, 

House, Rice, Wilson, 

Meiose Hal e p.. W 
Davis, Joseph J. Hunton, Richardson, J. S. Wright, 
H. Hurd. ond, Y 

Johnston, 

Dickey, Joyce, Robinson, 


NAYS—39. 
Aldrich, William Dwigh’ Osmer, 
gue Pe, Baobao, Bate, g 
— Hammond, J fe ret 
Burrows, em PAON San ne, 
Cann ce, 
Glack, Alvah A. Janes,” TADA ETA 
„ 
on’ teal 
Davis, George R. McCoid, Smith, A. Herr 5 
NOT VOTING—103. 
Aiken, De La Matyr, Knott, „ 
Batley Dae 3 Fassel Daniel L. 
Baker, Dick, ating, Ryan, Thomas 
— Louns $ Ryon, John W 
Beltzhoover, Ewin Martin, Benj. F. Siaa 
~ Fores ihe; Martin, Edward L. Sparka, 
Bin 3 Frost, Joseph q. 8 3 
Blake, Garfield, McCook, Stephens, 
Bland, Gunter, M „ 
BI Harmer, M Taylor, 
Boast A Harris, Benj. w McKinley, m P. B. 
Brower, Heliman, 0 ler, 
Brigham, enkle, Money, rner, 
Browne, Henry, Muldrow, Van Voorhis, 
Caswell, Herbert, Muller, Wait, 
Chalmers, orr, Myers, Washb 
Clymer, Hubbell, New, Wilber, 
Humphrey, New 5 . G. 
Cox, Hutchins. O'Brien, W. do 
98 K Poeh! Tag 8 = 
er, oung, Casey 
tt, Killinger, Prescot Y „ Thomas L. 
Davideon, Klotz, Topco, Wr 
So the bill was passed. 
During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 
Mr. CULBERSON. I am eases with the gentleman from Penn- 


sylvania, Mr. FISHER. 

Mr. MYERS. I am paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. GAR- 
FIELD. If he were present, I should vote “no.” 

Mr. COFFROTH. My colleague from Pennsylvania, Mr. Ryon, is 
paired with my colleague, Mr. HARMER. My e Mr. Bach- 
MAN, is with the gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. BLAKE. 

Mr. LEWIS. My colleague, Mr. HERBERT, is detained from the 
House by sickness. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. I am paired with the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. 


Sapp. 

Mr. SIMONTON. My co e, Mr. TAYLOR, is paired with the 
gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. BRIGHAM. 

Mr. BOUCK. I am paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Mo- 
KıNLEY. If he were present, I should vote “no.” 

Mr. SINGLETON, o ag RE A My colleague, Mr. CHALMERS, is 

with the gentleman from New York, Mr. VAN VOORHIS. 

Mr. MULLER. Iam paired with the gentleman from Connecticut, 
Mr. Warr. If he were present, I should vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
EWING, is paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Bixd- 


Hau. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I am paired with the gentleman from Kentucky, 

zi PAGE. My coll Mr. B is paired with the gentl 
3 4 colleague, Mr. BERRY, is paired wi © gentle- 
man from Tana Mr, RYAN. : a 

Mr. HAWLEY. The gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. ROBESON, 
is paired with the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. SPRINGER. 

. TALBOTT. My colleague, Mr. URNER, who is detained from 
the House by sickness, is paired with my colleague, Mr. MCLANE. 

Mr. CARP. ER. The gentleman from Michigan, Mr. BREWER, 
is paired with the gentleman from Florida, Mr. Davipson. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan, Mr. McGowan, is paired with the gentleman 
from Kentu Mr. THOMAS TURNER, 

Mr. ALDRI HH, of Illinois. My colleague, Mr. Born, is paired with 
the gentleman from Maryland, Mr. HENRY. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. TUCKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pamo; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EDWIN M. HART. 

Mr. MULLER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4441) for the relief of Edwin M. Hart; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

JOHN GRIMSTON. 

Mr. MULLER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4442) to retire from active service Ordnance-Se: t John 
Grimston ; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was ewes as follows: 

To Mr. McCook, for five days, on account of important business ; 

To Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, until Wednesday next, on account 
of important business ; 
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To Mr. BARLOW, indefinitely, from Monday next, on account of im- 
portant business; and 

To Mr. GopsHALK, until Thursday next, on account of important 
business, 


LIBRARY-ROOM, NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy, requesting an appro- 
priation for the new library-room for the Navy Department, in the 
new State, War, and Navy oparien building ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


SIMEON CRANE. 


Mr. PHISTER. I ask unanimous consent thatthe bill (S. No. 335) 
granting a pension to Simeon Crane be taken from the Speakers 
table and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker's 
table, read twice, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I ask leave to make a report from 
— Committee of Accounts, concerning one of the employés of the 

ouse. 

Mr. COOK. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will be 
permitted to submit report, as he is about to leave the city. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Cook, it was 


to, there being—ayes 76, noes 54 ; and accordingly (at four o and 
ten minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following memorials, petitions, and other Pp were laid on 
the Clerk’s d under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 


By Mr. BARLOW: The petition of citizens of La Moille County, 
Vermont, for the suppression of polygamy in Utah—to the Committee 
on the J aer 

Also, the petition of citizens of Grand Isle, Vermont, for legislation 
i, crear railway transportation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

„the petition of citizens of Grand Isle, Vermont, for the amend- 
ment of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of Culven Sanders, for pay for 
use of premises and for Ding sat destroyed by United States troops 
during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims, 

B . BRAGG: The petition of citizens and soldiers of the State 
of New York, to be placed on the same footing as the bondholders— 
to the Committee on ee Affairs, 

Also, the petition of 210 citizens of Wisconsin, for a bill restricting 
railroad monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. B : The petition of William H. Dodge, that the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office be directed to issue to him the 
patents to certain lands in Washington Territory—to the Committee 
on Public Lands, 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of L. H. Ives and others, citizens 
of Ingham County, Michigan, for a law to protect innocent purchas- 
ers of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of citizens of Newton Souny In- 

i for a water route connecting Lake Michigan, the Illinois River, 
and Wabash Canal, through In to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Also, the 8 of citizens of Indiana, for the establishment of a 
post-route from Goodland to Julian, Indiana—to the Committee on 

the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: Memorial of citizens of Boone County, Ken- 
moya asking for a change in the patent laws—to the Committee on 
aten 

Also, memorial of citizens of Campbell County, Kentucky, asking 
for the r o> a law to prevent unjust discriminations in freight 

Tic ante ck E ck che EAT LAETA 

, memorial of mem of the tuc i askin, 
for the passage of a bill to increase the efficiency of the Marine Hae 
pital Service—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of citizens of Clay County, 
Iowa, that Clay County may be left in the central division if the 
seg oa ehaol be redistricted for judicial purposes—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, the metition of citizens of Palo Alto County, Iowa, that in 
case the judicial districts are readjusted Palo Alto County be attached 
to the Des Moines or central division—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CASWELL: The petition of James H. Cook and 46 others, 
soldiers of the late war, of Columbia County, Wisconsin, for the 

assage of a law equalizing soldiers bounties—to the Committee on 


i 

By Mr. COFFROTH: The petition of Rev. H. H. Leamy, pastor of 
Baptist church; Rev. W. A. kin, pastor of Presbyterian church; 
Rey. W. T. Wilson, pastor of Methodist N church; Rev. Will- 
iam Houpt, pastor of Evangelical Lutheran church; Rev. H. S. Getz, 
rector of Episcopal church; Hon. Charles W. Stone, lieutenant-gov- 
ernor of Pe vania; Hon. L. D. Wetmore, and 149 others, citizens 
of Pennsylvania, for the appointment of a commission of inquiry con- 


cerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, the petition of E. Harvey, png councilor, and Samuel Nel- 
son, grand secretary of the Royal Templars of Temperance of Penn- 
sylvania, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of Joseph B. Macy and 62 others, of 
Nantucket, Massachusetts, for the establishment of life-saving sta- 
tions on Tucanuck Island and at the chord of the bay, Nantucket, 
Massachusetts—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LOWNDES H. DAVIS: Five petitions of citizens of Mis- 
souri, for the regulation of interstate railway transportation charges— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. DUNN: The petition of citizens of Arkansas, for the improve- 
ment of White River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Two petitions of citizens of Morrow County, 
Ohio, that the patent laws be so amended as to make the manufact- 
urer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringe- 
ment—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, six petitions of citizens of Morrow County, Ohfo, for relief 
from transportation monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of Charles F. Beall and 60 others, 
soldiers of West Milton, Ohio, for the passage. of the equalization 
bounty bill—to the Committee on Military irs. 

By Mr. GOODE : Memorial of citizens of Norfolk, Virginia, for the 
enactment of penal statutes to suppress interstate traffic in adulter- 
ated merchandise—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HASKELL : The petition of citizens of Thayer, Kansas, for 
the Passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Kansas, for the retention of the 
greenback as it is; for the continuance of the coinage of silver, and 
for the pamego of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on 
Banking and 5 

By Mr. HENKLE: Papers relating to the claim of Peter Gallagher 
for pay for work done on the Treasury extension—to the Committee 
of Claims. 

By Mr. HOUSE: Memorial of the Tobacco Board of Trade of Nash- 
ville, Tennessee, showing how the tobacco trade of the United States 
is injured by the manner in which the governments of France, Spain, 
Italy, and Austria purchase tobacco in this country, through regies 
and contractors, and for such legislation as will open the markets of 
the governments named to citizens of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr: H ON: The petition of Charles B. Shirley, that he be 
paid $2,063.88 for services rendered the House of Representatives, 
which sum has heretofore been allowed by the Committee of Ac- 
counts—to the Committee of Accounts. 

By Mr. KEIFER: The petitions of William S. Dallas and 35 others, 
and of Edward P. Jennings and 45 others, citizens of Champaign 
County, Ohio, for the enactment of laws for the alleviation of op- 
pressions imposed by transportation monopolies that control inter- 
state commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: Resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance of the 
counties of Ontario, Seneca, and Yates, New York, asking that the 
head of the Bureau of Agriculture be made a Cabinet officer—to the 
Committee on iculture. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of soldiers and citizens of Cou- 
dersport, Potter County, Pennsylvania, against the of Senate 
bill No. 496, relating to the method of settling pension claims—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of 72 soldiers of Ohio, that the pay 
of soldiers who served in the Union Army be made up to gold values— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRISON: The petition of E. A. Gere, of Summerfield, 
Illinois, for $50 per month pension for all soldiers and sailors who have 
lost a leg or arm, to be secured by amendment to the bill for the relief 
of Fitz-John Porter—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORTON: Memorial of J. M. Sutherland and 247 others, 
for the increase of pensions of all soldiers and sailors who lost a leg 
or an arm in the service during the war of 1861 to 1865 to $50 per 
month—to the Committee.on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MULLER: The petition of Eliza Mittnacht, for a pension— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. MURCH : The petition of William L. Potter and 27 others, 
citizens of Carmi, Pratt County, Kansas, for the passage of the Wright 
supplement to the homestead act—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

the petition of E. C. Arey and 18 others, citizens of Winterport, 
Maine, for the passage of a law abolishing compulsory pilotage enter- 
ms, Sard York Harbor via Hell Gate—to the Committee on Commerce. 
y Mr. NEAL: The petitions of George O. Wiseman and 48 ot! 
and of J. L. Wiseman and 42 others, citizens of Ohio, against railro: 
monopolies in rtation—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petitions of Harmon Ellis and others, of 
Hamden, and of William A. Hunt and others, of New Haven, Conneet- 
icut, for 8 of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on 


Mili 8 
By Mr. PRICE: The peanon of citizens of Davenport, Iowa, for 
the improvement of Rock Island Rapids, in the Mississippi River—to 
the Committee on Commerce. z t 
By Mr. REAGAN: The petition of 55 firms and persons of New York 
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City, for the passage of a bill to regulate interstate commerce and to 
prevent unjust discriminations by common carriers—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of 125 citizens of Bath, Pennsylva- 
nia, for the p: of the bill (H. R. No. 269) known as the Wright 
supplement to the homestead act—to the Committee on Public Lands. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 14, 1880. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. SAMUEL DOMER. 

The SPEAKER. The parry os the Journal of yesterday will be 
omitted this morning, and will be read with the Journal of to-day on 
Monday next. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move the House resolve itself into the Committee 


of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The motion was agreed to; and the House aonet resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


Mr. COVERT in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of general debate. 


FINANCIAL POLICY OF THE COUNTRY. 


Mr, BRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I should have been content not to 
have troubled this body with 1 4 further remarks on the subject of 
the finances of the country and that the com should have an 
interval of rest for the purpose of review and reflection ; but inasmuch 
as the President of the United States, the Secretary of the 
and the Comptroller of the Currency have recommended to Congress 
certain fundamental changes in the financial policy of the country, I 
am constrained to believe that it amounts to the force of an adminis- 
tration recommendation ; and inasmuch as there is an undercurrrent 
running through the committeesof this House that may roll up at any 
time and culminate in a financial tempest, I deem it my duty as well as 
privilege to beg the indulgence of the House to some remarks on this 
much vexed question. I propose, if possible, to dig beneath the surface 
soil of the question, and, if possible, to get at the true foundation of 
the financial pay. which has been pursued by the country, and to 
bring it up in brief review, point out its errors, and suggest some prob- 
able or possible reforms. 

In the first place, Mr. Chairman, it is my opinion that the initial 
blunder of the financial policy of the Government was in funding 
what was called the floating debt of the United States, which was to 
a very large extent issued as the aig ransty degen of the country. 
In order to support this pro ition it will be n to glance at 
a few facts. 8 I would state there are two modes known to the 
nations of the for funding their public debt, one according to 
the civil mode and the other according to the common-law mode, the 
civil-law mode being to fund according to the commercial or actual 
value of the credit paper of the Government, and the common-law 
mode to fund according to the face value of the paper. The Govern- 
ment of the United States in the funding of its recent debt saw proper 
to adopt the common-law mode and in the 3 of that I beg 
leave to call the attention of this committee to a few facts, to see the 
result of the policy which was ina ated. 

The public debt, which consisted principally in currency, in August, 
1865, amounted to $2,750,000,000. About $2,200,000,000 were fanded 
in interest-bearing bonds. A rding to the statistics the actual or 
commercial value of this floating paper was only about $1,100,000,000. 
The consequence was that there was a profit o 81,100, 000, 000 to the 
holders of this paper, and a 5 loss of the same amount to 
the tax-payers of this country. Not only that, but upon the actual 
value it enabled the holders of the bonds to realize about 15 per cent. 
per annum upon the actual value funded in bonds. In addition to 
that the bonds were placed in sanctuary beyond the power of taxa- 
tion, and in addition to that they became non-producing, not pro- 
ducing a single blade of grass, with no active property except that 
of the eating cancer, consuming the body upon which it was fastened. 
Not only that, but it withdrew the circulation, which was a factor 
which might and ought to have been combined with the labor of the 
country. And last, but not least, it pat py a war between cap- 
ital and labor in this country which will outlast the Peloponnesian 
war of old. It is the opening chapter of our financial disaster. 

If the country had n satisfied to have adopted the civil-law 
mode, which, in the language of Justinian, “Valor monetæ ider- 
andus ac inspiciendus est a tempore contractus, non a tempore solutionis,” 
we wauld have saved $1, 100,000,000 to the people, and we would have 
avoided the calamities which have followed close upon the heels of 
this initial blunder. 

The American policy was to fund according to the civil mode. Af- 
ter the revolutionary war this country had two hundred and fift 
millions of continental money and the States had over two hun 
millions of State currency, making together over $450,000,000. The 

gate statistical value of all the property of the thirteen Col- 
onies was about two hundred millions of money; so it appeared the 
face value of the debt amounted to more than twice as much as all 
the property in the United States or in the Colonies. The Govern- 


ment had coined its credit. It had its actual value and it had its face 
value. They determined to adopt the civil-law mode of funding, 
and did adopt it, and funded the debt at the rate of one to a hun- 


dred of Continental money, it haying depreciated to the extent of 
five hundred to one, adopting one hun to one as the approximate 
value of currency in its use among the people. 

To have funded the revolutionary debt according to the common- 
law rule would have enslaved the country forever, and would have 
defeated the very object of the Revolution. 

They not only funded it according to that rule, but they appointed 
commissioners of the sinking fund, composed of the Vice-President of 
the United States, the Attorney-General of the United States, the 
Chief-Justice of the United States, and the Secre of the 
of the United States, who should receive such fund as might be set 
a by the Government, and go into the market to pu such 
of the ernment bonds as might be offered on the market. They 
did so, and the 3 per cent. thirty-year bonds of the United States were 
purchased principally by the commission of the sinking fund at from 
sixty to sixty-five cents on the dollar. Not that the credit of the 
Government had depreciated, but on commercial principles $50 in 
money at 6 per cent. interest would be worth $100 at 3 per cent. in- 
terest running thirty years to maturity. So, by adopting that policy, 
the Government was enabled in 1835 not only to wipe out that debt, 
but also the debt which had been contracted, growing up out of the 
war of 181214. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit that we are no wiser, nor are we any 
better, nor are we any more gifted or endowed with integrity than 
our forefathers were. They enacted that, with a view of settling 
this debt upon equitable principles—not according to its face value, 
but upon equitable principles—they adopted the policy which was 
inaugurated, and which proved . 

Now let us take a step in advance. Indeed there was no necessity 
for 9 debt at all. And why do I say so? Because there 
were 81, 820,922,200 used as currency by the people of the United 
States. It had’ been paid out, was in the hands of the r people; Te- 
ceived by the people as currency, and the Government had power of 

i ing of the currency; or, in other words, of paying the debt 
without going through the ruinous process of fundingit. How might 
it have been di of? It might have been absorbed in taxation 
and carried to the destraction account of the Government, and left 
alone enough for the circulation of the people and to support and 
float the business interests of the country. 

Now, some have made the point that this was not used as money, 
but that it was purely a debt. I call attention to the fact that Chief- 
Justice Chase admitted that it was used as currency—as money. I 
call attention to the fact that the author of what was called the 
funding of nback policy admitted that all of this floating paper 
debt of the United States was used as a currency by the people and 
by the Government. I call the attention of this House to a short ex- 
tract from the advance sheets of Mr. Spaulding’s history of legal- 
tender money, on page 11. He says: 


After the surrender of the rebel armies to General Grant and General Sherman 


the volunteer army was m out of service and had to be in full. Secre- 

3 . peg Seen aes by eee 5 
The amount required urpose was very an amount ese 
no! in October, 1865, was 8830, 000,000. 


The currency was then abundant, and could have been absorbed in 
taxation—the debt could have been paid by the people. In 1865~66 
the internal revenue of the Government amounted to $309,226,000, 
and if that policy had been pursued the public debt of the coun 
would not have been felt. It would have been absorbed readily an: 
left a remainder in use sufficient for all the necessities of the business 
interests of the country. This balance of the floating debt used as 
currency would not have been felt by the industries of the country 
more than the foam upon the sea, and with no greater burden. Our 
country would have been relieved from the burden of this public debt 
and the enormous burdens which it has imposed upon every class of 
people, And here begins the Niad of our woes. Let me now call the 
attention of this House to some of the fruits of this saang m, 
The public debt of the United States on the 31st of A y was 
$2,846,021,742. On the Ist of July, 1879, it was $2,349,567,482. The re- 
duction of the pons debt in fourteen years amounted to $496,454,260. 
At that rate o: ch Oy Mr. Chairman, it will take eighty years to 

ay off this burden, this debt, which was fastened upon the country. 
Bixee the 31st Angan 1865, to May 1, 1879, this Government has col- 
lected $5,184,000,000 directly from the people. In the same time it has 
expended $5,226,000,000. At that rate it would take $48,000,000,000 
to collected out of the people to yield revenue enough to pay the 
expenses of the Government and to extinguish the public debt. In 
addition to that, they have already collected out of the people $2,075,- 
505,640, which have been appropriated for the payment of the public 
debt. 

Is all this nothing? To pile and fasten such adebt upon the coun- 
try! Is all this no ? To render such a tribute to posterity as 
evidence of the financial wisdom of their forefathers! 

But, I do not stop there. Another startling fact is presented to the 
country. This debt has not only been created. It isnot held by the 
people but it has been concentrated into the hands of a few individ- 
uals. It has given birth to what is known as a money oligarchy who 
hold in fact a mortgage upon the industries and the property of this 
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country, and which will rg tig harvest and enjoy the fruit of the 
sweat of the nation’s labor for generations to come. 
I take leave to call the attention of the House to what a distin- 


ener sta not now living, said upon this subject. On the 
th of March, 1867,in an interview with Charles G. Halpine, Andrew 
Johnson said: 

lying y crab meeting entre eee heer atc Poin Pg 
Maso 4 disappeared; haad OA 5 
000,000 of n woe “ 2 to e that polit- 


, es assum: 
jeal control which the consolidation of the pe financial with political interests 
formerly gave to the slave oligarchy of the late rebel States. 

The aristocracy based on negro 8 at the southern end of the 
line, but only to reappear in an ol hy of bonds and national securities in the 
uppressed the rebe 


States which $ on. read history, and is it not certain 
rapacio 


thatof all es that of mere wealth is the most odious, us, and tyran- 
nical? It for the last dollar * and helpless have got; and with süch a 
vast machine as ment er its control, ‘that dollar will be fetched. It 


is an aristocracy which can see in the people only a prey for extortion. * * 

To an aristocracy existing on the annual interest of a national debt the people are 
only of value in ion to the docility and power of patiently bleeding golden 
blood under the tax-gatherer’s thumb-screws. È 

So said Andrew Johnson, that here was the uprising and growth of 
this money oligarchy, which history has shown will if necessary sup- 
port the worst form of despotism ; for, in order to guarantee the ben- 
efits of the securities which are held, it is willing to immolate any 
constitutional form of government; to e ae any legislation ; to 
corrupt and overturn the judiciary of the country ; to tax the people 
to support armies to hold them in subjection to the power which will 
pander to its rapacity. 

Mr. McCulloch, in the days—I will not say before his corruption, 
but when he seemed to take a rational view of this question, speak- 
ing of the national debt, in 1868 said: 

A national debt must ever be a severe strain upon 
ours should not be subject to it one day longer than n 


But, Mr. Chairman, another of the fruits of this funding system was 
the contraction of the currency when it was most need The pub- 
lic and 17 77555 debts of the United States at that time amounted to 


republican institutions, and 
ecessary. 


$10,000,000,000, and the amount of currency, national and State, on the 
3ist of August amounted to $2,192,395,627, and now it amounts to 
That is the statistical amount. The actual amount in 


$683,862,41) 
circulation, as I have shown by other figures, is only about two hun- 
dred and fifty millions of currency. So as a result this contraction 
took the currency from the labor of the country, reduced the price 
of property 75 per cent., doubled the burden of our debts, blasted 
our prosperity upon land and upon sea, and, through the calamities 
it produced, a financial epidemic which swept away a hundred 
thousand bankrupts, impoverished the people, drove States to the 
very verge of repudiation, and has well-nigh delivered the country, 
bound hand and foot, over to the imperial sway of bonds, banks, and 


In soppor of this statement I need only to call the attention of 
this body and the attention of the country to the testimony of Gen- 


connection, depicted in glowing terms the terrible financial calami- 
e country. These predietions were 


ecessary 
pose its power and have the Constitution of the United States changed 
or amended so that the paue debt should not be called in question ? 

They intended to lay the foundation of their power deep, and have 
it imbedded and indurated in the Constitution of the United States 
beyond the power of change by the people, except by reforming the 
Constitution, certainly beyond the power of Con to disturb it. 
They were doing this for the preservation of their ill-gotten gain; 
they were only throwing up the bulwarks around them to protect 
them and maintain their power. 

And was all this nothing? These were the demonstrations which 
that power gave at the outset. But it does not stop there. It caused 
the passage of the act of 1869. There was no popular clamor for this 
act of 1869, but it had been passed through Congress and presented 
to Andrew Johnson for approval and he put it into his pocket. He 
saw the design of the power, and this was called his pocket veto. The 
first act that was approved by President Grant was the same act of 
1869, the act to strengthen, as it was called, the public credit. It was 
an act to bullionize the debt of the United States and to give a value 
of five hundred millions to the unfortunate creditors, these poor fel- 
lows that lay like Lazarus at the gates of the rich man to pick up the 
crumbs that fell from the Government table; an act to raise the secu- 
rities from ei hty cents in the dollar to $1.20 in the dollar! 

And was all this nothing? Where are the people to come in for one 
crumb of favor in all this policy? These bonds were payable in legal - 
tender notes, as admitted by contemporaneous construction ; and Sen- 
ator THURMAN attempted to exempt the 5-20 bonds from the operation 
of this credit act of 1869, but it was voted down in the Senate. The 
people, poor sheep, did not know how closely they were being clipped, 


but they felt the cold winds of adversity chilling them as an iceberg 
through this policy of their Government, and still they could net un- 
ravel the mystery that was shrouding it. 

Let us go a step further. They caused the act of 1871, known as 
the funding act, to be And why are they now piling Pelion 
upon Ossa? Had they not your credit act of 1869? Can they not be 
contented? Is there no bound nor bottom to the rapacity of this 
power? No; you are not content that these bonds shall be paid in 
the lawful money of the United States and to have a pledge that it 
should not be repudiated, but you wish it to be paid in coin at its then 


standard value, actually to put fetters upon the Con; of the 
United States, actually to restrain their power to re; value of 
the coin of the country. But Congress must fix and bind itself to 


maintain a coin standard for them. Why is it you are ever jealous 
of any remnant of power that may remain either in the Constitution 
or in the legislative department of the 5 with the people? 
Do you intend to eradicate it, to take it up by the roots, and to plant 
your own standard deep in its place? Do you want your debt 155 
in the standard coin, 371} grains of pure and 412} grains Of standard 
silver and 25.8 grains of gold to the dollar? You do not wish it in 
denominational value in tale, but in weight; your public debt has 
almost outweighed your mountains of gold and silver, and you intend 
that it shall be weighed ont to you, and not taled out to you. You 
are taking examples from the practices of the kings in the olden 
times, that were increasing their tribute or avoiding the payment of 
their debts by the alteration of their currency. We have heard and 
read of these tricks of the kings. We are told that Heliogabalus 
ee the Ne to fourteen months in order to require a greater 
tribute from the Gauls. After the Norman conquest a pound sterling 
was changed to one-third of its original value in silver; the house 
of Stuart, in Scotland, reduced it to one-twentieth of its former 
value. And is it nothing that we have a power here that can inter- 
vene and put fetters upon Congress, prevent the regulation of the 
value of the currency, and dictate to them the scales in which their 
debts shall be weighed and paid to them!? 

No danger from a power of that description? Let us go a little 
further and we will see the moccasin tracks of this giant as he walks 
his beats around this congressional hall. Germany demonetized her 
silver, and the holders of bonds in Europe and America took alarm 
from the act. Without going into the recital of the history, the sil- 
ver bill was smuggled through this House, changed the whole face of 
the contract, demonetized the silver dollar, contracted the currency, 
depreciated the value of property, and depreciated the value of our 
silver bullion itself, deprived the States of the right to make it a 
legal tender, and lo off one of the financial arms of the States. 
And was all this nothing, that they could point their ordnance at any 
objectional point of legislation and have it disappear just as though 
it had been by a blast from the mouth of a cannon? d where is it 
that they have made a demonstration either Toon the Constitution 
or upon the laws of the United States or upon the rights of the peo- 
ple that they have not accomplished it and fixed it in the laws of 
this country ? 

Our peop e did not understand it. As was said by one of a former 
day, they had their eyes open but like somnambulists they did not 
see the precipice over which they were to take a wild an Ah! 
they did not stop to take counsel of the statistics of coin, and proba- 
bly not three of those that voted for the bill stopped to look into the 

uestion when they took a step which was to work such revolution in 

e condition of the currency. I will read here from a most excellent 
work, that of Mr. Wharton on coins. He says: 

Demonetization tended “ to increase the value of 
value of silver, meant that millions who had sown 8 
should reap who had not sown; while, in the main, in the western 
the creditors at the 77 of the debtors; profit in Europe at the expense of the 
2 States; profit to specie paying at the expense of the non · speciè paying na- 

And was all this nothing? Now, if those who had practiced that 
fraud upon the country had examined the coin statistics of the world, 
as they appear in a table which I have made up from Mr. ws 
work, they would have seen that the following are the facts: 

Total stock in the hands of man: Gold, $5,000,000,000; silver, 
$7,500,000,000. 

Total used as money by man: Gold, $3,600,000,000; silver, $3,200,- 

000. 


Annual destruction and loss: Gold, $20,000,000; silver, $30,000,000. 

Annual product: Gold, $95,000,000: silver, $75,000,000. 

Net annual gain: Gold, $75,000,000; silver, $45,000,000. 

Annual consumption in arta sar chy lods of existing coin, and 
plate, &c.: Gold, $15,000,000; silver, $15,000,000. 

Net annual supply to be devoted to use as money: Gold, $60,000,000 ; 
silver, $30,000,000. 

Present annual addition of new coin to the total stock of money: 
Gold, 13 per cent.; silver, 1 per cent. ave; 

The demonetization of silver would lessen the existing stock of 
metallic money 25 per cent. in the Christian nations. Twenty-five per 
cent.—that was the premium that would be and was achieved by 
those who sought to obtain the alteration of the silver laws of the 
United States—only 25 per cent. added to the value of the debt! And 
was that nothing ? 7 B 

Who had it to pay? Why, it was in the nature of an excise that 
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had to be taken off the production of the country, Was there nothing 
to be apprehended from such a Pk ball The people could do only 
one thing ; they could not repair the loss entirely, but whenever there 
was an apocalypse of the fraud the rebuke came rolling like thunder 
from e e shaking this nation and demanding of the Congress 
of the United States a repeal of the law. It was repealed, and stands 
repealed to-day, the veto of the President of the United States tothe 


contrary. 

The people had the r privilege left of protesting against the 
rapacious legislation which was plundering them of their labor and 
their propery But that was not all. Here was the act of January 
14, 1875. at was the effect of that? It was intended to destroy 
the legal-tender currency of the United States, and to abandon the 
field of currency to the national banks. It submitted the issue whether 
Co or corporations shall furnish the currency. It opened up a 
war 3 notes and bank notes. There is no conflict 
Mr. Chairman, between the ee e of the United States and 

Id and silver. They are all issued by the same Government. They 
abreast, and in the main have always been 


ve always travel 
t harmony 


applied to the same uses. There has always been 
Pt interchangeability between them whenever they have been placed 
upon the same footing. s 

ut the intention was to destroy the note. This act of 
1875 was only another of the advance positions of the same power 
toward the accomplishment of its erg It was long premeditated. 
Secretary McCulloch, in his report of 1866, pages 16 and 17, said that 
the notes should be withdrawn from circulation and that the furnish- 


ing of what paper currency might be required be left to corporations. 
There was the tendered. They had been acting upon it all the 
time. 


But the act provides for redemption, not for resumption, as has 
been pretended. Iso edinas h Jan 25, 1875, while that 
bill was pending in the Senate of the United States. Senator Ep- 
MUNDS, a few days ago, stated that he voted for the bill because it 
was intended to redeem and retire the legal-tender notes of the 
United States. I call attention to his remarks: 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lask the Senator if in his mind there is any doubt at all as 
to what the construction of that act was? 

Mr. BAYARD. I was unable to say what its construction was. I thoughtit was 
a double-faced juggle intended to catch the votes of contractionists in one direo- 
tion and of infia lonists in the other. 2 


for 8 my honorable friend, to all ot whose 
ry apon am I have not been able to listen 
of an en; ment elsewhere, is that I thoughtit right it should appear 
ation, it was to m Sind DOLAS elect ao matter: aa eee ener ary sents 
n, 5 poez 

the Gaa 40 think about it or chose not to say aboutit, buton the 
itself that I was 7 9 oe it was perfectly clear that the redemption that that 
act provided for, both re the Ist of January, 1879, and afterward, was a re- 
demption which took out in point of law from existence all United States notes 
that should come in in the methods provided by that act. And I am inclined to 
think that if my honorable friend would now examine the statute, he would not 
have any doubt = it at all. Of course the act of 1878 reverses all that, and that 
made the act of 1878 necessary to those who wished to inflate. 

So that there could be no mistake as to the real object of that law. 
It was one of the flank movements upon the Treasury note of the 
United States. There are others which I will point out before my 
time e tres: The policy was to fund greenbacks into bonds—gran 
speculation 

sf oe let us see what there was in this retirement of the greenback. 

There were $382,000,000 of green which at 6 per cent. per an- 
num would yield $22,000,000. In ten years the holders of these bonds 
would derive as interest $220,000,000. But it was a part of the policy 
to abandon the field of currency to thenational banks. According to 
statistics the annual dividends of these institutions (not their pro 
about which I will speak in another connection) amounted to abou 
10 per cent. per annum, which would give them another $220,000,000 
in ten years, making $440,000,000 for the poor starvling banks! Oh, 
how they need the protecting shield of a e oi paternal Govern- 
ment, these national banks! The banks would elip the fleece upon 
the one side and the bondholders the coupons upon the other; so 
that there was but little opportunity of escape by the people when 
the bondholders and the 5 80 had them pinioned between two horns, 
with no possible chance of escape. 

This is but a part of the triumphal march of their policy. See the 
progress! The 8 notes have been reduced from 8450, 000, 000 
to „000,000. Was all this nothing? Was it nothing that the cur- 
rency of the country was to be displaced, the people deprived of it? 
ys it peng that “black Fridays” should again and again appall 

e lan 

But the people called a halt to this mad scheme of contraction. Dis- 
content to bubble like the fires of the voleano. Cities were in 
flames at the hands of infuriated mobs. The crepitations of the vol- 
cano of popular discontent were heard, threatening to throw the fiery 
lava to extend with its blighting fury over the land. You were re- 
quired to call a halt. The her retirement of the greenbacks was 
suspended in May, 1878. Upon that measure there were 177 yeas, 35 
nays—speaking almost a universal condemnation of the policy which 
had been inaugurated. Of those 177 who voted for the measure, 103 
were democrats; and only seven democrats voted against it. In the 
Senate there were 41 yeas to 18 nays; qwenky -thren ANAG voting 
for the measure and eight democrats against it, making only fifteen 


democrats in the House and the Senate who were opposed to the sus- 
pension of the legal-tender act of 1875. So we have one overwhelm- 
condemnation and rebuke of this policy. 


in 

Bat, Mr. Chairman, this is not all. The war is now renewed in a 
different form. We cannot be mistaken about the indications. Skill- 
ful generals generally march under a blind when they wish to accom- 

ish their strategy, and so it is now. They have opened a war upon the 

egal-tender quality of the currency of the United States. e have 
some groat statesmen who get up on their stilts and with the gravity 
of Solomon state it is unconstitutional, and others that it is in the 
way of the prosperity of the coun Well, now, I shall not elabo- 
rate the constitutionality of this subject, but will give a synopsis, 
which I submit to the consideration of any of the objectors in relation 
to it. I say that it has been held to be constitutional by Congress in 
various acts and by the courts in repeated cases; that it has been 
held to be constitutional by both P es; that it has been held to be 
constitutional by the majority of the State courts of the United States; 
that it has been . held to be constitutional by the Supreme 
Court of the United States; that it has been acquiesced in by the peo- 
ple of the United States and shey have adopted it as their money of 
account, and that the madman who would rush against this question 
with such an array of authority against him must be struck with an 
unaccountable presumption. 
Now, let us look a little in detail at the question. Here is the leg- 
islative action of February 25, 1862, July 11, 1862, and March 3, 1865, 
all declaring it lawful money and legal tender. February 4, 1868 
when contraction was going on too rapidly, another act was passed 
to prevent the further contraction of the currency, and stopped it at 
000,000. Why was that if it were unconstitutional when the 
zeph 1 were blowing upon the land? Not only so, February 
17, 1876, Mr. Kasson offered a resolution in this House which is in the 
following language: 

Resol That the constitutional authority of Con to coin money and regu- 
late the value thereof, and of foreign coins, not Taatad the authority toissue 
the 2 a pt the Government as money, and in the judgment of this House the 
Constitution nowhere confers on Congress the power to issue in time of peace 
promises or obligations of the Government as legal tender in payment of debts, 

Yeas 97, nays 146. The democrats who voted for it were 10; those 
who voted nay were 133, denying the affirmative power of the reso- 
lution and ing the opposite—that the legal-tenders in time of 
peace were constitutional, and that the authority and the power 
were found in the Constitution. Therefore it is calling upon the 
members of this House to stultify and degrade themselves and their 
convictions to change their votes now upon this subject. Not only 
so, but in 1878 there was a joint resolution passed here—that is of 
recent date, after ample time for reflection—to suspend the farther 
retirements of these notes which were said to be unconstitutional. 
This joint resolution was passed by a decided majority, which I will 
not trouble the House by reading. 

Up to the time of the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the case of Knox Senne Lee, 12 Wallace, 457, there were 
fifteen State courts which had affirmed the constitutionality of it in- 
dependent of the Supreme Court of the United States. I have six 
cases from the Supreme Court of the United ayer Knox against 
Lee, 12 Wallace, 457; Tribilcox against Wilson, Wallace, 687; 
Dooley against Smith, 13 Wallace, 604; Bigler against Waller, 14 
Wallace, ; R. R. Company against Johnson, 15 W. 195 
Brorderic against McGraw, 15 Wa , 639—all affirming the consti- 
tutionality of it. Chief-Justice Chase himself, in Hepburn inst 
Griswold, stated the constitutionality of it had never been called in 
question except as to its re tive effect. 

And then by submission of the people to this and the contempora- 
neous construction of other courts bring to its relief a general prin- 
ciple of law which has the force of law itself. The mere fact there 
is a concurrence is an argument in favor of the proposition which is 
concurred in by the different courts. 

But in addition to that I have the authority of great statesmen of 
the country. Mr. Madison affirms the constitutionality of the ques- 
tion even in time of peace. I will not read all the extract, but it is 
from his seventh annual message. Among other things, he says: 

Tt may be n to ascertain the terms upon which the notes of the Govern- 
ment, no longer requ! as instruments of it, shall be issued upon motives of 
general policy as a common medium of circulation. 

Thomas Jefferson said: 

Bank currency must be suppressed and the circulation restored to the Federal 
Government, to which it belongs.” 

General Jackson, in 1829, said : 

I submit to the wisdom of the Legislature whether a national one [currency 


founded upon the credit of the Government and its resources might not be di 
which would obviate all constitutional difficulties and at the same time secure all 
advantages to the Government and country that were expected to result from the 
present (United States Bank.] 

Mr. Calhoun said : 

Believing that there might be a sound and safe currency founded on the 
credit of. the Government oly, I was ever ye bb that e responsi- 
ble and have the power should have availed themselves of the opportunity. 


All the foregoing authorities of esate eee and statesmen 
concur in the fact that the power to declare what shall be money and 
to re te its value is lodged in the Congress of the United snap 
from a 


The Supreme Court of the United States holds that it is a 
right vested in Congress, and that the right may be dedu 
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group of all the powers in the Constitution. The Court says in the 
case of Knox vs. , 12 Wal. R.: 

And here it is to be observed it is not indispensable to the existence of any power 
claimed for the Federal Government that it can be ed in the words of the 
Constitution or clearly and bread traceable to some one of the specified powers. 
Its existence may be deduced fairly from more than one of the substantive powers 
EPA facie or from them all combined. It is allowable to group together 
any number of them and infer from them all that the power claimed has been con- 
All the authorities agree that all political rights vested by the 
Constitution in Congress are not subject to review by the judiciary. 
lf the power be conceded to Congress to attach a partial tender to 
Treasury notes, there is no other power to prevent Congress from 
making them a full legal tender. Congress has attached a large 
legal-tender quality to national-bank notes. Section 5182 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States provides: 

And the same shall be received at par in all parts of the United States in payment 
of taxes, excises, public lands, and all other dues to the United States, except 
duties on im ; and also for all salaries and other debts and 
the United States to individuals, corporations, and 
States, except interest on the palie debt, andin redemption of the national cur- 
rency. 

And by section 5196 they are compelled to receive at par the notes 
of other national banks in payment of their debts. Yet with these 
numerous legal-tender qualities attached to national-bank notes, the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of Veazie Bank vs. 
Fenno, 8 Wall. R., held the national banks to be constitutional. 

In the face of all this the banks, the syndicates, and bondholders 
are drawing their lines of circumvallation around the supreme judi- 
ciary, and expect soon to receive its capitulation and to take undis- 
puted possession of this fortress of the American Constitution and 

ulwark of liberty. 

But time will not permit me to pursue the constitutional question 
any further. I advance now to the consideration of the wisdom and 

licy of destroying the legal-tender quality of the Treasury notes. 

thisshould be done the following would be some of the consequences: 

First. They would cease to be lawful money. 

Second. They could not be used in the compulsory payment of 
private debts and executions. 

Third. The national banks would refuse to receive them on deposit. 

Fourth. Depreciation would follow with a change of our money of 
acccount, and a change of all values and contracts. 

Fifth. Wall street would revive and prepare for a raid on the gold 
in the Treasury. 

Sixth. Resumption, the boast of the Secre of the Treasury, like 
the hollow cone of dust blown up by the whirlwind, would dissolve 


in the air. 

But it has been ed that to retain the legal-tender quality as 
to all Government dues except custom duties would secure them 

ainst depreciation. This could not be done in the face of the oppo- 
sition of two thousand and twenty national banks, besides an army 
of brokers. The old United States Bank refused to receive on deposit 
the Treasury notes of the United States, though they were receivable 
for all Government dues, and they were depreciated from 15 to 25 per 
cent. The United States Bank broke down many of the State banks 
in the same way. The power of this old bank is described by Mr. Ben- 
ton as next to omnipotent. It derived Soppor from its debtors by the 
terror which it inspired; it throttled the State banks, corrupted the 
ballot, fought its way through both Houses of Congress and up to 
the Executive Mansion, where it ite ge before the veto of Jackson. 

Hence, it will appear that the legal-tender quality is the only prop 
which will sustain the Treasury note as long as the national banks are 
in existence. The national banks are struggling to occupy the whole 
field of currency without a rival. Hence, the Treasury note would 
be decried and probably depreciated by their implacable hostility. 

I call to my support the testimony of one who claims to be the 

test product of American financiers. On 13th February, 1862, 
retary Sherman spoke in support of the first legal-tender bill: 

If you strike ont this tender clause you do it with the knowledge that these 
notes will fall dead upon the money market of the world ; that they will be re- 
fused, as they are now refused, by the banks; that they will be a subordinate, 
disgraced currency that will not pass from hand to hand; that they will have no 
legal sanction; that any man, whether a Jew broker or any other of the numerous 
kinds of brokers described by the Senator from M usetts, may decline to 
receive them, and thus di t the operations of the Government.— Congressional 
Globe, part 1, second session, Thirty-seventh Congress, page 789. 

Then, if it is the intention of the Government to maintain the cir- 
culation of the Treasury note at par it would be unwise and impol- 
itic to destroy its legal-tender quality. Those who advocate the de- 
struction of the legal-tender clause of the Treasury note are, per- 
haps, incautiously preparing to land on theside of the national banks. 
It is strange that they do not lift a finger against them. 

Permit me now to call the attention of this body to some of the 
features and operations of the national banks, and the country will 
see the cause of their excessive zeal to secure financial supremacy. 

First. I call attention to the le pear of the privilege conferred on 
them by the Government. The Government pays them interest on 
their bonds to secure cireulation. At the same time the Government 
lends them 90 es cent. of the bonds in currency, with the privilege 
of dealing in bills of exchange, discounting and shaving notes, of 
receiving private and public deposits; at the same time makes them 
a legal tender for all debts due to or from the Government except 
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customs, forcing their circulation on all civil officers of the Govern- 
ment, on the Army, on the Navy, and on pensioners; at the same 
time taxing State banks of issue out of existence to give them im- 
munity from competition. 

Let us now see something of the profits—not dividends—of these 
splendid privileges: f 


Dividends, earnings, and surplus of the national banks, from 1870 to 1879— 
pes Almanac, 1880—condensed from the report of the Comptroller of 
the Currency, December, 1879. 


cap- 
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491, 167, 946 
49, 167, £94 


Total net earnings, ten years 
Annual average net earnings 


I deduce the following facts from the above table and from the 
report of the Comptroller of the Currency: 
Average annual net profits of national banks for 10 years. 


rofits, at same rate, for 16 years 
16 y 


net p: 
banks to United States in last ‘ears, (Comptroller's 


Gross profits for 16 years. 
Average annual expense and profit for 16 years. 


All of this enormous amount has been collected from the 
After paying all taxes and expenses the banks have receive 
annual profit of nearly $50,000,000. If the United States legal-tender 
notes were out of the way, and they had the absolute control of the 
currency, the net profits would reach beyond $100,000,000, and their 
gross profits would go beyond $150,000,000 per annum. So it appears 
that the exactions and burdens of the banks upon the country are 
equal to the expenses of the Government before the war. For these 
privileges the banks ipay 1 per cent. per annum on circulation, 3 per 
cent. on deposits, and 4 per cent. on capital stock beyond the amount 
invested in United States bonds. And they are now asking Con 
to repeal the laws which impose these taxes. This would in effect 
give them annually about $7,000,000, the average amount of annual 
tax ha they could still collect out of the people, but stop it in their 
vaults. 

Again, if the banks should be permitted to issue all the currency, it 
would be most disastrous to the country. The concentration of capital 
would enable them to bring the commerce of the country to their feet. 
Scarcely a car-load of wheat could be purchased and shipped from 
Saint Louis to New York without a draft on a bank. 

The power of contraction and expansion would give them the con- 
trol of all the values of e and property. By contractin 
their currency they could force a credit system on the country an 
the concomitant evils of high interest, usury, extortion, mortgages, 
distress sales, bankruptcy, and beggary. 

Again, their political influence is of the most dangerous character, 
as proven in the history of the old United States Bank. Though they 
were chartered to have only a financial relation to the people and the 
Government, yet they have not scrupled to enter the olitical field. 
In a speech which I delivered in Congress June 14, 1876, I adduced 
the proof they were at that time assessed $1 on the $1,000 of their 
circulation “as a fund to secure legislation in their interests.” By 
associations, syndicates, and combinations at home and abroad; by 
their facilities to communicate by telegraph, and large resources in 
money, they appear to be endowed with financial ubiquity, and may 
bring within the spell of their influence the ballot, the bench, the legis- 
lature, political conventions, and even Con They have aspired 
to make and unmake Presidents of the United States, 

Again, national banks have always been condemned and ane 
by the democratic party. The following extract from my speech ane 
14, 1876, giva a summary of the history of democratic opposition to 
national banks: 

The demonstration is complete that opposition to national banks for forty-four 

ears has been a vital and cardinal principle of the democratic rty, Itis proved 
by the veto of the United States Bank act by Jackson in 1532; ty the indorsement 
of his veto on his re-election by the people; by five democratic national conven- 
tions; by the democratic vote against the national-bank bills in 1863 and 1564; by 
the democratic vote to authorize States to tax Government securities and obliga- 
tions beld by the national banks; by the democratic vote on the McNeeley resolu- 
tion of January 17, 1870, to wind up the national banks; by their vote against the 
Sherman bill of July 7, 1870, to increase the national-bank issues; by their vote 
on the Randall resolution proposing to substitute legal-tender notes for national- 


bank notes; by their vote on the Morgan substitute on the same day to wind m 
the national banks and to make legal-tenders receivable for all taxes, customs, an 
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other debts due to the United States, and by their unanimous vote against the re- 
sumption act of January 14, 1875, which proposed to supersede the legal-tender 
notes of the United States. 


Now, it is just as well established that the democratic party as a party has been 
— gaoat of Treasury notes as that they have been opposed to the national- 
system. 


Now. to the record, to see whether I am right or wrong. The act of Con of 
1814 authorized their issue and it was oy roved eee. The act of October 
ions, ma 


12, 1837, authorized thé issue of ten m them receivable in payment 
of all duties, taxes, debts due to the United States. The act of May 21, 1 made 
them reissnable. The act of March 12, 1839, authorized the issue of the remainder 


of the notes which had not been issued. The act of March 31, 1840, extended the 
-timo of issue twelve months and made them reissuable. The act of February 15, 
1841, authorized the issue of five millions additional. The act of January 31, 1842 
authorized five millions to be issued in place of others redeemed. Theact of April 
15, 1842, authorized the reissue of an had been taken up. The act of July 22, 
1846, authorized the issue of ten millions additional. That was during the Mex- 
ican war. The act of August 6, 1446, une now I want the attention of every Rep- 

resentative in this House if I can get it.) provides y 
That on the Ist day of January, 1847, and thereafter, all duties, taxes, sales of 
ablic lands, debts, and sums of money accruing or becoming due to the United 
Btates, and also all sams due for es, or otherwise, to the General Post-Office 
Depar uosis, shall be paid in gold and silver coin only, or in Treasury notes, issued 

er the authority of the United States. —9 United States Statutes at 


e 64. 
mS you find the democratic party so far as that was concerned put the Treasu: 
notes upon a with gold and silver, and gave the legislative equation to gol 
and silver sad Tears notes, and there it permitted it to remain until disturbed 


by other legislation. en: 
28, 1847, authorized the issue of twenty-three millions addi- 


The act of Jan 
tional, receivable in like manner for all taxes. 

The act of December 23, 1857, authorized the issue of 520,000, 00 additional, re- 
ceivable in like manner. The act of March 3, 1859, authorized the issue and re- 
issue of notes, extended to July 1, 1860, 

So we find that Treasury notes were issued by every democratic administration; 
and after the inauguration of the civil war they were issued by both parties as 
ind sable to move the armies and float the navies. And, as the language was 
used by the Supreme Court of the United States, there was not gold enough to 
have answered the purposes of the Government for three months, and the nation 
from necessity had to coin its credit. So we find that they were not only used in 
time of war, but they were nsed in time of peace; twenty-three years of peace 
during these five successive democratic administrations with the broad seal of the 
legislation of the 8 stamped upon them. And now let me make the 88 
here: When, since the fouudation of the Government, was there a more safe, uni- 
form currency from the time of the issuing of these Treasury notes during 
these democratic ions! 

The fact cannot be longer concealed that the issue is now sharply 
made whether the Government in the exercise of its sovereign power 
shall issue its currency or whether it will delegate the power to bank 
corporations. In a few years the charters of the national banks will 
expire, and they are now waging war to destroy or depreciate the 
legal-tender notes to furnish an argument of necessity to recharter 
their corporations. Time will soon furnish a test who are in favor of 
gold, silver, and the cheapest and best currency of the country ; 
whether it shall have its primary issue by the Government, without 
comparative cost, or whether it shall have a secondary issue by cor- 

rations at a cost to the country of from one hundred and fifty mill- 
ions to two hundred millions per annum. 

It will soon be seen when positions are taken who are standing on 
the platforms of Jefferson, Madison, and Jackson. It will soon be 
seen whether the hard-money howl which has resounded through the 
land does not chime in with the refrain of the national banks. We 
will soon see who are apostates from the faith of the fathers. 

I now pass on to the consideration of another financial blunder of 
the “first magnitude”—resumption of specie payments, so called. 
Every enlightened financier admits and all history proves that dis- 
aster is inseparable from forced resumption ; that is, resumption by 
compulsion of law. General Grant said in his first annual message 
that it “would bring bankruptcy and ruin to thousands.” Secretary 
Sherman in the Senate, on the 27th January, 1869, said: 

It is not ble to take this voyage without the sorest distress to e 
except a capitalist out of debt orb salaried officer or an annuitant; it is a period 
of loss, danger, lassitudé of trade, fall of wages, suspension of enterprise, k- 
ruptcy, and disaster. 

And yet he helped to drag the country through the fires of Tophet 
to get to what he calls resumption. 

When he used the langu in the Senate no doubt the frightful 
picture of English resumption was before his eyes. He saw that a 
set of ignorant financial jugglers, stock-jobbers, and dabblers in po- 
litical economy had taken possession of the British Parliament and 
turned loose their resumption policy, which swept over the land like 
a wave of fire. 

I will call the attention of the House and the country to the his- 
tory of the passage of the English resumption act and its disastrous 
consequences. I read an extract or two from Doubleday's Financial, 
Monetary, and Statistical History of England, (London, 1847,) page 
238 et infra: 

The currency bill of 1819 was at the instance of a committee amon: 
the members of whom were included all the parliamentary dabblers of politi 
economy of any name or talent, and of whom Peel was chairman. 

Horner, the chairman of the bullion committee of 1810, was dead, but in bis 
stead they had Ricardo, a rich Jew stock-jobber, who having made an immense 
fortune by the worst species of stock-gambling had also contrived to obtain a 
repntation by the publication of some books on political economy, ingenious in ar- 
gument, but, in many points, of very questionable soundness, and frequently sub- 
stitnting an elaborate superficiality for wisdom and depth of reflection. Backed 
by the anthority of this rich and arrogant man, the economists obtained on this 
Occasion an almost entire command of the House of Commons. The ministry 
were led into the snare, with open eyes indeed, but, like somnambulists with eyes 
of which “the sense is shut.” They selected a young man of their own body, Mr. 


Peel, to bring the bill for the restoration of cash payments before the House of 
Commons, and hence the bill, much to his detriment, has borne his name. It is 


only justice to say that to Mr. Peel, now Sir Robert Peel, the obloquy of this 


test blunder ever legislature committed ought not to be given. He was 
ut the month-piece and the ignorant mouth-piece of au ignorant and blundering 
— of Commons led by the nose by a self-conceited and shallow junta of theo- 

In another connection the same author described the effects of this 
act. 

The distress, ruin, and bankruptcy which now took place were universal, affect- 
ing both the great interests of land and trade, but among the landlords whose 
estates were burdened by m , jointures, settlements, legacies, &c., the ef- 
fects were the most marked and out of the ordinary course. 8 of cases, 
from the tremendous reduction in the price of land which now took place, the es- 
tates barely sold for as muchas would pay off the mortgages, and hence the owners 
were stripped of all and made beggars. 

The country fell a prey to “a combination of usurers” whom Lord 
Chatham characterized as “the cannibals of Change Alley.” 

So it will be seen that under the blighting curse of English re- 
sumption the property relations of the kingdom were shattered to 
pieces and these were gathered up and reconstructed into a property 
class and labor class. The property of the country was concentrated 
into the hands of one-fifth of the former owners. The consequences 
of the folly live in England to-day and perhaps will live for genera- 
tions to come. 

Capital rests upon the labor of England and Ireland with the ab- 
sorbent powers of a mighty sponge. In proof of this I call attention 
to an extract from a letter addressed to myself from London, Eng- 
land, May 12, 1879, by Warwick Martin, an American citizen, a gen- 
tleman of fine intelligence and a profound thinker : 

The distance from Liverpool to London is two hundred and forty miles, being 
from one end of England to the other. We made the trip by rail in tive hours, 
more than f miles per hour, on the best railroad I ever saw. 

The country between Liverpool and London is the most beautifal I ever beheld. 
As faras the eye could reach, on both sides of the road, splendid farms present 
themselves, all in a state of high cultivation. They are cut up into small fields all 
fenced with hedges, and those not in grain are covered with grass, already green, 
upon which fat cattle and sheep were feeding. 

Had I seen such a country as this in the United States it would have proved the 

ulation jperous, rich, and bappy, so far as surrounding circumstances could 
make them py. But this is far from being true of the people who occupy this 
land. They do not own one foot of these millions of acres, which their toil has 
from generation to generation cultivated, beautified, and enriched. 

All the land between Live l and London, I am informed, belongs to six men, 
who have inherited it from their ancestors. It is rented to these toilers at five 
pornos per acre per annum—more than would purchase that quantity of the best 

d already under cultivation in the Western and Southern States of America. 
If the five pounds a year are promptly paid, and the land is well taken care of, the 
lease is continued from year to year, from father to son. If the seasons are favor- 
able and the crops good, these toilers are able to pay the rent, and to make a 
scanty living besides; but ifthe crops are poor, and they fail to pay the rent, they 
are turned ont of house and home, and compelled to beg or starve. These people 
have no power to rise above their condition ; as was the father so isthe son, from 
generation to generation. 

So some would imitate the example of English folly and hail the 
permanent establishment of an aristocracy of wealth and the enslave- 
ment of labor. 

The far-reaching consequences of American funding, contraction 
of currency, fo resumption, and refunding may be felt like a 
moral curse to distant generations, 

But let us inquire a few moments into this so-called experimental 
resumption and the stability of its foundation. As a general fact it 
may be stated that it was not brought abont by the measures which 
were projected for its accomplishment; but it was brought about by 
the concarrence of causes excluded from the original calculation. 

The following may be enumerated as the leading causes which have 
brought us to our present condition of resumption : 

First. By remonetizing the silver dollar and compelling its coinage, 
now amounting to above $50,000,000, 

Second. By Germany demonetizing her silver, and the Latin Union 
suspending the coinage of silver, so that we can keep our silver at 
home by the limit of the foreign demand. 

Third. By the large productions of our fields and forests and the 
demand for them in foreign markets, enabling us to introduce foreign 
coin through our commerce, which may be set down to the bounty 
of Providence and not to the impious claim of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Fourth. Byselling bonds to the amount of $95,000,000, and by hoard- 
ing $46,000,000 which ought to have been applied to the sinking fund 
3 two items costing the country in interest about $7,000,000 an- 
nually. 

Fifth. By redeeming and destroying $33,318,984 under the act of 
1875, so that it could not be presented for redemption, 

Sixth. By the temporary forbearance of the banks, the clearing- 
house, and bond syndicates to move upon the coin in the Treasury— 
only 3 the raid until they can dispateh jobs which they have 
on hand. 

Seventh. By the large amount of legal-tender notes kept out of cir- 
culation by requirement of law and commercial necessity, to wit, 
$108,820,099 held in the Treasury as deposit and redemption funds; 
$69,19¢,696 held as reserves by national banks; and §100,000,000 esti- 
mated amount held by State and savings banks for the payment of 
deposits making together $278,016,795. This amount deducted from 
whole amount of legal-tender notes, would leave less than $70,000,000 
in circulation, and make it so scarce that it cannot be spared from 
circulation. 

Eighth. By receiving legal-tender notes for custom duties in vio- 
lation of law, which was a begging of the question and an aban- 
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donment of the policy which prohibited the receipt of legal-tender 
notes for customs. The receipt of legal-tender notes for customs 
was all that was necessary to bring them up to par with coin. This 
was the theory of the democratic party, and for which they had voted 
over and over again. Their policy has been to enlarge and not dimin- 
ish the legal-tender quality of the Treasury note. In a speech in this 
Honse, June 14, 1876, I used the following language: 

I have stated that the Government has depreciated the Treasury note. It only 
remains for the ent to re-enact the law of 1846, making the revennes of 
the Government collectible in gold and silver or Treasury notes, and it will come 
to its equation. Such a measure will fall like a bursting bomb into Wall street, 
and will blow np all their gambling-shops, and the currency will be relieved 
its fluctuations as compared with gold and silver. Othello's occupation will be gone. 

But let the country be not deceived. Our flush of prosperity is not the 
frnit of the Secretary’s resumption scheme, but it was produced despite 
his policy and partly by agencies in contravention of his policy. His 

oliey did not add a blade of grass to the productions of the country nor 

ighten the burden of its debt a single dollar. But we are indebted 
for whatever increase there is in our prosperity to the arrest of the 
destruction of the legal-tender notes in 1878; to the increase of 
$50,000,000 in silver do! to 9 the Treasury and releasing 
$10,000,000 which was held as an idle fund for the redemption of frac- 
tional currency and paying it for arrears of pensions ; toa wholesome 
reduction in the expenditures of the Government; and above all to 
the bounty of Heaven which gave increase to the earth and poured 
foreign wealth into our lap. 

Again, I say let not the country be deceived with the Secretary’s 
resumption scheme. To bring the legal tender to par with coin in the 
use does not necessarily make it convertible into coin. The whole 
resumption scheme is partial, discriminating, and unjust. All sums 
under $50 are not convertible anywhere, and a la gag toe of the 
people in the United States deal in sums under $50. Why is this, 
except it be, as the Secretary said on one occasion, that ‘ gold is the 
money of the rich?” 

Again, it is convertible in sums over $50 at the sub-treasury in the 
city of New York. In all ourextent of conntry from lake to and 
from ocean to ocean the golden beams of the financial sun shine but 
upon one acre by legal requirement. Every dunderhead in the land 
knows that the loss of time and expense in transporting treasury notes 
to New York and packing the coin back across a continent would 
amount to a premium on coin of from 3 to 5 per cent. This shows that 
it is impracticable and unjust. The whole scheme looks like the Gov- 
ernment had collected and placed its redemption coin in New York, at 
an expense of about $7,000,000 per annum to the people, for the exclu- 
sive benefit of the money-dealersof that favored city. This statement 
demonstrates the fact that the finances of the country are not on a 
specie basis, but, on the contrary, are resting almost exclusively on a 
fiduciary basis, or on the faith of the Government and the banks. The 
national-bank notes rest upon the faith of the Government bonds, 
and the bonds rest upon the faith of the people. The legal-tender 
notes haye rested and now mainly rest on the faith of the people, and 
not on the coin in the Treasury. Nearly all the financial systems of 
Europe rest on a fiduciary basis to a greater or less extent. Seventy- 
five million dollars of the notes of the Bank of England rest alone on 
the faith of the Government andnoton the coin in the bank. While 
Iam the friend of coin and would not limit its circulation among 
the people, the fact is that ithas a wonderful faculty of sliding from 
the vaults of banks which profess to bank on a specie basis just at 
the time when financial trials come. The fault is not in the coin, 
but in want of it. 

Again, let me warn the country that the Secretary’s resumption 
scheme, partial, impracticable, and unjust as it is, has but little sta- 
bility init. It exists only by the sufferance of the Secretary himself, 
of the banks, and the bond syndicates. Let the syndicate be released 
from their obligation of forbearance and be dissolved and a new 
combination be formed to reach the coin in the Treasury, the first 
push they make at the e will put him in the ditch. The 
national, State, and savings banks can place 8200, 000, 900 in legal-ten- 
der notes in the city of New York, which would easily overbear the 
Secretary’s coin in the Treasury. Or if the Secretary should refuse 
to receive tender notes for custom duties, it would put them to a dis- 
count and cause a rush upon the coin in the Treasury. A discount 
of i of 1 per cent. would be fatal to him. But I will call him asa 
witness against himself, In his examination before the Committee 
of Banking and Currency of the House of Representatives in the 
Forty-fifth Congress, the following question was asked and answer 
given on this point: 

Mr. Ewixe. Of course if there is an established difference of 1 per cent. or 4 of 
1 z 1 between gold and greenbacks, the Treasury would be broken pretty 
2 eee SHERMAN. Yes, sir, or a quarter of 1 per cent.; there is no doubt 
about that. 

When the funding projects are disposed of the calculating money- 
schemers will be after the gola in the Treasury, and there is butone 
thing that can protect the Secretary, and that is to make the green- 


back a full legal tender, equal in use with gold and silver coins. The 
Government was unable to pay on presentation the sixty millions 
United States demand notes, and they immediately depreciated in 
the market. In 1862 they were made a full legal tender with cois 
and receivable for custom duties and they at once sprang to par and 
held their place with gold. 


The House will pardon a pance at a few of the Secretary’s incon- 


sistencies. He claims the glory of his forced resumption ; yet he de- 
nounced itsincalculable evils. He opposed making legal-tender notes 
receivable for custom duties; yet he receives them for customs. He 
opposed the remonetization of the silver dollar; yet he boasts its ac- 
cumulation in the Treasury as an auxiliary to resumption. He and 
his friends claim that his policy brought prosperity to the country ; 
yet he forgets that the heavens dropped fatness on the land. He 
claims that he brought greenbacks up to par with gold; yet he recom- 
mends to Con that their tender quality in the payment of private 
debts should be stricken out, so that it would cease to be lawful 
money. And after his work of funding, contraction, forced resump- 
tion, and consequent financial ruin of one hundred thousand of good 
business men and the ak are of financial fetters for an enslaved pos- 
terity, yet he now finds that the people do not want his hoarded coin 
and prefer the greenbacks in their business transactions. After blun- 
dering through a long financial experience he is brought to the knowl- 
edge of the fact that greenbacks used for all purposes as coin need 
no redemption. 

The House will further indulge me for a few reflections on the re- 
funding performance of the Secretary of the . That the 
amount refunded was great none will deny; but that it was brought 
about by the masterly skill of the Secretary I do deny. The key to all 
this funding magic was in the fact that all the 8 issued prior to 
the refunding act of 1870 and 1871 were payable on a day fixed, beyond 
which they ceased to bear interest; and another fact, the principal 
was payable in lawful money—greenbacks, if you please. The acts 
of 1870 and 1871 authorized the refunding of these bonds in others 
payable in coin, at its “then standard value,” at a lower rate of in- 
terest, in ten, fifteen, and thirty years, at the pleasure of the Govern- 
ment; but the interest would continue to run until the Government 
gave notice that it would pay the principal. The original bonds 
would soon fall due when the interest would stop and the Govern- 
ment would not be able to pay the principal ; and the bondholder was 
eager to accept the new bonds which were payable in coin and would 
bear interest perpetually, like the British debt, until the Government 
was ready to pay it. 

The outstanding bonded debt not refunded amounts to $782,071,700, 
which falls due in 1880 and 1881, when the interest will cease as to pek 
Of this amount, $104,654,050 may be refunded under the aet of 1870. 
There is yet no provision for refunding the balance, $677,417,650. 
The bondholders will struggle for a long coin bond at 4 per cent., others 
will advocate 3} per cent., and others a 3 per cent. bond. This bal- 
ance of the bonded debt, if refunded at all, ought not to be refunded 
at a higher rate of interest than 3 per cent. 

First. Because the outstanding bonds, in part, by their terms, are 
payable in lawful money or legal-tender ry notes, and the Gov- 
ernment might justly so pay them and save all the interest as one act of 
justice to the tax-burdened people. The bondholders expected the 
principal to be paid in notes at any time after five years. In sup- 

rt of this I will call attention to an extract from Simon Newcemb’s 

inancial Policy, written in 1865, giving the contemporaneous con- 
struction of the true intent of the bonds: _ 

How is the principal of the ed publi he five-tw 
to be paid? nee By 9898 . 3 e ot thse rede, ck the bene 
can be redeemed in notes at any time after re bea We tacitly repudiated all 
obligation to pay any portion of the oe of the public debt in coin, and lenders 

or 


took us at our word by giving us no more for them than for bonds ble in r. 
This was perfectly Kataral, becnaae it was not to be supposed er ea would deni 
aoe by the public creditors than we were bound to by the terms of the con- 


Then if the Government may pay them in notes not bearing inter- 
est, the holders would have no just cause to complain at receiving a 
3 per cent. bond. 

Second. I would say that it would be reasonable and liberal in the 
Government to fund in a3 per cent. bond, because it has already paid 
in gold as much as the original value of the debt and 6 per cent. 
interest upon it, and it does not lie in the month of the bondhoider 
to stickle about interest when he has already received the full equi- 
table consideration of his debt. If Con will provide for fand- 
ing at 3 per cent. the bonds will soon funded. Our 4 per cent. 
bonds are now at a premium from 6 to 8 per cent. in England and the 
United States. 

Third. The bonds ought to be fundedat a low rate of interest, because 
it would be iniquitous and unjust to continue a high rate of interest 
which sends the bonds above par and thus encourages capital to re- 
tire from the industries of the country and become an insatiate cor- 
morant to prey upon the fruits of human industry, 

Fourth. The bonds ought to be funded at 3 per cent., because it is 
practicable, We funded a large part of our revolutionary debt at 3 
per cent., and England has funded a large part of her debt in 3 per 
cent. annuities. 

Fifth. Because a national debt is a public curse and a severe strain 
on our republican institutions and it ought to be paid as rapidly as 

ssible, and the less we pay in interest the more we will be able to pay 
in extinguishing the principal. 

But time will not permit me to enlarge further on this subject and 
I will close my protracted remarks by suggesting a few remedies for 
our financial evils. 

First. The national banks should be gradually wound up and ten- 
der Treasury notes should be substituted in the place of the bank 
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notes—which would save probably $50,000,000 per annum to the coun- 
try and give the country riddance from these cumbrous and oppress- 
ive establisments. 

As the national-bank notes are retired tender notes might be issued 
in their place. The tender notes can be put into circulation by pay- 
ing the expenses and debts of the Government as they were put out 
in the first instance—or the Government might justly use them in 
paying the 5-20 bonds. A redundant circulation of tender notes can 
always be remedied by absorbing the surplus in taxation. 

Second. The free coinage of standard silver should be restored and 
all our mints worked to their full capacity. 

Third. Restore the income tax so that capital shall bear its portion 
of the burdens of government, and apply this tax to the payment of 
the public debt, 

Fourth. Make the Treasury notes a full legal tender for all debts 
public and private, except the contract provides for the payment of 
coin. 

Fifth. As a matter of duty and self-defense, within constitutional 
bounds, let the Government assume the control of monopolies so that 
they shall not outgrow and defy the Government. 

th. Put the Government on noa economy in its expenditures 
and cleanse the channels of our civil service. 

But if we shall leave the country in the stifling folds of a contracted 
currency ; if we shall look unmoved upon the country devoured by 
usury and extortion; if we shall view with indifference the fruits of 
the earth pouring into the craving void of the syndicate; if we bid 
God-speed to the Shylocks to march to wealth and power over the 
causeway of down-trodden labor; if we stand idly by and see chains 
forged to bind the producing class that they may be plundered by the 
non-producing class; if we shall listen to the advocates of aggran- 
dizement of power, of low wages and high taxes, and bayonets at the 
polis, then, indeed, we may expect to hear the wail of national calam- 
ity; then, indeed, we may expect a Cæsar from the gestation of the 
preci aia soon see the country parceled out among rapacious pro- 
consuls. 

Let the people be not deceived with the delusive assurances of 
prosperity. The vampires are only fanning you into slumber that 
they may suck your blood. The great battle of right and freedom 
must be fought by the people themselves. Let their voice arise from 
the ballot in appalling thunder to rebuke the misrule of the land. 
‘Then we may hope to see our prostrate country remount to the level 
of its former prosperity and grandeur. 


RETIREMENT OF GREENBACK NOTES. 


Mr. DE LA MATYR. Mr. Chairman, the President, in his message 
to Con , presented at the opening of this session, recommended 
the retirement of the greenback currency yet in circulation. 

This is a proposition to surrender the entire control of issuing and 
regulating the volume of the currency to national-banking associa- 
tions. 

It opens the whole subject of finance. It is an expression of the 
conflict which is just 9 to between the money power 
and the producers of wealth. In my judgment we are amid thein- 
cipient 8 of one of the great revolutions in human affairs. Op- 

ressed people are rousing to throw off burdens which have accumu- 

ted until they can be endured no longer. From the day that Nimrod 
attempted to crush a multitude of individuals into an arbitrary mold 
that his will might sway them all until the present the genius of op- 
pression has persistently sought to rule 5 d. No sooner has one 
form of his sway been broken than he has assumed another. 

He now rules through the concentration of wealth. The tyranny 
wielded by the “money power” is the most relentless, crushing, and 
hopeless under which men ever groaned. Itsdiabolical rule is far wider 
than that of any of the great world monarchies. Its grinding sway is 
universal. It knows no mercy and feels no pity. The screws of its 
press have been turned until human life can be compressed but little 
more. The people of Europe are groaning and travailing in pain 
together beneath this crushing tyranny. The suppressed curses of 
nihilism, internationalism, communism, anti-rentism, &c., presage an 
earthquake. The mad endeavor to smother these cries of distress, 
desperation, and vengeance by multiplying police forces and enlarg- 
ing standing armies, and dogging the steps of the suffering wit 
spies, and crowding to suffocation prisons, will serve only to make 
the day of retribution the more dreadful Such is the present aspect 
of affairs in Europe and countries subject to the money-kings of 
Europe. 

The same state of oppression is 3 upon this country, 
and the revolt of American freemen from its incipient movements 
against their liberties is sought to be smothered by sneers, ridicule, 
bribery, intimidation, purely partisan judicial decisions, a subsidized 
press, perverted pulpits, a prejudiced religious press, and the whole 
power of the administration of the National Government, with its 
multiplied office-holders, aided by more than two thousand moneyed 
eorporations. 

An irrepressible conflict has commenced between the money power 
of the world and American freemen. That conflict will not me until 
the money power is broken and routed, They who think otherwise 
have very much to learn of the temper of our people. 

The uprising of the producers of wealth in our country against the 
whelesale robbery which has impoverished them for the last decade 


is not a 8 It is not a periodical rush for the power and pelf of 
office such as characterize partisan political warfare. It is the in- 
ning of a revolution. It is the inception of an epoch in the world’s 
advance. It is pregnant with results of good to mankind which will 
distinguish it as the crowning achievement of liberty. In this revo- 
lution the toiling masses have and will maintain the divine 
right of every toiler to the results of his labor against the blasphe- 
mous assumption of a few families, distinguished by of gain, 
to all the products of labor save a bare subsistence grudgingly left to 
the millions who do the producing. Let us give attention to the 
facts 1 — 00 make this revolution a necessity and which gauge its 
magnitude. 

e ability to produce from nature means for the necessities, com- 
forts, and culture of mankind has been increased very many fold 
within the porn eentury. This marvelous increase of the power of 
production has resulted principally from three causes. First, discov- 
ery of the latent provisions laid up by an all-provident foresight on 
the part of the Infinite Father. Among recent discoveries of stores 
of nature from which industry may draw are coal, rubber, petroleum, 
the mines of the West and of Australia, and measureless fields of 
iron. Then the application of machinery and the harnessing of the 
occult forces of nature to industry have multiplied the power of pro- 
duction full fifty-fold per eapita. Once more, the facilities for dis- 
tributing the products of labor by means of railroads and steamboats 
have increased the ability to subordinate nature to man’s behest. 

It is perfectly safe to that these and other causes of less mo- 
ment originated mostly within fifty years have increased the power 
of civilized ples to produce wealth one hundred fold per capita. 
We have a ght to expect that the masses of prođucers should enjoy 
the immense benefits of this inereased power of production. Want 
should be banished from eivilized nations, At least all who labor 
should have, not only the necessities of life, but comforts, and even 
luxuries, and there should be no need of drudgery. There ought to 
be no need that any should devote more than eight hours per day to 
physical toil. 

Now, the fact is that producers work on an average as many hours 
and as hard as they did fifty years ago. It is also a marvelous fact 
that, take the whole civilized world together, the toiling masses 
share no more of the products of their labor than they did fifty years 


ago. 

British writers assure us that the peasants of India, numbering 
one hundred and ninety millions, are reduced to a condition of pov- 
erty utterly hopeless. They tell us that the drain of interest and 
taxes has been so great that it has only left a bare subsistence to ths 
producer, forbidding him to replenish fully the wastes of the years, 
until he has reached absolute destitution. If a single crop fails, 
famine with its nameless horrors must follow. 
good crops are just above starvation. 

The condition of the peasantry of Ireland is fresh in our thought. 
Every breeze across the Atlantic is burdened with the famine wails 
of men, women, and children. 

The toiling masses of England and Scotland and of the Continent 
are scarcely above those of India and Ireland. Everywhere across 
sho waters poverty and squalor and misery curse the masses as never 

‘ore. 

Where have results of the exhaustive toil of those millions gone? 
A portion has gone to support governments with their vast armies 
which are the ugents of the money-kings, to keep the people submis- 
sive to their crushing exactions, but more has gone directly to minis- 
ter to the luxury of those money-kings and their voluptuous courts, 
The direct support of the money-loaners of Europe eosts far more than 
they allow to go to governments and armies. The drain of interest is 
more exhaustive than that of taxes, and taxes are largely collected to 

ay interest. The drain direetly and indirectly from the products of 

bor by the Rothschilds is appalling. That house has gathered bill- 
ions. One of the brothers has expended millions on his barn. The 
stall of a favorite horse cost a fabulous sum. That barn is a palace 
worthy comparison with the gorgeous residences of the moguls of In- 
dia. Every dollar wasted on it was produced by the toil of laborers 
who are doomed to drudge all their waking hours and subsist on the 
meanest food and cover their nakedness with „ and leave their 
children to grow without care, joy, or education. This money power 
is like Victor Hugo’s devil-fish ; it reaches forth its horrid arms, bone- 
less, soulless—ever multiplying, ever extending—wrapping all indus- 
tries and sucking the life-blood from them through interest. The 
terrible monster, more dreadful than the dragon of the 8 
has drawn into his embrace of death the toiling millions on the other 
side of oceans. 

I affirm that this concentration of the products of labor is the great 
curse of the world. It is the gigantic force of evil which prevents 
the lifting of mankind to a higher plane of manhood. It is the great 
hinderance to the success of the gospel of Christ; compared with it 
all other forms and combinations of sin are as the small dust of the 
balances. 

The one supreme purpose of human life in probation is to unfold a 
strong, symmetrical, pure, and beautifal ood, and thus train for 
high service in the immediate presence of the Creator in an endless life. 
The Gospel is solely devoted to that grand purpose. It has no other 
aim. It seeks and saves lost men. It does not condemn, but saves. It 
ignores the petty distinctions of human life, and regards man only in 
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those high endowments which distinguish him as man. It seeks to 
lift into refinement, high culture, broad education, and spirituality 
the entire race. 

It is as anxious to educate and refine the poorest as the richest, the 
slave asthe prince. In its estimation the children of squalid beggars 
are as dear as the offspring of the wealthy. It recognizes the awful 
fact that in the most unfortunate—doomed from infancy to be made 
brutal by surroundings of squalor, misery, and vice, a trinity always 
combined—are wrapped all the measureless possibilities of a human 
destiny. The great disparity in po sical conditions between a fow 
and the many, the bottomless gulf between the multitudinous poor 
and the small class of the rich caused by the centralization of wealth, 
constitutes the mighty barrier to its success. It curses both the poor 
and the rich; it blights manhood both ways; it an nizes the gos- 
pel on both wings and along the whole line; it dooms the toilin 
millions to undue physical drudgery: inadequate food, clothing, an 
shelter; deprives them of access to mental, social, and spiritual helps 
and leaves them slaves to animal wants and superstitions which are 
the lowest forms of spiritual activities. 

Let us dwell a moment on the disabilities which poverty imposes, 
First, it necessitates drudgery. The vital forces are all expended in 
a struggle for physical subsistence, leaving no inspiration to mental 
social, or spiritual activity. When the life of a family is a erpetual 
struggle to sustain physical existence neither parents nor children can 
devote time to reading or to thought which reading inspires. Go into 
the factories of the East or visit the laborers of Europe or India and 
you will find all, even young children, drudging from dawn till even- 
ing. If a family is permitted to eat their meals together they are 
too weary to converse, especially on any theme requiring exertion. 
When the exhaustive toil of the day is over they are all too tired for 
any social festivity, and they sink into their stupid slumber without 
those sweet ministries of love that should make the evening of every 
day ascene of refining, joy-inspiring heart communion to every house- 
hold. Drudgery so exhausts vital force as to chill the affections and 
sour the tempers and cause cross words and low quarrels amid which 
millions of children, with their sensitive, blossoming natures, are 
forced to take in the scenery which must form the furniture of their 
temples—not made with hands—forever, Childhood has been crueHy 
treated, shamefully abused, dwarfed and deformed by the effects of 
squalid poverty in its parentage. This state, while it does not inspire 
any upward force, does gender and intensify all low passions and low 
appetites and fiendish tempers, causing misery and vice, It deprives 
thousands, yea millions, of a claim to any spot of earth as their ofvn. 
Impoverished families are not permitted to feel that there is one place 
where they are sheltered from all intrusion, one hallowed temple 
sacred to their lives and worship, from which no landlord can eject 
them, into which no may enter to make his exactions. They 
are deprived of all the divine ministries, the freeman’s inspirations, the 
unspeakable joys which are embodied in that word home, The en- 
shrinement of the families of mankind in homes would advance the 
race Godward more than a thousand years. 

By the aid of the occult forces of nature harnessed to industrial 
enterprises a few years’ labor would create homes for every house- 
hold if labors results could be equally distributed. The world is 
now producing enough to furnish all with comforts and gradually 
with ministries to culture. With the help of machinery it is not 
necessary for any to toil all waking hours. All might have rest and 
leisure for study and enjoyment. But because of this unequal distri- 
bution of wealth the vast majority are deprived of comfort, culture, 
rest, study, and joy. This abnormal state does not bless even the 
few. It curses the comparatively small class into whose hands the 
wealth goes. Jesus knew what was in man. He made no mistake 
in stating the philosophy of human life. He spoke the sad truth 
when he said, “It is easier for a camel to go through a needle’s eye 
than for a rich man to enter the kingdom of God.” The undue ac- 
cumulation of wealth has a powerful, almost irresistible tendency to 
make men sordid, selfish, and sensual. Look on the inner scenes of 
Vanderbilt’s home. Behold his sons and daughters exhibiting to the 
world the private vices of their dead father, who has accumulated 
for them one hundred millions. The view is disgusting to nausea. 

Riches, unless used by their possessors to bless the poor, are an un- 
mitigated curse. They do not minister to the deyelopment of the 
hardihood and beauty of character, the development of which is the 
sole purpose of life. For these reasons and many others which are 
obvious, I affirm that the concentrations of wealth as now exhibited 
in the world’s condition is the monster evil against which all regen- 
erating forces should be arrayed. It is evil and only evil, and that 
continually. It presents not one reap feature. 

Now ask, has not human society a right to protect itself from 
this evil by legislation and executive and judicial forces? Ought 
not government to be arrayed against it? Is it not the grand pur- 
pose of governments to ida peoples from evil? Is it not possible 
to protect society from this monster of iniquity? Those who support 
it declare that it is impossible to prevent it. They tell us that if a 
pro rata distribution of the wealth of the world were effected ten 


years would suffice to drain it to the centers as now. They believe 
that this tendency to apoplexy is normal and cannot be prevented 
and society must remain in the diseased state of a fevered brain an 
chilled extremities. 

We acknowledge a strong tendency to this condition resultant from 


the disordered condition of human nature under the power of sin. 
We aftirm that the tendency calls for the strongest and most persist- 
ent remedies of which the Government is capable. Yet we charge 
that the governments of the civilized nations are aH devoted to in- 
tensifying this abnormal and ruinous tendency. 

The money-loaners rule the governments, They control legislation 
and rulers obey their behests. They have absolute dictation in the 
world’s finances, and by a regular system of inflations and contrac- 
tions of the volume of the medium of the people’s exchange they 
manage to rob them of the results of theirlabor. They do this mainly 
by means of the specie basis, which they so control as to regulate the 
volume of the people’s currency. 

No one will question that the Rothschilds and other money-kin 
rule Europe. ‘The 5 of their power to monarchs and le; 
latures is notorious, It is by their rule that Europe is in the condition 
to which we have alluded. That condition of hopeless poverty on the 
part of the masses and luxurious licentiousness on the part of a few 
threatens to deluge Europe and India in blood. It has beets intol- 
erable and society aig ominous signs of revolt. 

The matter in which we are immediately interested is the fact that 
the monster evil which has pushed the Old World to the border of a 
horrible revolution is being fastened upon us, The devil-fish which 
has embraced Europe and is sucking its life has risen out of the sea of 
the civil war and is fast wrapping our industries and liberties in its 
horrible and fatal arms. Within twenty years the money power has 
gained absolute control of our Government, and is wielding c to ab- 
sorb our wealth and make of us a nation of serfs and lords. I affirm 
that the financial policy which has been foisted upon our people, in 
its every element, has been dictated by the money-loaners through a 
few republican leaders. Not one measure of that policy has been 
asked for or desired by the people, but every one has been demanded 
by the money-loaners in the sole interest of their class. The ex- 
ceptions to the legal-tender power of the greenbacks, the change of 
the contracts in favor of the bondholders, the demonetization of sil- 
ver, the refunding of the national debt, the national-banking scheme, 
the change of the paper fractional currency into silver at the enor- 
mous cost of fifty millions of bonded debt fastened on the ple for 
thirty years, draining from them 5 pae cent. interest, the forced re- 
sumption, and the settled purpose to destroy all the currency issued by 
the Government and leave the people solely in the power of the bank- 
ing corporations, constitute that policy. It is well known that each 
one of these measures was dictated by the money power, and not one 
of them desired or asked for by the people: 

There is one other measure to which I wish to call special attention. 
All will remember that in 1873 there was a panic. At the close of 
the war we had about two billions of currency. Near one billion 
was interest-bearing legal-tender and other notes. They were pushed 
into wide circulation by being paid to the Army and used in buying 
supplies. They were abnormal currency, and not likely to remain in 
active circulation for obvious reasons. Most of these notes were of 
short duration, and by 1873 they were withdrawn from the channels 
of business. That vast system of industry on which our people were 
launched, largely by the inspiration of the volume of currency swelled 
by these notes, felt the immense drain and began to falter. The fiasco 
of Jay Gould and the demand for currency to move the crops, added 
to that drain, caused the crash of 1873. 

The President suggested to Congress some measure of relief. Mr. 
Morton, who had more brains than is left to republican anne yw 
now, pushed through a measure. The people backed him by a loud, 
emphatic demand, Both Honses passed the measure by large ma- 
jorities and it went to the President’s table. Never was the voice of 
the people more unanimous and emphatic in the demand for any 
measure at the hand of their own government—their servants in- 
trusted with their interests. Mr. Grant had solemnly promised them 
that he would execute their will and not his own when he took from 
their generous hands the highest place and honor in their gift. But 
Belmont and other bankers forbade him to execute the will of the 

eople. They ordered him to veto that measure for the people’s re- 
Tet and let the business ruin go on, that they might continue their 
process of spoliation, and Mr. Grant obeyed his masters, and they re- 
warded him by a gorgeous reception af the courts of the old world 
which those masters rule. Finding him so pliant a tool, they now pro- 
pose to place him again at the head of the Government, that in case 
the people revolt from their service he with his iron will may crush 
them, and they have been exhibiting him to the people in a brilliant 
pageant to inspire them with the feeble sentiment of hero worship that 
they may be induced to vote for their choice. The spectacle has been 
one of amazement and deep humiliation. I have greatly overesti- 
mated the people of this country if the second, sober thought does 
not cause a revolution of popular sentiment which will thwart the 
bold purpose. 

This policy, dictated by the money loaners and foisted on the na- 
tion by a few politicians at the head of the party in Deshi, has re- 
sulted in concentrating in the hands of those who dictated it the 
wealth of this country. It has pushed us far on toward the intoler- 
able condition to which a like policy has crushed the old world. It 
has bankrupted the men who put their money and their talents into 

roductive and commercial enterprise. It has sequestered a very 
arge number of freehoids, leaving a majority of our people with no 
property interest in the stability of our form of Government. 
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It has burdened the property accumulated and the productive 


power of the people with a debt which through its drain of interest 
will absorb it all. 

It has doomed large numbers of toilers to hopeless pov and 
taken from them the inspirations and means to rise in manh It 
has filled our land with tramps and our cities with crimes and our 
prisons with victims. It has driven hundreds from life through the 
power of suicide. It has crowded backward the work of the gospel 
and all the E of a higher civilization. It has so impoverished 
and pushed down the masses that universal suffrage is beginning to 
assume a threatening form. The authors of the policy and its re- 
sults are beginning to manifest alarm; but instead of repenting and 
retracing their ruinous course they are preparing to o ize a een- 
tralized force to take the place of the moral sentiment of the whole 

ple, to which the founders of the Government trusted its power. 

t is clear that no Government can rest 2 and permanently on 

the hearts of a people the vast majority of whom have no property 

interests in its stability. It will degenerate into anarchy, the mis- 
eries of which will drive to the arms of a centralized power. 

The great questions which we face are, Shall our form of govern- 
ment go under or shall this money power be dethroned? One or the 
other is inevitable. If the money power prevail and establish itself 
permanently, then we shall have a dictator backed by a standin 
army, and the wide, deep gulf between those who produce the weal 
and those who consume it will be made bridgeless, and the masses 
will be doomed to remain in a low condition of manhood, and the 
small aristocratic class, who will luxuriate in the wealth created by 
the drudgery of the ignorant multitude, will sink into the emasculated, 
feverish, diseased manhood which luxury and dissipation produce. 
To prevent such a catastrophe to all the interests embodied in our 
national life is the task im upon us; and this movement is in- 
spired to do it. It is one of the most sublime movements of the ages. 
It cannot be suppressed by sneers nor hindered by being ignored. It 
is a movement by the people. 

Our oppressors congratulate themselves that the people are without 
leadership. They quiet their fears with the idea that the people are 
incapable of acting for themselves and must be led by self-appointed 

nardians, as Mr. BLAINE leads the republicans of Maine and Mr. 
CONKLING leads those of New York. It is well known that the p= 
blindly follows those noted leaders in their respective States. I once 
saw suchleadership graphically illustrated. Iwas crossing the plains 
from Karsas City to Denver. While the train was thundering along 
amid the solitude I noticed a small herd of buffaloes feeding not far 
from the track about two miles ahead. When they heard the train 
they looked up wildly a moment, and then their leader started to run 
away from the peril, followed in oe file by the herd. He put his 
nose very near the ground, and each follower did the same. As the 
train gained rapidly on the fleeing animals, the leader stopped sud- 
denly, and with nostrils distended and his de flashing, gazed at the 
hissing, thundering monster, and every bufialo did just as the leader 
did. Then, frightened to madness, the leader dropped his head and 
made more frantic efforts to outrun the steam-driven train, and each 
buffalo did just so. 

In like manner the present republican voters follow leadership. 
Where Messrs. BLAINE, CONKLING, Sherman, and GARFIELD lead they 
follow, 2 their leaders grow rich and they themselves grow poor. 
In fhis grand movement the people are uot following leadership. It 
has not been inspired and is not being pushed by self-appointed 
leaders. It is of, and from, and by the people themselves, and in 
due time they will choose from among themselves men to be intrusted 
with the management of their affairs. Geology teaches us that the 
mountains which pierce the clouds and gather in their capacious 
bosoms the dews and rains, sending them forth in streams to replen- 
ish the slopes and valleys, are the upheavings of the granite. Revo- 
lutions in the bowels of the earth have heaved the gigantic eleva- 
tions. So the people, when roused to revolution Dy oppression, or by 
any force which imperils their liberties, lift from themselves leaders 
who serve them instead of fleecing them, as the present republican 
leaders are doing. 

In the last revolution through which we passed the people thus 
elected Abraham Lincoln. He was selected out of their ranks. He 
had developed a stalwart manhood by toil. He lacked the polish 
which much contact with polite society gives. He could not bow 
with the ease or kiss his hand to the ladies with the grace that Mr. 
CONKLING does, yet he possessed the elements of leadership in a 
degree never surpassed. I once saw him in a brilliant assembly gath- 
ered te do him honor. His awkwardness was conspicuous. He 
seemed at unrest. Happening to stand for a time where I could 
study his face, it made an impression on my spirit that I shall retain 
with all its original vividness through life. There was more in its 
expression than I ever saw in a countenance before or since. I said 
to myself, ‘Godlike man though you are, you are not fitted to shine 
in aparlor. You stand full six feet four inches under the heaviest 
load ever carried by mortal, and you walk firmly with it.” Such are 
the leaders that the ple select in times of their extremity. 

In 5 e task of relieving themselves com the crush- 
ing power of this despotism the ple must wrest from the money 
power the administration of the Government. 

That will be a difficult achievement. It is in full 3 of 
every department of the Government. It has controlled perfectly 


each republican Administration. Presidents and cabinets have obeyed 
its behests absolutely. The present Administration has recently ex- 
ressed the eendeiteg to its interests, The President, Secre- 
of the , and Comptroller of the Currency have adyo- 
cated in their reports to Congress the entire surrender of the people’s 
currency to the unchecked control of money loaners, that they ma; 
inflate or contract it at their pleasure. Their recommendations woul 
have been embodied in law by Con ere this, but for the fact that 
the election of next fall would be affected by it. 

The Administration is backed by nearly one hundred thousand 
office-holders who live off the taxes the people pay. 

Office-holders constitute a large army who work with desperate en- 
ergy, inspired by fear of being returned to private life. This army 
drains from the 8 Treasury money sufficient to equip and sus- 
tain it in the field. It is supported by a much larger host of money 
loaners, with more than two thousand perfect and efficient organiza- 
tions, which command every election precinct in the nation. 

These banking associations can furnish money without limit out 
of the wealth they have accumulated by their privilege of furnishing 
the people’s currency and draining out of the products of their labor a 
double interest ; and they are inspired to do their utmost to hold the 
3 of au Government by the fact that their special subsidy de- 
pends upon it. 

Back of this bank power is the money power of Europe. The money 
loaning interest of the world is arrayed actively against us in this 
great cages pe We have its whole mighty force to meet on our bat- 
tle-field, and upon us rests the grave responsibility of fighting the 
decisive battle in the world’s conflict with this relentless despotism. 
Its leaders in Europe are wise enough to know that our success will 
presage their downfall. 

Then, in, we have the press arrayed with them. The press is 
very y controlled by money, and they have the money to con- 
trolit. The leaders of the people and their p are misrepre- 
sented withont the slightest to truth. They not only wield 
the tremendous force of the periodical press, but are subordinating 
our standard literature, They have changed the definition of money 
in Webster's Dictionary and mutilated Wayland’s Political Economy 
to suit their purpose. 

Very reluctantly and sadly I add that the religious press and the 
pulpit are largely on the side of the absorbers of the products of other 
men’s labors. As an illustration I cite you to Maine. The pulpits of 
Maine, by command of Mr. BLAINE, were closed to me, although I 
nevér desecrated a pulpit by a political partisan harangue in my life. 
Yet those pulpits were made to ring out BLArNe’s behests in his recent 
struggle for the State government in a manner that would haye dis- 
2 a political arena, 


Worse still, the unblushing contradictory decisions of the supreme . 
court of Maine to aid partisan success assures us that the N is 
warped, to say the least. 

Still further, the great railroad, land, and other huge monopoli 
with their power to control the votes of their employés, tenants, an 
dependents, are against us. But for the control of votes by intimi- 
dation of dependent laborers and tenants in Maine, the State would 
have gone against the money power by many thousand votes. I am 
not speaking at random. I was there through the canvass and know 
whereof I affirm. 

This brief statement shows that we are engaged in no holiday 
parade. There is stern work before us; to accomplish it we must 
combine all who are oppressed with the noble few who though not 
suffering themselves have hearts to feel for those who do suffer. Com- 
paratively small differences must be ignored. We must“ mark those 
who canse divisions and from such turn away.” All who seek to make 
this revolution serve merely their individual ambitions must be sum- 
DAN dismissed from pape 3 

e must o ize and drill our forces, and move against this gigan- 
tie power with the majesty, the resistless might, and 5 or 
pose of the people whose united voice is the fiat of God. 

The ballot is our weapon. We will not resort to any destructive 
enginery, but we will have the ballot, and all efforts to take that 
from us or to deprive us of its effectiveness must be met with a spirit 
that will make our enemies fear to again seek to wrest from us its 
Sacred right as in many places they did in the last elections. We must 
demand—and make good that demand—a fair election. This will 
require nerve and sleepless vigilance. Ourfoes have no scruples what- 
ever. Their purpose to hold power at any hazard is relentless. There 
is no question that the republican party is now in power by fraud in 
counting votes. It isnotoriousthat the greenback vote was not fully 
counted in the last election. We will assert and maintain our rights 
in this matter at any cost and all hazard. The only ible way to 
avert a bloody revolution is to hold the power of the ballot. Let the 
people be assured that that sacred right is gone and it will be impos- 
sible to prevent them from use of brute force, which may Heaven 
33 If the money power attempts to execute the ee avowed 

yy the millionaire, Senator SHARON, published in a late number of 
the Nevada Chronicle, in answer to questions by a reporter as to the 
republican candidate for President, then the people will give them 
blood to their heart’s content. He says: 


General Grant will be nominated without doubt, if he will it. We need 
a gene | central government—the wealth of the country deniands it; without cap- 
ital and the capitalist our Government would not be worth a fig. The capital of 
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the country demands protection. Its rights are as sacred as the eo of the pau- 


pers who are continually prating about the encroachments of capital and t 
centralization. We have tried Grant, and know him to be the man for the place 
above all others. He has nerve. As President he would be Commander-in-Chief 
of the Army and Navy, and when the communistic tramps of the Spare raised 
mobs to tear up railroad tracks and to sack cities on the sham cry of “ bread or 
blood,” he would not hesitate one instant to turn grape and canister loose upon 
them. ‘The wealth of the country has to bear the burdens of government and 
ehould control it. The people are becomisg educated up to this theory rapidly, 
and tho sooner this theory is recognized in the Constitution and laws the better it 
will be for the people. ne 

Without bloodshed, and rivers of it, there will be no political change of admin- 
istration: the moneyed interests of the country, for pe over must sustain 
the republican party, Democratic success would be kruptey to them. To 
= bloodshe a strong central government should be established as soon as pos- 

0. 

When wo gain control of the Government we shall not engage in 
any of the wild, fanatical schemes which the press and orators of the 
money power have charged that we meditate. 

Their representation of a bill I presented to Congress in the extra 
session is a fair specimen of their utter untruthfulness. In the first 
place it was not my Dill, and I could not legitimately be held respon- 
sible for it at all. I presented it for another man at his request, a 

ractice very common. It proposed that it should be made lawful to 

ssue one Dillion of full legal-tender paper money, with the distinct 
understanding that it should take the place of the national-bank cur- 
rency. It provided for the actual issuing of less than three hundred 
millions, and it would have required at least five years to have pushed 
that amount into circulation on Mr. Chiles’s plan. That was charged 
by the whole republican press and all their speakers as an awful 
scheme of inflation so utterly wild as to prove its author a lunatic or 
idiot. 

The national-bank scheme, which is the pet institution of the re- 
publican party, makes it lawful for the national banking corporations 
to issue one billion eight hundred millions, or up to within 10 per 
cent. of the bonded debt of the nation. Mr, Chiles proposed to allow 
the Government to issue currency, as the interests of the people might 
demand, up to the amount of one billion. The republican party 
have by law given favored corporations power to issue one billion 
eight hundred millions as may suit their interests. Which is the wild 
insane scheme of inflation? Again, there was the most extravagant 
abuse of Mr. Chiles’s plan, because it proposed to loan money to cor- 
porations. He did propose to loan about two hundred millions to 
corporations to construct internal improvements. That part of his 
plan I did not indorse, and so stated in Congress and through the 

ress. But I was amazed that the republican press and orators went 
into spasms about it. In their scheme of issuing our currency they 
have arran to loan national-banking associations one billion eight 
hundred millions, and they have already loaned them near four hun- 
dred millions. Mr. Chiles would loan money on a plan that would 
pay into the people’s Treasury 3 per cent. interest; the republican 

lan pays out of the Treasury from 4 to 6 per cent. interest in i pong 

is plan wonld loan money to secure the creation of wealth and em- 
ploy idle laborers, giving ther opportunity to support their families ; 
the republican plan loans money to enable non-producers to drain 
from producers the results of their toil, that with their families they 


may riot in wealth. 
Then, again, there was unstinted snecring about Mr. Chiles’s plan 
of internal improvements. They were stigmatized as “De La Matyr 


canals.” I was not a little surprised at the contemptible ignorance 
on the part of republican editors and orators manifest in their tirade 
of cheap wit and far-fetched sarcasm. Mr. Chiles only proposed to 
execute what one of the ablest republican committees ever appointed 
by the Senate, on which were John Sherman and ROSCOE CONKLING, 
unanimously recommended as of great importance. I recommend to 
the study of said editors and orators the Senate committee’s report 
on transportation routes to the seaboard, presented in 1872. It is one 
of the ablest and most important reports eyer presented to Congress. 
I have neither time nor heart to follow the lying tirades against us. 
I will proceed to state what the reformers propose to do, as I under- 
stand if, and I am familiar with their pu . We propose to so 
revolutionize the work of civil government in all its departments as 
to make it serve all the people, and not privileged classes, bringing 
it back to the purpose of its original framers. far as possible we 
8 to have the Government aid an equitable distribution of the 
products of labor, instead of suffering it to continue to exert all the 
force of its tremendous influence in aid of the vicious natural ten- 
dency to the absorption of those products in a few hands which have 
not been soiled by producing labor. In short, we propose to array 
the whole power of Government in the effort to secure to each toiler 
the legitimate results of his labor. 0 

In this work we mean first to stop the absorption of lands by those 
who do not cultivate them, and by graded taxations to make decid- 
edly unprofitable the holding of large tracts of the soil by corpora- 
tions or individuals, on the same line that the State banks were got- 
ten rid of—seeking in every legitimate way the division of the lands 
as freeholds among those who actually cultivate them. On this all- 
important matter we are all united and determined. 

In the same line we shall seek to aid in the multiplying of free- 
holds in towns and cities. In all legitimate governmental ways we 
shall seek to multiply homes owned by the people, giving as many 
voters as possible a property interest in the stability of our institu- 
tions. We regard this a far better plan than to use grape and can- 
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ister, as republican leaders propose. Such a change will be a reyo- 
lution. Now the whole power of government favors absorption by 
individuals and corporations of the lands, and town and city resi- 
dences, making the producers tenants at will of landlords, which is 
the blighting curse on poor Ireland. 

Secondly, we shall take from a favored class, created and subsi- 
dized by the Government, the power to issue and contro] the yolume 
of the people’s currency, and restore that tremendous power to the 
people acting together in their Government. We take no stock in 
the republican theory that the people are incapable of self-govern- 
ment in this most important of all their interests. We repudiate 
with emphasis Mr. Hayes’s idea that moneyed corporations will fur- 
nish a more stable currency than the people’s Government. 

That power which regulates the volume of a people’s currency has 
very large control of their interests. The money-loaners have 
always managed that matter for us, and inflation and contraction 
have made a circuit once in a decade, causing successive financial 
crises, which have robbed the producers of wealth of the results of 
their toil, causing disaster to productive enterprise and untold misery 
to the people. 

With this history before us, we prefer to trust the representatives 
of the ple to gauge the volume of their curreney, rather than a 
class who have every temptation to make it fluctuate. We do not 
believe it possible to elect a Congress and executive officers such 
fools or knaves as to make a currency as unstable as ours has always 
been under the management of money-loaners. 

We propose to base the currency on the authority of the people’s gov- 
ernment, which isthe onlystable basis—a foundation which will stand 
while the Government endures. We object to the specie basis, be- 
cause it is so unstable and unreliable. It always fails when tested. 
For instance: When war came we had to place our currency on the 
authority of law, because specie utterly failed us. It has always 
failed in emergencies which have tried it. It answers only in perfect 
calm. It cannot endure a storm. We mean to have a basis which 
bankers have no power to remove at their pleasure; one that will 
stand when the severest test comes, and one on which we can bnild 
an abiding volume preventing ruinous fluctuations. 

The whole specie of the world would not afford a basis broad enough 
to rest the world’s currency upon. The vesting of three dollars of 
money on one of specieis a supreme farce which exhibits itscontempt- 
ible ridiculousness every time it is tested, and yet this is the fiction 
which hard-money men declare the acme of wisdom so clear that to 
dissent from it is evidence of lunacy or idiocy. 

Aside from an inadequate amount even if the whole were used, it 
has the following elements of change: Uncertainty of productions, 
amounts converted into other uses, and, most of all, it is subject to the 
manipulation of money-gamblers. No intelligent financier will ques- 
tion the fact that the money-houses of Europe can, at pleasure, with- 
draw any portions of the specie of our country, and thus lessen our 
volume and precipitate a contraction of the currency and the unset- 
tling of all prices of property and labor. I would greatly prefer to 
trust Congress to regulate our currency rather than to commit so 
vital a matter to the absolute control of Euro financiers. 

We propose that the volume of currency shall be sufficient to inspire 
and sustain the maximum of our productive power. To determine 
what that volume should be willrequire much study. That is the 
most difficult question in the whole matter of finance. To it will be 
given thorough research and the best thought of our statesmen. No 
wild hurried inflation is thought of. All statements to that effect are 
simply false. 

We propose to push into circulation the needed amount, first, b 
absorbing in it, as fast as possible in compliance with the plighted fai 
of the Government, the public debt; second, by replacing with it all 
bank-notes now afloat. On these points all are agreed. k my judg- 
ment another desirable mode is to employ idle laborers on ERA 
needed internal improvements. That course would nally put the 
money directly into the hands of the producing classes. The Hon. 
HENDRICK B. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania, proposes to loan on small 
interest to homesteaders an amount. His plan has many advocates. 

There is no difficulty in legitimately pushing into circulation a 
sufficient volume of currency. When a suficient volume is reached, 
we pro to make it as stable as possible by law, either statutory or 
constitutional. 

We propose that whatever the material of which money is made, 
its legal-tender value for all dues, public and private, shall be the 
same. The dollar, whether gold, silver, or paper, shall have the same 
arth bo: power. Then there will be no n of hoarding specie 
in the Treasury at an expense of interest paid specie-gamblers. 

If the balance of trade should turn against us, we can use bullion 
in exchange as we do now, and shall have more to use when not re- 
quired to hoard millions in the Treasury to meet the fiction that the 
people cannot trust themselves. 

Such is a rough sketch of the purposes of the party I have the 
honor to represent in part. We challenge for them most thorough 
and exhaustive criticism and discussion. 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 


Mr. FINLEY. Mr.Chairman, I propose to occupy the time extended 
to me by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. De La Matyr] in discuss- 


ing the provisions of a bill which I had the honor to introduce on the 
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2d of June last, now pending before the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which it was referred, in the following words: 


A bill to provide for the equalization of bounty to the soldiers of the Army of the 
United States during the war of the rebellion. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That cach aud every soldier who enlisted in tho 
Army of the United States after the 12th day of April, 1881, and before the 15th 
day of July, 1865, and who has been honorably äise and the widow, chil- 
dren, or parents, in the order named, of any such soldier who died in the service of 
the United States, or of disease or wounds contracted while in the service and in 
the line of duty, shall be paid bounty at the rate of cight and one-third dollars per 
month for the time between the date of his enlistment and the date of his death in 
the service, or the date of his dise: : Provided, That all sums paid as boun 
under any act of Congress shall be deducted from the amounts to which the 
diers who received the same would be entitled under this act: And i 
ther, That no soldier who received any State, county, or local 3 
ceived pay for acting as a substitute for another, shall receive additional pe 
under act, unless the bounty to which he would be entitled under this act 
exceed the amount of such Toca bounty or such pay, and in such case he shall re- 
ceive only such excess. 

Sec. 2. That the reception, examination, and settlement of all claims under this 


or who re- 


act shall be regulated by the ions of sections 15 and 16 of an act entitled An 
act making appro ons for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1867,” approved July 23, 1866. 


In the Forty-fifth Congress I introduced a bill of the same tenor as 
that now before the Committee on Pensions, but it was not reported 
by the committee. I hope at some time during this Congress to obtain 
action upon it. 

The object of this bill, Mr. Chairman, as its title indicates, is to 
equalize the bounties of all the soldiers who served during the recent 
war. Now, I think the Government has, in dealing with the soldiers, 
extended to them generally t liberality in the payment of pen- 
sions, and yet it may not be known, or fully understood, that a very 
large number of soldiers who enlisted in the ra in the early part 
of the war and who served their country fait y and well never 
obtained one dollar of bounty. 

As a general principle, under the statutes of the United States all 
soldiers who enlisted for three months, nine months, and for twelve 
months received no bounty whatever, and a large number of soldiers 
who enlisted for a pao of three years, but served a less period than 
two years, received none. One hundred and séventy-five thousand 
soldiers of that class who enlisted for three years, but served for a 
less period than two, never received a dollar of bounty. 

Now, I find, from a statement received from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, this to be the case: Of those who received $100 bounty the 
number is 467,098; of those who received bounty amounting to $150 
there were 30,950; of those who received $200 bounty there were 
1,126,388; of those who received $300 there were 150,000; of those 
who received $400 bounty, 158,507; while 641,665 soldiers never re- 
ceived a dollar of bounty. Why was this? The Government, by 
three or four bounty laws, established the principle of paying soldiers 
bounty at the rate of $100 per annum; that is, if a soldier served for 
one year his bounty amounted to $100; if two years, $200, and $50 
for six months, and so on, which amounts to an average of eight and 
one-third dollars a month if paid for the time they actually served. 
But it turned out in many cases after long service actually rendered 
by the soldier, by reason of wounds received or disease contracted in 
the line of duty, he was discharged before the expiration of the term 
of enlistment, and, as the law was construed, he could not receive a 
dollar of bounty because he did not serve out his full term. 

For instance: if a soldier served five months out of six, or any frac- 
tion of a period short of the full term of enlistment, and was dis- 

ed, although it was by reason of disability arising from wounds 
received in battle or from disease contracted in the performance of 
his duty, as the law was construed, he received no bounty whatever. 
If he enlisted for two years and was permanently disabled after serv- 
ing one year and eleven months, or any other portion of the time less 
than two years, and was discharged, although his discharge was be- 
cause of such disability, he received no bounty. This state of facts, 
as I said before, applies to no less a number than one hundred and 
seventy-five thousand of our gallant soldiers. 

From a statement of the Second Comptroller, which I have here, I 
find that of the number of men who responded to the first call of the 
President, April 15, 1861, for seventy-five thousand men to serve three 
months, there were 93,326 who received no bounty. Of the number 
who responded to the second call of the President, May 3, 1861, for 
six months’ service, 2,715 received no bounty; under the call of July 
22, for twelve months’ service, 9,056 men received no bounty. Again, 
under the call of June, 1862, 15,007 men who enlisted received no 
bounty; under the call of August 4, 1862, 87, 588 men enlisted and re- 
ceived no bounty. 

All these men were deprived of bounty because no provision of law 
was ever made to pay bounties to soldiers who enlisted for three, six, 
nine months, or a year. 

There is another class of soldiers who were debarred from receiving 
the full bounty which in equity they should have received under the 
law, as I believe. Under the act of July, 1864, which provided for 
three years’ enlistment, soldiers were to be paid one-third of their 
bounty at the date of enlistment, one-third when they had served 
one-half of their term of enlistment, and the remainder of the bounty 
at the end of the period of service for which they were enlisted. 

Under the call of the President, pursuant to that act, the call of 


July 18, 1864, for five hundred thousand men, there were 272,463 sol- 


diers enlisted, and under the call of December 19, 1864, for three hun- 
dred thousand men there were 194,635 soldiers enlisted for three years. 


But those soldiers were all disc by reason of the termination 
of the war before the end of three years; and the Government only 
paid them, or the greater portion of them, one installment of bounty, 
the other two installments being refused because the soldiers had not 
served out their full term. The Soldier's contract with the Govern- 
ment was that he was to serve for the period of three years, and he 
was to receive his $300 bounty as a reward for that service; but the 
‘Government mustered the soldier out of the service before the close 
of his term, and he was not paid the full amount of his bounty be- 
cause he was mustered out before his term expired. The statement 
furnished by the Comptroller shows the average amount of bounty 
paid under the law of July, 1864, was $100. In this case the soldier 
performed his contract with the Government as fully as he was per- 
mitted todo. It was the fault of the Government in mastering him 
out and not his own that he did not serve out his full term. 

Withont. giving my views as to whether under these circumstances 
the Government was not morally bound to pay the full amount, I 
have no hesitation in saying that the soldier should be paid bounty 
at the rate of $100 a year for every day he served under that contract 
of enlistment. My bill, if it becomes a law, will pay him for the 
time he actually served. 

So, Mr. Chairman, owing to defects in the law, over six hundred and 
forty-one thousand soldiers who served during the war for various 
periods from three to six, nine, and twelve months, never received 
one dollar of bounty, while other soldiers who enlisted at a later 
panog during the war received, some $300, some $400 bounty besides 
arge local bounties that were paid them. Now, the bill which I 
have had the honor to introduce, and which I hope at some time to 
bring before the House, provides for equalizing the bounties of all 
the soldiers, to pay each soldier at the rate of eight and one-third 
dollars per month for the time he actually served the Government, 
ae from the amount whatever bounty he has heretofore re- 
ceiv 

There is another class of soldiers that I want to call attention to 
before I leave that branch of the subject—soldiers who enlisted and 
served their country faithfully and received no bounty. I read from 
page 2040 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of March 2, 1875, from the 
remarks of Mr. LoGaN. He says: 


I can give several instances. Here is one: I quote from the speech of Mr. 
Gunckel of his State, a honorable gentleman, who makes these statements : 

“Some soldiers of the ty-ninth Ohio state their case thus: They enlisted for 
t-e term of three years under the President's 5 of May 3, 1861, before 
the 22d day of July, 1861 ; but by the failure of the officer to correctly date their 
enlistment and of the United States mustering officer to muster them into the serv- 
ice before August 6, 1861, they have received, and under existing laws, as con- 
strued by the Treasury Department, can receive, no bounty.” 

* * * * * * * 

Again Mr. Gunckel said: e 

“ Soldiers from Missouri, Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana, Iowa, and West Virginia, who 
enlisted for six or nine months, or any period less than one year, were excluded on 
a decision by the War Department that they were not volunteers but militia.” 


Again: 

Here is another case: 

“Some of the enlisted men of the Fourth Iowa ent complain that they were 
enrolled prior to July 22, 1861, but on account of ee beyond the limits 
of the State of Iowa were not regularly mustered into United States service until 
subsequent to August 6, 1861, and so deprived of bounty.” 

* * - * * 


. * 

IJ could give the Senator from Ohio another instance. Here is a Senator [Mr. 
Spencer] who was in command of & regiment. They served under mea small por- 
tion of the time. That regiment was raised in Alabama. While we were stationed 
in Northern Alabama, we recruited a regiment of cavalry, called the First Ala- 
bama Cavalry, and the Senator from Alabama was tho colonel commanding that 
regiment. They served through the war, served as faithfully as any soldiers ever 


did serve, and they were denied bounty they were ted in a rebel 
State. That is another decision of the War Department. 
* * * * * * * 


Let me give you another case. Suppose aman enlisted for three years. He 
served out within one day of his first year, which would entitle him ha Sipe ra 
On that day he is killed in battle ; his wifeand his children got no bounty, althoug 
he is killed. Why? If he had lived his wife and children would have got a 
bounty; but they are not entitled to any bounty because he was killed just one da: 
before his enlistment expired; and there are thousands of cases of that kind. T 
a man, within a week of the expiration of his time, -was taken to the hospital, and 
the surgeon mustered him out of service because he had an incurable or 
wound, that man would get no bounty, although he was wounded and mustered 
out of the service on account of his wounds. Why! Because his wounds caused 
him to be mustered out of the service. 


I received a letter a few days ago from a soldier in my own town, 
and his case is but a sample of many others. It is as follows: 


Bucrrus, Omo, February 6, 1880. 

Dran Sin: I wanted to have a talk with you before yon left abont my bounty 
money, but did not bave achance todoso. I inclose you the answer from the 
Department. There is a mistake somewhere—you know well that my discharge 
papers were lost; and when I enlisted in 1861 it was for three years, if not sooner 
discharged. When I, with four of my comrades, got to Washington, we were pat 
in the Twenty-ninth New York Regiment, which was a two- regiment. Some 
of the others that went with us from Obio were put into the Eighth Now York Reg- 
iment, which was a three-years regiment, and they received their full bounty; but 
when we were discharged we received nothing, The paymaster in New York City 
told us we should receive all that was due us, but I never got an: g. Now, my 
friend, what do you think of this? Is there not some way for me to tind out why 
I cannot be paid what is justly due me? 

Yours truly, 


Ilon, E. B. FISLEY. 


F. HUFNAGLE. 


1880. 
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Accompanying that letter is a letter from the Treasury Department, 

dated December 13, 1879, as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECOND AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
y Washington, D. C., December 13, 1879. 

Sm: Having been enrolled in Company D, Twenty-ninth New York Volunteers, 
for the unexpired term of the regiment, which was less than two years, you are not 
entitled to bounty under any existing law. Your claim is therefore disallowed. 
Your discharge certificate is not on 

Respectfully, š 

FREDERICK HUFNAGLE, 

Bucyrus, Crawford County, Ohio. 

I am in daily receipt of letters from soldiers from all parts of the 
country, complaining that justico has not been done them. Forin- 
stance, a soldier from Trenton, New Jersey, writes me as follows: 

Allow me to call your attention to a class of soldiers who have been thus far de- 
barred from receiving any bounties whatever. I refer to soldiers who enlisted for 
two years, in 1861; se from six months to twenty-three months, and then ac- 
cepted promotion. Myown caseisan example. I tod in 9 K, Twenty- 

rd Regiment New York Volunteers, at Elmira, New York, on the 16th of Ap 
1861, for two years. The pay at that time was $11 a month. I served asa private 
until February 20, 1862, when I was promoted to first lieutenant Company I, One 
hundred and third New York Volunteers, then organizing in —— pie 
refused transportation from Washington home, on the plea that Iwas for 
promotion. There are hundreds of similar cases, and I think you will agree with 
me that if any soldiers deserve bounties it is those who sprang to arms at the first 
call of our martyred President for seventy-five thousand men to protectour national 
capital. These were the soldiers who enlisted from patriotism and not fora bounty 
of from $300 to $1,200. 

Another soldier from Louisville, Kentucky, writes: 

I enlisted in the United States Army September 25, 1860, to serve for theperiod 
of five years, but was discharged on surgeon's certificate of disability December 
9, 1864. Notwithstanding I served more ars. in numerous 
battles, as my discharge shows, I have not nor am I entitled to receive any bounty. 

A soldier from Saint Louis, Missouri, writes : 


I enlisted in July, 1859; was in Texas when General Twiggs surrendered all 
the Government property and soldiers in the department. My regiment, the Sec- 
ond Cavalry, did not surrender, but immediately sailed for New York. Icontinued 


in active service until July 29, 1864, and was honorably discharged. Ithen enlisted 
in the Navy, and served until the end of the war. I have never received any 
bounty of any kind whatever for services up to July, 1864. 

Others write that they served as musicians, and therefore got no 
bounty. Sailors who enlisted the first years of the war write that 
they got no bounty, and soon, Thousands of those who were first 
to respond to their country’s call, and who endured the trials and hard- 
ships of the early campaigns, received nothing in the way of bounty, 
while the soldiers who enlisted near the close of the war were paid 
large Government and local bounties. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I find from the report that I have here before 
me that there were over six hundred thousand soldiers in the Army 
who served as these men did, who supposed that under the contract 
they had made with their Government they were to receive a bounty, 
but got none because they happened to be so unfortunate as to be 
enlisted at a time when bounties were not allowed by law in regi- 
ments enlisted for three, six, and nine months’ service, or for one 
year’s service, or for two years’ service, or who, having enlisted for 
three years, were discharged before serving two years—some of them 
for disability, some of them for wounds received while in the service 
of their country—because ander the law it was necessary that they 
should serve their full term. Now, is there any good reason, Mr. 
Chairman, why the Government should not equalize the pay of all 
these soldiers? Is there any good reason why a man who served 
twenty-four months shall receive $200 bounty and a man who served 
twenty-three months shall receive none? Is there any justice in it? 
Is there any equity in it? We can afford to do justice to the soldiers. 
They served faithfally, they served well, they served under a contract 
with the Government by which they the right to expect a 
bounty, and it is a debt we owe them, which we ought to pay. 

Under the bill that I have introduced we equalize the bounties of 
the soldiers by giving to each one eight and one-third dollars per 
month for the time he actually served. There can be no injustice in 
that. Each soldier will then have been served alike, and each one 
will receive that which is justly due him. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, What will it cost? 

Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman asks me what the cost will be. 
Although I was about to pursue another line of argument I will reply 
to his question. On the 9th of this month I addressed a letter to the 
honorable Seeretary of the Treasury asking for an estimate of the 

robable expenditure under my bill, a copy of which I inclosed to 
im. In reply I received the following letter: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 9, 1880. 


Sm: Referring to your letter of the 3d instant to the Second Auditor of the Treas- 
ury, in which you ask for an estimate of the probable amount that the Government 
will be oe —— to pay under the iad aps rp a bill to provide for the payment of 
additional nty (II. R. No. 2087, Forty-sixth Congress, first session) in the event of 
its becoming a law, I have the honor to state that it is impracticable to determine 
how many persons would become entitled to additional bounty under the provis- 
ions of any general law, or to form an appreciate estimate as to how many of 
those entitled to it would prefer their claims, hence any estimate on the subject 
can be ed as little better than hypothetical. A careful examination, how- 
ever, of the whole question of equalization of bounties was made in 1874 by the 
Second Auditor and Second Comptroller, the result of which was embodied in a 
report to the Secret; of the Treasury, of which a copy isinclosed. It will be 
seen that the tion er was of opinion that to satisfy claims arising under the 
provisions of a bill introduced at that time (H. R. No. 1910, Forty-first Con 3, 86C- 
ond session) would ane ture of over a hundred million dollars, and 

necessitate the investigation and settlement of about fifteen hundred thou- 


E. B. FRENCH, Auditor. 


sand claims, requiring the labor of two hundred and fifty additional clerks in the 

oftice of the Second Auditor, and a corresponding increase in his office for a period of 

Hai years, to prepare for adjudication and payment of the cases arising under that 
W. 


Very respectfully, 


Hon. E. B. FINLEY, 
House of Representatives. 


With that letter was transmitted an estimate made under a bill 
somewhat similar to mine, not exactly the same, introduced into the 
House, I think, by Mr. Gunckel, of Ohio. The estimate was made 
February 15, 1874, at which time the bill of Mr. Gunckel was being 
discussed in the Senate. According to that estimate it would take 
something over $100,000,000 to carry out the provisions of the bill. 

In looking over that estimate I am satisfied that it will not cost 
$100,000,000, nor the half of it; nor do I believe it will cost more than 

20,000,000, and I will state my reasons for that belief. The estimate 
transmitted to me by the Secretary of the Treasury was made on the 
basis of the entire enlistments during the war, amounting to 2,574,608 
men. Now, it seems to me that that is not a proper mode of arriving 
at the cost of equalizing bounties. More than one-third of that num- 
ber enlisted for a second time, and therefore are counted twice. 

Under the first call of the President, for three-months men, nearly 
one hundred thousand responded, and if they afterward re-enlisted 
they are counted twice. Under the second call, for six-months 
men, there were enlisted three thousand who if they re-enlisted are 
counted the second time, Under the third call, of nine-months 
men, there were 87,588, who are counted the second time if they re- 
enlisted, which many of them no doubt did. Under the call of July 
22, 1861, for twelve-months men, there were nine thousand and fifty- 
six who are counted twice on the same principle—that is to say, a 
great number of these men re-enlisted, and in making this estimate 
the three, six, nine, and twelve months men are counted twice. 

When that bill was under discussion in the Senate very close esti- 
mates were made by distinguished members of that body; and also 
when it was under discussion in the House estimates,were made by 
members who arrived at different conclusions from those arrived at 
by the officers of the Government. 

For instance, Mr. Gunckel, the author of the bill, made avery care- 
ful estimate, and announced that it would require $29,728,000 to carry 
out the provisions of the bill. General Schenck at the same time 
estimated that it would require $30,000,000 ; Mr. Krebs estimated it at 
$20,000,000, and General LoGan made an estimate of $20,712,552.42. 
It will be observed that General LoGaN figured it down very closely. 

It will not do to take the entire enlistment of the war as a basis 
on which to calculate; besides all the re-enlistments which should 
not be counted there should be deducted deserters, bounty-jumpers, 
soldiers dishonorably discharged, minors dischar, and substitutes, 
who are not entitled toa bounty. Then a considerable percentage is 
allowable for soldiers who died in the service and since, leaving no 
surviving relative entitled to bounty under this or other acts of Con- 
gress, A large percentage is allowable for soldiers or their heirs who, 
from inattention or other causes, would never apply for balance of 
bounty; witha great number the balance due would be so small that 
it would not be called for. Again, the clause in my bill providing that 
local bounties shall be deducted will, in my opinion, make a difference 
of perhaps several million dollars. This local-bounty clause was not 
in the bill of 1875, and if General Schenck,General LoGAN, Mr. Gunckel, 
and the other gentlemen I have named were justified in making the 
estimates they then made, I think I am reasonably within bounds in 
estimating the cost at $20,000,000. But, Mr. Chairman, suppose it does 
cost the full amount estimated by the Treasury Department; if we 
owe it, if it is a just debt, why should we not pay it? The ques- 
tion of cost should not be considered if the obligation to pay is con- 
ceded. Does any gentleman donbt our obligation in that regard ? 

The Government set out to reward her soldiers for their services 
rendered during the war, on the principle of paying a bounty of $100 
for each year of service. For want of proper legislation on the sub- 
ject, about one-fourth of all the soldiers who enlisted received no part 
of this bounty. Another class, through technicalities in the con- 
struction of the law, got a mere moiety of their just bounty, while 
the others were paid in full. Now, is it not right and proper that a 
law should be enacted by which all soldiers will be treated alike ? 
I believe the obligation on the part of the Government to equalize 
and pay to the soldier the bounty due him is just as binding as any 
other war debt. In fact, it is a part of the war debt of the Govern- 
ment as much as the 5-20 or 10-40 bonds were. Our obligations to 
the soldier who gave his personal services to the Government are 
surely as great as to the capitalist who assisted with his money. The 
latter class has, to put it mildly, been royally paid for the use of his 
capital. Every dollar he gave to the Government has returned to 
him with an increase in interest and the enhanced value of his invest- 
ment. Not so the soldier! He received but a pittance for the services 
he rendered his country and the hardships endured. Thousands who 
served their country faithfully for the small sum of $13 per month have 
been doomed to poverty on account of that service. Thousands drag 
out a miserable existence on account of wounds received or disease 
contracted in the service, who—owing to inability to make the neces- 
sary proof under the technical rules adopted by the Departments—do 
not draw a pension. While we are being magnanimous in our gener- 
osity to the bondholder, let us at least be just to the soldier. 


JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
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We appropriate millions annually for improvement of rivers and 
harbors, millions in the construction of Government buildings, mill- 
ions in the payment of interest on Government bonds, millions in 
the payment of a multitude of salaried officers, many of whom are as 
unn as the fifth-wheel of a wagon. We make these appropria- 
tions annually without demur or protest, but when a proposition is 
made to appropriate a few millions out of the Treasury for the pay- 
ment of bounties to soldiers, a debt that should have been paid lon 
ago, gentlemen shrug their shoulders and get alarmed for fear it wi 
cost too much. The obligation to equalize the bounty of soldiers rests 
upon the Government in the nature of a debt. We owe it. Let us 
pay it whether it costs little or much. For the t fifteen years 
soldiers have continued to petition Congress for legislation of this 
kind. At each session the petition-box is filled, yet thus far their 
prayers have been in vain. On three different occasions bills similar 
to this passed the House, but failed to pass the Senate. At one session 
both Houses agreed to a bill like this, but it failed to become a law 
because President Grant neglected and refused to approve it. It re- 
mains to this Congress to render to these soldiers the justice which 
has so long been denied them. Will we do it? 

Mr. LAPHAM addressed the committee. [His remarks will be 
found in the Appendix.] 


NATIONAL FINANCES. 


Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, the question pertaining to our national 
finances is a question which has occupied more of the thought of our 
28 during the past few years than any other one question. It 

as occupied column after column in our daily and weekly papers, has 
filled page after page in our magazines, has crowded itself into our 
pulpits and institutions of learning, has been extensively discussed 
in the legislative halls of both State and nation, and has formed the 
chief topic of conversation among the people all over the country. 
As must always be expected in discussing a question so profound and 
intricate as this, many theories have been put forth of the most vague 
and unsound nature, and much has been said which was utterly void 
of all reason or sense. Every individual who had an idea on this 
subject which he thought important has stepped to the front and 
uttered it, hoping that it would prove to be just what was needed to 
settle all our financial difficulties and start our nation forward upon 
a career of unheard-of prosperity. In this profusion of ideas, while 
there has been much of nonsense and mere theory, there has also been 
much of good, sound, practical sense. Discussion on this question, 
as it does on all questions, has ooops much It has 
exploded many false theories, shown the rottenness of many seem- 
ingly sound ideas, and brought to light much that is reliable and 
trae. Such a deep interest in any question is always a good sign. It 
shows that the people are in earnest, and gives us a 5 
antee that, although we may for a time be surrounded with difficul- 
ties, yet in the end these difficulties will be removed, and we shall 
discover the solid rock upon which we can build with safety. When 
a people grapple with any great question, as our people have gra 
pled with this, there is good reason for encouragement, for in the 
end light is sure to come, and the safest and best way will be dis- 
covered. 

Mr. Chairman, what I have to say on this occasion I shall say not 
because I have any pet theory in regard to our finances which I wish 
to advocate, or because I desire any change in our financial affairs, 
but because I want the American Con to take its hands off from 
the financial question, cease all agitation in regard to it, and let it 
remain undisturbed for one session at least. After years of discus- 
‘sion and change in legislation we have secured a financial system 
with which the people are abundantly satisfied. Bringing experience 
to our aid, we have taken the system which we established during 
the war, and have gradually changed, amended, and completed it 
until at last we have asystem which, if not absolutely perfect, is suffi- 
-ciently so for all practical purposes. Whatever unprincipled politi- 
cians, demagogues, and would-be financiers may think of this system, 
one thing is certain, the people have sufficient confidence in it toask 
us, their representatives, to let it alone for the present, just as it now 
is, and to cease at once all our attempts to disturb or change it. The 

le understand what is for their interest much better than we do. 

hey have tried this financial system, and by their own experience 
have demonstrated that it is most admirably adapted to their wants 
both as individuals and asa nation. In all their financial transac- 
tions, in meeting the demands of trade and inspiring confidence in 
every department of business and commercial life, they find it abund- 
antly satisfactory. Hence they do not want it disturbed. They want 
no more congressional agitation and tinkering at present in regard to 
it. They have suffered sufficiently from this sort of thing during the 
past few years to lead them to be exceedingly apprehensive whenever 
any new financial legislation is proposed in Congress. They know that 
most of the legislation on this subject for the past decade has been pro- 
-ductive of evil and only evil, and they now demand that the financial 
question be let alone as the oniy sure way to avoid additional evils. 
ey realize, what Congress ought to realize, that itis the worst thing 
imaginable for the country to keep up this constant agitation of the 
financial question on this floor. What the good of the . 175 0 de- 
mands, not only to-day, but for all time, is something fixed, reliable, 
and permanent in financial matters. There is nothing so detrimental 
to both our manufacturing, commercial, business, laboring, and all 


other interests as uent changes in financial legislation. The great 
cause of our serious financial troubles during the past few years was 
the constant tinkering with the currency. Congress had let the 
financial question entirely alone, after it had passed the act for 
strengthening the public credit in 1869, except to provide for free 
banking and for funding our bonded debt into bonds bearing a lower 
rate of interest, we should have been spared much of the hardship 
and suffering we have experienced since then. The fact is, we had 
no genuine prosperity in the country while the financial question was 
the all-absorbing question in politics and in Congress, and we can 
never expect to have any prosperity which is lasting until that ques- 
tion is settled and placed where politics and Congress cannot disturb 
it. To have prosperity, we must have confidence among the people 
and make capital feel secure. It is idle to talk of lasting prosperity 
without these, and these will never be brought about so 5 as Con- 
gress keeps agitating the financial question. Capital is naturally 
timid; it does not like to take risks. When it reaches out to help 
forward any enterprise, it must have some guarantee that it will be 
safe to make the venture. No man of sense or business ability will 

ut his money into any kind of business so long as he has reason to 

ear that the financial system of the country may be changed every 
time Congress meets. Capital would take fright and the good times 
that have come to us would be 3 driven away if this Congress 
should enact into law one-tenth part of the many crazy financial 
schemes that gentlemen on this floor have proposed. What the peo- 

le want, and what every business interest in the conntry demands, 
is a financial system that cannot be revolutionized every year, and 
that is not liable to change with every change of the party in power. 
Stability and permanency in financial matters are n to pros- 
perity, and it rests with Congress to determine whether or not we 
shall have them. 

But, Mr. Chairman, while most of us feel that stability and per- 
manency in our financial system are desirable, there are certain men, 
both in and out of Congress, who are ever clamoring for change. 
These men are not at all satisfied with the present order of things. 
any imagine that all the financial wisdom of the country is centered 
in their brains, and so fully persuaded are they that they have mas- 
tered the financial problem and have discovered all the newest and 
best ideas in to it that they persist in thrusting their peculiar 
views upon Congress and the public, at all times and under all cir- 
cumstances, regardless of consequences. 

One man wants a single gold standard, and demands not only that 
the Government stop the coinage of silver but retire the silver coin 
already issued. Another says let us continue the double standard 
and provide at once for the free coinage of silver. Another asks us to 
wipe out the greenback currency and give to the national banks alone 
the right to furnish all the paper money of the country. Another is 
willing to let the mbacks remain in circulation, but wants them 
stripped of their legal-tender quality. Another demands that the 
national banks, national-bank notes and all, be blotted out, and that 
eee be the only paper money of the country. And so it goes. 

very man who has an idea on the subject of finance makes it a sort 
of hobby, and demands that Congress embody it into some measure 
and enact it into law. But the people want no such nonsense in re- 
gard to financial matters. They demand that these financial agita- 
tors be put down, and that Congress turn a deaf ear to all their un- 
wise schemes. Whatever these would-be financiers may think of the 
matter or desire, the people of the country have faith in our financial 
system as it is. Wheu we reached specie resumption on the Ist of 

anuary, 1879, we all thought that agitation of the financial question 
wasatanend. Thinking thus, confidence was everywhere restored. 
Men of all classes and in all departments of business felt that at last 
we had gotten down to the solid rock whereon we could stand firmly 
and build with safety. With this feeling of confidence capital at 
once pushed ont and 2 oe in new enterpri business revived, 
our manufacturing establishments started up, labor was given em- 
ployment, and times once again eame back to us. All this has 
continued, until to-day we behold prosperity in every portion of our 
land. Restored confidence brought good times, and why should we 
now go to work and destroy this confidence and drive good times 
from us by useless, unwise, and untimely agitation of and interfer- 
ence with the financial question ? 

Having said this much, Mr. Chairman, in regard to the folly of in- 
terfering in any way with our financial matters, I wish now to say a 
few words in regard to some of the financial theories which have 
been pressed upon our attention by gentlemen upon this floor. 

The 8 from New York, [Mr. CHITTENDEN,]in a speech 
which he delivered in this House on the 20th of January last, took 
occasion to denounce our greenback currency and to demand that 
Congress make provision at once for its retirement and destruction. 
The following sentence will show how the gentleman regards this 
currency: 

Mr. Speaker, I respectfully but earnestly ask the attention of the House for fif- 
teen or twenty minutes, while I a. to show that our fegal-tender currency in times 
of peace is a popular snare, a tical device, in a bad sense, of vast ecope, tend- 
ing to corrupt and destroy individual honesty and public integrity, which are the 
mainspring of good government. 

The gentleman then goes on to argue that it is a“ crime against 
the Constitution and common sense” to keep the nbacks ia oie 
lation as we have been doing since the close of the war. But, sir, 
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how is it a “crime against the Constitution?” Who is to decide 
whether it be a “crime inst the Constitution” or not? Is it the 
gentleman from New York or is it a power higher and more potent 
than he? I have great respect for that gentleman, but I beg leave 
to say to him that this question is not to be decided by any one indi- 
vidual, but by the people as represented either in Congress or the Su- 
preme Court. The people govern this nation. They make laws 
through their chosen representatives and enforce them through the 
President whom their votes put in office ; consequently they are sov- 
ereign. What they under the Constitution decree shall be, is law; 
and what they decree shall not be, is not law. Now, sir, during the 
war the people decreed that it was absolutely necessary, in order to 
save the life of the nation, that they should issue legal-tender non- 
interest-bearing notes. They said that this was the only way out 
of the unheard-of difficulties which then hedged us in. They claimed 
that such an act would be constitutional on the ground of absolute 
necessity in time of war. 

The first act providing for the issue of such notes was signed by 
President Lincoln on the 25th day of February, 1862, and other acts 
followed, as occasion required, until over $400,000,000 of these notes 
were issued. Now, sir, not only did Congress regard the act author- 
izing the issue of these notes as constitutional, but the Supreme Court 
of the United States has decided that it was constitutional, both Con- 
gress and the court basing its constitutionality upon the same ground, 
namely, absolute necessity in time of war. In view of these facts of 
history, I ask yrat power was it that was called upon to decide when 
the necessity existed which made the issuing of these notes constitu- 
tional? Ianswerthatit was the law-making power. It was the people, 
through their representatives in Congress; and they alone, If, then, 
Congress had the exclusive right to decide when the necessity for 
issuing these notes arose, has it not the right to decide how long that 
necessity exists and when it ceases to exist? There is certainly no 
other power that has this right, and if Congress decides that the good 
of the people demands that these notes be continued in circulation, 
why should any individual object to its being done? I am aware 
that the Supreme Court has the power to decide that the legal-tender 
notes are an unconstitutional currency in time of , and when 
the time comes, such may be its decision. But until that court does 
decide against these notes, why should we talk about retiring them? 

But the gentleman from New York goes on to denounce the Goy- 
ernment for not calling in the legal-tender notes, paying them off, and 
destroying them. He says we can easily pay off these notes with our 
surplus coin. But, su that we can do this, would such a aoe 
be wise? Isay not. These notes are out. They are redeemable in 
coin upon presentation in sums of $50 at the sub-treasury in New York 
City, and thus have a fixed and constant value. The people are sat- 
isfied with them, and would it be wise under such circumstances to 
retire them? He says these notes represent a debt that we owe. I 
admit it, but if the holders of these notes do not want them paid 450 
should any one else worry himself about it? Our present greenbac 
currency represents about $346,000,000 of debt on which we pay no 
interest. Now, sir, if we have asurplus of coin in the Treasury would 
it not be the part of wisdom to take it and buy up our outstand- 
ing bonds which bear interest, instead of using it to buy up green- 
backs which bear no interest? I ask the gentleman if the former Re 
would not be more peculiarly in the interest of the tax-payers of the 
country and show much better business sense than the latter? Thegen- 
tleman is a shrewd business man. If he had two notes of $1,000 each 
outstanding, Ds fees on demand, the one bearing interest and the 
other not, and if the parties holding these notes were not only willing 
to Jet them run but were anxious that they should ran, which of them 
would he take up, provided he was pre to take up but one of 
them? Why, sir, both he and every other business man, if he had 
any common sense whatever, would take up the note bearing interest. 
And shall not the people act with like good sense? We are not able 
at present to pay our entire indebtedness. Each year, however, we 
can pay a small portion of it, and I say that it is not only good busi- 
ness sense but is in the highest and best interest of the people that 
that small portion should consist of the interest-bearing debt of the 
nation in preference to that which bears no interest. 

But, sir, the gery from New York appears in a new réle in this 
8 h to which I have referred. Hitherto it has been thought on 
this floor that he spoke only for the gold men of the East. Now, 
however, he comes forward and claims to speak for the farmers of 
the West. His words on this point are as follows: 

It is no better than a proposition to inflate and corrupt the currency to the preju- 
dice of the cotton-growers, cattle-growers, and corn- ucers of the Southand West. 
The jeers of my friends at banks and bondholders do not touch me! Ineitherown 
national-bank stock nor Government bonds. I have no business now but farming. 
I speak as a producer of wheat and corn in Illinois and Iowa, and I speak ear- 
nestly, because I know that unless the laws of gravitation are to be abolished, that 
presently, or whenever the currents of foreign exchange are reversed, I in com- 
mon with all farmers will have no coin but the short-weight silver dollars which 
have already © a great inconvenience to Congressmen. The gentleman from 
Illinois and the gentleman from Iowa may, with the other gentleman from Iowa 
and his rts, compel me and all western ers to receive the short-weight 
dollar for our products, but they cannot compel the New York merchants who buy 
and ship our products to take their pay in anything but a full-weight gold dollar. 
I believe the farmer entitled to the same money that the New York merchant 
gets. I tell farmers everywhere that the cry let well enough alone” means ex- 


actly the opposite. It means gold for New York and silver or irredeemable T 
for the South and West. i alain 


Now, sir, I wish to say to the gentleman from New York that he is 


wholly ignorant of the wants and wishes of the farmers of the West 
if he is to be judged by the language employed in the speech from 
which I have quoted. I can tell him that if he were to go among the 
farmers of the West and talk to them as he talks to us in this speech 
they wonld tell him that he did not know what he was talking about. 
These men are satisfied with both the silver dollar and the green- 
back note which the gentleman sneers at so contemptuously. The 
have never had a currency that suited them so well as the eee 
currency, and if they are being cheated in receiving either that cur- 
rency or the silver dollar in exchange for the products of their farms 
they have not yet discovered it, although, I imagine, if such were 
the case, they would discover it about as quickly as the gentleman 
from New York. 

The gentleman endeayors to make us believe that the farmers of 
the West do not have “the same good money that the New York 
merchants get.” But, sir, I cannot think that he believes any such 
stuff as this. He knows as well as any other man that the western 
farmer gets just as good money as the New York merchant or any- 
body else. Is he not aware that our legal-tender notes are redeema- 
ble in coin and that all of our money stands upon the same equal 
footing any and everywhere throughout the country? Our n- 
back currency has been in circulation for eighteen years, and during 
all that time it has been the medium of exchange in almost all of the 
financial transactions of our people. Prices everywhere have become 
adjusted to it, and when the farmer of the West sells a horse, a cow, 
or a load of corn, and takes his pay in nbacks, he receives just as 
much in purchasing power as if he had been paid in gold. The gen- 
tleman knows this as well as I do, and I am greatly surprised that he 
should attempt to create an impression directly the reverse of this 
by the speech from which I have quoted. 

But the gentleman takes occasion to criticise quite severely the 
financial policy advocated by several gentlemen upon this floor, of 
letting well-enough alone. But I wish to tell him that this is not the 
policy of any one man or any particular set of men. It is the policy 
advocated by the ee are tired of constant tinkering with finan- 
cial matters. It is the people who demand that the financial ques- 
tion be let alone, and that demand it is the duty of the Representa- 
tives upon this floor to heed. The people are nearer right in regard 
to this matter than the gentleman from New York. On all such 

uestions as this financial question there are apt to be extremists. 

n this question there are the extreme gold men who would have 
nothing but gold as a legal tender, and there are the extreme paper- 
money men who would have nomoney but paper in the form of green- 
backs or Treasury notes. Now, there is a healthy medium between 
these two extremes, and that medium the people have discovered 
and favor, They say: “Let us have not gold alone, but gold and sil- 
ver both; and not greenbacks alone, but greenbacks and national- 
bank notes.” Having tried all these various kinds of money they say 
to both the extreme gold men and the extreme paper-money men, 
Wo are content with our money as it is now, and we ask you to let it 
alone for the present at least.“ 

Bat, Mr. Chairman, another gentleman from New York [ Mr. Louns- 
BERY] comes forward with a proposition quite as startling and dan- 
gerous as that of his colleague to which I have just referred. That 
gentleman proposes not to take the life of the greenbacks, but to 
deprive them of their legal-tender quality—not to retire them, but 
to degrade them by stripping them of their crowning excellence. 
Now, sir, for one I regard this proposition as far more unwise and 
dangerous than the proposition to retire the greenbacks altogether. 
Indeed, there is some little show of sense in the latter proposition, 
but the former is utterly devoid of every semblance or shadow of 
sense. In fact, it is not even good common nonsense, and why any 
man who claims to know anything about the financial question, or 
about the needs and wants of our people in their business and com- 
mercial relations, should advocate such a proposition as this, issome- 
thing that I cannot understand. Why, sir, we labored for years to 
make the greenback a safe and reliable medium of exchange. We 
sought in every possible manner to dignify it, and to clothe it with 
such attributes as would give it a vaiue equal to gold. We passed 
the resumption act, and thus made it redeemable in coin of either 
gold or silver. As a result of all this we have seen the greenback, 
during the past fifteen months, going up and down through every 

rtion of the land doing its work as well as gold would do it, and 

n every respect maintaining a position of perfect equality with that 
coin. To-day it is practically a legal tender for all debts, both pub- 
lic and private, the Government receiving it for customs duties and 
paying it out for both the interest and principal of our bonded debt. 
And now, sir, after all the long and severe struggle we have had to 
bring the greenback up to an equality with gold, it is now e paw 
to turn around and strike it down again. For one I am decidedly 
opposed to any such proceeding. My idea is not only to keep the 
greenback in circulation, but to make it as good as we possibly can 
make it and then hold it there. There is nothing in the future more 
certain than this, that the business of this country which is trans- 
acted with money at all will be almost wholly transacted with some 
kind of paper money. The people have tried the nback, and 
have found it to be just what they want. It is much more conven- 
ient than coin, and so long as it is a legal tender and redeemable in 
coin it is just as safe and reliable. Having such a paper currency as 


this, why should we seek to degrade it by striking from it its legal- 
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tender quality? Since we have placed it upon the same platform 
where it stands side by side with gold, and equal to it in every im- 
portant respect, why not keep it there 

But the gentleman says it would be in the interest of labor, busi- 
ness, manufacturing, commerce, and every other interest of the coun- 
try to take from the mback its legal-tender quality. How, I 
would like to know, will such an act produce such a result? The 

entleman does not pores to retire this currency. He expects that 

it will continue in circulation and. that the people all over the coun- 
try will use it largely in their financial transactions. This being so, 
how can it be in the interest of any kind of business to degrade 
it? Will it give capital any more confidence and lead it to invest in 
new and more extensive enterprises? Will it give any fresh impetus 
to business or encon ment to manufacturing? ill it make the 
various industries of the country more secure, or better in any par- 
ticular the condition of the laboring man? If it will, then I fail to 
see how. On the contrary, I believe that all of these various inter- 
ests will be better subserved by preserving the legal-tender quality 
of the back as it now is. As I said before, this currency, to- 
gether with the national-bank notes, will be largely used among our 
ple, for some years at least, in all their financial transactions. 
Boonie everywhere will take it for what is due them and pay it out 
for what they owe. It will be the practical measure of value of every- 
thing that is bought or sold in all parts of the country. It will enter 
into the every-day business life of our citizens everywhere, and will 
prove to them either a blessing or a curse according as it has a con- 
stant or a fluctuating value. This being so, our aim should be to 
make this currency -as nearly perfect as possible. It will not do to 
take from it its legal-tender quality or to brs ee it in any other 
way. In saying this I do not speak for myself merely, bat for the 
ple of the whole country, who, with almost a unanimous voice, 
emand that Congress let the greenback alone as it now is, with all 
its legal-tender qualities undisturbed. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to notice another financial propo- 
sition, advanced by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. TOWNSHEND. ] 
In a speech which he delivered in this House on the 21st of last Jan- 
nary that gentleman takes strong and decided ground in favor of 
wiping out the national-banking system of the country and doing 
away with the national-bank circulation. This proposition he advo- 
cates not merely because he as an individual favors it, but because 
opposition to national banks has always been a cardinal principle of 
his party. Having proclaimed his hostility to the national banks, he 
proceeds to “ brie: y set forth the reasons of his opposition to any 

anent national-banking system in this country.” He claims to 
2 all about the national-banking system, and hence feels compe- 
tent to point out all its defects in a masterly manner, for he says: 

I was for several years en in national banking, and I have had opportani 
to understand the internal — — ol the system on its effect upon the — 
of the people. 

This shows, sir, that the gentleman has had great opportunities 
and ought to have been greatly profited by them. Yet I fear that 
these opportunities have all been lost upon him, and that he is but 
little wiser now than he was before these od Sat op came to him. 
Indeed, I am surprised that a gentleman who has had such great ex- 
perience as a practical banker should be able to give no stronger 
reasons than he gives in support of the proposition which he advo- 
cates. Iam surprised that he displays such a very limited knowled 
of our national-banking system after having so long and 8 
studied its workings and its effect upon the interests of the le. 
Indeed, sir, Wan stom his speech, one would naturally conclude 
that he had never been inside of a national bank or ever taken a look 
at its“ internal machinery.” Like all other opponents of the national- 
banking system, he is wonderfully free with statements and asser- 
tions which are remarkable only for their lack of correctness. The 

at point which he makes against the national banks, and which 
eads him to seck their overthrow, is the immense sum which they 
cost the people. Ho claims that by wiping out the national banks 
we could “save the people of this country over $14,000,000 that come 
every year out of the pockets of the tax-payers.” In support of this 
assertion be speaks as follows: 

I have already said that the national-bank circulation costs the le of this 
country over $14,000,000 per year, and I challenge contradiction of that assertion. 
* + * The amount of the bonds held at that time (November 1, 1879) by the 
Treasury for bank circulation was $363,802,400. The Treasury Department pays 
to the national banks every year on these bonds $17,215,640 for interest. 
Deduct from the $17,215,640 which the national banks receive every year from the 
tax-payers the $3,198,833 which they pay into the Treasury on their circulation, 
and that will leave $14,019,000, which goes into the pockets of national-bank stock- 
holders as part of the profit they receive on their circulation. 

Let us now look at these statements and see if they are in accord- 
ance with the facts. The gentleman is advocating the destruction 
of the national-bank system on the ground of its immense cost to the 
people, and places that cost at over $14,090,000 per year. Now, I 
ie the assertion that this system not only does not cost the people 
$14,000,000 per year, but does not cost them a single penny. Butthis 
point I will discuss further on. What I wish to do here is to follow 
out the gentleman’s method of figuring and see if he is correct in his 
conclusions. For the better accomplishment of my object I will ad- 
mit for the time being that the national-banking system is a matter 
of expense to the people, but even with this admission, I pro to 
show, by comparing what the people pay to the banks with what the 


banks pay to the people, that the gentleman does not get within 
gunshot of the actual facts. The gentleman’s speech, whether he 
intended it or not, has a tendency to deceive. He says truly that the 
people pay to the banks as interest on their bonds, each year, the sum 
of $17,215,640, but when he comes to state what the banks pay the 
people, he puts the sum at only $3,192,833. But, sir, this sum is but 
a very — port ion of the amount which the banks pay the people. 
The sum which he gives is merely what they pay asa tax of 1 per 
cent. ontheir circulation. But in addition to that they pay a national 
tax of one-half of 1 per cent. upon the average amount of their de- 
posits, and a like tax upon their capital in excess of the amount in- 
vested in United States bonds. During the year ending November 1, 
1879, according to the Comptroller of the Currency, these taxes were 
as follows: On circulation, $3,009,647 ; on deposits, $3,309,668; and on 
surplus capital, ee a grand total of $6,721,236. Be- 
sides these national taxes, these banks pay State, county, and muni- 
cipal taxes, which for the last seven years have largely exceeded the 
national taxes, and which for the year 1878 amounted to $8,056,533. 
I give the amount for 1878 because I have not been able to get the 
amount for 1879. Below I give a table, showing the amount of these 
taxes, both national and State, for each year since 1865: 


Amount of taxes, 
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I have already stated, Mr. Chairman, that the amount of interest 
paid by the Government (or the people) to the national banks for 
the past year was $17,215,640. Now, if wesubtract from this amount 
the amount of taxes, national and State, which the banks pay the 
people, taking the year 1878, we have left the sum of $2,431,875. 
That is, the national banks only cost the people $2,431,875 per year, 
instead of $14,000,000, as the gentleman from Illinois nia have us 
believe, even if we figure according to the gentleman's own method, 
by striking a balance between what the banks receive from the 
people and what they pay to the people. Now, sir, does if not seem 
a little strange that a person who “ was for several years engaged in 
national banking,“ and had such a fine “o 2 to understand 
the internal machinery of the system,” should figure so wildly as this? 
For some purpose, I cannot conceive what, ——— it be to make a 
good showing for his side of the question, he holds out the idea that 
the national-banking system costs the people six times as much per 
year as it actually does cost them, thus endeavoring to bring the 
system into disrepute by misleading the people in regard to it. 

Again, the gentleman says: 

The legislation needed by the . — to-day is that which will — — the bur- 
— of taxation, which has for so long been crushing the energies and hopes of the 

x- payers. 

I most bed agree with the sentiment here expressed, and I will 
labor as earnestly and faithfully as the gentleman himself to secure 
such legislation. But, sir, I wish to say to him that he is not going. 
to lighten the burdens of the people by destroying the ATERT PEPA 
ingsystem. I claim that we add to these burdens whenever we destroy 
a national bank, and a them whenever we organize a national 
bank. This may seem like a very strange statement to my colleague 
and others on this floor who may sympathize with him in his views 
of our national-banking system; but I will endeavor to make m 
assertion so plain that a wayfaring man, though a fool, need not fa 
tocomprehend it. Suppose each of five men in any town owns $20,000 
in 4 per cent. Government bonds, Now, just so long as these men 
keep these bonds locked up in their own private coffers they draw 
interest on them regularly every three months, but pay nothing in 
return; that is, they receive from the people each year as interest 
on their bonds the sum of $4,000, but do not pay to the people a single 

nny in the shape of taxes. Now, it is to the interest of the people, 

they can, to get something ont of these men in return for the $4,000 
paid them each year. How can this be done? If these bonds which 
they hold can be brought, in some way or other, into the channel of 
taxation, the object is secured. Suppose, then, that these five men 
are induced to go to work and organize a national bank. They put 
their capital stock at $100,000, take their bonds and send them to 
Washington, where they are deposited with the United States Treas- 


urer, receive $90,000 in national-bank notes, and then launch out in 


1880. 


the national-banking business. As soon as this is done the whole 
aspect of the case changes. The people now begin to get something 
in return for the $4,000 which they pay out each year. The bonds, 
which were not taxable before, are now brought within the channel 
of taxation, where, like all other kinds of property, they pay their 
due proportion of taxes. Let us see what these taxes amount to each 


year. 3 
In the first place, the stockholders of this new bank pay to the 
people a tax of 1 per cent. on their circulation, 4 of 1 per cent. on 
the average amount of their deposits, and a like amount upon their 
capital in excess of the amount invested in United States bonds. 
Besides these taxes their capital stock, which is based upon their 
bonds in the hands of the United States Treasurer, is taxed for all 
State, county, and municipal pu just the same as any other 
kind of property. Now, all these various kinds of taxes, both State 
and national, taking all the national banks of the country together, 
show an average during the past ten years of over 3} per cent. on 
their capital stock. Now, 3} per cent. on the capital stock of this new 
bank amounts to $3,500. That is, this new bank pays taxes each year 
in various forms to the amount of $3,500. From this we see that so 
long as these bonds were locked up in the coffers of their owners 
their owners drew from the people each year $4,000 and did not pay 
back to the people asingle penny. Now, however, when these bonds 
are made the basis of a national-bank organization, their owners draw 
from the people their $4,000 as before, but at the same time they turn 
around and pay back to the 3 83,500 in the shape of taxes. 
That is, by organising this national bank the taxes of the people are 
lessened $3,500, and we actually reduce the interest on this one hun- 
dred thousand dollars’ worth of bonds from 4 to } of 1 per cent. 

In view of these facts I ask the gentleman from Illinois or any 
other gentleman on this floor if there is not a saving to the people 
every time a national bank is organized? By making them the basis 
of national-bank organizations, do we not bring our bonds, which are 
otherwise not taxable, into the channel of taxation, where they are 
virtually taxed just the same as any other kind of property is taxed? 
The gentleman objects to the national banks because it costs the peo- 
ple so much to sustain them. He says their circulation alone costs 
over $14,000,000, and on account of this heavy cost he would wipe 
out the whole system. But the gentleman puts the case in the wrong 
way. The national banks do not cost the people a single penny, as 
I have said before. On the con , they are a saving to the people, 
During the year 1878 they saved the people $14,783,765, which the 
2 would have been obliged to pay in taxes had not the banks 

eeu in existence. From the year 1866 to 1878, inclusive, as will be 
seen in the table already given, the national banks have paid to the 
people in taxes, State and national, the immense sum of $218,223,700, 
which has lessened the taxation of the people by that amount. Does 
any one doubt or deny this? Suppose that there never had been a 
national bank organized, what would have been the result? The 
bonds which are to-day the basis of the two thousand and fifty 
national-bank organizations of the country would have been in the 
hands of the individual owners, where they would have drawn inter- 
est just as they do now, but would not have paid a penny of tax. 
Now, the whole amount paid to the banks as interest on their bonds 
deposited with the United States Treasurer to secure circulation since 
the national-banking system went into operation, according to a 
statement of the Comptroller of the Currency, is as follows: 


Interest. 


Now, sir, in order to make more clear what I desire to say, I will 
only consider the amount of interest paid to the banks from 1266 to 
1878, inclusive, as I did in estimating the amount of taxes paid by 
the banks. Taking from the $292,991,438.72 above the amount paid 
for 1864, 1865, and 1579, and we have left as the amount paid from 1366 
to 1878 the sum of $254,275,199. That is, if there had been no na- 
tional banks the people would have been obliged to pay this sum 
while receiving nothing in return. As it is, however, with these bonds 
as the basis of national-bank organizations, while the people have 
paid as interest the sum of $254,275,199, the banks paid back to the 
people in taxes the sum of $218,223,700. These figures show that, in- 
stead of the national banks costing the people $14,000,000 per year, 
they not only have not cost them a penny, but they have pan into 
the hands of the people in taxes the sum of $218,223,700, which the 
people would have been obliged to pay themselves if there had been 
no national banks. There has been much said during the past few 

ears about taxing Government bonds. Here, then, is the way to do 
t: Make them the basis of national-bank organizations and they 
are taxed at once, and that, too, at a rate higher than any other class 


-of property is taxed. 
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But, Mr. Speaker, I wish to go a step further in this matter. The 
interest on our bonded debt at present is $83,773,778 per year. Now, 
suppose we could make all the bonds representing this debt the basis 
of national-bank organizations, what would bethe result? The total 
bonded debt amounts to about $1,782,967,650. This sum if the bonds 
representing it were made the basis of national-bank organizations 
would be the amount of their capital stock. Now, I have already 
shown that the national banks pay a tax of 3} percent. on their cap- 
ital stock. Three and one-half per cent. of $1,782,967,650 amounts to 
$62,403,867. That is, while these national banks would draw from 
the people the present interest on the bonds, which amounts to 
$83,773,778, they would pay back to the people in taxes $62,403,867. 
Theinterest on our bonded debt would thus be reduced from $83,773,778 
to a little over $21,000,000. 

Now, I ask if there would be no saving to the people in all this ? 
Is it not plain that if we could make all of our bonds the basis of 
national-bank organizations these organizations would help the peo- 
ple greatly in bearing “ the burden of taxation, which,” my colleague 
says, “ has for so long been crushing the energies and hopes of the 
tax-payers?” Indeed, if what I have said is true, and I cannot see 
how it can be otherwise, nothing can be more evident than this: that 
so long as we have a bond outstanding, it is to the interest of the 
people, the 1 to make that bond the basis of a national-bank 
organization. In this way we lessen the interest on the bond by the 
amount of taxes which the bankpays. If the bond bears 6 per cent. 
we reduce it to 24; if it bears 5 per cent. we reduce it to 14, while 
if it bears 4 per cent. we reduce it to 3 of 1 percent. In view of 
these facts, I say that not only does the national-banking system not 
cost the people anything, but by paying such a large amount af taxes 
it helps the people wonderfully in bearing the burden of taxation 
which rests so heavily upon them. 

But there is one more thing which I wish to say on this subject. 
We must have some kind of banks in this country for the accommo- 
dation of the people. The national banks are by far the best banks 
we have ever had, and so long as we can make them profitable to 
the poopie in helping them to bear their burden of taxation I am in 
favor of maintaining them. There is certainly no wisdom in strikin 
them down because some demagogue or ignoramus steps forward an 
denounces them. I stand by our present national-banking system, 
not because I have any particular interest in it more than any other 
citizen has, but because I believe it to be in the interest of the tax- 
payers of the country to maintain it. 

ut while I say this, I wish to say further that I shall be perfectly 
willing to give up this system just so soon as we can get anythin. 
better and more fully in the interest of the people. In saying this, f 
believe I utter the sentiment of every true republican in the land. 
When the republicans established the national-banking system, we 
thought it a vast improvement upon the old democratic system of 
State banks. Subsequent experience has convinced every intelligent 
man that we were correct. We found something that was an im- 
provement upon what we then had, and we adopted it. In doing 
this, our party gave evidence of its progressive spirit. In adoptin 
the 5 as in everything else, it showed a frill 
ingness to take the best thing that was offered. It has always been 
ready to discard the old when it could get anything better in its 
einai and it will favor doing away with national banks just so soon 
as something safer and more reliable presents itself. The trouble 
thus far has been that nothing better has been suggested. The de- 
mocracy, for the past dozen years, have been en in making a 
bitter and uncompromising war upon the national banks. They have 
used their best endeavors to bring them into disrepute among the 
people. They have advocated their overthrow both in their newspa- 
pers, on the stump, and in the halls of legislation. But they have not 
succeeded in breaking them down, simply because they have offered 
nothing better in their stead, and they never will succeed in break- 
ing them down until they do offer us something better. If, while 
they advocate striking down the national-banking system, they will 
present us with an improved system, we republicans will be as ready 
as they can be to have it adopted. But until they do this or until 
some one else does it, we shall do our best to maintain the system we 
now have. 

But there is one more proposition, Mr. Chairman, to which I de- 
sire to call attention, and that is the proposition of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to issue $500,000,000 of United States notes in addition to those al- 
ready in circulation. This proposition I do not intend to discuss, as 
it is too palpably absurd and nonsensical to need any discussion. I 
refer to it simply as one of the many measures brought forward in 
this House whose tendency is to distarb our financial affairs and thus 
interfere with the business and industrial enterprises in every part 
of the land. It is a measure that no one expects will ever succeed, 
as no party in power will ever be found which has so little sense or 
so little regard for the good of the country as to allow such a meas- 
ure to become a law. 

Having said thus much, Mr. Chairman, I desire in conclusion to re- 
peat what I have already said, that our financial system as it now is 
is abundantly satisfactory to our people, and both wisdom, states- 
manship, and the public good demand that we donot at the present 
time interfere with it. We have money enough to meet all the de- 
mands of trade, and that money is as good, safe, reliable, and con- 
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stant in its value as money can possibly be made. According to the 
Comptroller of the Currency, the circulating medium of the country 
on the Ist of last November was as follows: ‘ 


eee T E E $346, 681, 016 
National-bank notes 1 S ATAA . 837, 181, 418 
Gold in the Treasury, less certificates held by the banks 157, 960, 193 
Silver in the Treasury „078, 
Coin in the banks, (October 2) 2 42, 173, 731 
Estimated amount of coin heid by the people. 231, 478, 515 

%% ZZ 1, 165, 553, 493 


If we estimate our population at fifty millions, this gives us over 
$23 to every man, woman, and child in the country, which ought to 
be amply sufficient for all our needs. With this amount of money 
all as good as gold, and with all our financial matters in most admira- 
ble shape, I for one am opposed to any change: during the present 
session of Congress. I came to Con last December resolved to 
do all I could to prevent any disturbance at this session in regard to 
either our financial matters or our tariff. I looked the ground all 
over before I left home, and I came to the conclusion that every 
interest of the people all over the land demanded that both the tariff 
and the finances be let alone. Since I have been here I have become 
more fully convinced than ever that this conclusion was correct. 
Disturbance in these matters at this session means mischief and 8 
mischief. We have a fee and a silver coin, each equal in value wit! 
the other and both doing their work equally well, and I say let it 
alone. We have a greenback currency, redeemable in coin and equal 
in purchasing power to either gold or silver, and I say let that alone. 
We have a national-bank currency, redeemable in greenbacks and as 
good as gold or silver anywhere in the country, and I say let that 
alone. We have a national-bank system which is a vast improve- 
ment upon anything we have ever yet had in that line, which is far 
better than anything ever yet suggested by any one, and which light- 
ens the heavy burden of taxation resting upon the poopie by the snug 
little sum of $14,783,765 per year, and I say let that alone. There 
will doubtless come a time within the next few years when some 
change in our financial legislation will be necessary. That time may 
be at our next session or during the Congress which succeeds this, 
but itis not now. Let gentlemen on this floor recognize this fact 
and not Pay any change during the 8 session, 

Mr. BALLOU was recognized by the Chair, and yielded five min- 
utes to Mr, CHITTENDEN. 

Mr. HAYES. I believe I have some time remaining yet. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has until twelve minutes past 
three o'clock. 

Mr. HAYES. Iwill reserve the remainder of my time until the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island [Mr. BALLOU] and my colleague [Mr. 
Hawk] bave spoken. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I desire to say a single word to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. HAYES] about my character as a farmer. In that 
he has touched me where lam tender. In my thirteenth year I yoked 
a pair of steers and plowed an honest acre one morning before break- 
fast. And among all his constituents he will find few boys weighing 
as little as I weighed at that time who have better established their 
character as farmers. 

I was perfectly sincere in what I said as to farmers both in Illinois 
and Iowa in the short speech which I made here the other day. And 
let me tell the gentleman now, in respect to the currency, that what 
I said is as true as the law of gravitation. I do not say that I am as 
a farmer or that any farmer of Illinois or Iowa is suffering at this 

articular moment on account of the dishonest silver dollar. What 

said was that as sure as the laws of gravitation are irreversible just 
so sure will the tides of foreign exchange turn; and when they turn 
the Illinois farmer will have nothing left but his paper dollar redeem- 
able in a aren 5 silver dollar, while the New York 
merchant who buys that farmer’s wheat and sells it abroad will, with 
equal certainty, receive for it the full-weight gold dollar. That is a 
truth which I affirm is as irreversible as the law of gravitation. 

And my friend from Illinois [Mr. Hayes] who speaks so learnedly 
of farmers will find that he waked up a man on that subject who 
possibly understands the plow as well as he does. Just as sure as the 
earth continues to revolve round the sun, when the tides of exchange 
turn, his farmer friends will call for “the policy of the gentleman 
from New York,” which alone will give them the same money 
A York merchant gets for the products of their farms 

abroad. 

ow if my friend from Rhode Island [Mr. BALLOU] will give me 
another minute I will comment generally upon the speech of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. Hayxs.] There is, as it strikes me, every- 
thing in it which has appeared in this House on this subject of cur- 
rency. It is a complete exhibition of confusion, errors, and—I will 
not say demagogism, but I insist that there is no class of currency- 
tinkers in this House who cannot find in that speech a basis of sup- 
port for their peculiar views. 

The gentleman is eloquent for national banks, and he is equall 
so for the paca Why, sir, the national-bank currency an 
the legal-tender currency can no more be united together on princi- 
ple than can the gentleman drive an elephant and a mule securely 
together in his family carago on Pennsylvania avenue; not a bit 
more. He must have all mule or all elephant. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman who cecapies this chair [pointing to the seat of 


Mr. WEAVER] can make his argument for the issue of $500,000,000 of 
legal-tenders absolutely unanswerable upon the grounds which the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Hayes] has set forth in his speech. 

I wish to say with all seriousness that if the legal-tender note in 
time of peace is constitutional, there is, in my judgment, no other 
currency for this country. {haye thought and said so for two years. 
I think it very evident that Congress will never determine this ques- 
tion adversely to legal tender. The Supreme Court of the United 
States must adjudicate it; and if they determine that legal-tender 
paper money can be issued in time of peace-—that flat money is good 
money—then I say that the gentlemeu who proposed to reconstruct 
from the national Treasury the levees of the Mississippi River witl 
come here and ask for and get $500,000,000, more or less, for that 
purpose; the gentleman from Iowa [Mr, WEAVER] will get his $500,- 

000 for the soidiers ; and other gentlemen and parties coming here 
will get what they require for their various purposes. You can no 
more safely employ as a permanent system national-bank currency 
and legal-tender currency at the same time, the volume of the latter 
monjos always to the whims of Congress, than you can harness a lie 
12 7 a truth and make them work together for the benefit of man- 

nd! 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentleman’s last re- 
mark all I have to say is this: that we have had national-bank notes 
and greenbacks working together for the last fifteen years and more; 
and notwithstanding the assertion of the gentleman that we cannot 
make them work together, they not only have worked together, but 
have proved an eminent success. They stand together side by side 
to-day, each being equal in value to gold or silver—to the best gold 
or silver we ever issued from the Mint. Now, I put the long history 
of these fifteen years in regard to these two kinds of paper money in 
opposition to the assertion of the gentleman from New York; and I 
appeal to the people all over the land who have used them to say 
whether or not they can be made to work together. If experience 
and the facts of history amount to anything as testimony, the gen- 
tleman is altogether in the TER: 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. One word only. Ourfinancial system for the 
last fifteen years has been altogether abnormal. The people are not 
to be kept in an abnormal position forever with reference to their 
currency. They have tolerated fiat mee: mixed with good money 
during the war and in the interval which has led us to resumption ; 
but we must some time or other come down to sound principles on this 
subject, or we are to be a nation of fiat repudiators—a disgrace to 
mankind. 

I say [addressing Mr. HAYES] that when you have established the 
doctrine of one part of your sh, you have established the substance 
ofall that the repudiators askfor. You have established the proposi- 
tionof thegentleman from IOWA LEE OVER ] you have established 
the main thing advocated by the party which that gentleman repre- 
sents, namely, the glory of legal-tender money. And when you make 
an argument for the national-bank currency you make an argument 
for the extermination of the other form of currency. No speech has 
been made in this House in my hearing that so illustrates the confusion 
of thought and tongue in the Congress of the United States on the 
currency question as that speech of yours. [Laughter and applause. } 

Mr. HAYES. I do not know, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman 
intends to misrepresent me at all. But if he had listened carefully 
to what I said, he would understand that I advocate the ideas em- 
braced in my speech, not as a permanent thing but as the best thing 
for the present time. I said let our finances alone during this session 
cf Congress. Good times have come to us. The people have relied 
upon Con not to disturb our finances; at least they have hoped 
such would be the policy. They have gone forward and invested their 
money in new enterprises, and as the result, prosperity has sprung up 
in every portion of the land. Now, as I reiterated half a dozen times 
in my speech, it is the policy of wisdom and good government for the 
representatives of the people not to disturb this prosperity by any 
tinkering with the finances during this session of Congress. When 
the gentleman gets up and talks about “ confusion of ideas” he must 
understand that the main burden of my speech is to show that it is 
in the interest of the people to let the finances alone for this session 
of Congress; and that is as far as I go. Here are the words I use, 
“There will doubtless come a time within the next few years when 
some change in our financial legislation will be necessary. That time 
may be at our next session or during the Con which succeeds 
this, but it is not now.” The gentleman will observe that I talk only 
of the present needs of the country in my speech and of what it is 
best for Congress to do and not to do at the present time. If it will 
gratify him, however, I will go a step further and say that so long as 
our present financial system with our gold, silver, greenbacks, and 
national-bank notes continues to work as admirably as it has done 
and is doing to-day and to give as good satisfaction to our people, I 
am not in favor of disturbing it. This is my platform and I propose 
to stand on it both here and elsewhere. 

When the gentleman talks about his having yoked a couple of 
steers together at the age of thirteen and plowed an acre of land 
before breakfast, he may say what is true; but that does not give 
him any more right to speak on this financial question in favor of the 
people of the West than it does myself. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Did I claim that it did? 


Mr. HAYES, I understood that the gentleman so claimed. He 
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said he had the right to speak for the farmers of the West, and gave 
as a reason the fact that at the age of thirteen he had done so and so 
on afarm. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman makes that fact 
the ground of his right to speak for the farmers of the West, I can 
discount him by several years. I want the gentleman to understand 
that I was born and reared on a farm; that I drove a yoke of cattle 
at an earlier age than thirteen years; that I plowed and harrowed 
and did many other kinds of work on a farm at the age of ten or 
twelve years. I wanthim to understand, moreover, that I live among 
the farmers of the West; that I come in contact with them every day 
when I am at home; and that I know ein of their wants and 
needs. I can tell him, also, that this honest, hard-working, and intel- 
ligent class of our citizens are satisfied with our financial system as 
it is, and do not want it overthrown in order that a new system may 
be built up to suit the oer Dag F of Wall street, whose peculiar 
ideas are advocated so earnestly on this floor by the gentleman from 
New York. 
THE CURRENCY QUESTION—NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. BALLOU. Mr.Chairman, the currency question seems to be the 
topic for discussion to-day, and, as briefly and clearly as I can, I wish 
to state my reasons for believing that legal-tender paper money is both 
unconstitutional and unnecessary in time of peace, and that the issue 
of national-bank notes under our present free-banking system is the 
safest, cheapest, and best circulating medium for the Government and 
the people. j 

LEGAL-TENDER PAPER MONEY UNCONSTITUTIONAL. 

Any interpretation of the Constitution which gives the Govern- 
ment of the United States the right to make paper currency a legal 
tender, or that can justify such an act except to meet the exigencies of 
war or for self-preseryation, seems upon its face to be strange and 
unreasonable, when the Constitution expressly declares that “no 
State shall make anything but gold and silver coin a tender in pay- 
ment of debts,” and that“ Congress shall have power to coin money. 
regulate the value thereof, and of foreign coin, and fix the standar 
of weights and measures.” Certainly paper cannot be coined, and it 
will be difficult to make it money and regulate the value thereof by 
weight or measure; and it does not seem probable that the framers 
of the Constitution should expressly prohibit the States from mak- 
ing anything but gold and silver legal tender and then authorize the 
Government, composed of all the States, to nullify this constitutional 
prohibition by making paper a legal tender by every State. 

War may sometimes make it necessary to adopt measures for tem- 
porary purposes not authorized by the Constitution, which should 
cease when the exigency shall have passed; and if it is ever wise for 
the Government to issue a paper currency of any kind in, time of 
peace, which may well be questioned, it certainly cannot be that 
which is irredeemable, and which could have no limit to its issue ex- 
cept such as Fee Congresses might give it; and which would 
therefore be fraught with the greatest danger to the credit of the 
nation and the business of the people, and be a constant temptation 
to use the power of the Government to make money for personal, sec- 
tional, and party ends. If redeemed on demand, there is no necessity 
of making any other currency a legal tender than that which the 
Constitution expressly recognizes, as paper would then always repre- 
sent and be convertible into coin—a privilege seldom used when made 
on as coin in large amounts is only wanted when difficult to obtain 
and made valuable by irredeemable paper. So much, therefore, of the 
act which makes paper currency of the United States a legal tender, 
being unnecessary for business transactions and undoubtedly un- 
constitutional, can and ought to be repealed; not that the Govern- 
ment currency must necessarily be retired from circulation at once, 
or any faster or further than the interests of the people may seem 
to require, but that whatever currency the Government does issue 
= time of peace should at least be in harmony with the Constitu- 

ion. . 

But with a paper currency redeemable in coin as a circulatin 
medium of exchange in all financial transactions, what kind is safest, 
cheapest, and best for the people and the Government; that issued 
by the individual States, the United States, or the national banks? 
This is the question for us to solve, and the importance of a correct 
solution, with its practical workings for the benefit of the country, 
perhaps cannot be overestimated. . 


THE NECESSITY FOR RANKS. 


Banks of some kind, either State, national, or private, for the invest- 
ment and loan of capital, and for the temporary deposit and with- 
drawal of such funds as the commercial world recognizes as a medium 
of exchange, are not only a great convenience but a necessity in every 
community where trade and commerce make an important part of 
the business. 

Until February 25, 1863, when national banks were first organized, 
the banks chartered by the several States were the only institutions 
authorized to issue a paper currency, which was done oftentimes to 
an unlimited amount and without much real capital behind to redeem 
it, causing frequent failures of these banks in all sections of the 
country, and preventing even the strongest of them from having any- 
thing more than a! reputation, making the exchange of currency 
1 commercial 


from State to State, both for the traveler and for 
transactions, a burdensome and an annoying tax. 
There is, probably, not less than four thousand millions of exchange 


issued annually upon New York alone by the Western and Southern 
States; to which add the amounts drawn on the East and what the 
banks in the commercial cities and States draw on each other, with 
the rate of exchange, varying as it did in 1859 and 1860, when the 
State banks alone were in operation, from 4 to 1} per cent., and we 
shall get some idea of the burden which a local or State currence: 
imposes, as well as the benefits of that which is homogeneous ant 
national, fully secured, redeemable in coin, and exempt from any dis- 
count on account of locality, because of equal value in every State 
in the Union. 

To those who remember the old system of bank issues under State 
authority, with the different degrees of security under different State 
requirements, and the “ wild-cat banks,” with no security at all, the 
numberless counterfeits, because each bank had a different engrav- 
ing, often varying in style and quality, leaving no way to detect the 

from the true beyond the locality of the bank; the difficulty of 
passing the genuine even, without heavy exchange, where not known 
and the certain loss to the note-holder on the failure of the bank, and 
compare this with our present national system, almost without coun- 
terfeits, of uniform issues, and of equal value and perfect security 
for all in every State, and the advantages are so great and so appa- 
rent and its practical workings have proved so beneticial that no argu- 
ment need be offered in its favor. The only question, then, is whether 
this national currency shall all be 8 directly by and from the 
Government or principally, if not altogether, through our national 
banks. Which is safest, cheapest, and best? 


GAINS AND LOSSES ON GOVERNMENT ISSUES, 


If the Government issues all the currency and destroys the na- 
tional banks, it will get the benefit of the circulation which they now 
have of about $325,000,000, the interest on which, at 4 per cent., the 
present price of the bonds to be held for its security, would be thirteen 
millions annually; but the Government would then have a trial of 
its credit to eem this circulation and to find a new market for 
more than $350,000,000 of its bonds which the banks have purchased 
and deposited with it to secure and redeem their notes, which might 
prevent a further issue of the 4 per cent. bonds and the saving of 
many millions of dollars by substituting them for more of the five 
and six percents, so successfully accomplished heretofore, at one- 
fourth to one-third less rate of interest. 

The Government would also lose the income from the tax which 
the national banks now pay on their circulation of over three mill- 
ions, and if deposits should be included of abont $7,000,000 annually, 
and be obliged to konp on hand at least one hundred million more of 
coin in order to be able to redeem this circulation at all times, the 
interest on which, at 6 per cent., if it could be obtained for that, 
would be six millions more. It would also have to pay the expenses 
of redeeming the notes, now paid by the banks, which would proba- 
bly exceed a million dollars, so that in the interests of economy it 
would be no advantage to the Government to destroy the national- 
bank circulation and issue its own, as under almost any circum- 
stances the expense to the Government by the issue and redemption 
of the currency, with the unremunerative coin it must keep for that 
ee and the income it would lose which is now paid to it by the 
national banks, would be more than any interest it could save on the 
circulation. And if the bonds of the national banks, thus thrown on 
the market, should stop the sale of the four percents at par, which 
would naturally follow from such an increase, and thus prevent the 
Government from reducing its rate of interest on its indebtedn 
an additional loss would be incurred, so that the substitution o 
Treasury notes for national-bank currency would be an absolute 
expense to the Government, while under the present system the 
national banks furnish an annual income to the Government of several 
millions of dollars, which, from their organization to July 1, 1879, has 
amounted to a total of $92,754,791, of which $42,785,464 was for cir- 
culation alone, while the whole expense of the Government during 
the same period has been only $4,732,731, being a net gain on the cir- 
culation of $38,052,733, and including the tax on capital and deposits 
the national banks have paid to the Government over all expenses it 
has incurred for them the sum of $85,022,060, Surely, those institu- 
tions that pay into the publie Treasury such an amount in clear profits 
cannot be robbers of the people. 

Shall they all be destroyed and this source of income blotted out, 
with all the advantages which they confer in their varied relations 
to the business of the country? Far wiser, better, and more econom- 
ical would it be for the Government and the people to re-enact the 
original law for the issue of legal-tender notes by making them con- 
vertible into an interest-paying bond, or gradually retiring them from 
circulation as fast as national-bank currency shall increase, which 
would not contract the circulation, but would free the Government 
from the business of banking altogether instead of making it a great 
banking institution by issuing all the currency. . 

DIFFICULTY OF SUBSTITUTING LEGAL TENDERS FOR NATIONAL-BANK x 

Another practical difficulty not easily overcome would probably 
occur in endeavoring to substitute legal-tenders for national-bank 
notes, for it is not easy to see in what way the Government would get 
the money it might issue into the hands of the people and receive 
security therefor except so far as it pays its own indebtedness, for it 
cannot be expected to take the place of the national banks in loan- 
ing money on individual securities and thus get its notes into circu- 
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lation. Or if it should call in its own interest- ing bonds and 
substitute Treasury notes for them it would simply change the char- 
acter of its liability without paying its debt, and as so much curren 
could not be constantly and ee peels kept in circulation it woul 
have to be redeemed or repudiated, and no man of honor would 
propose the latter alternative. ERRIN eer therefore is absolutely 
necessary, the expense of which, with the t amount of coin the 
Government would have to retain to be in readiness to meet any 
emergency, insure the permanency of resumption, and maintain its 
present credit, would more than balance any interest saved by sub- 
stituting demand notes without interest, subject to constant redemp- 
tion, for 4 per cent. bonds payable at the option of the Govern- 
ment. 

The Government, itis true, can keep a certain amount of its notes in 
eirculation by paying its liabilities, for it is always incurring debt, but 
if, as has been suggested, five hundred or a thousand millions of Treas- 
ary notes should be issued forthwith for the benefit of the business 
of the country, in what way shall this money be made a circulating 
medium? To whom shall it be given, and for what shall it be given, 
and what will the Government have as an equivalent for this cur- 
rency which will guarantee its redemption ? 

Or if so much money can be paid out by the Government legiti- 
mately in addition to our present circulation how is it to benefit bus- 
iness, or in what way can it be profitably employed? To be expended 
where it cannot be utilized is simply waste. Our great need has been 
not more money, but to know how to use what we had. There has 

robably been no time in the history of the country when more capital 
Ess been idle or the rates of interest lower than during the last three 
years. Why, then, this constant cry for more when what we have is 
not used? The present national banks are entitled by their capital 
to $68,000,000 more than they have called for, which would indicate 
that the demand is not very pressing for more money for legitimate 
business or that the profit is not very great on the circulation. 


NOT MORE MONEY, BUT CONFIDENCE NEEDED. 


What we have most needed during the last few years to restore 
business to its healthy condition, and which resumption has now ac- 
complished, was the restoration of that confidence which had been 
destroyed by the constant attempt of theoretical but impracticable 
politicians to change in some way the 3 of the country, and 
thus unsettling its value, under the delusive idea that the national 
banks were reaping a great profit out of a circulation which prop- 
erly belonged to the Government, and that if its notes were made a 
legal tender and interchangeable with bonds there would be no need 
of redemption. But gold was the standard by which all currency 
was valued before as well as since resumption, and any currency not 
redeemable at par in gold will be constantly fluctuating in value, so 
that no man will dare invest in any business beyond his immediate 
necessities, with an irredeemable currency as the basis of his trans- 
actions. 

The Government is responsible, and its credit depends upon its 
ability and readiness to redeem all the notes it issues in the standard 
money of the commercial world, and though the Lai ike of the coun- 
try may seem to be a sufficient guarantee of its ability, we mnst not 
forget that its only means of meeting its liabilities is by taxing the 
people, and the increase of its obligations increases their burden. 

If not to be redeemed, it does not matter how much is issued, nor 
to whom it is given, for if it is worth anything all e could 
be paid from its own issues, and all the debts of the Government 
could be paid by the paper-maker and the use of the printing-press 
without taxing the people at all. 


THE LABORING CLASS INJURED BY CHEAP MONEY, 


If anybody can be benefited by such a currency it must be the 
wealthy, who are generally the debtor class, and who may thus 
pay their debts by cheating their creditors with cheap paper called 
money, that the few may be benefited at the expense of the many, 
the employer at the expense of the employed; for the creditor class 
exceeds the debtor class in number more than ten to one. Of the 
eight millions of laborers in this country receiving monthly wages 
there is always due them, from less than one million employers, at 
least $100,000,000 ; and the twenty-five hundred thousand depositors 
in our, savings-banks have all their funds loaned to less than two 
hundred thousand borrowers ; and though they are the debtor class, 
they are also the moneyed class, who have been able to give satisfac- 
tory security for their loans. Must the currency be depreciated that 
the two hundred thousand may be helped, while the twenty-five hun- 
dred thousand suffer; that the few with much property may be ben- 
efited at the expense of those who have little or none; that the em- 
ployer may cheat his help and the borrower his creditor by paying 
them their honest dues in a cheap and deceptive paper note called 
money? All this pretense of helping the laborer by an irredeemable 
currency is a sham and a swindle, and whoever else may be benefited, 
the laborer who earns his daily bread by daily toil is sure to suffer. 

But the 1 of this, for a time, somewhat popular and delusive 
theory of a legal irredeemable currency is becoming apparent to all, 
and note of the Government, like the note of the individual, will 
be valued in the future by its 3 power of real property, 
and its redemption in the coin which the commercial world recognizes 
as money. 


ARE NATIONAL BANKS MONOPOLIES? 

It is claimed, however, as a reason against the national-bank cir- 
culation, that these associations are cigs aay owned by the wealthy 
and fostered by the Government as a class, at the expense of the 
masses, obtaining great profits for themselves which rightfully be- 
long to the people, and that the whole system ought to be abolished. 
Yet national banking is really so free that any five respectable indi- 
viduals in the land who can control $50,000 can organize a bank and 
have all the benefits of this monopoly, and if the business is really 
as lucrative as supposed there will probably be enough to engage in 
it to bring its profits by natural competition on a par with other 
kinds of business, for most men will invest their means where there 
is supposed safety and the greatest profits. 

The fact is that there is no business more free for the people to in- 
vest in than national banking, and there is none with greater risks, 
for as its business consists in loaning its capital to others, instead of 
keeping and using it, its success depends upon theirs, and the fail- 
ure in others is sure to bring loss to the banks, which, during the 
last four years, has been over 885,000, 000. 

WHO OWN THE NATIONAL BANKS? 

Again, instead of the banks being owned by the rich, more than 
one-half of the stockholders do not own to exceed $1,000, and a la: 
fraction of the whole number are women. Comparatively few of the 
wealthy are large stockholders in national banks, so that of the more 
than two hundred thousand in all, there are less than eight hundred, 
inaua ahe various institutions who invest for the many, who ex- 
ceed $50,000, and less than eleven thousand who exceed $10,000. Our 
wealthy business men have their wealth in their business and are the 
debtor class to the banks, always borrowing from then, while the em- 
ployés of the wealthy are the creditor class, whose surplus earnings 
are either deposited for safety and profit in some savings institution 
or invested in the purchase of national-bank stock, and thus a large 
majority of these reputed aristocratic bank-stock holders and capi- 
talists are really the laboring class and persons of quite moderate 
means. 

Why, sir, in six of the national banks nearest my own home, in an 
active business community, and which are a fair sample of those out- 
side the large cities, having an te capital and surplus of 
$1,200,000, there are six hundred and thirty-eight stockholders, and 
two hundred and eighty-nine of them are women, in all averaging 
less than $1,900 of capital and surplus to each, and a large majority 
of them do not exceed $1,000; and yet these are the ones who are 
designated as the bloated capitalists—the Shylocks—cheating the 
laborer and oppressing and grinding the poor! 

Aud yet it is proposed that these men and women thus denounced, 
who have saved and invested a few hundred dollars from their daily 
toil, and whose only income consists in the dividend they may draw 
on their little investment and their pay for daily labor, should re- 
ceive whatever they may be nominally entitled to in an irredeemable 
currency, with the idea that the stamp upon its face can fix its value, 
as though we could change tares into wheat by a label, or by stamp- 
ing a gold eagle a hundred dollars would make it worth more than 
ten—as though the value of what we pay may be increased by a 
stamp to meet the requirements of any promised obligation. The 
delusion consists in supposing that money, which the commercial 
world recognizes as an equivalent for all kinds of property, can be 
made as easily and in the same way as promises. 

It is an easy matter for the government or an individual to make 
a note, but quite another thing to pay it in its promised value. It 
costs no more to write or stamp a note for $10,000 than for ten with 
a pomis to pay; but it will require a vast deal more of time and 
labor to pay the one rather than the other in what the world means 
by money. The laborer needs his pay not in promises but in money 
the pure power of which shall be an equivalent for his toil, 

sand the most 5 scheme to cheat and defraud him of 
his honest earnings is this attempt to substitute stam aper, to be 
redeemed only by new issues of the same kind, under the delusive 
idea that this is money instead of that real honest money everywhere 
ized, and which is as stable in value the world over as the 
pound and the yard are of weight and measure, because it costs as 
much of time and labor to obtain it as do auy of the articles of like 
value which are n for the sustenance and comfort of human 
life; and this is gold, or such paper as can be turned into gold at the 

will of the holder. 
PROFITS AND DRAWBACKS OF NATIONAL BANKS. 

The enormous profits of national banks, too, is as imaginary as the 
bloated financial condition of the stockholders, for the average earn- 
ings of the banks on capital and surplus during the last four years 
has been less than 6 per cent. per annum, and during the last two 

ears less than 54 per cent., and dividends which have exceeded that 
been drawn from the surplus, while during the year 1876 there 
were two hundred and thirty-five banks that made no dividends, 
which number has been increased in 1879 to three hundred and four, 
and the average number during the last four years of banks which 
have failed to make dividends has been two hundred and ninety-two. 

There are so many drawbacks to the double interest which banks 
are supposed to receive on their capital invested in bonds and the 


circulation received for them that the seeming profit almost becomes 
a loss in the final settlement. First, by the reserve which banks are 
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required to retain of 15 to 25 per cent. on deposits, and which the ex- 
3 of business will keep to nearly double that amount, and by 

e last report of the Comptroller of the Currency exceeded the re- 
quirement by more than $44,000,000. Then the taxes on aaa 
circulation, and capital, the stamps on checks, and the expenses o 
examination and the transportation and pct grit of notes, to 
which should be added the excess of valuation of bank stock over 
other personal property, for State and municipal taxation, because 
of its public recorded value, while other personal property escapes, 
having no public record, all of which drawbacks must be deducted 
from the gross income to obtain the net gain. 

* 


TAXES AND RATE OF INTEREST. 


The amount paid the Government by the national banks in 1878 
was $6,727,232, and the State and municipal taxes were 88,056, 533, 
making a total of $14,783,765, and by the last report of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency it appears that the average of national and 
State taxes paid by the national banks annually during the last thir- 
teen years has been $16,786,438, nearly four millions more than the 
interest on all the bank circulation at the bond rate of 4 per cent. 

The bank currency was, however, a source of some profit when the 
interest on the bonds was 6 per cent., payable in gold, which, before 
resumption, could be sold at a premium, and banks were thus gen- 
erally enabled to obtain the required surplus and make dividends ; 

et three hundred and seven have gone into voluntary liquidation, 

lieving that the premium on the bonds deposited as security for 
redemption was worth more than the circulation of the notes, and 
the national-banking capital has diminished during the last four years 
$45,100,000. But with the 4 per cent. bonds for the security of the 
circulation and with the present taxes the national-bank currency 
will be more a matter of convenience than of profit to the banks, and 
the small but exceedingly annoying stamp-tax on checks, and the 
unjust tax on deposits, being on what they owe and not on what they 
own, if not soon repealed, or at least reduced, will probably drive 
many of them into a inary without any special legislation to that 
end; for the tax on deposits, through the process of collections and 
credits, will av more than three times the real original amount, 
as every note, draft, or bill of exchange discounted and deposited in 
one bank and forwarded through others for collection to various sec- 
tions of the country is credited to deposit account by each, and a tax 
paid to the Government on the same piece of paper collected by all. 

It must also be borne in mind that in addition to the taxes paid to 
the Government by the national banks the capital stock is also sub- 
ject to municipal and State taxes to its full amount, notwithstanding 
it may all be invested in Government bonds which are exempt from 
taxation when held by others. 

. This excessive taxation also necessarily increases the rate of in- 
terest, as banks are compelled, if they continue to exist, to charge 
such interest as will enable them to realize profits equal to other 
kinds of business, which is always eee roe in relation to net gains, 
and this especially affects the rural and farming districts where money 
is mostly borrowed on bond and mortgage of other institutions for 
long time, but seldom less than the higher range of bank rates, thus 
indirectly bringing the heaviest burden on those least able to bear it, 
while in the cities where loans are made by banks mostly on short 
commercial or indorsed paper the rates would vary by the demand 
and supply, so that a reduction of the tax on the banks will be the 
greatest relief to those who need it most, by reducing the general rate 
of interest to those whose homes and farms are mortgaged. 
NATIONAL BANKS SECURE PERMANENCY OF RESUMPTION AND MEET BUSINESS DEMANDS. 


Yet for another reason it is important that the national banks 
should be sustained and their circulation continued, not only because 
most economical for the people and the Government, but because the 
circulation by them is the surest and easiest, if not the only way, in 
which the permanency of specie resumption and the public credit of 
the Government can be maintained. The superior ability the national 
- banks possess over the Government to do this will be seen by com- 
paring the available means of each for redeeming all demand notes 
promptly with coin. 3 

The liabilities of the Government for its demand notes and frac- 
tional currency are in round numbers $362,000,000, and all that it has 
of available means to redeem this is $150,000,000 of coin and bullion, 
leaving a deficit of $212,000,000, while the liabilities of the national 
banks for deposits and circulating notes are $1,050,000,000, to meet 
which they have assets of United States bonds and of coin and 
legal-tender notes amounting to $580,000,000, and loans and debts due 
them based upon the real property of the people of more than $1,000,- 
000,000, showing asurplus over all liabilities of at least $530,000,000, or 
$150 of assets to every $100 of liabilities, while the Government has 
but about $42 of assets for each $100 of its liabilities, and has no 
way to get the balance except by the slow process of taxation. 

umption can be maintained, too, by the national banks much 
easier and on a smaller specie basis than the Government can i- 
bly do it should they be abolished. No contingency would be fikety 
to occur which would produce a run on the for redemption that 
could not be promptly met. Their notes being distributed through- 
out the country there could be nosudden — unexpected demand, 
as the notes of no one bank could be easily gathered in amounts large 
enough to prevent prompt redemption, and the amount of coin neces- 
sary to enable them to meet all demands would be much less propor- 


X—57 


tionately than the Government would sh should it issue all the 
circulation; for its notes would all be su ect to redemption at once, 
wherever or by whomsoever held, and the least increase in coin value 
either from legitimate or =, yg ee causes, would make it neces- 
sary for the Government to hold a large amount of unremunerative 
coin constantly on hand to be ready to meet any emergency, main- 
tain its credit, and retain the confidence of the people. If the Gov- 
ernment can therefore maintain specie payments with its own issue 
of eight hundred to a thousand millions of dollars, which may well 
be doubted, it will be at an expense greater than any interest that 
would accrue to it by substituting its own for national-bank notes. 


ELASTICITY OF NATIONAL-BANK CURRENCY TO BUSINESS DEMANDS. 


The elasticity, too, of the free national-bank system in expanding 
or contracting its issues as the demands of business might require, 
without change in the security of its notes, is another t advan- 
tage over Government circulation which must be regulated with a 
fixed amount by law and necessarily limited to the means of redemp- 
tion, or be constantly fluctuating in value. And as the demands of 
trade might seem to require more or less circulation than the amount 
issued, perpetual legislation would be necessary to meet the real or 
fancied wants of sections or parties, and thus constantl changing 
the value of that which more than anything else should be uniform 
and stable for the business health and prosperity of a commercial 


people. 
CONCLUSION. 


The inevitable conclusion then must be, that while national bank- 
ing is free there can be no monopoly; that with specie resumption 
there can be no fluctuation of values; that with a deposit of 10 
cent. of the bonds of the Government in excess of the circulation 
received for its security and redemption, with the responsibility of 
the stockholders in national banks for the par value of their stock in 
addition to the stock itself, there can be no loss under any circum- 
stances to the note-holder; that the national banks not only pay 
all their expenses but are a source of income to the Government to 
the amount of several millions of dollars annually; that they are 
owned principally by the industrious classes and ns of moderate 
means, whether merchants, mechanics, or laborers, rather than by the 
wealthy, and are especial helpers to the business of all classes, not 
only as places for investments and loans, but also as the best medium 
of exchange for all financial transactions in all sections of the country. 

I therefore answer the question propounded at the commencement 
of my remarks, that in my judgment the national banks, as at pres- 
ent beak gracing free for all, with a circulation redeemable in coin and 
sec! by the Government, making the notes of every bank of equal 
value with each other and with coin throughout the country, con- 
stitute the safest, cheapest, and best currency and circulating me- 
dium for the financial transactions of the Government and ple. 
Safest, because twice the amount of its own stock is held in addition 
to the Government bonds for the security of its notes, and the gen- 
eral distribution of these notes prevents such sudden demands for 
redemption as would en r specie payments. Cheapest, because 
of the expense of issuing and redeeming Government notes, and the 
large amount of unremunerative coin which must be held for that 
2 and the loss of the income from the national banks would 

more than the interest on their circulation; and best, because the 
national banks will adapt their business to the wants and needs of 
the community where located better than the Government can, and 
will command the confidence of the people more than State institu- 
tions or private bankers; and I doubt not that with the removal of 
some unjust taxes now existing, and the repeal of the unconstitu- 
tional legal-tender act, the circulation of national-bank notes would 
Kaay be increased to an amount sufficient to meet all legitimate 
usiness demands, and perhaps without much special legislation 
eventually supersede Government issues and all other paper currency, 
because safest, and cheapest, and best. 


COMMERCIAL RECIPROCITY. 


Mr. JOYCE. Mr. Chairman, since I have been a member of this 
House numerous propositions have been presented here looking to 
the appointment of a joint commission to arrange and upon the 
terms of a treaty for commercial reciprocity between this Government 
and the Dominion of Canada. 

One of these propositions, in the form of a joint resolutioun, was 
introduced by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. GIBsoN] during 
the last session, and is now pending before this House. That resolu- 
tion reads as follows: 

Joint resolution authorizing the ap; 
what terms a mutually benefici 
ranged. 

Resolved, £c., That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, author- 
ized to appoint three commissioners, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to confer with other commissioners duly authorized by the government of 
the Dominion of Canada, or whenever it shall appear to be tbe wish of that gov- 
ernment to appoint such commissioners, and to investigate and ascertain on what 
basis a treaty of reciprocal trade for the mutual benefit of the people of the United 
States and the Dominion of Canada can be negotiated. 

While no effort has been made by the friends of this policy to pro- 
yoke discussion or to bring the House to a vote uppn it, yet on several 
occasions gentlemen have seen fit to travel out of their way in debate 
upon other subjects to eulogize and advocate it, and have seemed to 
delight in heaping terms of reproach and censure upon those who are 


tment of commissioners to ascertain on 
treaty of commerce with Canada can be ar- 
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so unfortunate as to differ with them as to the constitutionality and 


bee aad of such a 3 

ot e with those gentlemen in their efforts to build up 
and extend Canadian and British industries at the expense of our own, 
Ishall avail myself of the present opportunity (so kindly given me by 
the House) to examine this subject somewhat at length, and shall en- 
deavor to convince those who do me the honor to listen to my - 
ment that, practically, commercial reciprocity is a delusion and a 
snare, and that instead of adopting it as an element in our commercial 
policy we should discard and ignore it as destructive of our industrial 
interests and ruinous to our national prosperity. I think I shall be able 
to show that notwithstanding this policy is simple and plausible in 
appearance, although it may be covered with the specious and attract- 
ive garb of equality and fairness, and hidden under a multitude of 
mutual promises and benefits, yet it is full of deception, of dangerous 
tendency; that it is a subject of vast importance to this country, and 
that the reasons for its Minga and the object sought to be ac- 
complished by it ought to thoroughly understood, not only b 
Congress but by the people, before any action is taken upon it wi 
a view to its final consummation. 

While it is a question seriously affecting the manufacturing and 
industrial interests of the whole country, in which every State in the 
Union is deeply concerned, yet the agricultural and manufacturing 
classes of the northern border States will be, perhaps, more directly 
and injariously affected than any of the others by this unwise and 
pernicious policy which gentlemen are attempting to force upon the 
people in this blind and clandestine manner. 

Sir, this is not the first time since the abrogation of the unequal 
and unjust treaty of 1854 that this fell spirit of “free trade” has 
manifested itself in this direction; but, fortanately for the country, 
it has always been met and stifled before it had attained dangerous 
proportions or fastened its poisonous fangs upon our sensitive and 
struggling industries. 

Ever on the alert and keenly alive to whatever threatens the ad- 
vancement and success of the agricultural, manufacturing, and com- 
mercial interests of this country, the people of Vermont have re- 
peatedly, through their Legislature and in public assemblies and con- 
ventions, entered their solemn protest against the renewal of any 
reciprocity treaty with the Dominion of Canada; and the republican 
convention in my congressional district, in August, 1874, expressed 
the same determined opposition by unanimously adopting the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That believing that the renewal of the Dep Sgn Saen would 55 
seriously detrimental to the agricultural interests and the laboring classes of our 
State, we are opposed to its renewal in any form. 

From this, sir, the House will see that in opposing this or any other 
scheme of reciprocity I not only act in strict accordance with my own 
convictions and judgment of what is right, but in exact harmony 
with the wishes and desires of the people I represent. 

In discussing the proposition now under consideration, in order to 
uncover and expose the whole scheme, and place the matter in a 
clear light before this House and the country, I shall first call atten- 
tion to the meaning, scope, and novelty of a commercial reciprocity 
treaty ; second, inquire whether the President and Senate have the 
Servier pati to bind the Government by entering into such 
a treaty ; third, review and examine the history of such treaties to 
which our Government has been a party; fourth, inquire as to the 
causes which led to the treaty of 1854 with the Dominion of Can- 
ada; fifth, show the injurious effects of that treaty upon the pro- 
ducers, manufacturers, and laborers of this country; sixth, demon- 
strate the fact that the duties we collect upon imports from Can- 
ada do not enhance the price of the article to the consumer here as 
claimed by the advocates of reciprocity; seventh, give the reasons 
why the United States cannot afford to enter into such a treaty with 
Canada; eighth, show why the Canadians desire this so-called com- 
merical reciprocity with the United States; ninth, inquire as to the 
policy of granting special favors, and whether such an arrangement 
as is pro would in any manner conflict with our commerical ob- 
ligations to other nations. 

AS TO THE MEANING, SCOPE, AND NOVELTY OF A COMMERCIAL RECIPROCITY TREATY. 

The right of a State to negotiate and contract public treaties with 
other nations is an essential and necessary incident to its sovereignty, 
and the form and manner in which itis accomplished, and the person 
or Le eh in which the power is vested, must always be deter- 
mined by its own constitution or fundamental and organic law. 

An ordinary treaty is defined to be an agreement, league, or con- 
tract between two or more independent states or nations, embracin 
foreign objects beyond the reach of legislation, and requiring the sol- 
emn assent of both governments. 

A reciprocity treaty is a compact between nations which is designed 
to regulate the conditions of reciprocal trade, define and secure the 
imperfect rights and duties of commercial intercourse, and confer 
upon each country equal rights and privileges respecting the customs 
and o upon all articles of import. 

This is what, in theory and as it appears upon paper, such a treaty 
is designed to accomplish, but practically a commercial reciprocity 
treaty between this country and the Dominion of Canada means that 
we must in all our dealings with the people of that province adopt 
the theory of free trade, throw wide open the doors of our markets 
to their productions and manufactures, and reduce the price of labor 


upon our farms, in our mills, factories, and quarries, to the Canada- 

nglish standard. Such a result would necessarily follow from the 
fact that any treaty which should “admit articles of Canadian pro- 
duction and manufacture into this country free of duty” sola be 
“an unpleasant approximation to a repeal of our tariff on the same 
articles of British production and manufacture.” 

It is a principle which underlies all national progress and prosper- 
ity that “ the first and paramount duty of every government is to its 
own ple.” This principle is recognized and this duty acknowl- 
e by every civilized nation on the face of the earth in the restric- 
tions which are imposed in the shape of customs duties upon the 
imported productions of othernations. Such restrictfons are intended 
to place our own people in a position of equality “with the producers 
of other countries” in t to the price of the labor and materials 
which enter into such importations. 

This policy of reciprocal commercial relations with foreign govern- 
ments, which is merely an offshoot of the dogma of free trade, is not 
only especially obnoxious and offensive to the laboring and producing 
classes of this country at the present time, “but it is also compara- 
tively modern and novel, having, therefore, neither merit nor age to 
recommend it to our favorable consideration.” 

As was well said by Senator MORRILL, of my State, in an able and 
exhaustive s h upon the Hawaiian treaty, delivered in the Senate 
of the United States in March, 1875: 

Such a treaty as a reciprocity treaty was unknown at the time the Constitution 
was formed, and to-day there is not one existing in the world between any nations 
here or elsewhere. It is wholly a new and ern invention. x 

Now, sir, whatever may be the ostensible reasons given for such a 
treaty by those who negotiated it, or its advocates and supporters, I 
here affirm, without fear of successful contradiction, that the ulti- 
mate object sought to be obtained is open ports and freetrade. This 
fact es it doubly necessary for us to exercise the utmost care and 
circumspection when this subject is presented, in order that we may 
the more successfull against deception on the one hand and 
pak off the dangers of such an unfortunate consummation on the 
other. 

I submit, then, sir, whether it is advisable, in the light of our ex- 
perience under the treaty of 1854, ever again to take such a new and 

rous departure, and, if it is, whether it is good policy, in view 
of the present condition of our revenues, resulting from recent legis- 
lation, the present state of our industrial interests, and the late heroic 
struggles of our producers and manufacturers to outride the financial 
storm of 1873, to take it at the present time. 

Can we, sir, who are especially charged for the time being with the 
protection and preservation of the rights and interests of the people, 
and who will be called upon by our constituents to give an account 
to them for every word uttered and every vote given in this Hall, 
afford to inaugurate a system and enter upon a line of policy, the 
only effect of which will be to create and build up an aristocracy of 
wealth, to increase the riches of the opulent and add to the miseries 
of the poor, to crush labor and honest industry, to enable the importer 
and speculator to live in la and splendor, to build up the city at 
the expense of the country, and to “fertilize the rich man’s fields by 
the sweat of the poor man’s brow?” 

If Canada was an independent power and the favored-nation clause 
was out of the way, it is barely possible that a treaty might be framed 
which would be beneficial and equitable to both parties; but as long 
as the position of Canada is that of a colony or appendage to Great 
Britain it is absolutely impossible, as was clearly and fully demon- 
strated by the operation of the treaty of 1854, and any attempt upon 
our part to renew it would be the extremest folly, and would result, 
as that did, in building up the prosperity of the people of Canada 
and Great Britain at the expense of our own. 

HAVE THE PRESIDENT AND THE SENATE THE CONSTITUTIONAL POWER TO BIND THE 
GOVERNMENT BY ENTERING INTO 8UCH A TREATY? 

The Constitution of the United States provides that the Congress 
shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, excises, 
and to regulate commerce with foreign nations, while it prohibits 
the States from doing ere requires that all bills for raising rev- 
enue shall originate in the House of Representatives. 

It also provides that the President shall have power, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, to make treaties, provided two- 
thirds of the Senators present concur; and that all treaties made 
under the authority of the United States shall be the supreme law 
of the land, anything in the constitution or laws of any State to the 
contrary notwithstanding. : 

The power to raise revenue by means of levying and collecting 
taxes and duties upon foreign imports is thus explicitly given to Con- 
grens by express grant of the Constitution, but the policy contended 

or by the advocates of reciprocity would take away this power and 
tie up the hands of Sangana during the existence of the treaty. 

It would most effectually deprive Con, of the power to tax such 
articles as were covered by the treaty, and would, for the time, suspend 
the power of Congress, granted by the Constitution, to impose duties 
on foreign imports. 

Such a policy, it seems to me, would be both unconstitutional and 
impolitic. Customs duties are the main source of our revenue, and 


they should be kept clear from all entangling alliances and ready for 
cy. 
is, and has always been, te 


immediate use in any and every em 
While the policy of our Government 
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cultivate a spirit of honorable peace with all nations, yet in times of 
great trouble we may be driven into war. “In such an untoward 
event,” as was said by Senator MoRRILL in the ore already referred 
to, “the whole resources of the country should be kept untrammeled, 
ready to be unleashed for instant use, and no part of them should be 
placed beyond our reach.” In such a crisis “the power to originate 
revenue bills becomes imperative and indispensable to the preserva- 
tion of 3 life.“ e S 

Again, the power to regulate commerce is given by the Constitu- 
tion to Goneri, and not to the President pa pee This power 
is exercised by Con by “the passage of Pease laws applicable 
to all the world dike, bat under the guise of reciprocity the treaty- 
making power undertakes to te commerce by a special ain 
which grants favors to one nation that are denied everywhere else.” 

A reciprocity treaty assumes to, and would if entered into as prp- 

1 te our commerce, work a complete change in our tariff 
system of raising revenue on imports from foreign nations, entirely 
ignore and annul the power of Congress over the subject, and openly 
and palpably violate both the letter and spirit of the Constitution. 

The sound reasons upon which the wise provisions of the Constitu- 
tion to which I have referred are based must be apparent to every 
intelligent man, and the advantages which the Government has de- 
rived 2 them are plainly demonstrated in the past history of our 
country. ` 

8 the organization of the Government down to the present time 
but one solitary instance of a reciprocity treaty between this Gov- 
ernment and any foreign power has occurred, and that was abrogated 
by our Government the moment the people by the terms of it pos- 
sessed the power. 

This question was settled years ago, in the Senate of the United 
States, in the case of the proposed German Zollverein. 

In 1837 Mr. Wheaton, our minister to Berlin, under specific instruc- 
tions from Mr. Forsyth, then Secretary of State, in order to procure 
a reduction of the duties on tobacco, in the interest of our fellow- 
citizens in the South, negotiated a reciprocity treaty with the German 
states called the Zollverein. That treaty not only involved the 
dangerous and unconstitutional principle which I am now combat- 
ing, but it granted important and valuable privileges to the Prussian 
government, with the smallest and most insignificant advantages in 
return. s 

At the session of Congress in 1844-45 that treaty came up for con- 
firmation, and the Senate Committee on Foreign Affairs, after a full 
discussion and consideration of the subject, decided to reject it, and 
in their report, drawn up by Mr. Choate, set forth the constitutional 
objections to such a treaty in the following clear and forcible lan- 


guage: 

The committee, then, are not to sanction so an innovation upon 
ancient and uniform practice in tof the department of Government by which 
duties on imports im 


submitted to the Senate changes duties which 
have been laid by law. It them either ez directo and by its own vigor, or 
it en; the faith of the nation and the faith of the throngh which 
238 . "by th tenes — a = —.— 8 a; e i me poe 
ate, who, by the mentality of nego’ or ma! a- 
tions of commerce and laws of revenue which Co. had ordained. 

More than this: the executive department, by the same instrumentality of ne- 
gotiation, places it beyond the power of Con to exceed the stipulated maxi- 
mum of impost duties during the existence of the treaty, whatever exigency may 
pa nS OOS ²˙ CITT 

e judgmen 0 e ent o vern- 
ment b which commerce should be regulated and laws of revenue 

The Constitution in terms communicates the 


wer to commerce and to 


tice evi the universal 
riods, and of all parties and opinions. 
They think, too, as the general rule, the representatives of the people, sitting in 


their | ve capacity, with open doors, under the eye of the country, communi- 
catin ly with edt Adan eee may exercise this p power 5 
more discreetly, may acquire more accurate and more minute information concern- 


ing the employments and the interests on which this description of measures will 
press, and may better LW 8 rejects than is within 
the com ce of the executive department of the Government. 

To follow, not to lead; to fulfill, not to ordain, the law; to carry into effect, by 
negotiation and compact with governments, the legislative will, when it has 
been announced, upon the great subjects of trade and revenue, not to interpose with 
controlling influence, not to go forward with too ambitious enterprise—these seem 
to the committee to be the appropriate functions of the Executive. 


In further support of the position I have taken I may be permitted 
to refer to what was so ably said by Mr. MORRILL, of my own State, 
upon the same subject : 


The Constitution of the United States gives to Congress the whole er to 
regulate commerce with foreign nations. There is no residuum of power left to be 
exercised elsewhere. Itis as exclusively belonging to Congress as any other of the 
provisions in the whole chapter, or as the power to “ provide and maintain a navy,” 
or“ eee eee or to raise and support armies.” What 
would be said of a treaty which should be made providing for a reciprocity in es- 
tablishing post-roads; we to build one and Canada another? What of a treaty 

roviding for deubling the number of our naval vessels or for reducing them one- 

? What of a treaty that should reciprocally require a larger or smaller stand- 
ingarmy? * * * Congress re; commerce only by the passage of general 
laws applicable to all the world alike, but here, under the guise of reciprocity, the 
-making power undertakes to regulate commerce by a special which 
= favors to one that are denied everywhere else. How far and how 
ong the Senate will advise the Executive to travel in this direction time will dis- 
close, but to whatever extent it may go it will to that extent bea suspension of the 
— power of the nation. 


VVV 
enue bills if the treaty ma power eave w 
such bills can ? Wi it bo said that a treaty is not a” i," and therefore 
is not inhibited? That would be merely a petty terfuge. 
popular privileges of the e eee eee 
confided to the sole ip of the House, and the House as long as it main- 
tains its own self-respect must stand as a sentinel to resist attempts to exclude 
them from their full partici in the joint regulatin, 
especially to resist any diminution of their exclusive power to ini all revenue 
measures—never intended to be initiated otherwise by bills. The Constitu- 
3 the imperative mood: they shall originate in the House of Repre- 

res. 


If reci FFF 
well to all stability in our revenue laws. The Executive will agitate these ques- 
tions as well as Congress. We shall be subject to all the changes which foreign 
powers may successfully urge upon whoever may happen to be an able and infinen- 
tial Secretary of State. Our own interests will have to be bartered for the inter- 
ests of foreigners and reciprocal compromises will be the order of the day. 
Mesy Ae) a privilege of the people older than Hampden, and a Sabin eee 
ent in our ; 


exigencies our sole reliance; and if 8 treaty can be establish modified, 
or repeal FFC so fixed 
forever, and the power of the House to revenue bills w: 


reduced to a mere shadow. If 


liberty. 
2 power belongs not to one House only, but to every House of Representatives 
per 


ty, to the present and also to the future; and the treaty-making power 


should not attempt to take it away by bal gyre or by absorption. the 
present House should give its consent to such a treaty, it could not even bind itself, 
and far less any sui g House. The power lives in the Constitution, far above 
the reach of any suicidal assault, and can neither be abdicated by the House nor 


subverted by any other branch of the Government, but must remain forever as 
potential as any other vital part of the Constitution. 


Hon. JAMES G. BLAINE, in a letter to his constituents, I think dur- 
ing the congressional canvass of 1874, is reported to have added his 
emphatic protest inst this mongrel free-trade policy in the follow- 
ing characteristic language: 

A the whole of adjustin, ue questions by the — 

„„ tlo protest.” The 
Constitution ves to the House of Representatives the sole and exclusive right to 
originate bills of revenue, and this great 
controlled by the direct vote of the people ner two years. Itmay 
that sundry articles of Canadian product sh 
ished duty; it may be well, also, that Canada would find it advantageous 
certain articles from us free of duty. Let each country decide the question for 
itself independently, and avoid the “log- ” feature of a treaty in which it 
will inevitably 12 that certain interests be sacrificed in order that others 
may be promoted. t us simply place Canada on the same basis with 
taxing her products or tting them free according to our own judg- 


le, 
always bearing in mind gov n family matters charity 

at S that “he who prevideth not for those of his own home is worse 
an 


countri 


The late Judge Collamer, of my State, one of the ablest constitu- 
tional lawyers of his day, in a speech upon this subject, in the Sen- 
ate of the United States, once said: 


I tterl posed to the regulating the duties on im by a treaty in 
cage whatever, si think it 2 with the thoary of mr 8 * 
The Legislature of my State, after a very thorough investigation 


and careful consideration of the whole subject, declared its judgment 
in the following resolution : 


That it is the duty of Congress to the consummation of any treaty re- 
lating to . trade with the Dominion of Canada, and to t that the 
subject of our trade and commercial intercourse with Canada, as wellas with other 
foreign countries, is not a proper matter of treaty stipulation, but belongs to Con- 
gress and should be wisely regulated by a judicious tariff. 


This House has also given its emphatic assent to the doctrine for 
which I contend at the present session by the passage of the following 
resolution, introduced by Judge KELLEY, by a vote of 175 to 62: 


Resolved, That it isthe sense of this House that the negotiation by the executive 
de t ot the Government of a commercial treaty whereby the rates of duty 
to be imposed on foreign commodities entering the United States for consumption 
should be fixed would, in view of the provisſon of section 7 of article 1 of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, be an infraction of the Constitution and an invasion 
of one of the highest prerogatives of the House of Representatives. 


The Washington Post, of this city, in commenting upon the reso- 
lution and its passee by the House, makes the following sound and 
forcible remarks, which I beg leave to quote : 


Judge KELLEY is clearly right, and the House and country will sustain him in the 
declaration that the executive department has no constitutional authority to 
make treaties changing duties on imports. The Constitution puts the publie purse 
into the hands of the ge branch of Congress, and that instrument deelares in 
explicit terms that “all bills for rais revenue shall originate in the House of 
Representatives.” A large proportion of our revenues comes from duties on im- 
ports. Calculations as to the probable yield of this and other sources are made, 
and the annual appropriations are gauged accordingly. This is the work of the 
House, and has so regarded since the Government was created. We bor- 
rowed this plan from England, where dear lence had taught the people the 
necessity of keeping the power of taxation in control of the Commons. If we con- 
cede that the executive d ent—a President and a Senate in executive ses- 
sion—can remove the duty from a single article, they can do the same with all our 
imports. If they can add one cent to the duty on any article they can add millions, 
or make the tariff prohibitory. The penis is embodied in the fact, not in 5 
o popular 
branch and given into the keeping of an authority not directly responsible to the 

people. Concede this, and you onal n 
uoted is the merest nonsense. 
Any 8 that 

of the 


The laws relating to the commercial policy and the revenues of the 


. 
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Government moaie constant alterations, increasing the duty upon 
one article and 5 upon another, and changing articles 
from the free to the duty list, and others from that to the free list. 
If these laws are found at any time to be bad or defective, they can 
be amended or eee but if these subjects are taken from the 
jurisdiction of the law-making power and regulated entirely by treaty, 
Con loses its power, becomes perfectly impotent, and no change 
can be effected, whatever the emergency, while the treaty isin force. 
By such a policy the customs and revenues of the country, as well 
as the constitutional rights and privileges of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, may be put by the treaty-making power beyond the pos- 
sible reach and control of any subsequent Con 

If a reciprocity treaty can be made with Canada, as now proposed, 
they can be made with all other nations, and then all power to origi- 
nate revenue bills by the House of Representatives will be absorbed, 
and the only duty left for Congress with reference to this matter will 
be to regulate excise duties and levy direct taxes upon the people. 
If you can do what is now proposed to be dene by treaty, then every 
act and thing relating to our foreign intercourse can be done in the 
same way, and the House of Representatives may as well be abolished. 

Sir, if at any time it is deemed proper or ient to enter into 
any reciprocal commercial arrangements with the Dominion of Can- 
ada, or with any other foreign power, let it be done in the usual way, 
by a law of Con , and not by a palpable violation of the Consti- 
tution and the forcing of on upon the President and Senate 
which are not claimed by them and which are not granted by that 
instrament. 

But, sir, I fear I have already wearied the House in the discussion 
of this point, for if seems to me that it can hardly require either dis- 
cussion or argument to satisfy an intelligent man that trade, agricult- 
ure, and manufactures are 3 y the subjects for legislative 
supervision and control, and not for diplomatic intrigue and treaty 
stipulations. 

Now, sir, in further elucidation of the doctrines I contend for and 
as bearing upon this point, let us next inquire into 

THE MANNER IN WHICH TREATIES ARE NEGOTIATED AND MADE. 


One of the strongest arguments, and one which may be urged with 
t reason and force, against the policy and expediency of reciproc- 
ity treaties is the manner in which they are negotiated and finally con- 
summated. It has been truly said that the very highest art of the dip- 
lomat is ey ; consequently the people are always kept in profound 
ignorance of all the terms and negotiations respecting a foreign treaty 
or compact. When it is agreed upon by the agents of the Govern- 
ment, it is taken up, discussed, and considered, and either confirmed 
or rejected in a secret session of the Senate. The people haye no 
epportunity to discuss and examine the merits of it or the reasons 
upon which it is founded, and oftentimes the first knowledge they 
have of it is when the Executive makes proclamation of its final rati- 
fication, and that it has, upon the subjects embraced in it, become 
the supreme law of the land. 

It seems to me that the plain principles of prudence and common 
sense, as well as the provisions of the Constitution, imperatively de- 
mand that questions of such tude and vast importance should 
not be considered and settled in secret, or by any power less than the 
whole executive and legislative authority of the Government. It 
seems to me that a question which involves the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment and the prosperity of all our industrial interests should be 

resented to the people and their Representatives, and examined and 
233 in Committee of the Whole House, where every word and 
elause can be carefully considered and thoroughly criticised, where 
amendments can be offered, and where the wants and interests of the 
people of every section of the country can be ascertained and crys- 
tallized into law. 

Now, sir, let us consider, in this connection, 

THE HISTORY OF ATTEMPTED RECIPROCITY TREATIES TO WHICH OUR GOVERNMENT 
HAS BEEN A PARTY. 

Fortunately for the credit of the statesmanship of this country the 
history of our diplomacy furnishes but few instances where attempts 
even have been made to draw us into these ananging alliances; and 
tho utter failure which has always attended such efforts saves us in 
the present crisis from being overwhelmed and crushed by the weight 
and power of bad precedent and evil example. 

In 1803, under Mr. Jefferson, our Government negotiated with the 
First Consul of France for the purchase of Louisiana, and in the treaty 
of cession from France to the United States, in order to avoid war 
and to adjust and settle large demands which France claimed to hold 
against us, “ we i to permit French and Spanish vessels, loaded 
only with the products and manufactures of said countries, to trade 
in all the ceded ports of that territory for twelve years, in the same 
manner as our own vessels, and also that no other nation 
should enjoy the same privileges.” This certainly cannot be claimed 

as a precedent for the legislation now asked for, as it will be seen on 
a moment’s reflection that in this case there was no reciprocity, as 
France granted no special rights to us, either under her revenue laws 
or in any other manner, for the privileges ted to her; but it was 
simply the payment of a debt, or the settlement of a doubtful claim 
which France pretended to hold against u to avoid a threatened war 
which we had 2 reason to believe would come upon us unless the 
matter was amicably adjusted in this way. 


The first real attempt at reciprocity by our Government was in 
1837, when Mr. Wheaton negotiated the Zollverein treaty with Prus- 
sia already referred to. In that treaty it was proposed for the small 
consideration of a slight reduction of the duty on American tobacco, 
and an agreement that the duties on rice, cotton, and lard should not 
be increased, to grant Prussia a | reduction of duties on some five 
hundred different articles, provided they were the growth or produc- 
tion of the German principalities. 

That treaty was palpably unequal and unjust to our Government, 
and would, if it had been carried into effect, have cut off nearly the 
eue revenue arising from our trade with that great and flourishing 

on. 

Now, sir, although it was defeated and repudiated by the people of 
this country, yet that attempted treaty stands out in the history of 
our diplomacy as an admonition and warning, and reveals the dan- 
gers into which we may be plunged if we listen to the wailings of 
impostors or suffer ourselves to be led away by the appeals of British 
agents or the sophistry of free-traders from New York and Louisiana, 
who are now attempting to force this unwise and dangerous legisla- 
tion upon the country. 

Since the time that treaty was negotiated the spirit of commercial 
enterprise and the inevitable laws of trade have compelled the Ger- 
man states to reduce the duty on our tobacco and p our cotton 
upon the free list, thus enabling us to reap all the benefits sought to 
be secured to us by that treaty without being obliged to bear any of 
the burdens which it imposed. 

As I have already remarked, during the whole history of our Gov- 
ernment there have been but few attempts made to negotiate reci- 
poan 8 with foreign nations, and those that have been made 

ve gen y miscarried so that the only treaty of the kind which 
has ever been fully consummated and gone into operation was the 
treaty with Canada in 1854, which died a violent death at the hands 
of the people at the end of twelve years, that being the very first 
moment it came into their power. 

Vigorous and determined efforts have been made by ambitious and 
designing men from time to time to thrust this curse upon the coun- 
try, but they have all with that single exception been repudiated by 
the people and rejected by the Senate. And the bitter rience of 
our people, and especially the farmers and wool-growers of my State, 
under the Canada treaty during the twelve years it was in existence, 
was not such as to make them very anxious to repeat the experiment. 

Let us now inquire, Mr. Chairman, 

WHAT LED TO THE TREATY OF 1854. Z 

When the treaty of 1854 was entered into its design and purpose 
was not alone commercial reciprocity, but its authors and advocates 
suey hoped thatit would prove the gateway to annexation; but the 
cold-blooded malignity manifested by the people of Canada during 
the dark days of our civil war di ted all such golden anticipations, 
and convinced the penie of the United States that a sordid love of 
gain and desire for filthy lucre were the motives which actuated them 
and not a solicitude for our welfare or a wish to aid us in paying the 
taxes and bearing the burdens of our Government. When the roar of 
the terrible conflict shook the Republic from center to circumference, 
when the loyal men of the North were grappling with treason on the 
battle-fields of the South and the whole land was red with the blaze 
of war, the people of Canada, in warm sympathy with the rebellion, 
in envious hatred of the Union and our Government and anxious for 
our humiliation and dismemberment, mocked at our fears, laughed at 
our calamities, cheered and enco our enemies, harbored and 
cherished a gang of hell-born desperadoes and assassins, and sent them 
forth to burn our cities, destroy our property, murder our citizens, 
and spread contagion and disease among our people. 

As was eloquently said by the distinguished gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] when speaking of Canada, “she has been the 
asylum of our foes in war, and the base of illicit operations against 
our revenue system in time of A 

While I am moved by no spirit of malice or revenge toward the 
people of Canada in my opposition to this measure, and while I can 
consent, perhaps, that they may be forgiven, yet I believe thereis no 
law, human or divine, which demands that we should forget their 
barbarous and inhuman conduct, or the fact that they suecored and 
protected the cowardly murderers of our people and the base and 
infamous assassins whose career of crime and wickedness finds no 
parallel in the darkest and bloodiest annals of the world’s history. 

While we are willing, in our great magnanimity, to live on terms 
of peace and friendship with them, and condescend even to traffic 
with them, we do most earnestly protest against the adoption of any 
line of policy which shall give them commercial advantages over our 
own people, or entering into any treaty or compact with them which 
shall grant privileges to them not enjoyed by other nations. Weare 
willing they should live and prosper, but not at our expense or by 
our partial generosity. 

e will next inquire as to 
THE INJURIOUS EFFECTS OF THE TREATY OF 1854 WITH CANADA UPON THE LABORERS, 

PRODUCERS, AND MANUFACTURERS OF THIS COUNTRY, AND ESPECIALLY UPON THOSE 

OF MY OWN STATE, AND THE REASONS WHY WE SHOULD NOT REPEAT IT. 

In the first place, sir, I maintain that no fair commercial reciprocity 
treaty, which shall be just and equal in its operation, can now be 
made between this Government and the Dominion of Canada. 
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The present situation, circums and the condition of the two 
countries are such as to render it not only impracticable, but abso- 
lutely impossible. 

The comparative high rates of interest which our people, who por- 
sess but small capitals, are compelled to pay on loans, without which 
they are unable to carry on their business ; the almost unprecedented 
taxes to which they are subjected; the higher revenue and customs 
duties they are forced to pay on nearly every article they export or 
consume; the enormous public debts, municipal, State, and national 
incurred in putting down the rebellion, and which now eri ple an 
paralyze the business and industries of the country ; and the far worse 
curse of a democratic Congress continually tinkering with the cur- 
rency and threatening free trade, all combine to unsettle trade, frighten 
capital, increase the cost of production, and greatly augment the bur- 
dens of the laborer, producer, and manufacturer; while in Canada 
interest is low, takes are light, revenue duties merely nominal, and 
labor cheap in consequence of which, under such a treaty, they would 
be enabled to do as they did under the treaty of 1854, glut our mar- 
kets with Canadian and British productions and manufactures and 
defy competition. 

Sir, this proposition can be made no plainer by argument or illus- 
tration. 

It is simply absurd and preposterous for any man to contend for a 
moment that our people can now enter into a free oronango of agri- 
cultural productions and manufactures with the people of Canada on 
any basis of justice or equality. And this proposition is made per- 
fectly apparent and manifest by the fact that manufacturers are 
many of them moving their works and machinery from the States to 
Canada, in order to escape the taxation imposed here and to avail 
themselves of cheap wages and cheap materials found there. 

Every consideration, therefore, of prudence and self-preservation 
protests against it, while there is no principle or policy of national 
comity or individual ethics which demands the sacrifice we are now 
. bed sta hen speaking of thi 

t was said by a distinguis statesman, when ing o 8 
subject, that “the utmost stretch of the Divine command is to love our 
neighbor as ourselves, anc I can certainly see nothing in personal 
duty or public policy which should lead us to prefer our Canadian 
neighbors to our own le.” 

e people of Canada have always shown a de of cunning 
and shrewdness, and some little statesmans ip, in their persistent 
efforts to create and foster this spirit of reciprocity in certain sections 
of ourcountry. And while they are alwayssure to provide themselves 
with the lion’s share, they m to so disguise their real purpose and 
intent as to deceive the simple and confiding. 

The fact that the treaty of 1854 was abrogated by a notice given 
by this Government at the earliest ible moment at which it could 
be done under the terms of it would seem to furnish the TN strong- 
est presumptive evidence that could reasonably be required by any 
man of its damaging and injurious effects upon the business and in- 
dustries of the 1 but 3 more testimony is at hand, 
so that we are not obliged to rely on inferences or presumptions. 

Mr. BLAINE, in the letter from which I have before quoted, speak - 
ing of the effects of that treaty, and the efforts of the Canadian 
authorities to negotiate a new one, says: 

It is well known that the authorities of Canada are trying to negotiate with our 
ustrious predecessor and 


The treaty of that name w. was terminated in 1867 was cruelly pressive 
to the people of this country, and inflicted upon our Government during the eleven 
yearg of its existence the loss of millions of dollars. 


It presented the very singular anomaly of giving to the Canadians the control 
in our own markets of certain leading articles on terms far more favorable than 
our own people had ever enjoyed. 


© The late Senator Foot, of my State, once said, in speaking of that 


treaty: 

The very title of the treaty was a misnomer. There was nothing reciprocal 
about it; it produced no reciprocity of benefits between the 5 It 
was benefi: parties and injurious to the other, 


cial to one only of the contractin; 
Such were the practical results of its Guacetion: 


Senator Farwell, of Maine, said: 


It seems to me to be a treaty made expressly and for no cis pei poe os to 
1323 the industries of Canada to the injury of the industries of the United 


The New York Times, in an able article upon the effect of the treaty 
upon the agricultural and manufacturing interests of this country, 
about the time notice was given of its abrogation by our Government, 
said: 

There never was a more perfect misnomer than the designation of this spre 
ment as a treaty of reciprocity. It never has secured a aps gi worthy of the 
name, From the beginning benefit was chiefly on one side, and by provincial 
management since it has now become almost completely so. By its original terms 
it admitted nearly all the productions of Canada into the United States free of 
duty, and gave them free it abroad, while our manufactured articles intro- 
duced into Canada have, from the outset, been subjected to import duties; and 
within the last few years these duties have been doubled on many of the most im- 
portant articles, so that now there is a virtual prohibition. 

That prohibition is extended just so far as it can operate to build up the manu- 
Sacturing interests of Canada. ere it cannot so operate it gives place to a sys- 
tem of duties expressly designed to produce as much revenue as possible, whereby 
internal improvements can be sustained which shall divert the ing © of 

the Northwestern States as much as our own great ughfares. 
The treaty bas been equally one-sided in its operations in respect to 
products. We have opened the way for C to the grain markets of the world 
and enabled her to compete, on equal terms, with our own farmers. Without that 


license on our part she would have been utterly unable to maintain any such com- 


tition. This cultural reciprocity is therefore an immense advan to 
— but to us at angualited pele ts in manufacturing and enon te: 
terests, so in comm . 

Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to weary the patience of the House 
with long tables of statistics and minute mathematical calculations, 
but the Szaros showing the state and condition of our trade with 
Canada during the time of the existence of the treaty of 1854 are far 
more eloquent and convincing than any language I can utter in oppo- 
sition to the renewal of such a scheme. 

In 1850, only about three years before that treaty went into opera- 
tion, our exports to Canada amounted in round numbers to $9,500,000, 
and our imports from Canada to $5,600,000; while in 1864, the last 
year of the treaty, our exports to Canada amounted to $29,356,572, 
and our imports from that country the same year to $54,714,583. In 
1859 we exported to Canada certain manufactured articles valued at 
8 while in 1863 we exported of the same articles only $1,510,- 

2. In 1854, the ga the treaty took effect and went into operation, 
the imports from Canada to the United States, composed of the man- 
ufactures and productions of Canada, amounted only to the sum of 
$19,383,455, while in 1866, the year the treaty was abrogated, they 
amounted to $39,582,505. And the manufactures and productions of 
foreign countries imported into this country from Canada amounted 
in 1854 to $8,927,560, but in 1866, under the operation of the treaty, 
they had increased to the enormous sum of $54,714,383. While the 
amount exported from the United States to Canada, of both domes- 
tic and foreign manufacture and production, was in 1854 $24,566,860, 
in 1866 it had only increased to $28,994,814. 

Thus we see that during the time the treaty was in operation Can- 
ada increased her exports to this country from $23,311,015 up to 
$94,296,888, while our exports to Canada increased only about $4,- 
427,954. In other words, while we during those twelve years gave 
Canada a free market for her products to the amount of $240,000,0 
she ay ome us a free market for our products to the amount o 

124,000, 


; F 

Under that treaty the quantity of grain exchanged between the 
two countries was nearly equal, while in 1874, after the treaty was 
abrogated, the balance in our favor was over $13,000,000. 

The exports of fish from Canada to the United States nearly doubled 
during the existence of that treaty, “ while our ton en in 
the cod fisheries in 1854, amounting to 102,194 tons, dwindled, at 
the close of 1866, down to 42,796 tons, or a loss of over one-half, un- 
compensated for by any considerable improvement in the distant 
mackerel fisheries.” From this low state, in consequence of harass- 
ing and perpetual annoyances, equal in olden time to provocations of 
actual war, our fishermen have not even yet been able to recover.” 
„When the treaty began the balance of trade was eight millions an- 
nually in our favor, and at the end the balance to be paid in specie 
was thirty millions in one year against us. That was a reciprocit; 
which cannot be dwelt upon with composure, or that we can affor 
to have repeated.” 

Again, sir, during the eleven or twelve years that the treaty of 1854 
was in operation we received the products of Canada, which came in 
free by the terms of that compact, amounting to the enormous sum 
of $178,500,184, while the people of Canada received only to the 
amount of $118,853,972 of ours. 

During the same time dutiable articles, the product of the United 
States, were exported to Canada from this country to the amount of 
$83,347,019, while the dutiable articles sent here by the people of 
Canada amounted to only $7,750,482. 

Now, sir, if we examine this subject as relating to the revenues of 

the Government we shall find that Canada was equally fortunate in 

reaping the benefits while we bore the burdens. During the exist- 

ence of that treaty we paid customs duties to Canada amounting to 

$16,802,968, while we received from her during that time only 
47. 


„447. 

If no treaty had existed we should have collected of her during that 
twelve years, of customs duties, $16,373,880, and she would have col- 
lected of us only $2,650,590. From this calculation it appears that 
during the time of its existence that treaty released from the payment 
of customs duties a total sum of $42,333,257 in value more of Canadian 
goods than it did of American, and that it also enabled Canada to es- 
cape the payment of $13,772,990, being the balance between $16,373,880 
and 82,650, 890, in customs duties to us which she would have been com- 
pelled to pay if no such treaty had existed. 

Now, sir, what can gentlemen say in favor of a treaty which has 
bad the effect upon our exports, imports, and revenues which these 
figures clearly and conclusively show ? 

Prior to that treaty the trade with the provinces had always been 
in our favor, and as population on each side of the line had increased 
this trade had also increased, and always to our advantage. 

But the treaty went into operation, 1 and business con- 
tinued to increase as rapidly as before, but all at once the whole trade 
changed, and instead of exporting $3 and importing $1, we were 
importing from that country, for the first time in our history, more 
than we exported to it. 

The population of Canada is probably less than one-fifteenth that 
of the United States, yet with her low taxes and cheap labor she 
raises more cattle, and horses, and sheep, and wheat, and barley, and 
oats, and potatoes, and butter, in proportion to her population than 
we do, which enables her people to undersell us in our own markets 
and save a fair margin for profits. 
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Again, sir, owing to the reasons I have already stated, the people 
of Gonads can hoe raise wool and all other e those 
of the dairy, much cheaper than we can. that consequences 
of such a treaty would be to admit into our markets free of duty all 
the products of their fields, forests, and mines, with barely one or two 
exceptions, and thus exclude from the benefits of our protective tariff 
the farmers and producers of the United States, wound the agricul- 
tural interests of the country, and at the same time rob us of twenty 
millions or more of revenue annually. 

The policy of this Government has always been to protect bra 
wise and judicious tariff our own producers and manufacturers. This 
has secured us prosperity and given us our present high rank among 
the nations of the earth. 

To enter into such a treaty as is proposed would be to abandon 
this wholesome doctrine of our fathers, give away our revenue, open 
our pokey to free trade, drive our own people from our markets, and 
build up the interests of Canada at the expense of our own laborers 
and producers. 

Another thing, sir: the very moment such a treaty is consum- 
mated as gentlemen are now seeking to curse us with, as was said by 
Senator MORRILL, the Dominion Parliament will put Great Britain 
on an equality with the United States in regard to duties upon its 
imports. trade in American manufactures of iron, steel, lead, 
cotton, and wool means also the free admission of British products 
coming under these heads. The natural result of such an arrangement 
would be to make Canada the port of entry to the United States, by 
which British manufactures to the amount of millions of dollars 
would, in more or less modified form, find their way without pay- 
ment of duty into this country. 

The effect of such a treaty would be to crowd into our markets an 
avalanche of all kinds of articles made of Russian, Swedish, and 
English iron and steel, boots and shoes made from foreign leather, 
slate from Nova Scotia and Wales, and monuments and ornaments of 
all kinds manufactured from Italian marble, which, by means of 
their cheap labor and open ports, they would be able to sell in our 
markets at prices which would practically deprive our own people of 
all fair and just competition. 

Not only this, but if we should continue to collect duties on iron 
and wool from other nations, and Canada should continue to admit 
them free, she would be able to sell in our markets all goods com- 

of these two articles cheaper than we could by oy possibi ied 
afford them, and the only relief from such an evil would be the inflic- 
tion of a ter by entering into like compacts with all other na- 
tions with whom we have commercial relations, which of course 
would destroy all our revenues and compel us to resort to direct tax- 
ation. II, sir, the men who are now exerting all their energies and 
directing all their efforts to creating an external trade, building up 
foreign markets, and increasing our carrying trade, would bestow 
some thought upon the subjects of production, manufactures, and our 
own markets at home, they would, I think, meet with far better suc- 
cess, and if they did not receive so many flattering encominms from 
the free-traders of Great Britain and France they would deserve and 
receive the approbation and gratitude of their own people, 

If by wise and judicious legislation we build up our own manufact- 
ures, increase the productive power and 1 of our own country, 
and create and enlarge our home markets for the consumption of our 
own products, foreign trade and the demands of foreign markets will 
inevitably keep pre with our domestic growth and prosperity, and 
will require neither aid nor anxiety from us. 

It is claimed and argued with great persistency and an apparent 
show of plausibility that our manafacturers would be vastly bene- 
fited and reap t advantages from a reciprocal trade with Canada 
for the reason that, as Canada is a manufacturing country, under the 
inflnence and operation of free commercial intercourse it would be- 
come a great market for our manufactures, 

If there was a reasonable prospect of accomplishing such a result 
it might be advisable to repeat the experiment of 1854, but I am con- 
fident that the slightest examination of the subject will at once ex- 
plode this theory and show the utter fallacy of such a claim. 

It must be admitted by the most ardent and enthusiastic admirers and 
supporters of this reciprocity theory — owing to the close and inti- 
mate political connections between C and Great Britain, Canada 
can never by any arrangement admit any article from the United 
States free of duty without being obliged to give Great Britain the 
privilege of importing the same article upon precisely the same terms. 

The result, therefore, would be, that instead of our manufacturers 
having a monopoly of trade in the Canadian markets they would be 
compelled to compete with the cheap labor, cheap capital, and low 
taxes of England and Canada combined, not only in the markets of 
the Provinces but also in our own, which would be thrown open to 
free trade by this specious and one-sided arrangement which gentle- 
men persist in misnaming reciprocity. 

It is also urged by the advocates of this system that a commercial 
treaty with Canada which would enable us to purchase of them all 
raw materials free of duty would increase our trade and build up our 
commerce. In my judgment, no such result could possibly follow. 

By such an arrangement, instead of increasing our trade it would 
simply be a diversion of it from our own producers, from customers 
who now buy most of their wares of us, to those who would be the 
most unlikely to buy anything of us in return. It would be only 
buying so much more in one place and so much less in another. 


If the people of Connecticut should, under a reciprocity treaty, go 
to Canada and purchase a million bushels of potatoes, that would p 
no increase of trade, because they would in . of that pur- 
chase buy one million bushels less in New Hampshire and Vermont, 
and the people of those two States would therefore have so much 
less money to pay for manufactured articles to the people of Con- 
necticut or some other State. 

Since the treaty of 1854 was ab ted the markets of New York 
and the Atlantic States have demanded thirty-two million bushels of 
wheat annually, which has been furnished by our western farmers, 
but which before that came from Canada. 

So it would be with respect to all other products of which our 
ple have a surplus for the market. If Massachusetts and New York 
should purchase their lumber and butter and cheese and wool and 
potatoes and hay from Canada, it would not increase the general 
trade and business of the country, but only cut off the market for that 
amount of produce from Vermont, New Hampshire, and Maine. 

As has been well said by an intelligent writer upon this subject, 
“by baying of Canadians rather than of our own people timber and 
agricultural produce we diminish by so much the wealth and popu- 
lation of this country, and by so much lessen the trade we now have 
with the home producers of those articles.” 

Again, the home producers apona all the money they receive from 
the sale of their produce with us, while the people of Canada, no 
matter how much we purchase of them, would buy of England, be- 
cause they can manufacture most articles cheaper than we can, and 
can therefore undersell us. 

There is another matter of considerable importance which should 
not be lost sight of, but be considered in this discussion as having a 
bearing be ac this subject, and that is the fact that Canada has great 
natural advantages as a manufacturing country in the shape of supe- 
rior water-powers, cheap labor and materials, and low taxes. 

Adopt this policy of so-called reciprocity, and manufacturing estab- 
lishments, sp up by the prospect of an equal chance in our vast 
and increasing markets, would start up all over Canada. Capitaland 
skilled labor would flow in from England, France, and Germany, by 
the aid of which they would be enabled not only to supply their own 
markets but ours also with articles cheaper than we could possibly 
produce or manufacture them. 

The same injury to manufacturers would follow if wool and woolen 

were included in yourreciprocity scheme. They would be smug- 
gled through Canada in quantities sufficient to control our markets, 
and we should in effect be granting to Great Britain the same priv- 
ileges of free trade in t to those articles that are given to Can- 
ada, thereby diminishing our foreign trade and greatly reducing our 
revenue. 

In short, sir, in any view I have been able to take of this matter, 
and I have endeavored to look at it candidly and with an earnest 
desire to arrive at the truth, I am thoroughly convinced that any 
arrangement of so-called commercial reciprocity which we could possi- 
oy make with Canada would prove an advantage to her and a de- 
cided injury to us. 

Now, sir, in addition to all this, what assurances have you that 
Canada would not as soon as she had secured the advantages of this 
proposed treaty do as she did under the old one, increase the duty on 
every article you import to her markets except those made free by 
the terms of the treaty, and in this way not only rob you of your 
revenue but compel you to pay back to her in extra duties all she 
may lose on the few articles she permits you to send to her markets 
free of customs dues. ` 

I now desire briefly to call the attention of the House to the effect 
of such a treaty upon the ee and manufacturing interests 
of my own State, which I believe will fully and clearly ea ree why 
the people of Vermont feel so deeply interested in this subject, and 
why on all occasions they so earnestly oppose all schemes of this kind. 

In doing this I beg leave to refer to a report made by the commit- 
tee on manufactures to the Legislature of Vermont in 1874, while this 
same project was pending before Congress in the form of a pro 
treaty. I quote from that report because the objections to this scheme 
and the reasons why it should not be adopted are set forth by the 
able chairman (Dr. Guild) in a much clearer and more forcible man- 
ner than I could hope to do it. 

In that report the committee say: 

It will be observed, by a careful examination of the proposed treaty, that the 
articles therein mentioned enter, either wholly or in part. into a very large propor- 
tion of the manufactures now carried on in this State. The free exchange, there- 


fore, of such articles between the respective countries under the treaty would nec- 
88 bring the items specified in direct competition with our home produc- 


ons. 
The problem for your committee to discuss is, therefore, whether the branches 
of manufacture now carried on in this State can be carried on at so much lower 
rates in Canada as to 8 this great and paramount home interest. 
The ede important point that presents itself is the ee sired of labor in the 


‘actures in a greater 


ehinecy and 3 comparatively, of trifling importance, In other branches 
it enters in a somew 
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adian manufacturers can obtain their labor at one-third less in amount than the 
rates paid in the States for the same grade of work. 

Machinery used for manufacturing purposes is largely an element of absorption 
of capital in many of our important ä enterprises. Our cotton and 
woolen mills expend much of their capital in providing expensive but necessary 


machinery. Our brethren can obtain such machinery from Great Britain 
8 fluty, which will place it at much lower rates to them we can possibly 
obtain it. 


Material for manufacturing purposes which we now import from Great Britain 
under a heavy duty can be obtained in the Dominion of Canada from the same source 
practically free of duty. This directly discriminates on all imported material for 
manufacturing purposes in favor of Canada to an amount varying in proportion to 
the amount of duty paid thereon. 

They have, then, in Canada the advantage of ne 3 labor, cheap machinery, and 
cheap material for manufacturing purposes ; to which, if we add the item of cheap 
lumber, which so 1 ly enters into a great variety of manufactures, it places this 
great interest of the State of Vermont at such a disadvantage as to practically close 
the doors of a large proportion of our now flourishing manufacturing establish- 


ments. 
By way of illustration of the Leahy Ep nar we will take the article of Nova 
Scotia slate, which now pays a duty of 35 per cent. 

Labor is one of the largest elements of capital required in 5 of slate, 
and yet labor is so much ee, in the Canadian provinces t the duty of 35 
per cent. but barely excludes its importation now. 

If we remove that duty and free its importation of all restrictions it would ut- 
terly destroy that important branch of home industry in which so large an amount 
of capital is now invested and which gives employment to a large, intelligent, and 
thrifty class of ulation. 

So, in the manufacture of leather in all its varieties, the Canadians could im 
their hides from England or Sonth America, if they chose, free of duty, while their 
vast hemlock forests furnish a cheap and practically inexhaustible supply of bark 
which, in connection with the reduced price of skilled labor, would give them an 
advantage that no tannery in the State could long contend against. 

Every article into the composition of which iron and steel largely enter and on 
which we pay so besty a duty, such as axes, hoes, plows, shovels, &c., could be pro- 
duced in with their present arrangement with Great Britain, at so low a 
rate as to render their production unprofitable here; or they could even be manu- 
factured in Birmingham or Sheffield, ground and tem there, and receiving a 
few final touches before they crossed our northern border, come in as articles of 
Canadian manufacture, in competition with articles which, if imported direct, 
would be subject to heavy duty. 

In the manufactare of woolen goods, the matter was deemed of so much impor- 
tance by the National Association of Wool Manufacturers that, at their annual con- 
vention, held in New York, the executive committee presented the following reso- 
lution, which was unanimously adopted : 

“ Resolved, That the National Association of Wool Manufacturers reaffirm the res- 
olution in relation to the proposed reciprocity treaty with Canada, passed by the 

vernment of the association on the 25th of June, it being more and more manifest 
= = Dee that the proposed treaty would be prejudicial to the wool industry 

the country.” 


The resolutions referred to, which were adopted in June, hold that the promise 
of reciprocal advantages from the free exchange of certain manufactures is a delu- 
sion; that the free exchange of manufactured products would end in the = res- 
sion of our own production; that the American farmer cannot compete with the 

. Canadian in the production of the kind of wool which forms the specialty of Can- 
ada; that the oe omega of Canadian wool free of duty would arrest the now rapidly 
e 


increasing development of the most promising branches of American sheep-hus- 
bandry, namely, of producing at the same time mutton and combing or worsted 
wool; that this branch of sheep-husbandry, which had hardly an existence here at 
the time of the of the former reciprocity treaty, received an impulse from 
the protective which gives promiso of an abundant domestic production; and 


that the offered boon of free Canadian wools would be dearly ed at the certain 
cost of the loss of our own production of combing wools and the danger of the re- 
vision of a tariff satisfactory to both branches of the woolen industry. 

There are many other branches of manufacture which occur to your committee 
which the ratification of the proposed treaty would similarly affect, some of them 

rhaps in a lesser degreo than those referred to; but, in every branch which they 

ave investigated, the effect would be unfavorable, with the single exception of 
patented and proprietary articles. 

We have thus far discussed this question only in its connection with the Domin- 
ion of Canada and the relations of the same with Great Britain, but there is noth: 
in the pro; treaty prohibiting Canada ‘ing her ports free to the world, an 
extending her facilities for buying free material for manufacturing purposes to 
every quarter of the globe—a proceeding which would require us to follow in her 
wake and make our ports free, or disastrously close many of our manufacturing 
establishments. 

Your committee have therefore come to the conclusion, after a careful survey of 
the whole and, that the ratification of the reciprocity treaty would 
have an unfavorable effect upon the manufacturing interests of the State generally, 
ruining many of its most flourishing manufacturing establishments and crippling 
the remainder to such an extent as to render them wholly unprofitable. 

Now, sir, the reasons and arguments presented in that report are 
as potent and conclusive against the measures now proposed as they 
were in 1874 against the unjust and unequal treaty then sought to 
be forced upon us, and, as it seems to me, are perfectly decisive of 
the whole question under consideration, and should lead every friend 
of American industry and enterprise to vote against it. 

In my district, sir, there are millions of dollars invested and thou- 
ands of men employed in the quarrying and manufacture of marble 
and slate. Under the present tariff the producers can barely stand in 
our markets against foreign competition, and the consummation of 
this reciprocity scheme or a single shilling’s reduction of the tariff 
upon these articles would close p every quarry, shub ap every mill 
and shop, and throw thousands of men now engaged in their pro- 
duction out of employment. 

As the representative on this floor of the men who own and oper- 
ate those quarries and mills, and the men who are dependent upon 
the wages they earn in them to support themselves and their fami- 
lies, as well as on behalf of the farmers and manufacturers of my 
State, I desire to enter my earnest protest against taking the first step 
in this rninous policy. 

I propose now to show that 
THE DUTIES UPON IMPORTS FROM CANADA INTO THIS COUNTRY DO NOT ENHANCE THE 

PRICE TO THE CONSUMER, AS CLAIMED BY THE ADVOCATES OF RECIPROCITY. 

In support of this id tem I do not propose to weary the pa- 

tience of the House with any arguments of my own, but simply to 


present the opinions and testimony of men whose official positions 
under the Government and whose o ation and experience in the 
revenue service on the Canadian frontier entitle them to considera- 
tion and credit. 

In writing to the Treasury De ent in to the Arropa 
of the old treaty of 1854, the collector of customs at Plattsburgh, 
New York, under date of June 8, 1868, wrote : 


importations made into this district. The past spring large quantities of pota- 
tooa have imported into this district, and the duty of 25 
paid by the Canadian seller or exporter, 


or * 

the United States side of the boun lines, duties specu: 

tors buying at such prices as to ee Kyana a sellers in the Boston 
market, does the consumer of the imported potatoes pay, the du 
States when he purchases the toes at the same price that an 
American product? If the Canadian cannot export his at a profit, or the 
speculator cannot buy in the foreign market and pay the duty ata price that he can 
sell at in the American market at a profit, he does not purchase, The seme can be 
said in relation to grain, and in fact of nearly all importations into this district. 

The collector at Cleveland, Ohio, under date of October 20, 1868, 
wrote: 

The chief articles of importation at this are lumber and barley, The lum- 
bermarket here is 3 controlled by the Saginaw market, and Canadian markets 
do not in the least influence us. The Cai market, toa extent, is con- 
trolled by American markets, and the result is that the Ca: producer has to 
conform his prices to our market figures here; this virtually makes the Canadian 
pay the duties on foreign merchandise i here, as he is compelled to sell his 
goods so as to enable the importer to pay the duties, and still not overshoot the 
American market. As the demand in Canada is not equal to the production the 
pronaos is compelled to look to a foreign market for sale of his merchandise, and 

r this reason he must necessarily regulate his prices by that market to sell. The 

urchaser, in buying, always makes allowance for the duties, and the Canadian, in 
fis sales, deducts the amount, and thus in reality pays duty himself. 

The collector at Oswego, New York, has this to say upon the sub- 
ject, under date of July 23, 1868 : 

The effect of the abrogation of the reciprocity treaty, in m. ion, has 
the addition of several millions of dollara to the United States —— at ee 
pense of our Canadian friends. 

‘There never appeared to me to be any true reciprocity in it, but rather the pay 
ment of a very * en to them for something that was of very little benefit 
us. As it now is, import duty is paid by the Canada ucer or manufacturer, 
and not by the American consumer. Any reduction in the rate of duties on impor- 
tations from Canada would benefit them just as much, and would not lower the 
market value here. 

The collector at Buffalo, New York, makes the following statement, 
under date of December 18, 1868: 

The termination of tho treaty of reciprocity between the United States and the 
Canadian Provinces, and the su nent imposition of duties under the tariff en- 
actments on articles of importation, has been a source of large revenue to the United 
States Government, the burden of which has been borne by the producer or 
manufacturer; and any abatement or reduction of duties would, of course, redound 
to the advantage of such producer or mannfacturer, and would not tend to reduce 
the value of the articles imported into this market. 

These are the concurrent opinions of four collectors at the leading 
offices where the revenues were then and are now collected on the 
northern frontier. They are the statements of men who are brought 
into daily contact with the realities of the case, who know whereof 
they affirm, and whose testimony should be allowed to have controll- 
ing weight in the determination of this question. They are the utter- 
ances of men who could have had no possible motive to deceive or 
misrepresent, and who daily saw the practical working of our revenue 
system as affected by our protective tariff. 

In addition to this I desire to call attention to the statement of W. 
Martin Jones, United States consul at Clifton, who, under date of 
December 28, 1868, wrote to the Treasury Department as follows : 

The amount of exports, with the exception of lumber, from the provinces to the 
United States can have little effect upon the markets in the latter country, and the 
result is that the duty paid on such exports is borne wholly by the producers, who in 
receiving the benefits of the markets of the country are thereby compelled to bear 
a portion of the burden contributing to the support of its institutions. 

Who does not know 3 is no higher now under protection 
than it was from 1854 to 1866 under free trade? 

The Canadian farmer who brings his wheat or ae. other produc- 
tion across the line to our market is obliged to sell it at the same 
price charged by our people or he cannot sell if at all, because it is 
our crop that controls the market price and not his. And if you com- 
pare the prices of clothing, agricultural implements, and manufactures 
of iron, cotton, and wool to-day with those paid for the same articles 
in 1857, yon will find that they have been reduced at least one-half. 

The cause of this reduction is manifest and plain. The protection 
of our domestic industries by legislation since 1861 has built up our 
manufactures, diversified the employments of our people, raised the 
price of labor, created a home market for the surplus products of the 
farmer, saved the cost of transportation by bringing the producer 
and consumer nearer together, and, until the panic of 1873, provoked 
and fostered a healthy competition in every branch and avenue of 
business. 

Let me now invite the attention of the House to some few of 
THE REASONS WHY THE UNITED STATES CANNOT AFFORD TO ENTER INTO A COMMER- 

CIAL RECIPROCITY TREATY WITH THE DOMINION OF CANADA. 

The Government of the United States has always acted upon the 
theory that the agricultural interests of this country are at least equal 
in importance to those of every other industry; consequently the 

roducts of the soil have been “as zealously protected against undue 


oreign 5 as those of the factory,” the shop, the quarry, 
and the mill. 
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The following is the tariff of duties now levied by our Government 
upon importations of agricultural products: 
Animals, 20 per cent.; bacon, 2 cents per pound; barley, 15 cents per bushel; 
beans, 10 per cent.; beef, 1 cent per pound; butter, 4 cents per pound; cheese, 4 
green, 
; h 5 cents pound ; 2 cents per nd; linseed, 20 cents 
per 3 20 ok pol or milk, 10 3 4 cent pe 
, Oats, 20 per cent.; pease, rgb oaia pa aneha pease, for seed, 20 per cent.; por! 
; 


$ k, 

I cent per pound; potatoes, 15 cents per bushel; poultry, 10 per cent.; rice, cleaned, 

A cents per pound; rice, uncleaned, 2 cents per me gd 15 cents per bushel ; 
flour, 10 per cent.; sausages, 35 per cent.; ow, 1 cent per pound; toma’ 
tables, not otherwise provi 


10 per cent.; tow, of penp peg pa 0 per ton; ve; 
for, 10 per cent.; wheat, 20 cents per bushel; wool, 25 to 50 per cent.; yarns, 20 to 
40 per cent. 

Under these duties foreign importations are regulated, our farmers 
are protected, and agricultural products are largely increased each 
year in this country. 

One of the most prominent reasons why we cannot afford to adopt 
this so-called reciprocity policy in our commercial relations with 
Canada is because agriculture is the chief industry of that country, 
and consequently she always has an excess of nearly every farm prod- 
uct, such as pork, beef, butter, cheese, wool, wheat, corn, rye, barley, 
oats, pease, and luinber, of which we not only raise sufficient for our 
own consumption, except perhaps lumber, but have a large surplus 
for the foreign market. 

The effect of reciprocity, such as we are threatened with, would 
be to throw all this excess of Canadian products upon our markets 
free, the result of which would be to reduce the price of our labor 
and impose additional burdens upon our own people for the benefit 
of foreigners. It would be in effect to release the people of Canada 
from the payment of twenty millions of revenue annually on their 

roductions and manufactures and tax our own popie that amount 

make it up; and at a time when we have not that amountof reve- 

nue to spare, and when our people are in no mood or condition to be 
afflicted with direct taxation. 

Adopt this policy of free trade and thirty million bushels of wheat 
will flow into the United States annually from Canada, which is now 
furnished by western farmers,.and the money for which is now re- 
tained at home. 

Four-sevenths of the articles which Canada exports to the United 
States are those of a perishable or bulky nature which could not be 
sent to a distant market, but are consumed here at home, while we 
export to Canada staple articles, for which there is always a foreign 
demand or a foreign market, of which Canada, under such a treaty, 
would get the advantage. : 

On account of the nearness of Canada to New York, Boston, and 
Albany, the farmers of the West and South would be practically 
driven out of those markets by Canadian producers as to all products 
of which they had a surplus. 

The fact is, the geographical position of Canada and the lines of 
transportation are such that her people can reach the markets of 
our Eastern and Middle States with many of the productions which 
would be likely to be covered by such a treaty quicker and cheaper 
than can be done by our own producers. 

Again, the people of Canada produce more wool in proportion to 
their population than we do, and more than they can consume. They, 
therefore, require a foreign market for the surplus, while we must 
manufacture all we raise, or forever abandon sheep husbandry. 

On a careful examination of this subject I find that the people of 
Canada have a surplus of nearly all farm products, and so do we. 
How, then, could Canada under a reciprocity treaty furnish our farm- 
ers a market for their surplus prano when her people have a sur- 
plus of the same articles, which they are anxious to dispose of. 

Many of our agricultural products are admitted into Canada free 
now under their tariff laws, and can with safety always be so long 
as they themselves raise more than they consume and have a surplus 
to sell, and which they can afford to sell cheaper than we can. 

Under such a reciprocity treaty, therefore, our exports to Canada 
would be limited mainly to manufactures, in which field we should 
meet the cheap labor, cheap raw materials, and exemption from tax- 
ation of the producers of Great Britain and Canada combined. 

If we could manufacture cheaper than they could we might win, 
but if we could not we should surely lose. 

It will hardly be contended either that this so-called Canadian 
reciprocity would be beneficial to the people of the South, as most of 
the staple products of those States which would be likely to be admit- 
ted into Canada free under such a treaty are, under the Canadian 
tariff laws, admitted free now, aud from the nature of the products 
are not likely to be changed. 

And as to manufactures the same reasons may be urged, that 
“they would be chiefly of the same class with those now springing 
up all through the Southern States, and would therefore seriously in- 
terfere with new and profitable branches of industry of the highest 
merit, which ought not to encounter, and could not safely, any such 
samira, ers or opposition. 

We already shown that the North, the East, and the West have 
nothing to gain by reciprocity, and now it ap that the South 


cannot be benefited by it while Canada admits free of duty hemp, 
cotton, tobacco unmannfactured, rosin, tar, and turpentine, which 
compose nearly every article, except sugar, which the people of that 
section have to export. 

The truth is the time has not yet come when we can compete in 


many kinds of manufactures with cheap money, cheap labor, and a 
people comparatively free from taxation. 

Senator MORRILL put this matter in its true light when he said: 

We cannot at present afford to produce ho: cattle, and sheep, wheat, pease, 
oats, butter, and potatoes at the bottom tices of Canadian — —.— we at 
present venture to accept of the unrestricted competition to which we are invited; 
even in the manufactures of iron, wood, wool, cotton, and leather, with neighbors. 
where all the labor and most of the raw materials are to be had at far less cost 
than in the United States, and with neighbors, too, as exempt from taxation as 
they are from many of the costly improvements and institutions demanded by the 
people of a large republic and by an enterprising and enlightened age. 

Our markets are sustained by forty-two millions of people, beyond all question 
the eer consumers per capita in the world, and the Canadian markets are sus- 
tained by less than four s of people, loosely strung across a broad continent 
in an élongated and disjointed belt scarcely more than Afty miles wide, and like 
our own frontiersmen of early times having limited wants and no luxurious habits. 
Their markets are few and relatively inferior, offering no advantages to us, while 
our markets are so many, extensive, and accessible, they may be always reck- 
oned for nearly all commodities at least 25 per cent. better than those across the 
border, According to the report of J. N. Larned in 1871, made in compliance with 
a 8 of 8 the difference 1 man fi deyi 1 e eee details. 
as e prices of provisions, groceri: . results: 

Mean fore of prices in Ontario to peices fa N oe York, 1 to 158” 

Mean ratio of prices in New Branswick to prices in ne, 1 to 1.42. 

Mean ratio of prices in the city of Quebec to prices in New York, 1 to 1.43. 

The same authority gives the results as to wages of mechanics and 
farm-laborers, as follows: 

Mean ratio of wages in Ontario to wages in New York, 1 to 1.65. 

Mean ratio of wages in New Brunswick to wages in Maine, 1 to 1.78. 

Mean ratio of wages in the city of Quebec to wages in New York, 1 to 2.38. 

It is claimed by the friends of reciprocity that we need the Cana- 
dian routes of transportation to get our products and manufactures 
to market, and that therefore we should be willing to make some 
sacrifice in order to obtain them. 

Why, sir, we are not dependent upon Canada or any other power 
on earth for transportation routes. We have ample facilities within 
our own borders to enable us to reach tide-water; and, besides, reci- 
procity or no reciprocity, Canada would be glad to have us build a 
canal twenty-nine and one-half miles long from Cau de to 
Saint Johns, which would give us a complete water line from Chicago 
to the Atlantic. 

The truth is, sir, Canada needs our railroads and lakes more than 
we do her railroads and canals, because this is the only way she has 
to the ocean on the East; e iy this is a matter which will 
regulate itself without any sacrifice on oue pari to brin g it about. 
Sir, I would be glad to have the House take notice of another fact 
in connection with this matter, and that is that the people of this 
country are not urging this measure upon Congress, 

It is not the laborer, the producer, or the manufacturer who comes 
here and makes this unjust and unreasonable request. No, sir, but 
it is the emissaries of Great Britain and Canada, the merchants and 
importers of New York, Boston, and New Orleans, and other 
seaports, po eg! with the owners and managers of great lines of 
transportation who expect to be benefited by it, and are seeking by 
this means to promote their own interests and add to their already 
8 51 fortunes at the expense and ruin of the men who are now, 

the honest simplicity of their hearts, earning “ their bread by the 
sweat of their brows” and, in the interest of national prosperity, of 
humanity, and civilization, developing the resources and enlarging 
and increasing the productive power and capacity of our country. 

Let us next inquire 

WHY THE CANADIANS WANT RECIPROCITY. 

It will hardly be necessary for me to take up the time of the House 
in giving the reasons why the le of Canada desire this so-called 
commercial reciprocity with the United States, because they must be 
quite evident from what I have already said, and may also be found 
in the utterances of their leading statesmen and the public press of 
the Dominion. 

The editor of the Ontario Reformer, in a late issue of that paper, 
says: 

Canada, so situated (with reciprocity) that she will have all the advantages of 
being a State in the American Union, and all the advantages of British connection, 
without any of the disadvantages of either country, will be in a most happy pont: 
tion. Enjoying free access to the two best markets in the world, without any of thei 
burdens to bear, will mako Canada about the best country to emigrate to on the 
face of the earth. 

Hon. Malcom Cameron, in the Toronto Globe, thus grows jubilant 
over the prospect of another reciprocity; he says: 

‘The best and greatest commercial blessing that heaven could send. It means 
$5 on a cow, $25 on a horse, $2 on a hog, twenty-five cents on a turkey, twelve cents 
on a chicken, $2 on a ton of hay, fifteen cents on barley, and twenty-five cents on 
wheat, It means the opening of the largest and best ship-bwilding business that Oan- 
ada ever saw, and the resurrection of old Quebec. It means building schooners 
and barges at every port on Lakes Erie and Ontario, and good wages for ships and 
sailors; the highest price for everything the (Dominion) er sells, and the low- 
est price for all of the goods he buys. 

The prime minister of the Dominion, Hon. A. McKenzie, said in a 
late speech upon this subject: 

I am more convinced now than ever that in the port of Quebec must eventually 
center the whole commerce of the country. Not merely has Quebec the convenient 
situation and the vast area necessary for the accommodation of all our own trans- 
port, but also for that of the long tier on the Northern United States, which stretch 
along our border. We are now makin t efforts to extend the comme! 
advantages we possess by the renewal of the reciprocity treaty with our neighbor. 
While it is of course impossible that all can gain every advantage they each re 
in the matter, I am perfectly satisfied that Quebec will reap enormous advantages 
over all other places under the measure, which will no doubt greatly ex- 
tend our trade relations on both sides of the line. 
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But this, sir, I apprehend is sufficient on this point, and I will pass 
on to consider 
THE POLICY OF GRANTING SPECIAL FAVORS, AND WHETHER SUCH AN ARRANGEMENT 

AS IS PROPOSED WOULD IN ANY MANNER CONFLICT WITH OUR COMMERCIAL OBLI- 

GATIONS TO OTHER NATIONS. 

The policy of granting special commercial favors to one nation 
whiclr we do not to another, if constitutional, is one of very doubtful 
expediency, and should not be adopted or resorted to except under 

uliar circumstances and when it can be done without exciting the 
jealousy or anger of other nations. 

It has, therefore, always been, as it always should be, the almost 
universal rule and policy among civilized nations to grant “equal 
favors to all nations with whom tbey have commerial intercourse.” 
Any other policy would lead to jealousy and troublesome and dan- 
gerous complications, 

The divine command, which has been defined to be “ a constant and 

tual disposition to render to every man his due,” is no more 
imperative and binding than the great law of soif prober Tation; which 
applies in all its force to nations as well as to individuals, 
Gur Government has been preserved and our progress secured by 
a strict and rigid adherence to this golden rule. ; 

Our policy has been to deal honestly and fairly with all nations ; 
treat them all alike, and demand of them the same rights and privi- 
leges which we have been willing to concede on our part. In this way 
we have been able to promote our own advancement and Prosperity, 
and avoid all troublesome and embarrassing complications and “en- 
tangling alliances” with other nations. 

With the blazing 725 — of our past history and the grand experi- 
ence of a century to illaminate our path, it is to me beyond compre- 
hension that sensible, patriotic men can be induced to forsake the 
beaten path of peace and safety, which we have followed for a cen- 

, for a road which must inevitably lead to war, humiliation, and 
national dishonor. 

A wise statesman has said that— 

Secret treaties or partial treaties find little favor, and whatever is ted to 
one party is practically open at once to all others g to acceptof like terms. 
If England — 7787 51 a treaty with China it is at once duplicated with the United 
States. Ifthe United States make a treaty with Japan, equal favors are promptly 
obtained by England and other nations. It is even reckoned, if not discreditable, 


somewhat eath the dignity of independent nations to grasp at any exclusive 
5 5 5 by means of trea’ and a sure mark of imbecility for any nation to 
em. 


grant ti 

Such favors as promote national interests, enlightened by the liberal policy of 

the age, aremade by general statute laws,not upon the application of suppliants, and 
are applied unive: 21 ; but such favors as cannot be open to so wide an applica- 
tion are entirely wi eld from narrower or more exclusive field of o; 
Once these favors, secret and precious, were the bribes of offensive and defensive 
alliances, but pape alliances have proved odi if not unprofitable, to all man- 
kind. Once they were terms extended or withheld by victors to or from the van- 
quished. But now it must be either a nation conscious of its weakness and desir- 
ous of leaning upon a stronger and more opulent power for support, or one sadly 
lacking spirit to stand toward all the worldin the attitude of erect and broad inde- 
pendence, which can stoop even to those be rw arrangements called reci- 
procity treaties, ——.— they are in point of fact only procal in words, and 
never reciprocal in effects. 

The language of Washington in his Farewell Address is to the same 
effect, and will bear repeating. Hear it: 

Harmony and a liberal intercourse with all nations are recommended by policy. 
humanity, and interest. But even our commercial policy should hold an equal and 
im hand; neither seeking nor granting exclusivo favors or preferences; 
consulting the natural course of ; diffusing and eee Ld gentle means 
the stream of commerce, but forcing. nothing; establishing with powers so dis- 
posed (in order to give trade a stable course, to define the rights of our merchants, 
to enable the Government to support them) conventional es of intercourse the 
best that present circumstances and natural opinion will permit, but tem: 


rary 
and liable to be from time to time abandoned or varied as 8 


ence and circum- 


not having given more. 
or calculate upon — from 


ought to 

The inquiry as to whether such a treaty would conflict with our 
commercial obligations with other nations is one of great and com- 
manding importance in this discussion, because if the conclusion of 
such a compact with the Dominion of Canada would conflict with our 
present CON ements with other nations we ought not to and must not 
enter into it, however advantageous it may to us and however 
much it may be desired by a portion of our people. 

This, therefore, is a branch of the subject which invites thought 
and discussion, and which invokes the most serious and candid con- 
sideration in its investigation and settlement. 

It will only be necessary, sir, to refer to some few of our existing 
treaties with leading foreign nations to satisfy the most incredulous 
that a compact of commercial reciprocity such as was concluded with 
the Hawaiian Islands, and such as it is now proposed to negotiate 
with the Dominion of Canada, would compel us by force of the terms 
of our treaties to extend the same privileges to other nations which 
we t to Canada and the Sandwich Islands. 

The stipulation in our treaties to which I refer is known amon 
diplomatists as the “favored nation clause,” by the terms of whic 
the Government of the United States and the nations with whom it 
has entered into these treaties have bound themselves that— 

TE GIAE cap: Llvcamentong ier on, bach hrs other nation any particular favor in 

mediately 


navigation or commerce, it shall become common to the other party 
freely, when it is freely granted to such other nation, or on yielding the compen- 
sation. when the grant is conditional. 


This stipulation has been incorporated into nearly all of our treaties 
now in force, and the solemn obligation it imposes to deal fairly and 
impartially with all nations, and to grant the same favors to all that 
we do to any one, rests upon us to-day and a strict observance of it. 
will hereafter be demanded of us by France, Austria, Prussia, Russia, 


Portugal, Brazil, Denmark, Peru, Italy, Belgium, China, Bolivia, 
Chili noyer, Sardinia, Colombia, Central America, Algiers, Ecua-. 
dor, Guatemala, Morocco, the Swiss Confederation, Honduras, New 


Granada, the Hanseatic Republics, Hayti, Venezuela, the Argentine 
Republic, Costa Rica, Liberia, and the Two Sicilies. 

ow, sir, what is to be the effect of such a treaty as gentlemen are 
now trying to force upon us, upon our commercial relations with these 
countries, from whom we are now receiving annually millions of 
revenue? A 

It seems to me, sir, that there can be bnt one answer to this ques- 
tion, and that is, that we shall be bound to admit into our ports free 
of duty every article from those countries, under the “ favored nation 
clause,” which we admit from Hawaii and Canada under these so- 
called reciprostiy treaties with them, and that the articles embraced 
in the free lists of those two powers will, when fully completed, cover 
a very large and important portion of our commerce with the nations 
Ihave named. 

With this fact conceded or proved, it requires no argument to 
demonstrate the dangerous and ruinous consequences of the policy 
now sought to be inaugurated, Dy which this House is to be stripped 
of its constitutional function of laying duties, the Government de- 
prived of a large share of its revenue, and our people subjected to all 
the annoyances and troubles arising from the angry feelings of 
Menea and jealous nations. 

was truthfully and eloquently said by the distinguished gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] in the discussion upon the Hawaiian 
treaty : 

We are now asked to sanction a which takes money out of an almost 

pt Treasury to feed with bounty aliens across the sea. And how are we to 
make up the difference? Either by increasing the burdens of our own people, or 
by continuing the burdens which we desire to lift from their shoulders. 

A large portion of the money required to carry on our Government 
has always been realized from duties laid upon foreign imports, but 
once adopt this proposed system of so-called reciprocity and two- 
thirds of the revenue arising from that source would be at once cut 
off without any corresponding advantages to us, and we should be 
obliged to raise the money by direct taxation upon the people. 

If we are prepared to commit the Government to such a scheme, 
let us vote for this measure; but if we desire to stand by the old land- 
marks and avoid all the dangers to which such a system would sub- 
ject us, let us not be flattered and deceived by the wiles of British 
agents, the honeyed words of French emissaries, nor the intended 
threats embodied in the late Canadian tariff, but let us join hands 
and crush this evil in the bud, protect and save the toiling millions 
of our country, and deserve the thanks and blessings of posterity. 

What I have said respecting the pro reciprocity treaty with 
the Dominion of Canada will apply with even ter force to the 
proposed reciprocal commercial arrangements with France. For some 
time past agents of the French government, aided by certain import- 
ing interests in this country, have been earnestly at work to secure 
the abrogation of American duties on articles manufactured in that 
country. 

This effort on the part of France to establish free trade with the 
United States is so clearly and fully explained, and the selfish reasons 
for it so strongly stated by Gurth, in a recent letter to the Irish World, 
that I beg leave to quote what he says upon that subject as expres- 
a of my own views and as a conclusive answer to the proposed 
scheme : 

The transition from the import to the rt trade has alarmed French capi- 
talists. Two years ago the French senate adopted a resolution providing for t 
appointment of a commission to investigate “the causes to which may be attrib- 
uted the sufferings of commerce and industry, and to suggest remedies.” The gen- 
eral tenor of the evidence submitted showed that alarm was felt at the rapidly in- 
creasing industries of the United States, which were entering into competition 
with their own manufacturers. To avert it, or in a measure modify it, a deter- 
mined effort is being mude to rep: agers treaty on a free-trade basis, whereby 
French manufacturers may more y compete with our home industries. 

From 1873 to 1878 there has been an enormous decrease in importations from 
France. During those five years the imports of manufactures of iron and steel 
decreased from $59,000,000 to $9,000,000. The decrease in importations of mann- 
factures of silk during the same period was over 810,000,000; of wool, $26,000,000 ; 
of cotton, over $16,000,000; manufactures of tin, glass, leather, and wood, over 
$20,000,000; sugar and molasses, nearly $13,000,000 ; raw wool, $12,000,000; and so 
I might enumerate a variety of other articles. It is therefore easy to see why 
French manufacturers desire a general reduction in our tariff. It is also easy to 
see why our mige merchants engaged in the carrying trade should also desire it, 
and why they should keep men in Congress to protect their interests. 

Delegates sent out by English manufacturers to visit manufacturing districts in 
France reportas a reason why French workmen can work for less than the English 
eee the 3 by the En * 1 of bacon and N 

10 „ Spirits, wines, ant as increased largely rv 
1560. AOA they 8 change as follows; Baoan and ham, from 
1.27 pennas in 1860 to 8.26 pounds in 1875; eggs, from 5.83 to 22.62; tea, from 2.67 
to 4. 44. The moral to be drawn from this is that the manufacturer begrudges an in- 
creased habit of consuming good food because it prevented competition with 
France—the French trade being of more importance workingmen’s stomachs! 

Wages in France are excecdin gly low. The recent consular report says: In 
Bordeaux agricultural laborers are paid from forty-five to sixty cents per diem, 


with . In other districts labor ranges from sixty to ninety cents, and,” it 


out board 
is added, “skilled labor commands but little, if any, higher than unskilled labor 
does. Another consul writes: The nearest s tical information that I can 
arrive at gives the av daily wanes in France at forty-five cents, and the amount 
of the annual revenue of the ‘pi French family, com of father, mother, 
and five children, one of which is old enough to work, at 5180.“ 
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The hours of labor in France are twelve hours P San te fua Atty to atte: 
-five 
British manufacturers are 8 py to fifty-six bans 


— panse erz! social standing, and consequently his wages, which necessarily rise 
wants. 

To the condition of the French workman some of our law-makers would bring us 
in their anxiety to increase the profits of those en; in foreign commerce. To 
build up our commercial marine is the great deratum before which all other 
considerations sink into insignificance. Low wages, squalid living, comfortless 
homes, scattered families, wives and minor children doomed to profitless labor, 
as well as no markets at home for our farmers, is not a pleasing picture to look on, 
but this is the feast to which we are invited. 


CONCLUSION. 


In conclusion, then, Mr. Chairman, I desire, in the name of the peo- 
ple of my own State, who are almost exclusively engaged in cult- 
ure and manufactures, and in the name of the laboring, producing, 
and manufacturing millions of our whole country, to enter my ear- 
nest protest against the adoption of this policy, and entreat the House 
to stitle this insidious evil in its inception. The facts and figures I 
have presented prove to the satisfaction of every unbiased mind that 
this unjust and pernicious doctrine ought not to become the settled 
policy of this Government. 

The enemies of peace and sound commercial policy, during the 
Forty-fourth Congress, under the gune of a great national necessity 
intensified by a few brilliant flashes of sentimental patriotism and 
the strong persuasion of afew interested sugar-planters, broke through 
the strong bulwark of a successful experience and the settled course 
of action of our Government for nearly a century, and gained an im- 
portant victory for their favorite doctrine. Amid the dust and smoke 
raised by the cry of annexation, manifest destiny, and a promised 
millennium, the champions of the Hawaiian treaty blinded and de- 
ceived the unwary and unsuspecting, and succeeded in planting the 
pernicious seeds of free trade in soil supposed to be congenial, and at 
a time and place, as they then hoped, propitious for a bountiful har- 
vest. 

No sooner is this compact secured in the West than an attempt is 
made to extend the same policy in another direction, so that articles 
which cannot be conveniently shipped by Great Britain free of du 
to this country by way of the Sandwich Islands can come in throug 
the Province of Canada on the same generous terms. I appeal to 
you, Mr. Chairman, and to this House to say if it is not time, when 
these woes follow so fast “ that one doth step upon the other's heels,” 
for the friends of protection and American industry to muster their 
forces and make one grand effort to stay this tide which threatens 
our laborers, producers, and manufacturers with destruction and our 
whole country with bankruptcy and ruin. 

I have thus endeavored, Mr. Chairman, briefly and clearly as I could 
to bring to the attention of the House and the country some of the 
reasons which have controlled my own judgment in coming to the 
conclusion I have, and that is, not only to vote against such a scheme, 
but, in the present condition of our country, to oppose what is pop- 
ularly known as commercial reciprocity and free trade in all forms 
and under all circumstances, And having,as I honestly believe, per- 
formed my duty to my constituents and my country, I now, in perfect 
confidence of a sure victory over what I conceive to be a serious error 
and grievous wrong, leave the decision of the question to the 
sense, the honest judgment, and the sound discretion of the members 
of this House. 

NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. MYERS. Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand a copy of to-day’s 
New York Tribune, from which I desire to extract the following par- 
agraph : 

When Con; an Chittenden draws his pay, with its 10 per cent. of silver, he 
leaves it in the Treasury as a do t. AW. letter says that he has sev- 
era] hundred dollars there, and that he intends to let it accumulate until the pile 
is as big as a wheelbarrow load, when he declares that he will wheel it into the 
House of Representatives to show what a nuisance silver money is, 

Now, I suggest that the gentleman from New York [Mr. CHITTEN- 
DEN] should introduce that yoke of oxen to which he referred, if 
it has not gone to the butcher’s shambles, to pull that load in here, 
together with the elephant and the mule of which to-day he gave us 
such a vivid description. [Laughter]. 

But, sir, after witnessing the highly dramatic scene upon this floor 
this morning of the irrepressible conflict between the two distin- 
guished gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber, I desire to call 
the attention of the House and of the country to the subject of na- 
tional banks. I re it as one of grave importance, one deeply af- 
fecting the integrity of the Government and the rights of every citi- 
zen, however humble he may be. 

Before proceeding with my remarks I ask the Clerk to read a bill 
which I had the honor to present early in the session for the consid- 
eration of this House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Myers, by unanimous consent, introduced the following bill: 


A bill to retire national-bank a and to substitute therefor United States 
ry notes. 


hatever; but shall assort them, and whenever the notes of 9 one bank 
tary of 


the Treasury to immediately n. the officers of such bank and require them to 
come forward and lift the bonds of the United States F 
of said notes, to an amount equal to the said 56 notes so held. Which 
notes, so redeemed, shall be immediately canceled and destroyed by the Secretary, 
in accordance with the of existing laws. 
Src. 2. It shall be the duty of the 5 the T , whenever the notes 
of any national bank to the amount of $1,000 or more be canceled and de- 
stroyed under the 
use an amount of e under the form provided in the law of 1862 and 
subsequent acts authoriz) 


wise previously provided or forbidden by law. 
‘Sec. 3. It shall be the duty of the tary of the Treasury, whenever the 
amount ury notes issued, as provided for in the foregoing section, shall 


of the interest- bonds of the United 


provided by existing laws. 
Sec. 4. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby prohibited, from and after the 


passage of this act, from receiving on deposit any bonds of the United States as a 
pledge or security for any further issue of national-bank notes to circulate as cur- 
rency or money. 

SEG. 5. All laws or parts of laws not consistent with this act, or in conflict with 
it, are hereby repeal 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. Chairman, if the sentiment of the American 
ple is united in favor of any one proposition more than another, it is 
that of opposition to monopolies and chartered corporations, upon 
which exclusive privileges are conferred, enabling them, under the 
immunities afforded them, to defy public sentiment and to perpetrate 
and ag eee outrages upon the people from which there is no es- 
cape. That these monopolies have sprang up within the last sixteen 
years, hydra-headed, all overthe land, and have been fostered by acts 
of Congress, which have been lavished upon them on all occasions with 
the most liberal but inconsiderate hand, must be patent to all. But if 
any there be so obtuse of vision as to fail to see it, they have but to 
turn their ears in the direction of the public voice to discern the wide- 
mouthed curses and deep damnations uttered by indignant freemen. 

Among these favored and petted corporations, perhaps none in the 
history of American politics have ever received such favors, privi- 
leges, and powers as the national banks; and while it ought not to be 
a matter of surprise that the disgusted and indignant people now call 
for their demolition, by the repeal of their charters, the wonder 
should rather be that they have so long borne with patient endurance 
an iniquity so grievous; but a high rogari for law is so ingrafted on 
the minds of our people that, rather than violate vested rights, they 
have with unexampled fortitude borne the most onerous 3 unright- 
eous burdens. That the national banks, having their birth in an hour 
of trying emergencies, when every power of the National Government 
was exercised to its fullest extent to save the life of the nation, should 
have received at the hands of the Government extraordinary powers 
and privil ought not to be a matter of surprise. It was not a 
time for coo! deliberation and careful analysis of measures and laws; 
for the highest of all laws, that of self-preservation, was pressin 
upon the constant attention of those at the helm of state; nor do 
mean now to assail the wisdom and, abeve all, the patriotism of those 
who aided in fastening upon us this pernicious system of banking. 
It had its origin in the necessities of state; but its mission having 
been fulfilled, its race should now be ended. 

And now, in a time of profound peace, when prosperity and plent; 
prevail throughout the land, we should addressourselves to the wor 
of curing the evils inflicted upon us by the dire necessities of war, 
and to amend or repeal such laws as were enacted under the pressure 
of the circumstances I have named. I do not propose to invade or 
violate the rights teed to these banks by their charters; and, 
in the bill now before us, I have been careful, I think, to keep within 
the law, and have confined myself to the single effort to have their 
circulation exchan for that of Treasury notes. This, I believe, 
we have a right to do; nor can it be claimed as an act of hostility or 
one not justified by their charters. 

The whole object and intent of this billis to restore to the National 
Government the exclusive right to coin, make, or ordain its own 
money—a right which the people alone hold in their capacity as sov- 
ereigns, and which they may at any time exercise through their rep- 
resentatives in Congress. This right, which is inherent in the people 
as sovereigns, not having been conferred by them upon any other 
body, as found in the Constitution of the United States, is retained 
by the people, and may be exercised by them at any time to make, 
ordain, or establish money of such material, substance, or quality as 
they in their wisdom may choose. Thatevery government possesses 
powers of sovereignty pos none will deny. 

In England it is vested in a king or queen; in Germany and Rns- 
sia, an emperor. In the two former the sovereign power is partially 
divided with 3 bodies called parliaments. But in the 
United States all sovereign power not expressly conferred by the Con- 
stitution on the Federal Government is vested in the people; and its 
exercise, when not prohibited by that instrument, cannot be tram- 
meled or prevented by fictions of Jaw or technical theories of abstruse 
statesmanship, nor silenced by the clamor of political tyros, who for 
selfish or partisan pu s seek to defeat the sovereign will of the 
people under the specious cry of “unconstitutional.” But the peo- 
ple’s representatives, acting not under the authority of the Constitu- 
tion (for I believe that instrument confers no such power) but in the 
name of their sovereignty, have delegated this power of making money 
to the national banks on certain conditions contained in their charters. 
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And it is very certain that if Congress had not itself the power of mak- 
ing money, it could not confer such a power on the national banks. 
But this unlimited power always in the hands of the people—and, I 
trust in God, always to remain there—may, it is said, be abused b 
leading to such inflation of the circulating medium as to destroy ail 
proportion between intrinsic and fictitious values. To all such carp- 
ers and fault-finders I have to say that I believe that in ten, twenty, 
or fifty 8 from now there will be Representatives occupying these 
seats who will be as careful to guard the honor and credit of the Gov- 
ernment and as watchfal of the interests of their constituents and of 
the people as we are. I am not of those who believe that all the wis- 
dom, patriotism, and honesty left in this world is now confined within 
the narrow walls of this Capitol, nor can I believe that when the little 
handful of us assembled here shall have ceased to exist all these great 
human attributes will have fled the world. 

Let us act well and faithfully our part and fulfill as best we may 
the duties of the present hour, leaving to those who follow us to 
meet the demands of the unknown future, never doubting that their 
duties will be performed with vigilance, wisdom, geal poten equal 
if not superior to our own. That any Congress will ever assemble 
here so ignorant, besotted, or corrupt as to run riot with the credit 
and honor of the country, and forget so far their high calling as to 
pursue a course of such madness in the excessive inflation of the 
money issue of the country as to endanger alike the credit of the 
n and prove the utter destruction of healthy business, in- 
volving in one common ruin their families, rit ata and friends, I 
can never believe; but if I am mistaken it will only prove that self- 

vernment is a myth and the destruction of republican institutions 
is at hand. But, sir, I look to the future with the brightest hopes 
and most cheerful confidence; and if we now fully discharge our own 
duties with fidelity and some degree of wisdom we may anticipate, 
in the happiness conferred on our constituents and people, a rich re- 
ward for our labors, leaving the future to take care of itself, as we 
have taken care of ourselves. 

But this 9 power of e e should be at all times re- 
tained in the hands of their immediate representatives, and never 
under any circumstances donated or delegated to any bank, corpora- 
tion, or individual, but should be kept under the control of the peo- 

le, so that if abuses ore in or errors be committed the remedy may 
readily applied ; and I cannot conceive the possibility of either, 
with the remedy in our hands. If the people cannot trust themselves 
they surely gain nothing by trusting to a favored few the exercise of 
a power so potent for or evil; and, above all,experience has 
shown that incorporated banks have been the most mischievous and 
dangerous instruments, both in our political and business relations, 
which have gained a footing in our system of government. 

Mr. Jefferson, in a letter to John W. Epps, of June 24, 1813, says: 

And so the nation may continue to issue its bills as far as its wants require and 
the limits of its on will admit. Those limits are understood to extend 
with us at present to $200,000,000. But this, the only resource which the Govern- 
ment could command with 8 the States have unfortunately fooled away, 
nay, completely alienated to ers and under the cover of private 
banks, say too, as an additional evil, that the disposal funds of individuals to this 
great amount have thus been withdrawn from improvement and useful enterprise, 
and employed in the useless, usurious, and demoralizing practices of bank airect- 
ors and their accomplices, 


In a letter of December 7, of the same year, he says: 


Bank paper must be suppressed and the circulating medium restored to the 
nation to whom it belongs. It is the only fund upon which they can rely for 
favors; itis the only source which can never fail them, and it is an abundant one for 
prar necessary p . Treasury notes bottomed on taxes, g or not bear- 
ing interest, as ma‘ found necessary, thrown into circulation will take the place 
of so much gold and silver, which last, when crowded, will find an efflux into other 
countries and thus keep the quantum of medium at its salutary level. Let banks 
continue if they please, but let them discount for cash alone or for Treasury notes, 


Mr. Madison, in his message to Congress, December 15, 1815, says: 


It is, however, essential to modification of the finances that the bene- 
fits of a uniform national currency should be restored to the community. The ab- 
sence of the precious metals will, it is believed, be a temporary evil, but until they 
can be rendered the general medium of exchange it devolves on the wisdom 
of Congress to provide a substitute which shall equally enjoy the confidence and 
accommodate the wants of the citizens throughout the Union. If the operations 
of the State banks cannot produce this result the probable co- 
tional bank will merit consideration, and if neither of these e: 
effectual, it may be necessary to ascertain the terms u which the notes of the 
Government shall be issued, upon motives of general policy as a common medium. 


In his message of December, 1817, he says: 


But for the interests of the community at large as well as for the purposes of 
the Treasury, it is essential that the nation should possess a currency of equal 
value, credit, and use wherever it may circulate. The Constitution has intrusted 
8 d exclusively with the power of creating and regulating a currency of that 

escription. 


President Jackson, in his veto message, July 10, 1832, says: 


If they (Congress) have other power to regulate the currency it was careful to 
be exercised by themselves and not to be transferred to a corporation. 


Again he says, in 1833: 


In this point of the case the question is distinctly presented whether the people of 
the United States are to govern through representatives chosen by their unbiased 
suffrage, or whether the erf and money of a great corporation are to be secretly 
exe to influence their ju ent and control their decisions. Itmust now be 
determined whether the bank is to have its candidates for all offices in the coun 
from the highest to the lowest, or whether candidates on both sides of polit 
questions s! be brought forward as heretofore and supported by the usual 
means. 


ration of a na- 
ents be deemed 


Mr. Calhoun, in a speech delivered in the United States Senate in 
1837, said: 
It is, then, my impression that in the present condition of the world a paper 


currency in some form is t indispensable in financial and 
tions of civilized and extensive communities. In many respects it has a vast su- 
poy over a metallic currency, y e and extended transactions, 
5 — greater cheapness, lightness, and the 1 y of determining the amount. 
o one can doubt that the Government credit is than that of any bank; 
more reliable, more safe. Why should it mix up with the less perfect credit of 
those institutions? Why not use its own credit to the amount of its own transac- 
tions? Why should it not be safe in its own hands, while it shall be considered 
safe in the hands of eight hundred private institutions scattered all over the coun- 
try, and which have no other object but their own private profit, to increase which 
they extend their business to the most dangerous extremes? And why should the 
ge be compelled to give 6 per cent. discount for the Government 2 
blended with that of the bank, when the superior credit of the Government coul 
hed tel without discount, to the mutual advan: of the Govern- 
mentand the community? But whatever may be the amount can be circu- 
lated, I hold it clear that to that amount it d be as stable in value as 
silver itself, provided the Government be bound to receive it exclusively with those 
metals in all its dues, and that it be left perfectly optional with those who have 
on the Government to receive it or not. o are told the form I suggest is 
but a repetition of the “ old Continental money,” a ghost that is ever conjured “id 
by all who wish to give the banks an exclusive Lone ane Hee Government credit. 
e assertion is not true. There is not the least analogy between them. The one 
is a promise to Py. when there was no revenue, and the other a promise to receive 
in the dues of Government when there is abundant revenue. Weare told that 
there is no instance of Government paper that did not depreciate. In reply, I af- 
firm that there is none assuming that form I propose that will depreciate, When- 
ever a — ag receivable in dues of Government had anything like a fair trial ithas 
8 Bank paper is cheap to those who make it, but dear, very dear to those 
who use it, fully as much as gol and silver. It is the little cost of its manufacture 
and the dear rates at which it is furnished to the community which gives the great 
fit to those who have a monopoly of the article. Some idea may be formed of 
e extent of the profit, by the splendid ces which we see under the name of 
banking houses, and the vast fortunes which have been accum rane] 
of business; all of which must ultimately be derived from the productive Ts 
of the community, and of course adds so much to the cost of production. Dn the 
other hand, the credit of the Government while it would grea M facilitate its finan- 
cial 838 would cost nothing or next to nothing, both to it and to the people, 
and of course would add nothing to the cost of production, which would give to 
every branch of industry, agriculture, commerce, and manufactures, as far as cir- 
cultaion — — extend, great avantage both at homeand abroad. 
Sir, I undertake to affirm tively and without the least fear that I be 
answered—what heretofore 


commercial opera- 


ernment, that would be as steady and uniform as the metals themselves. 

I shall not go into the discussion now, but on a suitable occasion I shall be able 
to make good every word I have uttered. I will be able to do more—to prove that 
it is within the . of Congress to use such a paper in the man- 
agement of its finances, a g to the most rigid rule of construing the Consti- 
tution, and that those at least who think that Con can authorize the notes of 

vate corporations to be received in the public dues are estopped from denying 
ts right to receive its own paper. 

Mr. Benton, in a speech in the Senate in 1838, said: 

The Government onght not to delegate this power if it could. Itis too ta 
power to be trusted to any Daking Drapes ang whatever or to any authority but 
the highest and most responsible which was known to our form of government. 

The Government itself ceases to be independent; it ceases to be safe when the 
national currency is at the will of a company. The Government can undertake 
no great enterp neither of war nor peace, without the consent or co. 
of that company. It cannot count its revenue for six months ahead without 
referring to the action of that company—its friendship or its enmity, its con- 
currence or opposition—to see how far that company will permit money to be 
scarce or to be plenty 5 how far it will let the money system go on regularly or 
throw it into disorder; how far it will suit the interest or policy of that company 
to create a tempest or suffer a calm in the moneyed ocean. The people are not 
safe when such a company has such a power. © temptation is too great, the 
opportunity too easy, to put up and put down prices, to make and break fortunes, 
to bring the whole community upon its knees to the Neptunes who preside over 
the fux and reflux of paper. All property isat their mercy. The price of real 
estate, of every rowing. crop, of every staple article in the market, is at their 
command. Stocks are their pia hings, their theater, on which they gamble daily 
with as little secrecy and as little morality and far more mischief to fortunes than 
common gamblers carry in their operations. 

To the opinions of these illustrious statesmen I would like to add 
those of Benjamin Franklin, Gallatin, Hamilton, Campbell, and a 
host of others, but time forbids. But those quoted established be- 
yond donbt, not only the power of the National Government to or- 
dain and issue a 3 a uniform value throughout the whole 
country, and equal to ‘demands of its extended and increasing 
commerce and industries, but condemn, in the most absolute and un- 
aiea manner, the policy of farming out or otherwise transferring 

is vast power to national ks or other corporations or individuals. 

Let gentlemen but refer to the history of banks and the bankin; 
institutions of this country, including national, State, private, an 
freo banks, and they will find a legalized system of fraud, robbery, 
and general corruption unequaled by any other institutions on the 
face of the globe. The contemplation of the frauds practiced upon 
the people under the free-banking laws of Michigan, Indiana, and 
Illinois, and the Brandon and other banks chartered by the State of 
Mississippi, to which we might add a multitude in other States, 
affords a picture so sickening in its details that but few have the 
courage to encounter the task of searching into the mysteries of the 
rotten, reeking, stinking mass. It is no wonder that the stern old 
hero, Jackson, thundered his anathemas against such villainy, and 
that Benton should spit out his bitterest invectives, while the more 
calm and philosophic Calhoun should point out the remedy for the 
horrible malady. Nor can we expect better results from the present 
system of national banks. A glance at them for the past seventeen 
years will convince any fair-minded, unbiased man that they are 
worse than barnacles fastened on the tax-ridden producers of this 
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country. The fact is, that during the first sixteen years of their ex- 
istence they made a profit of 25 per cent. per annum on their capital 
stock, which averaged annually 8400, 000,000. To state it in the 

wate, $400,000,000 produced a net profit in sixteen years of 
$1,600,000,000. This is no faney sketch or idle picture, but is evi- 
denced by the sworn reports of the officers of those institutions, as 
reported and compiled in the statistics prepared by Mr. Spofford, the 
Librarian of Congress. 

Are such profits as these legitimate? Isay,no! They are simply 
robbery, legalized robbery, from the perpetuation of which the peo- 
ple of this country demand relief. 

But, sir, from mercenary motives some defenders of what they are 
pleased to term the “ best banking system the world ever saw” will 
ask, “ Are not the holders of the notes of these banks secure?” Ian- 
swer, yes; but are they better secured than are the holders of the 
Government Treasury notes, commonly called greenbacks—the cur- 
rency that was good enough to carry on the war and suppress the 
rebellion—the currency that was good enough to purchase the Gov- 
ernment bonds upon which interest in gold is paid? Are not these 
notes now good enough to carry on the business of the country and 
pay off these identical bonds? If not, why not? The facts are, we 
already hear the plaintive cry from every portion of the land of the 
mischievous influence and interference in political contests of these 
national banks; and even on this floor it is believed their potent in- 
fluence has had its effect. The zeal with which the interests of these 
chartered monopolies have been advocated in this House has not 
passed without comment by the country; and the number of gentle- 
men directly interested in them who occupy seats in this Chamber 
have been carefully noted by the ple who have been less fortunate 
in finding such high positions of honor and trust. 

The considerations I have suggested should admonish us of the 
stern necessity of withholding from all corporations a power which 
should never be exercised except by those directly responsible to the 
people, and whose conduct is at all times within the reach of their 
revision and restraint. The country must have but one money, and 
thongh the material of that money may be of gold, silver, nickel, cop- 
per, or paper, it must all be issued directly by the National Govern- 
ment. ulis is what the people are now clamoring for and what they 
intend to have; and they also mean to have it in quantity sufficient 
to answer fally all the wants of wholesome trade; and whether this 
amount shall be measured by population or the standard of value is 
not material. If we take the former wo find an estimated value of 
between forty and fifty thousand millions of dollars, or, if equally 
divided, about $1,000 per capita to every man, woman, and child, while 
the entire money of the country, gold, silver, and paper, all told, 
would, if equally divided, give but $15 toeach. This disparity calls 
londly for a remedy at our hands; and in deciding so important a 
question it may be profitable to consult the experience of other 
nations, and foremost among these we find France the most p T- 
ous and wealthy, with less of pauperism and of wretchedness than 
any other country on the globe, having a circulation of nearly $60 
per capita; England, with $27 per capita; Germany, with $33 per 
capita; while we, with nearly as much national wealth as either, and 
resources greater than all together, have a circulation of only $15 per 
capita. 

f that stern old patriot, Andrew Jackson, who denounced, with 
such fierce defiance, as & monster of corruption and iniquity the old 
national bank, were living to-day, what language would he find suf- 
ficient to express his horror of a whole brood of national banks, such 
as are now flourishing and fattening on the toil and sweat of the 
American people—fostered and pampered by acts of the people’s rep- 
resentatives, some of whom now bid us keep silent, or to s with 
bated breath, lest the sovereign people should learn something of the 
manner in which their demands are baffled, or altogether set at defi- 
ance, under the hypocritical pretense that the interests of party will 
be jeopardized? Orif Thomas Jefferson, the great apostle of American 
democracy, who warned his countrymen er ETE the danger of in- 
trusting to a multitude of banks scatte all over the country,” 
whose managers he denounced as “ swindlers and shavers,” the con- 
trol of the currency of the country, which he said should remain in 
and be exercised by the National Government alone, could cast off 
the cerements of death and behold this host of blood-sucking insti- 
tutions, unequaled in rapacity since the days of the pestiferous and 
destructive cloud of locusts in the sorely afflicted land of Egypt, he 
would no doubt cry, with Simeon of old,“ Lord, let now thy servant 
depart in peace, for I have seen the suffering of my people.” 

But, sir, I cannot persuade myself to believe that the interests of 
any party desiring success can ever be endangered by a full and free 
discussion of questions in which the welfare and prosperity, nay, I 
believe even the vital interests of the whole people, are so deeply in- 
volved. And gentlemen will, if I mistake not, sooner or later learn 
that the voice of an intelligent people cannot be hushed at the mere 
diction of men who assume to be their leaders ; nor can responsibility 
be evaded by asham anda fraud. And if the boldness of my humble 
words give offense to any one here, I can only say to such that I am 
but fulfilling a solemn pledge I made to those who sent me here, and 
whose servant and mouth-piece I am, that I would spare no exertion 
to procure the p. of a bill such as we now have under consider- 
ation to substitute notes of the national commonly called 
greenbacks, for the notes of the national banks, and then restore to 


the National Government the exclusive right and duty of furnis 

to the conntry a uniform currency resting on the sole responsibility 

ofthe nation. And I also positively know that many other gentlemen 

now before me hold their seats on this floor under similar pledges ;. 

and whatever may be their determination, or whatever their course. 

I shall not deviate from the line of duty which I believe honor an 
faithrequireof me. Sir, Ihave not yet been long enough in pub- 

c life to learn the cunning ways which may be deemed necessary for 
the accomplished politician; but in the school of homespun, country 
life, aided by the stern teachings of some army experience, I have be- 
come imbued with the belief that frank, open honesty is the best 

Hey, and that no man will ever prosper who turns traitor to his 
Bod or to his country. Well has the great English scholar and writer, 
Bulwer, exclaimed : “ What a coward a man becomes when he has 
lost his honor!” And if I should return to my constituents with the 
brand of “false to my pledge” engraved upon my forehead, I shall 
indeed feel that I have lost my honor, and deserve the loathsome name 
of coward. : t 

I want gentlemen to have an opportunity of showing to the peo- 
ple and to the country what res eos may be reposed in the . 
of those seeking their trust and suffrages. And I hope the record 
in this case, when the yeas and nays are called, will present an ex- 
hibit of which none will be ashamed. “By their works shall ye 
know them.” Then let them by their works prove their fidelity to- 
those who have confided in them. 

Mr. WISE addressed the committee on the subject of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. [His remarks will appear in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. S NBERGER moved the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose; and Mr. HENDERSON having taken 
the chair as § er pro tempore, Mr. Covert reported that the Com- 
mittee of the ole on the state of the Union had, according to or- 
der, had under consideration the Union generally, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SHALLENBERGER, (at four o’clock 
and five minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. ATKINS: The 3 of citizens of Tennessee, against the 
passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRAGG: Memorial of the board of aldermen of the city of 
Manitowoc, Wisconsin, for an appropriation of $20,000 to dredge 
Manitowoc Harbor—to the Committee on Commerce. 

857 DAVIS: The petition of George R. Williams and Littleton 
Bradley, for pay for property destroyed by confederate cruisers—to- 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Tho petition of 169 citizens of Seneca County, 
Ohio, for legislation against transportation monopolies—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. : 

Also, the petition of 164 citizens of Seneca County, Ohio, for leg- 
islation protecting users of patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FORSYTHE: The petition of E. Hull and 116 others, citi- 
zens of Moultrie County, Illinois, for the passage of a law to protect 
innocent purchasers of patented articles—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of H. Y. Kellar and 125 others, citizens of Moul- 
trie County, Illinois, for the passage of a law regulating interstate- 
commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HERNDON: Papers relating to the claim of William C. 
Edmonston for pay for services as internal-revenue gauger in the 
first district of Alabama—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: The petition of Captain Elbridge G. Savage, for 
increase of 5 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Leonard Bacon and others, of 
New Haven, Connecticut, for the enactment of a law giving the 
President of the United States hereafter elected and his successors a 
suitable retiring pension for life—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POUND: The petition of V. B. Johnson and 14 others, ex- 
soldiers of Chippewa County, Wisconsin, against the passage of Senate 
bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the board of aldermen of the city of Manitowoc, 
Wisconsin, for an appropriation of $20,000 to dredge Manitowoc: 
Harbor—to the Committee an Commerce. 

By Mr. SLEMONS: Report of Major C. R. Suter, Corps of Engi- 
neers, in relation to the survey of Arkansas River, near Pine Bluff, 
Arkansas—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of citizens of McLean County, 
Illinois, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of McLean County, Illinois, for che 

a law regulating interstate commerce—to the Committee 


By Mr. STONE : The petition of J. Farrer and 18 others, citizens 
of Ionia County, Michigan, late Union soldiers, for the equalization 
of bounties—to the Committee on 8 Affairs. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of William J. Spencer, for a post- 
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route from Buckingham Court-house, via Spencer’s Mills, to Rose 
Bower, Buckingham County, Virginia—to the Committee on the Post- 
‘Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JONATHAN T. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of J. H. Nep- 
tune and others, citizens of Belmont, Ohio, for the amendment of the 
patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WARNER: The petition of Jasper N. Davis and 91 others, 
citizens of Athens County, Ohio, of similar import—to the same com- 


mittee. 

Also, the petition of Jasper N. Davis and 99 others, of Athens County, 
Ohio, for the better regulation of interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FERNANDO WOOD: The petition of New York merchants, 


for a national bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 16, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 

The 1 of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 

r, UCIUS Q. C. Lamar, a Senator from the State of Mississippi, ap- 
peared in his seat to-day. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

Am from the House of ee by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2797) for the relief of certain citizens of Lynch- 
burgh, Virginia, and refunding to them taxes improperly collected from 
them on manufactured tobacco ; 

A bill oe R. No. 4439) to remove the political disabilities of Ser- 
geant P. P. Powell, Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4432) ing additional appropriations for the 
aes of certain Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1880; 
an 


A joint resolution (H. R. No. 186) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to furnish States, for the use of agricultural colleges, one 
set of standard weights and measures, and for other purpose, 

The m also announced that the House had di to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3015) making appro- 
priations for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1881, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. R. No. 75) to print the eulo- 
pe delivered in the two Houses of Congress upon the late Zacha- 
riah Chandler, and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting a report from Major C. R. Suter, 
Corps of Engineers, submitting a plan and estimates for the improve- 
ment of the Missouri River in the vicinity of Brownville, Nebraska; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 


be 1 
e also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of War, recommending an appropriation of $96,754.36 for the 
construction of quarters for officers at Omaha, Nebraska; which was 
— to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
rinted. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers and a re- 
port of Major William E. Merrill, Corps of Engineers, of an examina- 
tion made in compliance with the river and harbor act of March 3, 
1879, of the mouth of the Little Kanawha River, West Virginia, to 
ascertain the 8 of that locality for an ice-harbor; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed, 

DISTRICT STREET RAILROADS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the commissioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting, in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate, of the 9th instant, a state- 
ment in detail of the general and special taxes against the 
several street-railroad corporations of the District of Columbia due 
and unpaid on January 1, 1880; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


: INVITATION TO NORFOLK, VIRGINIA. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following com- 
munication; which was read, and ordered to lie on the table: 


NORFOLK AND PORTSMOUTH MEXICAN VETERAN ASSOCIATION. 
(ORGANIZED 1873.) 
NORFOLK, VIRGINIA, February 12, 1880. 
HONORABLE Sin: In accordance with resolution, I am directed by the Veteran 
Mexican Association of this ci Agen en e grea loam pea to yourself, 
and through you to the honorable mem of the body over which you preside, 
to be present at the ceremonies to be held in this city on the 23d instant in honor 


of Washin s birthday, the anniversary of the battle of Buena Vista, and the 
occasion of the national convention of the survivors of the Mexican war. 


Res; ully and trul, urs, 
e 9 JAS. F. MILLIGAN, 

Norfolk and Portsmouth Mexican Veteran Association. 

Hon. W, A. WHEELER, 


Vice-President, Washington, D. C. 
EDWARD BRADEN AND J. W. ANGUS, 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, before the regular morning business 
proceeds, I rise with a view of asking for the withdrawal of the 
motion to reconsider the vote by which Senate bill No. 56 was passed. 
I see the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. RoLLINS] is in his seat. 
I will state that the bill (S. No. 56) for the relief of Edward Braden 
and J. W. Angus was returned from the House at the request of the 
Senate on a motion filed by the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr, 
ROLLINS] to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. That 
motion was not filed for the purpose of reopening the case upon its 
merits at all, but simply with a view of determining whether or 
not the reference was sufficient for the Coart of Claims to reach the 

uitable claim of the claimants, an examination of the law 

r. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow me to ask him, would it 
not be . to him to allow us to dispose of the morning busi- 
ness first 

Mr. MAXEY. This will only take about two minutes. My object 
is to have the motion withdrawn. 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. MAXEY. Anexamination of the law conferring jurisdictional 
powers on the Court of Claims has satisfied me that where a claim is 
referred by Congress, whatever may be the nature of that claim, 
whether it be on the law side or equity side of the jurisdiction of 
the court, the reference itself confers upon the court jurisdiction to 
investigate the case. I have had no experience with the Court 
of Claims, and not being well acquainted with its powers I desired 
only to examine that point. I am satisfied the reference would con- 
fer upon the court complete power to examine into the claim, whether 
it be legal or 8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas asks leave to 
withdraw the motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill (S. No. 
56) for the relief of Edward Braden and J. W. Angus was passed. 

Mr. MAXEY. The motion was entered by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, [Mr. RoLLINs.] 

Mr. ROLLINS. I entered the motion to reconsider, and I desire to 
withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. Irise not to make objection to the withdrawal 
of this motion ; but, after what the Senator from Texas has said, as I 
know it is sometimes argued in courts that the debates in the two 
Houses ought to exert some influence upon questions of jurisdiction 
and construction, I rise only to say that I do not wish for one to be 
bound in any way by the view of the jurisdiction of the court which 
any Senator may take. Although I tried to hear every word that the 
Senator from Texas said, some of his words escaped me; and I simply 
take occasion to say that I sup the bill will go, as other such res- 
olutions of reference do, appealing to such jurisdiction of the Court 
of Claims as that court has by law. Doubtless the Senator means 
that, and aaa ean 

Mr. MAXEY. hat I said was, I think, in substance, that the ref- 
erence itself by Congress to the Court of Claims gave to the court the 
power to investigate a claim according to the merits of the claim, 
whether it be a legal or an equitable claim; that whatever it is nec- 
essary to do to investigate the claim, the reference carries that power. 
That is my view. 

Mr. CONKLING. And the point of my observation is only that the 
withdrawal of this motion and the consent of the Senate to its with- 
drawal, is not equivalent to any expression of opinion whatever but 
that the jurisdiction of the court is to be left upon the statutes as 
they stand; that is all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. - Is there objection to the withdrawal of 
the motion to reconsider? The Chair hears none. The motion is 
withdrawn, and the bill will be transmitted to the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present a petition signed by the officers of the 
Board of Trade of Oswego, New York, praying for the passage of the 
bill called the Reagan bill. Accompanying the petition is also a paper, 
being a report of committees of the New England Shoe and Leather 
Association, the Boston Merchants’ Association, and the Boston Gro- 
cers’ Association, which seems to be a part of the petition. I move 
the reference of the petition to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. A 

Mr. CONKLING. I present also a memorial signed by a large num- 
ber of citizens of New York who were soldiers, who remonstrate, for 
reasons which they assign, against the passage of the bill pending in 
the Senate, creating, as they express it, sixty pension districts and 
sixty pension courts. I move the reference of the memorial to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was 

Mr. CONKLING. Ialso present the petition of Hiram D. Wood and 
others, soldiers for the Union in the late war, remonstrating against 
the p: of the same bill. I move its reference also to the Com- 


to. 


mittee on Pensions. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting the memorial of Captain R. 
H. Jackson and R. T. Frank, First ee against the 


passage of the bill (S. No. 1008) for the relief of William A. Winder, 
and the bill (S. No. 390) to authorize the President to restore Dunbar 
R. Ransom tohis former rank in the Army, attention being respectfully 
invited to the remarks of the General of the Army indorsed thereon. 

Mr. HOAR. If the remarks of the General of the Army are very 
brief, I wish theymight be read. If they are of any considerable length, 
I wonld not desire it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The indorsement will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS OF THE 


ARMY, 
Washington, D. O., February 7, 1880. 
submitted to the honorable of War ; approvedand recom- 
transmit this pa to the proper committee of Congress. 
Captain Winder resigned his commission in 1866, and Captain Ransom was dis- 
missed after a fair in 1872. To restore these as captains and thus cut off from 
promotion good officers, faithful and true all the ar Te be estly unjust. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be paren 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of the Colored Men’s 
Protective Union of Savannah, Georgia, praying for the passage of 
a law authorizing the payment of the balances due depositors in 
the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company after the assets in the 
hands of the present commissioners have been properly distributed ; 
which was referred to the Select Committee on the Freedman’s Say- 
ings and Trust Company. 

r. THURMAN presented the petition of Eusebia B. Meeks and 
others, citizens of Miami County, Ohio, praying for an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States granting to women the right 
to vote; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented the petition of Orra Langhorne, of 
Lynchburgh, Virginia, and the petition of Mrs. Jeannie N. Bramhall 
and Mrs, E. H. Nicholas, of Abingdon, Washington Connty, Virginia, 
praying for an amendment to the Constitution granting to women 
the right to vote; which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary. 

Mr. MORGAN, I present the memorial of William P. Adair, assist- 
ant principal chief, John L. Adair, chairman, R. M. Wolf and R. 
Bunch, Cherokee delegation; P. Porter, D. M. Hodge, Creek del: 
tion; P. P. Pitehlynn, Choctaw delegation; J. M. Bryan, Old Settler, 
Cherokee commissioner; Charles Blue Jacket and Charles Tucker, 
Shawnee representatives, memorializing Con against the p 
of an act providing for the establishment of a United States territo- 
rial government over the Indian country. Inasmuch as this memorial 
seems ssp out, at least 8 outline, Sp case 2 apm vous tribes at 
Indians, in o ition to the proposed legislation which is now pend- 
ing in the ate or before its committee, I ask that it be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GARLAND. The proposition to which the memorial is directed 
is now before the Committee on Territories, and I suppose it should 
go to that committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well; let it take that reference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and printed. 

Mr. WITHERS. resent the 


mended that 


tition of Davenport Morris and 
16 other leading merchants, of Richmond, Virginia, praying for legis- 
lation en the part of Congress to protect the public against the use 
of deleterious compounds in the adulteration of foods. I move its 
reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GARLAND. resent the petition of William Roland and 
others, merchants of Little Rock, Arkansas, of like character to that 
presented by the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. WITHERS.] I move its 
reference to the Committee on Finance. - 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I present, by request, the e of Mary 
E. Willman and others, citizens of Burke County, Georgia, praying 
for an amendment to the Constitution granting to women the right to 
vote. I move that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was a; 


resented the memorial of T. H. Hennesey and other in- 
mates of the Soldiers’ Home at Hampton, Virginia, and the memorial 
of R. G. Bloomingdale and others, citizens of New Jersey, remonstrat- 
, ty e the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) for the examination 
and adjudication of pension claims; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. EATON presented the petition of Anna M. Middlebrook and 
others, citizens of Bridgeport, Fairfield County, Connecticut, praying 
for an amendment to the Constitution granting to women the right 
to vote; which was to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of Emily J. Bri and the pe- 
tition of Anna C. Wait, ef Lincoln Centre, Lincoln County, 
praying for an amendment to the Constitution granting to women 
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the right to vote; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Mr. SAUNDERS presented the petition of the county officers of 
Knox County, Nebraska, praying for the removal of the Santee In- 
dians from their present reserve ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ROLLINS presented the petition of B. L. Cilley and others, 
citizens of Exeter, Rockingham County, New Hampshire, praying for 
an appropriation of $35,000 for the purpose of deepening the channel 
of Exeter River from Great Bay to Exeter, in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I present the petition of Charles Perkins, who rep- 
resents that he pure lat one time for his own use certain internal- 
revenue stamps for deeds and other legal instraments; that on the 
repeal of the law they were left upon his hands; that they were mis- 
laid and could not be found at the time within which they should 
have been returned by law, and he asks for relief in that regard, I 
move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Finance, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. IN presented the petition of Lucy A. Snow and others, 
citizens of Knox County, Maine, praying for a sixteenth article of 
amendment to the Constitution extending the right of suffrage to all 
citizens without any distinction founded on sex; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Samuel Gould and others, citi- 
zens of Massachusetts, who suffered dai by the acts of the so- 
called confederate cruisers, praying for such legislation as will insure 
a prompt distribution among the claimants of the proceeds of the 
Geneva award; which was orderéd to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. H. Walker and others, citizens 
of Somerset, Bristol County, Massachusetts, praying for a sixteenth 
amendment to the Constitution insuring the exercise of the right of 
suffrage without regard to sex; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of S. Hopkins Emery, minister of 
Cedar street chapel, Taunton, Massachusetts, representing a meeting 
of citizens of Taunton, raving for the appointment of a commission 
of inquiry concerning the manufacture, sale, and use of alcoholic 
drinks; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VANCE presented the petition of P. L. Bridgers & Co. and 
others, merchants of Wilmington, North Carolina, praying for the 
8 of a law for the punishment of parties en the use of 

eleterious compounds inthe adulteration of food; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. CARPENTER presented the memorial of the mayorand common 
council of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, in favor of the repeal and abolition 
of the compulsory legal-tender power of the Treasury notes of the 
United States; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of Elizabeth Chase and others. 
and the petition of Miss S. P. Abell and others, of Uniontown, District 
of Columbia, praying for an amendment to the Constitution granting 
to women the right to vote; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of D. P. Dobbins and others, super- 
intendents of life-saving stations in the States of Michigan and New 
York, praying for the passage of a law granting them an increase of 
salary; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

He also presented the petition of Stephen Rossman and 94 others, 
citizens of Montcalm County, Michigan, praying for an amendment 
to the patent laws so as to make the manufacturer and vendor alone 
eee for infringements; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

He also presented the petition of Stephen Rossman and 94 others, 
citizens of Montcalm County, Michigan, praying for the enactment 
of a law to prevent unjust discriminations in transportation charges; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORRILL. I present the memorial of A. A. Niles and numer- 
ous Union soldiers of Lamoille County, Vermont, who served in the 
war of the rebellion, protesting against the passage of the sixty-sur- 

m bill, so called, now pending in Congress. They represent that 
it would be a t hardship as well as injustice to them if the bill 
should pass. I move the reference of the memorial to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented the petition of William 
Hill and others, citizens of Washington, District of Columbia, pray- 
ing for the passage of a law authorizing the extension of the improve- 
ments recently made on Madison street,in that city; which was re- 
ferred tothe Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BALDWIN presented the petition of Carrie C. Giesman and 
others, citizens of Manistee, Manistee County, Michigan ; and the peti- 
tion of Elizabeth G. Smith and others, citizens of Plymouth, Wayne 
County, Michigan, praying an amendment to the Constitution grant- 
ing to women the right to vote; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of E. Barton and others, citi- 
zens of Kansas, and soldiers in the late war, praying for the 
of a law paying to soldiers the difference between the value of gu 
backs and gold. at the time of payment for their services; which was 


referred to the Committee on 


tnance. 
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Mr. INGALLS. I present the petition of C. L. Koon and a large 
number of other citizens of Rush and other counties in the western 
portion of Kansas, praying for an extension of time to pre-emption 
settlers on the homestead lands subject to 5 incursions. I 


move that it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FARLEY presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
California, in favor of an appropriation for the completion of the 
United States iron-clad Monadnock, now im course of construction at 
Vallejo, for the protection of the Pacific coast; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of J. B. Morse and others, citizens of 
Calpella, Mendocino County, California, praying for an amendment 
to the Constitution granting to women the right to vote ; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WALLACE presented the petition of G. McGilbert and others, 
citizens of Franklin County, Pennsylvania, and soldiers in the late 
war, praying for the passage of a law for the equalization of bounties, 
a change in the invalid pension laws, and also for a land warrant of 
one hundred and sixty acres to each; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Georgie E. Stratton, widow of Civil 
Engineer Franklin A. Stratton, late of the United States Navy, pray- 
ing Con by suitable legislation to fix the official status of her 
late husband at the time of his death, so that she may receive the 
benefit of the provisions of the pension laws; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Mary Byrnes and others, citizens 
of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying Con to adopt measures 
for so amending the Constitution as to prohibit the several States 
from disfranchising United States citizens on account of sex; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McDONALD presented the petition of Emma D. Hardy and 
others, citizens of Newton County, Indiana; the petition of Amelia 
L. Brown and others, citizens of Center, Benton County, Indiana, 
and the petition of Mrs. R. A. Pool and others, citizens of Hebron, 
Porter County, Indiana, praying for an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion granting to women the right to vote; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Jeannie N. Bramhall and 
Mrs, R. H. Nicholas, citizens of Abingdon, 8 County, Vir- 
ginia; the petition of Orra Langhorne, acitizen of prc ; Vir- 

inia; and the petition of Clarina P. H. Nichols, of Calpella, Men- 
2 County, California, praying for the removal of their political 
disabilities, and that they may be invested with all the political 
rights pertaining to citizenship, all State constitutions or statute laws 
to the con notwithstanding; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Ju sian & 

He also presented the petition of Anna C. Wait, and the petition 
of Emily J. Biggs, citizens of Lincoln Centre, Lincoln County, Kan- 
sas, praying for the removal of their political disabilities ; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Angelina C. Rogers, of Indiana; 
olis, Indiana; the petition of Jennie Howe, the petition of Lucia 8. 
Holliday, the petition of Nannie T. Brown, the petition of Rebecca 
N. Fry, the petition of Charlotte McFarland, the petition of Netta D. 
Frazee, the petition of Mrs. E. I. Moffatt, the petition of Emily Birch- 
ard, the petition of Charlotte O’Neal, the petition of Hetty A. Mor- 
rison, the petition of Catherine Fedrow, the petition of Matilda Cas- 
key, the petition of Mrs. Mary Ferree, the petition of Sarah Okey, the 
petition of Mrs. Charlotte F. Robson, the petition of Ann F. Whelan, 
the petition of Fannie M. Farquhar, the petition of Louisa S. McDou- 
gall the petition of Lillian J. og Pr , the petition of Harriet B. 

all, and the petition of Lavinia 8. 5 all of Indianapolis, In- 
diana; the petition of Cornelia S. Rollins, the petition of Delilah C. 
Reed, the petition of Jenny C. McKinney, and the petition of Louisa 
A. Weiser, all of Decorah, lowa; the petition of Lucy A. Snowe, of 
Rockland, Knox County, Maine; the petition of Mrs. A. Fisens, the 
petition of Mary A. Callman, the petition of 18 70 A. Sells, the peti- 
tion of Eliza J. Hawkins, the petition of Emily Pinney, the petition of 
Nancy Hawkins, the petition of Mercy Murry, the petition of Mrs. Mary 
A. Potts, and the petition of Mrs. Kate M. Patterson, allof Indianapolis, 
Indiana; the petition of Ada M. Hughes, of Decorah, lowa; the peti- 
tion of Mary Sinker, and the petition of Margaret Everson, of Indian- 
apolis, Indiana, praying for the removal of their political disabilities; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Mary S. Armstrong and others, 
citizens of Kokomo, Howard County, Indiana; the petition of Mary 
S. Ward and others, citizens of Jefferson, Newton County, Indiana, 
and the petition of Lydia E. F. Richmond and others, citizens of Ko- 
komo, Howard County, Indiana, praying an amendment to the Con- 
stitution by which women will be allowed to vote; which werereferred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Jenny C. McKinney, the 
petition of Delilah C. Reed, the petition of Ada M. Hughes, the 
petition of Louisa A. Weiser, and the petition of Cornelia S. Rollins, 
all of Decorah, Iowa, praying the removal of their political disabil- 
ities; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLISON. I notice one or two petitions in reference to the 
abolition of the legal-tender quality of greenbacks have been referred 


to the Committee on Finance. That subject has already been re- 
orted upon by the Committee on Finance, and such petitions should 
è upon the table. 

„ The petitions referred to will lie upon 

e e, t 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of E. W. Dawson, William 
1 and „ 0 Nh alt a Johnson County, 

issouri, praying for the p of the interstate-commerce 
bill; which was referred to the ( Committee 5 

He also presented the petition of Eliza B. Buckley and others, citi- 
zens of Saint Louis, Missouri, and the petition of Eunice A. Ashb 
and others, citizens of Knox County, Missouri, praying an amend- 
ment to the Constitution granting to women the right to vote; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GROOME presented the petition of William T. P. Turpin and 
16 others, members of the State senate of Maryland, praying for the 
passes of an act authorizing the President to nominate William C. 

pencer, late captain, for reinstatement in the Army; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the portion of H. McCullough and 72 others, 
membersof the house of delegates of Maryland, praying forthe passage 
of an act authorizing the President to nominate William C. Spencer, 
late captain, for reinstatement in the Army; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Duluth, Minnesota, remonstrating against the erection of a 
bridge across the Detroit River at Detroit, Michigan; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of Susan Elston Wallace, 
the petition of Rachel Swann, M. D., the petition of Bettie E. Cox, the 
petition of Libbie Murry, the petition of Maria M, Finch, the petition 
of Mina Merrill, the petition of Catherine Merrill, the petition of 
Laura W. McFarland, the petition of H. C. Blair, the petition of Har- 
riet Hoyt, the petition of Julia M. Moores, the petition of Catherine 
Fletcher, the petition of Jane M. Ketcham, the petition of Ellen 
Smith, the petition of Mrs. S. A. Norris, the petition of Louisa B. 
McKibben, the petition of Annie B. Campbell, the petition of Melissa 
Fedrow, the penton of Adelia Foudray, and the petition of Emma 
Murray, all of Indianapolis, Indiana, praying for an amendment to 
the Constitution granting women the right to vote; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GARLAND. The Committee on the Judiciary have instructed 
me to report back the bill (S. No. 331) for the relief of L. A. Morris 
and recommend its indefinite postponement in view of the fact that 
there were no facts or information furnished, and after diligent search 
the committee were unable to get any. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be ps ned indefinitely. 

Mr. THURMAN, from the Committee on the 8 to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 280) for the relief of Anna Gregory, widow 
of Charles N. Gregory, deceased, submitted an adverse report thereon = 
se was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. THURMAN. Iam also instructed by the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 4412) to regulate practice in 
suits brought to recover for infringement of patent, to re- 
port it back and to say to the Senate that it is not a proper subject- 
matter for the consideration of the Judiciary Committee, but should 
go to the Committee on Patents. I therefore move that the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. THURMAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary to report back a resolution of the Legislature of Missouri, in 
favor of an amendment to the Constitution so as to prevent the Fed- 
eral courts from exercising or assuming jurisdiction in causes wherein 
any county or other subdivision of a State is or shall be a party, and 
to say that the resolution of the Legislature is not in the nature of a 
memorial to Congress or to the Senate, but is simply a resolution of 
instruction to her Senators and a request to her Representatives. 
Therefore the committee ask to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration and that the resolution lie on the table. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Private Land Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3992) for the relief of Cyrus B. Ing- 
ham, of the Territory of Dakota, Harvey Bryant and Guilford 88 
Wood, of Kansas, and Richard Parker, of Minnesota, have instructed 
me to report it back and to ask that the committee be discharged 
from its further consideration. It is not a matter relating to private 
lands. It ought, rhaps, to fe to the Committee on Public ds. 

The VICE-PRE: IDEN T. The Committee on Private Land Claims. 
will be discharged from its further consideration, and the bill referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Private Land Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2359) for the relief of William D. 
Oyler, have instructed me to report it back, and ask to be disch 
from its further consideration. This is not a private land claim, but. 
I think it onght to go to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That change of reference will be made. 
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Mr. FARLEY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1020) for the relief of B. F. 
Rockefellow, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed, and the bill was ned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 983) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 899) granting a pension to William O. Morgan, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 637 ting an increase of pension to Lucien Kilbourn, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which 
Was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of George Nichols and others, praying that arrears of pension be 
granted to Mrs. Fanny Newcome, submitted an adverse report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 2518) for the relief of Nelson Lyon and Jeremiah 
S. James, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. ` 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of citizensof Iowa, praying that a pension may be granted 
to Walter S. Handley, late a private of Company H, First Iowa Cav- 
alry, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the committee were discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of John Davison, asking for a pension, submitted an adverse re- 
port thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the committee 
were disc from the further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 848) granting a pension to Frederick R. Bruner, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

a also, from the same committee, ee ee T sho MI 
{S. No. 985) granting a ion to s tt, repo; it 
without 9 and submitted a report thereon; which was or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT. The Committee on Pensions also instruct me to re- 

rt in the matter of the petition of Jabez Matthews and others, of 

ew York, praying for an appropriation to pay the certificates issued 
by the State of New York to soldiers in the war of 1512, that it does 
not come within the province of the Committee on Pensions; and to 
ask that they be disc from its further consideration, and that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
e report was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1148) to amend an act entitled 
„An act authorizing the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to issue twenty-year 5 cent. bonds of the District of Columbia, to 
redeem certain funded indebtedness of said District,” approved June 
10, 1879, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SLA’ from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 981) to authorize the Commissioner of Patents to hear 
and determine the application of Herman Miller for the extension of 
his patents, submi an adverse report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. i 

Mr. CALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 1072) granting a pension to Arthur W. Irving, re- 
ported it without amendment and submitted a report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 235) ting an increase of pension to Egbert Olcott, re- 
ported it without amendment and submitted a report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 


BILLS RECOMMITTED. 


Mr. GARLAND. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to move that the bill (S. No. 1266) to amend section 5352 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United State, in reference to bigamy, and for 
other purposes, be recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was a; to. 

Mr. TELLER. The bill (8. No, 983) for the relief of Horace A. W. 
Tabor and the bill (S. No. 1020) for the relief of B. F. Rockefellow 
were reported adversely from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads this morning and postponed indefinitely. I move that the 
vote postponing them indefinitely be reconsidered, and that the bills 
be recommitted to that committee, as there is some additional evi- 
dence to go before the committee, 

The E-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to reconsidering the 
vote by which the bills were postponed indefinitely? The Chair 
hears none. The bills will be recommitted to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 


introduce a bill (S. No. 1296) for the relief of William P. Hogarty ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1297) to pension all soldiers of the Black 
Hawk war; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1298) for the relief of the Ponca tribe of Indians; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Commit- 
tee to examine into the circumstances connected with the removal 
of the Northern Cheyennes from the Sioux reservation to the Indian 
Territory. 

Mr. HOAR asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 

troduce a bill (S. No. 1299) for the relief of Francis S. Davidson; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
ey. Affairs. 
He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill 1 85 1300) for the relief of Lowell A. Chamberlin, first 
lieutenant First Artillery, United States Army; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, (by request,) asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1301) for the relief of 
William P. Moran; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. KIRK WOOD (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No, 1302) for the relief of John 
Devore; which was read twice by its title, and, with accompanying 
Papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

e also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1303) making an appropriation for 
the compensation of collectors of customs acting as superintendents 
of light-houses, &c., for the fiscal years ended June 30, 1875, 1876, 1877, 
and 1878; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McDONALD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1304) groning a pension to Michael Mo- 
Grayel; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1305) ting a pension to Mrs. Emma Schell; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1306) for the relief of Henry Starr; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BALDWIN (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1307) ting a pension to 
L. C. French; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1303) to amend section 4400 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to steamboat inspection and license; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FARLEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1309) to provide for the | pence of offi- 
cial stenographers for the courts of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. : 

He also asked, and Dy unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 131 ) for the relief of Julias Martin; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1311) for the relief of Edward Byrne; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1312) to establish post-roads in Colorado and 
Utah; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1313) to enable Indians to become 
citizens of the United States, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1314) for the relief of Chester A. Arthur, 
collector of the port of New York; which was read twice by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. CONKLING. II the Chair will pardon me a moment, here are 
papers, being a full statement of this case, comprising the correspond- 
ence with the Treasury Department. Itis a matter about which there 
is no doubt, I believe. I move that these papers go with the bill to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 


Mr. BURNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1315) making an appropriation for the erec- 
tion of a light-house and fog-bell on Old 


y Rock, Wickford Har- 
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t Bay; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. - 
He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 1316) 1 appropriation for the erection of 
on e 


a light-house and fog-bell k, at the entrance of Narra- 
t Bay; which wag read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Gommittes on Commerce. f 
Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1317) for the relief of John P. Moore ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8, No. 1318) granting a pension to 
Seymonr Colby ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, y 
Mr. JONES, of Florida, asked, and ay unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 79) directing the Sec- 
of the Treasury to adjust and settle the accounts between the 
United States and the State of Florida; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. HILL, of Colorado, it was 
‘dered, of Andrew White be withdrawn from the files of 
See e and ekerred to the Commaitice on Public Lands. a A 
HARBOR OF GRAND HAVEN, MICHIGAN. 
Mr. BALDWIN submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 
of War be, and he hereb; directed to transmit 
to 888 toed Supplemental lemental report in his Department if ot to the condition 
nye en a g e 
anona advisable by the Department. 
COMMITTEE ON RIGHTS OF WOMEN CITIZENS. 
Mr. MCDONALD (by request) submitted the following resolution 
for consideration : 

That mittee of nine Senators be ted by thi hose 
PEtat be to receive, consider, end 75 8 pach ci — kt Ag clement res- 
olutions, and bills misang to th women citizens of the United States, 

the Citizens. 


e rights 
said committee to be Committee on the Rights of Women 


THE CALENDAR. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I offer an amendment to the rule or order of pro- 
ceeding after the iratiòn of the morning hour, which I to 
have action upon at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island submits 
an amendment to what is known as the Anthony rule, which will be 


15 ys 
he CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add at the end of the resolu- 


tion previously adopted : 
And this order shall commence immediately after the call for concurrent and other 
pe and shall take precedence of the unfinished business and other special 
ers. 
Mr. ALLISON. Until when? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. I object until I can understand the proposed rule. 

Mr. ANTHONY, It is merely an amendment to the order of busi- 
ness under which we are proceeding after the expiration of the morn- 
ing business, and which by the decision of the Chair, very proper]. 
rendered, is displaced by the unfinished business, thus cutting o 
the Calendar from consideration for the half hour after one o’clock. 


This amendment is merely designed to give the Calendar precedence 
for that half hour, until half past one o’clock, which is the only time 
when the Calendar has any chance to be considered. 


Mr. ALLISON. I objected for the reason that I did not understand 
the purport of the amendment proposed. I do not object to extend- 
ing the morning hour for half an hour after one o’clock, if that is the 
only effect of it. 

. ANTHONY. That is the effect of it. 

Mee DAVIS of West Virginia. Let the resolution go over and be 
printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I hope the Senator from West Virginia will 
withdraw his objection. I think if he will consider a moment he will 
see that there cannot be any objection to the proposition. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the proposed amend- 
ment of the Anthony rule? The Chair hears none, and it is agreed to. 


RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. ROLLINS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secrétary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish the 
Senate of the United States the names of all officers of the Army from 

service since the passage of the act of June 18, 1878, 
of cme sour ta oa m ovate pers of obs tse E 
tirement has been authorized. gan ws 7855 r 
‘ REMAINS OF GENERAL SYKES. 

Mr. MAXEY. I beg to call the attention of the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. Eaton] for a moment to the bill (S. No. 1255) making 
appropriation for the removal of the remains of the late Major- 

eral George Sykes, United States Army, from Fort Brown, Texas, 


X—58 


to West Point, New York, which the Senate on Tuesday last. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill passed was entered 
by the Senator from Connecticut. Ibeg to say to the Senate that 
this isa special and exceptional case. e remains have been kept 
on ice to the present hour, and there is a boat there upon which the 
can be sent to West Point. As was stated by the Senator from Rhode 
Island, [Mr. BuRNSIDE,] who knew him personally, General Sykes 
left no money to pay the expense of removal. The officers on the 
frontier are not “bloated bondholders,” they are men of limited 
means. His last request on his death-bed was that his remains should 
be buried at West Point. I therefore hope the Senator from Connect- 
icut yg withdraw his motion to reconsider; and I appeal to him 
80 to do. 
Mr. EATON. After the passage of the bill the other day, it was 
to me by half a dozen of my friends here that the matter 
ought to be further considered for the purpose of getting information 
upon it—perhaps the very information which the Senator from Texas 
has now given the Senate—and then the bill might be passed as a 
special case. I wouldnotm vote for it for the purpose of making 
a precedent for future action. Therefore it was that I desired to 
have the vote reconsidered by which the bill was passed. Perhaps 
the vote had better be reconsidered, and then let the bill be referred 
to some committee, and let them look into the matter and report as 


speedily as ible. 

Mr. MAXEY, I will state to the Senator from Connecticut that 
the information I have is by telegraph, communicated to me this 
morning by the Representative of that district. General Sykes was 
a good officer, and this is one of those things which, if it be not done 
now, cannot be done at all. 

Mr. EATON. Ido not know why it could not be done to-morrow 
or the day after. 

Mr. MAXEY. Because his remains are not yet interred. They are 
there awaiting shipment. They never haye been interred. He died 
but a few days ago, and his remains have been kept on ice with a 
view of g them to West Point for interment there. That is 
the reason for immediate action, and that reason cannot last. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to say 
that I have telegraphic information to the effect that the steamer 
sails from Brazos to-morrow, the 17th, and it is very necessary, if the 
body is to be transported at all, that it should go on that steamer. 

Mr. MAXEY. Yes; the steamer leaves to-morrow for New York. 

Mr. EATON. I have not any serious objection to withdrawing the 
motion which I entered to reconsider, but I desire to say for myself, 
in my place here, that I shall not regard this action as a precedent 
for the future at all, and I hope the Senate will not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Senatorfrom Connecticut withdraws 
the motion to reconsider. Does the Senate assent ? 

. THURMAN. Before that question is put, I should like to know 
of some one who is better informed on this subject than I am, whether 
there are any precedents for an order or bill of this kind? I confess 
my entire ignorance upon thesubject. Ishould like to know whether 
this has ever been done before ? 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Not to my knowledge. I was under the impres- 
sion when I introduced the bill that there were precedents for it, and 
I gave instructions to have the matter looked up, but I have not yet 
had a report from the young man who was to hunt it up for me. I 
am quite sure that the remains of officers of the Army have been 
transported at public expense to West Point to be buried in the cem- 
e there, but I cannot state it with absolute authority. I do not 

it would be a very great hardship to establish a precedent of 

this kind, so that when a graduate of the Military emy dies in 
the service on the frontier and expresses on his death-bed a désire to 
be buried in the cemetery at West Point, he shall have his body 
rted there at public expense, if he leaves no means to trans- 

port it. I do not think the precedent would be a dangerous one. It 
certainly would not be an expensive one, because the number of 
graduates is very limited. Ifa man after long service, after having 
attained the highest rank that can be attained in the Union Army, 
dies, as I said before, at a distant post on the frontier, and resses 
a desire that his body should be sent to West Point for buria , I do 
not think it would be a great hardship on the Government or a very 


bad precedent to establish to grant his request. 
Mr. THURMAN. There is no question about the t merit of 
General Sykes. Everybody who was acquainted with him during the 


late civil war knows how very meritorious and able an officer he was. 
The only trouble there is in my mind is where we are to draw the 
line. Almost every officer that could be named—— 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Iwill state to the Senator from Ohio that Gen- 
eral Scott’s body was transported at the public mse. To be sure, 
his was an exceptional case; he was the commanding general and a 
hero of more wars than one. Ido not pretend to say that this is a 
8 case, but General Scott's body was not only transported to 

est Point by the authority of aig, BF at public expense, but es- 
corted by a committee of Congress. Ido not mean, however, to cite 
that to the Senator from Ohio as a precedent. 

Mr. THURMAN. I am not objecting to this measure, as I did not 
object when the bill was passed the other ee but bid very largely 
into this matter of burying people: We take the y of every de- 
ceased member of Congress home and bury it at the public expense 
and it is not a small expense either. If that practice is to be extended 
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to the officers of the Army, it will be extremely difficult todraw aline 
between a t general and a gallant lieutenant. 

Mr. EATON. Or a gallant private. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ora t private. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. In all matters, not only in military but in civil 
life, distinction gives certain rights, and it is very poper that it 
should be so. Men try to become distinguished because of the privi- 
leges that distinction gives them. It is my opinion that in nine-tenths 
of the cases that is the incentive to ms to become public men and 
to attain the highest position in either a civil or 5 
and when men Have attained it by hard work and labor they ought 
to be treated with consideration not only while living but after they 


are dead. 
Mr. THURMAN. Ido not object to the Senator from Connecticut 
withdrawing his motion, but I must say with him that I do not think 


this 2 75 to establish a precedent. 
The CE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 


motion to reconsider is withdrawn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply desire to say that I am op to this 
bill as a precedent. I do not think it is right, and I do not think 
that the ground assigned by the Senator from Rhode Island is ten- 
able, that only the bodies of those officers who have been educated 
at the public expense at West Point should be transported to West 
Point for burial. There is General Miles, and there are hundreds of 
others who rose to rank from civil life, who are just as much entitled 
to the bounty and consideration of the Government as those who 
have graduated at the pabio expense at West Point. 

This is an exceedingly dangerous precedent. If this is allowed in 
one case it ought to be allowed in There are to-day the bodies 
of a thousand t soldiers, captains and lieutenants, now in the 
Territories and in the far West, and if this body is to be rted 
at public expense to West Point or any other place the same justice 
should be meted out to them, and their bodies should be taken up 
and rted to their families. 

Mr. Y. I have only to say, in reply to the Senator from Mis- 
souri, that if General Miles or yes con, gallant and meritorious officer 
were to make a dying request to 
and buried there I would vote for it just as readily as I do for the 


removal of the remains of George Sykes. General Sykes requested | lines, 


that; and I vote for it not because he was a uate of West Point 
but to fulfill the dying request of a man with whom I served in the 
Mexican war and whom I regard as a nt and meritorious man. 
For that reason it is that I vote for this bill, and most cheerfully. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. What the Senator from Texas has-said has an- 
ticipated to a extent what I would have said myself. In the 
case of any officer, whether a graduate of West Point or not, if he 
made a dying request to be buried at his place of nativity or his 
place of residence or any other place which was dear to him from the 
associations of life, no matter what college he graduated at, I would 
vote for the removal of his remains. 

Mr. McDONALD. I believe the motion to reconsider has been 
withdrawn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been. 

Mr. McDONALD. Therefore it is not before the Senate any longer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not. 

Mr. McDONALD, Lask for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. has been superseded this morning 
by the of the amendment to what is known as the Anthony 
sci z he unfinished business will not come up till half past one 

clock. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Do I understand that the bill in regard to Gen- 
eral Sykes’s remains has ? 

The VICE-PRESID: . The bill has passed the Senate, and it 
will be sent to the House of Representatives. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
oat Sina proceeded to reer Fea . zo e ER (H. 
o. 3015) making appropriations for the su porkio ilitary 
Academy for the fiscal po ending June 30, 18 , and for other pur- 
poses, to by the Honse of Representatives. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amendments d to by the House 
of Representatives and ask a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Vice- 
President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Wixpom, Mr. WITHERS, 
and Mr. BLAINE. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills and joint resolution from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were severally read twice by their titles and referred as 
indicated below : 

s 5 igen R. Lie pot liek the ee of oira citizens of N 
» Vi ia, an to them taxes collec 
$n them on manufactured tobacco—to the Committee. > inance. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4439) to remove the political disabilities of 


Sergeant P. P. Powell, Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The bill (H. R. No. 4432) making additional appropriations for the 


ave his remains taken to West Point | ton 


HERMAN NETTERFIELD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with the call 
of the Calendar. 

The first bill on the Calendar was the Ea ting a 
pension to Herman Ne the consideration of w was re- 
sumed as in Committee of the le. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, the report of the Committee on 
Pensions in this case is adverse to the of the bill; but the 
committee divide in their opinion as to the merits of the case. When 
this case was called on the last consideration of the Calendar, the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. KIRKWOOD] and the Senator from Florida, 
[Mr. CaLL, ] members of the Committee on Pensions, expressed their 
views dissenting from the report of the committee ; and the remarks 
of those Senators on that occasion seemed to me sufficient to satisf. 
the Senate that the bill ought to pass, and that the pension Oris 
for by the bill should be allowed to Netterfield, who is the ¢ b. 

It appears that Netterfield was a scout connected with a company 
organized under an order of General Canby and under the immediate 
command of Lieutenant Earle. The instructions under which this 
company of scouts was organized are contained in a communication 
from the Department, which was before the Committee on Pensions. 
The character of the 33 will appear in these instructions. 
I will read an extract from the instructions directed to Lientenant 
Earle, commanding this squad: 

Sır: Iam directed . major · general commanding to state that in addition to 
the authority granted in the letter under which your scouts were organized the 
following instructions are given you: : 

First. Your operations will not be limited to any particular section of the coun- 
— 9.9 — is 7 vou Pe 1 =~ general 53 ims Army by deceiv- 
u Ful mail 2 Ke. ‘You will p lrn An to all — informa- 
of the country, the condition of the inhabitants, the roads, by-ways, 
bridle-paths, &c., the condition in reference to trade and agriculture outside the 

o resources of the country as food for men, horses, securing vom) 
sending spies, reconnoitering fo passages, defiles, and positions i gain all possi- 
ble information in regard to position and number of the enemy, their tive amount 
2 ͤ ˙ A 0000000 

on 
their Koara: and picket-lines, preparations to 251 fires, £0. * 

These instructions show the character of the services which these 
persons were to perform, and a letter incorporated in the report of 
the committee shows that this company of scouts were to be organ- 
ized into squads, and their services accepted on the 2 condition 
that they will be held subject to strict military ipline and to 
the rules and articles of war.” 

It has been objected to the allowance of this pension that these 
scouts were not in the Army of the United States. It is true they 
were not technically a portion of the Army. If they had been, there 
would be no necessity whatever for any special act allowing a pen- 
sion to one of them injured in the service in the line of his duty ; 
but the difficulty is merely that there was no technical connection 
between this squad of scouts and the Army. The services performed 
by these men were of a military character; the services were the most 
dangerous that could be performed by any person connected with the 
military service. They were under the command of an officer of the 
oo and they were under all the rules and es rere and subject 
to all the discipline of the Army of the United States. 

Under these circumstances, if the particular case presented is a 
meritorious one, it 1 5 5 75 to the Senate of the United States and to 
the Congress of the United States to bring the particular case within 
the operation of the pension laws. There is always some reason why 
a pension cannot be allowed under existing laws where a special act 
is introduced for the p , either because the injury was suffered 
by a person not technically connected with the Army, or because, if 
connected with the Army, he is unable to prove that the injury was 
received in the line of duty. j 

Under such a state of facts as is presented here, the committee them- 
selves assenting that the case is a meritorious one if it were within 
the law, not dissentin opon that point, I can only add that my own 
personal knowledge of the applicant in this case concurs with the 
conclusion at which the committee have arrived upon that point, be- 
cause this gentleman is a resident of my own State, and I know that 
his disability is a serious one. The fact being that it was incurred 
under these circumstances, because from the report of the Secret: 
of War it red Spb that this man was detailed not only upon gene 
service of this dangerous character but upon aspecial service of more 
dangerous character than would be inferred ps from the gen- 
eral instructions which I have read, I ap to the Senate to pass 
this bill; and I suggest that the mere fact that this party was not 
an enlisted man should not be permitted to prevent the Government 
from extending to him the bounty which, if he had been an enlisted 
man, would have been assured to him. 

Mr. WITHERS. Mr. President, Ihave no interest whatever in this 
matter except as connected with the interests of the Government. 
This bill proposes to on a man who does not belong to the class 
of men who are pensionable by the existing law. There is nothing 
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that I know of in his case that makes it so exceptional that the Sen- 
ate should depart from the custom which it has usually o in 
voting to pension a man who is not onable under the law, and 
thereby extending the operation and benefit of the pension law to 
that c 

If it be the desire of the Senate to make pensionable a class of per- 
sons who under the existing laws are not pensionable, I humbly sub- 
mit that it would be in the interest of justice and equity to extend 
the provisions of the 8 law to that extent, and not to select one 
or two or three cases in which Senators may take a personal and deep 
interest and pass laws giving to these parties the benefit of the pen- 
sion-roll which others of the same class equally meritorious are ex- 
cluded from. We 3 1 2 one or de or bly more 
acts ing pensions to persons is class. Iremember we passed 
one for 9 at the earnest solicitation of my friend from West 


Virginia, and [submit that there is neither justice nor equity in select- 
ing a few individual cases and giving them the benefit of pension 
laws from which all others of same class are excluded. 

I will also state in this connection that there oao Lace: De 
fore the Pension Committee of the Senate probably a dozen bills in 
which the same principle isinvolved—bills for clerks, for teamsters, for 
civil employés of the Government—and the Committee on Pensions 
in considering this matter determined to explain the whole case to 
the Senate when this particular bill was put on the Calendar, in order 
that the Senate may vote understandingly in the matter, and in order 
that they may know that thereby a precedent willbe established which 
will control the action of the Committee on Pensions on all similar 
applications, because we cannot consent to make one or two or three 
individuals beneficiaries under the pension acts when large numbers 
of the same class are excluded. 

This Netterfield may have rendered important service. I do not 
deny it. I only say that he is not ionable under existing law ; 
that he was a civil employé of the Government, receiving probably 
three or four times as mu i 
AT eer which he entered into with the commander of the Army, 

mw. — 

Mr. McMILLAN. Allow me to say that while he may be termed a 
civil employé, yet his whole duty was military duty connected with 
the Army in the field, and the most dangerous and exposed service 
that a soldier of the United States could render in behalf of his Gov- 
ernment. I merely wish to have that explanation go with the term 
“civil employé.” 

Mr. WI RS. The fact stated by the Senator from Minnesota 
does not at all alter the statement which I made. He was a civil 
employé of the Government; he was not in the mili service of 
the Government, although the duties which he perfo were of a 
military character. It is true by the provisions of the contract or the 
regulations quoted by my friend he was subjected to all the rules and 
articles of war; but what were those rules and articles? They were 
not the rules and articles of war which a soldier is subjected to, but 
they were such rules and articles of war as were applicable to that 
class to which he belonged, the civil employés of the Government. 
That was all. 

But, sir, I do not wish to protract the time nor prevent a vote. I 
merely want the Senate of the United States to vote with a full 
knowledge and understanding that by their decision . this ques- 
tion they will control and decide the future policy of the eee e 
of the Senate on Pensions upon this class of cases. 

Mr, LOGAN. Mr. President, I do not perane that the Committee 
on Pensions require any aid from anybody else to explain a bill 
comig from that committee, but I desire to answer one on 
made y my friend from Minnesota. I certainly would be very 
if I could support a bill that he desired „for the benefit of one 
of his constituents; but in this partie case Icannot. The sug- 

m which I desired to reply to was that this man was subject 
the rules and articles of war; that he was in the military service. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Not technically. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not mean that the Senator said “technically,” 
but the argument was that he was to all intents and p in the 
service of the Government under mili rule. Acco gto that 
theory, if the Senate of the United States should pass a bill of this 
kind appropriating money to pension a man performing the duties 
this person performed, you would be required to pension every team- 
ster employed by the eee mates yake eee Teamsters, too, 
are subject to the rules and articles of war and so is every man em- 
ployed in the service of the Government who is within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Army and performing service for the Government in con- 
nection with the Army. All such persons are subject to these rules 
and have to be for the benefit and discipline of the service. 

Now, let me give anillustration. We had a t many steamboats 
employed in the service of the United States for the transportation 
of supplies up and down rivers. The captains of these boats and 
their whole crews were employed in the service of the Government 
and paid sometimes by the Government on the Government rolls. 


Where a boat was taken and impressed into the service of the United 
States, as it was called, the commanding officer would put some man 
in command of the vessel if the captain refused to serve, and he and 
all his crew would be subjected to the rules and orders of the com- 
manding officer. 2 

On the same principle on which this scout should be placed on the 


as an enlisted man; that it wasa volun- | this 


ion 


serving the Government in the 
service or doing the work performed by scouts or by any other civil- 
ians connected with the Army, and who are subject to the rules and 
articles of war, would be pensionable. As I said in this case 

the service of a scout is a peculiar service, and I admit that itis 
— service ; for sometimes when they are arrested as spies the 


pension-roll, all men 


punishment of scouts is very severe. There is no question about 
that. But they make a written contract with the commanding offi- 
cer to perform certain duties for a certain stipulated sum, and th 
know the service they are to perform and 3 the risk. No 
such idea as pension ever occurs to them when contract is made. 
The laws for pensioning persons for service to this Government apply 
to soldiers and apply to persons in the Navy enlisted for the purpose 
of doing battle for the country, and not to men employed for the 
purpose of discovering facts. There is a broad distinction. It isa 
part of the contract made with the soldier or an officer of the Army 
that if injured or disabled while in the line of his duty he shall re- 
ceive from the Government this pittance during his life, not as a 
remuneration at all—for there can be no remuneration for the loss 
of limb or for permanent disability—but to aid him as much as the 
Government can on account of the fact that he has received his dis- 
ability while performing his duty to the Government in its service. 
It does not apply to citizens, and it never was intended that it 
should, nor should it ever; for if so every citizen might in time of 
war connect himself—no matter in how remote a degree—with the 
Army in the performance of some service, and he would be a pen- 
sioner if he received a disability from sickness or otherwise. Take 
the carrying of the mails, for instance. We had our post-offices es- 
tablished in the Army and our mail parece ei during the last war; 
and it is always so. They are not enli men, but they 
duties 2 to the Army. They, too, might come and claim a 
pension if disabled in the performance of their duty, 

I make this statement to the Senate because I do not want to see 
i t established, for if it is established there will be innu- 
merable claims of this kind. 

. MCMILLAN. Mr. President, I know ve 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I must 
of the Calendar order. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I should like to know what rule the Senator 
desires enforced. I am not aware of what the rule is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Each Senatorcan 8 but once on any given 
rag while we are considering the Calendar under the present 
0 


Mr. CONKLING. I am inclined to think the Senator from Mis- 
souri himself was out of order. I see it is more than half after one. 
He had no right to be addressing the Chair as within the morning 
hour, when it ired. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. HARRIS in the chair.) The Chair 
had not observed that the hour of half past one had arrived. Itis 


little about 
al for the enforcement 


the duty of the Chair to announce that the morning hour has expired. 
Mr. MCMILLAN. Then I will ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to act upon this bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there unanimous consent? 

Mr. ALLISON. It will come up to-morrow; let it go over. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Well, I withdraw the request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is the unfinished 
business, being Senate bill No. 19. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 14th instant approved and signed the act AC No. 857) authorizing 
the conversion of national gold banks, and this day the act (S. No. 
578) granting an increase of pension to Samuel B. Davis. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. F. KING, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the bill 8. 
No. 1255) making appropriation for the removal of the remains of t 
late Major-General George Sykes, United States Army, from Fort 
Brown, Texas, to West Point, New York. 


MILITARY WARRANT LAND LOCATIONS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No. 1775 authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to ascertain and i amount of land located with military 
warrants in the States described therein, and for other purposes. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to inquire if the amendments offered by 
the Committee on Public Lands have been acted on ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. None of them. s 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I-wish to give notice of an amendment I 
will offer as soon as those amendments are acted on. r 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the indefinite post- 
ponement of the bill. Until that question is decided neither the 
amendments proposed by the committee nor any amendments sug- 
gested by the Senator from Ohio will be in order. 

Mr. THURMAN. A bill can always be amended before a vote is 
put on indefinite 8 for the amendments es take a 
all the merits of motion. I think that is law think w; 
it is common to take the question on the am ts of the committee 
first, yet as all their amendments in this case are to the second sec- 
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tion, an amendment to the first section would now be in order; and 
if there is no objection I will offer it now. 

Mr. McDONALD. The motion is to indefinitely postpone, which 
cuts off amendments under the rules. a 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not to that law. 

Mr. CONKLING. I call the attention of the Chair to Rule 43. 
Certainly no amendment is in order now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will order the Secretary 
to read Rule 43. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

When a question is pending, no motion shall be received but— 


To adjourn, 
Poa to a day certain, or that, when the Senate adjourn, it shall be toa 
ho take 4 testes, n 


To to the consideration of executive business, 
= y on the table, 


To amend; 
which several motions shall have precedence in the order in which they stand 


Mr. CONKLING. “To amend” is the very last motion. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion to 


indefinitely e the bill under consideration, upon which motion 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
Mr. LPH. Mr. President, it will be recollected that a 


ta order was made for to-day to consider the case of Fitz-John 
orter. Under the rules of the Senate the case necessarily lies over, 
the unfinished business having precedence. I desire to say that ac- 
cording to the terms of the ment made on Wednesday last I 
shall consider, unless there is 5 on the part of the ate, 
that immediately upon the present order being finished the order in the 
case that would have come up to-day will then take its r course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that will be the 
business next in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, as has already been stated in the 
debate, the State of Iowa is the largest beneficiary underthe provis- 
ions of this bill. For that reason, as well as for some others, which 
I may state hereafter, I deem it wise to give some of the reasons 
which will influence me in the vote I shall give for this bill. 

Ine g the opinion, Mr. President, that I shall vote for this 
bill, I do not mean to say that I may not vote for amendments which 
may be offered, or that I may not myself offer one or two amend- 
ments. I only mean to say that I am in favor of the general scope 
and of the bill. I am in favor of it because I believe that 
it is a just measure. So far as the State which I in part represent is 
concerned, we ask nothing by grace or favor. If we are not fairly 
priest to the sum which this bill allots to us we do not ask it from 
the ate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. By “fairly” do ae mean “ lawfully ?” 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean fairly and lawfully, by a fair construction 
of the several statutes upon which this bill is based. 

The Senator from Vermont in his remarks upon this bill objected 
to it because it was a donation to the several States without limit as 
to what conld be done with the proceeds of the 5 cent. on land- 
warrant locations as sales. So far as Iowa is concerned, that 
criticism upon the bill has no bearing or effect, because by the com- 

t made between the State of Iowa and the Government of the 
nited States, when Iowa was admitted as a State into the Union, it 
was ressly stipulated and provided that the 5 per cent. of the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of public lands should be devoted and set apart for 
the use of the common schools of our State, and the first constitution 
of the State of Iowa, the constitution under which the State was ad- 
mitted into the Union, by the tenth article 8 that this fund, 
whenever it shall be paid to the State, shall be sacredly set apart for 
the use of the common schools of our State. That is repeated and 
recapitulated in the revised constitution of 1857, which I will not 
take time now to read. Thus every dollar of this fund, by force of 
the of this bill, goes into the treasury of the State of Iowa, 
and by the constitution of that State every dollar of the fund is 
pena set apart for the use of the common schools. How small a 
sum it is, I need not call the attention of the Senate to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much is it really? 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis probably from seven to eight hundred thon- 
sand dollars. When I speak of it as a small sum, I mean small in 
comparison with the amount that the State of Iowa, by taxation, im- 

osed by her laws every year, devotes to educational purposes in that 
Btate. I have before me the re of the Commissioner of Education 
of the United States for 1877, in which I find extracts from the re- 
ports of our own State school superintendent sho that Iowa de- 
votes annually to the public schools the sum of $5,000,000, and has 
done so for several years. I speak only in round numbers, not giving 


exact ia 
i = Š MUNDS. May I ask what is the rate of taxation for schools 
n Iowa 
Mr. ALLISON. I cannot state definitely, but more than three- 


fourths of the sum which I have named, $5,000,000, comes out of the 


pockets of the poopie of the State of Iowa for common-school pur- 
poses. This fund, ee to the State of Iowa, becomes a per- 
petual fund the principal of which cannot be used; only the inter- 


est of it can be used by the constitution of our State; it is only the 
interest of this fund that can be annually devoted to school purposes 


in ourState. Assuming the amount at ,000, the interest provided 
here being 3.65 255 cent., the interest upon this fund will amount an- 
nually to onl . What is that to the five hundred thousand 
boys and girls in Towa? It is but six cents 
the youths of the State of Iowa to be reduced in ten years from now 
to three or four cents each per annum; and yet it is said here that 
this is for the benefit of the State of Iowa, and that we are 

here claiming the beneficence of this Government, because we 
that under these statutes there shall be awarded to us the pittance 
of five or six cents per annum to each of the boys and girls in our 
State, sacredly set apart for that purpose by the act of admission into 
the Union, and also by the fundamental law of our State, as I have 
already stated. 

One objection made by the Senator from Vermont to this claim is 
that it is a stale claim, and I believe he read in his remarks a state- 
ment from the Secretary of the Treasury to the effect that no claim 
had been made for this fund, and he dignified it as hoary with age, 
being “fifty years old,” and poke, 7 forward recently for the first 
time. I find on examination that in 1858 the State of Iowa, through 
its trey made application for this fund to the then Secretary of 
the Interior, Jacob Thompson ; and I find in Lester’s Land Laws the 
reply of Jacob Thompson to the governor of the State of Iowa with 
reference to it; and to show how carefully Mr. Thompson must 
have considered this subject, let me read what he says: 


That act appropriates— 
Alluding to the act of admission— 


That act ropriates 5 t. of the net lands 
3j tote Ged AMAIA within. tho Diete: SORA Taba area 

When by the act of admission and the assent of Congress after- 
ward more clearly expressed the 5 per cent. was devoted sacredly to 


r annum for each of 


common schools in the State ; pet in this reply he states that it wa_ 
devoted for the purposes of public improvements, and canals. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. What of Lester’s Land Laws 
Mr. ALLISON. Lester's d La 690. This letter of the 


Ws, page 
of the Interior is dated September 20, 1858, and is addressed 
to the then governor of Iowa. 
poe Will you please read it in full. It is rather short, 
Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection. If the Senator desires it I 
will read it, of course. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIO. 


allowance of 5 per cent., claimed to be due the State of Iowa on land 
warrant locations, I have the honor to state that, in m the act of 1847 to 
which you refer, is a bounty land and that no 0 y be 
between locations made under it and those made under other bounty land laws. 
The location of ts issued under the act of 1847 is not considered as 
tu a sale of the public lands as contemplated by the act admit Iowa into 
the Union. noe coupes) Bee sua oe net sales of all 
FFF within the State. There being 
proceeds by military land warrants, 


no net g locations the allowance 
EE S por aa Sock NOA Dae DE ORATORA as EH bees appropriated or 
pro W. 


ed for by law. 5 5 

Governor R. P. Lowx, Iowa. f 

Of course I have not examined and do not care to go into the ques- 
tion of whatother States may have done with reference to these bounty 
land warrantsin the Interior Department. I take it for ted that 
they have been as vigilant as they ought to have been in reference 
to that question. 

Perhaps I ought to say here that this was tically a new ques- 
tion even as late as 1858. Under the origi laws passed in refer- 
ence to bounty lands, special and s c lands were set apart for 
these bounties; and from 1830, when the Government undertook the 
issuance of scrip on account of revolutionary bounty lands, that seri 
was always received as cash at the land offices, and was always coun 
as cash in the settlements with the different States ; and therefore it 
is that the State of Ohio, on account of the 5 per cent., has received 
in one way and another nearly $600,000, and has still a claim for the 

ing 2 cent., amounting to nearly $400,000 more. 

Mr. ED S. Tf I do not interrupt my honorable friend may I 
ask whether I understand him to say that Ohio has still a claim that 
he believes to be valid, or only that it makes a claim? 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the Senator is very well aware of the 
claim that Ohio makes for the remaining 2 per cent., Ohio having 
already received 3 per cent. of the5 per cent. provided for by the orig- 
inal act or compact of admission. 

Mr. ED S. But the Senator was liable to be construed here- 
after when his remarks are read, as dec that in his judgment 
Ohio had a just claim for what is called the 2 per cent., and I was 


merely ase find out what he meant. 
Mr. ISON. Iam not arguing that question now. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Then you express no opinion on that? 


Mr. ALLISON. Not at this particular moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was merely endeavoring to show at thismoment 
that this is a new question with reference to the construction of 
bounty land warrant laws; that under the bounty land laws of 1812 
and under the revolutionary bounty land acts specific lands were set 
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apart for the purpose of satisfying those warrants. The act of May 
6, 1812, setting apart six million acres to satisfy the bounty land war- 
rants of 1812, took special care to fix the Territories within whose 
limits those bounty lands should be set a 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What difference did that make? 

Mr. ALLISON. It made this difference, that Ohio was then a State 
in the Union and Ohio took care to see that these bounty land 
warrants were pushed over beyond the limits of the State of Ohio 
and beyond the limits of the State of Indiana into the then Territo- 
ries of Michigan, Illinois, and Louisiana, and only four years after- 
ward another law was passed providing that the Territory of Michi- 

an should be exempted from the provisions of that law of 1812, and 
that these bounty land warrants should be pushed over again upon 
the Territory of Missouri, north of the Missouri River, and upon the 
Territory of Illinois. I only cite the several bounty land acts of 
1812 and 1830 for the p of showing that specific provision had 
been made for them, and it was not until after the Mexican war began 
and the bounty lands provided for by the laws of 1847 and 1848 and 
subsequent acts came to be issued, that this question at all became an 
im t one. 

I said before, so careful were the men who then were conduct- 
ing the affairs of this Government with regard to bounty lands that 
although they had originally set apart in the Territory of Michi- 
gan two million acres to bounty land warrants, in 1816, four 
years after the origi act , they pushed those bounty land 
‘warrants beyond the Territory of Michigan and located them in the 
Territories of Illinois and Missouri. So that all these claims, or nearly 

whatever they are or whatever may be their nature, arise out 
of laws passed after 1847. 

It is Sains 

sales” are used, 


adi 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rise to ask a question to see if I understand my 
friend from Iowa. I understand him to mean that in construing the 
words “ net proceeds of the sales of the public lands” we are not to be 
guided by the principles usually ion in jurisprudence for the con- 
struction of statutes, but are to look to what we think the members 
from the various States may have thought it might include. Is that 
what he means ? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; not at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then do I understand my honorable friend to 
mean only in what he has said, that we are to construe the language 
of these statutes, this compact as he calls it, just as a court would? 

Mr. ALLISON. If I un 
construe these statutes under the compact, with reference to and hav- 


5 to my honorable friend for hav- 
ing beaten Martin Van Buren in stating a thing so that nobody can 
understand it this time. [Leughter.] 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank my friend for the compliment. I will en- 
deavor to more specifically state what I mean in this general state- 
ment, and perhaps then some of the Senators may be to compre- 
hend what I mean. 

These land warrants are analogous to scrip issued by the Govern- 


ment 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, how do . prove that? 

Mr. ALLISON. I prove it, first, from the fact that the scrip issued 
under the act of 1830 and r acts of Congress, ing down, 
I believe, to 1858, was issued first by the Secretary of the 
and afterward by the Secretary of the Interior in lien of land war- 
rants issued b State of Virginia in payment of the sums which 
she had pro: to pay her soldiers, either of the State of Virginia 
or on the continental establishment prior to 1783. It was Dyan pro- 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Exactly; receivable in payment of public lands. 
Now, the only possible difference is a difference of technical con- 
struction of the words “receivable” and “located.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the only difference. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. I know that my reasoning will amuse 
ay ae from Vermont very much. 

. EDMUNDS. It does. 


Mr. ALLISON. But that is the only difference. The land warrants 
were to be located on certain lands; the scrip was receivable in pay- 
ment for public lands or the same lands; but after 1852 the land war- 
rant was made as essentially scrip as was the Virginia military seri; 
under the revolutionary war, because by the act of 1852 every lan 
warrant was made transferable and ble, was deliverable as a 
promissory note to bearer after one assi t had been made, The 
warrants were perfectly negotiable, and they were liable to be laid 
upon any pole land in the United States subject to private entry 
at any land office. Therefore they were in essence and in substance 
exactly what the mili scrip was which had been issued first in 
1830, and issued under su uent acts away down to 1858, I believe, 
and every one of these scrip entries was counted as a sale, the 
ceeds of which formed a part of the 5 per cent. fund from 1830 to 


this 5 2 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Every one of the land warrants ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Every one of these several certificates of scrip. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. p, yes; but does the Senator mean to oy that 
any land warrant was ever as part of the fund on which to 
compute the 5 = cent, ? ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave read to the Senator from Vermont the de- 
cision of the Secretary of the Interior declining to consider land war- 
rants Mpe of the computation of the 5 per cent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wanted to understand exactly what the Senator 
meant. He said “ every one of these,” and the last he was speaking 
of were warrants. r 

Mr. ALLISON. I might say further that after 1852 these land 
warrants were of a higher character of security than the scrip itself, 
because they were locatable at any land office where lands were sub- 
ject to private entry, and the senp wae only locatable or receivable 
at the places where the public lands had first been offered at public 
sale, ns bresan and fair intendment these land warrants 
were of a higher character than the scrip which was received as cash, 
And not only that, but the land warrants were received as money by 
an express statute which I wish to read in the of Senators, 
I read from the ninth volume of the Statutes at Large, page 332, 
“an act in relation to military land warrants.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS, What year is that? 

Mr. ALLISON. The year 1848. This statute seems to have fol- 
lowed closely upon the bounty land acts of 1847 and 1848, relating to 
bounty lands granted to the soldiers of the Mexican War. It seems 
to have been intended for the purpose of facilitating the operations 
of those soldiers who had these bounty land warrants. I will read 
this statute: é 

That any non-commissioned officer, musician, or private, or his widow or heirs, 
who shall receive and hold in his own right a land warrant issued by the Govern- 
ment of the United States for service, may locate the same in on legal 
subdivision on any public land subject to private entry, taking said land— 

Mark the language: “ taking said land“ 
at the price at which the same is su’ to entry, and reck the war- 
rant 22815 per acre for the 3 9 pare rad the 
balance, if any, in money; but no claim shall exist on the Government to pay for 
any on said warrant in money. 

Therefore bounty land warrants, after 1848 were taken as substi- 
tutes for money in the location of any land upon any subdivision. I, 
having an eighty-acre land warrant, desiring to enter one hi 
and sixty acres, could put that land warrant in, as I could put gold 
and silver in, at $1.25 an acre, and pay the balance in money. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Would it interrupt my colleague if I should 


make re Tae to him? 

Mr. N. No, sir, it would not interrupt me. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I have a very distinct recollection that during 
the time in which these land warrants were so extensively used in 
Iowa they had a quotable value in the money market in New York, 
and be wie manne regularly as the bonds of the United States are 


i vis, 

Mr. DA of Illinois. In Saint Louis, too. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. My colleague will remember that fact. 

Mr. N. Iwill come to that ina moment. I have called 
attention to this statute to show that the warrants were treated as 
money, and this is not the only statute which treats them as money. 
I must call the attention of the Senate again to the statute making 
the land warrants assignable, for the P of showing that the men 
of 1852 regarded them as evidences o debts due to the soldiers of the 
Republic for the battles which they had fought upon the plains of 
Mexico. What is its lan ? Ishall not read the whole of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What volume is that? 

Mr. ALLISON. I now quote from the Statutes at Large, volume 


10, page 3. 
. EDMUNDS. What year? 

Mr. ALLISON. Eighteen hundred and fifty-two. Ishall only read 
the proviso: 

Provided, That an; entitled to pre-emption right to any land shall be en- 
titled to ch fond wr in for thi the rate of 
per sore for tho quantity of land therein specified. 35855 


A pre-emptor who had gone upon the public lands under the act of 
1841 could take one of these land warrants, after the passage of this 
act of 1852, and locate it upon his pre-empted land as so much money, 
counting it at a dollar and a quarter an acre. There is a construc- 
tion with reference to what these land warrants were to be used for, 
and how they were to be used as substitutes for money. Not only 
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that, but this statute provides another thing. I now read another 
roviso, to which I beg to call the attention of the Senator from 
ermont, for a fair construction of these laws. 


That when said warrant shall be located on lands which are 


ter minimum than 81.25 per acre, the locator of said war- 


to ata 
8 the United States in cash the difference between the value of 


such warrants at $1.25 per acre and the tract of land located on. 

That is to say, if lands valued at $2.50 an acre should he located 
with these land warrants, the purchaser or locator could take a land 
warrant and use it at $1.25 per acre, and he must add to it whatever 
sum was necessary to complete his location. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, that is exactly what he has to do. In the pre- 
vious act which authorized the land warrant counting acres to count 
dollar and a quarter acres the minimum price acres, and he could 
enter his land upon that computation, the Senator omitted to read 
the last clause of it. Theformer act, the last part of which my friend 
did not read, said that the act should not authorize any balance to be 
paid to such person in money; so that the first act the Senator cites 
explicitly shows that a land warrant is not money and that the case 
is not a sale nor even a part of it. Now the Senator comes to this 
act, which is still more strongly against him, if he will pardon me 
for saying it, which says in terms that these do not fall under the 
head of sales at all. j 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr- President, I do not wish to get into a contro- 
versy with the Senator about any matter of fact, but I read the whole 
of the other statute, as the reporter will find when he comes to copy 
from the book I shall hand him. 

Mr. ED The land-warrant act on 

Mr. ALLISON. The act described on page t 
change one iota of the t Lam making. That act simply pro- 
vided that the Government should not be bound to pay back to the 
locator of a warrant any money, but that for all intents and purposes 
his land warrant should be used and treated as money in payment 
for any of the public lands to which he might desire to attach his 
location. * 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to correct a misapprehension my friend 
from Iowa seemed to have, that I had imputed to him omitting to 
read this last clause, as I thought he did omit to read it, for any pur- 
pose of not letting the Senate understand it. I want to disclaim any 
such intention as that. 


Mr. ALLISON. a 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I did not hear the Senator read it. The last 
clause, which caught my attention as I looked it over afterward, is: 

But no claim shall exist on the Government to pay for any balance on said war- 
rant in money. 

Very likely the Senator is correct in saying that he read it, but all 
I wished to say was that I disavow on the spot any implication that 
the Senator had failed to read it for a p 4 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the Senator did not impute to me any 
improper intention or purpose. 

ow, then, the pro from which I have just quoted indicates 

that land warrants could be used as money for double minimum 
lands—lands that were valued at$2.50 an acre—and could be counted 
as money, and were so counted. But that is not all with reference 
to this statute and the reasonable construction that should be put 
upon it. By the second section of this statute it is provided: 


? 
and it does not 


TTT eee eee 
orized and receive for their services in locating all military bounty 
land s leek since the lith day of Fi 1847, the 


tion or percentage to which they are entitled by law for sales of tho public lands 

If the Senator’s construction of what “sales” means be true, why 
was it considered im t to put in here “sales for cash?” Why 
was it important to di ish by law sales for land warrants and 
sales for cash, because that statute clearly does make a distinction? 


The Senator from Vermont insists that locations military bounty 
land warrants are not sales. This statute ey are and 
they are to be computed as though they had sales for in- 


stead of sales for military land warrants. I think there is no possi- 
ble escape from this construction of this statute. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The law before that authorized the receiver to 
have acertain percentage on his sales and did not say “sales for 
cash,” as I think the Senator will find a sale and a sale for cash being 
understood to mean exactly the same thing. If I am right, therefore, 
in su g that the law g the compensation of receivers 
of pah ic moneys applied to all sales without using the word “cash” 
or any other term of addition or qualification or ption, then if 
an entry with a bounty-land warrant was a sale, it did not need that 
law to give him the com: ion on it. 

Mr. N. Well, Mr. President, thatis a question that it is not 

Mr. 


* for me to answer. 
. EDMUNDS. I think it is according to your argument. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam only undertaking to show what contempo- 
raneous legislation meant to have us understand the effect or import 
of land warrants was; that was all. And here they say that sales 
by means of land warrants shall be computed and counted by regis- 
ters and receivers as though they had been sales for cash. It never 
entered the minds of the men who framed this statute that the loca- 


tion of a military bounty land warrant was not a sale; they had not 
reached that point of dialectics in 1852. 
Mr. EDM 8. That was the very point to which my question 


was directed which my friend is unwilling to answer. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I want to call attention to another authority 
on this subject. I read from Lester’s Land Laws again the opinion 
of a distinguished citizen of the State of Michigan, who was then 
Secretary of the Interior, giving the construction to this very statute 
to which I have undertaken to give a construction, to see whether he 
agrees with the Senator from Vermont. I read from Lester’s Land 
Laws, volume 1, page 616, a letter signed by Robert McClelland, Sec- 
retary of the Interior, addressed to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. The date is May 21, 1856; it was after the passage of 
the act of 1852, to which I have just called attention: 

I am of the opinion that the act of March 22, 1852— 

The act which I have quoted— 
bounty land warrants and all legal 
by law," should be assignable, and 


pre-emptions, authorizing a p 
to make use of such warrant, owned Dy Jimia paymons Se his pre omiphiom; at 
CCT only to make land warrant in 
his hands equi t to so much const pad poega, a “location, 

assignable under the previous s of said act, and against the positive pro- 
visions of the act of 1841, prohibited any assignment of his right of pre- 


Mr. McClelland understood that this lan e meant to give the 
person holding a land warrant the authority to use that land warrant 
asso much cash. Of course that was not the 8 question here 
involved in this letter. I will not permit the Senator from Vermont 
to divert me from Mr. McClelland’s construction of the statute b 
saying that that was not the question raised. I know perfectly we 
it was not the question raised. The question raised here was whether 
that statute so modified the pre-emption law of 1841 as to enable a 
pre-emptor to assign his pre-emption claim. He says it does not so 
authorize; that it only meant to modify the pre-emption law suffi- 
ciently to authorize him to use land warrants as so much money, and he 
incidentally gives the construction to the proviso which I have given. 

Mr. dent, I have gone over these statutes for the te ap of 
showing that the people who were contemporaneous with the pas- 

of the several bounty bills understood that land warrants were 
to be used pro tanto as money in the location of public lands, that 
they were so used, and as my coll e has said they had a quotable 
market value in New York and in the great cities of this country, as 
much as United States bonds have, or as much as greenbacks have, 
or any other currency of our country. They were as much currenc 
for the pu indicated by these laws as any currency that coul 
be used. ey were located in quantities upon the public lands, and 
used as money and as substitutes for money and in lieu of money. 

But then I submit to Senators that we are not to construe these 
laws as we construe criminal statutes; we are not to construe them 
with that care and nicety that we would constrne criminal statutes, 
nor are we to complain because Mr. Jacob Thompson refused to eount 
these land warrants in the computation of the 5 per cent. due the 
several States. He was a mere executive officer. ese statutes, I 
agree, are ambiguous, to say the least of it, and therefore it was the 
duty of an executive officer of the Government when money was re- 
quired to be paid from the Treasury to examine the statutes with 
care, and if there was any doubt or ambiguity in them, to submit the 
question to Congress as Mr. Jacob Thompson undoubtedly intended 
to do in 1858, and he did it after his own State of Mississippi had 
received the full 5 per cent. which the law had given to her under 
the compact made when she was admitted into the Union as some of 
the other States had already received it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. She did not get it on any bounty lands. 

Mr. ALLISON. But she got it on what was worse. The State of 
Mississippi was entitled to and did receive the 5 per cent. on all the 
Indian reservations in that State, although not one acre of those 
reservations had been sold. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is perfectly true because Congress by an 
independent act chose to give it to her. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what I am endeavoring to show. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Itwasa 3 that was successful. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am 3 e general scope and intent and 
p of these various acts. Here wasa large amount of land in 
the State of Mississippi and in the State of e set apart as In- 
dian reservations, and Congress in fairly construing these laws, or 
compacts if you please so to call them, with the new States admit- 
ted into the Union passed this act. The Senator said it was a begging 
statute. How does he know? 

Phy EDMUNDS. I know by the debate and by the language of the 
tute. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am quoting these statutes for the purpose of 
showing that these compacts were construed liberally by the men 
who made them from time to time with the new States that came 
into the Union, and they were construed so liberally as that Indian 
reservations not sold at all were computed and included at the rate 
of $1.25 15 — acre. £ 2 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is mistaken, I think, with t re- 
spect to him, (and he ought to be a little careful in his statements of 
fact,) in s g of the Mississippi act as an act construing the com- 
pact of admission. If the Senator will look at the act itself and the 
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small debate that was had about it, he will see that there was no at- 
tempt on the part of the Mississippi claimants, according to the best 
of my recollection, to hold that it was within any just construction 
of the act of admission; but the argument was that the State had 
expected to get more and it was supposed the Indian titles would all 
be extinguished—that was the expectation—and that they would get 
cash, had all turned to be a mistake and had fallen through ; 
and therefore Congress was appealed to to be kind and generous to 
them and give them this money, and Congress said it would. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course I do not mean to say that Congress, at 
the time the act was passed, construed the law so as to give Missis- 
sippi this percentage on the reservations. I only quote the act for 
the purpose of showing that Congress has ay in its dealin 
with the new States construed these statutes li y and not tech- 
nically, as though they were trying a criminal. 

Mr. ED: L say it is no construction at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, as I said in the inning, 
these claims (because if they are not claims they have no business 
here) arise chiefly out of statutes that were after 1847. I be- 
lieve, although I have not examined the bill with that care which 
enables me express a positive opinion u it, that ninety-nine 
one-hundredths of the proceeds under this bill will be found to arise 
out of statutes that were after 1847. So far as I am concerned, 
I should be willing to make it wholly apply to the policy that was 
adopted by Congress in 1847 and subsequent years. 

ese statutes run over a series of years, from 1847 to 1858. They 
include first the soldiers of the Mexican war; then they include the 
soldiers and their heirs of the war of 1812 and the revolutionary 
war, taking in almost every imaginable case. I will enumerate spe- 
cifically these statutes. y were of 1847, 1848, 1850, 1852, 1854, 
1855, and finally 1858—a series of statutes intended to compensate 
the soldiers of Republic for services that they had rendered, first, 
in establishing our Government; secondly, in the war of 1812; and, 
thirdly, in the war with Mexico; and also for services in all the In- 
dian wars neveno from 1796 down. 

I call attention to these statutes and to the fact that Iowa seems 
to have a larger 5 of this sum than any other State. That 
is due to the fact that Iowa was admitted into the Union in 1846, 
before the of the Mexican war. And now, lest I forget it 
hereafter, I want to call the attention of the Senator from Vermont, 
who quoted the act of admission providing that for three years the 
bounty lands should be exempt from on in the State of Iowa 
under the war of 1812. It is true that exemption was made, but it 
was made in favor of those who might have these bounty lands or 
bounty land warrants. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not under the war of 1812 alone, I think. It was 
of universal application. 

Mr. ALLISON. The language is “ under the late war,” and being 
in 1846 I take it it was the war of 1812. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator be kind enough to read the lan- 


? A 

S ALLISON. The lan was “under the late war.” Will 
the Senator from Indiana read the language, as he has the book before 
him? nore is that it is “ under the late war.” 

Mr. MCDONALD. The Senator is correct about that. The language 
is as follows: 7 

Provided, That the five foregoing 
that the Legislature of the conferred 
by the convention which framed the constitution of the said State, shall e 


tions find necessary 
the title in such boll to the bons fida purchasers thersot ; —— 


of the United States; that 
case shall non-resident proprietors ed than residen tha 


public policy involved in that he rv was simply this: By the act 
of 1816 and by subsequent acts of Congress a 
warrants that had been authorized for services in the war of 1812 
were to be located in the then Territory of Missouri, north of the 
Missouri River, which comprehended what was involved in that act 
as a part of the State of Iowa. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will pardon me. If I do not annoy 
him by interruptions—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Not at all, because I only want to get at the facts. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will sae me if I suggest.to him 


that I did not refer to the provision as affecting any question as to 
which war it was, or what the extent of it was, but for the purpose 
of 5 attention to the distinction that the statute admitting 
Towai made between lands sold and bounty lands. 

Ld 


Mr. ALLISON. I know the purpose for which the Senator called 
attention to ae I have referred to that law for a wholly different 
8 for the purpose of showing that at that time there were but 

‘ew military land warrants, and that the Mexican war soon followed, 
the acts first giving lands to the soldiers who enlisted for service in 
that war, and finally, in 1850, 1852, and 1854, spreading a net-work of 
land warrants covering every war that had taken place in the United 
States since 1790. 

Mr. President, could it have been contemplated, and if it was so 
contemplated, is it a fair and just interpretation now to give to these 
statutes, that, after assuring to Iowa for public schools, setting apart 
a sacred fund of 5 per cent., Congress, in the exercise of its sovereign 
power over bounty land warrants, meant to place thése warrants in 
such condition as that Iowa was to be covered over with them, and 
by this wholly defeat the compact made with her? She had fifty- 
five thousand square miles of land when she was admitted into the 
Union. She had a right to suppose, and her people had a right to 
suppose, that here would be a fund that could be used for the edu- 
cation of her children for all time to come; and so careful was she 
of that fund that she provided that the principal of it should never 
be touched or disturbed, but that it shonld be held sacred forever, 
and that only the interest should be so applied. And by asubsequent 
provision in the constitution of our State, adopted in 1857, it is 5 55 
vided that any fund from any source Whatever relating to public 
schools that shall be lost s be counted as a of the debt of 
the State, and the State shall pay into the school fund 6 per cent. per 
annum upon that account. 3 

But now let us look a little further into this business. The Senator 
from Vermont gathered an argument of considerable proportions 
from the fact that in some way or other we had in receiving the 
Northwest Territory made such a contract or compact with the old 
State of Virginia as to preclude us now from paying any portion of 
the proceeds of this land to the new States of the Union. He, inad- 
vertently of course, fo: to mention that of the thirteen new States 
of the Northwest and Southwest, only five were carved out of the 
Northwest Territory; that the State of Lonisiana, the State of Ar- 
kansas, the State of Missouri, the State of Iowa, the State of Min 
nesota, the State of Nebraska, the State of Colorado, and the State 
of Kansas are all States that came to us from the Louisiana purchase 
of 1803, and had no connection whatever with the ordinance by which 
Virginia ceded to the United States a portion of her territory. So 
whatever argument there is with reference to the Northwest Terri- 
tory, it seems to nie cannot appl to this t number of States, the 

ority of the States benefi y this bill, who came into the Union 
under the Louisiana purchase, and not under the cession from Virginia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Perhaps you will be willing to strike out the 
five States you refer to from bill, and try the others on this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; Iam merely statin; the Senator, through 
inadvertence, led us to believe the other that all the States ben- 
efited oras bill were included in the Northwest Territory. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not say that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know the Senator did not say that, but he made 
no pag aig although there are nine States which do not come in 
under that, whatever may be the tin reference to the North- 
west Territory. But I submit to the Senator that even that ent 
comes too late, over and over again we have dealt with the 
lands in the Northwest Territory without reference to that ordinance 
so far as the question of the distribution of the proceeds of sales is 
concerned. The act of 1841—I only state for the purpose of showing 
what Congress then thought of our obligations to the State of Vir- 

ia—provided that 10 per cent. of all t 3 of public lands 

hereafter sold should go to certain ified States, most of them, I 
believe all of them, although I am not quite clear about that, nearly 
all of them States within the Northwest Territory. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If there are only five now, there could not haye 
been ten then. f 

Mr. ALLISON. Not ten States; 10 per cent. in addition to the 5 


per cent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will allow me I may inform him 
on that point that the 10 per cent. was given to every one of the 
newly admitted States that had lands within their ers, and the 
balance was to be divided among all the people of the United States 
oveni snn each of these States was to have five hundred thousand 
acres besides. They took the land and then repealed the provision 
die the rest of the money to all the States. 

8 ALLISON, Mr. President, that is hardly a fair statement, I 
submit to the Senator from Vermont, of what was done by the act of 
1841. That act of 1841, it is true, provided that 10 per cent. should 
be given to certain ified States and that the remainder of the 
proceeds of the public lands should be paid over to all the States and 
all the Territo: in proportion to their eee It provided 
also that five hundred thousand acres of land should be granted to 
each new State, and provided right in the same statute that it might 
be abrogated, first, by a 33 vision of law; secondly, by a 
3 War; and thirdly, bd modification of the tariff whereby the 

iff should be increased beyond 20 per cent. So it was perfectly 
understood at the time that subsequent legislation might take away 
the provision for distribution, and it was not only so understood, but 
in 1848 a special act was passed on the subject with reference to the 
limitations and exceptions. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Precisely. If my honorable friend will pardon 
me, the act of 1841 provided for a disposition of the public lands 
and their proceeds by giving 10 per cent, to the States that had any 
in them, in addition to the five, by giving to each one of these States 
that had any lands in them five hundred thousand acres of land in 
lieu of what they had before, by giving the rest of the money, the 
proceeds of the sales, to all the States alike, in other words for the 
general benefit. Then it provided that that act should be suspended 
whenever there was a foreign war and that it should be held u 
whenever Congress made a modification of the tariff that ee 
the duties byond 30 per cent. or whatever it was. They did make a 
modification of the tariff, not having a foreign war handy just at that 
time, which s. ded the act. Then it was discovered that in order 
to keep the lands it was necessary that it should be declared by an 
act afterward that only the later sections of that act after section 6 
I believe should be suspended and all the first sections—or whichever 
way it was—finally Con declared that half of the act should be 
suspended, the t ve anything to the old States, and that 
part of it which gave lands to the new States was to RAU go on not- 
withstanding the tariff. That is a correct statement I eve. 

Mr. N. That is a partial statement also. The object of 
the statute of 1848 was to keep in force the pre-emption law of 1841, 
and nothing more nor less, and, therefore, it provided that the sus- 
pension should only apply to the first four sections of the act of 1841. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. as it necessary in order to keep the pre-emption 
law in force, that each new State should have five hundred thousand 
acres of land that could not be pre-empted ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould think not. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was the object of the suspension, namely, to 
preserve the pre-emption laws. So much for that. 

The Senator from Vermont took care to go into all the ques- 
tion of our public lands and by implication he repeats this mornin 
that inasmuch as we had five hundred thousand acres of land gran 
to us for educational 33 therefore we are not entitled to what 
the law gives us or what we believe, by a fair construction of these 
laws taking them all together, we are entitled to on account of the 
sales of the public lands. This leads me as it did him to examine to 
some extent the public policy of this Government with respect to our 
public lands. 

It will be seen by a reference to the ancient statutes that it was 
the eB of the Government 3 the early years of our history 
to carefully preserve the publie lands, and that policy gradually be- 
came relaxed, first, 2 means of bounties to soldiers; secondly, by 
means of grants for educational purposes, as in 1841, and finally the 
flood-gates were opened in 1850, and the first precedent was efor 
lands to be granted for 2 of internal improvement with ref- 
erence to the railwa; ere haying before that time been ts of 
land for purposes of building canals and roads, &c. In 1850 a “new 
departure” was made in the policy of this Government with refer- 
ence to the public lands, having no regard to new States or Territo- 
ries, having no regard to the local benefits that a State ora Territory 
would derive from these ts, any more than the Congress of the 
United States have re; for the local benefits that are to be made 
by reason of a tariff of a cent and a half a pound on steel, if you 

ease, or upon any other article that is manufactured in one of these 

tates and cannot be manufactured in another—no more regard 
this question which we are considering now than the blowing out of 
the rocks of Hell Gate has to it. 

Mr. President, what was this policy? It was that the States hav- 
ing public lands should be especially developed by means of railways 
and railway construction, and the whole country thereby be enabled 
to increase its commerce, internal and external, by increase of pro- 
duction. It was provided, in order that the Government should lose 
nothing, that the alternate sections should have a double minimum 
price, namely, $2.50 per acre, and that thereby the Government would 
reimburse itself for the lands granted to railways or to States for rail- 
way purpose. That policy bop in 1850, was pursued and continued 
until a very recent date, which I will not trouble the Senate to con- 
sider. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question right there? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iyield to the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. About this double minimum business which is al- 
ways amusing when it is broughtforward in this way, I ask the Senator 
if he really means to say that the double minimum limitation in these 
railway ts had for its primary object to keep the Government 
from losing anything; or was it always the astute ance of 
the railway man who wanted the land, in order that the Government 
passin not undersell him, and that he should get $2.50 an acre for his 
gran 

58 ag ca e oe no mannan oy make about the astute 
performance of any railway grant or any railway man engaged in such 
a grant. I mean to say that the primary object of the Governmen 
was to secure double minimum price for lands within a certain 
number of miles of the railway, and that double minimum has al 
been received, and thus paid for the land granted to the railway. Of 
course it was a sound measure of policy, because the land within six 
miles of the railway would be enhanced in value by reason of the 
pt and the construction of the railway. So of the swamp lands. 

at was entirely a different question. That was a question having 


its ay n believe, in the State of Mississippi, because in the South- 


western States these lands, for see and years, had been open to sale 
at the minimum price of a do and a quarter an acre; they were 
not sold at a dollar and 4 quarter an acre; the price was finally re- 
duced to twelve and a half cents an acre, and they were not then sold. 
This was true of many of the lands in the State of Mississippi and 
other Southern States; and Con: in the exercise of a sound pub- 
lic ju nt, in my belief, provided that these lands should be donated 
to the States, whose duty it would be to reclaim them, and when re- 
claimed and sold the proceeds should be applied to purposes of levees, 
drainage, &c. Therefore these lands were granted absolutely to the 
States upon an entirely different principle and having no connection 
whatever with the military bounty land warrants; and yet, because 
a number of acres were eventually taken out for this purpose, 
that is brought in here as a make-weight against this bill, and we are 
told that thirty, forty, or fifty million acres were so ted. So of 
all the other perpos, they have no relation whatever to this bill. 

But, Mr. President, the r from Vermont who argues against 
this bill seems to © as though there were some sacred right 
to these lands in the hands of the Government of the United States 
which could not be infringed upon. I think if we are to go into 
this question it might be proper to go a step further and inquire 
how it is that the United States itself has this sacred right to this 
soil. If we were to do that we should find that the five Northwestern 
States were granted by the State of 3 for little or no consider- 
ation whatever tothe Union; we should find that the Louisiana pur- 
chase only cost us $12,000,000; and yet from the Louisiana Teal aA 
and from the Northwest Territory we have carved out thirteen or 
fourteen States of this Union, comprising I do not know how many 
hundreds of millions of acres of land. The old States of the Union 
had their lands set a tothem. The Government of the United 
States never undertook to interfere with the lands in any of the older 
States of the Union. She did call upon North Carolina and Virginia 
to make cessions in the interest of the whole Union, and those two 
States did make large cessions, as did the State pe 3 ee of por- 
tions of their territory, and made partially withont consideration 
and made really, I believe in some instances, without any consider- 
ation, or, if any consideration, a very small one. So if there are any 
equities in this matter, these equities do not belong to the Govern- 
ment of the United States wholly, because the lands acquired by the 
Government of the United States were acquired for small sums of 
money, or for no money at all, or by reason of Indian cessions of 
different reservations or lands supposed to be held by a possessory 
title by the Indians in the Western States. 

But there is another question which it is worth while for us to con- 
sider, and which I regret to say I have not been able to find full sta- 
tistics about, and that is, what are the real equities in this case? The 
Senator from Vermont says that we are taking this money out of the 
Treasury, and that we are taxing the American people to pay this 
money. Are we? Is that a fair statement to be o when we are 
considering the question of the 5 per cent. of net proceeds? Mr. Presi- 
dent, I have before me a statement taken from the records of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, showing that there has been 
paid into the Treasury in all since 1850, since these bounty land laws 
were since these great acts and ts, $81,418,441 for the sales 
of public lands. Eighty-one million dollars in thirty years have been 


to ppo into the Treasury and contributed by soa peoh e in these new 


tates to the Treasury of the United States. t is in addition to 
all the soldiers of Vermont and all the soldiers of New England and 
all the soldiers of Pennsylvania and Virginia who received bounty 
lands by virtue of their services in the revolutionary war and the 
wars of 1812 and 1847. So that, if this bill shall pass, it does not 
Ny us 5 per cent. u the money that has actually been pu into 
Treasury of the United States in the last thirty years. I submit, 
then, that it is no burden on the and if we are called to 
do this by a fair construction of these several grants it does not lie 
in the pathway of the older States of this Union to say that we shall 
not have this money because it comes out of the tax-payers of the 
whole country. We have, as we believe, a fair title to this money by 
virtue of the articles of compact made with us, and, so believing, 
there is an ample fund out of which it can be paid without drawing 
upon the Treasury of the United States for a single dollar, except in 
form, as the proceeds of the public lands would pay the whole of it 


in two years. 

Th Mr. deporte although I have not stated all I meant 

to say-upon this question, I have gone over a few of what I consider 

the salient points and facts which entitle us at the hands of the Con- 
of the United States to receive what you promised to give us 

in the several compacts by which we were admitted into the Union 

upon an equality with all the States. 

It has been intimated by the Senator from Ohio that there may be 
opposition to the bill because a portion of the 2 goes to the 
Southern States. For myself, and I for myself alone, I regret 
exceedingly that a r per cent. is not found to be due to the States 
in the Sopth, who I think above all other States require the aid and 
service of the General Government in helping them in the education 
of the colored 8 the South. The whatever that is, I 
am willing it should be given freely, and I shall be glad if they could 


be able to find their title clear to more than is involved in this bill. 
And I believe that itis no waste of the public money, no waste of the 
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of the sales of Roser lands, to have them applied, as these 


statutes intended they should be applied, to the education of the 
youth of our country, whether they be North, South, East, or West. 

Mr. President, after having given a careful study to this question, 
as careful a study as I could give it within the last four or five days, 
I have come to the conclusion that as a matter of law and of justice 
we are entitled to the passage of this bill. We claim it on no other 
ground. We claim that we are entitled to it under the construction 
made by these statutes from time to time by the Congress of the 
United States, and we are not to be debarred from it from the simple 
fact that an executive officer of the Government in the careful exer- 
cise of the powers granted to him has seen fit to decide against us, 
and remitted the whole question to and because Congress 
for several years has failed to give these the construction 
which they are fairly entitled to, as I have endeavored to show. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair.) The 
VVV 

i nite! med. na e question 

Mr. KE WGB. Mr. President, I think one or two rs de- 
sire to address the Senate on this subject before the vote is taken. 
One of the Senators from Florida [Mr. Jones] I think has a desire 
of that kind, and I think I, myself, should like to say a few words 
on the subject before the vote is taken. I move, th not-with 
a desire of having the floor to-morrow morning, which I think the 
Senator from Florida desires to have, that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have an amendment that I intend to offer to 
the bill under consideration. It is not in order to offer it now, but I 
submit it and ask that it lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that it be read for information. 

4 n OFFICER. The amendment will be read for in- 
ormation. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert in line 9, section 1, im- 
mediately before the word “ whose,” the words: 

Including V; military and United States military land warrants located 
in the State of Ohio after her admission into the Union. 

The amendment was ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. F. KING, 
one of its clerks, announced that the S of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. No. 1255) making appropriation for the 
removal of the remains of the late Major-General George Sykes, 
United States Army, from Fort Brown, Texas, to West Point, New 
York ; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-four minutes cc Pach 
in executive session, the doors were ed and (at three o’clock 
and twenty-two minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourn 
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The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 

. P. Harrison, D. D. 

The Journals of Friday and Saturday were read. 

CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 
Mr. BARBER. I desire to make a correction of the Journal. Iam 
represented as having voted in favor of House bill No. 2797, for the 
ief of certain citizens of Lynchburgh, Virginia, and refunding to 
them taxes imp: ly collected from them on manufactured tobacco. 
I was not present at the time, being paired with the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Ew1nG,] and did not vote. 
The SPEAKER. The correction will be made accordingly. * 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

TheSPEAKER. The morning hour will 2 at twenty-one minutes 
ast twelve o’clock. This being Monday, the first business in order 
uring the morning hour is the call of States and Territories for the 

introduction on leave of bills and joint resolutions for reference to 
their ee committees. During this call memorials and reso- 
lutions of State and territorial Le js Bria are in order, and also 
resolutions calling for executive information, for reference to appro- 
priate committees. 

Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move by unanimous consent that the 
call for bills and joint resolutions be proceeded with until all the 
States and Territories have been called. 

Mr, WEAVER. I object. 

BENJAMIN JONES. 
Mr. LADD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4443) granting a pension to 
amin Jones; which was read a first and sexed time aa referred 

e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

DENNIS B. MUNSEY. 
Mr. LINDSEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4444) granting a pension 
to Dennis B. Munsey, of Wiscasset, Maine, late captain of the after- 


to 


guard, United States 


-ship Hartford; which was read a first and 
second time, and refe 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
HORACE s. PIKE. 
Mr. FARR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4445) granting a 8 to 
Horace 8. Pike; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MOSES FULLINGTON. 

Mr, JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4446) granting a pension 
to Moses Fullington, a soldier of the war of 1812; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions. 

APPRAISEMENT OF MACHINERY. ” 

Mr. FIELD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4447) to authorize the ex- 
amination and appraisement of machinery at the place where it is 
erected ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. FRANKLIN. 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 211) a pae 
ing William B. Franklin, o; AR RS thee 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
PETER M. HALWICH. : 

Mr. LOUNSBERY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4448) for the relief 
of Peter M. Halwich, for difference of pay as first lientenant and that 
of second lieutenant while serving as second lieutenant ; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 


tary 
CHARLES R. PRATT. 

Mr. PRESCOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2 a pen- 
sion to Charles R. Pratt, late private of Company — Hegi- 
ment Illinois Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CHANGE OF NAME OF STEAM-TUG. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4450) to 
the name of the steam-tug Charlotte and Isabella to Maud; whic 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT AT NEW YORK. 


Mr. STARIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4451) for the erection of a 
monument at Schuylerville, New York, commemorative of the battle 
of and for other purposes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MATTHEW HARRINGTON. 

Mr. LAPHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4452) granting a pension 
to Matthew Harrington, late a sergeant in e ore B, First New 
York Dragoons; which was read a first and second time, and 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CHARLES PARHALL. 

Mr. LAPHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4453) base a 
pension to Charles Parhall, late a private in Company B of Thirty. 
sixth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

SECTION 5498 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. LAPHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4454) explaining sec- 
tion 5498 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 
Se ores To ne Commune oe the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
prin 


SALLIE SPENCE. 

Mr. BAILEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4455) for the relief of 
Sallie § ; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. VAN AERNAM introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4456) to amend sec- 
tion 4693 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a and second 
3 to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
prin 

JAMES M. CASSETY. 

Mr. VAN AERNAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4457) for the 
relief of James M. Cassety, of Fredonia, New York ; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

PROTECTION TO THE HARBOR OF OGDENSBURGH. 

Mr. JAMES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4458) to provide for a pile 
protection to the harbor of Ogdensburgh, in the State of New York; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SETH L. FORD. 

Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill = R. No. 4459) to place the name 
of Seth L. Ford on the pension-roll ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PAST & M’CORD. 

Mr. BRIGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4460) for the relief of 

Past & McCord ; which was read a first and second time, and, with the 


accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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FOREST W. M’ELROY. : 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4461) granting a 
to Forest W. McElroy; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
CAPTAIN WILLIAM E. MILLER. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 
212) a Gg Captain William E. Miller, of Pennsylvania, a man- 
ager of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


> TORRENCE DELOZIER. 

Mr. COFFROTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4462) for the relief of 
Torrence Delozier for carrying the mails of the United States on route 
No. 2942, from Carrolltown to Fallen Timber, Pennsylvania; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of 


JOHN B. BETTS. 
Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4463) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of John B. Betts, late 
a private in Company B, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
JOHN LEE. 


Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4464) for the re- 
lief of John Lee; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

GEORGE DIEHL, 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4465) for the re- 
lief of Diehl; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

JOSEPH BENNET. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4466) granting a 
pension to Joseph Bennet; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

FRANCIS LITTLE. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4467 ) granting an 
increase of pension to Francis Little; which was a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

GOVERNMENT FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4468) establishing a 
government forthe Districtof Columbia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE L. COVERT. 


Mr. OVERTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4469) ting a - 
vania ; which 


sion to L. Covert, of Bradford County, P 
was read a and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


; PROTECTION OF POSTMASTERS. 
Mr. BINGHAM (by e introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4470) for 
on A 


the relief and protecti ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


NATHAN P. HORMELL. 

Mr. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4471) 
Nathan P. Hormell ; which was read a first and second time, 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MAJOR WILLIAM A. WEST. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4472) granting a 
to Major William A. West; which was read a first and secon 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MRS. CATHERINE LOSE. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4473 ting a pension 
to Mrs. Catherine Lose ; which eased a first 2 — — and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MARY J. GOSLEE. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4474) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary J. Goslee; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HENRY F, LOVEAIRE. 
Mr. HENKLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4475) for the relief of 
F. Loveaire, late second assistant engineerin the United States 
naval service; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
JANE E. SLAMM. 

Mr. TALBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4476) granting a pen- 
peated epee areng Peg of Levi D. Slamm, late a pay- 
tates Navy; which was read a first and sec- 


nsion 
time, 


time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
TOBACCO FOR UNITED STATES NAVY. 


Mr. JOHNSTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4477) to regulate the 
mode of purchasing tobacco for the United States Navy; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. f 
LIGHT-HOUSE AT BOUSH’S BLUFF, VIRGINIA, 
Mr. GOODE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4478) to provide for the 


erection of a light-house at or near Boush’s Bluff, in Norfolk County, 
inia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be prin 
REBECCA SEARS. 

Mr. JORGENSEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4479) for the relief 
of Rebecca Sears, administratrix of James W. deceased ; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

REVOLUTIONARY ARMY UNPAID CLAIMS. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4480) to provide for the 
settlement of the unpaid claims of those officers of the line of the 
revolutionary army who served to the close of the war of independ- 
ence, and so returned on the books of the ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE M. BARNARD. 


Py i HOOR also 3 a pu aay ig 7 5 the soit 
of Caroline M. Barnard, legal heir o . W. Fanning, de- 
ceased, United States Army; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

RETURN OF COTTON TAX. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4482) to return to the producers the cotton tax collected by the Gov- 
ernment, which has been declared by the ene Court of the United 
States to have been illegally collected; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Waysand Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLESTON NECK SHIP-CANAL. 

Mr. CONNOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4483) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to cause a survey to be made of a ship-canal across 
Charleston Neck, connecting the waters of the Ashley and Coo 
Rivers, which empty into Charleston Harbor; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SULLIVAN'S ISLAND, CHARLESTON HARBOR. 

Mr. CONNOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4484) making an 
a at poe for the piecing ot a jetty or jetties to save Sullivan’s 
Talan from the washings of the sea and for the protection of Charles- 
ton Harbor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

HAMILTON SLAWSON. 

Mr. O’CONNOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4485) for the relief 
of the heirs of Hamilton Slawson, jr.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

WILLIAM B. HALL. 

Mr. BLOUNT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4486) to remove the 
litical disabilities of William B. Hall, of Georgia; which was a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

CANOOCHEE RIVER, GEORGIA. y 

Mr. NICHOLLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4487) to W 
8 the survey of the Canoochee River in the State of Georgia, 

th a view to the improvement of the navigation of said river; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

COTTON MACHINERY FREE OF DUTY. 

Mr. PERSONS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4488) to admit machin- 
ery for manufacturing cotton fabrics free of duty; which was read 
a and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

s ' HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4489) to repeal the act 
of March 3, 1879, providing for publication in 3 of notice 
before making final proof in homestead entries; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN GILBERT. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. i to grant a 
pension to John Gilbert, a soldier in the Mexican war; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions. 

FAIR GROUNDS AND BLADENSBURGH RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. SAMFORD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4491) to 
incorporate the Sixth Street, Fair Grounds and Bladensburgh Railroad 
Company of the District of Columbia; which was read a first and 
second tinie, referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BONDS. 

Mr. SAMFORD cbs bei also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4492) 
to provide for the e and exchange of registered bonds of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for coupon bonds of said District; which was read 


1880. 
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a first and second referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, and to be printed. 
DISTRIBUTION OF CONGRESSIONAL RECORDS. 

Mr. MANNING introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 213) regard- 
ing the printing and distribution of CONGRESSIONAL RECORDS to cer- 
1 — 8 libraries ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

SUNFLOWER PACKET COMPANY. 


bell and 
Sunflower P: 


WYANDOT MISSION, OHIO. : 

Mr. FINLEY introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 214) relative 
to the erection of a monument at the Wyandot Mission, Ue 15 San- 
dusky, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 

SARAH A. FURGUSSON. 

Mr. KEIFER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4494) for the relief of 
Sarah A. m; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

INVALID PENSIONS. 

Mr. KEIFER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4495) granting - 
sions to certain Union soldiers and sailors of the late war of the rebel- 
lion who were confined in so-called confederate prisons; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
signs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4496) to 
amend ion laws; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. PARRIS. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4497 
granting a pension to George W. Parris; which was read a first an 
second and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HUGH H. M’GOWAN. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4498) 
granting a pension to Hugh H. McGowan; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

LOUIS GROVERMAN. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4499 
granting a pension to Louis Groverman ; which was read a first an 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JOHN A. MORRIS. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4500 
granting a pension to John A. Morris; which was read a first an 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JAMES W. M’BRIDE. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2 
granting a pension to James W. McBride; which was read a first an 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HENRY MEINKEN, 

Mr. LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4502) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry Meinken; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

DOLLY BLAZER AND OTHERS. 
Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4503) granting a 
Blazer and the minor children of Richard Blazer, ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


msion to 


JOHN MARIETTA. 

Mr. MCMAHON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4504) granting a Ben- 
sion to John Marietta ; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

DAVID SMITH. 

Mr. MCMAHON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4505) granting a 
pension to David Smith; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JACKSON S. BRADLEY. 

Mr. McKENZIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4506) for the benefit 
of Jackson S. Bradley, of Hancock County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 
Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4507) to abolish all tolls 
at the Louisville and Portland Canal; which was read a first and sec- 
ond bya, fears to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and or- 


dered to be printed. 
MRS. LENA BENSINGER. 
Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4508) for the relief 


of Mrs. Lena Bensin; 
and second time, and referred to 


EXPORTATION OF TOBACCO. 
Mr, HOUSE introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 215) request- 


T, eee eee. which was read a first 
e Committee of Claims. 


ing the President to open negotiations with certain forei 
ments relative to the pak casei of tobacco into their dominions; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN SCUDGINGTON. 

PAT ahi aston > bill ta R. No. R) to remove the ¢ 
0 on now borne on the roll against Seudgington; whic. 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 


govern- 


ROBERT KERSEY. 
Mr, TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4510) granting apen- 
sion to Robert Kersey; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


JOSEPH GRIGSLEY. 
Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4511) granting a pen- 


sion to Ji one Grigsley ; which was read a first and second and 
referred to the Co ttee on Invalid Pensions. 


HENDERSON LADY. 
Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4512) gran: a pen- 
a tee and 


sion to Henderson Lady; which was read a first and secon 
referred to the Commi on Invalid Pensions. 
FIRST BAPTIST CHURCH, CHATTANOOGA, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4513) for the relief of 
the First Baptist church in Chattan Tennessee; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOSHUA M. COPE. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4514) for the relief of 
Joshua M. Cope; which wasread a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 


ROBERT PHIFER. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4515) granting a pension to 
Robert Phifer, of Loudon County, Tennessee ; which — read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JANE DAGLEY. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4516) granting a pen- 
sion to Jane Dagley, of Anderson County, Tennessee; 8 — 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

T. R. HAGGART, 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4517) granting an in- 
crease of pension to T. R. Haggart, of Anderson County, Tennessee; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

EDWARD ELLIS. 


and second time, with the accompanyin rs, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims age 


FIELDING NEWPORT. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4519) gran a pen- 
sion to Fielding Ne , of Scott County, Tennessee ; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

JAMES A. DAVIS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4520) granting a pen- 
sion to James A. Davis, of Blount County, Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. l 

JOHN F. PHOTON. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4521) for the relief of 
John F. Photon, of Jefferson County, Tennessee; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

JAMES M’CONKEY. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4522) for the relief of 
James McConkey, of Monroe County, Tennessee; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

JOHN M’CARROLL. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4523) granting a pen- 
sion to John McCarroll, of Loudon County, Tennessee; po eh was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Inya- 
lid pensions. 


RUPERT G. HILL. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4524) for the relief of 
ch, rd G. Hill, lieutenant Fortieth 


R 
tary 


ew York Volunteers; which was 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
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JULIA MORAN. 

Mr. COLERICK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4525) for the relief of 
Julia Moran; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

JAMES MAHONEY. 

Mr. COLERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4526) * 

msion to James Mahoney, of Mount Etna, Huntington County, - 
Tiani ; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

LONA S. FITZGERALD AND EVA M. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. DE LA MATYR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4527) granting a 
pension to Lona S. Fitzgerald and Eva M. 3 Which Was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

CONVICT LABOR. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4528) to amend section 
1351 of the Revised Statutes, to prohibit the oe dae of convicts 
in the mannfacture of such articles as may be brought into compe- 
tition with the products of the skilled labor of the country; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Re- 
vision of the Laws, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS MATTHEWS. 
Mr. BAKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4529) ting an 
increase of pension to Francis Matthews; which was a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
WESLEY W. LANE. 
Mr, BAKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4530) 


sion to Wesley W. Lane; which was read a first an 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
SAMUEL GIBBONS. 

Mr. BAKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4531) for the relief of 
Samuel Gibbons; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JOHN H. KILLGORE AND OTHERS. 
Bago MYERS aig a bill (H. 3 8 for the — of she 

3 George W. Johnson, an: en Johnson, mem 
of the Fortieth t Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


MEDICINAL DRUGS FREE. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4533) to 
repeal the duty on medicinal agents and drugs, and to place the same 
on the free list; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY CLEGG. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4534) aoi 
ing a pension to Henry Clegg ; which wasread a first and second time, 
and referred to the Commi on Invalid Pensions. 

PHILIP SHULL. 

Mr. MARSH 8 introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4535) grant- 
Se pension to Shull, — Mills, Henderson County, IIli- 
nois; which was a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

WILLIAM R, ROGERS. 

Mr. HENDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4536) granting a 
pension to William R. Rogers; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

DUTY ON IRON AND STEEL. $ 

Mr. HENDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4537) to amend 
Sep Angee and, to reduce the duty on iron and steels; which was 
read a and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. f 

CHARLES SEGO. 

Mr. BUCKNER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4538) grant- 
ing A pension to les Sego, of Saint County, Micourt; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

FRANCIS M. APPLEBY. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4539) tin; 
a pension to Francis M. Appleby i which was read a first . conceal 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
` INDIAN TREATIES. 

Mr. WADDILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4540) to carry out the 
stipulations of certain Indian treaties; which was read a first and 
8 sara referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 

prin 


second te, 


SARAH COX. 
Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4541) for the 
Saar owe, i 8 


MISSOURI MILITARY CLAIMS, 


Mr. SAWYER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4542) providing for 
the appointment of commissioners to ascertain what just claims for 
mili services performed by officers and privates of the military 
forces of the State of Missouri in the suppression of the rebellion, in 
concert with the anthorities of the United States, and subject to their 
orders, still remain unpaid and not assumed by said State, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LOWELL A. CHAMBERLIN, 

Mr. FROST introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4543) for the relief of Lowell 
A. Chamberlin, first lieutenant First Artillery, United States Army; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

MARSHALS AND SUPERVISORS AT THE POLLS. 


Mr. FROST also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4544) to sec- 
tions 2 to 17, inclusive, of the act of February 28, 1871, relative to the 


use of marshals and su isors at the polls, and that portion of the 
act of June 10, 1872, relating to the same; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 


GEORGE 8. FRAMEL. 
Mr. GUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4545) for the relief of 
S. Framel; which was read a first and second time, and re- 


Geo: 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
J. H. ALEXANDER. 
Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4546) for the relief 
of J. H. Alexander; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. $: 


ENOS JOHNSON. 
Mr. STONE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4547) for the relief of Enos 
Johnson; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


FREDERICK BARBER. 

Mr. HUBBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4548) granting a - 
sion to Frederick Barber; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

SAULT STE, MARIE AND MARQUETTE RAILROAD. 

Mr. HUBBELL: also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4549) to aid in the 
construction of the Sault Ste. Marie and Marquette Railroad; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 

MARIA B. LEMMON. 

Mr. WILLITS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4550) for the relief of 
Maria B. Lemmon, widow of John C. Lemmon, formerly colonel of 
the Tenth New York Cavalry; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ACCOUNTS BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND FLORIDA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 216) di- 
recting the Secretary of the Interior to adjust and settle the accounts 
between the United States and the State of Florida; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MELLIFONT AND ELLEN RIORDAN. 

Mr. UPSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4551) for the relief of John 
Mellifont and Ellen Riordan; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. z 

WILLIAM SCHUCHARDT. 5 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4552) for the relief 
of William Schuchardt, United States commercial agent at Piedras 
Negras, Mexico; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

WILLIAM J. BUDD. 

Mr. WELLBORN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4553) for the relief 
of William J. Budd; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENT OF HOMESTEAD LAWS. 

Mr. CARPENTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4554) to amend the 
homestead laws of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NANCY J. STEVENS. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4555) for the 
relief of Nancy J. Stevens; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

JOHN W. MEENACH. 
Mr. WEAVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4556) for the relief of 


John VE MONON OR ADONE 5 pot ee 
made necessary in resis 0 0 s ; Ww was 
ak py Erpes second time, 2 to the Committee on War 
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JOHN BANNISTER. 

Mr. BOUCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4557) for the relief of John 
Bannister, late first lientenant Twenty-fourth New York Cavalry, 
Army of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

RENT OF UNITED STATES LAND OFFICE. 


Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4558) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to make allowance for rent of United States 
land office; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 3408 OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4559) to re) certain 
provisions in section 3408 of the Revised Statutes ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMERCIAL INTERESTS OF PACIFIC COAST. 

Mr. PAGE also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of California, relative to the protection of the commercial 
interests of the Pacific coast; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

MINNESOTA SHARPSHOOTERS, 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4560) for the relief of 
Company Q, Minnesota United States ooters ; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

MEANING OF WORD “ ORPHAN.” 


Mr. WHITEAKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4561) to declare the 


mi of the word “orphan ;” which was read a and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 


JUDGE IN DISTRICT OF WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a joint resolution = R. No. 217) to increase 
the of the judge of the United States district court for the dis- 
trict of West Virginia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES A. CLAYPOOL. 

Mr. KENNA introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4562) for the relief of 
Charles A. Cla; l; which was read a first and second time, and 
referted to the Committee on War Claims. 

NANCY M. M’GRAW. 

Mr. KENNA also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4563) for the relief of 
Mrs. Nancy M. McGraw; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

; NORTHERN KANSAS RAILROAD. 

Mr. VALENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4464) explanatory of 
an act entitled “An act for a grant of lands to the State of Kansas 
to aid in the construction of the Northern Kansas Railroad and Tele- 
graph," approved July 23, 1866; which was read a first and second 

ime, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS: 

Mr. WEAVER. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr.COFFROTH. Iam directed by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions to move to suspend the rules and pass the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. , 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I ask consent to introduce a bill for reference. 

Mr. GIBSON. I was not present when my State was called, and I 
ask consent to introduce a bill for reference. - 

The SPEAKER. That has been ohjes to by the gentleman from 
Iowa, [Mr. 12 who calls for the order. 

Mr. WEAVER. 


ow long will it take for gentlemen to introduce 
their bills. 
1 The r 5 is unable to answer; it might take 
ve minutes, i o longer. 
WEAVER. 


suspend the rules are now in order, this being Monday, and the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. COFFROTE. ] 
Mr. WEAVE I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The tleman will state it. 
Mr. WEAVER. I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask that he read 
= pres I have marked in the RECORD of the proceedings of Mon- 
e Clerk read as follows: ` 


The Speaker. The right of 
under the ce. 
down 


Mr. WEAVER. The inquiry I wish to make of the Chair is this: 
whether it is competent for the Chair to make a rule, whether that 
is not legitimately and exclusively within the province of the House? 
The says that “during the last and the present session the 


Chair has laid down for himself as a rule which would govern him 
in all cases”—the Chair has made a rule which would govern him in 


all future time. That rale seems to have been made at the first a 
pearance of the third party in this House. Now, I ask the 
whether it is competent for the Speaker to make arule of this House 
which is not sanctioned by the House? 

The SPEAKER. The ir will, inanswer to the gentleman, state 
that immediately upon a disposition being made manifest in this 
House on all sides at the last session of Congress, agu pas the prac- 
tice theretofore in force of a list being kept by the Chair of those de- 
siring to move a suspension of the rules, the Chair then determined 
that he would adhere to the ruleas stated by him and as exemplified 
in the report from the Committee on Rules made <6 the Fent eman 
from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD.] That rule is that the duty o: 
ing members for such purpose devolved upon the Chair; it was a re- 
sponsibility which belonged to the Chair, and therefore in case of a 
contest for ä by the Chair for such purpose between two or 
more members the Chair would thereafter always recognize first the 
member who declared that he made the motion to suspend the rules 
by instraction of the committee to which he belonged, in aan 
to an individual member who had no committee at his back. 

There is an 3 forthe gentleman and for the House. If the 
House is not satisfied with that judgment of the Chair, the members 
of the House can overrule him; or if the House is not satisfied with 
the recognition which the Chair makes of committeemen in prefer- 
ence to individual members, it can always have a remedy by voting 
down the motions made by those committeemen to suspend the rules, 
until individuals are reached. The Chair is willing to obey the House 
in 8 
Mr. A . One other remark, if the Chair pleases. As a 
matter of course I understand that the House has that power; but I 
also understand that the House would be very reluctant to do a thin 
of that kind. I only wish to reiterate my objection to the ruling o 


the Chair on the ground that it practically cuts off individual mem- 
bers from recognition. 
The SP In the opinion of the Chair it does no such thing. 


If the House desires to reach any proposition in the hands of an in- 
dividual member there is a straight road to if. So far as the gentle- 
man’s allusion to the a ce of a third party in this House is 
concerned, the Chair d to state that he will adhere to the rule 
without 7 —. to any and all parties. 

Mr. CON GER. May I ask the Chair whether on the ition of 
any member to submit a resolution to 22 the rules the question 
of consideration could be raised in a p entary way ? 

The It could not be, because the proposition is to sus- 
pend all the rules, the rule in regard to raising the question of con- 
sideration inclusive. 

Mr. CONGER. Is there any way in which the House can determine 
what subject it will consider on Monday ? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to suspend the rules, to suspend 
stag one that interferes with the proposition presented to the House 

‘or action. 

Mr. WEAVER. Will the Chair permit me further to remark—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Iowa 
that he is really wasting time that might be used in an effort to 
reach his proposition. 

Mr. R. I thought it was in the interest of fairness and 


prompt een however. 

The SP All right; the Chair will hear ee 
He only made the s ion to the gentleman in all kindness. ` 

Mr. VER. e scarce wish to make is this: that the 
2 an 5 Pos more a suspension 8 rules ce) 

onday was, in my ju ent, desi in its very origin to preven 
the ee of eee ee eee thik House. The ruling of the 
Chair, I submit, saps the very reason of Rule 145. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recollects a rule of the House, enacted 
prior to the Forty-fourth Congress, whereby a member could not ob- 
tain a vote on a motion to md the rules unless the motion was 
seconded by a majority vote. the Forty-fourth Congress came 
in that rule was promptly repealed, so as to give the right to move a 
suspension of the rules and to call the yeas and nays thereon without 
F The rules therefore are in this Congress as 
in the Forty-fourth more liberal to the individual member than dur- 
* Aega Forty-third Congress. 

. WEAVER. The rules are liberal enough. 
EVENING SESSION FOR PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. COFFROTH. By the unanimous instruction of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, I move to suspend the rules and adopt the reso- 
lution which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That Wednesday evening Fi 18 and Wednesday - 
9 e to receiving reports the 
on Pensions, and for fon and action on pension bills in 
their order pending in the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar; no 
other business to be transacted. 


Mr. BUCKNER. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I t to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Corrrotu] that the hour of half past seven be in the 
resolution for the meeting of the House on the evenings mentioned. 

Mr. COFFROTH. Very well. 
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the yeas and nays. 
FV there g- ayes 39, noes 75. 


à bein 
there were—yeas 11, nays 216, not 


The 8 was taken; and 
voting 65; as follows: 
YEAS—i1. 
Acklen, Hooker, Samford, 
Bloun Davis, Lowndes H. Page, Shelley. 
Buckner, Herndon, 
NAYS—216. 
Aldrich, N. W. Davis, R. Ketcham, Russell, W. A. 
Aldrich, Dela Matye, King, Sapp, 
Armfield, Deuster, Beales : 
Atherton, Dibrell, Te err Shallenberger, 
Bailey” ron pain AG Simonton, 
Baker, Dunnell, Iowo, ; —— J. W. 
— Ellis, Marsh, i 0:8. 
Bayne, Errett, Martin, Benj. F. Sault, Hezekiah B. 
Beale, Evins, Martin, 3 Smith, William E. 
SMe anaes A 
lack bars, Finie McKenzie, — 
Bland, 8 McKinley, Stone, 
McMahon, Taylor, 
Bou Fort, MeMillin, Thi 
Bowman, Frost, Mlles, Thompson, P. B., 
pated — Garfield, Mitchell, sige hpi 
r, Gillette, Morrison, T R. W. 
Goode, Morse, ‘Tucker, k 
patidan | Hall. March, ier, 
Cabell, N.J. Myers, Opa graff, J. T. 
Caldwell, Harris, Jahn T. Teal, Upa 
Calkins, Haskell, New, pson, 
Cannon, Hatch. Nicholls, Van Aernam, 
Carlisle, Hawk, Norcross, Vance, 
Carpenter, Hawley, O'Connor, Van Voorhis, 
Chalm: Hellman, Orth, Waser 
Chittenden, Henderson, Oem er, Ww 1 
. 
— Alvah A. Hill, Persons, —— 
Clymer, Horr, ` Phils, Whiteaker, 
80888 ch. 5 Pierce, Williams, C. G 
Colerick, House, Pound, Williams, Ti 
i Hull, Preacott, Willis, 
Con Hunton, Price, Willits, 
Cook, Hurd, Rice, 
James, Richardson, D. P. Wise, 
Crapo, Jones, Richardson, J. S. Wood, Fernando 
Cravens, Ji Richmond, Wright, 
Daggett, Kelley, Robinson, Tong’ Osiy 
Davidson, Kenna, Rothwell, Young, Thomas L. 
NOT VOTING—65. 
Aiki F Knott, Ryan, 
Bachm: See, Lindsey, Ryon, io W. 
cover, censor John, McCook, Zer, 
t Harris, Benj. W. Mile = 
Butterworth, Hazelton, Money, Turner, Thomas 
Camp, Henry, Muldrow, Urner, 
Covert, Hubbell, Muller. Valentine. 
Cox, Huch Newberry, Voorhis, 
Davis, Hu O'Brien, Wait, 
Davis, Joseph J. Johnston, ONeill. Ward, 
Dick, x —— Poehler, hé — 2 
Elam, Kimmel,” Robeson, 
Fisher Klotz, Russell, Daniel L. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 
Mr. M ROW. I am paired with the gentleman from New York, 
e ee My colleague, Mr. Money, is absent on account of 
ckness. 
Mr. PRICE. The gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. MONEY, and the 
gentleman from Vermont, Mr. JOYCE, are paired. 
Mr. WRIGHT. Iam paired with my colleague 
Mr. Smırs, upon all political questions. I make this 
to Me COFFROTH. ‘My colleague 
r. My co from Pennsylvania, Mr. Ryon, is 
paired with my colleague, Mr. HARMER ; and my co Mr. BACH- 
MAN, with the mtleman from New Jersey. Sh: 8 Both Mr. 
= and Mr. Sa would vote “no.” 
. MCLANE. Iam paired with my coll Mr. URNER, whois 
absent from the House 8 account of 1 oon a 
Mr. ROBINSON. The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. WAIT, is 
paired with the gentleman from New York, Mr. MULLER. 
Mr. SCALES. My coll North Carolina, Mr. Davis, is 


from Pennsylvania, 
is announcement 


4 . — from 
paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. GODSHALK. 


Mr. VALENTINE. 
Mr. WHITE. My co e, Mr. O'NEILL, is paired on all political 
and financial questions with the gentleman from West Vi ia, Mr. 


A. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
_ MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing, from the President of the United States, was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also announced that the dent had approved and signed a 
joint resolution (H. R. No. 170) concerning an international ery 
exhibition to be held in Berlin, Germany, in April, 1880. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, announced 
the return, for concurrence of the House, of a bill (S. No. 56) for the 
relief of Edward Braden and J. W. Angus. 

It farther announced that the Senate insisted on its amendments 
mise ee to by the House to a bill (H. R. No. 3015) making appro- 
pria for the . 8 of the Military Academy for the fiscal 
ending June 30, 1 and 


year 
of conferen t sige tes Pike twe Houses, a had 
ce on the votes of the two Houses, an 
pe itr ged Mr. WINDO . WITHERS, and Mr. BLAINE, the managers 
said conference on its part. 

It further announced the of a bill (S. No. 1255) makin; 
a riation for the removal of the remains of the late Major-Gen- 

Sykes, United States Army, from Fort Brown, Texas, to 
West Point, New York; in which concurrence was requested. 
REMAINS OF GENERAL SYKES. 

Mr. BRAGG. I ask, Mr. S r, by unanimous consent to take 
from mgt! speak ee table the bill just brought over from the Senate 
(S. No. ) making appropriation for the removal of the remains 
of the late Major-General rge pra United States Army, from 
Fort Brown, Texas, to West Point, New York. 

The body of General Sykes is lying at Brownsville, where he died 
a few days since, awaiting action of Congress to provide means for 
ok it to West Point for burial. 

Mr. ON. Although the hour has arrived for the considera- 
tion a Son bosno na the 55 ene be no objec- 
tion ill yield for the purpose o ving this bill passed. 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and read a first and second time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it £c., That the of War and he is hereby, authorized 
and r tho 8 late — e United 
States Army, transported from Fort Brown, Texas, to West Point, New York; and 
the sum of ¥i,000, or so much thereof as . riated 
not otherwise ited, to 


from any money now in the United States 
carry act into effect. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading ; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pama ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DISTRICT BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The hour of two o’clock having arrived, the House 
roceeds, under the rules, to consider the business coming from the 
Bommittes for the District of Columbia. The first question in order 
is on the unfinished business coming over from the last District day. 

Mr. HUNTON. Before proceeding to the unfinished business I hope 
the House will consent to the disposition of some plain matters, 

Mr. COFFROTH. I object. 


UNION DEPOT, WASHINGTON. 
The SPEAKER. The unfinished business comin, 
last District day is a bill (H. R. No. 3047) to autho: 
sioners of the District of Columbia to designate a pro 
union railroad depot in the city of Washington, and 
poses, 9 from the Committee for the District of Columbia by 
the eman from Delaware [Mr. MARTIN] with amendments. 

e bill, which was read, authorizes the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to desiguate a suitable site for a union railroad 
depot for all the railroad companies whose tracks enter or terminate 
in said city, at some central point, having just reference to the con- 
venience of access by said com: es and the people, sojourners, and 
visitors of said city, and to the public interests involved, and 
report their doings in the premises to the next Co on the first 
day of the first session thereof, with a bill contai ng such further 
provisions as they may deem best calculated to give effect to the pur- 
pose of requiring all said railroads to use said depot in common, and 
vacate all other depots, and remove all tracks not necessary for such 


use. 
The amendments were read, as follows : 


Section 1, line 10, after the word 
r in line 11, and insert 
thin days after 


or other p 


site for a 
x other pur- 


strike out to and including 
Of this act.” 


as 2 
e such railroads free of 
nited States or the ict of Columbia.” 


t such union 
expense to the Government of the 


1880. 
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Mr. HUNTON. The previous question was demanded on the en- 
grossment and third reading of that bill. 
Mr. DUNNELL. I was not aware the previous question had been 


seconded. 
Mr. HUNTON. The bill was debated, when the previous question 


was demanded by the gentleman from Delaware. 
The SPEAKER. The previous question was demanded but not 
seconded. 


Mr. CONGER. Will the previous question operate on the bill and 
amendments ? 

The SPEAKER. It will. F 

Mr. HAWLEY. Irise to make an inquiry for the purpose of in- 
formation. 

Mr. HUNTON. I will hear it. 


Mr. HAWLEY. This bill says “designate a proper site.” If it had 
said “recommend” I could understand it better; but it says “ desig- 
nate a site.” I suppose the purpose of the bill is merely to have some 


recommendation of opinion from the commissioners of the District ; 
but this bill looks too much like the final establishment of a depot. 
I am not ready, I do not know enough to commit lf to that. 

Mr. HUNTON I will say to the gentleman from Connecticut there 
is no desire on the part of the committee or any member of it to com- 
mit this House to any proposition the oners may report. All 
we ask from the commissioners is such information as they may ob- 
tain in to the establishment of a union depot upon some proper 
site in this CRE 

Mr. HAWLEY. The latter part states what the railroads shall do, 

Mr. HUNTON. Ihave no objection to substitute “ recommend ” 
for the word “ designate.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. t will suit me better. 

Mr. ATKINS. Recommend to whom? 

Mr. HUNTON. To this Congress, 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the modification sug- 
gested will be agreed to by unanimous consent. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I ask the peti if it is the purpose of this 
bill to require the removal to a little further distance from the center 
of the = ital the place where all the railroads shall have their depots? 

Mr. 
want felt in the city of W: m for a union depot where 
people going out of the 57 congregate and leave by whatever 
reat they please. Besides, it is believed by a many people in the 
city of Washin, the present d are inconveniently and im- 
properly located, and the object of this bill is to ina bar the facts in 
connection with it before the House, so when those facts are in pos- 
session of the House we 1 take such action as may be deemed best. 

Mr.GARFIELD. Iam glad, Mr, Speaker, this proposition is before 
the House. I think it is a want long felt in the city that instead of 
having depots scattered in various parts of the city they should all 
be in one paoe, And I wish to say in this connection I have always 
felt—I did at the time the law was and I feel it more strongly 
every time I see the site of the depots here—that it is a great incon- 

ity to have one railroad depot right under the eaves of the Capi- 

l, or one corner of it here, and another with its track coming right 
through one of the most beautiful parks, through grounds that joe 
to be 7255 as a continuous public park from La Fayette Square to 
Capitol. The sooner we have removed these depots from such posi- 
tions to a more convenient central location the better it will be for 
all concerned. 

Now, if this bill looks in that direction I shall give it my hearty 


su rt, 

Mr TALBOTT. I should like to ask the gentleman from Ohio how 
it was these depots got where they now are? 

The SP. R. the gentleman from Virginia yield? 

ME RUNON: I cannot yield to debate, but I will yield to any 
question. . 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman from Toenis yielded to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, who injected a speech in favor of the bill. 

Mr. HUNTON. I could not help that. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. HUNTON. I will answer any question, but I do not wish to 


Mr. Di i . I wish to ask wheth posed assage 
e ish to whether it is su the 
of this bill can do otherwise than lead toa very late nse, e 
ing to many thousands of dollars, to be paid in y the United 
States? For what p is this bill introduced if it be not to bring 
about just such a t? Does the gentleman suppose these railroads 
can by: driven into one union depot without involving immense ex- 
mse 

Mr. HUNTON. Iwill answer the gentleman. The bill provides 
upon its face that there shall not be one dollar of expense either to 

Government or the District. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Not so far as this report goes. 

Mr. HUNTON. Very well. 

Mr. DUNNELL. But suppose they make a report and we accept it, 
does not that pave the way to subsequent legislation, compelling us 
to t right of way, and involving other expenses? 

. HUNTON This bill leaves that question as open as itis to-day, 
matt the House chooses to adopt the report which may be made it 
can do so. 


TON. I will answer the gentleman. There is a A goes 
the | bill 


Mr. DUNNELL. One word more. I insist the city of Washing- 
ton—— i 
Mr. HUNTON. I do not yield for any insisting. 
Mr. CONGER. Then let us have a vote on the previous question 
and vote it down. 


Mr. CLYMER. Is it not a fact that in the t authorizing these 
railroads to come within the limits of this city power was specially 
reserved to the Government at any time to cause the removal of these 


depots? 
. HUNTON. Yes; the power was reserved to alter, amend, or 


re) 

Nr REAGAN. Let it be understood, however, that the removal 
of these depots will involve the payment for the property vacated. 

Mr. T. TT. I wish to another question. Does not this 
involve the cession of more territory ? 

Mr. HUNTON, Not one dollar, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I insist that this is all irregular. If the gentleman 
has demanded the previous question and declines to allow any 
further debate, it seems to me we ought to be brought to a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is on the demand for the 
previous question, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 37. 

Mr. REAGAN. No quorum has voted. a 

The SPEAKER. Chair orders tellers and appoints Mr. HUN- 
TON and Mr. CONGER. 

The House again divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 95, noes 56. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was ordered to be now put. 

Mr. HUNTON moved to reconsider the vote b 
question was ordered to be put; and also moved 
reconsider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was to. 
rted from the committee were agreed to. 


The amendments re: ' 
The bill, as amended, was ordered to be and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read tke third time. 
“Mr, HUNTON demanded the previous question on the passage of 
e bill. ` 
The 8 question was seconded and the main question ordered. 
Mr. CONGER demanded the yeas and nays on the passage of the 


which the main 
t the motion to 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 104, nays 91, not voting 97; as follows: 
YEAS—104. 
; Davis, Horace A Prescott, 
Aldrich, Wiliam De La Matyr, Rice, 
— ; Dunn, * Kitchin, William A. 
Atkin” Face Meaning: — 95 
Ballon, Verdon, Martin, Edward L. Sheria, 
Bayne, Field, Mason, ` Simonton, 
Beale, Forney, McGowan, Singleton, J. W. 
N aoh McKenzie, Slemons, 
Bicknell Garfield, McMahon, Stone, 
Bingham, Geddes, Miller, Thom: P. B. 
Blackb Gibson’ Mills, Townshend, R. W. 
Bland, Goode, Mitchell, Tucker, 
Brewer, Gunter, Monroe, —— 
Browne, Hatch, Morrison, Leon 
Buckner, Ha: Morton, sano, 5 
Cannon, Hazelton, Myers, Van Voorhis, 
Chittenden, Herbert S New, Wellborn, 
Clardy, Herndon, New A Whiteaker, 
Crapo, eta 8 8 
e Hal N Wood, Fernando 
un „ oung, Casey 
Da „ Johnston, Pierce, Young, Thomas L. 
NAYS—1. 
A 4 Lo ; O. R. 
— . we, Pater B. 
Baker, Dibrell, Martin, Benj. F. Sparks, 
Blount, Pokey, Joseph J. . 
Bouck, Dann 
Bowman, Ellia, McKinley, Stevenson, 
Evins, MoMillin, ‘Talbott, 
Bu rth, Pun Overton, — Wm. G. 
Caldwell, Forsythe, Persons, ‘Tillman, : 
Chalmers, 8 Phel Townsend, Amos 
Clark, Alvah A. Gillette, Philips, ‘Turner, 
Clark, John B, Hall, Price, Lge pom J. T. 
Cobb, Hammond, N. J. Bean, —.— ernam, _ 
Sock, Hawk, Richardson, D. P. W. 
Conger, Hawley, Richardson, J. S. Washburn, 
Converse, Heilman, Richmond, Weaver, 
Cook, Hill, Robinson, Wells, 
Cowgill, Hostetler, Wilson, 
Davis, George R. Tale Seales é Yocum. 
Baris Lowndes H. ta Shallenberger, 
NOT VOTING—97. 
Beltzhoover, , 
aie Berry, Bright, Serbe 
Baly Blake, = 8, Caswell, 
Barlow, Bed, „ Covert, 
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Cox. Money, Smith, William E. 
Davis, Joseph J Hanh orss, Springer, 
Dick, James, Muldrow, S ; 
Dwight, does Muller, eee 
Errett, Joyce, 'Brien, Turner, Thomas 
Ewing, Kenna, 8 Lell Updeg „Thomas 
Ford,” Kimmel,’ Valentine, 
a 25 A 
er, 

Hammond, John Knott, Pound, White, 
Harmer, Lapham, Robertson, Wilber, 
Harris, Lewis, Robeson, Williams, C. G. 
Harris, John T. Lindsey. Ross, illits, 
Henkle, Rothwell, Wood, Walter A. 
Henry, Louns’ A Russell, Daniel L. Wright. 
S N T 
Humphrey, Miles, Smith, A. Herr 

So the bill was passed. 


During the call of the roll the following announcements were made : 

Mr. SCALES. My colleague from North Carolina, Mr. Davis, is 
paired with Mr. GopsHALK, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SMITH, of Georgia. I am paired with Mr. WILBER, of New 
York. 

Mr. MULDROW. I am paired with Mr. DWIGHT, of New York. 

Mr. CABELL. I am paired with Mr. FISHER, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Mr. EwrNd, of Ohio, is paired with 
Mr. BINGHAM, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. LOUNSBERY. Iam paired with my colleague from New York, 


Mr. McCook. 

Mr. I am paired with Mr. Warp, of Pennsylvania. If he 
were present, I should vote “ no.” 

Mr. COBB. I am paired with ar colleague from Indiana, Mr. 
CALKINS, who is absent on important usiness. If resent, he would 
on this question have voted “no,” and I have voted “ no.” 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Money, of Mississippi, and Mr. JOYCE, of Ver- 


mont, are paired. 
i SHALLENBERGER. Mr. UnNn, of Maryland, is absent on 
ac t of sickness. 

Mr. BARBER. Iam paired with Mr. EWING, of Ohio. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California. Iam paired with Mr. of Mary- 
land, on political questions. This not being a political question, I 
vote “ 2a * ? , 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois. My colleague, Mr. Boy, is paired with 
Mr. Henry, of Maryland. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. MULLER, of New York, and Mr. Warr, of 
Connecticut, are pai 

Mr. A. Iam paired with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. If 
Mr. O'NEILL were present, I should vote “ no.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HUNTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pod; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

ble. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 1 making appropriation for the removal of the 
remains of the late Major-General George Sykes, United States Army, 
from Fort Brown, Texas, to West Point, New York. 

1 NATIONAL FAIR GROUNDS ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee for the District of Columbia, re- 
rted back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 4429) 
amend the act entitled “ An act to incorporate the National Fair 

Grounds Association,” 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it 
eight 


said association shall be 9 in general mee „and shall elect three addi- 
their office until the second 


registered on the transfer books of th 
proxy, and the authority must be in 
Sxc.-5. The name of said corporation 
n.“ 


Mr. HUNTON. The object of this bill is to amend the charter of 

the National Fair Grounds Association in only two particulars. It 
the name, and increases the directors from five to eight. 

1 e ee e pileg 
being it was accordingly read third an 3 

Mr. HUNTON moved to reco ve the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

eè. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISTRAINT FOR DISTRICT TAXES. 


Mr. HUNTON also, from the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia, reported a bill (H. R. No. 4565) to amend the fifth section of the 
act entitled “An act for the support of the government of the District 
of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for other 
p ” which was read a first and second time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the fifth section of the act entitled “An act for the sup- 

rt of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 

„1878, and for ae — be, and the same is hereby, amended so that in 
addition to the power therein conferred to sell real estate with the pay- 
ment of any tax, the collector may, and it shall be his duty to, 8 ent 

and chattels of the owner of such real such can be found within 


and sell the same 
manner as is now provi 
Mr. HUNTON, I desire to say only a word in explanation of this 
bill. According to the law of this District as it now stands, the col- 
lector of taxes upon real estate cannot levy upon personal property for 
those taxes, and to look to the real estate alone for taxes upon 
real estate. The result of this law is that where a person does not 
choose to pay his taxes upon real estate he is not liable to have his 
personal property levied upon for them; and the real estate is sold, 
and under the decisions of the courts in the District tax titles are 
worthless, The commissioners, therefore, are unable to collect taxes 
on real estate unless parties choose to pay them. According to the 
rovisions of this bill, where a person has mal property on which 
FFF for taxes against his real 
estate as well as for taxes against his personal 1 . I believe 
— law as provided in this bill is such as prevails ost all the 
tes. 


8 
Mr. BLOUNT. May Lask the gentleman from Virginia a question? 
Mr. HUNTON. I will hear it with pleasure, 
Mr. BLOUNT. Ought not the bill to go further and provide for 
1 8 created by the decisions that the tax titles are worth - 
ess 


Mr. HUNTON. In reply to the gentleman’s question I beg to say 
8 a bill which meets that culty. This bill does not relate 


on eee f. be ys gene ee read aoon 3 and 
ing en was accordingly read the third and passed. 
Mr. AN 10 N moved to reconsider the vote by which the pin was 
pasc; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


JUDICIAL PRACTICE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEILMAN, from the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 4566) to regulate the practice of the judicial 
courts of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which 
be read Aam and second para . 3 

e question was upon orderin, to be engrossed and read 
a third time. s 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it That the District of Columbia shall be 
ai suits in all te couris of —. District of Colum bia Without making the deposit 7 * 

costs, as uired other parties, an 
error, * have supersedeases without ving bail. appena, 5 
and read a third time; and 


and 
pawod; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
ta 


e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMPENSATION OF CLERK OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COMMITTEE. 
Mr. MILLER, from the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
reported the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the compensation of the clerk of the Committee for the District 
OS Ooto bn Shall macent ier: be the same as that paid to the clerk of the Committee 


Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to reserve all points of order on that reso- 
lution until I can hear some explanation of it. 

Mr. MILLER. I desire to say but a single word, for I believe when 
the question is understood by the members of this House they will 
concede the justice of this resolution. It provides that the compen- 
sation of the clerk of the Committee for the District of Columbia s 
be the same as that of the clerk of the Committee of Claims. The 
com tion of the clerk of the Committee on Appropriations is 
$2,500 a year; of the clerk of the Committee of Ways and Means the 
same; and the compensation of the clerks of the Committee of Claims. 
the Committee on War Claims, the Committee on Public Lands, and 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions is $2,000 a year each. There is no 
clerk of a committee of this House who has more onerous duties to 
pater than has the clerk for the District of Columbia Committee. 

hing pertaining to this District is referred to that committee, 

and committee, either as a whole or as sub-committees, is in ses- 
sion every day and nearly every night. 

The committee have unanimously recommended that this resolution 
be adopted. It is believed to be just in everv respect, and we ask for 
its adoption. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point of order that this resolution will 
require an additional expenditure, and should be first considered in 
Committee of the Whole. It ought to go to the Committee of Ac- 
counts anyway. 

The SP. pro tempore, (Mr. CLYMER.) The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and the resolution will accordingly go to the Com- 
` mittee of the Whole. 

INCREASE OF METROPOLITAN POLICE FORCE. 


Mr. HENKLE, from the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
reported a bill (H. R. No, 4567) to provide for the increase of the 
Metropolitan police force of the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
authorized and em to appoint one additional inspector of police at a salary 
not 8 per month ; one clerk at a salary not exceeding $100 per month, 
and as many additional privates or patrolmen, not exceeding one hundred, at sala- 
ries not exceeding $60 per month each, as may be necessary from time to time to 
preserve the and good order of the District of Columbia. And in the appoint- 
ment of privates or patrolmen hereafter the said commissioners shall not be ory —.— 
to appoint only persons who have served in the Army and Navy of the United States 
and have received an honorable discharge therefrom. 

Sec. 2. This act shall take effect from and after its passage. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I raise the point of order on that bill that it in- 
volves an increased expenditure of the public money, and should 
receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order, 
and the bill will be referred to the Committee of the ole on the 
state of the Union, and be printed. 

PROTECTION OF POTOMAC FISHERIES. 


Mr. SAMFORD, from the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 4568) for the protection of the Potomac 
eries in the District of Columbia, and for the preservation of shad 
and herring in the Potomac River ; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, œc., That it shall not be lawful to fish with fyke-net, pound net. 
othe nck weir, float-net, gill-net, haul-seine, or any other 8 stationary 
or floating, in the waters of the Potomac River within the District of Columbia 
after the day of May in any year. 

Sec. 2. That cone Ce fishing season, namely, from the Ist day of January to 
the 30th day of May year, there shall be observed week a closed 
season, g at sundown on Saturday evening and ending at midnight on 
Sunday night, di which time it shall be unlawful to lay out any haul-seine or 
float-net, or to fish the same; and all stake-nets and the leaders of all hedges or 
pounds, fyke-nets and weirs, shall be lifted clear of the water soas to allow unob- 
structed passage to the fish: Provided, That in the case of weirs it will be suff- 
Fear 8 80 a section of the hedging next the pound or pen not less that twelve 

en 

Sec. 3. That it shall be unlawful for any person to take in any other manner than 
by angling or with the out-line any fish of the species known as black bass or 


salmon. 

Src. 4. That it shall be unlawful for an m to have in possession or 
for sale in the District of Columbia, after the 30th ay of May in any year, fish of 
py ber ee nn species, fresh, under a penalty of $5 for every fish so exposed 

on. 
2880. 5. That any who shall offend against any of the provisions of this act 
shall be deemed ty of a misdemeanor, and upon sufficient proof thereof in the 
lice court or other court of the District shall be fined not less than ten nor more 
Ran one hundred dollars for each offense, and shall forfeit to the District his net 
boats, and other apparatus, which shall be sold, and the proceeds of such sales an: 
all fines accruing under this act shall be into the Treasury; and therefrom to 
the informer in each case where conviction ensues shall be paid the sum of $10: 
Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed by — 4 ol A 
with an out-line, or to prevent the Commissioner of and heries, or 
ts, from g from the waters named, in any manner desired, fish of any 
for scientific purposes or for the purposes of propagation. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being F it was accordingly read the third time, and pee 

Mr. 8 RD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LOTTERY SCHEMES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee for the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 8885 to ponhit 
the publication of lottery schemes in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows : 


any kindor aang ase by whatsoever name, style, or title the same may be denomi- 
nated or known, stating when or where the same is to be drawn, or the p ~ s therein, 
eke 


ving any other information concerning the same, 8 on conviction thereof, be 
Ne. 2 Ii whan A eine ba in disposes in the Dis- 
0. whoever vends, or barters, or in any wa: 0 
trict of Columbia of any ticket, order, or device of aay kind, for or representing 
any number of shares, or any interest in any lottery, “ ay or scheme of chance 
of any kind or description, by whatever name, style, or title the same may be de- 
, whether located or to be drawn, paid, or carried out within or without 
_ this District, shall, on conviction thereof, be liable to a fine not exceeding $500, or 
bedmprisoned not more than six months, or both, 


X59 


or ‘agent, establishes, opens, or sets on foot, carries on, promotes, makes, draws, hag 

acts as y , 

any lottery, polioy, or scheme of chance of any kind or 8 by whatever 
e, or title 


name, sty 
be 


the same uer po denominated or known, whether located or to 
drawn, paid, or carried on wi 


or without this District, or by rer hg the 71 
on 


Sec. 4. It is here by made the — of the attorney of the District of Columbia to 
lay before the 4 of the t, at each session of the same, any and all 
newspapers printed, published, or circulated in the District, and other written or 

rinted advertisements or notices which in any manner violate any of the provis- 

ons of this act, upon which the said Fewer: jury may find such bills of indictment 
as may be justified; and upon indictment found to prosecute the same to final 
judgment; or said district attorney may proceed, by information in the police 
court, against any violators of this act. 

Src. 5. That section 1174 of the act entitled “An act to revise and consolidate the 
statutes of the United States, general and ent in their myer Ws OTe to 
the District of Columbia, in force on the Ist day of December, A. D. 1873,“ ap- 
proved June 22, 1874, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


In line 4 of the fourth section, after the word “printed,” insert the word or; 
and after the word published“ strike out the words or circulated.” 


Mr. NEAL. I call the previous question on the bill and amend- 
ments. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Before the tleman presses the de- 
mand for the e question I would like to ask him a question. 
55 e question, I will read from the first three lines of the 


That whoever writes, prints, or publishes in any way in the District of Colum- 
bia an account of any lottery or scheme of chance of any kind or description. 


I suppose the object of the committee in asking the passage of this 
bill is to prevent the publication of these lottery advertisements in 
the District, or in papers of the District, But will not the word “ pub- 
lish” prevent news agents or others from circulating or distributin 
within the District papar that may be in fact printed in New Yor 
or Chicago or anywhere else outside the District? Has not the word 
8 ee ” a technical meaning—that is, “to give out?” 

. NEAL. In answer to the question of the gentleman from Ili- 
nois, I will state that the word “ published,” as I understand, would 
not in fact apply to newspapers actually published in other cities and 
circulated here. I will state the object of inserting in the bill the 
word “published.” If the bill contained merely the word “ printed,” 
the actual printing might not be done in this District, but parties 
might go to Baltimore or other places outside the District to have 
their papers printed, and then issue them in this city as the place of 
publication. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam afraid the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NEAL] 
is mistaken as to the effect of this Ian . As the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon] has suggested, the word “ publish” in criminal 
law means, as I understand, more than the mere manual work of pub- 
lication; it would apply to anybody who puts a paper in circulation ; 
and under this bill, as I understand, any newsboy or newsdealer who 
may sell in this District papers published elsewhere containing these 
advertisements would be liable to indictment. 

Mr. NEAL. It seems to me that the objection made to this phrase- 
ology is not well taken. In order to obviate the very objection which 
is made here, the committee authorized me to report an amendment 
striking out the word “circulated” which was contained in the bill 
as introduced, the object being that the bill should affect only papers 
pone or published in the city of Washington. The word “ ted” 

a technical meaning, the effect of which would be that the work 
must be done in this District; but the word“ published“ has a more 
general meaning and would include papers printed in Baltimore, but 
actually issued or published in Washington. For instance, one of the 
Sunday newspa of Washington might in fact be printed in Bal- 
timore, and if this bill contained only the word “ printed” the pub- 
lication of lottery advertisements in such a ee could not be 
punished. In that way the law would be evad The object of in- 
serting the word“ published,” as well as“ printed,” is to prevent any 
evasion of this kind. 

This bill is almost an exact transcript of the law of Ohio upon this 
. In that State the matter has been thoroughly discussed; 
and I have never heard of a news agent or other person bein indicted 
for the circulation of newspapers published outside of the State, 
The law is construed as applying to sti os pe printed or pub- 
lished within the State. this word “ published” be strack out, we 
might as well let the bill drop; because if it should become neces- 
sary for the furtherance of lottery schemes the papers advertising 
them might be printed in Baltimore or elsewhere, while actually 


of | issued or published in the city of Washington. 


Mr.C ON, of Ilinois. Iam in sympathy with the object of this 


of | pill as I understand it—to prohibit the printing of lottery advertise- 


ments. But it is a fact that in many papes published in different 
parts of the country, which come to subscribers within this District 
or are sold by news agents, these advertisements are found. This 
bill, if the word “published” be retained, will, I am quite sure, pe 
hibit a news agent in Washington from circulating a daily or weekly 
paper printed, for instance, in Louisville, provided that paper con- 
tains a lottery advertisement. The newsagent circulating or distrib- 
uting such a paper would be liable to indictment. 

I I am not mistaken in my recollection as to the scope of the 
word “published” in this connection; and hence I called attention to 
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I apprehend that the bill could be so amended as to 
accomplish just what is desired and still not trap the innocent or 
unwary who may be engaged in good faith in the dissemination of 
newspa in the District. 

Mr. UNT. I will ask the gentleman from Illinois whether an 
amendment providing that this act shall not be construed to apply to 


papers published outside of the District of Columbia would not re- 
move the difficulty ted. 
Mr. CANNON, of ois. I suppose it would. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I presume the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Nu 
from the view he entertains of his own bill, would not object to su 
an amendment, 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. My attention was only called to this 
point as the bill was read atthe desk. Ido not intimate any positive 
omens and would not do so without examining the bill more atten- 

ively. 


wi KELLEY. I would like to suggest to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, in reference to the dilemma he proposes of the circulation of 
pernicious lottery advertisements dH graces elsewhere and of their 

tronage in the District of Columbia, that if we are to prohibit the 
Focal papers from advertising lotteries—and I think we are right in 
doing it—I do not see why we should give immunity to those who 
publish them elsewhere and come here and hawk them through the 
streets and keep them for sale on news-stands. , 

Mr. BLO That is the construction of the bill as it is under- 
stood by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then all that lottery men would have to do would 
be to set up their presses a hundred y: beyond the District and flood 
it with their advertisements ? 

Mr. HAYES. How could ge prohibit the circulation in this Dis- 
trict of 177 ublished in Chicago? 

Mr. KELLEY. I do not say prohibit them. Isay make it an offense 
to publish such matter here, and then it would be for publishers of 
papers elsewhere to determine whether it would be more profitable 
to them to insert lottery advertisements or to sell their papers in the 
District where such publications are prohibited. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I think all efforts on this subject do 


more harm than 8 I see no reason why the papers of this Dis- 
trict should be discriminated against whatever by having papers 
circulating here with lottery advertisements in them, as will inevita- 


bly be the case. It will only lead to confusion. There is no reason 
why the papers of the District should not furnish advertisements as 
well as 8 555 outside of it. I shall vote against the bill. 

Mr. S RD, I ask my coll o on the committee, because he 
knows I opposed this bill in committee, whether or not he has con- 
sidered the point that this bill does violate the first amendment to 
the Constitution, which 8 1 from passing any law 
hopes the freedom of the press? at is his answer to that 

uestion 
2 Mr. NEAL. It may be a safe answer for me to say that almost 
every State in the Union has a law of a similar character on its 
statute-book. s 

Mr. SAMFORD. It does not prevent the States passing such a law, 
but it does prevent Congress paing any such law. 

Mr. NEAL, Another answer is, that while Congress cannot pass 
any law abridgi ne freedom of the press, it can pass a law abridg- 
ing its license. s is in no sense a violation of the freedom of the 
prem but it is to prevent a license which ought to be allowed no- 
where. 

Mr. SAMFORD. My recollection is that in State constitutions, 
where almost the identical words are used that we have here in the 
Constitution of the United States, there is an addition that there 
shall be no law abridging the freedom of the press, but the press 
shall be liable for the abuse thereof. But you do not find such words 
in this Constitution. It says Congress s make no law respectin, 
the establishment of religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof, 
or eases FE | the freedom of speech or of the press. 

Mr. N. . The Congress of the United States has not hesitated 
to make a law punishing poly, y, which is regarded by our Mor- 
mon friends as a religious worship. Congress has passed a law pun- 
ishing that as a crime. Now, if we can punish that species of relig- 
ion asa crime we can certainly punish this license on the part of 
the press as a crime. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The same as libel or slander. 

Mr. NEAL. Yes, sir; the same as libel or slunder. We have aright 
to punish an mine which infringes good morals or good overnment. 

r.BLOUNT. Ishouldlike toask the gentleman from Ohio whether 
the effort he has made will not be a failure when the bill permits the 
same matter to be printed elsewhere and circulated in this District? 

Mr. NEAL. It is enough for me to say I stand here to-day doing 
my duty as I understand it toward the District of Columbia. I do 
not know we can prohibit the circulation of pa rinted outside 
of the District, but we can prevent the evil e us done here. The 
papers of this District are to-day the medium through which persons 
receive notice where they can buy lottery tickets. Any one can tell 
who will take the trouble to look at the papers, Qay and Sunday, 
which are printed in this District that they publish advertisements 

iving information where tickets can be purchased for lotteries in 
misiana and Kentucky. They have something like two columns 
of advertisements showing who had drawn prizes in these lotteries. 


They are the means of debauching the people, and not the ub- 

lished outside of the District. s , re 
Mr. BLOUNT. I am not complaining of the action of the commit- 

tee. I have no doubt the gentleman is right, but my question is 

8 the committee has gone this far, it ought not to have 

gone er. 

Mr. NEAL, Perhaps the committee ought to have done so. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on seconding the 
demand for the previous question. 
The Honse divided; there were—ayes 46, noes 21. 


an 
Mr. ATKINS. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The yeas and na 

on seconding the demand for the previous qui 
Mr. STE VENSON. On account of the confusion in the Hall it is 

impossible to know exactly what the bill is. I ask that it be again 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. That cannot be done except by unan- 
imous consent, as the House is now dividing. 

Objection was made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As no quorum has vo the Chair 
orders tellers, and eee Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, and Mr. NEAL. 

The House again divided; and the tellers He rho eee 45, noes 31. 

The REPARER pro tempore. Is the point that no quorum has voted 
waive 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Yes; we propose to have the yeas 
and nays on the passage of the bill. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered to be put. 

The SPEARER pro tempore. The question first recurs on the amend- 
ment reported from the committee. 

The amendment was again read. 

The amendment was adopted, and then the bill, as amended, was 
ordered to be en and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the gentleman from Ohio to yield to me for 
a moment. i 

Mr. NEAL. Fora question. 

Mr. REAGAN. This bill provides that whoever writes, prints, or 

ublishes in any way in the District of Columbia on account of any 

ottery or scheme of chance of any kind or description, by whatso- 
ever name, style, or title the same may be denominated or known, 
stating when or where the same is to be drawn, &c., shall be liable 
to the penalties here provided. Any man who sells a paper in this 
city containing such advertisements is undoubtedly, as I understand 
the law, liable to indictment. And all papers containing such adver- 
tisements cannot be sold unless the party vending them lays himself 
open to these penalties. 

Mr. NEAL. I do not yield to a speech. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I desire to say a single word. I voted against 
the bill in the committee, and I did it on what seemed to me to be 
constitutional grounds. The provision of the Constitution is that 
Con shall pass no law egy a freedom of the press. The 
analogy which the gentleman alluded to awhile ago in answer to 
my question, which question he has never yet answered, in reference 
to the passage of a law prohibiting polygamy is not well directed at 
all. Neither is his remark that Legislatures have the right to pass 
laws to punish libel and slander well taken, because those are com- 
mon-law offenses. Here the only power Con, has pertaining to 
this matter is in the first amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, and that amendment says that Congress shall pass no law 


5 abridgment. 
. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I demand the yeas and nays on the 
passage of the bill. 
8 a NEAL. Idemand the previous question on the passage of the 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Hlinois. I believe I have the floor. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is bound to recognize the 
gentleman having charge of the bill. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. But I demanded the, yeas and nays 


on the paraga ot the bill. . 

The SPE R pro tempore. The demand for the previous question 
does not cut out the gentleman’s demand for the yeas and nays; if the 
previous question is seconded and the main question is ordered to be 

ut, the gentleman’s demand for the yeas and nays will be put to the 
ouse, 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Is it in order to recommit this bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Not pending a demand for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. SIN GLETOR, of Illinois. Then I move that the House adjourn, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 63. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on seconding the 
demand for the previous question on the of the bill. 


Mr, CANNON, of Illinois. I wish to make a privileged motion. I 


think this bill should be amended, and therefore I move it be recom- 


mitted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, That is not in order at this stage of 
the business. j 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I understand it is in order at any time 
before the bill is passed. 5 


1880. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore, Not pending the demand for the pre- 


vious question. 

wee ANNON, of Illinois. When will a motion to recommit be in 
order 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. When the previous question is not 
operating. ; 

ae Will a motion to lay the bill upon the table be in 
order . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will. 
Mr. TALBOTT. Then I make that motion. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 72. 

So the House refused to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. FINLEY. I move that the House adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 78. 

Mr. FINLEY. I demand the jas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 23 voting in favor thereof. 
The 


PEAKER pro The question now recurs on secondin 
the demand for the . quen . 


Mr. FINLEY. But when J moved an adjournment, the pending 
motion was that the bill be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House divided on that motion, 
and the vote was announced, and the House refused to lay the bill on 
the table. The pending question now is on seconding the demand 
for the previous question on the passage of the bill. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 77, noes 50. 

So the previous question was seconded. f 

Mr. , of Virginia. I demand the yeas and nays on ordering 
the main question to be put. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TOWNSHE , of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill be again read. 

Objection was made, 

The SPEAKER tempore. The yeas and nays have been ordered, 
and the Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and called the first name 


thereon. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I move that the House do now ad- 


journ. 
8 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman comes 
too late, the first name on the roll having been pallet 

Mr. TALBOTT. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. [Cries of 
Regular order!”] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The roll-call cannot be 3 

The Clerk resumed the call of the roll, which, being concluded, re- 
sulted—yeas 100, nays 84, not voting 108; as follows: 


YEAS—100, 
Aldrich, N.W. < Jones, Price, 
Aldrich, William Dennett A Rice, 

a Farr, pay Robinson, pe, 
Bayne, Ferdon, Lindsey, Russell, W. A. 
Bicknell, Field, Marsh, Sepp. 

Blount, Forsythe, Martin, Benj. F. berger, 
Brewer, Martin, Edward L. ton, 
Brig Geddes, M —— W 
S, Gillette, Miles, : Stone, 
Bu Hall. Miller, Thomas, 
Calkins, John Mitchell, Thompson, Wm. G. 
C ter, Hask Monroe, d, Amos 
Chittenden, Hawk, March, Updegraff, J. T. 
Claflin, Hawley, Neal, —.— Thomas 
Clymer, Hayes, New, an Aernam, 
Cobb, Hazelton, Newberry, Van Voorhis, 
Henderson, Norcross, Warner, 
Conger, Henkle, Orth, Washburn, 
Cow; = — Weaver, 
orr, White, 
ner ; Phelps, whee C. G. 
Davis, Horace unton, oun 
= x James, Prescott, Wright. 
NAYS—S4. 
Armfi Evins, Manning, 
re Felton, M Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Baker, Finley, McMahon, Sparks, 
Beale, Forney, McMillin, 
Bouck, Goode, Talbott, 
Buckner, Hammond, N. J. AES, Taylor, 
Caldw Harris, John T. icholls, Thompson, P. B. 
Cannon, Hatch, O'Connor, Tillman, 
Carlisle, Herbert, O'Reilly, Townshend, R. W. 
Cc ri eye Herndon, eae Tucker, 
Clar Hin, Phister, Turner, 
lark? John B Hostetler, Poehler, Upson, 
Colerick, House, —.— ance, 
Converse, Hull, ond, Waddill, 
Cook, Johnston, Robertson, Wellborn, 
Cravens, Kenna, Rothwell, Whiteaker, 
Culberson, King, Samford, Whi 
Davidson, Kitchin, Sawyer, Williams, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Le Fevre, Shelley, we 
Ellis, Lowe, Singleton, O. R. Yocum. 
NOT VOTING—108. 
Barber, Bin; 
ie ( 
„ ©, p 
Atherton, Beltzhoover, Bland, 
Berry, Bliss, Browne, 


Cabell, Godshalk, McCoi 
Caswell, . — eder, Smi . ro 
ASW. er, $ 
Clardy, Harris, Benj. W. McLane, Smith; iam 
Covert, Heilman, Speer, 
Cox, Henry, Money, Springer, 
Crapo, 3 „Morse, Starin, 
Davis, Tanh J. Humphre Muay —— 
Dibrell,’ H bn bez i or 
U 
Dick, Jorgensen, O'Neill, Valentine, 
Dwight, Eafe Page, w 
Elam, Killinger, W. 
Errett, Kimmel, Pierce, Wells, 
Ewing, Klotz, Reed, s 
Fisher, Fanos Richardson, J. S. — 
Frost, a, 3 S . —— Walter A. 
Gibson, Martin, Joseph J. Ryan, Thomas Young, Thomas L. 
So the main question was ordered. 
During the of the roll the following announcements were made: 
2 H, of Georgia. I am paired with Mr. WILBER, of New 
or 


Mr. SCALES. My colleague from North Carolina, Mr. Davis, is 
paired with Mr. GODSHALK, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. COVERT. I am paired with Mr. VALENTINE, of Nebraska. 

Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey. My colleagues, Mr. Ross and Mr. BLAKE, 
are paired. 
Mr. TALBOTT. My colleague from Maryland, Mr. MCLANE, is 


Pair, ROBERTSON fle calieague tro Louisiana, Mr. ELAM, 

% > co e from Louisiana, Mr. is 
Ery on accouht of Fy Bros o is paired with Mr. Dick, of Penn- 
sylvania. 


Mr. COFFROTH. My co e, Mr. BACHMAN, is paired with Mr. 
BLAKE, of New Jersey. My colleagues, Mr. RYON and Mr. HARMER, 
are paired. 

Mr. CABELL. I am paired with Mr. FISHER, of Pennsylvania. If 
he were eet I should vote “no.” 

Mr.DIBRELL. Iam paired with the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. 
ANDERSON. If he were present, I should vote “no.” 

Mr. AIKEN. Iam paired with Mr. WARD, of Pe Ivania. My 
colleague from South Carolina, Mr. RICHARDSON, is paired with Mr. 
RICHARDSON, of New York. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Warr, of Connecticut, is paired with Mr. 


W York. í 
Mr.C ON, of Illinois. My colleague, Mr. Boyp, is paired with 
Mr. Henry, of Maryland. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Moxey, of Mississippi, and Mr. Joyce, of Ver- 
mate DAVIS. of Calif I ired with Mr. KIMMEL, of Mary 

F 0 ifornia. I am paired wit Ș 0 — 

land. As this is not a political question, I vote “ ay.” 

Mr. WHITE. My co e from Pennsylvania, Mr. NEILL, is 
paired with Mr. Kenna, of West Virginia. 

Mr. BARBER. I am paired with Mr. EIN, of Ohio. If he were 
present, I should vote “ ay.” 

Mr. STONE. Mr. STARIN, of New York, is paired with Mr. GUNTER, 
of Arkansas. 

Mr. MULDROW. I am paired with Mr. DWIGHT, of New York. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, (who had voted no.“) Ichange my 
vote. I vote “ y 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. ROBESON, of New Jersey, is paired with Mr. 
SPRINGER, of Illinois. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. NEAL. I move to reconsider the vote by which the main ques- 
tion was ordered ; and I also move that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Icall for the yeas and nays upon the 
latter motion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were— 
ayes 94, noes 48, 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE, 

Pending the announcement of the vote on the motion to adjourn, 
by unanimous consent, leave of absence was ted as follows: - 

To Mr. Davis, of North Carolina, for four days, on account of im- 
portant business; and 

To Mr. JOYCE, for three weeks, on account of sickness in his family. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, asked unanimous consent to with- 
draw from the files of the House the papers in the case of George C. 
src eae which request was referred to the Committee on War Claims, 

The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then announced ; 
2000 8 (at four o’clock and twenty minutes p. m.) the House 

ourned, 


PETITIONS, ETC, 
The following memorials, petitions, and other were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the peti and referred as follows, viz: 


the SPEAKER: The petition of Edward Hanley, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Tnvalld Pensions. : 
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By Mr, ANDERSON: The petition of C. F. Morse, and other citi- 
zens of Kansas, for the enactment of a law enabling farmers and 
merchants to borrow money from the United States Government on 
real-estate security at 1 per cent. per annum—to the Committee on 


Banking and veg 

Also, the petition of S. A. Hill, and other citizens, ex-soldiers of 
Kansas, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, the petition of citizens of Atchison County, Kansas, for the 

assage of laws preventing unjust discriminations in railroad rates— 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ATHERTON: The petition of William Scott and 32 others, 
citizens of Licking County, Ohio, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of J. Anderson and 30 others, of Licking County. 
Ohio, for legislation protecting the innocent purchasers of patented 
articles from suit for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BERRY: The petition of citizens of California, that the 
Klamath River Indian reservation, in California, be abolished and 
the lands thereof restored to the public domain—to the Committee 


on Public Lands. 
rs relating to the claim of Edward M. 


By Mr. BINGHAM: Pa 
Davis for pay for alle; damage to his land while occupied and 


used as a mili camp—to the Committee of Claims. 
By Mr. BLO The petition of citizens of Macon, Georgia, for 
legislation to prevent interstate traffic in adulterated food—to the 


Committee on Manufactures. 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of John Bannister, for additional 
pay for services rend as a United States Army officer—to the 

ommittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis- 
consin, favoring congressional action regulating interstate commerce— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: The petition of officers and students of Abbott 
Academy and of officers and students of Phillips Academy, Andover, 
Massachusetts, that the Ute Indians of Colorado be fully protected 
in their natural and their treaty rights, and that they may not be 
forced in any way to sell or leave their reservation—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian irs. 

Also, the petition of James P. and others, for a survey of 
Malden River, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BOYD: The petition of Joseph Mayo and 62 others, citizens 
of Peoria County, Illinois, for the amendment of the patent laws—to 
the Committee on Patents. - 

Also, the petition of Joseph Mayo and 60 others, citizens of Peoria 
County, Illinois, for the p of a law regulating interstate com- 
merce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRAGG: Memorial of certain Indians of the Six Nations, 
formerly living in New York, for the recognition of certain rights 
with which they were vested under treaties with the United States 
Government—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of Anne Darling, Sarah E. Dart, 
and others, citizens of Lansing, Michigan, for the amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States so as to secure woman 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the peson of John Barton, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BROWNE: Papers relating to the petition of Warren L. Fish 
for an extension of a patent on lamps—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BURROWS: The petition of citizens of Van Buren and Cass 
Counties, Michigan, for the regulation of interstate commerce—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of citizens of Cass and Van Buren Counti 
Michigan, for a law to protect the people from the hardships im 
by the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of J. T, Rives, 8. M. Flowers 
and 78 others, soldiers of the civil war, of Butler County, Kentucky, 
for legislation equalizing bounties—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. CARLISLE: The petition of citizens of Grant County, Ken- 
tucky, for the passage of a law to prevent unjust discrimination in 
frei Ye charges—to the Committee on Commerce. 

so, the petition of citizens of Kenton County, Kentucky, of sim- 
ilar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of 3,000 citizens of Webster, 
Humboldt, Hamilton, Boone, Polk, and Dallas Counties, oa; for 
the passage of the bill to quiet title of settlers on Des Moines River 
lands in lowa—to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Also, the petition of attorneys of Dickinson County, Iowa, that 
that county left in the central division of the State should the 
State be redistricted for circuit court purposes, without making Sioux 
City a place for holding said court—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. CHITTENDEN: The petition of citizensof New York, for 
honest vinegar—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHN B. CLARK, JR.: The petition of citizens of Howard, 
Calloway, Carroll, and Counties, Missouri, that the patent 
laws be amended so as to make the manufacturer or vendor of pat- 
ented articles alone responsible for infringements—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 


By Mr. COFFROTH: The petition of Julia A. Chambers, for an in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLERICK: Papers relating to the bounty claim of Julia 
Moran—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of A. G. Lewis and 22 others, of Bryant, Indiana, 
for the emer 2s the bill for the equalization of bounties—to the 
same committee. 

eek CONVERSE: The petitions of John Deitz and 59 others; 
of W. H, Osborn and 26 others; of J. J. Tussing and 116 others, and 
of S. B. Gantz and 29 others, citizens of Franklin County; and of A. 
J. Smith and 15 others, and of Ralph Smith and 16 others, citizens of 
Delaware County, Ohio, for the enactment of laws to prevent dis- 
criminations and fluctuations in railroad freights—to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: Resolutions of the Legislature of Cali- 
fornia, favoring the completion of the iron-clad Monadnock—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Clarina J. H. Nicholls, Mrs. J. B. Leonard, and 
other citizens of Mendocino County, California, for an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States securing woman suffrage—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GEORGE R. DAVIS: A apat relating to the pension claim 
3 widow of Captain John Mitchell to the Committee on Invalid 

ons. 

By Mr. DE LA MATYR: The petition of W. T. Auerand 65 others, 
for the p of the bill (H. R. No. 269) known as the Wright sup- 
plement to the homestead bill—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of Morgan Ware and 118 others, that the pay of 
Union soldiers and sailors be made equal to specie at the time they 
were paid—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papaza relating to the claim of Rebecca C. Reich—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. i 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of Eliza E. Weir, to be restored 
to the pension-roll—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of John and others, of Grundy County, 
Tennessee, for a post-route from Altamont to Pelham, Tennessee— 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DICKEY: The petitions of Samuel Michael and 13 others 
and of Peter Fox and 13 others, of Highland County, and of J. P, 
Shannon and 154 others, of Brown County, Ohio, for the passage of 
the interstate-commerce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of Lucien J. Fenton and 134 others, of Adams 
County, Ohio ; of G. H. Diehl and 24 others, of Highland County, and 
of L. H. Williams and 70 others, of Browne County, Ohio, for the pas- 
* wis the equalization bounty bill—to the Committee on Military 


Also, the petition of J. E. e and 34 others, of Browne County, 
omo; for the amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee on 

atents. 

Also, the petition of John W. Dewitt and 30 others, of Highland 
County, Ohio, for the passage of the Weaver bill—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNN: A bill for the improvement of White River, in the 
State of Ar from its mouth to Jacksonport, at the junction 
of White and Black Rivers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of the Upper White River from 
Jacksonport at the junction of White and B Rivers, in the State 
of Arkansas, to Batesville—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of the navigation of the Black 
River, in the State of Arkansas, from its junction with the White 
River at Jacksonport to Poplar Bluff, Missouri—to the same commit- 


tee. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of the navigadon of the Saint 
Francois River, in the State of Arkansas, from its mouth to Lester's- 
gs in said State—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of Charles D. Meredith and 20 
others, and of W. D. Harden and 40 others, ex-soldiers of Minnesota, 
85 the o of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Mil- 

tary Affairs. 
By Mr. DWIGHT: The petition of the Ithica (New York) Farmers’ 
Club, for the passage of the Reagan bill with an amendment—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Papers relating to the claim of J. H. Sypher for 
salary as member of the Forty-first Congress from the State of Louisi- 
ana—to the Committee of Elections. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New Orleans, Louisiana, depositors 
in the late Freedman’s Savings-Bank, for relief for the thousands of 
colored people throughout the South who lost their earnings depos- 
ited in said bank—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Cotton Exchange of New Orleans, Louisiana, 
relative to the suppression of commercial statistics by the Treasury 
Department—to the Committee on Commerce. 

, the petition of citizens of New Orleans, Louisiana, in regard 
to Straight University—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. FARR: The petition of Mary A. Powers daa Margaret A. 
Nelson, and others, citizens of Grafton County, New Hampshire, for 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States securing 
woman suffra to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FERDON: Papers relating to the petition of A. B. Goodall, 


postmaster at Port Jarvis, New York, to be relieved from accounting 
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1880. 
for United States funds stolen from the post-office at said place by 
b —to the Committee of Claims. 


, the petition of citizens of New York, against the passage of 
Senate bill Ko. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FIELD: The petition of Samuel Gould and 58 other per- 
sons and corporations of Boston, Massachusetts, for the distribution 
of the Geneva award—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FINLEY: The petition of 75 citizens of Upper Sandusky, 
Ohio, for an appropriation to preserve the old Wyandot Mission—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Seneca County, Ohio, for the amend- 
ment of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FORSYTHE: The petition of Thomas H. Crowder and 33 
others, citizens of Moultrie Gonan Illinois, for a law to protect inno- 
cent purchasers of patented artic. to the same committee. z 

Also, the petition of J. B. McNair and 39 others, soldiers and citi- 
zens of Illinois, for the of the Weaver soldier bill—to the 
Committee on Military i 525 

Also, the petiton of Thomas H. Crowder and 33 others, citizens of 
Moultrie County, Illinois, for the p of a law regulating inter- 
state commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FORT: The petition of J. W. Jerome and others, citizens 
of Tulinois, against the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 2823) for the repeal 
of the duty on jute butts—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FROST: The petition of citizens of Missouri, for a change 
in existing patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. é 

Also, the petition of soldiers of Missouri, for the p e of a bill 
for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on tary Af- 
fai 


irs. 

Also, the petition of merchants and importers of the city of Saint 
Louis, Missouri, for the passage of the bill: for the immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable goods, introduced by Mr. ALDRICH—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. y 3 

By Mr. GEDDES: The petition of William K. Oberlin, John Fulton 
and other citizens of Richland County, Ohio, for the amendment o: 
the patent laws so as to make the manufacturer or vendor of pat- 
ented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Also, the petition of William K. Oberlin, John Fulton, and other 
citizens of Richland County, Ohio, for a law to alleviate the oppres- 
sions of monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the 
country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JOHN HAMMOND: The petition of citizens of New York, 
for an appropriation for the improvement of Lake Champlain—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of Mrs. L. M. Hay, for relief on 
account of the killing of her husband while in the United States 
service—to the Co ttee of Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON : The petition of P. 53 a bounty 
of $400 may be granted him—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Edward Weinman and 60 others, soldiers of 
Illinois, for the equalization of bounties—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HILL: The petition of Captain P. H. Mooney and 107 other 
citizens, soldiers of Paulding County, Ohio, for the passage of the 
Weaver soldier bill—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of J. A. Boyd and others, citizens of Paulding 
County, Ilinois, for a change in the patent laws—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Also, the petition of T. H. B. Colambia and 301 others, citizens of 
Paulding and Defiance Counties, Ohio, for the passage of a law regu- 
lating railroad freight charges—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of David Kilts, for restoration to the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of ex-Federal soldiers residing in East Tennessee, 
for the passage of a bill to equalize bounties—to the Committee on 


By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of William F. Lewis, George C. 
Meyer, and 20 others, citizens of Oceana County, Michigan, for such 
amendment of the patent laws as will make vendors and manufactur- 
ers of patented articles alone responsible for infringements—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of William F. Lewis and others, citizens of Oceana 
County, Michigan, for legislation to prevent fluctuations in freight 
charges and unjust discriminations by transportation companies—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the penao of George Stone and 51 others, masters and ves- 
sel-owners, for an appr riation for a harbor of refuge at Grand Ma- 
rias, Lake A chigan—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RD: The petitions of Andrew Fellers and others, of 
Wood County, Ohio, and of S. S. Carter, C. E. Brailey, Robert Blaine, 
and others, of Fulton County, Ohio, for the passage of the interstate- 
commerce bill—to the same committee. 

Also, the 3 of S. S. Carter and others, of Robert Blaine and 
others, of Fulton County, Ohio; and of Andrew Fellers and others, 
of Wood County, Ohio, for the amendment of the patent laws to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. JONES: The petition of citizens of Brazoria and Johnson 
Counties, Texas, for an a: priation for a harbor of refuge and naval 
station at the mouth of River—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 


By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of Hon. G. W. Hendee, that a pension 


be granted Moses Fullington, a soldier of the war of 1812—to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of C. E. C. Holmes, late eant 
Company E, Sixth Maryland Volunteers, for an honorable e eee 
from the United States service to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of citizens of New York, that a 

nsion be granted to Matthew Herrington—to the Committee on 
Tnvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: The petition of Eusebia B. Meeks, Lizzie Reed, 
and others, citizens of Troy, Ohio, for an amendment to the Consti- 
tution securing woman s to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUNSBERY: A paper relating to the claim of Peter M. 
Halwich for aena pay as an officer in the United States Army— 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of Anthony Halpin, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, the petition of George W. Kneisley & Co. and 22 wholesale 
and retail of Dayton, Ohio, for relief from adulteration in 
foods, &c.—to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Also, the petition of S. Silver and others, of Butler County, Ohio, 
for the protection of innocent purchasers of patented articles—to 
the Committee on Patents, 

Also, the petitions of Samuel Silver and others, and of D. P. Nelson 
and others, citizens of Butler County, Ohio, for the passage of the 
Reagan interstate-commerce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

ae MILES: the petition of Anna M. Middlebrook, M. D., Min- 
nie E. M. Prindle, and others, citizens of Fairfield, Connecticut, for 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States securing 
women to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. R: The petition of A. P. Sigourney and others, of 
New York, for a law regulating railroad freight chayges—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of A. P. Sigourney and others, of New York, for 
the amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of H. Emrich and 38 others, citi- 
zens of Erie County, Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Maria L. Camp, Birchett and Jacob A. Camp, 
heirs of the late John G. Camp, of Sandusky, Ohio, for the passage 
of a bill directing the accounting officers of the Treas to reo 
his accounts as United States marshal of the middle district of Flor- 
ida, and to allow him certain charges—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

“Also, the petition of Isaac Hausberger and 188 others, citizens of 
Summit County, Ohio, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of E. H. Wilcox, C. C. Keech, and 84 others, citi- 
zens of Erie County, Ohio, and of Isaac Hausberger and 201 others, 
citizens of Summit County, Ohio, for the passage of a law to regu- 
late commerce between the States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MORTON: Memorial of the commissioners of emigration 
of the State of New York, urging speedy legislation by Congress for 
the protection of arving immigrants and the care of such of them 
as become sick and disabled—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. NEAL: The pean of Dolly Blazer, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, the petition of Edward Deletombe and others, citizens of 
Gallipolis, Ohio, that a pension be granted Dolly Blazer—to the same 
committee. 


By Mr. NEWBERRY : The petition of 250 of the leading merchants 
and manufacturers of Detroit, Michigan, for the 3 of the bill 
allowing foreign imported goods to be carried to, and duties thereon 
paid at, the port of Detroit—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: The eo of Colonel B. W. Frabel, in rela- 
tion to the improvement of the Altamaha River, Georgia—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR: Resolutions of a convention of colored citizens 
held in Chatham County, Georgia, indorsing the bill to return to the 
8 a the eee eir = deposited with ae ee 

vings and Trust Company, an ing for its passage ngress— 
to the Committee of Ways and LOREA 7 

By Mr. ORTH : The petition of George W. Johnson, for the removal 
of the charge of desertion against him—to the Committee on Military 


Also, the petitions of Mary S. Armstrong, Jennie Brandon, and 
others, citizens of Kokomo; of Amelia L. Brown, Gertrude M. Peck, 
and others, citizens of Benton County, and of Lydia E. F. Richard- 
son, Nancy Jackson, Flora and others, citizens of Kokomo, 
Indiana, for an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
securing woman to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PERSONS: The petition of citizens of Columbus, Georgia, 
for legislation to prevent interstate traffic in adulterated food—to the 
Committee on Manufactures. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of P. Hanson and others, of New 
Haven, Connecticut, for the of the Weaver soldier bill—to 
the Committee on Mili 


By Mr. PHISTER: The petition of J. B. Lennox and 67 others, cit- 
zens of Bracken County, Kentucky, for the enactment of laws against 
monopolies and unjust discrimination as to the transportation of 
freights and passsengers—to the Committee on Commerce. 
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By Mr. POEHLER: The petition of William Henry and 300 others, 
citizens of Scott, Sibley, Le Seur, and Carver Counties, Minn for 
an appropriation for the improvement of the Minnesota River at Belle 
Plaine—to the same committee. 

By Mr. POUND: The petition of C. E. Fleming, S. M. Wilmot, and 
others, citizens of 5 County, Wisconsin, for an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States securing woman s to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of J. D. Kast, W. N. Rogers, and 151 others, citi- 
zens of Shawano County, Wisconsin, for the improvement of Wolf 
River, Wisconsin—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. REAGAN : The petition of Belair Grange, No. 1245, of Dear- 
born County, Indiana, for the passage of the Reagan bill to regulate 
interstate commeree—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the board of health of Galveston, Texas, for 
the establishment of a quarantine station near that city—to the Com- 
mittee on the Origin, Introduction, and Prevention of Epidemic Dis- 
eases in the United States. 

By Mr. RICHMOND: The 5 of H. S. Trant and 84 others, 
citizens of Roanoke County, Virginia, for the enactment of such laws 
as will prevent fluctuations in freights and unjust discriminations in 
transportation foe gees the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ROT. : The petition of O. C. Denslow, William C. 
Green, and 41 other Union soldiers of Sullivan County, Missouri, in 
the late war of the rebellion, to equalize their pay in coin value—to 
the Committee on 1 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. RUSSELL: The petition of S. Lovell & Son 
and others, against compulsory pilotage at Hell Gate to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of Jacob Powell and others, citi- 
zens of Jackson County, uri, for the passage of a judicious inter- 
state commerce bill—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of M. P. Bennett and others, citizens of Jackson 
Co Missouri, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of George W. Gates and others, citizens of Jack- 
son County, Missouri, for the passage of the Reagan interstate-com- 
merce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SIMONTON: A bill appropriating $25,000 for the improve- 
ment of the Obion River in Tennessee—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill N 000 for the improvement of the Forked 
Deer River in Tennessee to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIAM E. SMITH: The petition of citizens of Georgia, 
for the establishment of a post-route from Blakely, via Bluffton, 
to Cuthbert, Georgia—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Roads. 
By Mr. SPARKS: The petition of citizens of 3 Illinois, for the 
of a bill equalizing bounties—to the C ttee on Military 


By Mr. STONE: The petition of Pray and 156 others, citi- 
zens of Ionia County, Michigan, that Congress relieve the people 
from the oppressions of transportation monopolies—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of 95 citizens of Ionia County, Michigan, for the 
amendment of the patent laws so as to protect innocent users of pat- 
ented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of citizens of Tennessee, against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Chester, for restoration to the pen- 
sion-roll and for arrears of ion—to the same commi 

By Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON: The petition of T. J. Fryer 
and 1,000 others, citizens of Northwestern Iowa, for the passage of a 
bill to quiet titles of settlers of Des Moines River lands in Iowa—to 
the Committee on Publie Lands. 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of Lydin Johnson, for payment of a 
claim arising from a seizure of smuggled goods by her late husband, 
S. Johnson, during the war of 1812—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of employés of the model-room, 
United States Patent Office, for the restoration of their original sala- 
ries—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WARNER: Memorial of General Herman Haupt, relating 
to the improvement of the Ohio River—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Papers relating to the claim of C. C. D. 
Wiliams, for additional pay as an officer in the United States Army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. I 

Also, memorial of the Saint Paul (Minnesota) Chamber of Commerce, 
in behalf of an ig au for the people of Ireland—to the Com- 
mittee on Forei irs. 

Also, the petition of the merchants and importers of Saint Paul, 
Minnésota, for the passage of the bill for immediate transportation 
of dutiable goods—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Saint Paul (Minnesota) Chamber of Com- 
merce, for a reduction of the duty on steel and iron rails—to the same 
committee. 

Also, a pepe of August Mitchell and others, citizens of Wright 
County, of N. Small and others, citizens of Anoka County, - 
ce for the amendment of the patent laws to the Committee on 

a 


Also, the petitions of N. Small and others, citizens of Anoka County, 


and of Alfred Stuart and others, citizens of 3 County, Minne- 
sota, for a law restricting railway extortions and discriminations—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WEAVER: The petitions of J. T. Reed and 32 others, of 
Palmyra, Nebraska; of Erastus D. Adams and 28 others, of Middle- 
sex, New York; of John D. Blake and 12 others, of New Hampton, 
New Hampshire; of B. W. Ritter and 68 others, of Maples, Indiana; 
of Samuel Burket and 9 others, of Fremont, Ohio; of J. M. Williams 
and 25 others, of Columbiana, Ohio; of A. J. Hamilton and 53 oth 
of Williamsburgh, Kansas; of Willi Collins and 471 others, o 
Montgomery County, Ohio, and of Samuel Robbins and 151 others, of 
Aurora, Nebraska, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of Jeremiah Lynch and 50 others, and of John 
Dickinson and 53 others, of Fremont, Ohio, for the passage of the 
Wright homestead bill—to the Committee on Public 3 

Also, the petition of A. F. Woodward, of Jasper County, Iowa, and 
38 others, for relief from the oppressions of transportation monopo- 
lies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of A. F. Woodward, of Jasper County, Iowa, and 
37 others, to be relieved from the oppressions of patentees—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WELLS: The petitions of citizens of Saint Charles, John- 
son, Dunklin, Butler, Ray, Audrain, La Fayette, Jefferson, Andrew, 
ü Girardeaa. Haury, OIT Uivingaes, and BNE Lars 
Counties, Missouri, for the regulation of interstate commerce—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Br Mr. WHITEAKER : Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Port- 
land, Oregon, that the barracks at Vancouver be repaired—to the 
Committee on megl Affairs, 

Also, the petition of Abigail Scott Dunniway, Julia A. Johnson, 
and others, citizens of Portland, Oregon, for an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States securing woman suffrage—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHARLES G. WILLIAMS: The petition of Henry Gris- 
wold and 110 others, citizens of Rock County, Wisconsin, that the 
patent laws be so amended that manufacturers and vendors be alone 
responsible for infringement of patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Henry Griswold and 116 others, citizens of 
Rock County, Wisconsin, for legislation to prevent fluctuations in 
freights and unjust discriminations in transportation charges—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Henry W. Wright and 61 others, veteran soldiers 
of Racine County, Wisconsin, for the of the equalization 
bounty bill—to the Committee on Military i 

By Mr. WISE: The petition of 57 soldiers of the late war, of 
Greene County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the Weaver soldier 
bill—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of 65 soldiers of Pennsylvania, of similar im- 
port—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FERNANDO WOOD: Memorial of ms interested in 
using chrome iron ore and bichromate of potash, for the removal of 
duties upon them—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


Also, the petition of William 8 „manager of the Springfield 
Effingham and S. C. Railroad, for a reduction of the duty on stee 
rails—to the same committee. 


By Mr. WRIGHT. The petitions of Joseph Watson and 72 others 
citizens of Whitesides, Marion County, Tennessee, and of M. J. O'Neill 
and 118 others, citizens of San Francisco, California, for the p of 
the bill (H. R. No. 269) known as the Wright supplement to the home- 
stead act—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of E. D. Powell and 97 others, soldiers of the late 
war and citizens of Mercer County, Pennsylvania, for the Passage of 
a law allowing them the difference between gold and currency which 
they received for their military services—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 17, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the 12th instant, a letter from the Chief of Engineers rela- 
tive to the improvement of the Exeter River, New Aaaah ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a tele; from General O. O. Howard, com- 
manding the Department of the Columbia, recommending certain 
modifications of the law 9 to traveling allowances of officers 
and enlisted men; which was referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


RELIEF FOR SUFFERERS IN IRELAND. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I present the memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Saint Paul, Minnesota, and ask that it be read. It relates 
to the suffering of the people of Ireland, which is a matter that I 
desire to call to the attention of the Senate. 

The memorial was read, as follows: 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 

The memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Saint Paul, State of 

tfully represents that the condition of the people of Ireland ap- 


Lee 

peals to all Christendom not only for individual but Government aid to save thou- 
sands from the ion which threatens them, and that such aid be afforded 
without delay. Your memorialists, therefore, pray that a liberal appropriation be 
made from rers, and 


e national 8 to be applied to the relief of the s 
that a joint resolution be passed by your honorable body authorizing the President 
of the United States to employ a public steamship of or size and capaci 
to receive and transport to Ireland the contributions of the charitably dis; 
among our citizens, as was done on a former like occasion, your memo ts being 
firmly convinced that such a vessel would speedily be filled to its utmost capacity 
with donations of food from every part of our common country, for the purpose 
indicated. Your memorialists are satisfied that the ie peor in this memorial 
not only the business community of Saint Paul but the of all the people of 
the State of Minnesota, without exception. 
dopted by. 3 bruary 9, 1880 
A a mous o e chamber, Fel 3 J 
eee 


Mr. McMILLAN. My own State has been so prosperous during the 

ast year, and our country has been so highly favored, that I 1 7780 
F as a privilege to be ponen thus to express the sympathy of the 
people of the State which I have the honor in part to represent for 
the suffering poopie of Ireland. 1 ask that the memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In connection with the reference, I should like 
to make a suggestion for which I am indebted, as I am for a great 
many other good things, to my friend from Rhode Island [Mr. AN- 
Soe ere sits by me, that sending the contributions in a naval 
vessel is probably the most expensive method that could be adopted. 
A naval vessel is usually so constructed that it is the least convenient 
of any means of panpana a considerable any of supplies. 
Therefore, I take the li of calling the attention of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations to. the propriety, instead of providing for a 
naval vessel if they should think favorably of 3 at all, of 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to hire a suitable vessel and 
transport supplies of citizens, which would be cheaper and would 
effectuate the purpose a great deal better, in my opinion, fortified as 
it is by that of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West ia. As the Committee on Appropria- 
tions may have to act upon the proposition, I should like to inquire 
of the Senator from Vermont, who has had great experience, whether 
this proposition meets his approbation, and whether he thinks this 
is a subject that Con; can appropriate for in the way asked? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ido not desire to yield the floor for the purpose 
of permittin s discussion, as I have further memorials to present, 

Mr. EDMUND . Yes, but the memorial my honorable friend has 
presented is now pending ; itis not dis of. It cannot be dis- 

of without a vote of this body, and this body cannot take a 
vote until it hears any debate that is offered upon the subject. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator from Vermont desires to express 
his views upon the subject, I am . willing that he should do so. 

Mr. EDM S. I have no doubt of that. I shall not take my 
honorable friend's time more than half a minute, but it is due to the 
Senator from West Virginia that I should reply to him, as he has put 
a direct question tome. I should say, as at present advised, that I 
should most cheerfully vote for paying the expense by employing a 
vessel as the best way of ing the supplies that citizens may con- 
tribute, as I have no doubt they would in t quantities if they 
could get transportation to Ireland, and in the speediest way. If the 
Senator will report a provision of that kind appropriating money to 
pay the expense and authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury or 
anybody else that he thinks fit to take the necessary steps, as at 
present advised I shall most cheerfully vote for it. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I hope the Committee on Appropriations will 
bear these su tions in mind, and that speedy action may follow. 

Mr. TH . I want to say a word in the same line with the 
observation made by the Senator from Vermont in regard to the kind 
of vessel to be employed, if a vessel is to be sent by the United States. 
The experience that we had in transporting articles to the Paris ex- 
so proved, as will be seen by the report of the commission when 

hat report shall be printed, that of all the ex ive ways that can 
be conceived of transporting freight the use of a public vessel is the 
most expensive to the United States. The employment of our public 
vessels in the transportation of freight to the Paris exposition cost 
I do not know exactly how much, but my impression is more than 
double what it would have cost to have sent the freight by the ordi- 
nary means of transportation by merchant vessels, and the articles 
forwarded were delayed very much more than they would have been 
if they had been sentin the ordinary way, or by the charter of a 
vessel. : 

The same thing will be found, I believe, to have been the case when 
on a former occasion the United States sent a public vessel, freighted 
with breadstuffs, to Ireland, in the famine that then existed. 

I hope, therefore, if it shall be deemed advisable to send a vessel, 


that our Government will charter a vessel, and not tear one of our 
public hipe all to pièces, which is a ship not at all suited for freight 
P ut will authorize the Government to charter a suitable 
vessel, which could be in Ireland long before you could change one 
of our public vessels so as to make it fit for carrying freight. 

Mr. WITHERS. In this connection, before further action is taken, 


I would call attention to a fact I observed in the newspapers the 
other day, where one of the milling firms in Richmond, Vir- 
ginia, had offered a contribution of sev hundred barrels of flour 
or the object of Irish relief, at a rate Mai much below their whole- 
sale rates, and transportation was also offered to be furnished ve 
much below the regular rates to Ireland by existing steam lines, an 
the committee on Irish relief in Richmond declined the contribution 
on the ground that 33 were advised that money was more desirable 
than flour or other food, and therefore they tfully declined to 
accept the contribution which was tendered. that be the polic 
which controls the committees who are in charge of the relief fand 
for Ireland, I think the whole of this proposed relief may prove un- 


necessary. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. But that probably is not the policy which con- 
trols all the committees. It may control some, but I think the hun- 


people would prefer bread to money, if if can be given to them. 
RS. I merely made the suggestion upon a statement 

of that fact. 
Mr. I very much fear that that branch of the relief com- 


mittee to which the Senator from Virginia refers belongs to the polit- 
ical side of the question. A 

Mr. WITHE So far from it, they are distinctly arrayed in 
antagonism to any political movement. 

Mr. I observe that there are two classes of contributions 

ing into the relief funds from this country—one for the purpose of 

eeping up the agitation in regard to the system of land tenure that 

revails in Ireland, to whicha very large amount of money has been 

reg pees and the other for the relief of the famishing in the west 
of Ireland. 

I approve 1 of the proposition presented by the Senator from 
Minnesota to provide a ship for the pore of conveying such pro- 
visions as may be gathered together to relieve these suffering people. 
I differ with my honorable friend the Senator from Ohio in suppos- 
ing that there would be any difficulty about our furnishing one of the 
naval vessels to carry the provisions abroad. The Senator says that 
the vessel would have to be torn to pieces. If we believe all that we 
hear about the shat Bore danger is that most of the vessels will fall 
to pieces. I think that there are plenty of vessels in the United States 
lying up at the present time belonging to the Navy which could be 
utilized; and there are plenty of officers of the Navy, probably in 
Washington, or somewhere thereabouts, who could be utilized also in 
taking command of these vessels and earning their salaries, if not in 
fighting the battles of the country, in carrying the provisions which 
the ag ih full heart in this country are sending to the suffering 

e abroad. 

P at was the method adopted in 1847. We sent two vessels, ac- 
cording to my recollection, under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Navy; and I would su that the proper mode to adopt now is to 
direct by a joint resolution the Secre of the Navy to order one or 
two vessels to be put at the disposal of some proper persons, as was 
done in 1847, to convey the provisions to the other side of the water. I 
remember it was a matter of pride to all of us in this country who 
were engapan at that time in NN money and in gathering pro- 
visions for the suffering people on the other side of the water, many 
of us having relatives there—it was a matter of pride almost as great 
as we had when our armies were triumphant, that these provisions 
were carried by our own vessels of war as m rs of peace, with 
the flag of the nation floating over that which was bringing to many 
a homestead peace and happiness and comfort. 

I trust, Mr. President, that the memorial may be sent to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, where it will be nursed, I am sure, most ten- 
derly, and I hope something will come from that committee for the 
benefit of these famishing people. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I heartily concur with the Senator 
from Maryland, who is a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and if agreeable to the Senator who presented the memorial I hope 
it will go to the Committee on Naval Affairs, or to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, instead of to the Committee on 5 ‘ 
N aope that such a reference will be agreeable to the Senator from 

nnesota. 

Mr. McMILLAN. So far as I am advised, the reference heretofore 
made of similar communications has been to the Committee on Ap- 
1 So far as the memorialists are concerned, all they desire 
is that an opportunity be given to our people of having conveyed to 
the 228 5555 people of Ireland the provisions which they wish to 
send them. I trust the Committee òn Appropriations will take charge 
of the memorial and report a resolution without delay. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the memorial be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations ? 

The motion was to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Saint Paul, Minnesota, praying for a reduction of the 
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on steel and iron rails; which was referred to the Committee on 
ance. 

ii THURMAN presented the petition of H. Miner and 75 others, 

citizens of Lucas County, Ohio, praying for an amendment to the 

patent laws so as to make the manufacturer and vendor alone respon- 

sible for infringements; which was referred to the Committee on 

tents. 1 
a also presented the petition of F. R. Warren and others, citizens 
of Lucas County, Ohio, praying for the enactment of a law to pre- 
vent fluctuations in freights and unjust discrimination in transporta- 
tion c ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. W. CE presented the memorial of G. B. Roberts, vice-pres- 
ident of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, representing seven- 
teen hundred and eighty-two miles of railroad; the memorial of F. 
B. Gowen, president of the Philadelphia and Reading Railroad Com- 

any, representing eight hundred and sixty-nine miles of railroad; 

e memorial of E C. Knight, president of the Central Railroad Com- 

ny of New Jersey and of the Delaware and Bound Brook Railroad 

ompany, representing five hundred and ninety-two miles of rail- 
road; the memorial of F. A. Comly, president of the North Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad Company, representing eighty-eight miles of railroad; 
and the memorial of William A. Ingham, president of the East Broad 
Top Railroad Company, representing thirty miles of railroad, remon- 
strating against the reduction of the duty on steel rails from $28 to 
$10 a ton; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented the memorial of John S. Barbour, pres- 
ident of the Washington City, Virginia Midland and Great Southern 
Railroad Company, representing hundred and sixty miles of 
railroad, remonstratin against a reduction of the duty on steel rails 
from $28 to $10 a ton; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EATON presented the memorial of G. St. J. Sheffield, vice-pres- 
ident of the New Haven and Northampton Railroad Company, repre- 
senting one hundred and nine miles, remonstrating t a reduc- 
tion of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of S. P. Cheney and others, 
citizens of Dorset, Vermont, praying for the passage of a law grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth Gray, widow of Paddock Gray, a soldier of 
the war of 1812; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of J. Gregory Smith and others, cit- 
izens of Vermont, and the petition of M. H. Buckham, president of 
the Vermont University, praying ior an appropriation by Congress for 
the erection of a monument at Yorktown, Virginia, to commemorate 
the surrender of Lord Cornwallis; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. d s 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the memorial of Gilson & Woodfin and 
sundry other citizens engaged in the business of quarrying marble 
in the State of Vermont, remonstrating against the extension of a 
patent known as the Wardwell patent for stone-channeling machines ; 
which matter is now pending before the Committee on Patents of this 
body. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on 
Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. ] 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the memorial of A. J. 
Cassatt, vice-president of the Northern Central, Baltimore and Po- 
tomac, and Alexandria and Fredericksburgh Railroad Companies, rep- 
resenting four hundred and forty-four miles of railroad ; and the me- 
morial of James Callery, president of the Pittsburgh and Western 
Railroad Company, representing forty-seven miles of railroad, remon- 
strating against a reduction of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 
a ton; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented the petition of Annie L. Quinby and 
others, citizens of Campbell County, Kentucky, praying for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States granting to women 
the right to vote ; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also presented the petition of William Snowden and others, cit- 
izens of Kentucky, praying for the passage of a law for the equaliza- 
tion of bounties; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of J. J. Stephens and others, citizens 
of Boone County, Kentucky, praying for an amendment to the pat- 
ent laws so as to make the manufacturer and vendor alone responsi- 
bleforinfringements; which was referred tothe Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I hold in my hand a petition addressed to my 
colleague and myself, but evidently intended for the Senate of the 
United $ States, which I ask may be received. It is signed by W. H. 
Scribner and others, merchants and business men of Milford, Del- 
aware, and prays for an appropriation of $30,000 for the improvement 
of the Mispillion River in that State. I move its reference to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the memorial of Le G. B. Cannon, director 
of the Delaware and Hudson Canal Company, representing six hun- 
dred and sixty-five miles of railroad, remonstrating inst a reduc- 
tion of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton; which was 


referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BAYARD presented the memorial of Isaac Hinckley, president 
of the Philadelphi begun Nes and Baltimore Railro ompany, 
representing two hundred and seven miles of railroad, remonstrating 


the reduction of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. RANDOLPH presented the petition of John Holmes and others, 
citizens of New Jersey, praying for the passage of a law by Congress 
to enable the owners of a vessel to hail it from the place nearest their 
residence and the customs district in which such vessel may be owned; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented the petition of William H. Remington 
and 79 others, citizens of Meiga County, Ohio, praying for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution prohibiting any person holding the office of 
President or Vice-President of the Uni States for more than one 
term, and providing that the election hereafter shall be by a direct 
vote of the people; which was referred to the select committee to take 
into consideration the state of the law respecting the ascertaining and 
declaration of the result of the Elections of President and Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, poe the petition of Henry W. Lyons 
and ere ae petition of Isaac F. spy and others, the pen 
of G. M. iggin and others, the petition of C. W. Willey and others, 
the petition of James W. Dutton and others, the petition of George 
B. over and others, the petition of Nathan P. Bennett and others, 
the poumon of Charles Henry Bean and others, the petition of George 
W. House and others, the posan of 1 W. Wiley and others, 
and the petition of Elliot ing and others, all soldiers of the late 
war, and citizens of Maine, praying for the passage of a law grant- 
ing to soldiers the difference between the value of nbacks and 
gold at the time of payment for their services; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST presented the memorial of A. G. Lloyd Leroy and others, 
citizens of Missouri and Kansas, and soldiers in the late war, remon- 
strating against the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) for the examina- 
tion and E of pension claims; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of the mayor and common council 
of Saint Charles, Missouri, praying for an appropriation by Co 
for the improvement of the Missouri River at that city; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONAS presented the petition of the Union Soldiers’ Associa- 
tion of New Orleans, Louisiana, praying that the seat occupied in the 
Senate by WILLIAM Pirr KELLOGG be declared vacant; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BALDWIN presented the petition of A. Dodge and 80 others, 
licensed officers of steam-vessels, praying for an amendment of sec- 
tion 4458 of the Revised Statutes, providing for the payment of a fee 


for every first certificate ted to each master, chief engineer, and 


first-class pilot; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
He also 3 the petition of E. R. Emmons and 210 others, 
citizens of Michigan, praying for the passage of a bill granting a pen- 


sion of $8 per month to the survivors of the Mexican war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented the memorial of Alexander 
Mitchell, president of the Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint Paul Rail- 
road Company, representing fifteen hundred and twelve miles of rail- 
road, remonstrating against a reduction of the duty on steel rails from 
$28 to $10 a ton; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented additional evidence in the case of Richard John- 
son; which was referred to the Committee on Claims to accompany 
the bill (S. No. 1009) for the relief of Richard Johnson. 

Mr. YTE. Ipresentthe petition of James Hooper, of Baltimore, 
Maryland, praying compensation out of the unexpended balance of 
the eva award for the destruction of the bark General Berry. I 
move its reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That,subject is before the Senate, a 
bill having been reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. The 
petition will lie upon the table. 

Mr. WHYTE. I prefer that it should go to the Committee on the 


hp aaa 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the J 5 0 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of the Massachusetts Woman's 
Suffrage Association, praying for the passage of a law creating a 
tribunal for the settlement of disputed questions arising in the count 
of ibe electoral vote; which was referred to the select committee to 
take into consideration the state of the law respecting the ascer- 
taining and declaration of the result of the Elections of President and 
Vice-President of the United States. 

He also presented the memorial of the United States Board of Trade 
in favor of the passage of a law providing for the metric system of 
coinage of gold and silver as bimetallic money; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the memorial of J. S. Harrold and othe: 
citizens of Indiana and soldiers in the late war, remonstrating 
the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) for the examination and adjudica- 
Ton of pension claims; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 

ons, 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Re 5 by Mr. GEORGE M. 
Apams, its Clerk, announced that the House ed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 


bill (H. R. No. 3047) to authorize the commissioners of the Dis- 
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trict of Columbia to recommend a 
depot in the city of Washington, and for other urposes; 
bill (H. R. No. 4429) to amend an act entitled An act to incor- 
porate the National Fair Grounds Association ;” 

A bill (H. R. No. 4465) to amend the fifth section of the act enti- 
tiled “ An act for the support of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878,” and for other pur- 


PA bill (H. R. No. 4566) to regulate the practice of the judicial courts 
of the District of Columbia, and for other p ; and 

A bill (H. R, No, 4568) for protection of the Potomac fisheries in 
the District of Columbia, and for the preservation of shad and her- 
ring in the Potomac River, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1075) to authorize Dr. Daniel M. Appel, of the 
United States Army, to receive pay for discharging the duties of phy- 
sician to the Mescalero Apache Indian agency, New Mexico, re 
it without amendment and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MOR . I am directed by the Committee on Finance to 

rt back the bill (H. R. No. 3559) for the relief of L. H. Hersh- 
field & Brother without amendment and to recommend its p e. 
I ask to have it reprinted, as there is a typographical error, to which I 
call the attention of the Secretary. A name is printed in the text 
„Russell B. Hamson,” which should be“ Russell H. Harrison,” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The text will be corrected in the re- 
rint. 
£ Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 111) for the relief of the city of Macon, Georgia, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was oned indefinitely. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred a letter from the Secretary of War rec- 
ommending appropriate legislation to enable the War Department to 
make the labor of military prisoners available for the support of the 
military 8 at Leavenworth, Kansas, reported a bill (S. No. 1319) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to ex the profits growing out 
of the manufacture of articles at the military prison at Leavenworth 
Kansas, for the improvement of facilities for manufacture at said 
prison; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 613) for the relief of Jacob D. Jones, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. KERNAN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. No. 1160) to provide for celebrating the one hun- 
dredth anniversary of the treaty of peace and the recognition of Amer- 
ican Independence, by holding an international exhibition of arts, 
manufactures, and the products of the soil and mine, in the city of 
New York, in the State of New York, in the year 1883, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the select committee to investigate and report 
the best means of proveniing the introduction an prea of p - 
demic diseases, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 
73) authorizing the President of the United States to call an inter- 
nàtional sani conference to meet at Washington, District of Co- 
lumbia, 4 5 it without amendment. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 2326) for the relief of settlers upon the 
Osage trust and diminished-reserve lands, in Kansas, and for other 
purposes, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be ES 

Mr.RÅNDOLPH. The petition of Gallus Kirchner, of North Vernon, 
Indiana, praying compensation forstone used in the arsenal building 
at Indianapolis, Indiana, was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, with various papers. In reporting back the bill (S. No. 757) 
for the relief of Gallus Kirchner these papers were overlooked. Iam 
instructed by the Committee on Military Affairs now to report back 
the petition and accompanying papers, and ask to be relieved from 
the er, as in the original instance, and that they be referred to the 
Commi on Claims. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That change of reference will be made. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the pill (8. No. 944) for the relief of John Grierson, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1247) to amend sections 2262 and 
2301 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to the 
settler’s affidavit in pre-emption and commuted homestead entries, 
a it without amendment. 

. INGALLS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bili (S. No. 1180) granting a pension to Elizabeth Wolf, 
widow of John F. Wolf, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which 
was ordered to be printed and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr, WHYTE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 
which was referred the see resolution (S. R. No. 76) directing that 
ten thousand copies of the Medical and Surgical History of the War 


roper site for a union railroad 


of the Rebellion be printed, to report it unfavorably, and to ask that 


ed from its further consideration. I call 
the attention of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] who introduced 
the joint resolution to know whether he desires to offer any opposi- 
tion to its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. CALL. I should be glad if there could be some 5 of 
sorn 8 it should be ascertained what is to be done with the joint 
resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will go over under 
the rule, if the Senator desires it. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that it be placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be placed on 
the Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 


PRODUCTION OF PRIVATE PAPERS. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. During the investigation of certain matters 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, a question 
arose as to what extent the process of the committee could be used 
to compel the production of ve Bre before the committee, and the 
committee adopted certain resolutions which they have instructed 
me to report to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT The resolutions will be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

3 ay tel niem m ap the copies or — of I 5 

0 n com: are no’ god 
by law from product and examination on proper E process before 2 — 
authorized to send for persons and papers. 

Resolved second, That the order for the production of such documents ought to 
be so re; ted by a sound discretion as to the privacy of communications 
ing to the matter under investigation, and es y that the authority 
making such order ought first to be ed that fo pee te ht is, if ob- 

and the 


tained, likely to be erial to th ding in ht 
far as practicable to describe with — le ce ty the particular — e 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What action does the Senator from Del- 
aware desire ? 

a EDMUNDS. Let the resolutions be printed and lie on the 
table. 
os VICE-PRESIDENT. They will be printed and laid on the 
table. 
Mr. HOAR. I do not understand that these resolutions are re- 
ported as resolutions to be adopted by the Senate. They are reported 
simply as the resolutions which have governed the action of the com- 
mittee in a matter that has attracted public attention, for the in- 
formation of the Senate and for the information of the public. I 
5 0 therefore, they should be printed and laid on the fable, and 
not isi on the Calendar. There is no action to be taken, I un- 
dexstan 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will lie upon the table. 


KANSAS SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION. 


Mr.SAULSBURY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections to submit a report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom were referred memorials 
relating to the election of Hon. JOHN J. INGALLS, a Senator from the State of Kan- 
sas, by the slature of that State, have had the same under consideration, and 
submit the following report : 

The committee, under the authority of a resolution adopted by the Senate, = 
pointed a sub- commit. ts members, with instructions to investigate 

duty 


the committee be discharg: 


ittee of i 
charges and statements contained in said memorials. In discharge of 
ed them the members of the sul met during the recess of the 
a 


hose testimony, together with the testimony of witnesses examined 

committee during the present session, is herewith submitted to the Senate. 
unnecessary to refer more 
sustain the conclusions of 


roves that bribery and 
other sion means were 8 N b; election of Hon. JOHN 
J. INGALLS to the Senate to o for the Legisla‘ 
of Kansas in the senatorial election in that State. But it is not proved by the tes- 
timony that enough votes were secured by such means to determine the result of 
the election in favor, nor is it shown Senator INoALLs authorized acts of 
bribery to secure his election. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask leave tosubmit the views of 


the minority of the Committee on Privileges and Elections in writ- 
ing. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The views of the minority will be re- 


e SAULSBURY. Before the reading of the 3 1 
ask that the testimony be printed and the committee harged 
from the further consideration of the memorials. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us hear the minority report read. We may 
want to take order about that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The minority views will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The undersigned, a minority of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, who 
were directed to investigate certain statements and charges touching the recent 
sont ofa Senator in the State of Kansas, respectfully submit our views as fol- 


WS : 

We concur in part of the report. We exonerate Mr. Ix dall from any complicity 
with im r practices. We also find that the result of the election was not ac- 
complished by such practices. We think that, when the repert goes further and 
finds that persons favoring Mr. INGALLS’s election were guilty of such practices, it 
should in justice state what was clearly and unquestionably proved, that such 
means were employed in opposition to his election. 

ANGUS CAMERON, 


JOHN A. LOGAN. 
GEORGE F. HOAR. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware, [Mr. SAULs- 
BURY, I from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, asks that the 


charged. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. It is so ordered. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. THURMAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1320) for the construction of a building for 
the use of the United States at Toledo, Ohio; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1321) to incorporate the Municipal Gas Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1322) for the relief of Thomas 
J. League; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HEREFORD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill E No. 1323) granting a pension to Phineas Gano; 
Rhion was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. WHYTE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1324) for the relief of James Hooper; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary. 

Mr. VEST and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1325) for the relief of Joseph C. Irwin; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 1326) to provide for improving the Missouri River 
at Saint Charles, Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1327) tometer eee for the erec- 
tion of certain statuary upon the buttresses in front of the sub-treas- 

building in the city of New York ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1328) for the relief of G. E. W. Sharretts ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1329) for the relief of O. P. Wiggins; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BRUCE ed, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1330) for the relief of Newton Knight and 
others, citizens of Mississippi, therein named ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LOGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 80) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Navy to equip and furnish a vessel for the purpose of convey- 

contributions to the suffering in Ireland; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him io the bill Katoka 1027) to provide for the establishing of terms 
of court in the district of Colorado; which was referred to the Com- 
` mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER. I submit an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the bill (S. No. 1269) for the erection of a public building at Denver, 
Colorado, which was reported from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, I move that the amendment be printed and laid 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I beg to submit an amendment which I propos 
to offer to the bill (S. No. 1139) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, late 
major-general of United States volunteers and colonel of the Army. I 
ask that the amendment be P ie scars and placed upon our tables. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the amendment read now, 
Mr. President. 

i The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported at 
ength. 
e proposed amendment was read, being to make the bill read : 


Whereas a board of Army officers was convened by order of the President b 

ial orders numbered 78, dated headquarters of the Army, Washin ton, April 
155 1578, to examine, in connection with the record of the trial by co of 
Major- 


was then on file in the War ent, together with such other evidence as 
might be ted to said board, and to report, with the reasons for their conclu- 
sion, what action, if any, in their justice required should be taken on said 


inion 
3 by the President, ee pt reported Gat they 9 Ade avery 
rou, an 
= o merits of the case, in addition to that whic! 
; and also with entire unanim 


4 Major: 
tions of which that sentence deprived him, such to take from 
3 i 3 pri m, me restoration effect 


; an 
Whereas the President did heretofore transmit the gs and conclusions 


of the board to Congress with a message declaring that, as he was without power 


in 
than by T A same to Congress, the said 
testimony taken in the case be printed and that the committee be dis- | wisdom 


in the Army of the United States, 
with sna pay and emoluments of that rank from that date, until he 
acco! g to law, or as hereinafter provided. 

Sec. 2. That at any time after the granting of such commission it shall be law- 
ful for the President to place said Fitz John Porter upon the retired list of the 
Army, with the pay of a retired colonel of infantry. 

The proposed amendment was ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENTS OF REVOLUTIONARY EVENTS. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Loffer the following resolution, and ask for its 
immediate consideration: 

Kenste copias of all acts of Congress aad the Onntinestal Congress, toushing 
co) acts 0: en 
monuments intended to commemorate revolutionary events. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much would that cost? 

Mr. BURNSIDE. About $25, I ised ge. at a rough guess. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the resolution by adding after 
the words“ Continental Congress,” “and the Congress of the Con- 
federation.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Which confederation ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There has been but one Confederation in this 
country which ruled the country. The confederacy” was not “ the 
Confederation.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But if you refer to the old affair, that was the 
Continental Congress. Mr. President, I rather think the resolution 
had better g over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution over. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe every one of the acts and resolations 
of the Continental Congress as well as of the Congress of the United 
States since, is already in print, and any clerk of a committee could 
hunt up all of them in a very short time. It is rather taxing the 
Secretary of State, with his small force, perhaps a little too much to 
get together these acts if they are already in print. Therefore I 

ould like to have the resolution go over. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I only desire immediate action because there is 
a case referred to me which I desire to report to the Committee on 
Military Affairs next Thursday. If Iremember aright there are about 
half a dozen of these acts, a very small number. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the resolution had better go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made the resolution 

oes over. 

8 Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to say one word before the resolution goes 
over. I want to say to the Senate that the force at the State 
partment is extremely limited. I knowthat committees of this body 
are waiting for official papers, without which they are unable to act, 
and the Secretary informs one committee that certain papers shall 
be forthcoming at the earliest possible moment which his limited 
supply of clerks will allow. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I withdraw the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is withdrawn. The morn- 
ing hour has expired. 

: DISTRICT STREET RAILROADS. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was in hopes I should get an opportunity dur- 
ing the morning hour, (not having been in yesterday when the letter 
of the commissioners of the District of Columbia in answer to ares- 
olution of the Senate about the taxes of street railways came in,) to 
move that that letter and the accompanying papers be refe to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, with certain instruc- 
tions; and I ask unanimous consent to make that motion now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the letter and the accompanying 
papers be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
with instructions to inquire and report whether any, and if so what, 
officer has neglected any lawful duty in the matter, (by which Imean 
to endeavor to find out how it happens that $100,000 of taxes are not 
collected and paid into the treasury of the District, whether it is 
the fault of some officer, or whether it is the fault of the law,) and 
whether there is any legal obstacle to the collection of said taxes, 
and whether any further legislation on the subject is necessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the report of the commissioners of the District of Columb 
submitted on the 16th instant, relating to taxes of certain street railroads in Wash- 

m and Georgetown, be, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 

ttee on the District of Columbia, with instructions to inquire and report whether 

any, and if so what, officer has neglected any lawful duty in the matter, and 

whether there is any legal obstacle to the collection of said taxes, and whether 
any further legislation on the subject is necessary. De 

Mr. HARRIS. While I quite concur with him in desiring that the 
communication and accompanying papers may be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, I desire to inform the Sena- 
tor from Vermont and the Senate that that committee is now engaged 
in investigating the exact question to which he refers, and I hope at 
no distant day to be able to make a report upon it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope my honorable friend did not suppose that 
my motion implied any censure upon or fault with the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course not. 


5 
shall be 


1880. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. But I desired by it to call their 
tion, to make it their special duty, to find out how it is that while 
ordinary people pay into the Treasury their taxes in this District, 
which are 1 r corporations 5 exist by the 

rivilege and gran vor of Congress, manage in one way or an- 
— not to do it, and whether it is e the fault of the District 
officers who do not enforce the collection of the taxes, or whether 
there is some difficulty in the way, or what the matter is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to the res- 
olution; and it is agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
this day approved and signed the act (S. No. 1255) making appropri- 
ation for the removal of the remains of the late Major-Gen I 
Sykes, United States Army, from Fort Brown, Texas, to West Point, 
Mew tock: and the joint resolution (S. R. No. 75) to print the eulo- 

ies Sine in the two Houses of Congress upon the 

er. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent, as the moming hourhas 
passed away, to take up the joint resolution (H. R. No. 203) making 
appropriations for the Reform School of the District of Columbia. It 
walt take but a moment. 

Mr. GORDON. Will my friend from Iowa allow me, before he 
takes up the joint resolution, to voor 2 makeastatement? After con- 
ference with the Senator from West Virginia, [Mr. Davis, ] I find that 
it is ble to him, as it is to me, that his motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution to raise a special committee on the inter- 
oceanic canal was adopted shall be considered at some hour to-mor- 
row; and if the Senate will agree to it, I suggest that at two o’clock 
to-morrow, if it shall be deemed advisable to close the doors, it be 
done, and the consideration of that subject be proceeded with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there unanimous consent ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to it, providing that in the 
mean time the bill now under consideration pep Oe military 
bounty land warrants, shall have been disposed of. I shall object to 
it until that is done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The re, order, I believe, is the consideration 
of the cases upon the Calendar. 

The VI RESIDENT. It is; but the Senator from Iowa has 
asked unanimous consent that the Senate consider at this time House 
joint resolution No. 203. 

Mr. ALLISON. It will ey ee a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e joint resolution will be reported and 
objections called for. 

. GORDON. What has become of my request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa objected to the 
arrangement, and unanimous consent is ec 8 

Mr. "ALLISON. I do not wish to interfere with the Senator from 
Georgia. 

Mr. GORDON. I understand the Senator from Iowa. Ido not 
want to interfere with any arrangements in reference to his own bill 
nor do I want to interfere with any discussion of the land bill; but 
I simply made the suggestion to the Senate, as the question ought to 
be disposed of, that it would be well enongh to agree upon some hour 
to consider the motion made by the Senator from West V. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I withdraw any objection that I made. 
I think we shall have no trouble about the matter. 

Mr. GORDON. Then am I to understand that the Senate gives 
unanimous consent to take up the question to which I have referred 
at two o’clock to-morrow ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will inquire. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I do not mean any discourtesy by in- 
terposing an objection, but I shall insist upon the regular order, after 
we pass to the order of the day, until that is completed. I shall then 
insist on the order following, which is a case from the Mili Com- 
mittee that has been postponed from time to time and which has 
8 of anything else, until that is disposed of. I shall insist 
on that. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator from 


Georgia and the Senator from West Virginia that a motion to 
reconsider is a privileged motion and may be called up at any time, 
and they, therefore, y gain nothing by an agreement to take 


it up at a particular time. 

Mr. GORDON. I will say to the Senator from New York that what 
I said was more in the nature of a notice to the Senate that I would 
ask it to proceed with this matter to-morrow. I did not put it in the 
form of a motion. 5 

Mr. CONKLIN G. Either Senator can call up the motion at any 
time, and, then, if it be the pleasure of the Senate to proceed with it, 


5 Ba all the advantage from it. 
. GORDON. Very well; that is ee ee to me. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the bill called 
for by the Senator from Iowa. 
Mr. WITHERS. I call for the regular order of business, which is 
proceeding with the Calendar. 
Mr. N. This will only take a moment. 


Mr. WITHERS. Butif we yield in one case, we shall have to do 


te Zachariah | PO 


ial atten- | so in another. The only proper way is to proceed with the regular 


order, the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I desire to give notice that immediately at 
half past one o’clock I shall ask unanimous consent of the Senate to 
take up this bill. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Before the call of the Calendar is pro- 
ceeded with, the Chair will take this op ity to lay before the 
Senate some bills from the House of Representatives for the purpose 
of reference. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3047) to authorize the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to recommend a proper site for a union railroad 
depot in the city of Washington, and for other purposes ; 

bill (H. R. No. 4429) to amend an act entitled “An act to incor- 
rate the National Fair Grounds Association ;” 

A bill (H. R. No. 4465) to amend the fifth section of the act entitled 
An act for the support of the government of the District of Colum- 
e for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878,” and for other purposes; 


an 
A bill (H. R. No. 4568) for protection of the Potomac fisheries in 
the District of Columbia, and for the preservation of shad and her- 
ring in the Potomac River. 
e bill (H. R. No. 4566) to regulate the practice of the judicial 
courts of the District of eee for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ADDITIONAL CLERKS FOR PENSION CASES. 


Mr. WALLACE, I move to take up the bill (H. R. No. 3258) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Interior and Secretary of War to employ 
additional clerks for the balance of this fiscal year to expedite the 
settlement of ion 1 and for other purposes. 

The VICE-P. . The Senator from Virginia (Mr, WrrR- 
ERS] has called for the order, 

e MITREA ken 3 been re oe from the Committee 
on Appro ons, and it is always conside roper to give prefer- 
ence to the bills of that committee. aes Sie 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks the 
Senate to take up at this time a bill, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Does that take precedence of the unfinished 
business of yesterday? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It does by unanimous consent take pre- 
cedence of everything. 

Mr. WALLACE. I trust the Senator from Iowa will not interfere 
with the bill to employ additional clerks in the Pension Bureau to 
“ir. KIRK WOOD. i 

“ OOD. There is a matter not especially concerning me 
that comes over as unfinished business from yesterday morning; it 
concerns the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN] much more 
nearly than it does me. 

Mr. WALLACE. Senators are all repeatedly askin 
from the Pension Bureau, and there are not enough clerks there to 
give them the informations they need. This is a House bill which 

been before the Appropriation Committee for nearly two weeks 
now. We want it passed now in order that the Bureau may have the 
9 to oe the work needed. 

Mr. WOOD. I will not object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there unanimous consent? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

The first amendment reported by the committee was, in line 3, to 
strike out beginning with the word “that” down to and including 
the word “do in line 11, as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to employ 
eighty additional clerks from or after the 1st day of January to the 30th day of 
June, A. D. TE Sy oe OES POE ee ee ee ee 
De: ent, and that he be, and he is hereby, authorized to rent available room 
— Ga” furniture for the use of said additional clerks, at a cost not exceed- 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 
riated out of any money in the Treasury 
ble during the current r, the sum 


appropriated, to be 
of $36,000 for the employment of additional clerks in the Pension pop = 
r reni 


make the $49,900 $61,900. 


information 
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Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I rise to oppose the pro amend- 
ment. I will endeavor to state as briefly as I can what I desire to say 
in opposition to it. I oppose it more because of the means adopted 
88 it, and because of what I regard as a want of sincerity, not 
to say a violation of law, on the part of the Secretary of the Interior 
and his subordinates in this matter, than I do because of the amount 
of money involved. 

The Senate will observe, first, that Congress made an appropriation 
for the current fiscal year for the Pension Office for the services of 
three hundred and seventy-nine persons—twenty-six clerks of class 4 ; 
fifty-two of class 3; eighty-four of class 2; one hundred and nes 
seven of class 1; 30 co yists ; and messengers, laborers, and watch- 
men, requiring $490. to pay those clerks and others on the per- 
manent roll of the Pension Office for the year, at the rate of com- 

nsation fixed by law. I believe that was all the Department asked 
foe; and Con under its clear 5 indeed in accordance with 
its positive duty, designated how many clerks there should beof each 
class, and how much should be paid to all, fixing the sum to be paid 
by the year for their year’s work, as permanent officials of the Govern- 
ment. Because of the arrears of pensions law of the last Congress 
we gave them $48,700 more to ar eg temporary clerks during the 
current fiscal year. The law provides, in section 3678 of the Revised 
Statutes, that— 

All sums appropriated for the various branches of expenditure in the public 
service shall be applied solely to the objects far which they are respectively made, 
and for no others. 

A permanent force of clerks to be maintained till changed by Con- 
gress is one of the objects settled by Congress. 

Section 3679 is that— * 


No Department of the Government shall expend, in any one fiscal year, any sum 


in excess of appropriations made by Congress for that year, or involve the 


Government in any contract for the future payment of money in excess of such 
appropriations. 

Yet, in the face of these laws and of the appropriations thus made, 
a letter has been sent us by Mr. Bentley, the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, which shows that he, by order of the 3 of the Interior, 
has added a number of clerks to the permanent roll of the Pension 
Office, as I think in plain violation of law, and has created or arranged 
for a deficiency, if these men are continued to the end of the year, of 
$26,156.43 on the ent roll, and he is so using the temporary 
fund of $48,700 given to him as to make a deficiency of $14,073, pro- 
vided the temporary clerks are kept employed as he proposes until 
the end of the fiscal year. 

It will be observed, too, by looking at the bill that all these facts 
were kept concealed from the co ttee of the Senate, and I think 
of the two Houses. It seems so because the House of Representa- 
tives was induced to pass a bill in these words: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to employ 
eighty additional clerks from or after the 1st day of January to the 30th day of 
. for service in the Pension 
Department om that he and he is h au to rent available room 
— tne” furniture for use of said tional clerks, at a cost not exceed- 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky by whom these facts were kept concealed. If they were kept 
concealed they were kept concealed by somebody, some officer of the 
Government. 

Mr. BECK. The Commissioner of Pensions was before the com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate, and failed to state them to 
that committee, of which I am a member, when seeking before us the 
p of the House bill. 

posh ADDOCK. Was he interrogated in regard to those particular 
facts 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I assume that it is the duty of any ex- 
ecutive officer of this Government, when he comes before the com- 
mittees of Congress, to tell what he = to state what he has done 
with the money they have given him. If he makes the impression 
on us that he is seeking to 2 additional clerks, when in fact they 
are already in his service and he is seeking to cover up a deficiency, 
he is not doing his duty to himself or to the committees before whom 
he ap when he withholds such facts. He admits that $41,000 
of ciency exists now, or will certainly exist, and is provided for to 
exist at the end of the fiscal 


statement of facts relating thereto: 

r salaries in the Pension Office for the current year 
$490,850, regular ap} riation. The act of March 3, 1879, vided for temporary 
clerks, rental, &c., „of which $48,700 was available for the salaries of clerks 
until June 30, 1880. The regular appropriation has been drawn upon monthly, as 
shown by the annexed table, A,” from July 1, 1879, to February 1, 1880. The 
amounts set down for the months of Feb: to June, inclusive, are the estimates 


agg 4 be required monthly to continue the present force on the regular roll 
une 30. 
The annexed table B.“ from April 1, 1879, to February 1, 1880, shows the monthly 


diture from the fund for temporary clerks, and from Feb: to June, 1880, 
inclusive. The amounts set down are estimates of the amounts w. ch will bere. 
quired each month during the balance of the year to continue the temporary clerks 


now on the roll. 
It will be observed that there will be a deficiency in the regularappropriation of 
. and in the tem appropriation of $14,372.43, a total oP $40,528.86, 
the bill should pass © Senate as amended, it will operate to reduce the force 
of this office for the ce of the year below its present strength, when in fact it 
should be increased even more than the bill as 2 em the House would do. The 
estimates for the bill as it passed the House of Representatives were presented to 
the House Committee on Invalid Pensions early in December, with th 
Congress would make the appropriation before the holidays, so as to enable the 
Secre of the Interior to increase the force on the Ist of January. This esti- 
mate did not the history of the expenditures, but measured the additional 
appropriation asked for by naming a ed number of meee (eighty) of class 1, 


su the appropriation to be available from Jan) 
751 fh — with this estimate that the Dill was reported to the House 
of Representatives before the holiday recess. e pressure 1. — the office had 


Th 
been so great that the re; roll been süghiiy — ed daring the first six 
months of the „and the penny fand the 


assembling of greatly ý 
call for the additional Poropat and it was with the view of relieving the 


office as much as possible during the presence of Congress that the ny of 
the Interior appointed additional clerks upon an- 


twenty 
trusting to the of the bill making the additional appropriation to 
— them fo be — 10 the end of the year. The increase ehe expendi- 


It is hoped that this explanation of the hisi of the two a riati taken 
—.— xtraordinary ‘ape will induce Co 


in conn 
to make the appro) m according to the original estimate, and grant the sum of 
$48,000 instead of — as proposed in the amendment of the Committee on A) 

ropriations, for the purpose of senorna additional clerks. This will enable the 
Becretarg of the Interior to continue all of the present force through the year and 
make quite a material addition thereto. 

Ihave the honor to be, 
Very respectfully, yours, 
J. A. BENTLEY, 


Commissioner of Pensions. 
Hon. R. E. WITHERS, os * 
Chairman Committee on Pensions, United States Senate. 


TABLE A.—Regular roll, fiscal year ending June 30, 1880. 


A ü <, iccacncdancbapyem ston i nssiuetepase pisses , 850 00 
1879—July ind 4 = 
ds ne vencon cance cnsmeccececoneeuesecosedoscsasseses 1,687 18 
rope pera -- 42,080 83 
be 40, 829 27 
ber 41, 990 70 
November 40, 780 95 
December 5 Zin — 
anuary =a 
February . 42, 672 50 
h. 45.507 50 
April.. 44, 134 70 
y-- =- 45,661 10 
PAO iocsphkavnpusVauccadavnckvcrpertavarupuustevssuons 44. 134 70 
517, 006 43 
Leaving a deficiency f. e prá 26,156 43 


Seven clerks class 1, eleven clerks at $1,000, two copyists , forty temporary 
at $720, and one laborer $660. Ss We 
TABLE B.—Arrears roll. 
Appropriations for salarieeaaaaaãS ß. 848, 700 00 
e . T S E 299 40 


~ 48,999 40 


Ser eder 
3282588888888 


ao 
& 
SSSSEeSsasysss 


Leaving a deficiency gjʒꝶ·ꝶ Pn „„ 14, 073 03 


Mr. BECK. Mr. President, the letter just read shows several things 
which I think are in violation of law. I refer to it for the purpose 
of seeing whether I cannot aid somewhat in requiring the executive 
officers of the Government to comply with the law, and if they need 
additional force have them come to Congress and ask for it, instead 
of creating or fixing for deficiencies, and then saying that Congress 
had not supplied them with the proper force. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. Is 
there ay deficiency now? I understand not. 

Mr. BECK. Let me make my statement. If the Secretary was to 
close the Pension Office to-day, he has not yet expended all that we 
gave him for the a but that is exactly what the Departments 
always do when they seek to violate the law. They know the office 
has to be kept open; they know that if they expend all the money 
in the first nine months of the fiscal year they can say, “ You must 
give me so much more or I will close the office.” That is the favorite 
way of creating a deficiency. It is to prens that condition of things 
from being produced in the Pension Office that I am protesting against 
their conduct. 

Mr. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BECK. Let me answer the question. The law provides for 
and furnishes the Commissioner of Pensions with so many clerks, 


1880. 
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twenty-six clerks of class 4 at $1,800 a year; fifty-two at $1,600 a 
ear; eighty-four at $1,400 a year; one hundred and forty-seven at 
1,200 a year; and thirty copyists at $900 a year. That law means 

that he shall keep those people employed during the whole of the 

year keeping the office constantly open and that he shall not em- 
ploy enough persons in the first six months to expend all the money 
and either close the bureau or say “I will close it and stop all busi- 
ness because you have created a deficiency.” We have told him the 
number he shall employ, the prices he shali pay them, and that they 
shall be kept on the nent roll as part of the regular force of 
that office; and yet, in spite of that, the Secretary of the Interior 
ordered the Commissioner to put twenty more men on the permanent 
roll and thereby put it out of his power, without creating a deficiency, 
to keep the clerks employed with the money that Congress gave them 
to the end of the year, and then clamors for a deficiency appropria- 
tion. That has been done over and over again, not only in this De- 
artment but in several others, until the committees of both Houses 
ave protested nst it and demanded reforms and obedience to 
law, and we ought to demand it here and now. We ought, in justice 
to ourselves and asa lesson to executive officers, reject every bill that 
seeks to force upon us what is called a deficiency when it is produced 
by a violation oo law by the Departments crea it. The Commis- 
sioner says that if the number they have at work there now on the 
re roll are kept to the end of the year at the rogala POs there 
be a deficiency of $26,156 on the regular roll. I again who 
creates that deficiency? The answer is obvious. The Secretary and 
his Commissioner. How do they do it? By placing clerks on that (so 
called) “overtaxed” roll. Can any Senator tell what an “ ov 

roll” means? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has sa 

Mr. BECK. I move to extend it for half an hour. I shall be done 
in five minutes. I move to postpone the regular order for the pur- 
pose of considering this bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky moves that 
the unfinished business and all other orders be postponed. 

Mr. ALLISON. For the purpose only of passing this bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. For the pu. pose of passing this bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not object. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, the statement of the Commissioner to 
us is that the increase in the 3 on account of the regular 
appropriation for the month of Jan and every preceding month 
is ble to the fact that these additional clerks were placed 
there by the Secretary. Let me read what he says: 

And it was with the view of relieving the office as much as possibl 
presence of Congress that the 5 the Interior appointed twenty additional 
clerks upon the regular roll early in 1 the of the bill 
TANE the additional appropriation to enable them to be continued to the end of 

I deny the right of the Secretary to make any appointments upon 
the regular roll, or to place these people there without the consent 
of Con eare the law-making power, not the Secretary or his 
Commissioner. I admit that the Secretary of the Interior has this 
power: that during the session of Congress extra clerks may be em- 
ployed by any Department, only however during the session of Con- 
gress when it is necessary to answer communications made. These 
persons were not yt goes neste Con wasin session. Neither 
the Secretary in appointments nor the Commissioner in his letter 
indicates that that was the fact; and if they had been so appointed 
they could not be appolntea on the roll, but should have been 
sopata as extra clerks who were to receive 5 for the 

actually and necessarily employed not exceeding $3 a day for 
copying, or $4 a day for other service. Therefore they do not come 

in that class of employés. They could not assume that Congress 
would be in session until the Ist day of July. But on the appoint- 
ment of these men on the regular roll they were not employed as extra 
clerks, to be paid as extra clerks, upon 1 that the pres- 
ence of Congress might require. I admit that in regard to the $48,700 
allowed for temporary clerks he had a right to make appointments 
just as he liked, and he could have exhausted the whole fund in the 
first six months if he thought it best, because that was temporary and 
discretionary ; but the increase of the re; force was made in plain 
violationoflaw. Isee no excuse forit, and do not propose to indorse it. 

By the act of August 15, 1876, section 3, we authorized the head 
of any Department when in his judgment “the duties assigned to a 
clerk of one class can be as well performed by a clerk of a lower 
class or by a female clerk,” to “ diminish the number of clerks of 
the higher e, and increase the number of the clerks of the lower 
grade, within the limit of the total appropriation for such clerical 
service.” I understand he claims that is all he has done; but it is 
obviously not the fact. If he had only done that and had kept 
within the appropriation made by Congress, the $490,850 would have 
paid for all the employés during the year, no matter how he changed 
the classification. Instead of that, his own statement shows that he 
is creating a deficiency of $26,000 on the permanent roll for the year. 
So that neither under the head of extra clerke nor under the head 
of change of classification is he authorized to put people upon the 


ed the 


permanent roll of that office, and employ them without law for it, 
and without appropriation previously made for their payment. ` 
estimates of deficiencies for the year 


If Senators will look at t 


sent to us from the Secretary of the Treasury, who calls upon all the 
Departments for the deficiencies they may have on pages 12, 13 and 
14, of that book of estimates of deficiencies, it seems he called on the 
Secretary of the Interior for the deficiencies he might haveto send in, 
and not one word is said about a deficiency in the Pension Office, al- 
though this estimate of deficiencies is dated January 14, 1880. There 
are deficiencies set forth as existing in the Land Office; there are 
deficiencies in other branches of the Interior Department, but not 
one word is said about a deficiency in the Pension Office, and Con- 
gress has never allowed the Pension Office to suffer when it was fairly 
asked to give it necessary clerks, 

But when a bill is sent to us as this was under pretense that the 
were seeking to employ eighty additional clerks—to facilitate an 
expedite the business of the office—from the Ist day of Jan to 
the Ist day of July, leading Con to believe it was adding that 
much to the clerical force of the Department, when it turns out that 
$40,000 will be required of that $48,000 to pay the force the Secretary 
had already illegally placed there before the of this bill, then 
it is a concealment of important facts that is not justifiable. 

Did not the House when it said he could employ eight extra clerks 
mean that he should employ eighty he did not have hen our com- 
mittee changed the phraseology and instead of saying “ eighty addi- 
tional clerks” and appropriating the amount of money needed for that 
number of additional clerks at salaries not to exceed $100 a month, 
and changed it at the suggestien of the Commissioner of Pensionshim- 
self, because he intimated to us that he would employ people at $900 
a lower rate, instead of making them all clerks ofclass1. Did he not, 1 
repeat, deceive us, if he had in fact all or nearly all these people in his 
employ at the time he was asking us to pass this bill? Now he writes a 
letter saying that he has a y enough le in his employ to ab- 
sorb $41,000 of the $48,000. When we said to him in committee, “you 
only wanted eighty clerks of class 1 from the 1st day of January to 
the Ist day of J 8 is the 15th of February; before you get 
the bill passed nearly fwo months will have passed; we will makeit 
$36,000, so that you can employ the same number for the balance of 
the year,” it was never intimated to us that there was a deficiency to 
be provided for or made up. It turns out that the $36,000 we 
to give him is insufficient for the force now in the office, and he had 
to write and tell us the truth about it at last: the money asked for 
is not to employ additional clerks, it is not to employ the clerks we 
are apparently authorizing him to employ, but it is to pay those he 

y has, and who have been illegally p on the permanent roll 
which was fixed by Con , and which no Secretary can lawfully 
change, to pay those he already put there. 

I oppose this bill mainly for that reason. I do not desire to cripple 
the Pension Office, but I insist that Congress shall require absolute 
verity, and want of concealment, and fair dealing from all its execu- 
tive officers ; and wherever they violate the law, I do not care under 
what pretext they do it, they at least come and tell Congress of 
the necessity which impelled them to do it, and not pretend that 
they are going to employ additional clerks with the money that we 
are asked to give them when they have in fact employed them before 
the law is passed. When we cut down the amount demanded, as we 
ought to have done, by the proportion required from the Ist of Jan- 
uary to the middle of February, we find that we leave him with a 
$5,000 deficiency without em: loving a single person; and he has to 
come and tell us the trath, which proves to be that he is not going to 
employ more, but that he needs the money to keep those he already 

as. 


I will vote anything in reason to the executive officers if they come 
and tell us frankly what they are doing and have done and their 
reasons. We have had too much of such concealment. When the 
Secretary of the Navy, for 3 comes and tells the committee 
as he does,“ You gave me so much money, but it is a failure; I tried 
to do this; I want more money,” we give it to him. If any executive 
officer will come and tell us the truth, and the reason he gives is 
good, we treat him liberally ; but when he comes and says he is going 

employ an additional force, when in fact he is going to cover up a 
deficiency 1 made, then I resist it until we get the facts from 
nae! and 8 require him at least to agree to quit such practices in 

Ə future. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to ask the Senator from Kentucky whether, 
if this bill is not , the Commissioner will not be compelled to 
discharge these clerks, or otherwise create a deficiency? He admits 
there is no deficiency now, but he anticipates a deficiency. Is not 
that the condition of things, that he must either discharge them or 
create a deficiency ? 

Mr. BECK. I said in the beginning, and I repeat now, that unless 
money is provided, the Commissioner will have to discharge before 
the end of the year some of the clerks he now has, or have a defi- 
ciency of $40,000. But that is not what I complain of. It is that he 
undertook in violation of law to create a deficiency, and then under- 
took equally in violation of good faith to induce us to believe that he 
had not created a deficiency, and asked us to give him money to em- 
ploy more clerks, when in fact he wanted it to cover up a deficiency 
or those he already had. 

These are the unds on which I complain of the action of the 
Department. As I said, I will vote ony reasonable amount of money 
to carry on the Pension Office, but I want it put upon the true 
grounds. While I admit that during the session of Congress there is 
great labor imposed on the Commissioner, while I admit that the 
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Commissioner is a very able man and a very industrious man—and I 
call upon him ps as much as any other Senator does—neither he 
nor his chief, I care not how honest or how great reformers they may 
be, shall induce me as a committeeman to vote them money upon 
grounds that are not absolutely true. I will require them to set forth 
all the facts, If they haye committed a mistake let them come to Con- 

and tell us of it. We cannot deal with executive officers upon 
any other ground. We cannot permit them to get possession of the 
money of this people without telling Congress the exact facts as to 
why they want it, and if they have overdrawn the appropriation 
they should come and say so, and es us the reasons, and if the reasons 
are good we will stand by them, ut they must not conceal the facts. 

I know that ae, the session of Conero aa are a great many 
calls on the Pension Office and that the tary has a right to em- 

loy extra clerks during the session of Con; If the Secre 
simply done that, 1 would not have complained ; but he did not 
doit. He placed men on the permanént roll, not men to be paid $3 
a day in some cases and $4 a day in others, as extra clerks, but he has 
laced twenty additional on the re; ent roll before this 
ill — the House, and in violation of the act of Congress, and if 
this bill passes there is only about $8,000 left to employ extra clerks 
instead of $48,000. They have, I repeat, employed enough up to this 
time to take $41,000 of the $48,000 he now asks. This was done some 
time ago, and it has been done, as the Commissioner says, by direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior. ‘ 

I care nothing whether the amount is $36,000 or $48,000; I favor 
whatever is necessary for the public service. Let them have that, 
but let it be given in a frankand legal way. I felt it my duty, with- 
out reflecting on the action of the committee in regard to their action, 
to give the reasons I have for objecting to this course of p. ing, 
hoping it may tend to prevent a repetition of such things hereafter 
and may tend to make executive officers more careful how they vio- 
late the law. 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. President, the House of Representatives a 
propriated in this bill $48,000 for eighty additional clerks, in accord- 
ance with the request of the Commissioner of Pensions made through 
the Secretary of the Interior in December, 1879. The bill in that form 
came to the Senate and went to the Committee on Appropriations. 
The $48,000 travme been appropriated for the service from the 1st of 
January to the end of the fiscal year, six months, and a month and a 
half having elapsed before we received it, it was deemed necessary 
by that committee only to appropriate the pro rata sum needed to 
complete the work intended to be completed by the $48,000 appro- 
priated by the House of Representatives. Hence we redu the 
amount from $48,000 to $36,000 in the bill as reported. The Commis- 
sioner of Pensions ascertaining that this deduction had been made, 
complained and sent us a letter which I send to the Secretary and 
ask to have read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 17, 1880. 

S: In compliance with your verbal request for certain information in relation 
to the expen re of the eslary fund of office during the current year, I have 
the honor to hand you herewith a table showing the number of ms of ali grades 
who were borne upon the rer roll on the 31st of January, both regular appropria- 
tion and tem the total number being five hundred and nine. A column of 
the same sheet shows the number of each grade appropriated for in the regular ap- 
propriation, a total of three hundred and seventy-six. 

e Sanpa of clerks in excess of the number, by specified in the 
act making the 9 is authorized by section 3 of the act making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and 3 expenditures of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1877, and for other purposes, approved August 
tin ok fs Your EAR tua EADE AA DIAE tees peter ONE oh oe fet: 

m © year o average appropriation for a usti- 
fied by the exigencies of the service. y3 85 
am, very respectfully, yours, 
J. A. BENTLEY, 
Commissioner of Pensions. 
Hon. WILLIAM A. WALLACE, 
United States Senator. 


Statement of the number and classification of employés in the Pension Office 
Jor whom regular appropriations are made. 


Allowed 

"| by law. 
—. A ꝛ˙· c $3, 600 1 1 
Deputy Commissioner 2, 400 1 1 
ical referee..... 2, 250 1 1 
Chief clerk......... 2, 000 1 1 
Class 4 800 25 26 
Class 3 600 50 52 
Class 2... 400 8¹ 84 
0 KK — 2 147 
10 
N 900 116 30 
Temporary clerks. .. 720 n 
Nes 840 9 1 
720 15 12 
ca gncccevccetndouedccctuvsscecccecrsheus 720 5 2 
PATIT PEER ETS, 660 12 8 
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Mr.WALLACE. Thisstatement shows that there have been chan, 
made in the grade of clerks. Thus there are more nine-hondred-dol- 
lar clerks than are allowed by the act of 8 there are 
more twelve-hundred-dollar clerks than are allowed by the act of ap- 
propriation. The higher-class clerks have been lessened in number) 
and the lower-priced clerks have been increased quite largely. This 
the Secretary of the Interior has the right to do under the act of 
1876, which gives him discretionary authority, thus : 

Sec. 3. That whenever, in the judgment of the head of 8 
ties assi ed to'a clor of ono class can be as well performed by & car of a lower 
to diminish the number of 


The whole restriction that is put on the Secretary of the Interior 
is that he shall keep within the limit of the total appropriation. Up 
to this time he has kept within the limit of the total appropriation 
for this fiscal year. the ment of the Senator from Kentuck 
be sound, then it follows that there must be an equal av e - 
ture each month for the employment of clerks in the Pension ureau 
out of the amount appropriated for the whole year. The Revised 
Statutes provide that during the session of Congress the Secre of 
the Interior or the head of any other Department shall have the right 
to employ extra clerks because of the additional amount of labor 
P upon that Department during that period. The plain theory 
and in my view the just interpretation, of the statute is that the head 
of a Department may increase the number of clerks for any given 
month if the erenn of the service require it, under the sole limita- 
tion that he shall not expend more for that fiscal year than is actually 
be “carat 

us the whole thing comes simply back to this: whether the In- 
terior Department, having an appropriation of $490,000 for the cur- 
rent year, of which four and one-half months are yet to run, 
may be permitted to apply monthly to the payment of clerks on the 
regular roll more than a pro rata share or average proportion of what 
the whole appropriation would be monthly during the entire year. 
That is all that has been done. True, if the amount applied for this 
month, or for the month of January, to the payment af clerks upon 
the roll be continued to the end of the fiscal year, there will be a 
deficiency, and the Commissioner of Pensions gives the amount that 
the deficiency will be. He shows this in two tables, which are ap- 
pended to his letter of the 16th of February, which I trust will be 
rinted with that letter, and the responsibility is on him to see that 
or the remainder of this fiscal year he keeps down to the sum actu- 
ally appropriated. If he does so, no deficiency can exist; but to effect 
this he will be compelled to discharge many clerks. This I do not 
want, nor do I believe the country does. 

Mr. President, the work in that Department must go on. It is 
stated to me as a fact, by the Commissioner of Pensions, that the 
total calls from Cay ETET sources for information during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1876, were about eight thousand; that the 
total calls for information from Congress during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1879, were over sixteen thousand; and for this year, owing 
to the large increase of demands on them by the arrears of pensions 
law, it will be very much increased over the year 1879. So, then, there 
really is no reason for this complaint. There has been no deficiency 
to this time, and the employment of twenty additional clerks and plac- 
ing them upon the re; roll, it seems to me, is in accord with the 
act of 1876, and with the provision of the Revised Statutes that gives 
authority to employ extra clerks, 555 this service must be 
carried forward, and I am anxious to do what I can do to aid in 
giving the information that Congress is requiring from the Pension 

partment, and to prepare to pa: msions just as rapidly as we 
can pass upon them. Indeed I think it is our duty to give all the 
necessary force to forward this work just as rapidly as we 
possibly can. If we owe this debt it ought to be paid just as soon 
as we can settle each case. It is poor economy to say that we will 
not give that Department the clerks needed to adjust the accounts, 
to determine the facts and settle and pay the debt that we admit we 
owe to the pensioners of the Republic. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words on 
this subject as it is one upon which I have had some means of beco 
informed by my service upon the Committee on Pensions of this body. 

The Senator from Kentucky makes the charge, as I understand 
him, that the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, one or both, have either concealed the truth or told what was 
not true. That is a serious charge to make, and it ought to stand 
upon very sure ground when made. I find that this bill, House bill 
No, 3258, was introduced in the House on the 7th day of January of 
the current year if the bill I have gives the date correctly. 

Mr. W. CE. That is correct. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. That bill itself provides forthe employment of 
eighty clerks from the Ist day of J anaes seven days before the 
in uction of the bill. It came from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions of the House. Is it possible that they introduced a bill to 
authorize the employment of eighty clerks ni seven days be- 
fore the introduction of the bill that was to provide for their pay- 
ment, without knowing that any of them had been mas RE = 
ready? Is it not more probable that the committee itself had been 
cons ulted by the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of 
Pensions and had been advised with by them in regard to this matter 
and that upon their statements to him that such a bill as this surely 
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would pass these twenty clerks were employed? However, the ques- 
tion of veracity is not between me—— 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virgi Does the Senator wish the commit- 
tee on the other side to speak for both Houses? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Oh, no; but I understood the Senator from Ken- 
tucky to say that the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner 
of Pensions had concealed from the proper committees of both Houses 
the facts necessary to be understood. 

Mr. BECK. I know nothing about the committees of the other 
House; I spoke of the information farnished the Committee on Ap- 
se ep of the Senate, of which Iam a member. 

. KIRKWOOD. I do not want to take the trial of the veracity 
of these gentlemen on myself at all; but if I am not widely mistaken 
the Committee on Pensions of this body were fully advised of what 
had been done, and if I am not mistaken also, the public were fully 
advised of what had been done by newspaper publications. I know 
that I had the knowledge personally of the appointment of these 
twenty clerks. The chairman of the Committee on Pensions can say 
whether the information was before the committee or not. I do not 
know as to that. I think it was published in the newspapers that it 
had been done. I know the introduction of this bill was commented 
upon in the newspapers, and I think the fact was stated that under 

e full belief derived from information had from the Pension Com- 
mittee of the House that the bill would at least the House, 
twenty additional clerks had already been employed. I may be in 
error about that, but I think I am not. 

Mr. WITHERS. I will state, as the chairman of the Committee 
on Pensions, that to my 5 no official information was given 
to the committee as such as to the fact, although it was within the 
knowledge of nearly all the members of the committee. 

Mr. KI OOD. Sometimes a thing known unoffleially is about 
as well known as a thing that is known officially. The main object 
of my rising, however, was to go a little further than this. 

Economy is a good thing when well used ; but it may become gross 
extrav ce and do gross injustice. That economy which cripples 
the public service in any of its branches or in all of its branches; 
economy which prevents the work of the public from being well done 
when it should be done and as it should be done, is not true economy, 
in my judgment. 

Now, the condition of the Commissioner of Pensions is a hard one. 
There are pending in his office to-day over two hundred thousand un- 
settled claims, and a large number of them have gathered there since 
the p: of what we call the arrears bill. There is scarcely a mem- 
ber of either House of Congress that is not receiving daily from his 
constituents many letters complaining in the most bitter terms of the 
inefficiency of the Pension Bureau and of the unreasonable delay in 
the settlement of claims before it. 

Clerks in the Pension Bureau can do just as we can. The day is 
only twenty-four hours long to them as it is to us. They can work 
3 the time assigned to them to work as we can; they cannot 
lengthen the twenty-four hours or do more work in the twenty-four 
hours they can; and they are utterly unable within the time 
assigned them to do the work that is required to be done there. One 
reason is this: I am compelled to go to that office frequently, carry- 
ing letters from my constituents in to their cluims. I never 
have been there when I have not found other members of Congress 
from one House or the other on the same business that I was. We 
had a statement the other day—I am betraying no confidence in stat- 
ing it, because if has been printed—the Commissioner of Pensions 
stated before the Pension Committee of the Senate that from ten to 
twenty clerks of those he has in his office were kept steadily employed 
in answering the letters sent to him by members of Congress and the 
inquiries put by members of Congress; and the Senator from Colo- 
3 [Mr. TELLER] says we have to wait two or three weeks for the 
answers before we get them. Now, I say it is hard, it is cruel, it is 
unjust to a public officer, whom I take p here in stating I be- 
lieye to be compètent and faithful and capable, to allow him to oc- 
cupy the position he does and it the opinion to prevail as it 
does extensively throughout our country that the reason of the delay 
in sifting these claims is inefficiency in that office and not the absence 
of labor enough to do it, $ 

It seems to me that if the Committee on Appropriations had been 
as industrious in obtaining information on this subject as the Com- 
mittee on Pensions have been, they would not have cause to complain 
that they did not know anything about the employment of these 
twenty men. The Senator from Pennsylvania has differed with the 
Senator from Kentucky, the Senator pts Pennsylvania believing 
that the law has not been violated. I hope that the Senator from 
Pennsylvania is right, and that the Senator from Kentucky is mis- 
taken. At all events, Mr. President, the Pension Office needs these 
clerks. My own belief is that it needs many more. I am strongly 
inclined to believe that a change of the system in that department 
from the present system would be better than the employment of 
these additional clerks; but that is a matter now pending before the 
Pension Committee of this body upon which they have not reached 
a conclusion. But Ido say that any delay in passing this bill, and 
giving to that office a degree of force that will enable it within some 
reasonable time to reach an adjustment of the claims now pending 
before it, is ve a to the soldiers and unjust to the officer who has 
charge of the bureau. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair.) The question is on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALLACE] to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The amendment to the amendment was a to. 

Mr. BECK. Inow move tostrike out of the amendment as amended 
the words from the close of line 17 down to line 19, which read thus: 


Also, for rent of additional office-room for the Pension Office, the sum of $4,900. 


That, if adopted, will involve a change of the footing. The Com- 
missioner has shown us by the letter he sent yesterday that it will 
require $41,000 to pay the clerks he already has and who are now, I 
assume, supplied with ample room; they are so far as I know. He 
has therefore only $7,000 remaining out of the $48,000 he asks us to 

ive him with which to employ additional clerks. Taking $41,000 
m the $48,000 leaves $7,000; and at $1,200 apiece that would not 
provide for much more than five men. To give him $4,900 to rent 
rooms from now till the Ist of July for five men, seems to me rather 
extravagant, not to say ridiculously absurd. If he has room for all 
the rest of the three hundred and seventy-nine he will find a place 
for these five in the rooms he now has. Our committee to 
give him the $4,900 to rent additional rooms only because he made 
us believe that he needed eighty more men, intended to employ them, 
and needed room forthem. Now, when it is developed that he is not 
going to employ more clerks, but is going to use $41,000 of the $48,000 
now about to be given to pay those he already has, that part of the 
oe a be 3 out. A 
ides, Congress over and over again required great strictness 
in the renting of buildings, and insi that we should know just 
what building was going to be rented, and what price was going to 
be paid, and the time the rent was to run before it allowed any of 
the Departments to go to rent buildings. This unlimited right to 
rent as the Commissioner likes, to pay this much money as he pleases, 
when there are no 3 clerks to 5 3 e — me to 
unnecessary an y wrong. suppose the law been 
violated in this eat , and the facts concealed. 

Mr. WITHERS. My friend from Kentucky is a little in error in 
some of his conclusions. Because an additional number of clerks has 
already been saree it does not therefore follow that the whole 
number authorized by this bill have been thus employed. In point 
of fact, and according to the statements which have been laid before 
the Senate, thirty-three additional clerks in all have been employed 
when the bill contemplates the employment of eighty additional 
clerks. Therefore it may well be that additional room will be e 
to accommodate the eighty clerks provided for, in fact, or the forty- 
seven in excess of those now employed. 

With regard to the point raised as to the necessity of this appro- 
riation being given, and the location of rooms proposed to be rented 
or the use of any Department of the Government, I will state that 

full information onthat point was laid before the Appropriations Com- 
mittee at the time that this bill was pending for consideration by that 
committee, and the statement of the locality and of the amount re- 
quired was then made known to the committee when this bill was 
under consideration. Therefore, I think the objections of my friend 
from Kentucky are not tenable, and that inasmuch as these additional 
rooms will be required in order to accommodate the clerical force for 
which this bill po nas, the Senate ought to vote the amount. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say only one word to prove what I before - 
said. The Commissioner, in his letter of February 16, says: 

The appropriation has been drawn upon, — 1 as shown by the an- 
nexed table, “A,” from July 1. 1879, to February 1, 1880. The amounts set down 
for the months of Fe to June, inclusive, are the estimates which will be 


© annexéd table, B,” from — fe 
5 from the fund for temporary clerks, and from February to 


June, 
will be required each month during the balance of the year to continue the tempo- 


rary clerks now on the roll. 


And these two tables foot up $26,156.43 and $14,073.03, respectively, 
making nearly $41,000 out of the $48,000 necessary to pay the clerks 
now on the roll; and if he has made any other statement showing 
that he will have an additional number of clerks to those now on the 
roll it must be a statement varying in fact from this. 

Mr. WALLACE. On the subject of the number of clerks for whom 
rooms are to be rented, the statement furnished by the Commissioner 
of Pensions is very clear. The number authorized by the appropri- 
ation statute for the year 1880 is three hundred and seventy-six. 
The number actually employed is five hundred and nine. Under the 
authority given to the Secretary of the Interior to grade the classes 
of clerks, they have thus increased the number of clerks in the De- 
partment one hundred and thirty-three over the number actually 

iven by the statute appropriating the $490,000. In class 1 one hun- 
aed and forty-seven clerks were a ge ate for. There are actu- 
ally employed but one hundred and twelve. In the class of thou- 
sand-dollar clerks there were ten appropriated for; there are actually 
employed forty. For copyists there were appropriated for but thirty; 
there are actually employed one hundred and sixteen, or eighty-six 
copyists more than were appropriated for. Now, these eighty-six 
people must have room to write; they must have tables upon which 
to write. Thus we see that the power given to the Secretary of the 
Interior to grade the force increases the number of clerks, and neces- 
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sarily increases the necessity for rooms, which must be rented and* 


the rent paid for. 
Mr. T. SR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Penn- 
lvania if this is asked for by the Commissioner? Does he claim 
t it is necessary ? 

Mr. WALLACE. He does. 

Mr. TELLER. I shall vote for it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I wish to ask my colleague on the 
committee, who has charge of this bill, whether or not the monn 
are now rented and if it will require this amount of $4,900 for the 
balance of the year, and if part of it is not due? That fact will 
affect ay action. g ¥ ; 

Mr. WALLACE. My information is, although I have it not ofi- 
cially from the Commissioner, that rooms on Twelfth street, adjoin- 
ing thè Pension building, have been occupied recently in view of the 
increase of clerks. They are now occupied, but were not occupied at 

inning of the fiscal year. The necessities of the service have 
compe the Commissioner of Pensions thus to add to the accom- 
modations for locating a number of clerks. He cannot put one hun- 
dred and sixteen clerks in the same space that he could put thirty. 
Hence the exigencies of the service compelled him to go forward and 
get additional rooms, and I, for one, am willing to sustain him in it. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, one word more. We havea distinct stat- 
ute of the United States prohibiting any Department of the Govern- 
ment from contracting any rent, imposing any 3 on the Gov- 
ernment for rent, without a ific appropriation by Congress after 
all the facts have been made known tous. Thatis part of the law 
of the land. Here is just another of the things that I complain of: 
that executive officers, under what they re as public necessity, 
violate the statutes of the United States, and in the face of the law 
rent and occupy, or put us in a position where we are compelled to 
pay for, buildings that they are forbidden to rent; and then when 
they come to get the bills passed they do not even condescend to tell 
that they have done it, or that they want the money for that purpose, 
but pretend that they are going to employ eighty more clerks, when 
they have them now, and fail to tell us, “we have occupied property 
in violation of law,” when they want the money to apply it for that 

What I desire, and what I am making this struggle for, is 
to require the truth to be told, and the whole truth, to the com- 
mittees of this House and of the other, and that no executive officer, 
no matter how high he may be, shall take money from us under one 

retext to be used for another eg | or fail to tell us exactly what 
has done, If he has done wrong, let him say so; and if he has 
done right, let us say so. I will go as far to condone anything that 
an executive officer may do when the necessities of the service re- 
uired it as any man in this House; but I will not sustain an execu- 
tive officer who, in defiance of law and by withholding facts, does cer- 
reap ee and then gets money for one purpose and applies it to 
another. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator from Kentucky, my 
colleague on the committee, has well stated many objections to the 
manner in which the information came to the Committee on Appro- 

riations. I agree with himto aconsiderable extent. My impression 
i that the Commissioner, as far as he went, told the truth, and was 
willing, as I thought, to give what information the committee might 
desire and want. He stopped short, however, of telling the whole 
facts ; or at least all the facts as they 778 now were not told in the 
committee. To that extent I with the Senator from Kentucky, 
I think the Commissioner ought to have told us the whole tru’ 
As far as he went, I must say he appeared to be frank, and seemed to 
give a good reason why the committee should allow the additional 
clerks. Ihave been favorably impressed with the Commissioner in 
his efforts to do his duty. I think he is an improvement on any Com- 
missioner of Pensions that has been in office since I have nin 
Washington—a decided improvement; and I Logros very much that 
the Commissioner did not go further and tell us all that was connected 
with this bill. 

Mr. WITHERS. Allow me to interrupt the Senator just there. I 
think it due to the Commissioner of Pensions in that connection to 
say that he was under the impression that this information was given 
to the Committee on bed foros because he stated so in a con- 
versation with me. I ed his attention to the fact that this increase, 
the employment of these additional clerks, was not known to the 
Committee on Appropriations when the bill was under consideration. 
He seemed surprised, and said he was under the impression that he 
gave them that information. I indicated that he had not, and he 
expressed his regret; and it was in consequence of that information 
that the last communication was written, so that the Committee on 
Appropriations might be possessed of all the information on the sub- 

ect. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think I have endeavored at least 
to treat the Commissioner of Pensions fairly, and I have no disposi- 
tion to do otherwise. It appears to be a fact, however, that as far as 
the original bill as it came to us from the House was concerned, the 
Commissioner had little or nothing to do with it, for the amendments 
which our committee have added to it to a very great extent were 
suggested by the Commissioner himself. So I may say to my friend 
from Iowa that it must have been that the bill was considered, so far 
as the House considered it, without the aid of the Commissioner of 
Pensions. He could hardly have suggested the bill as it came from 


the House, for he said, as I now recollect, that it would not suit the 
purposes of the office. 

Now, as to the rent question. My colleague on the committee, the 
Senator from 3 Who has charge of the bill and who has 


more information than I have myself upon it, says he thinks this 
item of appropriation necessary. That being so, I shall join him in 
voting the amount specified here. But it does appear a large amount 
for the balance of this year to pay $4,900 for rent for the few addi- 
tional clerks this bill will give. There is something mysterious about 
that. But as the Commissioner thinks, and as the Senator from Penn- 
Ivania, who has the bill in e , believes from his information 
t it is required, I shall vote for it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I do not know anything about 
the necessities of the Pension Bureau for increased clerical force. I 
find here a bill which authorizes the Departments of this Government 
an additional increase of clerks, amounting to about one hundred and 
forty-eight. Iam fully aware of the fact that the bill granting arrears 
of pensions a year ago has thrown additional duty on the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions; but it looks to me to be a very extray t ex- 
penditure when in one year we add to two De ents of Gov- 
ernment one hundred and forty-eight new clerks. I am under the 
impression that if the matter were left to be determined by the men 
who pay the taxes, there would not be such a necessity for enlarged 
clerical force. Iam not inclined to vote for the bill on the informa- 
tion I have. I did not vote for the arrears of pension bill. I did not 
help to increase the burdens of the Commissioner of Pensions, and I 
do not feel disposed to vote out of the Treasury of the United States 
ed sums of money to pay for such an additional force of clerks, 
and I shall therefore record my vote against this bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I have not had time or opportu- 
nity to examine closely this bill. I only know, therefore, that the 
bill proposes to give assistance to the Commissioner of Pensions. No 
man in this Government needs it so much, not merely on his own 
account, but because of that meritorious class in whose behalf he 
transacts public business. I apprehend there is not a Senator in 
this body nor a member of the other House but what knows this fact 
to be as I state it. I do not want to use strong language, but I can- 
not characterize the manner in which we are compelling the Pension 
Bureau to be conducted as less than an outrage upon those whom we 
pretend at least to believe the most meritorious people living under 
this Government. Every Senator who hears me knows that to be 
true, because every Senator is overloaded in his daily mail by appli- 
cations to look after claims delayed from one, two, three, four, and 
sometimes five years in that bureau; and I have not once, but ahun- 
dred times, I presume, talked with the Commissioner on this 95 aA 
and his answer is just and truthful that he has not one-half the 
working force that is necessary to keep this business up even; and I 
know that to be true. 

There is a false spirit of economy as well as a true spirit that can 
actuate publicmen. It is a false spirit of ay to save the clerks’ 
hire, and leave people who have a right to have their business trans- 
acted promptly here to complain and die without the relief which 
they 0 0 to have. I, for one, stand ready here to vote enough of 
clerical force in the Pension Bureau and in the office of the Surgeon- 
General so that each citizen of the United States, especially those 
who have been hurt and wounded in its defense, need not wait in 
penury and despair often from month to month and year to year and 
at last die without their claims being granted, simply because we do 
not give the office the necessary force to get up with the business. 

The Land Office is in the same condition. 

Whenever a proposition is made to increase the clerical force we 
commence talking about economy. I believe in economy as much as 
any man; but there are subjects on which I desire Senators to re- 
member that it is proper to spend money and d it freely; and 
surely one is to see that the business of the country is properly trans- 
acted and that no citizen shall have just cause of complaint that his 
Government him by. That is my notion about economy and I 
have but one complaint about this bill: it does not go far enough. 
It does not give enough of force and does not give force of the kind 
that is required, I fear. There needs a clerical talent in that bureau 
that can sift evidence and try a case on the proof—talent that can 
command far better w: in other places than this Government is 
disposed to give. The Pension Bureau is an immense concern in this 
Government; it involves a burden, it is true, but one that I do 
not hear the people complaining of supporting, and the sooner we 
realize that we must get the business up that is now behind there 
the sooner we shall properly discharge our duty. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I desire to aay. a0 that it may go on 
the record, that the Senator from Indiana no sort of right to 
charge the Committee on Appropriations with any niggardliness or 
want of disposition to do what is right toward the Pension Bureau ; 
and the debate which we have had, as far as I have participated in 
it at least, has not been on the score of any economy to keep Pennonen 
from tting their proper rights. It has been based on the ground 
that he Secretary of Interior and the Commissioner of Pensions 
were withholding facts from the committee that the committee 
ought to have been informed of, and were employing men on the 
rolls in violation of law, and that no executive officer had a right to 

it. : 
Mr. VOORHEES. I fully concur with the Senator, and I did not 
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understand myself to be criticising anything the Senator from Ken- 
tucky had said. 
Mr. BECK. Then I 
Mr. VOORHEES. I di 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virgini 
that so far as my oye ge goea neither the Commissioner of Pen- 
the 


pardon. 
not so understand him at all. 
The Senator from Indiana is aware 


sions nor the Secretary o terior has asked in a single instance 
additional force where it has not been given by Congress. I speak 
so far as my knowledge goes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. y, Mr. President, I think it has been a matter 
of notoriety in this Chamber for at least four years, ever since the 

ensions were increased and a new class of people were brought in, 
if not before, that after repeated applications in the way of messages 
and communications to increase the force in the Interior Department 
in order to get off these just claims rapidly, we struggled year after 
year and without any success that was at all commensurate with the 
necessity of the case to get it done, and it has always dragged, through 
the reluctance of some body for some reason, undoubtedly the best, 
and here it is ging still. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President 

Mr. FERRY. If the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
will allow me I desire to express my surprise at the remark which has 
just fallen from his lips, that Con, has always been ready to grant 
all in the way of clerical force that has been asked for by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Is not that so? 

Mr. FERRY. Igetmy information directly from the Commissioner. 
Forced to his presence by numerous letters such as those to which 
the Senator from Indiana has referred, to ask the reasons why appli- 
cations had not been considered by that bureau, the oH wk always is, 
“I have not force enough to disc the duties with which I am 
charged ;” and then I have asked him, “ Why not apply to Congress 
for additional force?“ and his response has been, I did apply, and 
Congress has treated me negatively on that request.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think the Senator is doing the 
Commissioner of Pensions injustice. Ithink the Senatoris mistaken, 
and so is the Senator from Vermont; and my opinion is that neither 
of those Senators can show a single written application to Con 
asking for additional clerks in the Pension Office, that has not been 

ted. I now of this end of the Capitol. At any rate when 
f say that I do not know of a single instance where the Committee 
on Appropriations has declined to increase the force when asked to 
do so through the proper channel. Some outside ns may have 
asked improperly or talked about it; but I do not think either of the 
Senators can agg Aed us a written communication or an estimate 
from the Interior Department asking additional clerks in the Pension 
Office that has not been answered favorably ; and in this very bill it 


is s0; 1 5 550 ask. 

Mr. ED . President, the Senator from West Virginia, 
with his characteristic skill as a fencer in debate, has put so many 
qualifications and ifs and contingencies and limitations to his last 
statement, that I am not absolutely certain that he could be con- 
victed before a travers jury of being incorrect. First he speaks of 
an increase of the force in the Pension Office. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Certainly. Are we not talking of 
the Pension Office? What other office are we talking of ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We are talking about the Pension Office, but we 
are talking about something else as well, if the Senator will listen to 
me a moment. The Pension Office, according to my recollection, or 
the Department of the Interior through which it speaks, informed us 
three or four years ago when the party of reform and all the other 
things that belong to that name got into power in one branch or the 
other of Con by one means or another, that the stumbling-block 
in the way of getting along with pensions was the fact that the in- 
formation from the War Department respecting the medical history 
and the military his of each claimant (which I submit to the hon- 
orable Senator from West Virginia sometimes exists in the cases of 
claimants for pensions) was not forthcoming, that applications for 
Teports zepeng the medical history and the military history of 
claimants for pensions would be sent to the War Office and it would 
be months, and I think in some instances it was eighteen months be- 
fore they were answered. Then inquiry was made at the War De 
ment what that meant. They said it meant“ Congress has cut down 
our force so that we do all we can and we cannot do more.” Then 
there was a struggle to increase the force to a point commensurate 
with the necessity of the situation. That struggle failed. I do not 
mean to say that it failed totally, but where one hundred were wanted 
ten were granted, for instance. I only state it that bromi to illus- 
trate the fact that Con did not choose to do anything like what 
it was represented ought to be done; and I am very sure I am right 
about that. 

Now, I do not mean to admit by any means that the Pension Office 
itself was not reported to be in need of additional force; but so long 
as the force there found itself unable to get on with business because 
what had gone through its office was waiting for further informa- 
tion, could not be answered, then an increase of force in the Pension 
Office would do no good, for the reason that it was blocked up at the 
other end of the line, to use a railway expression. 

I am sure that my honorable friend from West Virginia, if he will 
look back the last four years at the letters and communications of 
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the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Pensions and 
of the Secretary of War and the Su n-General, will find that if I 
have made a mistake in any way, I have made a mistake in under- 
stating the situation. 

Mr. FERRY. I desire to repeat, so far as applies to the Pension 
Office, what I said before, that I am surprised at the statement made 
by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, and I restate 
here my . in my relations to the Commissioner of Pensions. 
Ihave made complaint to him, pressed by numerous letters of the 
class referred to by the Senator from Indiana, of which every Sena- 
tor has like experience—and I listened with a great deal of interest 
in that regard to what that Senator said, because it was a recital of 
my own experience—I have made personal application, and the reply 
has been, “I have not force enough here to meet the demands upon 
this office.“ My response then has been, Why do you not ask for 
more force?” And I have been told by the Commissioner, “I have 
asked, and it is denied me.” 

I have always been willing to bow to the majority of this body 
and of Congress, claiming my privilege to protest a the spirit 
of economy, 50 called, which has prevailed so much of late, and I 
confess it is not a just spirit, in my judgment. Against my protest 
and against my own vote I have bowed to the decree of the majority, 
and was unwilling to say a word when the Senator from Indiana was 

ing in regard to the pressure upon him; but when the chairman 

of the Committee on Appropriations of this body states in the hearing 

of the Senate that every application for additional force has been 

pees by this body, I must express my surprise, and I must say that 

hat statement does not accord with the expressions of the Commis- 
sioner to me as a member of this body. 

I wish to verify what has been said by the Senator from Indiana 
that I have been pressed by applicants who had waited year after 
year for their rights at that office. I have letters now pending before 
that office, and the only reason why they are not answered is use 
there is not clerical force eee to properly discharge its duties. 
When I am thus pressed upon the one side by just claimants on the 
Government, and upon the other by an executive officer who is ham- 
pered, tied by the economy of those in the majority here, I am com- 
pelled to express again for the third time my surprise at what has 

n Stoppen by the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. President, whatever may be said of the pat 
in the present the Committee on Appropriations desire to give 
that the Pension Commissioner asks. Certainly no bill has come from 
his hands and no request has ever come from his mouth since the 4th 
of March, 1879, that has not been complied with in word and letter. 
If previous to that time there was a deduction from the old force of 
any of these Departments it was with the consent and assent of the 
committees of this body. I need say no more. It is not necessary to 
go into any discussion ef the question as to what occurred in 
to the reduction of force in the Executive Departments. Every 
on this floor must admit, and I have no doubt will admit, that there 
was a necessity for a reduction of a great deal of the forces in many 
of the Executive Dept Differing politically, both Houses 
concurred in those reductions and the appropriation bills passed with 
those reductions, and the country approved them. Now there comes 
a 3 for an additional force on an urgent public necessity in 
one branch of the service. Both sides, it seems to me, ought to acqui- 
esce in giving all that is required in this regard. For my part T have 
stated twice already that I am ready to do it. I will vote all the cler- 
ical force that is needed in this department to expedite the settle- 
ment of these claims at the earliest practicable moment. We have 

ized this indebtedness, we ought to settle and pay the men to 
whom we are indebted. It seems to me that is what this bill intends 
to do, and why we should be lugged into a discussion as to what has 
occurred in the past is, I confess, more than I can make out. 

Mr. FERRY. I should like to ask the Senator from Pennsylvania 
if the remedy for the past would not be prompt favorable action now 
to the demand of the Commissioner ? 

Mr. WALLACE. Certainly, and I am attempting to advocate it, 
and have been ever since I got the floor to advocate the passage of 
this bill giving him all he asks. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Now I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Michigan if anything that the Pension Office has asked has 
not been complied with by this Congress? 2 

Mr. FERRY. Iam not aware of that fact which has been stated 
by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. He ought to 
speak by authority on that. I have questioned it by what I have 
said. Ihave stated my personal experience and the statements of the 
Commissioner of Pensions to me. Now the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia, the chairman of the committee who have this matter in charge, 
states that Con has granted all that the Commissioner has offi- 
cially asked. I leave the statement thus. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Oh, no, Mr. President; I asked the 
Senator himself whether that was not the fact. I did not state it to 
be so at this time. I asked the Senator whether it was not the fact 
that this bill does grant all that has been asked so far as we are ad- 
vised in this end of the Capitol. I, of course, know nothing of the 
other end ef the Capitol, and it is not necessary to know for this 
purpose. The Commissioner was before the Committee on Appropri- 
ations and I believe that the committee agreed to all he asked in every 
particular, That is my recollection. 
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Mr. FERRY. That may be the fact so far as the present applica- 


tion of the Commissioner is concerned. My statement was broad; it 
was that the Commissioner had applied to 3 for increase of 
clerical force, (and I speak now in the hearing of the Senators pres- 
ent, and I think I state their own experience, their personal expe- 
rience with this office;) that the Commissioner has been tied by some 
‘one here in this body, at least by Congress, and this body composing 
a portion of it. ow, I say the Senator from West Vi ia, as 
chairman of the committee, states that Congress has all that 
the Commissioner has asked. It is not my observation of the fact. 
The Senator states it; I do not dispute it; but I still hold the position 
I have taken that the Commissioner has applied to Congress for addi- 
tional foree, which has been denied him. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, we have certainly given the Commis- 
sioner by this bill all that he asked. He gets his $48,000, which he 
said would furnish him with all the help he would want from the Ist 
day of January to the 1st day of July. We have given him as much 
from the 17th day of February to the Ist day of July as he said would 
do him from the Ist day of January to that time. Therefore, he can- 
not complain of it. 

But I have moved to strike out, beginning in line 17 of the amend- 
ment, the words: 


Also, for rent of additional office-room for the Pension Office, the sum of $4,900. 
I desire to ask the Senator from Michigan whether, in the face of 


the law, the Commissioner of Pensions has a right to rent buildings 
and incur liabilities, and ask us to allow him the sum of $4,900 for 
that p from now until the Ist day of July? We have given 
the Commissioner of Pensions all the money for clerical force that he 
desired. He now asks, in addition to that clerical force, the sam of 
$4,900 for the rent of additional office room for the Pension Office 
from now until the Ist day of July. He shows by his letter furnished 
to the committee that $41,000 vat of the $48,000 that he asks is nec- 
essary to pay his present force from now until the Ist day of July, 
leaving only $7,000 to pay the additionat clerks. There is a statute 
roviding that no building shall be rented until an appropriation is 
t made by Congress, but I cannot place my hands upon it at this 
moment. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator from Kentucky if the Com- 
missioner stated that the building had been rented? 

Mr. BECK. They are now occupying a building; so says the 
chairman of the committee. A building is now being occupied, and 
I should like to know by what authority the Commissioner is occu- 
pying a building for which no . has been made by Con- 
gress, and whether we are obliged to sustain all that he does in that 


. FERRY. If that is a question which the Senator from Ken- 
tacky puts to me 

Mr. BECK. It is. 

Mr. FERRY. I will state that I am not the custodian of the duties 
of the Commissioner of Pensions. I stand by the statement of the 
chairman of the Committee on . of which committee 
the Senator from Kentucky is a inguished member, I am will- 
ing to abide by the recommendation of the Commissioner when from 
the lips of the chairman of the committee, the Senator from West 
Virginia, it is stated here upon the floor of the Senate that he is the 
best Commissioner who has held that office in the knowledge of that 
Senator. If that be the indorsement made by the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, certainly I am willing to accede to 
the request of the Commissioner, being satisfied that he would not 
ask, in violation of law, any appropriation from Congress. 

The point to which I addressed my remarks was the clerical force, 
not the particular matter of rent, which is another question. I re- 
ferred to the clerical force which is now deficient, and it has been so 
stated by the Commissioner. Upon that point I spoke; no other. 

Mr. BECK. Then Ihave only one other word to say. Iam not 
attacking the Commissioner’s want of capacity nor his want of vigi- 
lance. Ido not desire to be understood as standing before the Senate 
and attacking him in that re, I have had communication after 
communication with him and have found him an extremely atten- 
tive, vigilant, and active officer; but when he violates the law I pro- 
test against it. I think very often the best executive officers are the 
men who most frequently violate the law. I think I see some of them 
now who from the very fact that they have determined to carry out 
purposes they think right, go on without waiting for Congress, with- 
out waiting for us to give them authority, and it is against that sort 
of action that I am protesting. 

Iam not complaining that the Commissioner of Pensions is defi- 
cient; I am not complaining that he is not doing his duty; but Iam 
complaining that he and his superior officer, the Secretary of the In- 
terior, are renting buildings in violation of law; that they are put- 
ting clerks on the permanent roll in violation of law, and are conceal- 
ing the facts from us, instead of coming and telling us what they 
have done and stating the exigencies that required it. They are 
seeking to run the nditures of that Department, instead of Con- 
gress managing it. That is the protest I am ing against them, 
and I haye to make it over and over again against other Depart- 
ments of this Government, 

I said a little while ago that I believed the 


resent Secretary of 
the Navy was the only executive officer of the 


vernment who has 
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always complied with the law, or who when he could not comply with 
it has come and told us that he has failed. He is the only executive 
officer of the Government who is allowed by the committees of both 
Houses to draw his own bills, just because he would confess when he 
was wrong and tell us of the mistakes that he had made, If the 
other executive officers of the Government will come and confess that 
they have made mistakes, or if they will say that the exigencies of 
the Government required this, that, and the other thing, that they 
believed it should have been done, and ask us to make it right, I be- 
lieve the committees of this body, and of the other House as well 
would make it right every time; bat when they violate the law and 
ask us to employ eighty additional clerks, and give three or four 
thousand dol to rent buildings which they pretend they are goin 
to mpks and to rent afterward when they have done it ARARA 5 
eee protest against that sort of indirection and that sort of usur- 
pation. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOGAN. I believe the Senator stated that he thought the 
Secretary of the Navy was the only one who when he failed to com- 
ply with the law came forward and confessed the fact. 

„BECK. I believe so; as far as I know. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to know, then, if the objection to this bill 
is not because Congress is not made the confessional for all the offi- 
cers of the Government? 

Mr. BECK. The objection I am making to this bill is because the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Pensions are vio- 
lating the law and defying congress, and concealing the facts from 
Congress. If they violate the law and show that an exigency re- 
quired it to be done, and come and tell us why they did this, that, 
and the other thing, which there was no law for, and hope we will 
approve their act Pome of its necessity, then I would sanction it 
for the reason I gave. But when they violate the law and conceal 
the fact from us, and ask us to give them money for one purpose to 
be applied to another, then i protest against it. 

Mr. FERRY and Mr. LOGAN rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. LOGAN. My speech will be very short. I think we have been 
highly edified by the discussion so far. All seem to be willing that 
this bill should pass. There are certain objections to that which has 
been done or has not been done; but as far as this bill is concerned, 
I hear no serious objection to it, nor has any been made by any Sen- 
„ all the speech I desire to make is, let us vote and pass 

e bi 

Mr. FERRY. I share with the Senator from Ilinois in what he has 
said. I have not occupied the attention of the Senate much upon 
this question nor upon other questions. At the same time I cannot 
allow the remarks which have been made to pass without calling 
attention tothem. The Senator from Kentucky has just made the 
broad declaration that there is but one executive officer of this Goy- 
ernment who has not violated the law in the execution of the duties 
of his De nt. I think I so understood him. 

Mr. LOGAN. That has nothing to do with this bill. 

Mr. BECK. I think [said that, and perhaps it was too broad; but 
he is the only one that I know of who came before the committee 
when he did Prong ond told it, and asked us to confirm his action. 
Going through the Departments, I know the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has violated the law over and over again. I think the Senator 
from Michigan will a with me that the Secretary of the Treasury 
has violated the law in doing what I think ought to be done. Re- 
ceiving greenbacks for customs dues was a plain, palpable violation 
of the law. I think the Postmaster-General and his subordinates, in 
increasing the star service Wy thousands and hundreds of thousands. 
of dollars, have violated tlie law over and over again; but they never 
confessed it. I 15 go over the different Departments and show 
where executive officers have violated the law. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That the Secretary of the Interior 
acted without authority is shown by this biil. 

Mr. BECK. In this bill of course it is shown that the Secretary of 
the Interior has violated the law by putting these clerks on the per- 
manent roll and by renting buildings without an appropriation from 


I mean to say only this: all I ask of an executive officer is to do 
the best he can and tell why he does it, to come and tell Congress. 
the truth about the matter, and I will go as far as any man in this 
bedy to maintain all the Executive Departments of this Government 
in all their usefulness; but I will not vote them money when the exec- 
utive officers will not come and tell the truth about its expenditure. 

Mr. FERRY. I do not concur with the Senator from Kentucky in 
the broad declaration he has made reflecting, not offensively partic- 
ularly, but still reflecting, upon the discharge of the duties of the 
several executive officers of the Government. I wantto put a ques- 
tion to the Senator, as a member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
charged with the appropriation of money in order to carry out the 
measures of Congress in the administration of the Government. Is 
it just that we should drive the executive officers of this Government 
to indirect action to accomplish what we ought to grant directly f 
In other words, ought we to place them in the discharge of their 
public duties where they are exposed to the reflection just made by 
the Senator, who is a member of the Committee on Appropriations 7 


1880. 
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Mr. BECK. If we do so, it is their business to appeal to Congress 

ad EE e ead appealed In vat 
5 > ve they not ap and a in vain 

There is the point that I make. 2 

Mr. BECK. I think they have not appealed in vain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kentucky to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be Ag gars 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 17, after the word “month,” in the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, it is proposed to 
strike out the words: 


Also, for rent of additional office-room for the Pension Office, the sum of $4,900, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the Senator inc of the 
bill state precisely what room this is that is to be rented ? tis 
the need of it? I make the inquiry for the reason that we have had 


some rather unpleasant experience about the hiring of buildings in 
this city for the use of the Government. 

Mr. WALLACE. Ican only give the information that the Com- 
missioner of Pensions gives to us, that he wants these rooms for the 
occupation of the clerks whom we give him the money to employ. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where are the rooms? 

Mr. WALLACE. My information is not directly from him, but I 
understand that several rooms adjoining the Pension Office building, 
used before as a pension agen ave been occupied for a month or 
Ke by the clerks who were ded by ing the classes. That is 

information I have upon the subject; I have nothing further. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, if I understand the Senator, informa- 
tion is that the bureau has not undertaken in defiance of law to hire 
rooms in advance, but has only looked around and made contingent 
arrangements in view of having the authority of Congress? 

Mr.WALLACE. No,I think the bureau have obtained rooms that 
were formerly occupied. Whether occupied under the authority of 
law by the Pension Bureau and temporarily vacated or not I am un- 
able to say, but they occupy rooms formerly occupied by a on 
agency, for the required under the arrears of pension act, 
and for the cler t were added by the tion in Interior 
Department before. That is the way I understand the matter to be. 
In addition to that, the Commissioner requires more room for the 
clerks who are to be added under this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not doubt at all that for this additional force 
some additional room may be required ; but I agree with the Senator 
from Kentucky that if the bureau has, without authority of law, and 
agan the law, (which, I believe, is cane strict on the subject of 
hiring buildings in this city and elsewhere, ) undertaken to hire build- 
ings in advance, trusting for an appropriation, it is a business that 
ought to be condemned in every way that we can, consistently with 
doing justice to these poor, rippled claimants in that regard. But I 
sha upon the 1 the absence of specific 5 
that this is exactly what it purports to be, a provision for the future 
hiring of 1 which the bill authorizes, and not a confirma- 
tion of any illegal act, if any has been done hitherto upon the subject. 

can hardly jog imag) it 2 Ep that any has been done, but the remark 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania seems to lead rather to an implica- 
tion that the Department of the Interior, like some other Depart- 
ments a few years ago, is a little loose in respect of obeying the stat- 
ute when it thinks that the public interest in its judgment makes it 
proper to disobey the statute. You cannot carry on a government in 
that way, in my belief. 

Mr. WALLACE, I do not wish the Senator from Vermont to un- 
derstand me as saying that I know definitely that the Pension Bureau 
or the Department of the Interior has rented and occupied buildings 
without authority of law. My impression is that they occupy these 
rooms under an occupation had ori ei by authority of law for 
other mpoo, bnt I think the need for additional room is so plain 
that the hecessity of this a propr avon ought to be clear. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The oe of the Committee on Appropriations, as amended, 
was a a 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 32, after the word “ pensions,” to insert: 

And the sum of $32,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
a out of in the Treasury not ctherwias 0 
the une of the War Department for said on which shall be pealiable fumes 
diately for the purposes of the current year. 


So as to make the clause read: 


That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, anthorized to seventy 
additional clerks, forty for the office of the Surgeon-General, at a 
per month each, and ty clerks for the office of the Adjutant-General, at a 
Ft ederet prt slaty ee ase furniture for 
the office pagers. seme at a cost not exceeding $1,000; and that 
clerks shall be exclusively en in preparing and making rts to 
the settlement of pension ions called for by the Com: 
pt wha gor ALOA E oe og . eby ap, 
riated, out of any mone: e Treasury not otherwise appro ‘or the use 
3 — — tor pai amg 


of the War said purposes, which shall be le immediatel 
for the of the current fiscal year. 5 P š z 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out lines 38 to 44, inclusive, in 
the following words: 


That the following mins be, end the suse are hereby, appropriated, oas of any 
ranged AN ADA Tronar Gade neither prs to carry 
8 for the use of the Pension t, and 

use of the War Department; total, $100,900. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


That there be, and here . the 
not otherwise appropriated; the sam $4,800 for the employment of twelve 
clerks in the office of the Second Anditor of the „at a salary not 
5 month, for the remainder of this current fiscal year, to be avail- 
y. which clerks shall be employed exclusively in matters relatin 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. . 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I call, first, for the order, to keep the 5 
cent. bill, which I am so much for, on its feet; and, second, hav- 

fog called foe the order, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business, if it is agreeable. 

or yr Pea I hope the Senator will not insist on that motion 
at this time. z 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope we shall not do that; and especially do I 


P Pho PE 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable, as the 
Senator is aware. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am aware of that fact, but I wish to call the 

attention of the Senator from Vermont to the ee of passing 
a little joint resolution which we had under consideration a few days 
ago, relating to the boys at the District Reform School. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. If there can be unanimous consent to take up the 
Reform School joint resolution, not to displace the regular order, I shall 
withdraw my motion long enough for that purpose; but then I shall 
renew the motion, because I feel it to be a duty. The Senate can vote 
it down if it does not want an executive session. 

Mr. McDONALD. I call for the order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order, being Senate bill 
No, 19, is before the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the regular order is before the Senate, I have 
some observations to submit. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then do not withdraw my motion for an execu- 
tive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont, that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. PADDOCK. May I inquire whether in case that motion pre- 
vails I shall be entitled to the floor upon the regular order when it 
shall be next reached? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
tor at the proper time. 

Mr. McDONALD. I desire to say that I shall ask that the bill now 
the regular order be finally di of during the session to-morrow; 
and with that understanding I shall give way to the motion for an 
executive session. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. When the Senator from Indiana speaks 
of disposing of this bill to-morrow, do I understand him to mean 
that it shall be disposed of so far as the present motion is concerned 
to 5 postpone it? 

Mr. McDONALD. Yes, and the entire bill, if ible. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I would say to my friend from Indiana 
that I do not think that would be a wise thing to do, nor can we do 
it. There are a good many gentlemen who wish to express their views 
upon the bill, and there are others who are being enlightened by the 
debate as it has proceeded ; and if it were extended a week longer 
we should get still more information. I for one am not in favor of 
settling this matter to-morrow. There are certain questions behind 
it that require some thought. So far as I am concerned, I only desire 
to explain my amendment to the bill and give expression to my views 
touching the general policy of the country with regard to the system 
of disposing of our public lands. There are some matters in this bill 
upon which I should like to inform myself that I have not been able 
to get information upon; one, in particular, is the amount of land 
warrants outstanding at the time the various States came into the 
Union. There is nothing in the published statements that I have seen 
to show when the land warrants were issued, and I for one should 
like to ascertain, if it can be ascertained, how many land warrants 
were outstanding setting apart 8 77 5 of the public domain when 
each of these States came into the Union. 


DISTRICT REFORM SCHOOL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that House joint resolution No. 203 be taken 
up and disposed of. It will only take a few moments. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
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proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. R, No. 203) making 
appropriations for the Reform School of the District of Columbia, 
Mr. IS. There are two amendments pagesen, I believe, by 
the honorable Senator from Vermont, to which I see no objection, 
except that they are amendments and make it necessary for the joint 


resdlution to g back to the House of Nig, eee My naß 
ment is that the amendments only make a little more plain exactly 
what is the effect and meaning of the resolution without them; but 
if the Senator from Vermont sees proper, in view of these facts, to 
offer the amendments, I shall offer no objection whatever to them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I feel it to be a duty to offer the amendments, 
first, because I think they are necessary, and, second, because I do not 
agree to the policy in a government that has two independent legis- 
lative bodies, that either one of them should omit to mies a bill right, 
in a matter of substance at least, simply because it required the as- 
sent of the other. Ithink we are more liable to commit errors ninety- 
nine times in a hundred than to confer benefits by that course. I 
therefore move in the eleventh line of the print, after the word “ week,” 
to insert “from the Ist day of July, 1879,“ so as to limit the payment 
of this $2 a week from that time forward; and I make that motion 
for the reason that the $2 a week has already been paid to the trus- 
tees down to that time, and that I understand is satisfactory to my 
honorable friend from Tennessee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The other amendment is not one of my sug- 


gestion, but was, as I am informed, thought to be n y the 
officers of the Treasury in order to keep the accounts correct between 
the United States and the District of Columbia, and that is to strike 


out all after the fourteenth line, and insert: 
For the present fiscal year, one-half of said expense to be the United 

States and one-half by the District of Columbia, as provided by pua pe Be J 

approved June 11, 1878, providing a permanent form of government fer is- 


So as to make the resolution read: 


That to enable the commissioners of the District of Columbia to into effect 
the act approved March 3, 1879, which continues in force the thirteent 
the “ Act revising and amending the various acts establishing and to the 
Reform School of the District of Columbia," approved May 3, 1876, they be, and are 
hereby, au ed peN aar Pant sn Sayles of trustees of said Reform 
School of the District of Columbia 82 y week, from the 1st day of July, 1879, 
for each boy committed thereto, as provided by said thirteenth section of the act 
of May 3, 1576, aforesaid, and the necessary appropriation therefor is bereby made 
for the present fiscal Sty one-half of said expense to be paid by the United States, 
and one-half by the District of Columbia, as F sidia by the act of Con, ap- 
proved June 11, 1878, providing a permanent form of government for said District, 

The amendment was a; to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint reso- 
lation to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I renew my motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours and fifteen min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at five 
o’clock and twenty+five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 17, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is requested to ask that Judge Gilbert, 
one ef the justices of the supreme court of the State of New York, be 
allowed the privileges of the floor during the remainder of this week ; 
also, that the same privilege be granted to Hon. F. C. Stockbridge, 
of Michigan. 

There was no objection. 

SAN JOAQUIN RIVER. 


` Mr, PAGE, by unanimous consent, presented the following petition, 
numerously signed; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD: 


To the Congress of the United States : 


We, your petitioners, respectfully represent that the San Joaquin River is the 
natural outlet to the counties of San Joaquin, Stanislaus, M Mariposa, Tuo- 
Tumne, Calaveras, and Fresno, embracing an area of 9,360,000 acres, more than half 
of which is arable land; now containing a population of about ninety thousan 
shipping annually about five hundred thousand tons of grain, and receiving 
that nya vcard at supply a . and manufacturing communit: 
including |: portations of lumber. In consequence of natural and artifi 
obstructions the navigation of the San Joaquin River is both difficult and danger- 
ous. We therefore petition your honorable body to make an appropriation of not 


less than $200,000 for the purpose of removing said obstructions. 
WEST POINT, VIRGINIA, A PORT OF ENTRY. 
Mr. BEALE, Ihave been instructed by the Committee on Com- 


merce to ig sab back to the House for immediate consideration the 
bill (H. R. No. 4214) to amend and re-enact sections 2552 and 2553 of 
the Revised Statutes. The bill was read a few mornings since and 
printed in the RECORD, and I ask that the report be now read. It is 
simply a bill to make a port of entry in the Richmond district of 


Y 
ott, CONGER. The subject-matter of the bill should be stated in 
e title. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that this is a bill to make 


a port of entry at West Point, in the Richmond district of Virginia. 
. CONGER. It should be so stated in the title. Let the bill be 
The bill was read. 


Mr. COVERT. I object. 
ao SPEAKER. Objection being made, the bill is not before the 

ouse, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been notified that there are sev- 
eral gentlemen who desire to introduce bills for reference only. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no objection to that. 

GRAND HAVEN, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. STONE. I ask consent to submit for consideration at this 
time the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to transmi? 
to the House of tatives any saanu report in his Department rela- 
tive to the condition and improvement o; 


the harbor at Grand Haven, Mic 
with such views of its importance and peeping en recommendations —— 


partment. 
Mr. CLYMER. I object to the consideration of that resolution at 
this time. Let it be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
The resolution was accordingly referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 
LEWIS I, PUTNAM. 


Mr. BREWER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4569) for the relief of Lewis I. Putnam, of Corunna, Michigan; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 


Military Affairs. 
GRAND GULF, MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. CHALMERS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4570) for the prevention of the destruction of the harbor of the 
town of Grand Gulf, in the county of Claiborne, in the State of Missis- 
sippi, by the Mississippi River; which was a first and second time, 

to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
COMPENSATION OF OFFICERS OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, submitted the follow- 

ing resolution; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary : 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, Thata committee of fivo Representatives 
be to investigate the present system of salaries, foes, and emoluments al- 
Hades gry the officers of the sara courts of the United States, to ascertain whether 
any, and if any, what, abases now exist, or have existed, or may take place thereun- 
der, and to report by bill or otherwise; that said committee have power to employ 
a clerk and the services of a stenographer, send for persons and papaa to 
ter oaths, to examine witnesses, and to reportat any time; and expense of said 
committee shall be paid on vouchers approved by chairman. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BENNETT. The Territories were not called at all yesterday 
for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions. I now unan- 
imous consent that the call of States and Territories be completed 


this ODE 

Mr. BLO object. 

Mr. McLANE. I ask consent to report a bill from the Committee 
on the Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. BELFORD. I object. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the unfinished business of 
yesterday coming over under the operation of the previous question. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask consent to introduce a bill for reference only. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam willing to yield for the introduction of 
bills merely. 

Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey. I insist upon the regular order. 

LOTTERIES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER. The unfinished business of 2 > soning 
over under the operation of the previous question, is the bi Topor 
from the Committee for the District of Columbia (H. R. No. ) to 

rohibit the publication of lottery schemes in the District of Colum- 
Pia, and for other 1 The pending motion is that of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. N RAL,] to lay on the table the motion to 
reconsider the vole by which the main question was ordered upon the 

of the bill. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. 


inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The 5 will state it. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. At the adjournment yesterday, as I 
understand, there was a motion made to reconsider the vote by which 
the main question was ordered, and a motion to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. Upon the motion to lay upon the table I 
called for the yeas and nays. What I desire to ask of the Chair is 


I desire to make a parliamentary 


1880. 
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whether, should the House refuse to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table, and should then vote to reconsider the ordering of the 
main ee will that bring the bill before the House for amend- 


ment and er discussion? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will answer the gentleman. The motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NEAL] is to lay on the table the 
motion to reconsider. Should the House refuse to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table, then the next vote would be upon the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the main question was ordered. 
Should that vote be reconsidered, then the bill would be stripped of 
the operation of the previous question. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Then I hope, Mr. Speaker, the mo- 
tion to lay upon the table will be negatived. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on ordering the yeas and nays, 

Mr. NEAL. There appears to be some misapprehension as to what 
the exact question is upon which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The SPEAKER. The pending motion is to lay upon the table the 
monoa to reconsider the vote by which the main question was or- 

ered. ‘ 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. And I hope those who are opposed 
to this bill will rise and give us the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
110, nays 116, not voting 66; as follows: 


YEAS—110. 
Aldrich, N. W. Errett, Lapham, Reed, 
Aldrich, William Farr, Lindsey, Rice, 
Anderson, Ferdon, Loring, Richardson, D. P. 
Bailey, Field, Mara Robeson, 
Baker, Ford, Martin, Joseph J. Robinson, 
Ballon, Forsythe, Mason, Russell, W. A. 
Bayne, Frye, McCoid, $ 
Bicknell, Garfield, McKinley, Sherwin, 
Blount, Gedd Miles, Simonton, 
Boyd, Gillette, er, Starin, 
Brewer, Hall, Mitchell, Stevenson, 
Briggs, Hammond, John Monroe, 
Browne, ell, Morse, 
Burrows, Hawk, Neal, Thompson, W. G, 
Calkins, Hawley, Now, Dae 
Carpenter, Ha Newberry, pdegraff, J. T. 
Hi Norcross, Updegratt, Thomas 
Chittenden, Henderson, O'Neill, alentine, 
Claflin, kle, Orth, Van Aernam, 
Conger, Osmer, wore 
Cow; Hubbell, Overton, ‘Washburn, 
Crapo, Hunton, Pacheco, ‘Weaver, 
Davis, George R. James, Page, White, 
Davis, Horace Jones, Phelps, Williams, C. G. 
De La Matyr, Keifer, Pierce, Willits, 
ä Kelley, Pound, Young, Thomas L. 
Einstein, Killinger, Price, 
NAYS—116. 
Acklen, A Knott, Singleton, J. W. 
‘Aiken, Dibrell, Ladd, Singleton, O. N. 
Armfield, Dickey, Le Fevre, Slemons, 
Atkins, Dunn, Lowe, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Bachman, Ellis, Mannin, Li ks, 
Beale, Evins, Martin, .F. — 
Belford, Felton, McKenzie, teele, 
Blackburn, Bornes Meni. Talbot 
Bouck, Frost, Mi Taylor, 
i Gibson, M Thompson, P. B. 
b Goode, Muldrow, Tillman, 
Buckner, Gunter, My Townshend, R. W. 
Caldw Hammond, N.J. N 7 holis, Tucker, 
Cannon, Harris, John T. O'Connor, Turner, 
Carlisle, Hatch, O'Reilly, T 
Chalmers, Herbert, ance, 
Clardy, Herndon, Philips, Waddill, 
Clark, Alvah A. Phister, Wellborn, 
Clark, Jobn B. Hocker. Poehler, Wells, 
80 * 8 i J.S. Whitthorne, 
ouse, „J. 
Converse, Hull, Richmond, Williams, Thomas 
Cook, Johnston, Rol t- Wilis, 
Cravens, Kenna, Rethwell, Wilson, 
0 Kimmel, Samford, Wise, 
pi Eu 5 Sawyer, Wood, Fernando 
Davis, Lowndes H. Klotz, Shelley, Young, Casey. 
NOT VOTING—66. 
Atherton, Crowley, Hutchins, R. John W. 
Barber, Davis, Nen J. Jorgensen, ipp. 
Barlow, Dick, Joyce, Smith, A. Herr 
Belt: er, Dwight, Le Smith, William E. 
B Elam, Louns 1 ger. 

e, Ewing, ward L. ‘Townsend, Amos 
Bland, Fisher, McCook, Turner, Thomas 
Bliss, Fort, McGowan, Urner, 

Bowman, McLane, Van Voorhis, 

B Harmer, Money, Voorhis, 

Butterworth, Harris, Benj. W. Wait, 

Cabell, Hazelton, Muller, Warner, 

Camp, Henry, March, ilber, 

Coffroth, Hiscock, O'Brien, Wood, Walter A 

n)) ͤĩÄĩ[ SE a 
Hurd Ryan, Thomas 


So the House refused to lay upon the table the motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the main question was ordered. 


Lanoe the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. LOUNSBERY. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. MCCOOK. 
Mr. SMITH, of Georgia. Iam paired with Mr. WILBER, of New York. 
Mr. SCALES. My colleague, Mr. Davis, is paired with Mr. Gop- 

SHALK, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CABELL. I am paired with Mr. FISHER, of Pennsylvania. If 
he were here, I should vote in the negative. 

Mr. MCLANE. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. URNER, who is 
detained from the House by illness. 

Mr. LEWIS. Iam paired with Mr. Harris, of Massachusetts. If 
he were preni I should vote “no.” 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. MULLER, of New York, is paired with Mr. 

Warr, of Connecticut. 

Mr. BARBER. I am paired with Mr. EwINd, of Ohio. If he were 
present, I should vote in the affirmative. 
Mr. McGOWAN. Iam paired with Mr. THOMAS TURNER, of Ken- 


tucky. 

fort PRICE. Mr. Joyce, of Vermont, is paired with Mr. MONEY, 
0 i. ‘ 
Mr. MORTON. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. Cox. 
Mr. KING. My cs res 55 Mr. ELAM, who is absent on account of 
sickness, is paired with Mr. Dick, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SPARKS. Mr. EWING, of Ohio, is paired with Mr. BLAKE, of 
New pte 

Mr. COVERT. I am paired with the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. 
ANDERSON. 

Mr. TALBOTT. My colleague, Mr. HENRY, is paired with Mr. BOYD. 

On motion of Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, the reading of the names 
was dispensed with. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on ordering the main ques- 
tion. 

Mr. KNOTT. Is it in order, Mr. Speaker, to move to lay this bill 
upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. KNOTT. Then I make that motion. 

Mr. NEAL. I demand the yeas and na; 

Mr. CONGER. Let the bill be read 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to know when it will be in order to move 
to recommit this bill to the committee, in the event that the motion 
to lay on the table is not sustained by the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, from the information he has of 
the status of the bill, that it will be in order on the next District 
day. This bill has been divested of the previous question, and if the 
regular order had been called the Chair would have recognized the 
demand, and the bill would have gone over. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. I make that point. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late, as the motion to lay upon the table 
has been made and the yeas and nays demanded upon that. 

Mr. CONGER. The question was not put. 

The SPEAKER. Yes; the yeas and nays were called by the order 
of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. CONGER. That was on the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is mistaken. Without objection, 
the Chair entertained the motion to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. NEAL. And I demanded the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The SPEAKER. And the gentleman from Ohio rose and demanded 
the yeas and nays on that motion. The tleman from Michigan 
himself then demanded the reading of the bill, which was in the 
nature of further consideration. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. I made the point at the only 
sg ogy I had. 

he SPEAKER. It is now too late. The pending question is on 
ordering the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
104, nays 119, not voting 69 ; as follows: 


on that motion. 
ore that is done. 


YEAS—104. 
Acklen, Davis, Lowndes H. Hull, P 
Am Adld, Dibrell, K Poehler 
re enna, er, 
Atkins, Dickey, i 
Bachman, Dunn, Kin Richardson, q. S. 
Beale, Ellis, Ki Richmond, 
Belford, 5 — 2 Rothwell, 
2 t 
Blackburn, ey, Ladd, Sawyer, 
Forney, Lowe, Seales, 
Caldwell, Manning, Shelley, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Martin, Benj. F. Singleton, J. W. 
Chalmers, e, McKenzie, Singleton, O. R. 
Clardy, Hammond, N. J. McMahon, Slemons, 
Clark, Jona K. 3 . „ 
ark, Jo! par 
bb, Herbert, Muldrow, Speer, 
Colerick, Herndon, are Steele, 

k, HM, Nicholls, 8 
Cravens, Hooker, O'Connor, Talbott, 
Culberson, Hostetler, O'Reilly, Taylor, 
Davidson, House, Persons, Thompson, P. B. 
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Tucker, x addill, e Wood, Fernando 
Upson,” Wells, Willis, Young, Casey. 
NAYS—119. 

N. W. De La 4 à Richardson, D. P, 
— Matyr, pies 
Bailey, Einstein, Martin, Joseph J. Robinson, 
Baker, Errett, Mason, Russell, William A. 
Ballon, Farr, MoeCoid, Sap 
Bayne. Ferdon, McKinley, . 
Bi x F Miles, Simonton, 
aoe > Forsythe, ; 
Blount, Garfield, Mitchell, Stevenson, 
Brewer, Gillette, Morse, Thomas, 
Briggs, Hall, Neal, ‘Thompson, Wm. G. 
Browne, Hammond, John New, Townsend, Amos 
Burrows, Hawk, Newberry, 5 W. 
Calkins, Bare Oeil : e as 
Cannon, H an, Orth, 

„ 3 Osmer, Rion cael, 
et OTT, Overton, wr corhis, 
Clymer, Hunton, Page, Wastburn, 
Conger, 2 ames, Phelps, Weaver, 

Cowaill : Keifer, Pound, Williams, C. G. 
— Ketcham, Price, i Wright, 
R. Kimmel, Reed, Young, Thomas L. 
Davis, Horace Lapham, Rice, 
x NOT VOTING—69. 
therton, Da Joseph H hrèy, Russell, Daniel L. 
Baren Dick ; Hrd a Wen. John W. 
Blake, : Elam, h Jorgensen, ‘A. Herr 
Bland, Ewing, Joyce, Smith, William E. 
Bliss, Fisher, Le Fevre, 5 
Boyd, Ford, „Thomas 
B Fort, i ler, 
Brighim, Godshalk, ward L. Urner, 
Bright, Gunter, McCoo oorhis, 
Cabell. Harris Benj. W. McLan Warner,’ 
Cc Hazelton, ; 5. Wilber, 
Henkle, Muller, W. Walter A. 
Covert, Mask, aoe 
Crowley, Hubbell, Ross, 
So the House refused to lay the bill on the table. 


During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 
Mr. 8 'H, of Georgia. I am paired with Mr, WILBER, of New 


York. r 

Mr. SCALES. My colleague, Mr. Davis, is paired with Mr. GOD- 
SHALK, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to announce that Mr. Ew- 
ING, of Ohio, is paired with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. LEWIS. Iam with Mr. Harris, of Massachusetts. If 
he were present, I should vote “ 5 
Mr. BARBER. I am with Mr. Ewixd, of Ohio. If he were 


here, I should vote “no. 
Mr. PRICE. Mr. Joyce is paired with Mr. MONEY. 
with the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. 


Mr. COVERT. Iam 
ANDERSON. 

On motion of Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the names was dispensed with. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point of order that this bill should go 
over to next District day, and call for the regular order. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, and the bill goes 

be . t thirty minutes oel d 

m our a irty minu: ast one o'clock, an 
the House remake the consideration of the bill > rted from the Com- 
mitteeon the Judiciary, being the bill (H. R. No. 4219) to amend sections 
1,2,3, and 10 of an act to determine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts 
of the United States, and ing the removal of causes from State 
courts, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1875. The gentle- 
man from Kentucky. Pte Knorr, I the chairman of the Co ttee on 
the Judici has the floor. 

Mr. KN Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentleman who occu- 
pied the last morning hour, that in the present advanced state of 
civilization corporations are sometimes not wr convenient but nec- 
essary, y in the prosecution of enterp 714 the em- 
ployment of very large meaner, re it seems to me that if there is 
anything in our social or political condition which should challen 
the serious consideration of American statesmen of all ies itis 
the extraordinary multiplication and enormous izement of 
such institutions in this country. Look around you, sir! You find 
them on every hand, organized for every conceivable p that 
cupidity or caprice can Turn which way we will, we are 


suggest. 
confronted by these ideal entities, these incorporeal, intangible fac- 
ulties, these viewless, bloodless, soulless beings whom an omnipotent 


God never crea’ and for whom there is no provision in the plan of 


salvation. [Lau 5 | 

ict, a pete of active en is crowded with them. Whether 
on the land or on the sea, in the mine or the man „ we find 
them arraying the merciless arm of consolidated capital against the 
derer overtaxed tissues of individual energy and unor- 
C They have even invaded the sanctuary and made merchandise of 
the priceless comforts of religion. The rage for corporate privile 

e so prevalent that the Young Men’s Christian Association 
can scarcely hold a prayer meeting without an act of Congress or a 
charter from a State lature authorizing them “to sue and be sued, 
plead and be impleaded.” [Laughter.] 

Instead of the old-fashioned, plain-spoken herald of the cross, pro- 
claiming to a sin-stricken world the gospel condition,“ Except ye re- 
pent ye shall all likewise perish,” we find some sleek, “si 
—— who “ has stolen the livery of heaven to serve the devil in, 
employed at a once of twenty-five or thirty thousand dollars a year, 
to soothe the somnolent stockholders of an incorporated church with 
assurances that there is no hell. 

To illustrate the tude as well as the power of some of these 
artificial sir, 1 might mention more one whose business 
is coextensive with our entire country, and whose active agencies are 
to be found in almost every city, town, and 2 0 y from the Bay of 
Fundy to the Golden Gate, and from the mouth of the Mississi ppi te 
the Zenith City of the unsalted seas.” Or, if that would not sufice, 
I could instance twelve others, commanding the energies of an army 
of employés more than five times as large as the entire military force 
of the United States, and controlling an aggregate capital of over 
* One of these corporate yot inoorporeat tik 

e yet incorporeal monsters, like an enormous 
17 has stretched its omniverous tentacles into eleven States of 
this Union, and controls to-day over six thousand miles of railway, 
and more than four hundred million dollars’ worth of pN zty, be- 
sides a traffic exceeding the entire foreign commerce o the nited 
States, while the expen Moos of its financial operations is second alone 
to those of the Government itself. 

I am perfectly aware, however, sir, that Co 
prevent the several States from 2 
pleasure. There is no check upon their fecun 
the prudence of their own people. Their tures may continue 
to spawn them in shoals until outnumber the frogs and lice that 
swarmed upon Egypt in the days of Pharaoh, yet Congress has no 
authority to strangle a single one of the pestilent brood. 

Nay, more, sir, they may continue to gorge themselves with the 
voracity of the horse-leech — — the hard-won fruits of human toil; 
they may even turn, like the hell-hounds described by Milton in his 
interview between Satan, Sin, and Death at the gate of Pandemonium, 
and batten upon the lascivious wombs which gave them birth; they 
may raven upon the States which created them until, like the livin 
but loathsome carcass of the tyrant Sylla, they are literally 9 
by the vermin bred from their own putrescence; yet we have no 
authority here to disturb a single one of these tes upon the 
body-politic in the exerise of any faculty with which it was endowed 
by the act of its creation. 

— 22 there vent thing we can Po which va 5 be do, and 
which it is pro to, at least partially, accomp y the 
of the bill under consideration. We can deprive them of the veel ese a 
nary privileges which have been conf upon them by judge-made 
law in utter defiance of the limitations of the Constitution. 

It is well understood by every one, sir, lawyer and layman, that all 
controversies between citizens of the same State, not arising under 
the Constitution or laws of the United States or treaties made under 
their authority, nor involving the title to land claimed under grants 
from different States, are wisely left to be determined in their domes- 
tic forums where justice can be ig and economically adminis- 
tered according to the laws of their domicile. While this is true, 
there is perhaps not a State in this Union in which, either under the 
comity of nations or by special license, there are not hordes of foreign 
corporations e in the daily transaction of business, involving 
from a few hun to as many millions of dollars, and all of them 
as completely protected by the laws of the States in which such busi- 
ness is transacted as their own citizens are or can be; and why the 
adjustment of their rights and liabilities arising under those laws 
should niot be committed exclusively to the tribunals of the States 
of whose generous sufferance they voluntarily avail themselves for 
their own emolument is something that no just mind can determine. 
Yet, sir, if one of those corporations should have a cause of action 
against a citizen arising out of a transaction under the laws of his 
own State, and within its limits, and where a perfect remedy may be 
had, it can choose its own forum. It may proceed against him in his 
home tribunals, or drag him off to a circuit court of the United States 
either in his own State, or in any other State in which he may be 
found, where the costs of the 3 will probably exceed the 
original demand, even if the unlucky defendant should be fortunate 
enough to secure the attendange of his witnesses atall. On the other 
hand, should a citizen sue one of these in a State court 
upon any demand however just, or however urgent his necessities 
may be for its speedy adjustment, the defendant may upon the merest 
pretext have the cause removed into the circuit court of the United 


has no power to 
such institutions at 
ty in that regard but 


* 
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States, perhaps hundreds of miles away, where the docket is proba- 
bly already crowded, and where he must either abandon his suit alto- 
gether, compromise at a ruinous sacrifice, or have hisright determined 


at an enormous and after the most harassing and frequently 
disastrous delays. 

A number of the States have endeavored to correct this most unjust 
and oppressive 3 33 it as a condition upon which for- 
eign corporations 8 permitted to carry on business within their 
limits that all controversies with their own citizens growing out of 
such business shall be determined by their own courts, but in vain; 
for the Supreme Court of the United States, after having repeatedly 
decided that a State has a perfect right to exclude a Sorel corpora- 
tion from its limits al ther, has declared that such a condition 
upon its admission is void for repugnance to the Constitution. 

But this is not all,sir. There are constant and growing complaints 
that in some localities the circuit courts of the United States are lit- 
erally overrun with business; that their dockets have been crowded 
for years, while causes are rapidly accumulating upon them, result- 
ing in ruinous delays and enormous expense to the Government, as 
well as to suitors and litigants. Take, for instance, the State of Iowa, 
where on the Ist day of July last there were pending upon the dockets 
of the circuit and district courts of the United States nine hundred 


and fifty-eight civil causes—a ter number, perhaps, in preportion 
to eee than in any other State in the Union. ‘Trecently asked 
an intelligent lawyer from that State how he accounted for this 
anomalous condition of affairs. 

Why, sir— j 

Said he— 


companies and other 
between those 


court by removal from the 


I have had no means of verifying this explanation by an actual in- 
spection of the docket, but it seems to be entirely rational, and is doubt- 
less true of other States where a similar condition of affairs appears to 


exist. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. KNOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. Did your informant at the same time 
tell you that over seven hundred of those cases were brought for vio- 
lation of drive-well patent claims, a swindling operation, and that no 
such condition of the docket ever existed before ? 

Mr. KNOTT. No, sir. I have given the only explanation I have. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. That is the fact. 

Mr. KNOTT. But, sir, a more striking illustration of the evil of 
15 7 the doors of the Federal judiciary to this class of suitors and 

tigants could not be found anywhere than in the present condition 
of the business before the Supreme Court. That court is nearly three 
years behind its docket, and the Attorney-General informs us that u 
to the 20th of November last a thousand and ninety new cases 
been placed upon that of the current term. Of these about one-fifth 
are causes in which the United States are interested, and as to the 
remainder, I am prepared to say from a nal i tion of the 
calendar that nearly one-half of them are those in which corporations 
of various kinds are parties, plaintiff or defendant. 

How many of these involve controversies arising under the Consti- 
tution or laws of the United States, or treaties made under their 
authority, or the title to lands claimed under grants from different 
States, I am unable to say, but I presume there are very few, if any. 
I undertake to say, however, sir, that if the cognizance of controver- 
sies to which corporations are parties were placed back precisely where 
the framers of the Constitution left it, the business before the Su- 
preme Court would be diminished fully one-third, if not one-half, 
while that in some of the circuit courts would be reduced in a still 

reater proportion. In some instances perhaps as much as three- 
Sonesta or four-fifths. 

But, sir, I favor a restriction of the jurisdiction assumed by the 
Federal courts in such cases for other and graver reasons than these. 
I favor it upon broader grounds than any contemplated in this bill. 
I favor it because in my judgment it is utterly impossible for an 
court of the United States to take cognizance of any cause to whic 
a corporation is a party without usurping authority nowhere conferred 
upon them in the Constitution, unless such cause arises under the 
Constitution or laws of the United States, or treaties madeunder their 
authority, or is within their admiralty or maritime jurisdiction. 

I am fully aware of the nature of the ground upon which I stand, 
and I have not taken it without mature deliberation. I know that 
the courts of the United States, circuit and Supreme, have held the 
contrary doctrine for over seventy years, yet I do not hesitate to sa: 
that in attempting to justify their assumption of jurisdiction in suc 
cases ‘ they have not only contravened all the known definitions and 
adjudications with respect to the nature of corporations, but they 
have repudiated the doctrines of the civilians as to the import of the 
term subject or citizen, and repealed at the same time that restric- 
tion in the Constitution which limited their jurisdiction to contro- 
versies between citizens of different States.” 

In saying this, sir, I can not be impeached of any want of a proper 


respect for the Federal judiciary in any of its branches, for I but re- 
peat the exact of one of the ablest jurists and purest pa- 
triots that ever adorned the supreme bench of our country. Nor do I 
affect any of that servile deference to judicial opinion which would 
shield it from legitimate criticism here or elsewhere. I have pre- 
cisely the same respect for the judiciary that I have for any other 
department of a great trees ries designed to protect the interests 
of a free people under the limitations of a written constitution ; but 
I know of no obligation that requires me, either as a citizen or asa 
Representative, to speak of its rulings 
In a bondman's key, 
With bated breath and a whispering humbleness, 

especially when the dictates of common sense satisfy me that they 
are consistent with neither reason nor law. 

Yes, sir; I know full well that the Federal courts have so long and 
so frequently entertained jurisdiction of such cases, and that, too, in 
utter violation of what to my mind is one of the plainest limitations in 
the Constitution, that any further protest in that quarter t the 
exercise of such usurped authority would be met, as it has heretofore 
been met, with the iron maxim stare decisis ; a rule which sanctifies 
absurdity by practice, and authorizes the repetition of error in de- 
fiance of law; and for that very reason I, for one, have sought in the 
provisions of this bill at least a ial correction of the evil. 

The claim to that jurisdiction is predicated upon the clause in the 
second section of the third article in the Constitution, which extends 
the judicial power of the United States to controversies between cit- 
izens of different States, and was first judiei affirmed in the case of 
The United States Bank against Deveaux and Robinson, (reported in 5 
Cranch, page 61,) a case in which a corporation composed of citizens 
of Pennsylvania had sued certain citizens of Georgia in the cireuit 
court of the United States for the district of the latter State. 

The circuit court seems to have taken a plain, common-sense view of 
the lan of the Constitution. It supposed that when the framers 
of that instrument used the word citizen, they fully understood the 
signification of that term as it had been defined by all writers upon 
legal or political science who had preceded them and that they in- 
tended it to convey the idea of a li , sentient human being, begot- 
ten, conceived, and born according to the ordinary course of nature 
and having a natural and inalienable right to the protection of the 
sovereignty to which its allegiance was due, and not a mere ema- 
nation of the legislative brain, a mere legal entity with neither body 
nor soul, created for certain specific purposes enumerated in the char- 
ter of its existence, and therefore very properly, as I think, refused 
to entertain jurisdiction of the case. On a writ of error, however, 
the Supreme Court reversed the judgment of the court below, and 
inaugurated a series of adjudications involving as much ingenious 
— legerdemain by way of sustaining a usurped ee, as can 

found in any like number of decisions since the dawn of civil judica- 
ture among men—a series of decisions, sir, so inconsistent with each 
other, with other doctrines declared by the same court, and with long- 
settled principles in legal science that they must remain a puzzle to 
the student of jurisprudence until Gabriel shall blow his final trump. 

Chief-Justice Marshall, who delivered the opinion of the court at- 
firming the jurisdiction of the Federal courts in this case, distinctly 
held that it did not result from the fact that the bank had been char- 
tered by an act of Congress, upon the principle that the case was one 


arising under the law of the United States, and admitted, moreover, 
that the mere legal entity known as a corporation was not 
and could not be a citizen; but in order to evade the logical result 


of that admission, which, in view of the plain common-sense mean- 
ing of the Constitution, would have been to put the case at once and 
forever beyond the cognizance of the Federal 1 he resorted 
toa most daring and unheard of piece of judicial necromancy, by 
which he 3 dissolved the ration, and remanded its 
aggregated elements back to their ori individuality in order that 
ey 55 8 in that capacity avail themselves of a privilege which 
they could not enjoy in their corporate relations. He not only ignored 
all the long-settled doctrines in relation to the nature, rights, and 
liabilities of bodies-corporate, but the very existence of the corpora- 
tion itself. He shut his eyes to the character of the litigant 8 
before the court, and assumed to determine the rights of individ 
who, as such, were total strangers to the record. He pushed the real 
laintiff aside, and declared, substantially, that it was not really the 
ank of the United States, not a corporation, who was suing, but the 
several, distinct, tangible, natural persons who com it; that 
those persons were citizens of the State of Pennsylvania, and as such 
had a right to sue the citizens of another State in the Federal courts. 
aes this anomalous ground, and this alone, he sustained the juris- 
iction. 

But in doing so, sir, he either f t or intentionally ignored a 
number of capone eae which had been settled for centuries. 
He seems to have totally forgotten the fact that for all the purposes 
contemplated in its charter a corporation is as complete a person in 
law as any of its corporators; that it is just as distinct in respect of 
its rights and liabilities from each of its members as its members 
are from each other; that it may contract with and sue, or be sued 
by, any or all of them; and that in making the sin declaration 

a suit by a corporation was the suit of the individual corpora- 


tors, he was simply asserting the 1 absurdity that a man may sue 
or be sued by himself. £ eet 5 


952 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 17, 


The truth is, sir, that one of the main inducements to the forma- 
tion of corporations is that the individual corporators are responsible 


neither in m nor fortune for the acts or delinquencies of the 
artificial being of which they are the constituent members ; yet if it 
be true, as by the court in this case, that a suit by or against 
a corporation is nothing more nor less than a suit by or against a 
number of natural persons suing or defending under a common name, 
it should follow as a legal consequence that each of those persons 
should be individually answerable for its results. 

But the court, in announcing this remarkable decision, seems to 
have forgotten also that the right to sue and the liability of being 
sued are but incidents to the capacity to make contracts, hold prop- 
erty, or to do other acts the performance or omission of which may 
become the subject-matter of controversies cognizable by courts of 
justice; and if the right of a corporation to sue in a Federal court is 
simply the right guaranteed by the Constitution to its members as 
citizens, then for the very same reason it may be said that a corpo- 
ration may do anything contemplated in its e r merely in virtue 
and by right of the citizenship of its corporators, irrespective of the 
place of its incorporation or the locality of the transaction, and the 
ultimate logic from the premises would be, that, no matter for what 

urpose it may have been organized, or by what State it may have 
3 chartered, it would have a perfect right to invade the limits of 
every other State in the Union, and carry on its business there, in com- 
petition with their citizens, in violation of their established policy, 
and in defiance of their statute laws; for it is distinctly provided in 
the second section of the fourth article of the Constitution that “the 
citizens of each State shall be entitled to all the privileges and im- 
munities of citizens in the several States.” 

This is a conclusion, sir, which no stretch of ingenuity can evade 
and no amount of sophistry conceal, if the doctrine laid down in this 
case of Deveaux be conceded as correct. Yet the Supreme Court, in 
a uniform series of decisions from the case of the Bank of Augusta 

inst Earle in 1839 (reported in 13 Peters, p 519) down, has de- 
cided, over and over again, that corporations have no extra-territo- 
rial powers; that they cannot claim the rights of their stockholders 
as citizens of one State to make contracts or carry on business in any 
other State; but that the legal exercise of their faculties beyond the 
limits of the sovereignty creating them is the result of a mere comity 
among the States, dependent upon their own local policy and revo- 
cable by them at pleasure. 

It is true, sir, that the court in a comparatively recent case made, 
in my judgment, a radical and dangerous departure from this doc- 
trine, so consonant with reason, so i ble in principle, and so 
obviously essential to the autonomy of the several States. And I must 
say that it is a matter of profound amazement as well as regret that 
after having asserted this salutary doctrine so frequently and em- 
phatically the court should so suddenly forget the rule stare decisis, 
and declare, as it did in the case of the Pensacola Telegraph Com- 
pany, (reported in 6 Otto,) that it is not only competent for Congress, 
under the pretext of regulating commerce between the States, to au- 
thorize a corporation created by the laws of one State to invade the 
territory of another and carry on business within its limits in defiance 
of its own statutes, but that in so doing it may annul any exclusive 
peat of the same privilege to its own citizens, or similar corpora- 

ms of its own creation. 

But what is stranger still, sir, is the fact that the opinion in the 
case to which I have just uded could have been penned by the 
same hand which wrote the following brief but vigorous passage in 
the dissenting opinion in the case of the Insurance Company against 
Morse, in 20 W. e: 

A State has the right to exclude foreign insurance companies from the transac- 

its jurisdiction. Su 


tion z —— me — Jeep — cs — 5 settled law of this court. The 
right to im conditions u mission WS $8 a necessary consequence 
from the right to exclude oan altogether, 


I thank God, Mr. Speaker, that there was at least one member of 
the court who had sufficient perspicacity to anticipate the terrible 
results to which the hideous doctrine announced in the Pensacola 
. case must ultimately lead, and co e enough to enter a 
manly and patriotic protest against it. I vod not wantonly dis- 
parage either the ability or the integrity of any of his learned asso- 
ciates, for they are all gentlemen for whom I entertain the highest 
3 respect; but I will say, sir, that had he not already inscribed 

name among the very highest on the list of distinguished jurists 
who have illustrated the annals of American jurisprudence, his dis- 
sent from the opinion of the court in this case alone ought to secure 
for Mr. Justice Field an imperishable monument in the affectionate 
admiration of an intelligent and liberty-loving people. 

But, sir, to return to the case of Deveaux, I have never conversed 
with an intelligent member of the bar who had carefully considered 
the doctrine there laid down who hesitated to pronounce it totally 
indefensible npon any correct principle of legal reason. Yet the 
fallacy in that case, glaring as it is, pales into utter insignificance 
when compared with the lengths to which the court has subsequently 
gone in asserting a jurisdiction which the Constitution under no 
rational interpretation ever conferred upon the Federal judiciary. I 
will not pause here to elaborate pe the manifest inconsistency be- 
tween the positions assumed in that case and the reasoning as well 
as the doctrine laid down in Osborn inst the Bank of the United 
States, 9 Wheaton, but will briefly call attention to the case of the 


Bank of the United States against the Planters’ Bank of Georgia, 
decided during the same term and reported in the same volume. 

In that case, sir, the court found itself confronted by difficulties 
which it did not seem to anticipate when the case of Deveaux was 
decided, difficulties which even its magic power of temporarily dis- 
solving a corporation in order to hold on to a usurped jurisdiction 
was insufficient to solve. It found it necessary to exhibit a still more 
startling and extraordinary power, derived from some other source 
than the Constitution, and to strip one of the States of this Union of 
the habiliments of sovereignty and place it on a level with a private 
citizen. And it proceeded to exercise that power without the slight- 
est hesitation or compunction, as I shall show. 

It appeared, upon a plea to the jurisdiction in this case, that the 
Planters’ Bank was a corporation, of which the State of Georgia and 
certain individuals who were citizens of the same State, with some 
of the stockholders in the United States Bank, were members; and 
we would naturally suppose that when the Chief-Justice came to 
resolve it back into its original elements, in order that Federal juris- 
diction might attach to its ultimate atoms, as he did in the case of 
Deveaux, he would have exclaimed at once: “There can be no Fed- 
eral jurisdiction here. It would be ridiculous to say that the State 
of Georgia can be a citizen, and especially a citizen of herself, and to 
allow this action to be ponte against her as a State would be in 
flat contravention of the eleventh amendment to the Constitution. 
which expressly provides that ‘the judicial power of the United 
States shall not extend to any suit in law or equity commenced or 

rosecuted against one of the United States by citizens of another 
tate or by citizens or 1 of any foreign state. ” 

Mr. Justice Johnson in fact took precisely that ground in his dis- 
senting opinion. Said he: 

The case of Deveaux forms, I su one of 
other ground can that decision be law then that the ee eee 


were 
the real ies plaintiff. The same principle applied to the co: 
will make the individual corporators Ee 0 ad § defendants tothisouit. Te tee 
the real plaintiff and the defendants are so related in personal character as to 
preclude this court from taking jurisdiction, I see no ground on which we can sus- 
tain it, unless we reverse the decision in 's case. So also with to 
the State of An suit against that State could not be maintained. 
Yet if an origi suit against a corporation be an original suit against each cor- 
3 cannot see wherein this case differs from that of a direct suit against 

The cruelty of this satire upon the opinion of the court is enhanced 
by the dissenting justice’s cool disclaimer of any responsibility for its 
former decision, which had so 5 parea a stumbling-block 
in its way. But it seems, sir, that his associates had determined that 
the United States Bank—that highly favored though illegitimate 
offspring of a rape upon the Constitution—should be permitted to sue 
any person in the Federal courts who was capable of being sued at 
all, withont regard to citizenship, residency, or any other qualifica- 
tion whatever. They therefore proceeded to ignore the doctrine of 
the Deveaux case, and to dispose of the eleventh amendment and 
the sovereignty of Georgia in a few brief and summary sentences, 

Chief-Justice Marshall, speaking for the court, said: 

The suit is against a corporation and the judgment is to be satisfied by the 
coming æ corporator, i ot by that at the co 5 The State does not, by bo; 
y © C0 on, e 2 
S although the State holds an interest in it. 

Nothing could be more correct or more succinctly stated than this, 
sir, but how differently itsounds from the language of the court in the 
case of Deveaux penned by the same illustrious hand. There is no in- 
timation here of a power in the court to work a temporary dissolution 
of the legal entity in order to operate directly npon its constituent 
elements, but 2 plain recognition of the familiar doctrine, that a cor- 
poration is a distinct being; that it has an cence ene of its own; 
that it exercises its own rights, and must answer its own liabilities in- 
dependently of the character of its members. But let us read a lit- 
tle farther: 

It is, we think, a sound principle that when a government becomes a 
a — company it divests itself, so far as concerns the transactions 

y, of its sovereign character and takes that of a private citizen. * * * The 

tate of Geo by giving the bank the capacity to sue and be sued, voluntarily 

strips itself of its sovereign character so far as respects the ons of the 
bank and waives all the privileges of that character. 

The recklessness of such language as this, sir, considering the ex- 
alted reputation of the person who uttered it and the court which 
sanctioned it, is utterly appalling. Iforbear to enlarge upon it. The 
loose confounding of corporations with mere partnerships, as well as 
the flippant assertion that the sovereignty of a State is something 
that can be laid aside at the whim of its islature, carries all the 
commentary it is entitled to upon its face. How much easier the solu- 
tion of the point would have been, and how much more consistent 
with his fame as an illustrious jurist, had Chief-Justice Marshall 
adhered to the plain, simple principle, which had been familiar to the 
student of jurisprudence for centuries, that the capacity of a corpora- 
tion to sue or be sued in no sense depends upon the personality of 
its corporators, but solely upon the law which gives it existence. 

Mr. Justice Daniel, long afterward, animadverting upon the doctrine 
asserted in the case of Deveaux, remarked that it“ presented a strik- 


in 
that com- 


ing instance of the error into which the strongest minds may be led 
whenever they shall depart from the plain, common-sense accepta- 
tion of terms, or from well-ascertained truths, for the attainment of 
conclusions which the subtlest ingenuity is incompetent to sustain 5” 
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and in view of the remarkable language used by the court, as well as 
the no less remarkable conclusion reached in the case of the Planters’ 
Bank of Georgia, he might have as justly 5 8 Fe How easy it is 


for even the most distinguished judge to lose sight of the beacon- 
lights of truth and the landmarks of law amid the murky mists of 
political prejudice!” 


The doctrine in the case of Deveaux havin 
and disowned by its own author, it was y to be expected that 
the world would ever hear of it again; yet, lar as it may seem, 
in the very next case in which the question of jurisdiction was 
raisod—I mean the case of the Commercial and Railroad Bank of 


been thus repudiated 


y overruled. 
the case of the Louisville, Cincinnati and Charleston road Com- 
pany against Letson came to be considered, when the court found 
itself entangled in such a mesh-work of difficulties that it not only 
felt compelled to confess that the doctrine laid down in the cases of 
Deveaux and Slocomb was 2 irreconcilable with that which had 
been acted upon in the ease of the Planters’ Bank of Georgia, but to 
3 a more preposterous position if possible than had been taken 
either. ki 

In this case Letson, a citizen of New York, had instituted an action 
in the circuit court of the United States for the district of South Car- 
olina, against the railroad company, a corporation chartered by the 
Legislature of the latter State. A plea to the jurisdiction disclosed 
the fact that while some of the corporators were citizens of South 
Carolina, others of them were citizens of North Carolina, and, more- 
over, that the State of South Carolina, the Bank of Charleston, and 
the Charleston Insurance and Trust Company were also members of 
the corporation, and that each of these co: tions was com 
of members some of whom were citizens of the State of New York. 

Now, upon this state of fact, sir, it was obvious that the jurisdic- 
tion of the Federal courts could not be maintained upon the doctrine 
laid down in the case of Deveaux, and reaffirmed in that of Slocomb, 
for several reasons, First, because upon the principle asserted in those 
cases some of the real parties defendant were citizens of the same 
State with the plaintiff, for which reason alone the court had refused 
to entertain jurisdiction in Slocomb's case; second, because several of 
the defendants, being citizens and residents of North Carolina, could 
not be sued in the district of South Carolina unless found therein ; 
and, third, because upon the same principle the suit was in fact one 
directly against one of the United States by a citizen of another State 
= expressly prohibited by the eleventh amendment to the Consti- 

ution, 

And it was equally manifest, sir, thet jurisdiction could not be 
maintained upon the principle affirmed in the case of the Planters’ 
Bank of Georgia, whether that principle was correct or not, because 
the defendant was not a corporation 9 by an act of Congress, 
and there could be no pretense that the case arose under the Consti- 
tution or laws of the United States or any treaty made under their 
authority. But the court was not to be persuaded to relax its gri 
upon the case by any such reasons as these, although it had farnished 
them out of its own mouth. It had already asserted its power to dis- 
solve a corporation in order to get at its individual members in de- 
fiance of both reason and authority; but now it determined to exer- 
cise its potential magic in an popore direction. Having exhibited 
its skill in destroying it concluded to try its genius in creating. It 
therefore assumed to clothe the corporation before it with faculties 
never dreamed of in its charter. It breathed upon the mere legal 
entity and it instantly became a living citizen. Ay, sir, a citizen! 
No ie a mere aggregation of citizens suing and being sned under 
an artificial name, but areal, live, independent citizen, though whether 
native born or naturalized or of what sex, color, or descent, the world 
must unfortunately remain forever in total ignorance. 

It may have occurred to the court, sir, for aught I know, that if it 
was true, as had been held in the cases of Deveaux and Slocomb, 
that a suit against a corporation was sepa a a suit inst the indi- 
yiduals composing it, then upon the plainest principles of common 
justice each of the corporators should be served with process and 

ave a fair chance to be heard in his own defense. Or the court may 
have concluded upon reflection that it might be somewhat difficult 
in such a proceeding to eliminate the rights and interests of each in- 
dividua}. member from those of the gate body, or to distinguish 
them from those of their fellow-corporators. But one thing is certain, 
it 5 the deepest regret that it had embarrassed itself with 
the doctrine announced in those cases, and determined to cut its way 
lik rae Pa Nei the toils in which it had thus thoughtlessly entan- 

led itself. It accordingly declared through Mr. Justice Wayne, who 

elivered the opinion in this case 

A corporation created by a State, to perform its functions under the authority of 
that State, and only suable there, though it may haye members out of the State, 
seems to us to be a person—though an artificial one—inhabiting and belonging to 


that State, and therefore is enti for th of 
deemed a citizen of that State, O E ie Ps peak oT aing una boing nots, 22 ba 


I say it in no spiritof wanton di „Mr. Speaker; but it seems 
to me, sir, that when the court reached its “therefore” it was ho 
lessly lost in the fog. The logic of this language reduced to its sim- 
plest terms is this: “A corporation is constructively an inhabitant 


of the State by which it is created, and under whose authority it 
performs its functions; therefore it is a citizen of that State.“ The 
sophistry employed in the Deveaux case was, to say the least of it, 
ingenious and plausible; but this, sir, is mere drivel. 

n the first place, mere inhabitancy or residence does not and can- 
not confer citizenship on any person. If it did,every unnaturalized 
foreigner residing in a State would be ipso facto a citizen, and our 
naturalization laws an idle and unnecessary piece of lumber on our 
statute-books. In the second place, the general capacity of a corpor- 
ation to sue and be sued depends neither upon the personality of its 
members nor the particular locality which may constructively 
termed its residence, but is derived, as T have said, solely from the law 
which gives it existence; and, in the third place, inhabitancy or res- 
idence is neither sufficient nor necessary to give jurisdiction to a Fed- 
eral court in a civil cause, As the law now stands, an alien or a citizen 
of New York may sue a citizen of Kentucky in the circuit court of 
the United States for the district of Oregon, if the defendant can be 
found within the territorial jurisdiction of that court, although 
neither of them may be an inhabitant or resident of that district. 

Ina word, sir, where a mere personal qualification is essential to the 
jurisdiction of the Federal courts in any case the Constitution pre- 
scribes actual citizenship or actual alienage, and that qualification 
must exist independent of any volition or assumed power of creation 
in the court. The Federal judiciary has no more constitutional au- 
thority to create a citizen by mere construction in order to obtain or 
hold jurisdiction of a given case than it has to transform a citizen 
into an alien for the same purpose. 

In fact, Mr, Speaker, the logic of the Supreme Court in relation to 
this subject seems to be completely wrong end foremost. It assumes 
the capacity of a corporation to sue and be sued in the Federal courts, 
and from that deduces the conclusion that it must of necessity be a 
citizen; whereas the capacity to sue and be sued in the Federal courts 
results from citizenship, and not citizenship from that capacity. I 
repeat, sir, that if the reasoning of the court means anything at all 
it is simply this: a corporation ought to have the capacity to sue 
and be sued in the courts of the United States, and therefore it has 
that capacity; none but citizens or aliens can have that capacity; a 
corporation has it, therefore a corporation is a citizen. But why not 
pronounce it an alien as well? an alien it would answer every 
purpose of jurisdiction as conveniently as it could as a citizen, and 
more so, for as an alien it could sue a citizen of the same State by 
ysk it was chartered and under whose authority it performs its 
functions. 

But let us see, sir, how this singular hypothesis of the Supreme Court 


squares with some of the most ordinary and uni y recognized 
rightsanddutiesof citizenship. Ifacorporation is acitizen of the State 
which created it, it is, by virtue of that o ter, a citizen of the United 


States also. If, therefore, it has been in existence twenty-five years, 
and an inhabitant of the State by which it was created, as the court 
says it is, it may be elected to Congress; or, if it has been chartered 
for thirty years, it may be chosen by the State Legislature as a United 
States Senator; or, without regard to the date of its incorporation, 
it may be appointed an elector of President and Vice-President; and 
if the court had only gone one step further and construed it to be “a 
natural-born citizen,” it might in time aspire to either of those ex- 
alted offices, or be commissioned as General of the Army, or sent as 
minister plenipotentiary and embassador extraordi to some for- 
eign court, 1 Unfortunately, however, for the aspira- 
tions of these new-fangled citizens, Sir Edward Coke, more than a. 
hundred years before our Government was dreamed of, suggested a 
little difficulty in their way which, under our Constitution, is perhaps- 
insuperable. They cannot “take the oath,” either “iron-clad” or 
“modified.” [Great laughter. ] 

According to the same distinguished authority, however, they en- 
joy certain immunities which their less fortunate fellow-citizens can- 
not claim, and which may in some measure compensate for their in- 
capacity to hold office. He says they cannot commit treason, felony, 
or other crime, nor suffer a traitor’s or a felon’s punishment. They 
are not liable tocorporeal penalties and cannot be committed to prison, 
for their existence being ideal no man can arrest them, nor can they 
be tied up to the whipping post, and having no souls to save they are 
totally unconcerned about the doctrines of Plymouth Church or the 
“mistakes of Moses.” Seer ATE. 

But, sir, there is nothing in all this that can be so construed as to 
excuse a corporation from the performance of military duty, and as 
they enjoy so many 3 over their fellow-citizens in other 
respects they should certainly be required to take their chances in 
the tented field and “on the terrible ridgo of battle.” In fact Iam 
inclined to think, sir, that in pany patien anarmyof corporations 
would prove a decided success. ing incorporeal it would have no 
need of camp equipage, quartermaster’s, commissary’s, or medical 
stores, so the Government could not only save millions upon millions 
of dollars on that account, but dispense with the innumerable host 
of staff officers witlr which the service is now infested. [Laughter. 
Being invisible, oursoldiers could steal upon the enemy unawares an 
“smite him hip and thigh” without so much as pang seen. [Re- 
newed laughter.] Being intangible it would be Soy ar le for any of 
them to be wounded, so we would have no medical and surgical his- 
tories to print at an enormous expense, and no floods of invalid pen- 
sion bills crowding the Private Calendar. [Laughter.] Having no 
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bonoi they could not suffer from camp diarrhea; and being immortal 
no difference to them as have no souls to be damned in any event. 
[Great laughter.] How they would behave or what execution they 
might do in an actual fight I am unable to say, but there is one thing 
of which I have no doubt whatever, and that is, give them half a 
chance and they would be pretty certain to get away with the bulk 
of the enemy’s supplies. Changhter.] 

It may be objected, however, sir, that I am not treating the opin- 
ion of the court fairly. It may be said that it only goes to the 
extent of declaring a corporation “ a citizen for the purposes of suin, 
and being sued.” That is trie, sir; but I lly submit tha 
such a qualification of the citizenship with which it assumes to en- 
dow u mere ideal being is more obnoxious to criticism than if it had 
gone the full length of declaring a corporation a citizen for every 

urpose whatever. I submit, sir, such a thing as a quasi citizen is 
a nondescript utterly unknown to any system of political science ever 
taught among men. We have read the ancient myths of the satyr 
and the centaur, half man and half beast, but the enlightened in- 
telligence - 1 et for cnn Igboa at 8 the a 
figments of a i imagination. We have too, of the 
Mississippi flatboatman who claimed to be half horse and half alli- 
gator, with a heavy cross of snapping-turtle, [great laughter, ] yet 
no es it as an; ng more than the boast of a - 
gadocio inspired by bad whisky. But what are we to think of suc 
a 1 monster as this which seems to have exhaled from the 
Joucla brain in the case of Letson ?—half corporation and half cit- 


n! 
Deformed, unfinished, sent before its time 
Into this breathing world, scarce half made up! 

But, sir, if a citizen for one purpose why not for another? If a 
citizen for the purposes of suing and being sued, why not a citizen for 
the purposes of buying, selling, and holding property, or doing any- 
thing else contemplated in the charter? Andifaci for all these 
purposes, why has it not a paos right under the clause in the Con- 
stitution to which I refe awhile ago to rm its functions any 
where in any State, whether such State is willing to it or not? 

Facilis desensus Averni. 


The steps from one to another of these positions are easy and natu- 
ral. If ene of them is sound in principle, or consistent with common 
sense, the others are equally so. But whether sound or unsound, rea- 
sonable orunreasonable, a court whose assumed powers transcend those 
of Omnipotence itself, a court which can create a citizen out of noth- 
ing, can easily endow it with all the immunities guaranteed in the 
Constitution to those whom the Deity created ont of the dust of the 
earth. It can readily put in practice its dictum in this case of Letson, 
that to all intents and p for the objects of their incorpora- 
tion these artificial persons are capable of being treated as a citizen 
as much as a na person.” 

When this is done, sir, when the wealthy, powerful, and ambitions 
corporations of the more populous States are permitted as a matter 
of constitutional right to invade the limits of any other State for the 
purpose of carrying on their functions in defiance of its laws, as has 
already been done, though upon a different ground, in the case of 
the Western Union Tele; 2 Company against the Pensacola Tele- 
graph Company, to which I alluded awhile ago, there is no telling 
where the mischief will end. As was traly said by one of the most 
distinguished judges that ever sat on the supreme 


nch of my own 
State: 


The apparent reciprocity of power would prove to be a delusi Th - 
tion tor pedig sbri aes 8 would but . the 3 
paragement of the weaker States. Resistance and retaliation would lead to conflict 
ion, and the weaker States must either submit to have their policy con- 
trolled, their monopolized, their domestic institutions reduced to g- 
nificance, or the peace and harmony of the States broken up and destroyed. 
Here the hammer fell. 
Cries of “Go on!” “Goon!” 
. KNOTT. As Jam somewhat fatigued, I would prefer to pro- 
ceed to-morrow. [Cries of “Allright!” “All right!“ 
Mr. ROBINSON. I understand the gentleman from Kentucky 
would prefer going on to-morrow instead of completing his remarks 
to-day. I therefore call for the regular order. 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the House resolve itself inte Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of the report of 
the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. ATKINS. Before that motion is put I wish to ask the gentle- 
man from Kentucky how much longer he supposes the Committee of 
the Whole will be an St in the consideration of this report ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is impossible for me to answer that ques- 
tion; but I will say I see no reason why this ry sige should not be 
finally 3 of by to-morrow evening. And order to hasten 
action on it, Coogee motion that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the ole, I moye that all further debate on clause 


3, Rule XXI, which is now under consideration, be limited to twenty 
minutes. 


Mr. GARFIELD. That is right. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Will that cover all amendments to be offered 
hereafter? 


could not be killed in battle, or if they could be it would make XXI 


Mr. BLACKBURN. All amendments to this clause, clause 3 of Rule 


Mr. PAGE. I hope the gentleman will limit the motion to the 
amendments now before the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I cannot to that. Unless we put some 
limit to the debate it will be simply interminable. We have had six 
weeks’ debate on this report. I am sure the Committee on Rules have 
taken up no time unnecessarily, but it seems to me a six weeks’ de- 
bate is enough. I propose there shall be twenty minutes more upon 
this one clause of this rule and all amendments pending thereto. 

The motion to limit debate was agreed to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. CARLISLE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theclanse under consideration of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole is clause 3 of Rule XXI, and the pending question 
is on the amendment of the gentleman from Georgis (Mr, Serer] as 
amended by the adoption of the substitute ofii by the gentleman 
from Ohio 9 75 WARNER. ] 

Mr. WHITE. Let the pending amendment be read. 

The Clerk read Mr. SPEER’s amendment, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “order,” in line 6 of clause 3, and insert “ but it 
Sane be > crane eames out any sum of money in an appropriation bill and insert 
a 

And Mr. WARNER’s substitute therefor, adopted by the Committee 
of the Whole, as follows: 

Except that it shall be in order to reduce the amounts of money provided for by 
existing law and covered by the bill, and to that extent only to cl the law. 

So that the clause, if amended by the adoption of Mr. WaRNER’s 
substitute, would read: 


3. No a thane ter ony ae as riation bill, or be in 
order as * thereto, for an sore —— ously authorized by 


th 

the amounts of ded 

to that „ the 
Mr. FINLEY. As I understand, the substitute offered by the gen- 

tleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] has been adopted by the Commit- 

tee. 


The CHAIRMAN. It has been agreed to as a substitute for the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Georgia; but the ques- 
tion still remains will the committee agree to this as a substitute for 
that part of the report. 

8 I wish to say that I hope the substitute will be 
opted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is not debatable. The question 
is on the adoption of the amendment as amended, 

Mr. PAGE. I desire to enter my protest 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been exhausted on the pending 
amendment. 

Mr. PAGE. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Any debate now will be under the operation 
of the order limiting debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all debate on this para- 
graph and any amendments thereto is limited to twenty minutes. 

PAGE. I desire to offer my protest against the adoption of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] which has 
been adopted as a substitute for the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. SPEER.] In my judgment the rule if adopted in 
that form will be worse than the twenty-first rule as it now stands. 
I believe that under the o ion of this rale, should it be adopted, 
it would be in order to strike out the appropriation for the Army of 
the United States or to reduce it to a certain amount, and thereby 
the law might be changed to coi nd with such reduction. 

Now, it has been decided by the gentleman who at present occupies 
the chair that unless a proposition showed upon its face that it did 
reduce expenditures it was not in order upon an appropriation bill. 

It was decided by a former Speaker of this House, Hon. Mr. Kerr, 
of Indiana, that unless a provision reported in an appropriation bill, 
or presented as an amendment thereto, should show upon its face a 
reduction of expenditures, it was not in order upon an appropriation 
bill. The pending proposition, upon which the committee is now 
called to vote, if adopted, would make it absolute that an amend- 
ment reducing the amount of money provided for by Jaw would be in 
order, and the law could be so amended as to correspond with that 
reduced amount of money appropriated. That would render certain 
what has been ruled by but one presiding officer, the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] who now hascharge of the report of the 
Committee on Rules. He is the 5 of the Committee of 
the Whole of this House, so far as I know, who has decided contrary 
to three prior decisions by occupants of the chair, 

The first of those decisions was made by the Speaker of this Honse 
on an amendment to a bill proposing to transfer the control of the 
Indian Bureau from the Interior 3 to the War Depart- 
ment. That matter was thoroughly ussed in this House, and upon 
a point of order Hon. M. C. Kerr ruled the proposition out of order. 
In the Forty-fourth Congress the gentleman from Illinois, LMr. 
SPRINGER, ] while acting as chairman of the Committee of the Whole, 
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ruled out asimilar proposition on the appropriation bill; and the 
tleman from Illinois, Mr. Eden, ruled on a proposition submi by 
my colleague at that time, Mr. Wigginton, to abolish the offices of 
surveyors-genoral in the States and Territories, that the amendment 
was not in order, as it did not show upon its face that it would work 
a retrenchment of expenditures. And the present occupant of the 
Chair, the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. CARLISLE, ] in the Forty- 
fourth Congress made a similar ruling. 

But in the last Congress the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] reversed these rnlings and did admit a proposition that pro- 
vided for the abolition of the offices of surveyors-general in the dif- 
ferent States and Territories, and which would have worked a thor- 
ough change in existing laws in reference to the public lands. That 
proposition was offi as an amendment to an appropriation bill, 
and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ] ruled it in order. 

With that exception it has been universally held under the present 
rule that no amendment of that kind was in order. Under the pro- 
posed change, now pending before the Committee of the Whole, the 
amendment, if adopted, will make absolute the rule that an amount 
of money provided by existing law may be changed to a less sum, 
and to that extent the law may be so as to conform to the 
reduced sum of money appropriated. 

I am opposed to that, and I hope the Committee of the Whole will 
vote down the proposition of the gentleman from Geo: (Mr. 
SPEER, I as faced by the adoption of the substitute offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio, Mr. WARNER.] I inflnitely prefer the present 
rule, with a fair construction of the rule, such as we have had on dif- 
ferent occasions., I believe the minority of this House will be safer 
with the rules as they now stand than they would be with the amend- 
ment pro by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. WARNER,] and 
therefore I hope that the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not think the record will bear out the 
statement made by the gentleman from California, [Mr. PAR, ] who 
seems, instead of rising to discuss the amendment or the clause pend- 
ing, to be actuated rather by a desire to indulge in a piece of criti- 
cism upon some ruling that I may chance to have made while occu- 
pying the chair. I not believe the record will bear out the 
construction the gentleman gives to that ruling; I do not believe 
any such singularity of ruling will appear. 

T certain] do not mean to reflect upon any ruling which may have 
been made by the Speaker of this House, by the present occupant of 
the chair, or É: the gentleman from Illinois, [ Mr. SPRINGER, ] as they 
have been referred I simply desire to say that if at any time in 
the past I have made a ruling, or shall at me! time in the future be 
fortunate enough to make one, which incurs the criticism of the par- 
liamentarian from California, it will only strengthen my conviction 
of having been right in that ruling. 

The question was taken n the amendment of Mr. SPEER, as 
amended by the adoption of the substitute offered by Mr. WARNER; 
and upon a division there were—ayes 32, noes 80. 

No further count being called for, the amendment, as amended, was 


not agreed to. 
Mr. PRICE. Is an amendment now in order? 
5 bird CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the amendment and then 
ecide. 
Mr. PRICE. I move to add to clause 3 of Rule II that which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Which retrenchment shall not be by inference, but shall in express terms specify 
on its face the amount of money to be saved by the amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. That amendment would be in order as a sub- 
stitute for the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Alabama, 
(Mr. Lowe, ] which is now pending. The Clerk will read the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman Alabama. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. Lowe, which was to add to 
clause 3 the following: 

Provided, however, That no provision or amendment of a partisan character shall 
be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. PRicE] would be in order as a substitute for the amendment ef 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Lowe. ] 

Mr. PRICE. I will move it as a substitute for that amendment, 
and ask that the Clerk read the third clause as it will be if the 
amendment which I have offered shall be adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


3. No appropriation shall be re in any general appropriation bill, or be in 

_ order as an amendment thereto, for an — — ously authorized by 
law, unless in continuation of approp tions for such public works and objects as 
are already in progress. Nor any provision in any such bill or amendment 
thereto existing law be in order, except such as, being germane to the 
ory Neg ten ad o an a Boe pipaa expenditures, 4 858 1 — — 
no inference, 8) terms on its face amount 
money to be saved by the — olga specify 


Mr. PRICE. The only object I have in offering that amendment 
is this: in the discussions upon this very point, whether the amend- 
ment was germane and whether it did retrench expenditures, the oc- 
cupants of the chair at different times have decided differently. On 


the one side it would be alleged that such an amendment would de- 
crease e 


xpenditures; and on the otherside it would be affirmed that 
the amendment would not reduce expenditures.. 


My object in offering this amendment is simply to fix the matter 
peT so far as this point is concerned, so that in every case and 
under all circumstances an amendment, to come within the rule, shall 
specify on its face, not by inference but in express terms, that ex- 
penditures are reduced and shall state the amount of the reduction. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to say but a single word. It was generally under- 
stood that the Committee on Rules were to meet for the consideration 


of this question, and that very likely they might agree upon some- 
thing to 2877 the lace of these very amendments which have been 
osed. I simp 


wish to —5 that the committee met last night, 
and adjourned at eleven o’clock without agreeing upon anything to 
take the place of Rule XXI; and they cannot agree. 

Now, as only twenty minutes are allowed for debate, I desire to 
say that hereafter when there will be no op ty for discussio 
an amendment may be offered providing in effect that nothin, shall 
be in order as an amendment on an appropriation bill unless it shall 
have been reported by a committee of this House. Now, I warn 
gentlemen of the House that this would be infinitely worse than the 
rule as it stands at present, because under that rule without any 
amendment we have only fifteen men who can set their busy brains at 
work to invent some sort of a political “rider” to put on an appro- 
priation bill. But if such an amendment as I have indicated be 
adopted, authorizing every committee of this House to report amend- 
ments and providing that these amendments shall be in order, you 
simply declare that not fifteen merely, but every committeeman on the 
democratic side of this House, so long as the democratic party are in 
the majority here, may set his busy brain at work getting up some 
sort of “riders” for 9 bills. If such a proposition is made, 
I trust it will be promptly voted down. 

Mr. SPEER. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Noamendment would be inorder at present, as 
two amendments are pending. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I wish to say a single word on the pending amend- 
ment in reply to the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Price.] The object of 
that gentleman is manifestly good; but the of his amend- 
ment makes it of no co uence whatever as an effective machine 
for preventing “riders.” Under such a provision I can offer an 
amendment to the Army appropriation bill reorganizing the Army of 
the United States throughout, and can say in words as a part of my 
amendment that the clause thus added shall reduce the cost of sup- 
porting the Army $1,000. Ican say in the amendment, “ for the pur- 

of reducing the cost of 3 the Army $1,000, which is 

sh. a part of the law.” Thus my 

amendment reorganizing the whole Army or any other de ent of 
the service complies technically with the terms of the rule. 

Now, in my judgment, we are in an attitude where one of three 
results must happen: either the rule must stand as now, with all its 
bad consequences; or the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia, 
(Mr. SPEER,] which mitigates ly the evil of the existing rule, 
will be adopted ; orsome middle proposition, like that of my colleague, 
[Mr. WARNER, ] will be adopted, which, contrary to the opinion of 
my friend from California, Mr. PAGE, ] does, as I think, largely cut 
down the power of “riders,” although not as much as many of us 
desire. I hope that under the present circumstances we shall get 
one , fair chance to vote off al her that clause of the rule 
which allows any change of existing law on an appropriation bill. 
That is the fair, plain, clear reparation of all difficulty. If we can- 
not do that, then the proposition of the gentleman from Georgia is the 
next best 2 and I hope we shall stick by it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is the same thin 

Mr. SPEER. I wish to make a par entary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr.SPEER. What is the condition of the amendment I submitted? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been disposed of by the Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. SPEER. So I understood, and therefore I desired to offer an- 
other amendment. ~ 

Mr. HURD. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to take oe pid 
this discussion until the amendment was proposed by my colleague 
45 WARNER] to the proposition of the gentleman from Georgia, 

Mr. SPEER.] The propositions, both of my colleague and the gen- 
tleman from a are full of danger. To ascertain the danger 
we must understand the legal situation upon which these proposi- 
in 


noes done, the followin 
en 


tions operate. This House is not now e islation, but in 
determining the rules which shall govern bend ings incident to 
legislation. In doing this the House can undoubtedly regulate the 


methods to be pursued in the exercise of the other powers conferred 
upon it in the Constitution, but it cannot impair or destroy those 

wers. 
P The Honse originates appropriation bills or bills of revenue. The 
propositions of my colleague and of the gentleman from Georgia 
operate upon them, They declare, in substance, that no general nor 
political hay tere shall be attached to appropriation bi 

This would do if both Houses could originate bills of revenue; but 
the Constitution expressly declares that this power shall be exercised 
by the House of ih, sna Sarre only. What does this mean? His- 
tory incontestably demonstrates that this provision was inserted in 
the Constitution to give to the immediate representatives of the peo- 
ple the control of appropriations, to enable them to restrain execu- 
tive authority, to secure redress of grievances, and to bring about the 
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adoption of salutary measures of legislation. It was designed to au- 
thovize the House to say to the President that unless there was re- 
dress of the grievances of which it complained in a particular Depart- 
ment of the executive branch of the Government there should be no 
appropriation for such Department. 

Sach has been the use of a similar provision in the English consti- 
tution. For such uses has it been employed, I venture to say, by every 
House of Representatives of the Congress since the adoption of the 
Federal Constitution. Without such power resulting to the House, 
the language of the Constitution in this respect is meaningless. But 
such uses are impossible if general 1 bo prohibited upon ap- 
propriation bills. The executive authority might spate the appro- 
priation bill and veto the general legislation which contained the 
redress of grievances if they were presented to him seperate. This, 
indeed, would always be the case when there was a dispute between 
the executive and legislative branches of government. 

To adopt, therefore, the amendments of my 3 and the gen- 
tleman from Georgia is to surrender the power the Constitution 
gives, to abdicate the authority the House to originate bills 
of revenue exclusively, and this, too, with the unlimited power of 
amendment of the House bills in the Senate. The propositions, there- 
fore, not only destroy the power of the House to secure redress of 
grievances through appropriations, but practically make it an ex- 
clusive power of the Senate. All this I admit may be done bya 
constitutional amendment only, as has been already done by the many 

States to which the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Janta dd | 
referred the other day. I deny that this result can be accomplish 
by the readme of a mere rule, intended only for the regulation of 
the proceedings of the House. 

But even if the power to redress grievances through appropriation 
bills might be taken away by a rule, it seems to me it would be un- 
manly in any House, under any circumstances, at any time, to so sur- 
render it. 1 would be a confession that the majority was afraid to 
legislate, an admission of its own inability to meet questions as the 
arise, and a proclamation of its own inefficiency. It would be a vol- 
untary binding of its own hands. It would be shrinking from the 
responsibilities of legislation which each member assumes when he 
accepts the certificate of his election and the majority assumes when 
it organizes the House. 

But how utterly inexcusable it would be for the House of Repre- 
sentatives in this Congress in the present exigency to surrender this 

wer! In the extra session we entered into a contest which we 

ew would be protracted. The power we assailed was entrenched 
behind past legislation and present executive authority. We knew 
that we could not win inaday. Thus far in the contest we have 
learned the value of our power to control the purse. Through it, 
and through it only, we have won impartial juries and shorn the 
Army of mach of its dangerous power. And now in the midst of the 
conflict it is proposed to abandon the power which has given us the 
artial victory. Astounding proposition! Surrender of the colors 
in the face of the foe, abandonment of the vantage-ground in the 
heat of the fight, these are offenses rarely excused in military war- 
fare. They are absolutely without justification here when we are 
engaged in a contest for the liberties of the people, when their voices 
are temporarily silent except as we utter them, and when we have 
their colors in our hands at our own solicitation. 

For one, I insist that the democratic majority of this House shall 
stand impregnably upon the Constitution; that itshall exercise every 
power that instrument has conferred for the people; and that least 
of all and last of all shall it abate one jot or tittle of its authority 
over the purse until every vestige of military power shall have dis- 
appeared from the peaceful States of this Union. [Applause.] 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WARNER obtained the floor, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remind the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WARNER] that of the twenty minutes allowed by the House for 
debate on this proposition only two minutes remain. 

Mr. WARNER. I regret that I have not more time; I hope my 
time may be extended. 

I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that I repudiate as undemocratic the 
doctrine that this House may rightly withhold appropriations from 
legitimate objects, necessary to the support of the Government, as a 
means of coercing the Senate or the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. FINLEY, I wish to ask the gentleman how he voted at the 
extra session on riders on appropriations. Did he not vote in favor 
of putting them on? 

Mr. W. I would vote again to reduce or, if need be, toshut 
off entirely an appropriation from a specific object for which I thought 
the appropriation 7 to be reduced or Sonnet altogether, and to 
that end to change the law. That is a right this House clearly has, 
and I am the last member that would surrender that right. But to 
stop appropriations from objects about which there is no contention, 
as a means to compel compliance with some measure about which the 

jority of this House and the Senate or the Execntive may differ, is 
quite a different proposition. Individual members may have so held 
and voted at the extra session, but the democratic held to no 
suck doctrine. It refused to take that position, and for one I will 
not be committed to it now. 

The doctrine that we are to look to the Executive for a redress of 
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grievanoes is utterly foreign to our system of Government. It was 
e old doctrine five hundred years ago or a hundred years ago that 
all powers of government were inborn in the king; and consequently 
when onr forefathers got King John in a tight place they compelled 
him to give up some of his rights and vest them in the people, or 
rather, in certain t barons. In England it is true the people have 
said to the king time and again, We will not let you have money; 
we will not levy taxes or give you revenues unless yon will surrender 
to us some of the powers of government inherited by divine right, at 
léast unless you will yield to us some privileges or secure to us some 
liberties.” And this is consistent with the theory of the divine right 
of kings. But how utterly different our theory of government? With 
us government derives all its powers from the consent of the governed. 

he President of the United States never possessed power not de- 
rived from the people, and I do not propose, myself, to recognize any 
other doctrine. power in this country originates with the people. 
The Executive hasno power, any more than this House has, except that 
which the people have given to him, and it is absurd to talk about 
compelling a redress of our grievances from that official. The people 
redress their own grievances in this country; and the President is as 
much responsible to the people as is the House of Representatives or 


on 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SPEER. I desire to offer the following as a substitute for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. LOWE] as sought 
to be amended by the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. PRICE: 

But it shall be in order to strike out an amount of money appropriated in a bill 
and insert a less amount. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I submit that this proposition is substantially the 
same 8 we have already voted on. 

Mr. SPEER. It differs from the amendment heretofore offered. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I submit that it is substantially the same. 

Mr. GARFIELD. It is not identical. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is substantially so. 

Mr. SPEER. The phraseology is different. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But the idea is the same. 

The CHAIRMAN. According to the present recollection of the 
Chair, this is the identical amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Ohio and rejected in the committee when this question was 


last up. 
Mr. GARFIELD. The Chair is mistaken. I said “sum of money.” 
This is “amount of money,” and markedly different. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. It is a difference without a distinc- 


tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Ohio state that in his 
opinion this means om ifferent from the one he offered ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. That is for the House to One is differ- 
ent; it is not identical, and that is what the rule turns on. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I submit it to the Chair, and Ido not think the 
Chair will have oat difficulty in deciding it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair dislikes to pass upon the mere defi- 
nition or significations of words when the committee is equally com- 
petent todoso. But it seems to the Chair this is identical—— 

Mr. GARFIELD, The rule is very clear that an identical proposi- 
tion that has been voted down cannot be offered; but nothing is more 
common here in practice in the House than to strike ont an unim- 
portant word or make an unimportant change, and then it is in order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Where does the gentleman find the word “iden- 
tical” inserted in the rule ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. What is that? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask the gentleman from Ohio where he finds 
in any rule it must be identically the same proposition ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I say the rule is so. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, And I say there is no such word in the rule. 

Mr. GARFIELD. A proposition consists of words, and if the words 
are the same it is the same proposition. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There is no such thing in the rules. 

5 GARFIELD. And if it is not the same proposition it is in 
order. 

Mr. REED. A proposition may be sometimes decided by the con- 
clusion to which it would arrive if carried out. Now, if the proposi- 
tion on the other side is carried out to its conclusion—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I object to this debate if it is not 
in order, and it is not in order, in my judgment, as we have already 
closed debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to hear gentlemen on this 
question of order. 

Mr. REED. If the proposition on the other side ig carried out to 
its legitimate conclusion it would make the Chairman the interpreter 
of the meaning of, amendments, and that assuredly cannot be the 
object of any rule of this House. If the lan different, it is 
for the House to determine whether the meaning is the same or not, 
not for the Chairman. Isubmit there is no other rule consistent with 
proper deliberation on the part of an assembly like this. 

r. BLACKBURN. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Has the Chair ruled on the point of order 
raised by the tleman from Georgia? 

The C . The Chair has intimated what his ris ina 
is, but has not made a final decision. The gentleman from rgia, 
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hear him 

Mr. SPEER. It seems to me there is a difference in the amendment 
I offer from the one dis of by the committee. The one which 
was disposed of is this:“ But shall be in order to strike out any sum 
of money in an appropriation bill and insert a less sum.” That was 
“sum of money in an appropriation bill.” This is, But it shall be in 
order to strike out an amount of money appropriated in a bill.” 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the difference between “a sum of 
money” and an “ amount of money?” 

Mr. SPEER. Of course, it is the same thing, but itis not the same 
proposition. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Precisely the same. 

Mr. SPEER. I submit it is for the House to say whether it is the 
same proposition. 

The C Of course it is for the House or the committee, 
as the case may be, in every instance to revise the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Will the Chair let me make a suggestion as to a 
very Scat matter of substance of difference in these two proposi- 
tions 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) If the gentleman is to debate the 
proposition, I should like to have a minute. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I am not going to debate the merits at all. One 
of these proportione relates to an appropriation bill as such, namely, 
any one of the twelve regular bills, and the other relates to any appro- 
priation in any bill. One of them, therefore, applies to all bills, what- 
ever their character, containing an ef wae py and the other is 
confined to the twelve a: porone ution bi If the Chair will observe, 
sac? Sup substantially different propositions as well 

. ATKINS. There are more than twelve bed gh bing ane bills, 
Sometimes we have half a dozen deficiency bills, and those are appro- 
priation bills also. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. What ef- 
fect had the order of the House limiting all debate upon the third 
clause 5 this twenty-first rule and all amendments thereto to twenty 
minutes 

The CHAIRMAN. That relates to debate on the merits; but the 
Chair will hear discussion on the point of order. The Chair has list- 
ened to this discussion, as he is reluctant to take upon himself the 
authority of depriving the committee of the right to pass upon amend- 
ments; but the Chairiswholly unable to perceive any difference what- 
ever between the words “amount of money” and “sum of money” 
in this connection. And as to the last point made by the gentleman 
from Ohio, this rule which is under consideration relates to general 
appropriation bills and to none other; and if this amendment were 
ingrafted, it would still refer only to general appropriation bills. 
The Chair decides that the point of order is well taken, and hopes that 
any Ft who excepts to the ruling will take an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair to the committee. 

Mr. GARFIELD. With the utmost respect to the presiding officer 
I appeal from that decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio takes an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair, and the question before the committee is, 
Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee? The Chair would prefer to have a division of the House on this 
question. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Very well; I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GARFIELD and Mr. BLACKBURN were 
arpon 

House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 129, noes 100. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. - 

Mr. SPEER. I move the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

But it shall be in order to strike out an amount of money appropriated in any 
bill for any purpose, passed or pending, and insert a less amount. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I make the same point of order on that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And besides it is not germane. ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is not germane. It is substantially the same 


Ly meh yer 
. BLOUNT. That does not relate to appropriation bills. 

Mr. SPEER. It does not allude to appropriation bills. It alludes 
to any bill before the House making appropriations. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. SPEER. This does not refer to appropriation bills only. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Then it is not germane. 

Mr. SPEER. But it refers to any bill before the House appropri- 
ating money. I offer that substitute now, and I think it is in order. 
It is substantially different from the amendment disposed of by the 
committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will not 10 on extending the time of dis- 
cussion at all. I will put the gentleman from Georgia on his candor, 
and ask him whether it is not substantially the same amendment dis- 
pea of by this Committee of the Whole once, and ruled out of order 

y the chairman a second time, and the action of the Chair in that 
matter sustained by the committee? 

In the first place, the point of order is made 


who offered the amendment, desires to be heard on it, and the Chair 


the amend- 


-ment of the gentleman because it is not germane to the subject that 
is embraced in this clause of the rule. In the second place, the point 
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of order is made it is not in order because it is (and no one will un- 
dertake to deny it) substantially and identically the amendment 
which has been once anay disposed of by this committee, and a 
second time offered and ruled out by the Chair, and that ruling sus- 
tained by a eo majority of the committee. 

Mr. REED. r. Chairman, I think it is a very fair index of the 
confusion of mind prevailing on this subject that the gentleman from 
Kentucky should spear of a “substantially identical amendment.” 
I congratulate the House on having decided that striking out a word 
and inserting another is not an amendment, but I certainly hope they 
will not go to the extent of saying that striking out a half a dozen 
words and inserting others is not an amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not see anything in that to reply to. 
1 

Mr. HASKELL. The gentleman from Kentucky says it is substan- 
tially the same amendment as the other, but there is no such lan- 
guage in the rule which compels the chairman to rule out another 
amendment which is substantially the same. 

ax TA I do not wish to compel the chairman to do 
anything. 

Mr. HASKELL. But I desire to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky to this fact, that it has been the practice from 
time immemorial when a sum of money, say, for instance, $10,000, is 
named in a bill, for a gentleman to rise and move to amend it by mak- 
ing it $9,999.99}. There never was a legislative body on earth or a 
parliamentary law promulgated by any man which would not com- 
pel the recognition of that proposition as an amendment which would 

in order, and yet it is substantially the same thing. 

Now, here is an amendment differing in the construction of it even 
Here is an amendment using entirely different words, and by what 
rule of parliamentary law is the Speaker of this House or the chair- 
man of this committee to make himself a dictionary for the House? 
Does the rule say that it shall be substantially the same in order to 
rule it out? It says practically it shall not be the original one, Here 
is an amendment with five new words in it. Who is to judge of the 
interpretation of those words? Who is to be the dictionary for the 
House of Representatives? Is it the Speaker or the chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole that is to determine the difference in the legal 
effect of the words employed in an amendment? 

I ask the gentleman from Kentucky if the statement I have made 
is not true, that where the sum of §100 occurs in a bill, and $99.99 
is moved as an amendment, such an amendment is constantly enter- 
tained? The gentleman has only to let his mind run back over his 
long legislative experience to call up dozens of instances where these 
slight and immaterial amendments have been ruled to be in order. 

. BLACKBURN. I do not see half a cent's difference between 
these two. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to say buta word. I call the attention of the 
Chair to the proposition made by the gentleman from Kentucky. 
That gentleman says this is almost the identical amendment offered 
before. He saysit ought not to be allowed; first, because it is not ger- 
mane to the subject-matter; and, second, because it is identically the 
same amendment. Now, nobody claims that the other amendment 
was not germane. The gentleman objected to it, but did not use the 
word “ germane” at all in reference to it. The Chair recognized the 
other amendment as germane. The gentleman from Kentucky knows 
the other amendment was germane. And yet he has discovered such 
a difference between that amendment and this, which he says are iden- 
tical, that this amendment is not germane. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not intend to enter into any dispute with 
my colleagues on the Committee on Rules. The gentleman from 
Maine knows very well that he is straying away from the fold in 
what he is doing now. But I wish to ask, does he not know the other 
amendment did not apply to all bills but simply to appropriation bills? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; and therefore it is not the same amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Doesthe gentleman not know that this amend- 
ment in being made to apply to all bills is not germane to the clause 
on which it is sought to in it? I put the gentleman on his can- 
dor, and ask him if he was in the chair would he not rule this amend- 
ment out of order as not being germane to the penting clause ? 

Mr. FRYE. What I would do if in the chair I do not know. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido. 

Mr. FRYE. But I do know this, that if I was chairman of the com- 
mittee from whose fold I am wandering, I would not insist, first, that 
the amendment is not in order, because it is the identical amendment 
offered before; and, second, that it is not germane because it is not 
the identical amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not propose to argue the matter any fur- 
ther. I simply mean, in one sentence, to restate the objection I made 
in submitting the point of order. The amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. SPEER] is amenable to the criticism 
upon it in that it is not germane to this clause of the rule; and, in 
the second place, it isamenable to the criticism upon it for the 
reason that any part of it that is germane, or that could possibly be 
admitted as germane as an amendment to this clause of this rule, has 
already been Baan upon not once but twice by the committee. 

Mr. GARF 5 desire to say a single word, in the first place, 
on the question of germaneness raised by my friend from Kentucky. 
What is this rule we are acting upon to which he says the amendment 


is not germane? It is Rule entitled “On bills ”—bills before 
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the House of Representatives for action. The first and second clauses 
ef this rule treat of certain features of bills. The third section is as 
to appropriation bills. The term “ appropriation bill” is used. 
But with a House of Representatives so addi to retrenchment as 
this, if they object to applying tha restrictions of this rule to any bills 
that have appropriations em just because they are not general 
appropriation bills, they are making an exceedingly fine sight, in 
— — to rule out this amendment on the point of germaneness. 

In the next place, as to the identity of these propositions, the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the committee seems to have ruled, and the 

tlemen on the other side seem to have supported his ruling, that 

this House has no business to be consulted on a matter of style, I 
had supposed that, even if I ps gg the substance of a proposition, 
I had a right to rise and amend it in regard to its style or to suggest 
something about the ar, something about rhetoric, something 
about words of many syllables or words of few syllables; and my 
friend from Georgia has now introduced a proposition that has at 
least five words different from the words of the other amendment. 
It may be with him a matter of style. I shall be sorry if Georgia 
cannot be permitted to have a voice on the floor of this House on a 
matter of style. This isoneof the State rights I will defend. Ihave 
sometimes myself moved to strike out the last word, and I have known 
half a dozen other gentlemen move to strike out the same last word, 
and we have known that proposition to be voted on; but all at once 
an appeal is made to party discipline to prevent us from even cor- 
recting the style of an amendment. I think my distinguished friend 
in the chair will, on reflection, not rule that a change so 5 
as that of five whole words is one which the gentleman from rgia 
has not a right in his place as a member of the House to offer in the 
form of an amendment; and if we are acting on appropriations, then 
let us act on all appropriations, whether they be in any one of the 
twelve appropriation bills or any one of the two thousand other bills 
that appropriate 3 

Mr. BLA KBURN. Will the 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 
tleman almost sang ye wants. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, order to make the gentleman’s defense of 
the amendment now pending absolute and complete, will he allow me 
to read what he himself, as a member of the Committee on Rules, has 
very recently said in a unanimous report made accompanying this 
pro revision of the rules ? 

r. GARFIELD. I think I remember it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will read it, with the gentleman’s permission. 

Mr. GARFIELD, I think it will be very good reading. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Here it is: 


Under the present rule “a bill or resolution before the House“ may be 


tleman allow me—— 
am always ready to allow the gen- 


oved endment to ding proposition, if by simply chan, 
22 ĩͤ v 
what the rules prohibit doing directly, a species of parliamentary h emain that 
certainly ought not to be countenanced or permitted by a rule, 
Great laughter and applause. ] 
i GARFIELD That is very good; but in the pending amend- 


ment there is a change of five words, which is more than “ parlia- 
mentary legerdemain.” 

Mr. ROBESON. Will the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] allow me a moment? 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Certainly I will. 

Mr. ROBESON. Are we not now acting under the rule which you 
say in your report K porn that very thing? 

. BLACKBURN. We are. 

Mr. ROBESON. Then is not this the same as that which the gen- 
tleman admits is in order under the present rule! 

Mr. BLACKBURN. By no means, for it is not a word or two; but, 
according to the statement of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
SPEER] offering the amendment, it is either five or six words. 

Mr. ROBESON. Will the gentleman permit me a minute? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire only to ask the gentleman whether that 
is not the fault which the Committee on Rules finds with the present 
rules, and whether it is not conclusive that we have the right to 
make such an amendment as the rules now stand under which we are 


acting? 

Mr BLACKBURN. That would be the risk under the present 
rules, but not to the extent that this amendment goes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks there is not very much diffi- 
culty abont this question. The third clause of Rule as reported 
by the Committee on Rules, relates asit now stands to general appro- 
priation bills alone. The amendments which have been offered here- 
tofore, the one voted upon by the committee as well as the one which 
the Chair ruled out of order, did not propose to change the rule in 
that respect. But the amendment now sent up proposes to extend 
this provision to all bills which may appropriate money, and there- 
fore in the opinion of the Chair it is quite different 4 — the one 
heretofore offered and voted down, as well as the one offered and 
ruled out by the Chair. 

Nor dees the Chair think that he can rule this amendment out of 
order upon the ground that it is not germane to the particular clause 
under consideration. It is for the Committee of the Whole to say in 
what part of the reported revision of the rules it will insert any par- 
ticular provision. e Chair can only rule a proposition out of order 


when in his opinion it is not germane to tof the re of 
the Committee on Rules, or to any 5 55 of N 


the Committee of the Whole. The Chair therefore overrules the point 
of order and admits the amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Is any debate allowable on this 
amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The twenty minutes’ time allowed by the House 
for debate on this clause and amendments thereto has expired. 

Mr. RANDALL, (tbe Speaker.) I would like to have said a word. 
I wanted to say if I may be allowed to do so—— [Cries of “No!” 
“No!” on the republican side, and laughter. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. SPEER] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

But it shall be in order to strike out an amount of mone: 
bill, for any purpose past or pending, r „ 
_ Mr. WARNER. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. Not hav- 
ing given articular attention [Cries of “ Vote!” * Vote! “ 

. WARNER. I want to make a parliamentary inquiry, and I 

pro to make it. 


e CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. [Renewed cries of 


“Vote!” een E 
Mr. WARNER. Ido 5 to debate; I desire to inquire if 
an amendment to the amen nt is in order? 


The CHAIRMAN. Notatthistime. The amendment proposed 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. SPEER 


E by e gentleman from Iowa, [à 


. PRICE. 
Does that propose to strike out all of the third clause 
after the word “order ?” 
The CHAIRMAN. The proposition is to strike out all after the 
word “order,” where it occurs in the last sentence of the third clause 
of Rule XXI, and insert what has been read by the Clerk. The ques- 


b 
is a substitute for the ane 


tion is upon the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia, 
Mr.G. IELD. Let us have tellers; we might as well have them 
first as last. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection tellers will be ordered. 

There was no objection, and Mr. and Mr. BLACKBURN were 
appointed as tellers. 

he committee divided ; and the tellers reported that there were— 
yeas 120, noes 121, 

So the amendment of Mr. SPEER was not agreed to. 

[Appisase on the democratic side. 

Mr. ROBESON. I send to the desk an amendment which I desire 
to offer as a substitute for the amendment of the gentleman from 
Iowa, [Mr. PRICE. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: í 

Strike out all after the word “order,” in the next to the last line of the third 
clause of the twenty-first rule; so that the last sentence of the clause will read: 

“Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto, changing ex- 
isting law, be in order.” 

The CHAIRMAN. This is an amendment to the text, not to the 
substitute now pending. It can be considered after the pending 
questions are dis of. 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire to offer it whenever it ma 

Mr. WHITE. I offer the following as a substitute 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa, . PRICE :] 

Strike out all after the word order! and insert: 

The eral appropriation bills shall embrace nothing but appropriations for 
the o ry expenses of the different departments of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN was about to put the question on the amendment 
of Mr. WHITE, when 

Mr. WHITE called for tellers. i 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WHITE and Mr. BLACKBURN were 


* A 
15 he committee divided; and the tellers reported —ayes 112, noes 
So the amendment of Mr. WHITE was not agreed to. 
Mr. BAKER. I offer the following as a substitute for the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa, [ Mr. PRICE :] 
Strike ont all afterthe word “order” and insert the following: 


And that it shall not be in order to insert in any appropriation bill any provis- 
ion changing existing law, except in reducing the amount of money to be appropri- 


Mr. BLOUNT. I submit that substantially this amendment has 
been voted on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that this is a different prop- 
osition in some respects from any amendment yet voted on. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I call for tellers on agreeing to the amendment. 

5 were ordered; and Mr. BAKER and Mr. BLACKBURN were 
appointed. 

he committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 111, noes 

120 


So the amendment of Mr. BAKER was not to. 
Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Ohio. I move that the committee rise. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask what amendments are now pending? 
The CHAIRMAN. The two pending amendments are that of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Lows) ane. the substitute therefor 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Price. ] 
BLACKBURN. t through the 


J . We evidently cannot 
amendments which gentlemen desire to offer to clause; so the 


be in order. 
‘or the amend- 


committee may as well rise. 
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The motion of Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, was agreed to, there being— 
ayes 135, noes 20. A 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker e , oae 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of Whole 
had had under consideration the revision of the rules, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed, with amendments in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested, joint resolution and bill of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 203) making appropriations for the Re- 
form School of the District of Columbia; and 

An act (H. R. No, 3258) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
and Secretary of War to employ additional clerks for the balance of 
this fiscal year to expedite the settlement of pension applications, and 


for other purposes. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. Yocum, 
for four days, on account of sickness in his family. 
INTERNATIONAL POLAR CONGRESS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the Honse the following message from 
the President of the United States; which, with the 22 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordei 
to be printed: 

Representati the United States : 
Rod with tho TORDEN of the Hones af Representatives of the 5th 
instan e Fre any information which I may have received of the p 
of the International Polar Congress convened in Hamburg, Germany, October 1, 
1879, PPP 


HAYES. 

WASHINGTON, February 16, 1880. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask unanimous consent to have taken from 
the Speaker’s table, for present action, the bill (S. No. 631) donating 
six concent pennon and cannon- balls eins No. 66, eg Army 
of the Republic, of Muncy, Pennsylvania, for monumental purposes. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I call for the regular order. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, it was agreed 
to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and fifteen minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other po were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. AIKEN: The petitions of citizens of Saint Clair County, 
Michigan, and of citizens of Anderson County, South Carolina, for 
legislation for the regulation of interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of citizens of Anderson County, South Carolina, 
and of citizens of Saint Clair County, Michigan, for the amendment 
of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BAYNE: The petitions of H. L. Morrison, mayor of Ashta- 
bula, Ohio, and others, citizens of Ohio and Pennsylvania; and of 
the New York and Cleveland Gas-coal Company; John Scott and 53 
other associations, firms, and individuals of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, 
for an appropriation of $50,000 for extending the piers of Ashtabula 
Harbor as recommended by the United States engineer in charge— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BEALE: Memorial of colored soldiers of Northampton 
County, Virginia, for the passage of the equalization bounty bill—to 
the Committee on Military irs, 

By Mr. BRENTS: The petition of citizens of Colville, Washington 
Territory, for a military telegraph line between Pomeroy and Fort 
Colville, in said Territory—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of Lewis J. Patnam, for pay as an 
officer in the United States Army—to the Commiftee on Military 


‘airs. 

Also, the petition of George A. Clarkson, Orin D. Stephens, and 18 
other ex-soldiers, of Milford, Michigan, against the passage of Sen- 
ate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRIGHAM: Papers relating to the pension claim of Sophia 
Ohlenschlager—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BURROWS: The petitions of citizens of Lawrence and Van 
Buren Counties, Michigan, for the regulation of interstate commerce— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Van Buren County, Michigan, for 
the amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: The petition of J. H. Huckleberry, to be re- 
lieved from paying an amount in default as mail contractor—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: Three petitions of citizens of California, 
for the abolition of the duty on printing-type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of Ball & Goodrich, A. Dahlman 
& Co., and 11 other business firms of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, for legi 
— to chad the traffic in adulterated food—to the Commi 
on Man 


905 Mr. DICKEY: The petition of C. Woodmansee and 81 others, 
of Clinton County, Ohio, for the passage of the interstate- commerce 
bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of H. W. McFadden and 54 others, of Clinton 
County, Ohio, for a revision of the patent laws—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petitions of Alexander Mitchell, president 
Chieago, Milwaukee and Saint Paul Railroad Company; of Albert 
Korp; 8 Chi and Northwestern Railroad Company; of 
A. B. Stone, president Saint Louis, Keokuk and Northwestern Rail- 
road Company, and of E. F. Hatfield, jr., president Green Bay and 
Minnesota Railroad Company, against a reduction of the duty on 
steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton, as proposed in House bill No. 3234— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. “ 

By Mr. FELTON: The petition of John Landow, that the southern 
claims commission be authorized to give his disallowed war claim a 
rehearing—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petitions of JamesCallery, president Pitts- 
burgh and Western Railroad Company; of M. E. Ingalls, president 
Indianapolis, Cincinnati and La Fayette, and Cincinnati, La Fayette 
and Chicago Railroad Companies; and of J.N. McCullough, vice-presi- 
dent Pennsylvania Company, and Pittsburgh, Cincinnati and Saint 
Louis Railroad Company, against a reduction of the duty on steel 
rails from $28 to $10 a ton as proposed in House bill No. 3234—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of 46 soldiers of Hocking County, Ohio, for the 
passage of a bill equalizing bounties—to the Committee on Military 


Ts. 

By Mr. GILLETTE: The petition of Charles Stuart and 32 others, 
citizens of Jackson County, Iowa, for the of the bill (H. R. 
No. 269) known as the Wright supplement to the homestead act—to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of J. N. Sweeny and others, of 
Galena, Kansas, for the passage of the Weaver bill—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of J. U. Gasaway and other citizens of Miami 
County, Kansas, that Congress regulate freights and fares on railroads 
and protect interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. HERNDON: The petitionof Thomas L. Harrison, of Mobile, 
Alabama, for the removal of his disabilities under the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of Carrie C. Grisman, Ella Brig 
and other citizens of Manistee, Michigan, for an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States securing woman suffrage—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petitions of R. A. Packer, general superin- 
tendent Pennsylvania and New York Canal and Railroad Company ; 
of G. B. Roberts, vice-president Pennsylvania Railroad Company; o 
Henry Wood, president Philadelphia and Baltimore Central Railroad 
Company ; of E. C. Knight, president Central Railroad of New Jer- 
sey, and Delaware and und Brook Railroad Company; of F. B. 
Gowen, president Philadelphia and Reading Railroad Company, and 
of F. A. Comly, president North Pennsylvania Railroad Company, 
against a reduction of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton as 
. in House bill No. 3234 —to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 


By Mr. KILLINGER: The petition of Dr. W. J. Haas, for pay for 
medical attendance and medical stores furnished United States sol- 
diers during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of Matthew Herington, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOID : The petition of citizens of Henry County, Iowa, 
for the regulation of interstate commerce—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 7 

Also, the petition of citizens of Henry County, Iowa, for the 
amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. McGOWAN: The petition of Frederick H. De Pue and 80 
others, of Branch County, Michigan, against a change of the laws 
for the examination of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The -petition of Thomas Vaughan and 100 
others, citizens of Stark County, Ohio, for the amendment of the pat- 
ent laws so as to protect innocent purchasers and users—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Van Horn and 220 others, citizens of 
Stark County, Ohio, for the enactment of a law to provide against 
9 discriminations and prevent fluctuations in freight charges 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McLANE: The petition of James Hooper, that he be paid 
out of the Geneva award fund for a vessel destroyed by the confed- 
Ea cruiser Florida during the late war—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of W. H. Pearce, publisher of the 
Oberlin News, for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORRISON: The petition of T. B. Blackstono, president 
Chicago and Alton Railroad Company, against a reduction of the 


duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton as proposed in House bill 
Ne. 3234—to the same committee. 
By Mr. MORTON: Memorial of Arnold, Constable & Co., of New 
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York, and others, for the passage of national bankrupt law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MURCH: The petition of George W. McIntyre and 40 
others, citizens of Vinalhaven, Maine, against the p: of Senate 
bill No. 496, as unjust to the pensioners of the late war—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERTON: The petition of John Piollet and 21 others, citi- 
zens of Bradford County, Pennsylvania, for the passageof a bill to regu- 
late commerce between the States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of L. J. Culver and 21 others, citizens of Bradford 
County, Pennsylvania, that the patent laws be so amended that man- 
ufacturers and vendors be alone responsible for the infringement of 
patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of E. G. Owen and 20 others, citizens of Bradford 
County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of a bill creating a depart- 
ment of agriculture, as repo by the Committee on Agriculture— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of G. St. J. Sheffield, vice-presi- 
dent New Haven and Northampton Railroad Company, against a re- 
duction of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton, as proposed 
in House bill No. 3234—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of George C. Church, of Pittsfield, Massachusetts, 
and others, for the abolition of duties on chrome iron ore and bichro- 
mate of potash—to the same committee. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of Benjamin F. Wells and others, of 
Wells, Maine, for a life-saving station at Wells Beach—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

By Mr.SPEER: The petition of citizensof Dawson County, Georgia, 
for a post-route from Amicolola, via Juno and Bethel Camp Ground 
to Dawsonville, Georgia—to the Committee on the Post-Office an 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STONE: The petitions of Lewis Nash and 20 others, of L. 
L. McPherson and 20 others, and of D. O. Shear and 162 others, citi- 
zens of Kent County, Michigan, for such laws as will relieve the 
people from the oppressions imposed upon them by transportation 
monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of L. L. McPherson and others, of D. O. Shear 
and 162 others, and of Lewis Nash and 18 others, citizens of Kent 
County, Michigan, for the amendment of the patent laws, so as to pro- 
tect innocent users of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON: The petition of William Coo 
and 25 soldiers of Iowa, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, 
relating to pension claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. T. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of James A. Sheppard 
and 210 others, citizens of Belmont County, Ohio, against railroad 
monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. VALENTINE: The petition of honorably discharged sol- 
diers engaged in the late war for the Union, against the passage of 
Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petitien of stock-raisers in Nebraska, relative to the pas- 
sage of laws concerning diseases among domestic animals—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 7 

By Mr. WARNER: The petition of George R. Gear and 12 others, 
citizens of Marietta, Ohio, that the necessary steps be taken to Pi 
vent white settlers from encroaching upon the lands of the Indian 
Territory, and to secure to the Indians the rights guaranteed to them 
on the faith of the nation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr, CHARLES G. WILLIAMS: The petition of O. B. Ford and 
231 others, citizens of Janesville, Wisconsin, for the establishment of 
a reservoir at Lake Horicon, in said State, to supply water to the 
Mississippi River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of H. C. Packard and 28 others, 
citizens of Washtenaw County, Michigan, for legislation for the relief 
of innocent purchasers and users of patented articles—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of H. C. Packard and 28 others, citizens of Wash- 
tenaw County, Michigan, for legislation for relief against transporta- 
tion monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of Perry Engle and 117 others, cit- 
izens of Newton, Iowa, for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 269) 
known as the Wright supplement to the homestead act—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, 

Also, the petition of Henry Brown and 155 others, soldiers and sail- 
ors of the late war, of Snyder County, Pennsylvania, for the passage 
of a law allowing them the difference between the value of gold and 
greenbacks for their services—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


IN SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, February 18, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message of the 


President of the United States, transmitting, in compliance with a 
resolution of the Senate of the 19th of January, a report from the 


Secretary of State upon the American-Spanish claims commission ; 
which was ordered to lie upon the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with s resolution of the 
Senate of the 22nd of January, in relation to furnishing Indian sup- 

lies, a communication from the acting Commissioner of Indian Af- 
irs, together with copies of all replies received from members of 
the board of Indian commissioners; which, on motion of Mr. TELLER, 
was ordered to lie upon the table and be printed. 
GENEVA AWARD—FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

Mr. THURMAN, I desire to give notice that on Monday next, at 
the end of the morning hour, Ishall move to pone all prior orders 
and proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. No. 1194) for reviving 
and continuing the court of commissioners of Alabama claims, and for 
the distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the Geneva award. 

Mr. RANDOLPH, I desire to say to my friend from Ohio that I 
have already given way in several instances for the consideration of 
other bills, having given notice myself that I would ask the Senate 
to take up the bi &. No. 1139) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, late 
major-general of the United States volunteers and colonel of the Army. 
The understanding was had between the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
McDonatp] having in charge the pending special order and myself— 
and I think it was the understanding of the Senate—that immediately 
following the disposition of the pending bill—the 5 per cent. bill— 
the case of General Porter should comeup. That has been the expres- 
sion had in various ways when the Porter bill has come before the 
Senate; and I desire now to give notice that immediately after the 

or pa is disposed of I shall attempt at least to press the case of 

ne T. 

Mr. THURMAN, At the request of the Senator from Massachu- 

[Mr. Hoar,] who is compelled to be absent next Monday, and 
who wishes to ad the Senate on the Geneva award bill when it 
is next taken up, I will change my notice, and give notice that I shall 
move on Tuesday next, at the morning hour, to take up that bill. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Before we proceed to the Calendar, can it not 
be understood that the Geneva award bill shall follow the Porter 
bill, which I have particularly in charge? Would that arrangement 
be satisfactory to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. THURMAN. I cannot make that ent. The Geneva 
award bill has been put in my charge. It involves large interests, 
very large interests indeed. The Committee on the Judiciary, with- 
out any just reason, however, have been complained of that they did 
not push this matter as fast as it ought to be pushed; and we are 
overwhelmed with letters now from people who think they are en- 
titled to some of this money, all sorts and conditions of people, urg- 
ing us to proceed with the bill. Let the decision of the Senate be 
had upon this subject, whether in favor of this bill or some other 
measure; let there be a decision. It is, I must say, in my judgment 
something very nearly approaching a dis; to this Government 
that this money has not been distributed long before thisday. Under 
these circumstances, with this pressure upon me, it is a duty I owe 
to the committee whose organ I am, and also to the public, to insist 
that the bill sHall be taken up at that time. If the Senate should not 
think so, if it should prefer to proceed with something else, of course 
such will be the vote of the Senate. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. There is a special order which is to follow the 
bill that is now under consideration as the unfinished business of the 
Senate. The Senator from Ohio does not recognize that fact. Ihave 
given notice from day to day and from time to time, that immedi- 
ately upon the completion of the unfinished business, I shall ask 
for the consideration of the case of General Porter. I admit the 
importance of the Geneva award bill, but I can say to the Senator 
from Ohio that notwithstanding the magnitude of the interests in- 
volved in the Geneva award, in my estimation, the case that I am 

ing the Senate to consider involves something more than money. 
It involves, in my judgment, the honor of the Government. 

Mr. HOAR, I understand the notice of the Senator from Ohio relates 
to Tuesday. Has not the Senator from New Jersey all of this week and 
next 3 for the consideration of the Fitz-John Porter case? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. If the unfinished business can be disposed of, 

I should be very glad to have the Fitz-John Porter case conside 
within that time. Day after day, for the last ten days the promise 
has been given that General Porter’s case should come up, but for 
one reason or another, and I need not detain the Senate by stating , 
what those reasons are, the case has not been reached, and now I am 
threatened, so to speak—not to use a discourteous expression—by m 
friend from Ohio with an order by which the Porter bill will be sti 
longer delayed. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire, representing a very small portion of the 
Committee on Buray Affairs on this question, to say that so far as 
the Geneva award bill is concerned of course it is important; but I 
may say the s4me in reference to every question before the Senate. 

I cannot see the distinction Senators make between certain classes of 
cases. The Senate has agreed twice by unanimous consent to take 
up the bill mentioned by the chairman of the Military Committee so 
soon as the question should be decided which is now the unfinished 
business of the Senate; and I say to the Senator from Ohio that when 
the case of General Porter is decided I for one will support him in 


attempting to bring the Geneva award bill before the Senate, and 
having that matter also decided at an early day. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. THURMAN presented the memorial of J. N. McCullough, vice- 
president of the Pennsylvania Company, and of the Pittsburgh, Cin- 
cinnati and Saint Lonis Railroad Company, representing thirty-seven 
hundred and thirty-six miles of rai remonstrating against a re- 
duction of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 per ton, as proposed 
in House bill No. 3234; which was referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 

Mr. RANDOLPH presented the memorial of E. F. Hatfield, jr., sec- 
retary and treasurer of the Sussex Rai Company, representing 
thirty-four miles of railroad, and the memorial of Charles Hartshorne, 

resident of the Lehigh Valley Railroad Company, representing three 
8 and three miles of railroad, remonstrating against a reduc- 
tion of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 per ton; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KERNAN. I present the petition of J. O. Driscoll, a soldier in 
the a J iy a Regiment New York Volunteers, praying that he 
be granted a pension of the grade of captain. The petition is ac- 
companied by seg showing that he was commissioned a captain 
and commanded his company in action, but was conditionally mus- 
tered in as a second lieutenant in order to act as a recruiting officer. 
I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM presented the memorial of E. F. Hatfield, jr., presi- 
dent of the Green Bay and Minnesota Railroad Company, represent- 
ing two hundred an 5 miles of railroad, remonstratin 
against a reduction of the . on aoet rails from $28 to $10 a ton, 
as proposed in House bill No. ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


Mr. ROLLINS Tenna the petition of Judge E. L. Cushing and 
others, citizens of Cheshire County, New Hampshire; the petition of 
Ira Colby and others, citizens of Sullivan County, New Ham 


Now Ham e tition of Judge George A. Bi 
ew ; the petition of Ju l 
ers, citizens of Grafton County, Nan Hao ehh d the petition of 
Thomas J. Whipple and others, citizens of Be p County, New 
not sg praying for the removal of the United States circuit and 
district courts from Exeter to Concord in that State; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of J. P. Dobbins and oth 
superintendents of life-saving stations in the States of Michigan an 
New York, praying for an increase of salary; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of M. W. Fairfield and others, citi- 
zens of the third congressional district of Michigan, praying for a 
commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor c; which 
Wiis, BLATH presented the petition ef Mary A. Powers Filley and 

x n e petition . Powers yan 
ot of Grafton County, New Hampshire, praying for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution ting to women the right to vote; which 
was referred to the Co ttee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of George A. Douglas and others, 
members of the Grand of Good Templars of Montana, repre- 
senting six hundred members, officially signed, praying for a commis- 
sion of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor c; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of the Grand Council of the Royal 
Templars of Temperance of Pe lvania, representing several thou- 
sand families of that Commonwealth, raying for the appointment 
of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic and 
for restrictive legislation upon the subject; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also ted a petition, signed Bee pastors of the First Bap- 
tist ch of the First Presbyterian church, of the Methodist Epis- 
pe rachel the rector of the Episcopal church, and of the Evan- 
ge church, the lieutenant-governor of the State of tes bee | 
and by one of the aire judges of the courts, and by citizens 


Barton and others, citizens of Sullivan outy, 
ham and oth- 


Warren County, lvania, praying for thé appointment of a 
commission of 9 concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. BLAIR. I take this occasion to earnestly commend these nu- 
N ri petitions to the attention of the Committee on Finance of the 

enate. 

Mr. CAMERON, of 55 presented the petition of Dilworth 
& Brothers, citizens of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, praying Congress 
to take such measures as will prohibit the use of deleterious com- 
pounds in the adulteration of food; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have in my hand a protest against the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Detroit River at the city of Detroit, 
signed by a l number of the owners of vessels navigating that 
stream and the lakes on our northern boundary ; persons who reside 
in Canada. As I am advised, the petition is not one to be presented 
to the Senate; but as the petitioners are engaged in the navigation 
of those t lakes and the river to be affected by the construction 
of the bridge, and are interested in their commerce, I desire to call 
the attention of the Committee on Commerce to the fact that the cit- 
izens of Canada as well as of our own country are 1 y interested 
in the a be affected by that bridge, and are opposed to its 
construction. : i 


x—6l . 


gat all times be 
of 


Iam requested to present to the Senate 
a convention of colored citizens held in the 


Mr. HILL, of ray corp 
resolutions adopted by 
city of Savannah, county of Chatham, State of Geo concerning 
the Freedman’s Bank. The memorialists especially desired that the 
resolutions which they adopted at that convention should be read in 
the Senate. I request that the preamble and resolutions be read, and, 
with the 8 of the convention, referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on the man’s Savings and Trust Company. 

The preamble and resolutions were read, and rred to the Select 
Committee on the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company, as follows: 


Whereas a large number of the colored le of this and other counties de- 
ited money in the Freedman's Bank, and their money by the failure of said 
7... ͤ 
ereas the colo e, in gord n; r mon 
did so under the AAAA that said bank was not only chartered by the Govern- 
ment, but was actually owned by the Government, and that their deposits were 
guaranteed by the faith of the nation; and 
Whereas they have awakened to the sad reality that by mismanagement or 
misconduct of the parties in charge their hard earnings have been almost swept 
away from them; and 
they have been informed through 
from a letter received by Abraham Burke, 
of Charleston, South Caroli 


3 Represent- 
rovisions of which is for the Government to take the assets and as- 
ilities of the said bank: Therefore, 
Be it resolved, That we, the colored E of the 858 and State 
of Georgia, in convention assembled, do most heartily in: the action of Hon. 
M. P. O'CONNOR, of South Caro! and assure that gentleman that his name shall 
8 erished with the devotion and affection by the freedmen 
e South. 


„further, That in order that these resolutions may reach the Senators and 
thi of tion are instructed to 


Representatives of è conven 

a CCC 
tives of the State of rgia, respectfully asking them to have it read in the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives. 


Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of Francis E. Stewart, of Da- 
vidson County, Tennessee, administratrix of the estate of Michael 8. 
Stewart, deceased, praying compensation for cord-wood sold and de- 
livered to quartermasters of the United States Army by her late hus- 
band; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN presented a memorial of citizens of Philadelphia, 
praying for the substitution of United States -tender Treasury 
notes for notes of national banks, and remonstrating a any law 
8 the quality or reducing the quantity of United States 
nat al-tender notes; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

. PENDLETON presented the petition of C. M. Schwarz, vice- 
president of the Mississippi Valley Cane-Growers’ Association, and 
others, citizens of Illinois; the petition of A. J. , ST., and others, 
citizens of Collinsville, Alabama; the petition of John A. Richards 
and others, citizens of Lenawee County, ares dal the petition of 
Valentine Hamman and others, citizens of In ; the petition of 
Thomas Scantlin & Sons and others, citizens of Evansville, Indiana; 
the petition of R. Parker and others, citizens of Jasper 8 0 In- 
diana; the petition of Ralph Collins and others, citizens of In $ 
the petition of Richard Webster and others, citizens of Chatham 
County, North Carolina; the petition of R. F. Jones and others, citi- 
zens of Clinton Kentucky ; the petition of John E. Ball and others, 
citizens of Meridian, Mississippi 3 petition of C. H. Dyer and others, 
citizens of Chattanooga, Tennessee; the petition of Charles Wilker- 
son and others, citizens of Texas; the petition of W. L. Bright and 
others, citizens of Arkansas and Texas; the petition of W. B. Foster 
and others, citizens of Hope, Arkansas; the petition of B. F. Atkin- 
son and others, citizens of Fort Smith, Arkansas; the petition of O. 
A. d e and others, citizens of Eagle 5 Minnesota; the peti- 
tion of John Sickler and others, citizens of Fairmount, Minnesota ; 
the petition of Isaac Crisman and others, citizens of Iowa County, 
Iowa; the petition of M. P. Wells and others, citizens of Ohio, and 
the petition of J. J. Wayt and others, citizens of Bainbridge, Ne- 
b praying for the passage of & bill for the relief of Daniel M. 
Cook; which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. BOOTH presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Cali- 
fornia in favor of an se Ba ae by Congress for the completion of 
the iron-clad Monadnock; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 

The resolution is as follows: 


Assembly joint resolution No. 2, relative to the protection of the commercial inter- 
ests of the Pacific Coast. 


Whereas, owing to the great extent of the Pacific coast, the distance from the 
„„ and great of our commerce in case of war, and the 
inability of the Government at the t time in such emergency to supply us 


with proper protection on account of an insufficiency in the number of its war yes- 
sels, and as the great, rtant harbors of the Atlantic coast are amply provided 
with iron-olads and floating batteries: 


Be it resolved by the (the senate concurring,) That our Senators and Con- 
gressmen are hereby requested to use their utmost endeavors to obtain an appro- 
priation by Congress for the completion of the United States iron-clad Monad- 
nock, now in course of construction at Vallejo. 

2 That _ governor be requested to transmit a copy of thisresolution to 
each of our Sena an en. $ 

ie aoe J. F. COWDERY, 


the A; > 
EREE 
President of the Senate. 
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Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of Joseph Perkins and others, 
citizens of Ilinois, and soldiers during the late war, praying for the 
of a law for the equalization of bounties; which was referred 

the Committee on Mili Affairs. z 

He also presented the petition of Erastus Scales and other soldiers, 
praying for the passage of a law for the equalization of bounties ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. + 

He also presented the petition of W. H. Grinnell and others, citi- 
zens of Illinois, pra; for a commission of investigation into the 
cause and treatment of disease in domestic animals; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. LOGAN. I present resolutions of the Union Veteran Club of 
Chicago in reference to a bill that is before Congress, which I ask 
to have read at length. j 

The resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance, as follows : 


Resolved 


one 4 5 Kes aayy during the late war, 2 —— 
it unwise and inexpedient to pass the now Own as 
“Weaver bill,” for the reason that in our judgment it will tend to disturb the 


Resolved, That we hereby request the Representatives in from this 
State to vote 88 and that the correspon secretary 
send a copy of resolutions to Senators xand Davis, and to ta- 


tives ALDRICH, Davis, and BARBER. 
The foregoing is a true copy of resolations adopted by a unanimous vote of the 
Chicago Union Veteran Club, at a regular meeting held TRT 98 


Recording Secretarg Chicago Union Veteran Olub. 

Mr. WHYTE. I present certain resolutions of the Corn and Flour 
Exchange of the City of Baltimore, which although addressed to me 
personally, are really intended to be laid before the Senate, urging 
the of the bill now pending in the House of Representatives 
for the establishment of a marine hospital in or near the city of Bal- 
timore. I move the reference of the resolutions to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHYTE presented a memorial of John E. Bowman, Isaac N. 
James, and other citizens of Washington Conny Maryland, remon- 
strating against the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) providing for the 
examination and adjudication of pension claims; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of Henry Wood, president of the 
Philadelphia and Baltimore Central Railroad Company, representing 
fifty-seven miles of railroad, remonstrating against a reduction of the 
duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WHYTE. I also preon the memorial of A. H. Henderson and 
others, late employés of the Baltimore City post-office, complaining 
of certain grievances, and asking the redress of the same. m the 

character of the memorial I it ogh to go to the Committee 
on Civil Service and Retrenchment, and I move that reference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CARPENTER presented a memorial of the ey ian i of Wis- 
consin, in favor of an appropriation to complete the breakwater and 
harbor at the entrance to the harbor of refuge in Sturgeen Bay, Wis- 
consin ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD. 

The memorial is as follows: 


Memorial to Congress for an a; ion to complete the breakwater and harbor 
at the n Bay, Wisconsin. 
To the Senate and House in Congress assembled : 

tne memorial of the Tegi of the State of Wisconsin respectfully repre- 
sents : 

That the S Bay and Lake Michigan Ship-Canal is nearly completed, its 
final noioa bas conven piated during the year 1880. x pl 

That the United States Government began the building of a breakwater at the 

said canal in 1873, 


the estimated cost of which was $189,000, and of 
inted $70, 


and commercial interests tributary to 

distance of eighty miles of coast is entirel protected, and 2 
ce es un an an 

com retin ot aid treakwater and — ie er to ren 3 

pletion of said canal. * 

o re- 


the work al- 
Rooolved, That hise 5 be requested to transmit certified 
ex requi 
- af thie memorial to each af the Representatives in Congress from the State 
of Wisconsin. 


time, , praying for a pension 


The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McDONALD, from the Committee on the hens e to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 87) for the relief of John J. Key and W. 
G. M. Davis, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. CONKLING, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 509) to amend the practice of the courts 
of the United States in suits against municipal corporations by abol- 
ishing the use of writs of mandamus in certain cases, and for other 
pores reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indef- 
initely. 

Mr. FERRY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 397) for the relief of certain naval officers, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was 5 indefinitely. 

Mr. HO. from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 553) for the relief of Elisha Bass, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CARP. from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. No. 999) to provide for the appointment of 
official stenographers for the circuit and district courts of the United 
5 reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indef- 
initely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of 35 attorneys of Jackson County, Michigan, praying for the 
passage of Senate bill No. 999, providing for the appointment of ste- 
3 in the United States courts, reported adversely thereon. 
= $ „ were discharged from the further consideration of 
e on. 
e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 

S. No. 1309) to provide for the appointment of official stenographers 

or the courts of the United States, reported adversely thereon, and 
the bill was ned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of members of the bar practicing in the United States courts in 
the southern and eastern districts of New York, praying for the em- 
ployment of stenographers in the United States courts, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and the committee were discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, who were 
instructed by a resolution of the Senate to inquire into the expedi- 
ency and propriety of such legislation as may be necessary to estab- 
lish a retired list of non-commissioned officers of the United States 
Army for a certain class named in the resolution, re a bill (S. 
No. 1331) to authorize a retired list for non-commissioned officers of 
the United States Army who have served therein continuously, hon- 
orably, and faithfully for a period of thirty years or upward ; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. , from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 735) extending the jurisdiction of the 
circuit courts of the United States, and for other purposes, reported 
adversely thereon, and the bill was N indefinitely. 

Mr. PRYOR, from the Committee on C to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 1059) for the relief of George D. C. Hibbs, submitted 
an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was med indefinitely. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 850) to provide a commission for the 
adjudication of damages to the Norwegian bark Atlantic by collision 


with the United States steam sloop of war Vandalia and for pay- 
ment of any award made by said commission, it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 


be printed. 

. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Michigan, expressing opposition to the enactment of any law 
limiting the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States in pro- 
ceedings against municipal corporations of any State by the citizens 
of another State, to kopars it back, with the request t the com- 
mittee be discharged from its further consideration. Itis merely & 

rotest against action, and being possessed of the views of the Legis- 
the committee desire to get the memorial off its calendar. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 476) for the relief of Thomas M. 
Simmons, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 616) to promote the efficiency of the Navy, 
reported it with an amendment. 

. BAYARD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 539) in relation to gifts, devises, and bequests 
to the United States, and the bill (H. R. No. 2046) to authorize a com- 

romise of the claims of the United States under the will of Joseph 

Taena i a adversely thereon, and the bills were postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
85 No. 1191) for the relief of James Monroe Heiskell, of Baltimore 

ity, Maryland, reported it without amendment. 

. WHYTE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1033) to authorize the President to detail an 
officer of the Navy or the Marine Corps to perform the duties of solicitor 
and judge-advocate-general, &c., and to fix the rank and pay of such 
officer, reported it with amendments. 
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Mr. GROOME, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. No. 374) for the relief of James A. Heard, submitted 
an adverse repo. 


referred the petition of Arthur Connell, of Houston, Texas, praying 
yment of rents received by the United States from his proper in 
ublic use, submitted an 


adverse report t m; which was orde to be Tinted, and the 
committee were from the further consideration of the 
petition. 


RELIEF FOR SUFFERERS IN IRELAND. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 80) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to equip and furnish a vessel 
for the purpose of conveying contributions to the suffering in Ireland 
to report it with an amendment in the nature of a substitute, and 1 
ask for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be reported for 
information. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida asks the Sen- 
ate to consider the joint resolution at this time. Is there objection ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to hear the proposed amendment 
read, to see whether the joint resolution onght to be considered now. 

The VICE-PRESID. . The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is pro to strike out all after the re- 
solving clause of the joint resolution, and in lieu thereof to insert: 

That the of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized to em an 
ship or sonal balancing to the Na 7 of the United States best adapted tor sack 
service, for the of g to the famishing poor of Ireland such con- 
tributions as ma made for their relief, or to charter and em 1 anase the 
authority of the United States, a suitable American ship or v the same 
fhis — is — . Bog any money in the 

appropriated. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is this reported by a committee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is POREN from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. The Chair hears no objection, and the joint resolu- 
tion is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. The ques- 
tion is upon 3 to the amendment reported by the Committee 
on Naval Affi 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was 8 in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ang Fond the third time, and passed. 

o title was amended so as to read: “A joint resolution authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to transport contributions for the relief 
of the suffering poor of Ireland.” , 


EULOGIES UPON REPRESENTATIVE CLARK. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing, 
to which was referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 200) for printing 
the eulogies delivered in the Senate and House of Representatives 
upon Hon. Rush Clark, deceased, to report it without amendment and 
recommend its passage, and also to for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the joint resolution, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. FERRY (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 5 to aid in the construction of the 
Sault Ste. Marie and Marquette ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads, 

Mr. McDONALD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No, 1333) granting an increase of pension by 
way of arrears to Maria A. Rousseau; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WALLACE (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1334) for the relief of Charles 
H. Frank; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1335) to amend section 2261, chapter 4, title 
32, of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BURNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (8. R. No. 81) to make the 23d of Feb- 
ruary, 1880, a legal holiday in the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 82) authorizing the Secretary 


out the object of 
not other- 


of State to purchase the manuscript of a revised edition of the Con- 
sular Regulations; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on eee a e 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the matter of the claim of Francis E. Stewart be 
taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, there 
having been an adverse report, ae to which an additional petition, with 
additional evidence, has been presented. 


On motion of Mr. FERRY, it was ` 


Ordered, That the papers in the matter of the claim of Rector Russell 
Hot Springs reservation be taken from the files of the Senate and referred 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

DISTRICT POLICE FORCE. 

Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Whereas by section 354 of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Colum- 
bia, it is provided that no person shall be appointed as ena or watchman 
in said District who has not served in the Army or Navy of the United States and 


to the 
to the 


never served in the Army or Navy of the United States: 
Resolved, 


specific statement of the name, age, place 
, and date of appointment of each policeman and watchman 
ice force of this ct; also of the service of each in the Army or Navy 
nited States, and whether honorably therefrom ; also whether 
or naval service has been performed by 
person on the police force, and whether any person has been at any time 
within two years last past appointed who has —1 served in the Army or Wavy, 
arora © reasons for such violation of law and the names of all persons 80 
appo: 
Mr. BLAIR. I ask for immediate action upon the resolutio; 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection ? ; 
Mr. THURMAN. I 181 5 : 
Mr. WHYTE. Let it lie over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over under the rule. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask that it be printed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN MICHIGAN. 
Mr. FERRY. I ask for the adoption of the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, directed to 
furnish to the Senate the amount in of the unsold public lands in the coun- 
ties of Chippewa and Schoolcraft, in the State of Michigan, and also to state how 
long such lands have been in market. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the object of that? 

Mr. FERRY. To advise the Senate of the number of acres of unsold 
public lands in the two counties named. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What have we to do with that? 

Mr. FERRY. I introduced a bill b rouee) this 8 which 
was referred to the Committee on Rail roads. The object of reso- 
lution is to furnish the Committee on Railroads information bearing 
upon the subject. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

EULOGIES ON SENATOR HOUSTON. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate, on Thurs- 
day of next week, at the hour of one o’clock, to allow resolutions to 
be considered commemorative of my late colleague, GEORGE S. Hous- 


TON. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. After the morning hour? 

Mr. MORGAN. After the morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and unanimous consent is granted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of e ar by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a goto reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 218) granting the use of artillery, tents, &c., at the 
soldierg reunion to be held at Central City, Nebraska; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

HERMAN NETTERFIELD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with the call 
of the Calendar under the standing order. 

The first bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 35) granting a 
pension to Herman Netterfield. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill be in- 


definitel tponed ? 

Mr. WITHERS. There is an adverse report upon that bill, For 
two days its consideration has consumed all the morning hour. I 
object to its farther consideration in order that it may get out of the 
way of other bills on the Calendar. 

. EDMUNDS. It is a private claim, just as much entitled to be 
heard as any other, and I think we ought to di of it. I move 
that the Senate proceed to its consideration, which I believe is within 
the rule that we have hitherto acted upon, by which the Senate has 
set an hour and a half aside for the Calendar, but I am not sure about 
that, as I have not read the last order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont is clearly in order, that the pending or oe oer be set 
aside for the p of considering this bill. question is, Will 
the Senate consider the bill ? 


of nativi 
tothe 
of the 
any other, and, if so, what other, mili 
eac 


964 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 18, 


Mr. ANTHONY. I hope that the little time that is given to the 
Calendar of unobjected cases will not be interfered with by this bill. 
Let it take its chance on the Calendar of objected cases, and let us 
go on with the unobjected cases upon the Calendar. A 

Mr. McMILLAN. The fact that this bill has led to some discussion 
certainly should not proren the Senate from acting upon it now, 
when the matter has n discussed and when it will occupy but a 
short time in further consideration. I think the time consumed will 
be very brief. I hope the Senator from Virginia will withdraw his 
. to the consideration of the bill. f 

. WITHERS. Ihave no objection in the world to a vote being 
taken on the bill; but it has consumed all the time required to be 
devoted to the Calendar on two days, and I presume it will do the 
same thing to-day if now considered; and as there is an adverse re- 

rt in the case, and as heretofore an adverse report has been con- 
sidered equivalent to an objection, while the motion of the Senator 
from Vermont is clearly in order, if the Senate choose to take the bill 
up, I must object to its present consideration. 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS > T sak Tot the yoga snd Days. : 


The yeas and nays were 
Mr. itcMILLAN I can see no reason why objection. should be 
interposed to this case after it has come so near a conclusion. I can 
see no reason for taking up any other case on the Calendar. 

Mr. WITHERS. The Anthony rule simply provides for taking up 
and r unobjected cases, and I want to proceed under it; 
that is 

N epa being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 25, nays 
36; as follows: 


YEAS—25. 

‘ Ci ter, Jonas, Saunders, 
Aale Dawes, 2 Kirkwood, Sharon, 
Booth, Edmunds, McMillan, Teller, 
Barnside, a Windom 
Call orn, 

Cameron of Pa., Paddoo 
Cameron of Wis., Hill of Colorado, Rollins, 
NAYS—36. 
Anthony, Davis of W. Va, Kernan, Slater, 
Bailey, Eaton, 4 urman, 
Bayard, Garland, Mi Vance, 
Bote Groome, — 44 Walker, 
Coki l 955 Plamb, i Wh 5 
Conkling nne ye 55 Wiler 
Davis Ji Saulsbury, Withers. 
ABSENT—15. 
Baldwin, G 3 Jones of Nevada, Randolph, 
Bruce, Hoar, Logan, Voorhees. 
Farley, Jones of Florida, Pendleton, 
So the motion was not agreed to. 


WICKLIFFE COOPER, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the next busi- 
ness on the Calendar. 
The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 


No. 8) correcting the military record of Wickliffe Cooper, deceased, j 


latemajor Seventh Cavalry, brevet colonel United States Army; which 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Sec- 
retary of War to correct so much of the record of the War Depart- 
ment as states that the late Major Wickliffe Cooper, Seventh Cavalry, 
committed suicide on the 8th of June, 1867, and to substitute there- 
for the wo: “died by hands of 3 or persons unknown.“ 

Mr. ED: S. Let us hear report. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Ran- 
DOLPH January 12, 1880: : ; 


valry, brevet colonel United States AAT have had the same under 


The Committee on Military Affairs of the United States Senate, Forty-fifth Con- 
. vestigation of the facts relating to the case, reported 
as follows: 


which shows he committed suicide on June 8, 1867, be corrected so as to show that 
he ‘died by hands of 
cer was found dead i his tent, on Medicine Lake Creek, near Fort McPherson, 


action 
e record of the War Department, and was reported January 14, 1875, second ses- 
sion, Forty-third . ge s 
“On February 12, 1875, same session, the Committee on Pensions, having con- 
sidered additional evidence, reversed their former decision and reported favorably 
See the pension bill, (H. R. No.3 du the ground, as the ny A god 


fi 

all the attendant circumstances are inconsistent with the th of suicide.’ The 
record shows that the bill the widow of this officer pon became a 
law, approved March 3, 1875, (see chapter 241, page 658, volume 18, part 3, Forty- 


third Congress, second session, 1873-75.) ‘The following are the two reports of the 
Committee on Pensions alluded to: 
S. Report No. 522, Forty-third Congress, second session.] 

Nx. INGALLS submitted the following report, to accompany bill H. R. No. 3713: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3713) 
granting a pension to Sarah S. Cooper, submit the Showing xe rt: 

The. tioner, Sarah S. Cooper, is the widow of Wie Cooper: When the 
late rebel broke out her husband entered the United States service as a pri- 
vate, in 1861; was soon made lieutenant; afterward promoted to the coloneley of 
the Fourth Regiment Kentucky Veteran Cavalry, in which capacity he served till 
the close of the war in 1865. 

“* Colonel Cooper was a brave and gallant officer, a good Soran prom 


His commanding officers speak his praise in the highest terms. He was 
made brevet colonel in the regular e account of his meritorious 

In 1866 Colonel Cooper was a maj i 
Cavalry, in which position he served with his regiment on the western frontier till 
June 8, 1867, when he perished by his own hand. The evidence from the War De- 
partment shows that he committed suicide by shooting himself thorough Se bent 
with a revolver, while in a fit of delirium tremens, on the evening of the 8th of 
June, 1867, while encamped on Medicine Lake Creek, about fifty miles southeast 
of Fort McPherson, . 

The committee, believing that under no interpretation of the pension laws can 
this be brought either within their lefter or their spirit, recommend the indefinite 
postponement of the bill. 

S. Report No. 653, Forty-third Congress, second session.] 

Nr. INGALLs submitted the following report, to accompany bill H. R. No. 3713: 

“*The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H. R. No. 3713, 
8 po godly ee Sie. ide 

Upon the 14th of January, 1875, this bill was reported ersely and indefi- 
nitely ed. On the 2ist of the same month this action was reconsidered by 

bill recommitted for further action. 


of 
Additional evidence has been submitted; - 
mony, the committee have reached the conclusion tha . 
in or Cooper came to his death is unfounded. The 
location of wound of which he died, and all the attendant circumstances are 


cide. 
presenting in detail the entire evidence, the committee reverse their 
previous action, and recommend, unanimously, that the bill do pass.“ 
Senate has alread; 


grief family. 
“ Your committee therefore recommend passage of the joint resolution.” 
1 Your committee adopt this report and recommend the passage of the joint reso- 
ation. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Is it not within the power of the Secretary of 
War to amend an erroneous record ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. That is not the construction which is placed 
ba 55 the law by the Military Committee. 

. ANTHONY. I have known a case where an erroneous record 
was amended at the War Department as to the cause of an officer's 
death. It was some time ago. 

Mr. BECK. I will say that I applied to the War Department to 
have it done some time ago, and they 8 they had not the power, 
and hence the a aie is made in this form. 

Mr. RANDO The present Secretary of War, and I think his 
predecessor, have decided that no such power, under their construc- 
tion of the law, is lodged with that Department; and therefore the 


resolution is pro 

Mr. ED . I think I am in favor of the passage of this 
oint resolution, but I do not wish to have the Senate seem to adopt 
the notion that it is not within the power of the War Department 
under existing law to amend and correct an error that it is satisfied 
exists in its records in the military history of any officer or soldier, 
for I have recently had occasion to examine the law and it is per- 
fectly clear to me that they have that power and that they exercise 
it when they are satisfied they ought to do so. i 

It may be that in a case of merely the law does not extend 
to it. to desertion (which was the special point that was called 
to my attention) the law is perfectly clear that they have that power. 
I have no doubt it is broad enough for this case; but it may be that 
the evidence which the Committee on Pensions accumulated is not 
evidence in the War Department, and therefore I shall cheerfully join 
in the of this resolution although I do not want it to be un- 
derstood at the War Department that we think in point of law they 
have ee to make a correction of this kind when they are satis- 
fied on the proof that it ought to be made. 

Mr. 8. VFC 
I had a petition sent to me for the purpose of getting legislation with 
a view to correcting an Army record which I sent to the Adjutant- 
General, and he replied that if I would furnish the proof of the cir- 
cumstances stated in the petition the record would be amended. I 
got the proof and sent it to him and he had the correction made. I 

ow, therefore, it isthe practice to make such corrections. The rec- 
ord was amended in the important particular of striking out “ deser- 
tion,” which was recorded against a soldier. The individual was re- 

rted as a deserter; and on proof being to the Adjutant- 


ral that he was not, the correction was under the law made by 
him. That was no longer ago than one day last week. 

Mr. CONKLING. It seems to me the only possible justification 
for passing this resolution is the absence of power to do the thing 
the resolution proposes. Reflect one moment upon the consequences 
of the opposite view. Suppose it to be true that the Department has 
power by general law to make corrections of this sort, and admitting 
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that and proceeding upon that idea we pass a resolution of this kind 
ina icular case, the Senate must see that it allows every claim- 
ant to resort twice over, first to the Department and then to Con- 

and Congress consisting of two Houses it gives him virtually 
e He may come to the Senate, take the chances of 
ouse, take the chances of its committee, or 


its committee, go to the 
go to the War Department. Certainly that should not be. 

This soou * = ges oe ident or favoritism. On ae oon: 
trary reco: 0 ‘ormed, p corrected, verified, what- 
ever the thing required may La beg g to the merits and truth of 
the matter. ‘ore to say the Department has power to do 


this, but that we will proceed in this case to direct it to be done, is 
to exonerate raatsi the Department from the only accounta- 


bility that you can ever get; that is, by imposing nsibility. I 
page aa td VVV 
that view. I will vote for it only upon its being shown that there is 
no such power now. 


Mr. BECK. I will only say to the Senator from New York that I 

applied to the War 8 twice and they assured me that they 

not the power, and that the case must come to Congress, and 

on their assurance that they had no power to make the correction 
this resolution was introduced. 

Mr. CONKLING. In reply to the Senator from Kentucky, I make 
two remarks: First, my un: ding is not the understanding of 
the Department as to law. My understanding is that 
power, and I remind the Senator we can scarcely upon 
what somebody at the War Department has said the statutes mean. 
We should have rather to go upon the statutes themselves, I think. 

Again: The Senator appeals to his ; I give him mine. 
It has a good many times behooved me, in compliance with requests, 
to transmit papers to the War Department making requests involy- 
ing a co ion of the record, and it never has been stated to me by 
any representative of the War Department that they had not the 
power. Refusals are frequent, but never that I can remember put 


upon that ground. 

I think, Mr. President, I will venture to move that this resolution 
be recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs in order that 
that committee may ascertain and report, not what somebody at the 
War e has said, not what some clerk has said who has oa 

ared a letter for the Secretary to sign as to what he thinks the law 
s, but what in reality the law is on this subject to the end that ap- 
plications of this sort may not go entirely by favor, but may rest upon 
some substantial basis. 

Mr. BECK. I would prefer that that should be done, because I 
have no official authority on the point, and if the thing can be done 
at the War ae T grey I would as soon have it done in that way as 
in any other. If they have not the power, then I hope the commit- 
tee will report a bill giving them the power. 

The VICE-PRESID The question is on the motion to recom- 
mit the joint resolution to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I should like very much to vote for this joint 
resolution, but I do not see that we have facts enough before us to 
justify us in saying that the record as it stands at the War Depart- 
ment is not correct. I shall vote for the motion to recommit, and 
shall be very glad if the thing proposed can be secured so as to cor- 
rect the record, whenever I am satisfied that the facts on which the 
record was made were erroneous, and that the truth is different. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I have no objection to the recommittal of the 
joint resolution; indeed ease it should be done after this debate ; 

ut I would say for the tary Committee that they have been in 
the habit to a greater or less extent of 8 in the opinion of 
the War Department as to the laws affecting that Department. It 
seeni e to be the opinion of the other side of the Chamber 
that there is law sufficient to-day for all the purposes desired by the 
pamaco of this joint resolution. I hope therefore it will be recom- 
mitted to the committee. 


The motion to recommit was agreed to. 
WILLIAM ENGLISH. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 332) authorizing 
the appointment of William Engis to a second lieutenancy in the 
Army ; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the report, Mr. President. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Ran- 
DOLPH January 12, 1880: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 332) 
“ authorizing the appointment of William English to a second lieutenancy in the 
6 same under consideration, and 3 the owing report: 


the 
of War in a letter dated War er Washington City, December 12, t 
upon which the Committee on tary Affairs of the Senate made the following 
report, which is adopted by your committee: 

The Committee on Affairs, to whom was referrred the letter fromthe 
Secretary of War, recommending such legislation as will authorize the President 
to appoint William English, late a cadet at the Military Academy, a second lieu- 
ansin tho Army, have had the same under consideration, and submit the fol- 
0 8 


“ The Secretary of War submits to in his letter addressed to the Pres- 
ident of the Senate, that Cadet phe Nin aipee bre toand entered the Military 
Academy in June, 1875, Tenang there a year, when he was found deficient in 
mathematics, and discharged in June, 1876. The Secretary states, however, that 


Cadet English’s failure ugh no fault of his own, but was owing 
absence from the academy on account of domestic amictions, which him 
fall behind his class; also, that about the time of his discharge he received the 


recommendation of the members of his class that he be appointed in 


unanimous 

the Army before their graduation. 

“it Zar ibe appar, Socerding to tie lotberof Uis Boore 
of the fact, and in view of the long and faithful services of 
the eutenant-Colonel T. C. En; Second 


„that in considera’ 


non. l 
, therefore, to permit this intment, that an enabling act be 4 
“in — — 1 honorable Secretary of 


fact that President desires e this appointment in recognition 
the faithful services for a l od of the late Licutenant- Colonel Sec- 
ond Infantry, (the father of et En, ) together with the statement of the 
that the failure of to pass the examination in ma‘ 
matics occurred h no fault of his but was owing to domestic affliction 
which caused his absence, members of his class y waived 


Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr, ALLISON. The bill ought to be amended by striking out all 
meeng a — how he shall be gned to duty. Let that question be 
e 


Army officers. I move to strike out after the words 
“ United States,” in line 6, the words: 


And that said William English shall be 


to such arm of the service in . 
the 


at the Military Academy, and as 


Mr. RANDOLPH. How will the bill read if amended? 
: T Chief Clerk read the bill as it would stand if amended, as 
‘ollows : 


of War, in an official communication to Congress, dated 
December 12, 1878, recommends the of an act enabling the dent to 
no late a cadet at the Mili Academy at West Point, to 
a second lieutenan the Army, which enablin is made necessary by reason 
of laws w) inhibit said nomination; and 


from the said communication of the of War that 


Whereas it a 
the President desires, in view of the circumstances of the case, to make such 
nomination: Therefo 


: re, 

Da despa, vet Bardon I E Y ANNE ETE A 
America in assembled, That the President is hereby authorized to - 
nate, and by and with the advice and consent of the te appoint, William Eng- 
lish, late a cadet at the Military Academy, a second lieutenant in the Army of the 
United States. And all lawsor of laws confli herewith are hereby sus- 

purposes of this act: said 


ded, and suspended only for Provided, 
Willen English shall — 5 pay and take rank only from the date of his appoint- 
ment by authority of this act. z 2 

Mr. RANDOLPH. That will do. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ED S. Icannot understand in reading the re that 
was on my desk how the Secretary omitted a part of it. o letter 
of the Secretary of War which is embodied in the report was not read 
by the Secretary. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I think I can explain that, if the Secretary can- 
not. A paper presented by the Military Committee purporting to be 
the report in this case was placed in the hands of the Secretary of 
the Senate by mistake, and immediately thereafter the propor rept 
was placed on the table. I suppose that the report that was by 
the tary just now is the one which came from the committee. 
It will be ascertained by comparison of the two that they differ in 
this respect only, that the report just read omits the letter of the 
Secretary of War, which is a mere repetition of the report itself. 
There is no essential fact omitted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is a pretty serious prosedens though it may 
be entirely right. I should like to know in what c. this young 
gentleman was when he left the Mili Academy. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. The report states, I think. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see. 

Cadet lish was to and entered the Acad in J 
1 — ihre wear, when he was found deficient — oe, sod 
une, 1876. 

So that he was only at the end of his freshman year, to use the 
college expression, and under the law he would have three years 
more to go thro h, if I am right in my supposition of what the law 
was then. This may be the most meritorious case in the world; but 
it is a pretty serious step by law, in view of the organization of the 
Academy and the security of the Army, to say that a young gentle- 
man who was dismissed at the end of his first year and not ving 
had the three years of training and teaching and learning and possi- 
bility of failure on his own account, shall be put into the Army just 
the same as if he had graduated, because he was dismissed the 
year on account of severe domestic affliction, with which of course 
we all sympathize. That, if I correctly understand it, is this as gre 
that this young gentleman during the course of his first year had the 
sorrow and misfortune to be involved in serious domestic calamities 
that obliged him to neglect his studies—and I use the word “neglect” 
in no sense of criticism; but it obliged him to leave the Academy 
(that is the short of it) for a good reason, one not in the least dis- 
honorable to him or to his capacity; but he did leave it. What would 
have happened to him in the three years that followed, nobody can 
tell. Of course it is a thing that it is perfectly impossible to solve. 

Now, the question is whether Congress, however much we may sym- 


pathize with his misfortune, is going to establish the precedent of 


25 providing for an appointment in the Army as an officer of & young 


gentleman who has not gone through the Academy and who has n 
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served in the ranks Le which he ae promoted = — cases. 
That appears to be question, one en y imperso: is young 

eines whom I never heard of before and who, I have no doubt, 
is a perfectly worthy young gentleman. It seems to me it is a pretty 
serious step. 

Mr. RANDOLPH, I think the Senator from Vermont misappre- 
hends the consequences of the ge of this bill. It authorizes the 
President to appoint Mr. English to a second lieutenancy—just that 
and nothing more. Bills of a similar character giving the ident 
the right to make similar appointments as to men who have never 
been in the Military Academy are frequently passed here. There are 
cases of appointment from civil life. This bill becomes n be- 
cause this young gentleman served a year or thereabouts in the Mil- 
itary Academy, and under the existing law the President has no power 
to appoint him to a second lieutenancy because of his service for that 
year in the Military Academy and his failure under the circumstances 
that are indicated there. I hope there will be no objection to the bill 
as it stands. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to suggest a further modification, to insert 
the words “of infantry,” in line 6, after the word “lientenant.” 

Mr. MAXEY. Thelaw provides that the cadets should be assigned 
to the Army according to their examination at West Point. They go 
into the engineers or the artillery, according to their grade in their 
class. The purpose of the bill as originally drawn was to give this 

ung man, who has to pass an examination before an Army board, 

e right to go where his examinations would entitle him to go. In 
the Military Academy one going into the cavalry has such an exam- 
ination as one going into the infantry; and the assignment is made 
to infantry or cav: according as it is thought the young man is 
better qualified for the infantry or the cavalry. If the amendment 
is made at all as proposed by the Senator from Iowa, which I think 
it ought not to be, it ought to be “ of infantry or cavalry.” 

The VICE-PRESIDE The morning hour has expired, and the 
Senate proceeds to the consideration of its unfinished business, being 
Senate bill No. 19. 


MILITARY WARRANT LAND LOCATIONS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (8. No. 19) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain and certify the 
amount of land located with military warrants in the States described 
therein, and for other purposes, the pending question being on the 
motion of Mr, EDMUNDS to postpone the bill indefinitely. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont at the 
commencement of his remarks upon this question observed that so 
far as he had been able to ascertain no State had yet made a demand 
upon the Government for an adjustment of its 5 per cent. claim on 
the basis named in the bill under consideration. In answer to this 
I undertook to say for the State I have the honor to represent in part 
here that there had been a demand by that State, and that the same 
had been continuously madeforseveral years. To this statement by 
myself in support of a similar one made by the Senator from Kansas 
for his State, the Senator from Vermont replied rather curtly, I 
thought, that “the eee of agents to hunt up claims in favor 
of States“ was not the information he was seeking, and therefore, of 
course, our statements were to him valueless. Tam s ng here 
particularly for my own State, its compact, its claim thereunder, and 
its demand, as represented in this bill and the 5 report, 
which are hare: Feng by the Senator from Vermont with some ve- 
hemence, and with his usual ability, and as I have been challenged 
by him to produce the record of my State as to its connection with 

is matter of its claim I shall first of all respond to such invitation. 
If there shall ES to have been a formal assertion of its claim by 
the State of Nebraska and a demand based thereupon for such an ad- 
justment thereof as this bill requires, I shall have answered all that 
the Senator from Vermont disputed so far as my State is concerned, 
except his ment the committee’s interpretation of the 
contract itself under which the claim arises. Seven years ago when 


sential part of an act approved February 8, 1873, relating to the par- 
ticular subject in controversy here. It is as follows: 


That the governor be, and he hereby is, authorized and empowered to a tan 
agent or agents in f of this State to prosecute to final decision 9 . —— 
or in the courts the claim of this State for the 5 per cent. due to the same from the 


United States upon the land of this State disposed of by reservations and 


by the location of land warrants and land scrip, issued for military service in the 
wars of the United States, and for agricul college serip, &. 
Inpursuanceof this statute the then governor of the State appointed 
an agent who, in the name and on behalf of the State, called person- 
ally upon the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office and invited their attention to the several sub- 
jects embraced in that act. As to the claim for 5 per cent. from the 
i ep of the Indian reservations taken from the body of the 
public lands within the limits of the State, upon the basis of $1.25 per 
acre, the same as if they had been sold to individuals by the Govern- 
ment, he made an extended argument before the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office which was printed and filed in the Department. 
The case was afterward eee to the Solicitor of that Department, 
who wrote an elaborate opinion thereupon recommending the adjust- 
ment of the claim as made up and presented, which opinion is on file 


in the Interior Department bearing date June 15, 1874. As nothi 
could be done with the other claims named in the statute under whi 
his authority was derived, i. e., that embraced in the bill now before 
us, and that for the swamp-lands indemnity, &c., without further 
legislation, he sought that, and to my personal knowledge since the 
commencement of the Forty-fourth Congress the State of Neb: 
either in one House or the other and most of the time in both, has 
been diligent when the opportunity was presented to press these claims 
upon the proper committees. 

So much for the demand of the State. And now I come to consider 
the compact between my State and the Federal Government under 
which the claim arises for the adjustment of which, in common with 
the claims of a similar character for other States, we seek this legis- 
lation; for in this brief discussion I shall chiefly consider this ques- 
tion from the central Riaad fer furnished by my own State. 

Within the limits of the State of Nebraska there are seventy-five 
thousand square miles of territory—almost fifty million acres—nearly 
all of which is arableland. Twenty-five years ago Nebraska was alto- 
gether uninhabited except by Indians, 1855 the pioneer vegan to 
take possession of that ificent region. It was then valueless to 
the country. Out of the soil of that vast area nothing whatever was 
produced by cultivation to sustain human life. There was no church, 
nor school-house, nor cultivated field; no civilization, no commerce, 
no tax-payer. This was the condition of things when the work of 
development commenced. Neither the pioneer nor the Government 
alone without the aid of the other could have made any pro; 
toward the wonderful results that have since been reached there. 
The Federal authority gave to Nebraska its territorial government, 
and the pioneer settlers furnished the intelligence and muscle to 
utilize the resources that nature had so lavishly dispensed to that 


on. 

zegion now let us see what the people of that State have accomplished 
“as partners in the concern,” s ing after the manner of my friend 
from Vermont. From nothing whatever in 1854 Nebraska has grown 
to pep ig of five hun thousand, with an assessed valuation 
of 8 000, and that, too, without assessing the vast estate 
of the Federal Government therein. With six hundred churches and 
three thousand school-houses, with a surplus from the agriculture of 
the past year over the requirements for home consumption of at least 
fifty million bushels of wheat and corn, more than five hundred 
thousand hogs, and three hundred thousand beeves, to say nothing 
of the other products of lesser importance sent out for distribution 
to the consumers of States less favored in these 3 Moreover, 
while Vermont paid for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, only 
$50,159.59 in internal-revenue taxes for the support of the Federal 
Government, Nebraska paid for the same year $376,309.81, more than 
seventeen times as much as Vermont in a single year. Since Ne- 
braska was admitted as a State in 1866-67 it has paid more than 
$4,000,000 internal-revenne taxes. And while Vermont during the 
past five years has paid less than $300,000, Nebraska has paid during 
the same period about $3,000,000. Beside these immense contribu- 
tions to assist in feeding the people of the whole country, and these 
large sums to support the Federal Government and aid in reducing 
the principal 3 the interest upon the national debt, we 
have duly observ: our obligations under our contract with the 
Federal Government as to the public domain. We have refrained, 
exactly as we „from levying any tax thereupon, whereas i 
there been no contract of this nature which the United States 
has, to say the least of it, always thought it best to make for its 
own protection against the sovereign right of the free and inde- 
pendent State to determine for itself,the proper objects of taxa- 
tion within its own 9 and the vast estate of the nation 
within our limits could have been taxed for the support of the local 
bloc pre for the augmentation of the school fund, and for the 

ternal improvements n for the development of the State 
exactly as if it had belonged to an individual and on the same basis 
as the property of others has been taxed for these very purposes ; 
even if we had not received from the Federal Government the endow- 
ments in 8 of which the Senator from Vermont became so over- 
whelmingly eloquent, we would now be in better circumstances as to 
our educational fund, our internal improvements, and our geveral 
assets than we are to-day by reason of these Federal aids. 

Mr. MORRILL, If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should prefer that the Senator would wait 
until I am through. 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely want to say to the Senator on one single 
point that if he is correct in his argument the city of New York pays 
more taxes than the other forty-five million people of the United 


States. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I have no 3 with the city of New York. 
It is with the Senator from Vermont, the senior Senator, [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS,] who has arraigned us in regard to this beneficence. 

Mr. MORRILL. So far as the contributions of the State of Nebraska 
and the State of Vermont are concerned, if the people of Nebraska 
consume more whisky than the people of Vermont, they pay more 
internal taxes; if they do not, they do not. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 8 consumes no more whisky than Ver- 
mont, but Nebraska produces that which makes whisky and that 
which feeds the people, and that upon which the taxes are laid that 
yield the revenue which supports the Government, which pays the 
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national debt, which enables the Government to reduce its interest 
and to pay its interest. Those are the points. 

But as I have said, if we had not received these endowments at 
all, and could have taxed all the Federal Government land, we should 
be im a better situation in a financial point of view; our balance- 
sheet would show better. 

Furthermore, we insist if this forbearance as to taxation, alto- 

ther proper as it is, had not been exercised, toward the Federal 
5 that in bearing the heat and burden of a quarter of a 
century in converting a waste place into a great and prosperous 
State, whose civilization is of the highest type—a State that now 
contributes, through the industry and enterprise of its people each 
year so much to the wealth of the whole country, so much for the 
support of the Government itself, and so much to enhance the value 
of the remainder of the public domain, we would have a sufficient 
set-off fer all the beneficences which are made to figure so largel 
against us and against the equitable accounting proposed by this bill. 

Indeed, it is a proper question to submit to the political economist 
whether the Government and people of the United States would not 
have made a fair trade with the settlers of Nebraska at the outset 
if they had contracted to surrender their entire interest in the public 
lands in that State upon condition that the results already reached 
could then have been assured—not to speak of the acts rere A 
greater ones that are in the womb of the future—results in whi 
every citizen of the United States, wherever he may be, has an in- 
terest. 


Therefore, considering our contract—in the full knowledge of the 
benefits and advan‘ that have accrued therefrom to the whole 
country—we do not ti that our interest in the public lands within 
the 3 oe State, as such 55 aa in ma bill before 

is a do more we may justly and properly insist upon. 
The Senator from Vermont Sete | chat the RANEA of this pay- 
ment of 5 per cent. on the net proceeds of the sales of pabio lands, 
under the rule that now obtains, was to produce a fund for the con- 
struction of turnpikes and other public improvements for the benefit 
of all the States, as well as for the advantage of the particular State 
to which the pa; t was to be made. 

But I believe it is true beyond question that in each compact so 
made from the beginning the proper theory has been that the Federal 
Government received its quid pro quo through the concessions made by 
each State on its admission as to certain rights, jurisdictions, and 
privileges, seiner, Iker from the commencement there has al- 
ways been much doubt and uncertainty. In all these the essential 
requirements have been that the State should not interfere with the 
primary disposal of the soil; that the estate of the United States 
therein should not be taxed at all; in some of theearlier compacts that 
five and in others that three years’ exemption from taxation for lands 
sold by the Government to individuals should be conceded by the 
States contracted with, and in nearly all cases that 5 
prieto: tors—should not be taxed higher than resident. The 
requirement as to the application of the fund thus 5 each 
State was, as I think, in every case inspired by what was the ruling 
idea of the time in the State with which the compact was to be 
made. As to Indiana and the others admitted before the commence- 
ment of the railroad era, so to speak—in what may properly be des- 
ignated the canal and turnpike era—when the States of the interior 
were struggling to secure the best possible facilities then known and 
at command for the e ape of their products to the seaboard, nat- 
urally all were in accord, and each one, by the expression of its own 
wish and by its direct request, inspired the formulation of its particu- 
lar compact, so that this common direction Deere to be given to 
all the earlier-admitted States. Beyond this I think there was no 
idea, no method pressing upon the State from without to compel a 
different application of the fund than that which was agreeable to 
and desirable fer the State itself, without reference to the wishes or 
the interests of any other of the States. This is clearly shown by 
= character of the enabling acts of the States more recently ad- 

Take my own State for illustration. Popular sentiment there de- 
manded that the fund for the support of common schools should be 


increased, strengthened, and protected in every possible way, so that 
the schools might become free to all and as nearly as ible a bur- 
den to none. s sentiment forced itself upon the attention of Con- 


gress and demanded at its hands that the 5 per cent. fund should by 
our enabling act be required to be thus applied, and so it was done. 
I doubt if any one in Con who voted for or against that enabling 
act stopped to even inquire of himself what interest his own State 
_ could possibly have in the disposition of the 5 per cent. fund for Ne- 
braska other than to give it that direction which the best interests of 
that particular State seemed to demand. 

But the Senator from Vermont sought to make a case against my 
State particularly, I thought, of special benefits conferred 50 exces- 
sive as to make our claim for the more liberal accounting contem- 
plated by this bill appear to be most extraordinary. He spoke of 
railroad gmn to the State, multitudinous in number and vast in 
extent. I shall not attempt to pronounce the scientific terms em- 
ployed by him in his g 85 of speech to illustrate how great a benefi- 
cence this has been. Even my distinguished friend, learned ashe is, 
was a little troubled in their pronunciation. Now, in answer to all 
this, I desire simply to say that my State, as a State, never received 


any prant whatever for the construction of any railroad. Not one 
single acre beyond the five hundred thousand acres that went to all 
the States under the act of 1841 for internal improvements was ever 
ted to Nebraska to use in aid of the construction of a railroad. 
ongress did make a grant of lands to the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company, which company Congress itself incorporated. No man 
living in my State had any pecuniary interest in it. Nineteen-twen- 


tieths of its original proprietorship were in New England, a large 


block of it is there still, and none of it is in my State. 

This company finally located the road so that it was constructed 
through Nebraska. The company did this because the line through 
Nebraska was the shortest one to the Pacific, and not for the purpose 
of conferring any special benefits upon the State of Nebraska. A 
grant was also made to the Burlington and Missouri Railroad Com- 
pany, a company composed almost entirely of New England people, 
which constructed under its t about one hun and eighty- 
five miles of road in Nebraska. Still another company, known origi- 
nally as the Kansas and Northern, now denominated the Saint Joseph 
and Western Railroad, under a grant made to the State of Kansas 
direct, extended its road a short distance into our State. If these 

ts had been made to the State of Nebraska it is ible that a 
tter disposition would have been made of some of them. But it is 
due to truth to say that one of these companies, the Union Pacific 
has built in Nebraska of roads tributary to its main line, without aid 
from the national or State governments, nearly as many miles as the 
entire length of its main line in that State, while the Burlington and 
Missouri has constructed and now operates more than four hundred 
miles in addition to that for which its grant was made. Finally, of 
the sixteen hundred miles of railroad in Nebraska less than one-half 
ag hundred miles) were constructed by land-grant aid. 
ut even if these ts had been made direct to us for the pur- 
of constructing that part of the Pacific line within the limits of 
ebraska, it could not truthfully be said that it was intended as a 
ial beneficence to my State. The interests of Nebraska were not 
ought of in connection with that great national undertaking. And, 
as I said the other day in answer to a remark made by the tor 
from Vermont, it is a question whether it would not have been better 
for us in the long run if those two ts had not been carved out 
of the lands in our State. But be that as it may, I acknowledge no 
specially intended benefit to my State from those grants. Every 
State and section of the Union was directly interested in the con- 
struction of those roads, and it was upon that theory and that only 
that the ts were made. I shall not, therefore, permit the Sena- 
tor from Vermont to charge them up specially to the account of our 
State because, forsooth, topographical and other considerations 
brought them that way in making the long-prayed-for railroad con- 
nection between the Atlantic and the Pacific. 

The Senator from Vermont undertook to charge to the special ac- 
count of the newer States the liberal policies now obtaining in respect 
to the disposition of the public lan In the words of our distin- 
guished friend, the senior Senator from Ohio, “this won't do.” Eve 
intelligent citizen of the United States long since became convince 
that the best interests of the whole country demand that the public 
lands shall be disposed of to the actual settler who will cultivate the 
same and thus contribute his share to the gross products of the whole 
country, or plant and cultivate forests upon the nude plains of the 
West, the influence of which upon our climate, our agriculture, and 
the general health cannot be overestimated, provided the results of 
the industrious efforts of the settler in this direction shall prove to be 
equal to the promise that now enco him. This policy has come 
to be adopted by the Government and accepted by oray ony PESE 
where as a better one than the original rule of selling the public lan 
in vast tracts to non-resident speculators, which was a virtual exclu- 
sion of the poor man from the overcrowded districts of the Eastern 
States from the public lands, upon which now, if he have pluck and 
energy and industry, he may go and make a home for himself and his 
chil In all this New York and Vermont and every other State 
of the East and South has a common interest with Nebraska and Kan- 
sas and the others of the great West. Therefore, I repeat, there has 
been nothing done in the way of beneficent legislation to aid in plac- 
ing the poor man in possession of the public lands in the newer States 
for occupancy and cultivation of the same, and nothing in the endow- 
ments of new States in order that there may be extended to him 
wherever he may be the advan of education, or through public 
improvements to afford him the facilities for sending the products of 
his farm to the central markets of the country, that not been for 
the common good of all in the East as in the West, and I insist that 
the Senator from Vermont shall not charge all these 5 15 to our 
account as a proper set-off to the demand made in this bill for an, 
equitable adjustment of the claim therein presented. | 

But the Senator from Vermont argues that the exchange of the 
public lands for mili warrants or scrip is not a sale thereof, but 
is in the nature of a r” transaction. Undoubtedly the very 
learned definition of the term “sale” given by that Senator is cor- 
rect. Nevertheless Ider than the oldest Senator in this 
Chamber—has placed the land warrant in such close relationshi 
with money—indeed it has so long stood for, represented, been trea 


in these special transactions as money—that admitting the theory of 


the Senator that the term “sale” meansa 88 of a thing by the 
seller to the purchaser thereof for money to 


ə correct, as it certainly 
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is in a technical sense, yet if we observe tbis definition no less care- 
fully thai E leek eden OOTATE the past twenty years in this 
‘country, we must yet concede that the disposition of the public lands 
for land warrants or land scrip may properly and nately pe denomi- 
nated “sales” under the definition thereof given by our disti ed 
friend from Vermont, than whom no one here or anywhere is more 
able, more honorable, or more de sit to bo Ja bry 

Always in our history, accordingly as the country was prosperous 
or depressed and there was an active or inactive ee for lands 
for use agriculturally, warrants have a special money value 
or purchasing power recognized in the money market exactly as the 
greenback so Jong as it was irredeemable, had a general purchasing 
power regulated by the demand for its use according to the volume 
of legitimate business in which it could be profitably employed: 
Both were evidences of indebtedness. One re ted so much sery- 
ice rendered the Government by an individual who imperiled his life 
for its defense, and was redeemable in land; the other represented so 
much ial furnished or so much labor performed or service ren- 
dered by somebody, and was redeemable, not presently as was the 
land warrant, but at some future time which could not be definitely 
named, when the Government should be able to redeem it in the 
technical money of the Constitution. Now suppose that the exact 
money of the Constitution wherewith to redeem the greenback could 
not ultimately be obtained because of great business depression, or 
perhaps absolute bankruptcy, and the holder thereof should be com- 
Pelled to take from the Government * lands in liquidation 
thereof, would this final result render 


e innumerable transactions 


in which it had been theretofore used as money: barter transactions? | Ala 


Suppose Congress had given to the land warrant, which was the 
obligation of the Government to pay so much land, a yeti 1 
tender capacity to the extent of $1.25 for each acre of land it called 
for, would it not have possessed even a better money character than 
the greenback itself, for the reason that it would have been presently 
redeemable in something that had an inherent value almost or quite 

ual to the nominal value of the warrant itself? Other certificates 

ee e of 3 = ing issued during the late — 
which did not possess the legal-ten capacity, were not presently 
redeemable in anything, and yet would any one say that if the Gov- 
ernment, as it undoubtedly many times did, had received these cer- 
tificates in perpent for the pablic lands, that such transactions were 
not “sales?” And yet they woro in a technical sense very little nearer 
to what we understand to be the true money of the Constitution than 
is the land warrant. 

Now it is a matter of fact that land warrants and land scrip have 
always been held and been treated by the banks of the country as cash 
items—cashin hand. Custom has made them money in a ial sense. 
The land warrant had for pera’ years a daily quoted cash value ex- 
actly as the certificates of indebtedness of one kind and another du- 
ring the war, and afterward had their quoted cash value when 
deposited in the strong-boxes of the money-changers. 

d to-day land warrants are no more open to the objection that they 
are not money for the special use to which they are put than the cer- 
tificates of indebtedness were for the general use to which for a long 
time they were put. Indeed they are treated asmoney by the Gov- 
ernment itself in these very transactionsin which they are specially 
used. A one-hundred-and-sixty-acre land warrant will buy just as 
much land as the exact sum of money demanded by the Government 
in such sale if the purchaser requires the land, has the money, and 
does not possess the land warrant. Itis of the same value to the 
Government as $200 in money; because it is the promise of the Govern- 
ment that it will receive it in payment for the same amount of land 
that it could and would under the law sell for $200 in cash if there 
was no warrant. And to this extent it is a special legal tender. 

Moreover, in the States where the exemption from taxation fol- 
lowed the land for three or five years, as the case may have been, 
after the Government had parted with its title to the individual, the 
fact that the rule of exemption obtained and was recognized by the 
Government the same whether the lands were sold for warrants or 
for cash, is a recognition by it of the principle from which it ought 
not to be permitted to depart when it is making up the other side of 
whe nthe Tana hi clearly recognized in the 1 

ut the principle is perhaps more y in the law as 
it now stands, and the practice of the Department thereunder at the 
t time in respect to one class of warrants. The act of Septem- 

28, 1850, volume 9, Statutes at „at page 520, provides that 
warrants shall be located upon the public lands subject to sale at pri- 
vate entry. The act of August 31, 1852, Statutes at Large, volume 10, 
at page 143, provides that military serip issued in lien of Teinie 

ilitary warrants shall be received in payment for public lands at 
the rate of $1.25 per acre. Upon the latter, which in every essential 
respect are the same as the former, issued originally 
States, the 5 S cent. is paid. Their value to the owner is just the 
same. The obligation in regard to them as to the amount and kind 
of land to be given for them is the same. In all particulars both 
classes of obligations are treated alike except in that because 


the term “located upon the public lands” is used in the act of 1850, 
in defining their use, and the words “payment for public lands” is 
employed in the act of 1852 in the same connection, therefore the lands 
disposed of under the latter are treated as cash shles, upon which the 
5 per cent. is actually paid, while upon the former it is not paid. 
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Now, this is the thinnest possible distinction without a difference, 
and it ought, in justice to the States named in this bill, to be re- 
moved. It is a legal absurdity. But the executive officers of the 
Government must observe the distinction. Numerous other acts in 
sup of the theory that warrants have been treated as money in 
their relation to these public land transactions have been cited 
other Senators, notably by the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON, 
and I need not call attention to them. For these reasons, and many 
others that have been given here, or might be given, I.am most em- 
phatically in favor of this bill. 

In conclusion, permit me to say to you, Senators from Eastern States, 

ou will make no mistake in allowing questions like this to be ad- 
Jasted on the broadest and most liberal principles of interstate comity. 
is bill if passed will involve no increased taxation to anybody. 
Indeed, my State alone will pay the whole sum required by this bill 
in four years in its Federal taxes, if you will so direct the use thereof. 


We feed you and you clothe us. Your supplies will be none the 
nor more dimi cult to obtain, and our apparel no more expensive 


because of increased import duties if this bill shall become a law. 
Moreover, by this enactment you will have disposed of a question 
that 1 hath vexed us all. 
Mr. AN. Mr. President, I do not think this bill ought to pass, 
and I shall very briefly indicate some of the reasons for my opinion, 
The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain the quan- 
tity of public lands entered by the location of military scrip and land 
VVV 
isco’ wa, Ne siana, 
. orida, n, Nevada, and Colorado. He is 
to ascertain the entire quantity of all public lands in these States ever 
ted for mili services ; and the bill then directs that there shall 
id to these States respectively 5 cent. of the value of the 
land estimated at $1.25 per acre. This is to be paid by the Secretary 
of the Treasury in cash, or he is to issue United States obligations 


eee Se with which to pay it. 
Mr. ident, the quantity of land which has been 


ted for 
military services is very large. Land has been to soldiers 
who have served in every war carried on by the United States to and 


including the Mexican war. It has mostly been ted not in par- 
suance of any promise by the Government to induce them to enlist 
or volunteer, but as a gratuity for the patriotic services of the sol- 
diers and sailors. As ing upon some of the arguments urged by 
the supporters of this bill, ar 


nts that we really nted this 
land in pa; — 


ent of an obligation contracted with the soldiers, and 
that t ore it should be treated as a sale of the lands, I ask the 
Secretary to read sections 2425 to 2428, inclusive, of the Revised 
Statutes. Those sections will show whether it is not true that a very 
large portion of all the land granted was a donation to soldiers and 
sailors in recognition of their patriotism and services, and not pay- 
ment or fulfillment of a previous obligation or promise on the part 
of the United States. I ask the Clerk to read sections 2425 to 2428. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


r to the 3d day of March, 1885, shall be entitled to receive a warrant 

tof the Interior, for one hundred and sixty acres of land; 
and, where any person so entitled has, prior to the 3d day of M 1855, received 
a warrant for any number of acres less than one hundred and sixty, he shall be 
allowed a warrant for such quantity of land only as will in the whole, with 
what he may have received prior to that date, one hundred and sixty acres. 

Sec. 2426. The classes of ms emb as beneficiaries under the preceding 
section, are as follows, namely: 

5 fy ea and WN N musicians, and — 
whether of the s, volunteers, rangers, or who were regularly mus- 
tered into the ascot the United States. y 

Second. med and non-commissioned officers, seamen, ordinary seamen, 
flotilla men, marines, clerks, and landsmen in the Navy. 

Third, Militia, volunteers, and State of any State or Territory, called into 
military service, and regularly mustered and whose services have been 
paid by the United States. 

Fourth. Wagon-masters and teamsters who have been employed under the direc- 
— of competent authority, in timé of war, in the transportation of military stores 


Officers and soldiers of the revolu: war, and marines, seamen, and 
ard magne in the naval service of the United States during that war. 
Chaplains who served with the Army. 
oy a2 tne wars unctionsd, DANISA to mallitary guitars, FEOEO: PAETAE messes 
an; e wars mention suhjec W: m 
into the service of the United States or not. FN z 


ber, 1814. 
Third. The volunteers who served at the battle of King's Mountain, in the rev- 


tionary war, 
Fourth. The volunteers who served at the battle of Nickojack against the con- 
federate savages of the South, 

Fifth. The volunteers who served at the attack on Lewistown, in Delaware, by 
the British fleet, in the war of 1812. 

Sec. 2428. In the event of the death of any person who would be entitled toa 
warrant, as provided in m 2425, leaving a widow, or, if no widow, a minor 
child, such widow or such minor child shall receive a warrant for the same quan- 
— of C receive, if living on the 3d day 


Mr. KERNAN. Now, Mr. President, it will be observed that a very 
large number of these beneficiaries were never promised any land at 


1880. 
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all. The Government wisely and properly from the beginning has 
been accustomed from time to time to t a ion of the public 
lands to our soldiers and sailors as an honorable gratuity for their 


services. It was not ted in payment of any debt or legal obli- 
gation of the United States. The soldiers had served without any 
such inducement from the Government. 

I am informed, and I believe it is true, that more than 90 per cent. 
of all the lands taken under military scrip and land warrants was 
not given in fulfillment of any promise or contract by the United 
States with the soldier toinduce himtoserve. This bounty extended 
to the wagon-masters and the chaplains, and to all who served as 
soldiers even fora few days. It was properly given to them by the 
Government as a gratuity over and above their stipulated pay in rec- 
ognition of honorable and patriotic service. 

I believe that such a policy is a wise one, and that it was right and 
proper thus to the services of our citizen soldiers and sail- 
ors; but, sir, to argue that when we granted this land to them we 
were paying them s legal debt or any debt which the Government 
had onoi by contract or previous promise, I think is erroneous, 

I have said this because it is claimed t the States named 
in this bill come here to enforce a contract with the Government by 
which the United States agrees to pay to these States respectively 5 
per cent. of the value of the lands granted to the soldiers and sailors 
and which were situate within these States respectively. What is 
the la‘ out of which peel this contract sprin In the en- 
abling acts which permitted the several States in the bill to 
come into the Union, Congress declared that the United States would 
pay to the States ETAETA 2 cent. on the net proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands in the State. The ent is, that when 
the United States granted some of that land as a gratuity to the sol- 
diers for patriotic services, long or short, when there was no pledge 
in advance of the services to give lands in addition to the pay 
soldiers got, such a donation was a sale of the public lands within the 
meaning of the enabling statutes. I should like to ask my friends 
to take the langu: “5 per cent. on the net proceeds of the sales 
of the public lands,” and tell us what were the “net ” How 
will you estimate the net proceeds on a pm | land warrant giving. 
a soldier one hundred and sixty acres of land 

Mr. JONES, of Florida Will the Senator from New York permit 
me to ask him a question f 

Mr. KERNAN. In one second I will yield. I only allude to this 
in order to call attention to what the parties to contract, the 
United States and the State, at the time understood to be a sale on 
which the States were to have 5 per cent. Now I will hear the Sen- 
ator from Florida. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I wish to ask the Senator what he under- 
stands to be the measure of the obligation entered into by the Gov- 
ernment of the Union with the tive States. In r words, 
does the Senator think thatafter havingstipulated to pay to the States 
5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of the public lands the 
Government of the Union would be at liberty to make any other dis- 
position of those lands so as to prevent the payment of the 5 per cent.? 

Mr. KERNAN, Iwill answer my friend, Who is a poa lawyer. Ifthe 
language meant, as is contended, that the United States was a trustee 
in equity to sell the lands for the benefit of the State the United 
States were bound to sell every acre and pay the State 5 per cent. of 
the proceeds; but on the contrary I insist this language means what 
I argue it means. 
these lands in the ordinary way we would pay the State 5 per cent. 
on the net proceeds which we received for them. I say that was the 
understanding of the parties to the contract, and I say so because at 
the time these enabling acts were passed it wasa well-known fact that 
the United States was in the practice of selling for money a portion 
and of donating for various public purposes a large portion of these 

ublic lands. en they gave away the lands for a public purpose 
it was for the benefit, or supposed to be for the benefit, of all the peo- 
ple of the United States, the new States as well asthe old. I think 
the makers of these laws understood the contract to be that when we 
sold the lands, and the money came into the Treasury, we would pay 
over 5 per cent. of the net proceeds to the States; but where we 
donated lands for the building of a canal for the public or as a 
reward for the patriotism of soldiers or for other public purpose, 
we were not to pay any percentage on account of the land to the States. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, I wish to ask one more question, for I am 
seeking light myself on this subject. 

Mr. KERNAN, I have no feeling about the matter except to state 
3 and I will answer any question that I can. 

. JONES, of Florida. There were enough land warrants issued 
to cover up all the public lands in some of the States, had they all 
been located in aiy one State. I put the question to the Senator, if 
all the bounty land warrants which were issued to soldiers for mili- 
y service had been located in the State of my friend from Iowa, 
under the authority of Congress, and if there had been no lands left 
in that State to sell, whether in the face of the sti tion entered 
into between the United States and Iowa in 1846, when she was ad- 
mitted into the Union, that State would have bad any claim for com- 
pensation on the General Government on account of that contract? 


Mr, KERNAN. I will answer the Senator. After Iowa was admit- 
ted her representatives were here. If the Government had been sell- 
ing the public lands for money elsewhere and giving all the lands 


both parties so understanding it, that where we sold | y 


away in that State to the soldiers, it would have raised a claim 


against the United States that the Government was not dealing justly; 
but nevertheless that would not be a sale of the public lands in Iowa 
within the meaning of these statutes, in my judgment. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KERNAN. Please let me get through. You Senators are fa- 
miliar with these land laws, and I only want tostate my view briefly. 

Mr. LOGAN. I merely desire to call the Senator's attention to a 
fact, but I will wait until he gets through. 

Mr. KERNAN. The Senator may call my attention to any fact, if 
that is his only purpose. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to ask the Senator how he construes the act 
of Congress passed in 1855, and the subsequent act in 1857, in 
reference to the States of Alabama and Mississippi, in which it is pro- 
vided that a settlement shall be made between the Government and 
those States in reference tothe 5 cent. we are now discussing, and 
that all reservations within those States, naming certain Indian tribes, 
shall be accounted for according to the number of acres in those res- 
ervations, at $1.25 per acre, in the settlement of this 5 per cent. 
claim. I merely ask how the Senator construes those laws. 

Mr. KERN. Ihave not read those statutes, and will give no 
opinion u them. 

“ AN. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I will read them. 

Mr. KERNAN, I prefer not. The Senator from Alabama, [Mr. 
Pryor,] who intends addressing the Senate, will no doubt refer to 
those statutes. I have not looked at them. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will state the idea to which I wanted to draw the 
Senator’s attention. 

Mr. KERNAN. If the Senator will allow me to proceed briefly with 
my statement it will be better. 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon, but I merely wished to 
state the construction of the law. ‘ 

Mr. KERNAN. I want Senators sitting here to place themselves 
in the situation of those who passed these enabling acts and those 
who accepted them. They were all familiar with fact that the 
Government was accustomed to donate the public lands for various 
pu giving them largely as a reward for the patriotism of sol- 
diers and sailors. There is no language in these statutes which im- 
ported that the Government bound itself not to continue to donate 
portions of the land to our soldiers; and there being these two modes 
of disposing of them, the one by sale for money—the ceed Mobs 
the other by donation, judgment is that both parties understood 
that we were to pay the 5 per cent. on the net of the public 
lands sold in the ordinary way for money, and that we were not to 
take out of the Treasury and pay to the States 5 per cent. on the value 
of the public lands that were given for a or a railroad, much 
less on the lands which were donated to the soldiers of the Republic. 
I may be in error, but such is my firm conviction. 

I am confirmed in this view by the information which I get, that 
for a very long time, and down to a comparatively recen: iod, 
these new States, having their representatives here who joined in the 
action which was had by Congress as to donating these lands to sol- 
diers and to other es for public purposes, made no objection to 
these donations and no claim that we ought to pay them 5 per cent. 
or any other per cent., on the value of the lands which were entered 
with military bounty warrants, or which were donated for other pub- 
lic p to eor ions or to parties. It was readin our hearing 
y that as late as 1858, on such @ claim being made by one 
of these States, the Secre of the Interior answ that the De- 
partment did not understand that lands located with bounty land 
warrants were sales within the meaning of these acts of Congress. 
If the States coming in understood this, surely a claim would have 
been made earlier; they would have made the claim to the United 
States, You are a trustee for us to the amount of 5 per cent. of the 
value of these lands; you must either sell them and give us spr 
cent. of the net p or if yon give them away, like any other 
trustee, you must pay us the same as though you sold them at their 


market value.” 

The language of the statutes is significant. It is not that the United 
States shall pay 5 per cent. on the in the States disposed of by 
the Federal Government, but they shall pay to the States respect- 
ively 5 per cent. of the net p of lands sold. The language is 
so quoted in the very bill before us, “5 per cent. on the sales of 
public lands,” and I do not think it would be construed to import 
the contract now contended for by any court of law or equity. We 
have gone on year after year from the time the first new State was 
admitted until now, selling land and paying over to the States 5 per 
cent. of the net proceeds from year to year of the lands sold only, and 
no claim was made by the States and no recognition by the United 
States that there was any right at all to have anything on account 
of lands that were donated to soldiers for their patriotic services and 
for other public purposes. We have this practical construction of 
what the contract was and is. 

I deny that there was any such contract as is now claimed. I deny 
it on the fair construction of the language used. I deny it on the 
interpretation of the language practically by both parties making the 
compact for years. I deny it on the ground that for years we have 
gone on paying them 5 per cent. of the net 3 and there was no 
claim that land warrant locations should included, and the first 
time it was made, in 1858, it was disputed by the United States. If 
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this be not so, the United States is equally bound to pay the 5 per 
cent. to these States on land that was granted for any public purpose. 


Therefore, Mr. President, while I would deal liberally and gener- 
ously with these States, while I would be particular not to violate the 
public faith with any one of the States, it seems to me that no disin- 
terested who will examine the language of these statutes and 
the practical interpretation given to them by both parties for years 
will think for one moment that the United States is bound in law or 
equity to pay these States the money now claimed. No one will un- 
derstand that the United States are bound by a contract to pay the 
States named 5 tp cent. on the land that was donated as a gratuity 
to the soldiers of all the wars from the revolutionary war down to the 
present time. 

I do not believe that all the Senators from the States named m this 
bill will vote for it. I do not think that they will feel that they 
should call upon the United States for 5 per cent. upon the 
value at ten shillings an acre of the lands granted to the soldiers who 
defended us all. It was the common mode of recognizing, over and 
above their mere pay, their honorable service; it was the ractice 
which was known to exist when the statutes were passed, and it never 
was regarded by any one as a sale of the public lands. They were 
always called bounty lands. The soldiers did not poy moa: and the 
Government did not sell the lands to the soldiers. e lands were 
donated by the old States and the new to show their gratitude to the 
soldiers. 

But if there is to be a bill in equity filed by the States against the 
United States at this late day to enforce this anes contract and to 
charge us with this 5 per cent., I think the account ought to be stated 
on both sides. How much of the public lands have been donated 
since they were admitted to the very States named in the bill? I 
called at the General Land Office and made a verbal inquiry on the 
12th, when this bill was first being discussed, and I asked the Depart- 
ment to give me, if they could with substantial accuracy, the quan- 
tity of land granted by the Federal Government to the States named 
in the bill under consideration, and here is the answer : 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 12, 1880. 
* uest of this date I have the honor to hand 
herewitita stetonvont of tne amount ef publio lands 25 


named. 
v ts are not claimed to be offi 


The amounts respective gran 
correct, but thes approxima as nearly thereto as the short time allowed for th 


com would admit of. 
Man. Pas Francis KERNAN, 
United States 


iven here as granted by the Federal Government 
in the bill since they came into the Union is 


And the quantity gi 
to the States nam 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator state what that quantity 
of land would be worth? 

Mr. KERNAN. Estimating it at ten shillings an acre it would be 
worth about $200,000,000. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator state what the amount 
of a one-cent tax per acre upon the whole public domain of the United 
ge ig So, Tan the same States would be ? 

Mr. AN. Ihave not calculated it and cannot state. But this 
is a statement of the grants for various po to the new States 
named in this bill. Underthe agricul college act it was 1,785,646 
acres. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Did not New York get her share of that ? 

Mr. McDONALD. The agricultural college grants were made to 
all the States. 

Mr. KERNAN. This is a statement of the grants of land to the 
States named in the bill. 

Mr. McDONALD. The agricultural college scrip went to all the 
States, and New York got her portion. 

Mr. KERN AN. There was no land granted to New York when Ohio 
came in. 

Mr. McDONALD. But there was scrip granted to New York for 
agricultural college purposes, and located in the western country. 

Mr. KERNAN. Every State got that, but these new States got far 
above that and beyond it. That constitutes 1,785,646 of the 164,059,498 
acres granted to the States named in this bill. Then there were 

ted to deaf and dumb asylums in the States named in this bill 

971 acres. There were ts to these Stutes for schools and uni- 
versities 62,301,398 acres, the grants to these States for seats of gov- 
ernments and public buildings 197,952 acres ; approved for wagon- 
roads in these States 1,271,656 acres; aj poros in aid of railroads, not 
including grants to corporations, 34.095 acres. These were grants 
=i the States named in the bill to aid in building railroads in those 

tates. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Every alternate section. 

Mr. KERN. Ido not know what it was. 


Mr. ALLISON. That was the only way land was granted for rail- 


roads. 

Mr. KERNAN. Then the swamp selections amount to 46,780,913 
acres; there have been granted for internal improvements in these 
States 12,403,054 acres; approved for ship and other canals 4,424,073 
acres; approved for salt springs 557,436.18 acres. 


There is the quantity of land granted to these States by the United 
States since they were admitted to the Union. The Federal Govern- 
ment has very properly been liberal, and 1 to these States lands 
to aid them in building canals and railroads, and for other public 


Now do not misunderstand me. I am not complaining ; Iam not 
saying it was not right to do all this; I would vote for it myself 
probably. I am only stating it as of the history to show how 
the Government has dealt with the lands in these particular States; 
to show that the United States donated to these new States very 
largely the public lands situated in them, instead of selling them and 
paying to these States only 5 per cent. of the proceeds. 

Mr. McDONALD. This bill does not count what was given away 
for school „ &. 

Mr. AN. I understand that, but I will ask my friend from 
Indiana if we were trustees to sell the lands and give the States 5 
per cent. of the money, and we chose to give them to some company 
that was building a road in the State or to give them to the State to 
use in building that road, were not both parties to the compact par- 
ties to that t? 

Mr. McDONALD. I do not say we were trustees to sell the land 
for the benefit of the States in which the lands were located; but I 
do say that those States entered into a compact with the United 
States by which the States gave up the right of control over these 
lands, and the right of taxation and sale, in consideration gf their 
receiving this percentage on the sales. As to my own State, among 
other th we gave up the right to tax these lands for five years 
after entry, and to that extent the land-warrant entries were em- 
braced as well as everything else. 

Mr. KERNAN. I do not think that will tend to convince any one 
that when your contract, made with full knowledge of the mode of 
dealing with the public lands by the Federal Government, said that 
the Government would give you 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the 
sales of the lands in your State, we are bound to give a percen 
on the value of the lands we donated to the soldiers and sailors who 
had served in the Army of the Union. I do not think it is a fair con- 
straction of this contract to claim that the United States were bound 
to sell every acre of the land owned by these States, and that they 
could not use any of it for public purposes. The argument of the 
friends of this bill goes to this extent. 

Mr. McDONALD. I should like to ask the Senator from New York 
if the same clause of exemption from taxation for five years on sales 
of lands embraced entries made by land warrants, are we not entitled 
to the 5 per cent. on those sales as much as on the cash sales? We 
stipulated not to tax these lands for five years after the day of sale. 

. KERNAN. How much of the public land did the Government 
donate to your State in the very bill 
sections for particular purposes ? 

Mr. McDONALD. But we stipulated that after sale they should 
remain free from taxation for five years. The term “sale” is used 
in the enabling act, in reference to which we have the right to call 
for the 5 per cent.; and the same clause which requires us not to tax 
these lands for five years has been held to exempt from taxation 
lands entered ee Now, I say that where this exemption 
applied, the withholding of the right of taxation to that same class 
0 ds, our ioe to the 5 per cent. attaches. 

Mr. KERNAN. Will my friend answer why did not some of the 
citizens of the States who came in under these acts, who saw this 
going on, suggest years and years ago that we owed them a percent- 
age on account of the entry of bounty lands? 

Mr. McDONALD. It has been so suggested, I think. 

Mr. PADDOCK. For twenty years. 

Mr. KERNAN, In 1858, when the claim was suggested, it was dis- 
puted and denied. 

Mr. McDONALD. The Senator must remember that before 1850 a 
very small amount of land was entered with land warrants. It is 
since that geroa that this question has become important, not be- 
fore. In 1858 the Senator himself says that the claim was made, and 
by the accounting officers was rejected. 

Mr. KERNAN. But there was no proposition then, or till quite 
recently, to have laws enacted by Congress for the payment of this 
Pea validity of which the officers of the Uni States then 

enied. 

Mr. McDONALD. In 1857 there was an act passed which it is 
claimed the accounting officers from that day to this have disregarded. 

Mr. PRYOR. Mr. President, this bill now under discussion seems 
to me to be objectionable, both as regards the Government and the 
State of Alabama, in this: it seeks to establish an indebtedness of 
about $4,000,000, as has been estimated, as due from the Govern- 
ment of the United States to the States named in the bill, not in 
equal but in different amounts, as will appear from the records of 
the Department of the Interior showing the number of acres of land 
in the several and respective States mentioned in the bill upon which 
military scrip and land warrants have been located, and to be esti- 
mated as the bill requires at the rate of $1.25 per acre, and this to be 
done, in my opinion, upon very doubtful grounds at best, if any. 
This bill, if passed, exposes the Government hereafter to like demands. 


itting your State—how many 


That is to say, for all lands donated or appropriated heretofore, or to 
be hereafter donated or appropriated to railroads, canals, hom 5 
and to whatsoever they have been or may be donated or appropriated, 
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if they have been or shall be the lands known as the public domain, 
culminating in enormous sums and ending in disaster to the whole 
country, Federal and State. 

The clause in the latter part of the last section of the bill, which 
provides that the receipt on the part of the States of the benefits 


secured in the bill operate as an estoppel for all such claims, is 
an admission that such claims could and might be made against the 
Government, and is ros ep of the same. And the provision that 
the States shall be concluded from the claims is likewise an 
admission of the enormity of the amount of and for which the Gov- 
ernment might, could, or should be made liable. And if this bill be- 
comes a law a precedent will be established for similar claims and 
3 for 1 be 8 ~ = sarace of this bill 

ro OL e upon the previous legislation of Congress as re- 
gards the su jeckenatber of this bill for and as a tion of the 
rights they assert under this bill, and if it becomes a law it can and 
will be urged and claimed that this is a legislative ascertainment of 
this character of claims. The provision of estoppel in the bill, in 
my opinion, would not operate successfully, so as to prevent other 
applications for other further pay and allowances, for the reason 
that the passage of this bill would establish the right and justice of 
the claim, the eg = and it could and would doubtless be urged, 
and Congress most likely would be asked to relieve them of the 
strictly legal effects of the estoppel, and that ogu and justice should 
8 and not exclude those rightfully entitled under the shelter 
of an estoppel forced upon them to secure a part of their rights, and 
it is not extravagant to say it is more than likely Congress would 
yield, and in thus yielding would let in the flood. 

The first section of the bill is inconsistent and in conflict with the 
second section and the proviso of the second section in this: the 
first section makes the clai payanlo out of money not otherwise 
Eee in the Treasury, and by the second section certificates 
of indebtedness running twenty years are to be paid, or given in pay- 
ment of the specified ma and the proviso leaves it to the option 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to pay in money or certificates. Not 
only this, but it leaves it to the discretion, to the open, of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay said amounts in whole or in part, with- 
outyspecifying in the event that he could not pay all to i whether 
in case of the payment of pe heshould prorate the payments equally 
between these several and different States holding said certificates -of 
indebtedness. 

The bill not only establishes a debt against the United States to the 
amount mentioned, and with such amounts as may be added to this 
bill by amendments or other bills hereafter, but an interest-bearing 
debt at the rate of 3.65 pr cent. per annum, payable semi-annually, 
when the safety and policy of the Government should be to reduce 
5 debt, a its interest-bearing debt, and lessen the taxes on 
the people. 

This bill is, and will prove to be, likewise, in my opinion, unprof- 
itable to the State of bama in this: the amount taken out of the 
Treasury to pay the claims set up in this bill will have to be re- 
8 by the States, which means taxes on the peo le of all the 

tates in proportion of their taxable subjects, whether direct or 
indirect. upon a fair investigation of what Alabama gets, and 
what it will have to pay back in the shape of taxes to replenish 
the Treasury, under the operations of this bill, the latter will amount 
to more than Alabama’s ee under the provisions of the bill. 
The amount Alabama woul 1 pe as the bill now stands, from the 
best estimates, is about 870 in twenty-year certificates, with the 
right to draw semi-annually interest at the rate of 3.65 per cent. 
per annum, the principal, $70,000, at the end of twenty years. And 
under the law governing this fund as regards Alabama it is strictly 
a trust fund—a fund to be applied alone to works of internal im- 
provement within the State, such as rai and canals; for, by the 
act of Congress of 1841, amending the act of 1819, the whole 5 per 
cent. is to be applied within the State, and specifically required to be 
used for roads within the State, and cannot be used or applied to any 
other porpose and the State of Alabama, by the acts aforesaid, is 
pledged tosuch application. Now, the of this claim ($70,000)— 
and more so when only the interest can be obtained until the expi- 
ration of the twenty years, when the certificates absolutely become 
due and payable—is and will be too small to accomplish anything of 
value or im ce in the way of internal improvement in the 
State to which alone it can be applied. This being true, it would 
likely be and become a bone of contention, and the cause of at 
expense to the State c ed with management, control, and 1 
sition of it. The cost of legislation which would likely occur as 
tween the various roads being constructed and contemplated, as well 
as the claims of roads y built—claiming the same under pre- 
vious legislation—would be greater in my opinion than thesum it 
would get under this bill. z 

The long silence on the part of Alabama as to this claim admon- 
ishes me that it either did not know of its existence or did not 
believe it was entitled to it, especially when it is fair to presume 
that its representatives in Con voted for the very laws that dis- 
posed of the lands, upon the disposition of which 5 per cent. of the 
eee rated at $1.25 per acre, are claimed in this bill, and which 

ws are now urged as authorizing the claims. Why, sir, it would 
seem to me if these laws are used as evidence to bind the United States, 
they should likewise bind morally, if not legally, the States hose rep- 


resentatives voted for them. Alabama has been the recipient of valuable 
land grants and appropriations to works of internal A RY 
within her territory. And now to turn around and claim this exceed- 
ingly doubtful pay, and deal with the family of States as 

upon a debtor and creditor account basis, is inconsistent with the 
relation that one State bears to the others and to the Federal Govern- 
ment, which latter is but the creature of their own creation. It is the 
duty of the General Government to help, aid, assist, and respect the 
authors of its existence; and on the other hand it is the oo interest 
and duty of the States to abstain from all demands the effect of which 
is to involve the United States and to press an already burdened 


Therefore, Mr. President, for these and other reasons, I do not favor 
the passage of this bill. The States needing assistance had much 
better do as vey have heretofore done: come here and make known 
their wants; and they will, as heretofore, not go away empty; ask as 
before, and they will receive; kuock as before, and it will be opened 
unto them if the Government is able. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the motion entered by the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. Davis] to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
adopted the resolution for a special committee on the interoceanic 


canal, 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. With the peenu of the Senator from 
Georgia I would say that nearly two days ago the floor was taken for 
me on this question. 

Mr. GORDON. I shall be Mia re to yield to my friend if he will 
renew the motion I have just made when he closes, 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, I cannot promise that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. tomas in the chair.) The Sen- 
ator from Georgia will have to move to postpone the present and all 
prior orders for the purpose indicated. 

Mr. GORDON. I understand this to be a privileged question. 

Mr. McDONALD. Ido not understand it to be a pri ques- 
tion to ask the Senate now to consider the motion to reconsider while 
there is an unfinished order before the Senate. While I should like 
very much to accommodate wg friend, the Senator from Georgia, 4 
having that motion considered, I think that this special ordershoul 
continue to engage the attention of the Senate until it is dis of. 
There are other questions and other matters that are pressing very 
earnestly uyon the attention of the Senate which are delayed by the 
pendency of this special order. Ihad greatly hoped we might dispose 
of it to-day, and I think possibly we may take some of the important 
votes to-day yet; but I feel compelled to object to the proposition 
of the Senator from Georgia, and unless a majority of the Senate oth- 
erwise direct, I shall certainly have to object to the consideration of 

other business than this, unless that business shall be decided 


an 
to be spi matter. 

Mr. I desire to make a report from a committee. I“ No 
objection.”] Iam directed by the Committee on the District of Co- 


lumbia, to whom was refe the joint resolution (S. R. No. 81) to 
make the 23d of 5 1880, a legal holiday in the Distriot of 
Columbia, to report it back without recommendation. The Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. BURNSIDE] introduced it. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Inasmuch as it will take but a moment to con- 
sider that, I beg to ask its immediate consideration. The object of 
the resolution is to make Monday next a legal holiday in this Dis- 
trict, inasmuch as the 22d of February comes on Sunday. That is 
now the law in most of the States. I have introduced the resolution 
to make it so in the District of Columbia for this year only, so that 
a law making it so for all future time, if Congress chooses, can here- 
after be I desire now the immediate consideration of the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I think it better that the question before 
the Senate should be disposed of. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I did not know this would cause any discussion. 
The time is at hand when action should be taken on it, It is a short 
resolution, and can be 3 ky readily. 5 ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. We had better go on with the regular order. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think the resolution should go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the joint 
resolution will go on the Calendar. k 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator from Georgia has in- 
timated that he desires to call up the resolution which had passed 
the Senate some weeks ago and a motion to reconsider which was 
entered by myself. I sho d be as glad to have that disposed of as 
the Senator from Georgia would be; but I do not think it is, as the 
Senator has stated, a privileged question over the matter now before 
us. Myown thought is that it will have to take its chances. Ama- 
jority of the Senate can decide when to considerit. It is not a priv- 
ileged question. 

r. GORDON. My friend will allow me to say that I did not un- 
derstand the pending bill was a special order when I made that point. 
I am informed by the Senator from Indiana that the bill now pend- 
I was not aware of that when I e the 


ing is e special order. 

tion. ’ 
r. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senate undoubtedly can make 
any order it sees proper, or take up any question by a majority vote; 


su; 
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so there is no need of a question on that point; but I believe that 
the bill now pending ought to be di of, and I suggest to the 
Senator from Georgia whether we cannot fix some time on which the 
motion to reconsider his resolution may be acted on. I consider that 
it is due to the Senator, and due to the country, that action should 
be taken; the only 3 is, when? I am ready, and have been 
ready from the day the motion was entered to the present hour, to 
consider it, and so has the Senator from Georgia been, I understand ; 
but it has not been disposed of from the fact that there has been a 
ial order pending nearly ever since, and neither the Senator from 
ia nor m could well call up the resolution. Now, if the 
Senator from rgia will name any particular time, and the Senate 
will to make it a special order, it will be very le to me. 
Mr. GORDON. I oe pareot willing to say that this matter can 
gO OVO BO LAT AK IOF ishes are concerned, to be taken up at the end 
of the discussion of the present bill, whenever it shall be disposed of, 
which I hope will be daring ie day. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. President 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Florida to yield one mo- 
ment. I desire to call the attention of the Senate in connection with 
what the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pryor] has just said, to the 
fact that in 1855 Alabama secured the of a law, to be found 
in the tenth volume of the Statutes, page , by which Alabama re- 
ceived her 5 per cent. not only upon lands 338 sold but includin 
also Indian reservations belonging to the Chickasaw, Choctaw, an 
Creek Indians, so that whatever may be said with reference to the 
other States the State of Alabama ia been reasonably diligent in 
securing what she conceived to be her rights in this regard. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida, and Mr. MORGAN rose. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida yield 
to the Senator from Alabama? 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. I have the floor. 
Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Florida desires to proceed with 
his remarks I shall not in now. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. the Senator wish to address the 


Senate? 

Mr. MORGAN. Merely to reply to the Senator from Iowa; but I 
shall not ask to do so now. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, the interest of this ques- 
tion has been sufficiently manifested by the very many able speeches 
we have listened to since it has been before the Senate. I said yes- 
terday that I intended to make a few observations in explanation of 
an amendment now lying upon the table which I propose to offer to 
this bill. That amendment is founded, as I think, in a spirit of 
equity. We are not sitting here as a great court of law to measure 
the nice legal obligations of the Government of the Union to the goy- 
ernments of the States. We are not invested with any judicial 

wer. Whatever we do here, we do it in the exercise of a great 
legislativo authority to deal broadly with questions, not as a court 

law deals with them, not as a court of equity deals with them, 
but as the sovereign authority of the United States can alone deal 
with them, not ham down by any little technical interpreta- 
tions of a statute, but to do substantial justice if the case presented 
uires that justice shall be done. 
uch has been said by the Senator from New York [Mr. KERNAN] 
on the technical meaning of the word sales.“ I am not here to pass 
upon that in my character as a lawyer; I am not here to say exactly 
whether the location of bounty land warrants, and the appropriation 
of the public domain under them, amount to what he would as a 
lawyer or a judge sitting on the bench call a technical sale. The 
uestion is and broader than that. It is whether or not the 
vernment of the Union has dealt fairly with these States in dis- 
pangia this way of land from the sale of which she had solemnly 
sti ted she would pay to these communities 5 per cent. 
ake the case of the five land States of the South to which my 
amendment peculiarly applies, and nobody will pretend to say, no 
man can say, that the location of homestead settlements upon those 
lands amounted to asale; and yet is any man so lost to justice, to 
right, to equity, to every consideration that ought to move the exer- 
cise of an impartial mind, as to hold that when those lands were 
all withdrawn from the market in 1866 and tied up for ten years, so 
that not one of those States could get a single dollar from the sale of 
an acre of them, that was a thing to be tolerated and upheld? Su 
pose the same thing had been done just after these States were ad- 
mitted into the Union. Take the case of my own State: she was 
admitted into the Union in 1846, and in her enabling act it was dis- 
tinctly stipulated that in consideration of the abandonment on her 
part of the right to tax the public property of the United States lying 
within her jurisdiction she was to receive 5 per cent. of the net pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands then lying within her jurisdic- 
tional limits. Now, suppose that a year the admission of the 
State the Federal Government, in direct violation of that compact, 
went to work and by a law passed here withdrew all those lands 
from market, and, while enjoying the benefit of the contract so far as 
the State could make it, had said, “We will dispose of these lands in 
a way that no lawyer can call a sale, so that you will not have any 
claim upon us for our 5 per cent.,” and if that State came before the 
Congas of the United States to ask for that 5 per cent., in equi 
would she be met with the objection on the part of the di 
representatives of the other States here that there had been no sale! 


Is that the kind of ethics that is to prevail here? Is that the way in 
which a great sovereign power is to fulfill its engagements? Because 
po cannot make out a sale in each particular case after one party 

rendered it impossible for a sale to take place she is to have no 
claim at all! 

There is a principle involved here. It does not matter whether 
these lands were sold within the technical definition of “sales” or 
not. The question is whether there is any equity to treat them for 
the purposes of relief as sales, and to say to the S “We to 
pay your 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of the lands; but 
we found in the exercise of our wisdom that it was necessary for us 
to make other dispositions of them, but at the same time we are 
ready to account to 1 as for a sale.“ Suppose the United States 
had reserved all the lands for some grand public purpose, so that we 
could not sell them; the interests of the Union required that they 
should be set apart for some national object compatible with the in- 
terests, the honor, or the welfare of the nation, and the State should 
come to the Government, would you not say to her, “ You are entitled 
to 5 per cent. of the sales of these lands; the exigencies of the Gov- 
ernment required that we should not sell them.” Will any man say 
that the State in that case would have no claim, not to the bounty, 
for it was not bounty, but for that “pound of flesh” which the Gov- 
TA * the Union had distinctly promised to the government of 

The Senator from New York in his very candid argument awhile 
ago went on to say that there ought to be a general adjustment in 
order that we might be able to strike a balance, a bill in equity ought 
to be filed, so that upon the one side it might be seen what these 
States had already received from the General Government before 
they were permitted to make any further claim. He followed up the 

t that the Senator from Vermont | Mr. EDMUNDS] e in 
his place the other day, that the public domain of the United States 
which had been given to the respective States of the Union for pub- 
lic purposes was so much lost to the general interest of the country. 


Is it ible that that narrow view of statesmanship is to prevail 
here? What man can say that the millions of acres of land given to 
the States of the West, the land States, have not contributed toward 


the wealth, the prosperity, the grandeur, and the happiness of the 
poopie of the whole Union? From whence do you draw your taxes ? 

m whence do you derive those vast resources of government which 
go to swell your national strength? Is it from the barren soil un- 
tilled, uncultivated, Pp ene or is it not from the living energy, 
the flesh and blood of the vast mass of population which you have 
settled there under your bounty and your liberality, and through 
whose ability and exertion the great temple of power on this conti- 
nent has been built up? 

Do you tell me that if these concessions had not been made at all, 
the Government of the Union, on the 1 of the argumen 
would be richer than it is, that it would have millions of acres o 
land valued at a dollar and a quarter an acre? That is the hanker- 
ing idea which is into this debate to tear down what argu- 
ment is presented in be: of the States. But will any man say in 
his place in the Senate to-day that if every foot of land which was 
donated to the States of the West and the States of the South were 
now in ion of the Government untilled and unpeopled, it 
rani kg Sea Cowen eee wealth of eee sp ee 5 it 
now tow: rosperity of the who! p. 

We hear it said “we gave son 8 to build S A and canals.” 
So you did. But what were those railroads and canals used for? 
Well did Mr. Webster say in one of his fine ents in his place 
in the Senate years ago, in advocating the improvement of the falls 
at the head of the Ohio River, that in voting for it he felt that he 
was serving Massachusetts as much as he was Kentucky or Ohio. 
He felt that every steamboat which navigated the Mississippi River 
laden with precious of manufactured goods from New Eng- 
land was benefiting his people just as much as the people of the im- 
mediate locality in whose presence and in whose State the improve- 
ment had been made, 

No, Mr. President, it is a mistaken idea that the States within 
whose limits there is to be found no public land have never been bene- 
fited by these donations of the public domain to the States within 
which the public domain is located. I have heard of narrow ideas 
with respect to State rights; but this is about as narrow a view of 
that subject as has ever been taken; and unless there is some calcu- 
lating power at the seat of Government which can trace the mysteri- 
ous operations of commerce and the reciprocal benefits resulting from 
the interchange of the products of agriculture for the articles of the 
manufacturing region and to show how much has been done by pub- 
lic improvements in facilitating the ini between all the 
sections of this country, the advantages going here and going there 
from them, we shall never be able to see how much wealth, how 
much good has resulted from the improvements in consideration of 
which these bounties or these grants were made. 

One would have supposed from the argument of the Senator from 
Vermont and the argument of the Senator from New York that a 
railroad in Indiana, or in any other State, whose construction was 
aided by a grant of public land never carried a pound of freight 
which was purchased in the great city of the latter Senator's State. 
Where would New York be to-day, I ask him, if it were not for these 
great public avenues and thoroughfares which have been made and 
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created in other States by the aid of public bounties and public ts? 
He would be hemmed in within the limits of a little provincial city 
doing a m of local trading that never would have redounded to 
the building up of such a city as he has now within his State. There 
is nothing in that argument, Mr. President. 

Those grants of land which were made by the General Government 
to the States in consideration of the construction of canals and rail- 
roads did tel go into the treasury of those States, did not to 
lighten the ens of their tax-payer one iota, were not yeaa 
to pay any public officer or to diminish in the least any of the expenses 
of local government. They went, it is true, to facilitate, as I said 
awhile the exchange of the vast productions of this people and 
to enable the country to grow rich by that system, which it has done. 
If any man were to preg time to a into the 5 our 
internal exchanges go on every , Sweeping in one direc- 
tion and then another, over 3 have been built by grants 
of land and by public bounty, he would be astonished at the mag- 


nitude of that commerce and to see how insignificant the foreign com- 


merce of the land is when com with it. Figures would 
resent it in an intelligent nape, sweeping from the West to the 
ast and from the East to the West over a system of pub- 
lic works created by the 3 by the bounty, and by the en 
of this t people. And am I to be told in the Senate of the Uni 
States any aid which is usually given by a grant of land either 
from the State or the General Government has no tendency to enrich 
this le and to enrich the Government itself, which is nothing be- 
yond the people? 

Mr. President, it has been said that the States surrendered noth- 
ing: I contend that they have surrendered a great deal; and as far 
as I am informed, in every case they have stood by their contract. 
For those grants of land which were made by the eral Govern- 
ment to them to aid in the construction of canals and railways, they 
have fulfilled all the conditions of those grants, and the public of the 
United States and the Government itself are the beneficiaries. There 
is no offset to come in — e according to the ent of the 
Senator from New York, use the States have fulfilled their 
agreement. They dedicated those public works to the uses of the 
public. They built them so that the of my friend’s constitu- 
ents could be transported over them and sold to advan in the 
western market, and that New York might become, as it the 
great shipping port of America to rt the millions of bushels 
of wheat which annually find an outlet in her great harbor. She 
has had her advantages, d and inestimable, from those local 


works even in the States of my friends from Iowa and Nebraska who | being the appare 


sit before me; and I believe that if the account could be taken New 
York and the Eastern States in reality would be found to have de- 
rived more advantage from these very local works in the West than 
the States themselves within whose ers they were constructed. 
Therefore I say there is no foundation for this claim of set-off. The 
States received eas lands coupled with a trust that they should de- 
vote them to the construction of public highways, roads, railways, 
and canals for the general public of the Union, and they have ful- 
filled their obligation ; but when it comes to the ee erie of the 
compact, that is a different thing. The Government of the Union, 
eee dey the case of the States of Iowa and Florida, distinctly 
aeron that in consideration of the relinquishment of the power of 
8 taxation over the public lands within their limits she would 
ive to them 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of the public 
ds within those States. Jam not now to be entrammeled with any 
difficulties growing out of the other questions. Those ts that 
were made in soak eee of the construction of the works were one 
thing. The grant which was made in consideration of the relinquish- 
ment of the power of taxation over the rest of the public domain is 
another and a very different thing. $ 
Sir, this is not entirely anew question in the Senate of tbe United 
States, and I am glad to 
New England statesman to show the injustice that has ever been done 
to the land States by the States that did not have my agaes lands 
within their borders. One of the first utterances of Mr. Sumner in 
this body was on that subject. He went into the question of the 
wer of taxation ; he admitted it as an existing power, and he said 
ere in his place that had the States not given it up the Government 
of the United States would have been called upon as a great landed 
proprietor to pay to them a reasonable tax per annum on every foot of 
the public domain within their limits. He estimated a reasonable tax 


in the possession of Government before being sold. The estimate 
was made by Mr. Sumner up to 1849, and he showsin hiss h, which 
I have before me, that up to that period at least, notwi ding all 


able to find on record the opinion of a great, 


there was a debt according to his estimate of over $100,000,000 due 
from the Government of the United States to the States of the Union 
within whose limits the public lands lay. 

Nobody ever questioned the right of the Government to enjoy ex- 
emption from taxation with respect to all the great agencies of govern- 
ment. Everything appertaining to its sovereign functions is exempt 
and no lawyer in this country since the decision in the celebra 
case of McCulloch vs. Maryland ever contended that any Federal 
agency whatever could be taxed by the States. But even in that 
case, or in one that arose shortly after and grew out of it, the Supreme 
Court of the United States decided that while the Bank of the United 
States as an agency of the Government of the Union, n to ad- 
minister its fiscal affairs, could not be taxed by the State of Mary- 
land, the rea? estate owned by the same bank was liable to taxation 
because it was no part of the sovereign agency necessary to carry out 
the great fanctions and affairs of government. 

Dock-yards, arsenals, all the means necessary to carry on the Gov- 
ernment, are exempt; but I contend that in e and in right 
the Government had no right to hold a foot of land as an ordi 
proprietor within the limits of any State of this Union without pay- 
ing taxes for it to the government which was called upon to protect 
it the same as the property of all other people. It was benefited by 
the roads, by the school-houses, by every description of improyement 
which was created by taxes levied upon the of the com- 
munities, while the people in the non-landholding States were never 
called upon to contribute toward any such improvements that went 
to the benefit of the General Government. 

lam a little wearied, and I ask the Chief Clerk to read what Mr. 
Sumner said in 1852 on this subject, the passages which I have marked. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Seley eee . eee 
u free taxation during twenty: years, during 
this period have, without the — ths 
2 5 tho * e e ad van and maei vaine —— hways, 
and school-houses, which are oi 
— — nee without oo cf any kind from the United States, 
Such is the extent of this immunity. But in order to ê 


eee ee e in States; for instance, on the land 
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canals, amounting in whole to $5,242,069. 

e on specific considerations, faithfully 
Sc mans repens Se excluded from our 
the Senator Kentucky, [Mr. Underwood,} who dwelt 
seed ae Ae these appropriations, without seeming to be aware of the con- 

ditions on which they were granted. 

That I may make this more intelligible, let me refer to the act for the admission 
of Indiana. After setting forth the five reservations and grants already men- 


alway ë, That the five foregoing p 
tion that the convention of the State shall provide by an 
wi of nited each 
townshi| 
term of five years from and after the day of sale.” 


This olmasa dows pak stand ky isaf in the sats atmitsing the more recent Sintos, 
but is mixed with other conditions. I will not believe, however, that any dis- 
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stances. 
sion of Ohio, uri, 
it is acomplete consideration, in the nature of satisfaction, for the 
grants enjoyed by them. It also helps to illustrate the valne of the a im- 
fare 4 from taxation belonging to the United States, by exhibit e concessions 
made by the United States to assure this franchise to certain erate quantities 
of land during the brief space of five years only. 

After the constant of squandering the public lands and of parean to 
the land States, I think ali will be astonished at the small amount to be en on 
the debtor side in the t account between the States and the National Govern- 
ment. This consists ts for internal improvements, in the whole reaching 
to only 8,474,473 stor ad ich, at $1.25 an acre, will be $10,593,091. If this sum be 
deducted from the ated value of the immunity from on already enjoyed 
by the United States, we shall still have w of $60,000,000 surrendered by the 
3 or, if we call the annual tax two cents an acre, more than 

ouble this sum. 

In these estimates I have ped together all the land States. But, taking 
arate States, we shall find the Farwell p tng pig waa result. For instance, there is 
Ohio, with 16,770,984 acres apy for sale down to January v 1849. Adopting 
the basis already pore and assuming that these lands continued in the pos- 
session of the United signee ny ¢ surveyed and proclaimed an a 
of twen boli ae ge that the land tax was one cent an acre, we have $4,192,725 
as the value of the immunity from taxation 8 enjoyed by the United States 
in Ohio. From this may be deducted the value of 1,151,134 acres, bein ts to 
this State for internal improvements, at $1.25 per acre, equal to $1,476,367, leaving 
upward of two millions—nearly three millions—yielded by this State to the 

Take another State, Missouri. It appears that down 
acres had been proclaimed for sale in this State. Assuming 
ready employed, and we have $9,908,900 as the value of the imm 
SWS ĩ a final nero SAEN a 

ue o acres, gran 0 ‘or inte improvements, w. ai 
$00,000 thus yielded by 


The 1 quoted is found substantially in the acts for the admis- 


has been done to repel the charges 
omy in the premises. On the one side 


is 

to W. 

ternal improvemen: 

demands of these 8. should it fail to deal with them manificently, in some 

sort, according to the simple measure of advantage which the nation has already 
yed at their hands. 

Against these clear and well-supported merits of the land States the old States 
can present small claims to consideration. They have waived no right of taxation 
over lands within their acknowledged jurisdiction; they have o no valuable 
a peene nce have naaa 8 costly 3 It — then, —— 

candor and justice, they should recognize the superior say exclu- 
sive claims of the States within whose borders and under the “4 of 
whose laws the national domain is found.—Summner's Speeches, edition of 1856, 


pages 24-30. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It will be seen from this extract that, 
according to the very frank admission of Mr. Sumner, who was in his 
day, as we all know, a man of great power and wei ht in this body, 
a worthy representative of New England, up to 1849, after striking 
the account in the most equitable manner Rees ey recognizing 
as he did this right of taxation which was relinquished by the State, 
there would have been in its absence a demand in equity against this 
Government for more than $100,000,000. But in case the States delib- 
erately gave up that right and gave it up in consideration that the 
Government of the United States would devote the public domain 
lying within their limits to sale so that they should get 5 per cent. of 

e net proceeds, it was never e that after this relinquishment 
of the sovereign power of taxation by the local communities, which 
was admitted to exist by the most impartial jurists in the land, then 
the Government of the Union would go to work and by indirection 
dispose of these lands in a way which gave the States no legal claim 
to the amount stipulated to be paid them, no legal claim, as the Sen- 
ator from New York would express it. There were here all the ele- 
ments of a fair and honorable contract; there were parties capable 
of contracting, there was a subject-matter, and there was a valid con- 
sideration, bringing it within the alphabet of Blackstone, to say noth- 
ing of those high moral considerations that are sup to operate 
upon governments outside of all the little technicalities of law which 
are intended only for individuals. But, even testing it by the strict 
legal standard, there were all the elements of a contract with these 
States, and there it is. I am not quarreling because the Government 
thought proper to devote these lands in any other manner from that 
in which she said she would dispose of them. Not at all. Irecogni 
the presence always of great vg aro and necessities to control the 
policy of a t government like this, and when it is necessary, in 
order to enable her to discharge the high duties of her position, she 
has to break away from contracts solemnly entered into in order to 
do it. Then surely she cannot complain if the parties who feel them- 
8 aggrieved should come here and claim some recompense for the 
violation. 

Suppose it became necessary in the fulfillment of some treaty stip- 
ulation that a large part of the land in the State of Ohio or e 
State should be ceded to a foreign power for the benefit of the peo- 
ple of the Whole Union, after it was that the Government 
should sell that land and pay to the State 5 per cent. upon it, would 
anybody hold that because of such a necessity as that, imposed upon 
the United States by an unforeseen emergency, she could rid herself 
of the obligation entered into with the State to whom she had agreed 
to pay a stipulated sum to be derived from the sale of that very ter- 
ritory? In the case of the States affected by my amendment the 
lands, as we all know, were withdrawn from market arbitrarily in 
1866, so that not one foot of the public domain within the five States 
of Alabama, Florida, Louisiana, Mississippi, and Arkansas could be 
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of except under the provisions of the homestead law for the 

ten years. There was the ebligation of the Government 
remaining on the statute-book trampled under foot, in which she had 
engaged to pay to those States, as she had in the case of the States 
of — West, 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of these very 


period of 


lan 
But it has been said there was no sale. When a contractin 


by the exercise of his own volition and his own power places hi 
in an attitude to render im ble the performance of his contract, 
what, I ask you, would be his plea in a court of law founded upon such 
a poog as that? What would be said to the ordinary individual 
who came into court to set up a failure to 8 his engage- 
ment which was brought about by his own voluntary and -im- 
d disregard of the contract? Would the court listen to him? 
ven in the case of supervening accident, and even in the case some- 
times of Divine interposition, the party is not exonerated. The act 
of God will not do it; the act of man cannot doit. Nosales! If 
there were not any sales why did you change the law? It was done 
without the consent of the States. Admit that a public emergency 
demanded it, does that exonerate you from the obligation of making 
com tion for the violated contract ? 

. President, I said awhile that this subject was one that de- 
manded a broader view than been taken of it by some grounen 
who have icipated in this debate. The subject of the disposal of 
the public lands cannot be dealt with upon the panapa of an ordi- 
nary huckster keeping arunning account ofa little grocery store’s 
operations. That idea prevailed for a long time on the other side of 
the water; and if there was anything more than another that con- 
tributed to the building up of this great country and making it what 
it is,it was the breaking down of those narrow, feudal ideas that ex- 
isted in the mother country and in the countries of 984 7 for gen- 
erations, previous to the settlement of this land. I think it is due to 
the celebrated political philosopher, Mr. Burke, who first made war 
upon this little, narrow system by which it was argued that every foot 
of land owned by the government was evidence of so much wealth 
instead of poverty, that I should refer. to his utterances. 3 
on this subject in his place in Parliament, when the narrow views 
complain of were entertained by the law-makers there with reference 
to this very country, he uttered this language, which is a text forany 
argument that can be made on the subject. 


Lands sell at the current rate, and nothing can sell for more. But be a7 price 


1 is al answered whenever an 

Sorted Frome han which are not fit for that property to those are. buyer 
and the seller must naturally profit by such a ba: ; and, what rarely happens 
in matters of revenue, the relist of the subject will go hand in hand with the profit 
of the exchequer. 


* « * The revenne to be derived from the sale of the forest lands will not be 
so considerable as many may have imagined, and I conceive it would be unwise to 
screw it up to the utmost, or even to bidders to enhance according to their 
eagerness the purchase of objects wherein the expense of that parehans may 
weaken the capital to be employed in their cultivation. 

* * © The principal revenue which I to draw from these uncultivated 


wastes is to spring from the improvement and population of the kingdom ; eventa 
infinitely more advan repagi revenues of the Crown than the rents of the 
can ho: 


best lan ed estate whi 


private by which will com 

VV 

revenue, * * us WO! an ive A 

all the influence which attends it. nora 
Mr. President, everything that has been done by the General Gov- 
ernment in pursuance of a liberal policy toward the States in land 
matters has been vindicated by e ence; and the truth of Mr. 
Burke’s principle has been shown. Hence, I say the Government of 
the United States has nothing to complain of because of what she 
gave. She is reaping to-day the full fruition of her bounty in an 
enhanced population, in a p us and contented pepis appreci- 

0 c 


a and loving the grand system of liberty under which they exist. 
A President, I have already trespassed so lon ig seeped 3 
and so much longer than I intended, that I hope the will par- 


don me, and I now take my seat. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. GARLAND in the chair.) The 
question is on the indefinite postponement of the bill. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Mr. President, if no other Senator desires to 
address the Senate upon this question, and the Senate would prefer 
to take a vote upon the motion of the Senator from Vermont now, I 
will abstain from saying 8 and I possibly may find an oppor- 
tunity to speak in the future. no other Senator, however, . — 
to I can, I think, in the short time left of this day’s session, say 
all that I care to submit. If the Senate will indulge me for fifteen 
or twenty minutes, I will say my say now. 

I wish to confirm in the strongest manner that I can the remark 
made by my colleague [ Mr. ALLISON] the other day when he addressed 
the Senate, that so far as the State of Iowa is concerned she does not 
come here asking alms. Her Senators here do not su port this bill 
because they think it gives to her that to which she is not entitled, 
but solely and only because her people believe, her Senators believe 
that in plain, naked good faith she is entitled to every dollar, to every 
penny of the money that will g to her in case this bill shall become 
alaw. I believe myself that her claim to this money is just as strong, 
is just as well grounded, is just as honest as is the claim of any man 
in all our land who holds a bond inst this Government. I hold 
that it would be quite as unjust, quite as unfair, quite as unmanly to 
repudiate the one debt as the other. 
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It has been said that we did not make our demand soon enough. 


I did not know but that the Senator from Vermont might require 
us to have taken a no penip along with us and proue the 
Government of the Uni tates on the day after it failed to pay 


over the 5 per cent. on the first thousand acres. We are not in the 
habit of looking at questions of this kind in that way where I live. 
After a period of some five years, during which from one-third to 
one-half of the land entered in Iowa was taken up by bounty land 
warrants, in 1858 the State of Iowa, seeing what was being done 
and how she was suffering wrong, did move in this matter, sent 
her governor here to inquire at the proper office of the Government 
why it was that this contract between her and the United States was 
not fulfilled. He was told that the officers of the United States did 
not understand the contract as we did. We got that information in 
the fall of 1858 or the beginning of 1859, m after that what is 
sometimes called “the late unpleasantness” occurred. The atten- 
tion of the people of Iowa, however it might have been elsewhere, 
was taken up with other matters than money making for a number 
of years, We did notsee fit to press our claim against the Govern- 
ment of the United States when it was struggling for its existence, 
and we did not see fit to present our claim against the United States 
until after the struggle was over and the finances of the country got 
into a condition when it could do that which we deemed to be justice 
tous. Then we came and asked it, and then we were told that we 
wT hove tov bod tie ther engagements havi nted, to 
ve no e, my other en men ving preve 

look into the various statutes affecting other States that are con- 
cerned in this bill. My co e has done that to some extent, and 
I propose to leave that to what he has said and to what others have 
said upon that question. But I propose to examine some other matters. 

It is said that if this bill be passed giving us now the 5 per cent. 
upon the value of the lands entered by tary land warrants at a 
dollar and a quarter an acre we shall come in after awhile and ask 
5 per cent. on the amount donated to the State for railroad purposes 
We hold it to bea 


and school p and various other p 
sufficient answer to say that by the terms of the law we not 
to do that thing, because by the terms of the law as it will be if it 


passes we do agree that we shall do no such thing. I do not think 
the people of Iowa could find any man in their State to take the very 
honorable position of a Senator on this floor from that State who 
would in the face of that stipulation ask to have that thing done. 

But look at the matter in another sense. Senators say we have 
received lands for railroad p „ True, we have. The Senator 
from Vermont in speaking of Nebraska the other day seemed to con- 
sider that in prenan ose lands to railroads the Government of 
the United States had been excessively liberal to the people of Iowa 
and the people of Nebraska. Did the Government of the United 
States lose a penny by the grant? She gave away alternate sections 
and doubled the price of the remaining sections. Just as many dol- 
lars went into her as if she not made the grant and 
had sold the lands at the original price of one dollar and a quarter 
an acre. We have received our 5 per cent. upon all that land, both 
that rétained by the Government and that given to the railroads, 
and we do not ask it twice over. 

Congress ted land for educational p for the benefit of 
Iowa. The tor from Vermont does not lf claim it to have 
been for the exclusive benefit of Iowa, but it was for the benefit of 
the whole 3 In receiving that t we have received cer- 
tainly our share of the benefits. Itis rather a far-fetched ent, 
I think, to make a proposition of this kind in the face of the plain 
stipulations of the law that we are considering and in the face of 
the considerations that I have named. 

Let us look now at this matter in the light of a contract. The Sen- 
ator from New York has spoken upon this subject somewhat closely 
and pointedly. It is a contract. The Government of the United 
States to do something, and the government of the State of 
Iowa, for instance, to do another It is not claimed that 
Iowa did not do what she agreed todo. The two parties having made 
these stipulations, thereby a contract was entered into. I will as- 
sume, then, because it has not been denied, that Iowa has done all 
she to do by the terms of the contract. Has the United States 
done the same ? e Senator from New York, and, as I understand 
him, also the Senator from Vermont, claim that although it was agred 
as one part of the promie made by the United States that she should 
pay to the State of Iowa 5 per cent. upon the proceeds of the land 
sold, that did not deprive the Government of the power of disposi 
of the lands oth se than by sale, and for any p to which 
she might choose to devote them, and further, that when she thus 
chose to do something else with the lands than sell them for money, 
the State of Iowa had no claim upon them. In broad terms, that 
would amount to saying that when the State of Iowa bargained with 
the United States, that State expected to receive something from the 
sale of public lands, the 5 per cent., but it was left in the power of 
the Government of the United States to say whether the State should 
receive anything or not. If the Government of the United States 
can, by devoting the lands to certain p s, deprive the State of 
Towa of 5 cent. upon one-third of them, or one-half of them, or 
three-fo s of them, the United States can just as well deprive the 
State of the 5 per cent. upon the whole of them by devoting the whole 
of them to some other purpose, and not selling any of them for money. 


* 


Do you suppose that was the bargain as understood by the people 
of Iowa, and as they had the right to understand it? Ido not claim 
that the Government could not dispose of the lands otherwise than 
by selling them; but I do claim that when she agreed that Iowa 
should have 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the sales of these lands she 
ea of Tiem; and 15 ak when she devoted = otan to 
any other purpose than a public sale for money, we have her 
faith pledged that 5 per cent. upon the value of that land a 
into the treasury of the State for the > popoe named in the original 
contract between the State and the United States. When that con- 
tract was made Iowa had an interest in every acre of public land in 
the State. The United States held the title with the trust attached, 
and although the Government might devote it to any là it 
pleased just as much as before the contract was made, it did it with 
the understanding and contract that it should pay to the State of 
Iowa as much of roceeds as if it sold the land for money. 

It has been said—the Senator from Florida has spoken to that point 
as fully as it need be spoken to—that really the United States took 
nothing by her part of the contract; that although the State agreed 
not to tax for its use the public lands in the State, yet there was no 
need of that stipulation sees the State could not have done it 
anyhow ; and so perhaps with other stipulations of the contract con- 
tained in the acts of ission. The United States did not so under- 
stand it. It was at least a mooted question whether the State could 
tax or not; and the abandonment of a mooted claim, the settlement 
of a mooted question, is in itself a consideration as good as any other 
consideration can be for a promise that is intended to be kept faith- 
fully and manfully. 

The great bulk of the lands entered by land warrants in Iowa were 
en by what were called Mexican land warrants. A large por- 
tion of those warrants were issued as bounties, not for services ren- 
dered but to be rendered. The United States wanted soldiers to enter 
the army warring with Mexico. She said to them, “If you will vol- 
unteer to serve the United States during this war we will give to 
each one of you one hundred and sixty acres of land.” Instead of 
saying, “ We will give you a bonus, or a bounty, of $100 in money, or 
$200 in money,” the United States said, “ We will give you a bounty. 
ora bonus, of one hundred and sixty acres of land.” They contracted 
with the soldiers to do that thing. The soldiers went forward and 
entered into the Army and rendered the service, the country derived 
mor benets of it, and now it is said that that grant of lands was not 
a sale 

Let me illustrate my idea upon this subject, especially with refer- 
ence to warrants that were issued for past services. e question 
whether or not we shall equalize the bounties given to the soldiers of 
the last war has been pressed upon the attention of Congress and 
will be pressed again. A bill equalizing their bounties Con- 

some years ago, I do not remember how long, but failed of the 

ident’s approval because, as I have understood, the then Secre- 

of the believed that the condition of the Treasury was 
such that it could not stand the strain that would be brought upon 
it if that bill became a law. But the question is here again, and will 
continue to be here. Many of the soldiers of the Union Army during 
the late war would prefer to-day to take a land warrant instead of a 
money bounty. ans that in view of the present condition of 
the Treasury it should be thought best instead of paying, as the 
proposition now is, a money bounty, that there should be given to 
them a land bounty, and in that way their claim against the United 
States should be settled without taking money out of the Treasury 
of the United States, would Senators claim t because Congress 
saw fit to retain the many millions of dollars that an — i 
bounty law would take out of the Treasury and to pay in land ins 
of money, therefore an undue share of that payment should fall upon 
the States in which public lands are yet to be entered ? 

We gave bounty land to our soldiers, Nineteen-twentieths of the 
value of that land comes out of the common fund, is paid by the 
people of the old States and paid by the le of the new States 
alike, but the other twentieth, the 5 per cent., it is proport shall be 
paid by the State only in which the lands may be located by virtue 
of those warrants. Itis thrift in the old States to have their honor- 
able debts to the soldiers paid in this way, te have the new States 
pay their share of the nineteen-twentieths of it and to pay the other 
twentieth wholly. Whether it is as fair as it is thrifty, I must be 
aM as 8 aa desul d be I speak hi 

y remarks are v. tory, and must. 80, as ur- 
riedly and wish to ia brief 2s possible. I must recur for a few 
moments to what has been said about the benefits conferred upon 
the new States by the land grants, those for railroads oy y. 
They have been benefited unquestionably, and the coun as been 
benefited as well as they. Before these grants were e to Iowa 
we had a population of less than two hundred thousand people. That 
was in 1856. We have to-day, I apprehend, a population of a million 
and a half. The building of railroads has done much to bring that 
popalatiou tous; but has the country derived no e Srey ome- 

t from it? The Senator from New York spoke with a good of 
feeling upon this subject, and was replied to very well by the Sena- 
tor from Florida. hat would New York be to-day if it were not 
for the Northwestern States? She stands to-day at the t gate- 
way of our commerce, and she tolls all that passes through her, I am 
afraid with both hands sometimes. Because she has had that oppor- 
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tunity, because from the great Northwest there has been this immense 
outflow and inflow to supply her wants, she has grown rich, and like 


many another who has wn rich, she mistakes the cause of her 
wealth; she thinks she created it herself. 

The building up of the western country has done more for the wel- 
fare of the nation than perhaps any other policy of our Government 
since it has had a policy. The fact that those States are settled 
States to-day instead of being largely a wilderness, and their produc- 
tions of and provisions that we send abroad, with the cotton 
and tobacco raised in the Southern States, have enabled this Govern- 
ment to do what otherwise it could not have done, They have fur- 
nished hundreds of millions of dollars to swell the balance of trade and 
make it in our favor instead of against us. They have made resump- 
tion possible; they have made the payment of our national debt pos- 
sible. That is what they have done; and having done that, I do not 
think the fact that those States have wn under this wise and 
liberal policy sf our Government should be thrown in our teeth when 
we stand here to-day asking for nothing but naked and simple justice 
for the people from whom we come. 

I understood the Senator from Vermont the other day to argue, and 
to read authority to show, that it must not only be a sale, but a sale 
for money, to entitle the States to any share of the proceeds. Let me 
illustrate how that would work, Mr. President. We have in our State 
as in most of the new States, gentlemen who follow the business of 
land agents; that is, they un eee 
land a person who wishes to sell, and for persons who wish to 
land they undertake to find purchasers, receiving a compensation for 
their services. When a farmer desires to sell his farm he goes to one 
of 5 He ordinarily makes a contract providing that the 
agent t a certain percentage of the proceeds of sale, in 
case a sale be effected. The agent advertises the land largely, 
giving a description of it, and seeks to find a purchaser. Some man 
sees one of these advertisements, reads the description given of the 
land, and thinks it would suit him for a farm; Signy. reine 
commences between him and the t. The result is t after 
a while the eee ee aad tos person wishing to sell come 
ee y ake a t. Let me suppose that the 

ue of the farm held by the seller was $5,000. The person propos- 
i V but the man selling desires to go 
est, into Colorado, and engage in the cattle business, and instead 
of taking his $5,000 in money he takes two hundred 8 
apiece, making $4,000 and ten horses at $100 each, the whole mak- 
ing $5,000. He has other property, thesale of which will make money 
enough to take him to Colorado, and he has this stock to start him 
in the cattle business. The trade is consummated, the deed is made, 
the farm is turned over, the cattle and horses are turned over, and 
the man is about to start West with his outfit, when the agent comes 
to him and says, Look here, you have not settled with me yet for 
the sale of that land.” Thoman ry e bE- WA Inook VOI 
the t and finds that it reads that the agent, in case a sale should 
be effected, is to get 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the sale; and, says 
he, “I have seen the Senator from Vermont, who is one of the ablest 
lawyers in this country, and he tells me that this was a mere barter, 
a mere exchange; that it was no sale, because it was not done for 
money, and I am not 3 to pay yoa a cent.” That may be 
w, but I doubt it. the man who sold his farm could defeat 
honest claim of the agent upon that ground, he might among us 

be held to be a very sharp man, but I am strongly inclined to 
that it would be held that he was slightly dishonest. If the Govern- 
ment of the United States received value, or what she chose to con- 
sider as value, for these lands, she being the whether 
that which she received was value or not, it does not lie in her mouth 
to say that it was not a sale, and that because it was not a sale she 
wao pay to these States what she agreed to pay when she did 


I do not know, Mr. President, that I can make any more plain than 
I have tried to do my idea in regard to this matter. I have looked 
upon it as the true construction of a fair, square contract between 
pena who meant to deal fairly and squarely with each other. I 

ve not looked upon it as a contract between persons who were 
seeking to find some quibble by which either one or the other might 
evade the eee of that which it was intended by both should 
be done. Hoping and believing as I do that the Congress of the 
United States look at it in that light, I shall relieve the Senate 
from any further remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the indefinite 
postponement of the bill. } 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to say a few words, if it is entirely 


ble to my friend from Iowa. 

Mr. FERRY. Does the Senator desire to go on now? _ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not care; I have so ing to say. 

Mr. FERRY. I move that the Senate proceed to consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. McDONALD. I do not desire to oppose the motion for an ex- 
ecutive session, but I wish to call the attention of the Senate again 
to the fact that the measure now before it ought to be disposed of 
to-morrow. With the understanding that it shall be disposed of to- 
morrow I shall not oppose the motion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Perhaps general consent will be given to 
an agreement to take the vote to-morrow. 


Mr. McDONALD. I suggest, if the bill goes over now, under the 
motion to go into executive session, that it go over with the under- 
standing that it is to be disposed of to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish to have any understanding, be- 
cause I have found that in cases where we have had such an under- 
standing it turned out to be inconvenient. I have not the slight- 
est disposition to delay a vote on this question, and do not expect 
myself to occupy more than half an hour or three-quarters of an hour, 
in replying, chiefly in self-defense, because I have pretty much made 
up my mind that it is the Senator from Vermont and not this bi 
that is at present under the teeth of the harrow, (to use the expression 
of the Senator from Iowa, ) of that great and growing State. But I 
object to understandings upon the fundamental ground that they turn 
out to be erroneous, the Senate wants to sit the bill out, it can, 
and, as far as I am concerned, I beg to say to my friend from Indiana 
that I am, and shall be quite ready to do so. I am willing to go on 
for an hour a a if the Senator insists upon it. 

Mr. McDON. . I do not insist upon the Senator going on to- 


. EDMUNDS. I certainly with the Senator from Indiana 
that this matter should not be delayed, and it shall be disposed of as 
far as I can help to dispose of it ; but my enly objection to an under- 
standing is that I have found by experience that it is not a good 


practice. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to withdraw an objection which I made 
to the present consideration of a joint resolution introduced by the 
Senator from Rhode om BURNSIDE] this morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The question is on the motion of the’ 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Ferry] that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. While the galleries are being cleared, as the Sen- 
ator from Delaware has withdrawn his objection to the present con- 
sideration of the pn resolution (S. R. No. 81) to make the 23d of 
February, 1850, a legal holiday in the District of Columbia, I ask 
unanimous consent to have it considered now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. BOOTH. I oneek 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. One objection carries the joint reso- 
lution over. The Chair will take this FOSS, to present a bill 
from the House of Representatives for reference. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 218) granting the use of artill 
tents, 5 at the soldiers’ reunion to be held at Contra City, Nebraska, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


. EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After one hour and fifty minutes spent in executive session the doors 
were reo and (at six o’clock and twenty minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 18, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W.P. Harrison, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

SOLDIERS’ REUNION, CENTRAL CITY, NEBRASKA. 

Mr. VALENTINE, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 218) gran the use of , tents, „at the 
soldiers’ reunion to be held at Central City, Nebraska; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The joint resolution, which was read, authorizes the Secretary of 
War to send from some convenient Government arsenal, to be used at 
the soldiers’ reunion at Central City, Nebraska, to be held on Sep- 
tember 18, 1880, four pieces of artillery and such tents, muskets, and 
blank cartridges as can be conveniently s „said cannon, tents, 
muskets, &c., to be returned after the holding of said reunion meet- 
ing in as like good condition as when 5 that all 
erg e of said articles to and from the p of the reunion 
and the arsenal shall be without expense to the Government. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr, VALENTINE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. t 

OLIVER VAN BILLIARD. 

Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, by unanimous 8 introduced a bill 
H. R. No. 4571) granting a pension to Oliver Van Billiard, of Anthony, 
unterdon County, New Jersey; which was read a first and secon 

time, and refe: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


v 
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VERIFICATION OF NATIONAL-BANK RETURNS. 


Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4572) defining the verification of returns of national banks; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


REPAIRS POST-OFFICE BUILDING, LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY. 


Mr. WILLIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4573) making appropriations for the alteration and repairs of the 
post-office and custom-house at Louisville, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 


CHAMBERS & BROWN. 


Mr. WILLIS ale by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4574) for the relief of Chambers & Brown, Louisville, Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 


FORT RANDALL MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. BENNETT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4575) abolishing all that porion of the military reservation of 
Fort Randall, Territory of Dakota, lying east and north of the Mis- 
souri River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


TERMS OF UNITED STATES COURTS, FORT WAYNE, INDIANA. 


On motion of Mr. NEW, by unanimous consent, from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union was disc from the further consideration of a bill (H. R. 
No. 2384) amendatory of and supplementary to “An act to provide for 
the holding of terms of the district and circuit courts of the United 
States at Fort Wayne, Indiana,” approved June 18, 1878; and the 
same was recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PUBLIC LANDS, WYOMING TERRITORY. 


Mr. DOWNEY, by unanimous consent, presented a memorial and 
joint resolution of the Legislative Assembly of,the Territory of Wy- 
oming to the Co: of the United States, praying suitable legisla- 
tion in reference to public lands in Wyoming Territory, so as to en- 
able the several water-courses to be made available for agriculture ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD. 

The memorial and joint resolution are as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House re 
of ‘nited States in Congress assembled: 
purposes. 
Terri have already been occupied b: 
various in which 3 


tfully re; 


Teepen tthatthelawsofthe United 
in ee — to the disposition of the 
a as 


lic are wholly unsuited to the 
need such reasonable modification and 


Sep apt necessary all occupants of the public lands should have legal right 
of 1 and to the — of the country. 
and divides, situated at a distance from the streams, are covered 


rich and nutritious grasses, but are comparati: 


he 
rey oe and inclosed under present 
prevented. 1 this results in giving to those 


disposition thereof, has am wer to 
eaten of exiting man and that this power 


ever 


4 . joint memorial bo {he 


concurring, ) 


warded to Hon. S. W. Downey, our Delegate in Congress, 
to cause the same to be presented to the honorable Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States for their consideration and action. 


and that he be requested 


SECRETARY'S OFFICE, TERRITORY OF WYOMING. 


I, A. Worth hereby certify that accompanying memorial (No. 14) is a trae 
e in this office. 


y of on 
gi witness whereof I hereunto affix my hand and the great seal of Wyoming this 
12th day of February, 1880. 7. z: 
(SEAL.] A. WORTH SPATES, 
Secretary of Territory. 


TERRITORIAL SUPREME COURTS. 

Mr. DOWNEY also, by unanimous consent, presented memorial and 
joint resolution of the Legislativo Assembly of the Territory of Wy- 
oming to the Congress of the United States in reference to the courts 
of the Territories; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 

The memorial and joint resolution are as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 


judge from whose the appeal is taken is 
. 


from w. the ap was own decision, which 
om occurs, thus pl on A depriving the appellant from a fair and impartial 


or 
method than an; suggested to obviate 
the VVV 


č the council and house of representatives of the Territory of W. 
92. ͤ st tale watered he mte Aende ties. Eil se 


Downey, Delegate in Con from the Terri pe baat aed Serer 
respectfully requested to „„ — Hanae ok 
paama ba 
H. GARBANATI, 
President 


; H. L. 
* Speaker of the House. 
Secretary’s OFFICE, TERRITORY OF WYOMING 
Oheyenne, February 12, 1880. 
VVV) 


ice. 
In witness whereof I hereunto affix hand and the seal of W; 
this 12th day of February, 1880. ss! = seg 
A. WORTH SPATES, 
Secretary of 


DEFICIENCY IN PAY OF MEMBERS OF LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 


Mr. DOWNEY also, by unanimous consent, presented memorial 
and 3 8 5 be e $ latve Assembly of Ad 1 Terri- 
tory to the Congress o: e tates, praying t a cien: 
of $3,360 due to members of said Legislative paire be Aia d 
ated; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SETTLERS IN VALLEY OF LITTLE WIND RIVER. 


Mr. DOWNEY also, 3 consent, presented joint resolu- 
tion and memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Wyoming, praying Con to provide for a board of arbitration to 
e the evidence in reference to the claims of certain settlers in the 
Masi $ of the Little Wind River, in said Territory; which were re- 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
SAMUEL PAXTON. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
H. R. No. 4576) for the relief of Samuel Paxton, of Warren County, 
hio; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 
ALFRED H. BROOKS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also, by unanimous consent, au e 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4577) for the relief of Brooks, 
of the State of New Jersey; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

CATHERINE GREYBIG. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also, by unanimous consent, (and by request,) 
C00 Catherine 
Greybig; which was read a first second time, and referred to the 

on Invalid Pensions. „ 
CAPTAIN A. c. GIRARD AND MAJOR DAVID H. BROTHERTON. 


Mr. MAGINNIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4579) for the relief of Captain A. C. Girard, assistant surgeon, and 
Major David H. Brotherton, United States Army; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military 
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JOHN P. MOORE. 

Mr. DUNN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4580 
for the relief of John P. Moore; which was read a first and secon 
time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

BULLION CLUB OF NEW YORK. 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, reported "civ . the petition of the Bullion Club of New 
York praying to have the circulation of notes of a smaller denomina- 
tion than prohibited ; and it was ordered to be inserted in the 
RECORD and printed, and recommitted, not to be brought back by a 
motion to reconsider. 

The petition is as follows: 


To the House of the Congress of the United States: 

Your petitioners, the Bullion Club, ting so vital an indus- 
trial interest of the country as its production of the money metals, would respect- 
fally but urgently represent to your honorable body that under the present mone- 
tary system there is not, and cannot be, a general practical use of e money in 
the country such as was contemplated by framers of the C tution of the 


d b , Wholly reversing the of such 
United States. Under our gern a — y g the 8 


of the money metals, we, who are the chief d and silver in the 
virtually coin all the gold we 
into pieces of of 


den 
money (in not I 
edlen endend 
; mee 
C00 ton LAAL T 

ow the 
nd ait e the several mints of the United States that in lieu of 
withdrawn five and ten dollar bills a ith 


ucers 


ver in country on the Ist of ler you N resum took we have 
since uced nearly $80,000,000 of gold and silver, and have 5 from Eu- 
rope t the same amount. This sum of bullion has so far not utilized in 


our currency, but lies, under our system, necessarily inert in the Treasury vaults, 
banks, and in com 


in vate safe-deposit companies. We do not wish to express any 
tou the desirability of ding or contracting the paper currency 

the country, nor have we any issue to make as to the wisdom or of retain- 
ing the tno pel sly glee By Seghamnsnt premiere roten: Bea A omen eh 
duce the national to hold their reserves in coin instead of in Treasury notes, 
and in addition to withdraw the small bills, we hi that Congress, in its wisdom, 
will so legislate, and thus give our people an op ity to have a specie currency, 


for which the mines of the country are annually supplying an abundance of 
b. reang 

And your petitioners will ever pray. 
The report is as follows: 

ine Vosmatenen oa Canaan Weights, and Measures, to which was referred the 
petition of the Bullion 2 ‘all; 


D. G. CROLY, Secretary. 


Club of New York, 

The Bullion Club represents that under the present mo 
not and cannot be a gen practical use of 

aské to have the issue of pepe momy below the 

The committee concedes when the chann: 


pay- 


It is equally true that when the 
a volume as large as that country would 

, coin will cease to circulate. 

If den tions of money eh pettus ee in the United States, 
coin would undoubtedly w into channels now with the smaller denomina- 

ns 7 

But er questions arise when the proposition comes up to abolish paper money 
of small denominations. 4 ts kaS 

The greater convenience money over coin is one principal reasons 
for tha aso of paper atal and it will hardly be clatined that there is bo ‘conven 
ience in paper of denominations below $20. That there is often great convenience 
in having one and two dollar notes, to say nothing of fives and tens, can hardly be 


Even fractional paper currency in small quantity has been found very conven- 


harei tee Saree WAYS DY WOLS Papac ouas can be so as both to 
maintain its equivalency with m. money permit at the same time the con- 
current circulation of coin, and consequently its permanent retention in the coun- 


By limiting the issue of denominations of paper money, as proposed in the 
petition, to $20 and over. Tn this case cola, if unrestricted, come in to take the 
. a due imitation of the 

Second. By a due tation of total volume of paper, leaving the denomina- 
996: E 

ur trad 

woul ata given time, as its of the world's su r Sa; 
800, 00h 000. Then the total . pi be strictly Tete iin wees b 
ume, or say to five, six, or seven hundred in fiow into various 
channels as needed 


settlement of balanos, fe same as if the whole internal were coin. 
Third. By the establishment of LR ges 1 — 5 

resentatives, dollar for dollar, w. ne ar then be of W. 
convenience required; that is, let silver coin and gold and silver bullion 
be made the foundation of as mu per and of such denominations as ht be 
such paper, which actual tative of and title to the 


Of these methods of dealing with the currency to make way for the use of the 


P 


with, perhaps, some limitation on the smaller 
rr that is, restrict absolu 
represen! thin 


d and silver coin, 


or certificates representing the me and commerce 
course it 


d, 
of the value of a currency as is nocessary to maintain sure convertibili: 


u ity or even 

its t equivalency with the metals. This, it is believed, is not only the 

teachin a of science, but has been confirmed over and over by the experience of 
wi 


The committee, therefore, while concurring in the main 1 your peti- 


tow 4 that the volume of paper money, which is obo boo, ee 
$ „W. now neari; „000. be 
E volume by Da bitin; rm he 

y: and it 
u for 


further recomm 


Your committee therefore recommends that the petition be laid on the table. 
M. M. HERR, 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee of Accounts, 
reported back amendments of the Senate to joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 157) for the relief of M. M. Herr, with the recommendation that 
they be concurred in. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

After line 5 insert the followin, 
priated, perp | an Stray the — seks Ai yaara yandan ainra 22 fiere rha mrha 
ji eai of th —.— de> Senate resolu’ 
for the fiscal year 1880, $2,355.05" * W e 

Amend the title so as to read: Joint resolution for the relief of M. M. Herr, 
and to pay three messengers of the Senate.” 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendments of the Senate were concurred in; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SAMUEL ALADICE. 

Mr. DE LA MATYR, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill s 
R. No. 4581) groing an increase of pension to Samuel Aladice; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

MARY E. DANE. 
Mr. DE LA MATYR also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
H. R. No. 4582) granting a pension to Mary E. Dane; which was read a 
t and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
CENTENNIAL COMMISSION. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of eee ef unanimous consent, from the 
Committee on Printing, repo: k adversely the joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 109) l the printing of ti copies of the 
reports of the centennial commission; which was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed in the Recorp. 
The report is as follows: 
To the honorable the Hi Representatives 
S paatai of the United States of America : 
Your oprea he whom was referred the joint resolution E R. No. 109) pro- 
viđing for the cation of an edition of forty thousand addi copies of the 
of the centennial ion, g the same under consideration, 
ttee made a rt to your honorable 
, in of whic! 
body, ee ee yaaran was anthorizing an edition of 


5 
re es 
Fryn peri sape bath 
certain classes, 
pag a pavor set of books, no 5 


F adverse? and move that 
from the 


SALLIE KANSAS SMELZER. 


lid Pensions. 
LEO KARPELES. 
Mr. ROBINSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4584) for the relief of Leo Karpeles ; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS, 
Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, presented the 
petition of the merchants and importers of the city of Chicago, for 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


979 


the pamane of the bill (H. R. No. 870) for immediate transportation 
of dutiable goods; which was referred to the Committee of Wa 
- and Means, and the body of the petition ordered to be printed in the 


RECORD. 
The body of the petition is as follows: 
A petition to the House of Representatives and the Senate of the United States. 


We, the undersigned im and merchants of the city of Chicago, do 
tion honorable to meets consideration to the introdu 
Hon OHN A. Loeas, for the amendment of the 


. WILLIAM ALDRICH and 
tes in relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise. 
The said bills are alike, and are as follows: 


FORTY-SIXTH CONGRESS, 
irst n agian chon 
A bill to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable 


it enacted by the Senate and House i: the United States of 
erian in Gongs assembled, ‘iat when any merehandiao imported at the ports 
phia, Boston, 1 ol cago, 


same to such port of destination. 

Sec, 2. The collector at the port of first arrival shall retain in his office a perma- 
nent record of such merchandise so to be forwarded to the port of destination. Such 
777.7... se anes noch apr ae duties at the 

of first arrival, but undergo such examination as the Secretary of the 
shall deem necessary to the manifest; and the same examination 
praisement thereof shall be uired and had at the port of destination as 
would have been required at the port of first arrival if such merchandise had been 
entered for consumption or warehouse at such port. 

Sh tte denig tod for ti purpose bythe Secretary of easy, and si 
riers, to e 0 
by none others . such l —— to the United States nited 8 as com- 
(lise to the collector at the port 
; be to receive and 
any such merchandise, the 


transport shall become bo to the United States in 
bonds of such form and amount, and with such conditions, not inconsistent with 
law, and such security as the Secretary of the Treasury shall require. 


San in C ; 
Mobile, in Alabama; Port Huron, in 
Sec. 7. That sections 2990, 2991, 2992, 


development tosuch an extent 
goods used and sold by us are im- 


of business under the 
ed with 


DUTY ON BARLEY MALT. 

Mr. MORTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill(H. R. No. 
4585) fixing the rate of duty on barley malt at twenty-five cents per 
bushel; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH MARIA DOULL. * 


pean to Elizabeth ia Doull; which was 
and second time, and referred tothe Committee on Invalid 


MARGARET T. RYAN. 

Mr. REILLY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4587) for the relief o: t T. Ryan, late widow of George F. Cole; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is requested by the gentleman from 
West Virginis pate. Redd to ask that the privileges of the floor 
be allowed to Judge John J. Jackson and Hon. Robert Simpson, of 
West Virginia. 

There was no objection. 


RAILROAD FROM MISSOURI RIVER TO PACIFIC OCEAN. 


Mr. MCLANE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Pavific Railroad, reported a bill (H. R. No. 4588) te alter and amend 


an act of Congress entitled “An act to aid in the construction of a 
railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific 
Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, 
military, and other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862, and for other 
purposes; which was reada first and second time, ordered tobe printed, 
and recommitted to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad, not to 
come back on a motion to reconsider. 


VOTE ON DISTRICT LOTTERY BILL. 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. On pages 30 and 31 of this morn- 
ing’s RECORD I am recorded as not voting on the call of the yeas and 
nays on the District lottery bill. I wish to state that I was absent 
by leave of the House, and was paired with my colleague, Mr. 

RIGHT. That fact was inadvertently not announced. 


VESSELS OF UNITED STATES. 

Mr. CRAPO, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4589) to provide for vessels of the United States hailing from places 
where they are owned or built; which was read a first and second 
pie e to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
prin 

SALE OF UNITED STATES PROPERTY IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. NEAL, by unanimous consent, (and by request,) introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 4590) to provide for the sale of certain property owned by 
the United States in the District of Columbia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

SHEER-BOOMS AT STRAIGHT SLOUGH. 


Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4591) to authorize the 
Mississippi River Logging Company to construct and operate sheer- 
booms at or near Straight Slough; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING IN DETROIT. 

Mr. COOK. I rise to make a privileged report from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Groun Iam instructed by that committee 
to report back the resolution I send to the desk, which was referred 
to the committee on the motion of Mr. NEWBERRY, of Michigan, and 
to ask its adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

nested this House— 


Resolved, opr POET OE OO ATOE age toinform 
1. As to the size of the lot of land in the cor Be t and State of Michigan 


on which the b as the custom-house and post-office is located. 

2. The size of the ding now erected thereon and date of its erection and 
cost of . . 
Session Gnd ane GA ll gina OOED ts SAMA s> 

3. The amount of available room on said lot forthe erection of an addition to 


and his as to and economy of the erection of said addi 
in view of the want of room for use of the present its of building, 
the numerous rooms and buildings in the city of Detroit now rented for 


The resolution was adopted. 
HON. J. H. ACKLEN. 


discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the subject, and that the report and testimony be printed. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Lask that the report be read. I also of the 
gentleman from New York the privilege to revise the statements 
made, before the testimony is printed; which request I made of the 


Mr. COX. I will submit the request to the committee. I am not 
now authorized as the organ of the committee to agree to it. 

The SPEAKER. The will be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 
Report of the Committee on F: Affairs on the resolution adopted January 30, 


1880, on m of Hon. J. H. 
of the House, by the reso- 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, under instruction 
lation on motion of Mr. ACKLEN, January 30, 1880, unanimously submit 


“PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
"Mr. ACKLEN. I rise to * — 


of this House in a 
8 


sense of jntice to 
silence may not be, 


z They 
but 
„ Ri 11 
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misconstrued. I quote the following from the Detroit Post and Tribune of Jan- 


uary 26: 

on the 13th of Jan 
Gieda 15 5 ons official rt of the di: fC 
as n the report proceedings of Congress: 
Wenne. AGREES. Task ferier asses consent that the report of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs in relation to the claims of certain citizens 8 the government 
be referred to the Committee of 8 ordered to be printed. 
iv” 

eged report thus handed in by ACKLEN was recei duly printed, and 
dav afterward the 8 51 the Gom- 
© 
tisfac ply. A . mmittes togeth dae 
unsati tory reply. Acco: e ð CO! e er and sum - 
—.— W er when “yt that neither the committee nor the 
i ever made, nor anthoriz 


, taking advantage of a moment when no other member 
in Affhire wan resent, ACKLEN rose in the House and 


Paned oT ee ans ee hese ee te her, the commit- 
would not agree to any such report. ACKLEN was then informed that he must 
withdraw that report apologize to the House, or p would 
be instituted to in 5 


ed to the other members, 
and a hot of indignation has been growing ever since.’ 
„I need hardly say, . soas is perhaps one of the most willful and 
. on record. 
n 


“On Mo po Hon 19, my colleague, Mr. Kino, who had lately returned from 
Louisiana, called m tion to the article in the CONGRESSIONAL RD, quoted 
in the extract which I have read, and also toa No. 86, second session y- 
peor igen, eee bir poten I inf. at once that there was evi- 
dently a e, as I had never made any such request of the House nor offered 
hms, Sir his committee; that I had reqnested to have a 

me in the Forty-fifth with manuscript attached, (Report 
No. 96, Aung: second ) ented as it referred to a matter 
already on the public „and that I would g ask that the report bear- 
ing his name be withdrawn and make a statement to relieve him from any embar- 
rassment in the case, Now e Tuer SEE A On grey Sank Ol era bares DASSE 
submit the following letter from the chief reporter of this : 

“*Housk OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
“* Washington, D. O., January 30, 1880. 
“DEAR Sin: In accordance with your request, the reporter on duty at the time 
statement to the House, January 13, has 98 notes, and 
is an exact transcript of them: 

CKLEN. I ask that a report be printed in a couple of cases already on 


‘ “So ordered.“ * 
“*Very respectfully, yours, 


“Hon, J. H. ACKLEN.'” 


J. J. McELHONE. 


“How was it, then, that my old of the Forty-fifth Congress, with the man- 
uscript attached, w] I req be ted to accompany a matter 
on the public Calendar, came to be prin 


as Mr. Ks 1 Why, simpl 
Se a DAS AAA T.. tele ste PREA 


“WASHINGTON, D. C., January 30, 1880. 


“* Dean Sm: In reply to your inquiry as to my recollection of the circumstances 
e sone resent A 1 e by to have a report arog eee res 
that I remember confusion in was so great at time that I coul 
ok undoratand as the doak Wiss 1) wos yes Gabtred, ani seek ts peal ORTO un he ele 
per desk to ascertain. Iwas mu confusio; 
ut 


pes go on the Calendar. Mr. KING 
wrapper, and this naturally led me to su; 
in connection with 


Very respectfully, yours, 


— H. SMITH. 
Journal Olerk. 
Hon. J. H. ACKLEN.’ 


“ Now, in the Forty- fifth I was a member of the Committee on Foreign 


and had referred to me titions of Woolsey Teller and Eliza Living- 

ston. On these I made a re Po. 96, Fo „fifth Congress, third session,) 
bry Seren grrr vse 0 of the g resolution : 

me „That the Presiden’ FT 


asin his opinion may not be incom; ble with the ic interests to secure an 
early settlement and adjustment of the claims of W y Teller and Eliza Living- 
citizens of the United States, and other citizens thereof, against the govern- 

ment of Ni by an international arbitration or otherwise.’ 
Send pont however, contains all the facts and papers, and numbers ten 
“During the latter part of the Fort -fifth Congress I was ao seri unwell that 
the „ 


the part of the Senate to 
of State in all claims of our citizens 
then in the foots o 
the morning hour, after the call o 

first session Forty-sixth Con; ) I introduced in substance, on the 
House, the same resolution which had passed the Senate. grar, bren reso- 
lution was likely to stick in the morning hour without action, as 8 our 
legislative proceedings is seldom I. on May 5, 1879, sent a copy of this res- 
olution and accompanying to the Committee on Foreign Affairs the 
tition-box. (See ap alpn „ RECORD, first session Forty-sixth O By 
Jelng this I had two of reaching it for action: one in the our; 
the other when the committee might re; it to the House. The ttee on 

F. Affairs referred the matter to KI, and I gave him my old 


ether with a manuscript statement of the action of the On June 30, j 
fore the adjournment of the extra session, this 5 which was gin 
E eE EO DOEA 0 
on on o Calen where it now 
stands. See Calendar of the Committee of the House on the state of the 
Union.) It here appears as wa: 
„June 30—Mr. ACKLEN 


‘Resolved, That a select committee of five members of this gamae be appointed 


by the er, which committee shall 5 recess, to in- 
uire into all claims of citizens of the Uni States against the government of 
Ricaragus for indemnity for lives of relatives taken, wounds and 

injuries inflicted, and property taken, injured, or destroyed, which c have 


heretofore been filed in the Department of State, and now remain pen 


fi and un- 
satisfied; and said committee shall ascertain and determine what amounts and to 
what persons the government of Nicaragua is liable to make compensation on 
account thereof, and report the same, with the evidence in reference thereto, to 
Congress at its next session; and said committee shall give such public notice as 
it may deem necessary of the times and places when and where it will sit to hear 
said s and testimony in support of the same, and shall have power to send for 
persons and papers and administer oaths. It shall also obtain and use all proofs 
relative thereto on file in the Department of State and such other evidence as an 

party in interest may produce and offer that it may deem ent thereto. 1 
3237) ] ? ! of the Eana trad of toe deen ea tee 

com 8! ow e con! t fund of the Hı 
pens of the chairman of said committee.’ = a 


naturall 
fairs. 


This action is of frequent occurrence in both Houses, so I therefore made the re- 
— as stated in the letter of the chief reporter of the House, 
RECORD. 

“Thus, Mr. pompk an error for which I am in no wise responsible or 
to bians bawe been made the object of bitter, unjust, and scurrilous newspaper 
abuse. These ha spread the 1 and breadth of the land, and 

after consulting with members of the Committee on Fi 
among w! I am proud to number personal friends, I offer the follo’ „ ask its 
1 that committee, that my exoneration may be as full as 


That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be, and they are hereby, re- 
2 examine into * truth or falsity of 3 by Mr. AcKLEN 


this subject, so faras I know, was that a 
a . 
y Mr. ACKLEN. G 

report had done him 3 that it placed the Committee on Foreign Affairs in 
a very improper light the Honse, and that some explanation was A 
Thereupon Kine produced a statement which he said Mr. ‘ACKLEN would 
make upon the floor of the House, if acceptable to the committee, and that if ac- 
ceptable to the committee it would be acceptable to him. The 
by Mr. Ka, and ently communi by Mr. AcKLES to the House. 

I think it proper to sa; much in justice to the gentleman who has just 
taken his exh aloo. int Jastine tp Gaimaeal Kama, tay oe eon the Commit 

who is not now on the floor. 
tion to the resolution. 


ý to obec 
“Mr. GARFIELD. Reserving my t to object, I ask that it be again read. 
Louisi eg o OR eee 
in his repre- 


X 3 tleman may have a right to raise the m of privi- 
lege; but the question whether the House will adopt the resolution he submits is 
another thing. I would like to hear the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be 


not. ' 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ACKLEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was adopted; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

“The latter motion was agreed to.“ 

It will be observed that while Mr. ACKLEN in his remarks refers to an article in 


his g remarks before the committee Mr. ACKLEN said: 
“Mr. there are two counts in this resolution and in the accom 
statement. The first is as to whether on the 13th of January, ‘ taking * 
of a moment when no member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
Mr. ACKLEN rose in his seat in the House and declared as follows: 
mous consent that the report of the Committee on Affairs in 

be referred to the 


claim: ainst the government of 
Committee of the Whole and ordered to be printed.“ That is one of the two ques- 
The other is as to whether I was called 


tions which the committee has to 
before w the report and apologize to the House 


committee and forced to wit 
Wee e do not limit th scope of their ni 1 
ono e to s0 narrowly as above 
N 
New York Herald, or in ae 


under which they are acting, and having made their report in that regard they con- 
sider their duty ended. z A 

The committee have heard fully all the testimony which has been offered to 
them, and did not close the h until Mr. ACKLEN had stated that he had noth- 
sag, Peper to introduce by way of testimony or ent. 

‘he testimony before the committee upon the subject of inquiry is h ien from 
the Recorp itself and partly from other sources. the RECORD of January 14, 
of the preceding day in the House, appears the following : 

“CLAIM AGAINST NICARAGUA. 
„Mr. Acklxx. Lask unanimous consent that the report of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs in relation to theclaims of certain citizens against the poroa 
referred to the Committeeof the Whole and ordered to be printed.” 
Just previous to this entry appears the following: 
“Mr. ACKLEN. M: e, Mr. Kd, is paired with the gentleman from 


From these entries it appears that on the 13th of last January, Mr. ACKLEN, 
not being a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
colleague, Mr, Ke, which absence was known to 

a 


porting to 


in the absence of his 


introduced a 
be a report of the Committee on Foreign by Mr. Kino, which 


1880. 
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was at Mr. ACKLEN’s request. A copy of this alleged report is appended 


In the Recor of January 21, of the preceding day in the House, the following 
= : “WITHDRAWAL OF REPORT. 

‘anuary the 13th instant, during the absence of my col- 

pny a E ihe TO ware PONS ado 


second session, had m ds, and which 
he — subsequently re . my request. Lask that it be withdrawn, 
asit was submitted by me without authority Mr. Kine or from the mit- 
tee on Fo it having taken no action on matter. was done 


mine. 
Pi med pods pros the request will be granted. 
There was no 
From i hat cok Ceo Wih of Janay N NT cea? 
the 8 him January 13, and stated that he had himself 
that report and sub: authority from Mr. Kd or from 
o Committee on Foreign Affairs. matter. 
claims, done ha 


he was 
mary 14 and 21, with Mr. ACKLEN's remarks quoted 
of Jan * prise all that is to be found in the t r on the 


ut 


by the § er, which committee shall have to sit d the recess, to in- 
Zins ite all cle ms of citizens of the Uni States against the t of 
Nicaragua f emnity for lives of relatives taken, and 

uries inflicted, and property iken. or destroyed, which chine Dave 
hurctofore been filed in the De State and now remain and un- 
satisfied; and said committee preiro iyi d dei what amounts and to 
what persons the liable to make compensation on 


'ongress at its next session; and said pu 

ine ‘may deem necessary of the times and places when and where it will sit to hear 
claims and testimony in support of th same, and shall have power to send for 
persons and papers and adminis’ It shall also obtain and use all proofs 
relative thereto on file in the Department of State, and such one 
in interest may produce and offer that it may 6 thereto. It 


ba er to em gore pher ecessary expenses 
of said "commisten 8 of the Contingent fod of of the House on the 
vouchers of the chairman of Pata oon antes. 
. to the Committee on Forei 5 that he was re 


peatedly 
‘ore the committee in support of said resolu and 5 5 
Stele a y panas vm u it from the whole committee and from individual 
members. The ttee dia not consider the resolution favorably, and Mr. 
ACKLEN was informed by 55 Mr. Kise, that the action of the committee 


woul: bably be adverse to his 
paat ain e N prepared a paper in the form of a report, 
y the same as the new 


„ precisel 
matter in the alleged introduced by him January 13, and had handed it to Mr. 
Kine, desiring its adı brea 55 This paper remained 
on un the adverse 
session in December, when Mr. 


to himself. From that time until he introduced it, January 13, he had 22 25 — 
of it. The original man pt was uced before the 5 It 
of two half-sheets of oe paper, (linen,) each written on 

and of a copy of the resolution prin on second and third pages of tho al 


ACKLEN. “This would 


on ea ioe 


ACKLEN presented 
ag apenas be eo 
3 S ‘printed in a couple of cases already on 
the Public Calendar. So ordered. 
The recollection of 


Mr. AcKLEN sent the the desk b. ey 
th, the Journal clerk, differs what was sent. Mr. 


Mr. Ona Oa 

Brown thinks there wasnothing bat manuscript while Mr. . 
report from the Forty-fifth C in the manuscri This differ- 
9 All is 8 which was 


r estroyed in the 
99 cae the name Mr. Kine,” not, how- 


dee circumstance of the —̃ — ee ak E 
the committee from which 2 — at the desk. 
Mr. Brown spoko of itt MF. Smith and Mr Smith to tho Spea oe Mr. Smith 
Kai tho Speaker's attention to the fact that to print a report 
a committee of 5 gene 1 
Nr. cls desk with the in his hand. His y as to the conversa- 
tion between and TACKLES Ís somewbat indefinite and differs in alight 
particulars in his various statements of it—but is to the effect that he “u 
stood Mr. ACKLEN to want the to go on the Calendar, where his 
Was. Mr. Smith is doubtfal whether . ACKLEN said that 
pos printed or reprinted—but is confident that he nsed one or the other expres- 


3 Mr. Smith is uncertain just what passed between him and Mr. ACKLEN at 
this moment, the committee must refer to the circumstances which are known 
to have happened at the time. 

Mr. Smith `s attention was excited by the unusual circumstances that Mr. ACK- 
LEN wished to printa re 
85 8 the 90 e 

gular way o 
himself in re; 


ie iosaid tothe Speaker = chat It appeared a He 
rite t. o said to peaker tha apparead 
gular proceeding," he wont at the d, to satisfy 


desk, that Mr. ACKLEN zre to present the rt for his coll e Mr. Kine, in 
his absence. From these circumstances it is ad that this vi t and experi- 
po official, intent upon understanding this unusual p d appl 
-r ee See in regard toit, ved from him 
6 appeared upon j e paper which he 


The in the Journal was read the next morning in the House, and was un- 
It remained as printed in both Journal and Rxconb, without notice or correc- 
8 
When anuary 16, he was informed that Mr. 


G returned, J; AcKLEN had 
introduced report Auring his oes to Pres Ston SON [Mr. Ka! 
from Mr. KN at once sent for the 


and ha it in his hand to Mr. Acklxx's desk. 

ere is a slight n Mr. Kixe’s statement of the conversation 
which ensued and some of ACKLEN’s versions of it, but the committee find 
showed Mr. ACKLEN the wt 00 and asked him what it 

meant. Mr en 5 that he D Mr. Kine had consented to 
the meee doors “You could 1 such thing. Mr. ACK. 
LEN then 5 o not think I used the in the Recorp, and there 
must be e about A He professed willing to do anything that 


The result 


viously pre- 
form in which it appears in the RECORD of January 8 
C Kise cams 
as unsatisfactory to Mr. 
prepared for him by Bir. Kine and which 
. ACKLEN, rin the statement made by him in the House Sieiro bo says that 


what he had done was by a mistake of his remarks in the House and 
before the commi: claims in 


had given to Mr. K, — * asked to have them printed that 
the first edition of which had been 


8 with Mr. 1 turn, intimatin peared apan i and 
Mr. Ka had approved the report, he was referrin own report made in the 
Farty- gress, while Mr. — had in mind be one made in the Forty-sixth 


din his hand. a ee eee 
1 that the 
= = 3 cealed, and 8 

m disgrace an ure the claims whose 
aitat hs song ss iy N 


mote. 
But the committee consider that they have nothing to do with motives—they are 
only to inquire into the truth or falsity of the statements contained in the newspa- 
— araoe akes to ia the resolution under which they are acting. They there- 


lating tothe claims of pia spa 9 against the government of 3 which 


as, new ted at his request as — is 
7 — * tteo on . 


t this was not a ee pee 
aire et vee by that committee. 


never been adopted or favora 
That this was done in the absence of Mr. Kine, whose absence was known to Mr. 
ACKLEN, and was without the knowledge 5 direct or indirect, of Mr. KING, 


or of 2 Soc Reyes aes of the Committee on Foreign A: 
8 alleged report, as presented, consisted fof four oo alrae e 
with a printed copy of a resolution pasted on the bottom 

the printed report made by Mr. ACKLEN to the Forty-fifth 9 
That the manuscript was in the form of a report from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs 5 5 e Bae and recommended the speedy passage of the resolution 

re c 
hat this manuscript was not contained in Mr. ACKLEN’s ori 


OA this manuscript was in the handwriting of Mr. ACKLEN’S clerk, and was 
sont on: from a draught made by Mr. ACKLEN during the extra on of the 
poms 


gress. 
That the manuscript so prepared by Mr. —— was handed to Mr. KN kt 
Ma 40 ACKLEN during the extra session, with the desire that he should adopt it, an: 
its through the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
not adopt this as their report or consider 3 its 


subject-matter, and that it was returned to Mr. ACKLEN by Mr. Kixe during the 
t session, early in December, at Mr. Acklxx's request, with the information 
t the a — — ey adverse to it. aa sas eprint a 
That Mr. ACKLEN subsequen it, and pasted u inted cop; 
of the resolution, instead of . — t copy he had given to Kine, sf 
introduced it so changed in the House, as above stated, Janu: 
That Mr. ACKLEN, inquired of, at th the time, by the journal cle or of the House, 
failed to convey to him any_other impression than 5 are- 


port from 
That it was Mr. Krxo, and not chairman of th 


8 before the commi nor did 3 


kes it ero Laren of the report, nor so far as to the committee 
was he informed that he must withdraw the 28 and logize to the House 
would be instituted to expel ae that the en- 


8 made e and the Recorp, 3 — that impression, remained 
uncorrected until January 20, when Mr. ACKLEN withdrew the report at the request 
of MT ob nel in — cabenition, y aa the committee ask to be Glschaxged 
W res) sw an co! 
from further action under the resolution. 


House of Representatives, Forty-sixth Cor Congress, second session.—Report No. 86. 
WOOLSEY TELLER AND ELIZA LIVINGSTON. 

JANUARY 13, 1880. 5 to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union and ordered to be printed. 

eee Kine, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, submitted the following re- 


to whom were referred the 

Eliza Livin; 1 
„ com: ‘orty: 

6 the report made on said cases by AF. ACKLES, thenia member 


of this commi 
. . of the facts in said cases, find that 


examination 
N set . by Mr. Acklxx, hereto appended and 


reas s] find, further, Ses Phe Olori Toolen tine Se CORE St 
the United States on the 27th of Ma; 
“Resolved, That the President Wadia hereby, requested to communicate to 


the Senate, if to do so, in his opinion, be com 


e with eee 8 any 
ofore comm: ernment an 


between d that 


States ag 5 t. drepl tothe et 79 the United 
ment, ani e 8] ic as to “w. 

if any, ve —. to effect an r said elation” 

replied, ‘ “that the to submit them to the 


2 and Paves fase 


y proca commission. 
upon the . 5 made by the President h the Secretary of 
ete ye your 3 nd that the Senate of the United S on 
a resolution appointing the et oleae CoNKLING, ‘oop, EATON, and 
Aonga as a Committe on the part of the Senate to examine the papers on in 
ma : 8 and r any additional HAPE that the claimants 
t to presen 


from the President, through the Secretary of 8 above referred to quoted, 
unanimously auth ACKLEN to report to the House the following resolu- 
Loca ke V 


hat a select committee of ee inted b. 
the Speaker which ich committee shal ppo pasii f 


and said commi 


public notice as it may deem 
laces when Pa, hee it will sit to hear said claims 


be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, on the vouchers 
of the chairman of said committee. 

Owing to the sudden and serious illness of Mr. ACKLEN, this, however, was not 
gsr pr 5 —— whole matter fell through by imitation wi with the expiration of the 


Torg cacti examination of all the facts connected with the said your 
committee are in coartans that the paren OOE aa 
report said resolution to the House and recommend its passage, at as early a date 
Se Tee teathnon 3 n papers) file in the Department of State, 
e con pers now on file o 
addit T PEAS F 
Way be done during thè 7. sessions 
ee — tala of this House mayor naa under a business attendant 
the recess, the having boem distri hoeh See among the 
— would receive that c careful hich their na- 
it would, fa 9 if not 33 for 
the Government of 


ing said committee . would, for the reasons alread: 
result in a failure to dered during the 
For theseand other reasons, which must be apparent wi 
8 committee back the apesin oy anaes by this committee 
gress, and recommend its 
S SI That a eee vo 88 of this House be appointed 
piet ee 555 shall 15 Pet to sit 1 oe recess, to in- 
quire into all tizens of the U; 
Niere for Catan for lives of mulatives — do 
es inflicted, en, in, 3 or ‘destroyed, which 5 have 
State and now remain ob pom and un- 
d determine w. 5 


is de to N compensation on 


give public notice as 
an whero it will sit to hear 


parny of —5 


Forty- fifth Congress, third Session. House Report No. 96.) 
Mr. sbi from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, submitted the following 


‘Woolsey Teller, of Francisco, and of Eliza Livingston, of 75 Un 5 
tnd by redress’ — — ions of 8 and = ae gs sustained by said gion Salva 
the deceased h Tof zaid E. Livingston from the government 2 
3 report as follows, 


These two cases, covered as they are by like principles of international law and 
presenting facts strongly analogous, your committee have decided to embrace in 
one 


The tacts in the first of these cases, namely, that of Woolsey Teller, of San Fran- 
See Se ey sop toe the papers in the possession of your commiltee, are as 
Woolsey Teller, an American citizen, was a merchant in Granada at the time 
that town Safe cre ne vo pcre! oe 8 1856, oe allied forces of San 8 and 
e soldiers raguan ernment. ese troops 
of his store, which — ‘barricaded spe goon as a stockade, from 
2 up a fire upon the Americans in the plaza of the town, until 

Wage 0 ontbyt forces under — oar Walker from Masa, 


also severely wounded in the ri — hand, 
foregoing facts are ned by the 8 of John H. Wheeler, at that 
time resident minister of the United 


tates to th op rd Nicaragua ; Arthur 
Calla ban, of Philadelphia, at that time sı under General Will 
—.— at mari time residing in Gra- 


5 5 n eee 
nada; Francis of Nicaragua, a colonel in the army of that republic ; 
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and also b; mci op oder eg e Nes tain in the of 
that republic.” These affidavits also go to show tha’ idler wt KA t 
ant, and at the date of the attack of merchant. 


, Were wanton and unnecessary. 
the case of Eliza Livingston, as they appear 8 


= Sah W. Livtagston, deceased, (the husband of aaid both 
„(the hus Ameri 
citizens, 3 „ a a 1830 and for 
cei ies T ding and e Bik — 
and other 


— 1 1850 hel fo port of a Rouan eee in com- 


Iph, who it a: was 
—.— 8 the samo 
a state of 8 eee 


for 
a passport, h e eran here again 
orders until August 19, — ‘Wis 
r and released. 
by the statement of Livin; 


FF 
Ar e ps existing e between the governments of Nicaragua 
Avoiding Be yan ne Barca he fin Sipra inns ad or to a fall un- 


esmane. bee these international that William Walker aad his fol- 
3 in the interest of a certain revo faction of Nicaragua, took pos- 
session of the capital of that 


able o on October 14, 1855, and had established a 
pi government under Patrici 
3 take shape = = political 


e At this time a corpora! 
Transit Company, which had been formed for the 
T rng 


ernment of Nicaragua, transporting armsand . 

Seon. These acta created great hostility on the part of — shy 1 e. 

the attack on the 7 the fort of Carlos on Oc- 

tober 18, and the massacre at Virgin Bay on April 7, 1856, in both of which Amer- 
ican citizens lost their lives. 

An interruption of the zation of relations between the two goverm 

caused b; 8 hasty ee, tion of the Walker faction by the then resident min- 

nited H. Wheeler. These were not restored until Mira- 

sone as the minister of the United States to Nicaragua, 


all claims between that torily ad- 
— In the case of Nicaragua, however, when steps had been taken * to 
t of a commission, another question arose. 
ch government set up counter-claims against the United States for the bom. 
bardment and burning of San Juan del Norte, or G ‘aptain Hollins, 
and for a violation of the neutrality laws in permitting the departure of William 
Walker and his followers from the States, and for furnishing or permitting him to 
— 1 N and munitions of war from their ports, and bap Bam} 
d your committee think justly, that these counter-claims against the Uni 
States —— be entertained, examined, and passed upon by any commission to be 


established. 

‘The comity of nations, as well as our own national honor, requires that in a con- 
sideration of claims and counter-claims the same justice should be meted out to 
Nicaragua that we demanded and exacted of England in the Geneva award. 

Your committee are of the opinion that these cases give rise to some questions 
of international law analogous to those considered in the Washington treaty bo- 
tween England and the United States, and, with a full appreciation of the im 
tance attaching to the issues raised by these cases, your committee offer the fol 
ing resolution and recommend the passage of the samo: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five members of this House be 3 
by the Speaker, which committee shall have 3 to sit 285 the recess, to in- 
grise into all claims of citizens of the United States against the Government of 

caragua for indemnity for lives of relatives taken, wounds, and other personal 
injuries inflicted, and property taken. pn n. or destroyed, which claims have 
heretofore been filed in th Department Plagne yews ee pending and un- 
satisfied ; and said „ shall ascertain and determine what Onn amounts and to 
what persons the government of Nicaragua is liable to make compensation on ac- 
count thereof, ‘and reper the same, with the evidence in reference thereto, to Con- 
—_- 3 next session; and said committee shall give such public notice as it 

of the times and Piho sa when and where it will sit to hear 

—— and testimony in support of the same, and shall have power to send 
papers and administer oaths. Tt shall obtain and uso all 

proofs relative thereto o — m file in the Department of State, and such other evidence 
as any terest may uco and offer that it may deem vf egona. thereto. 


It have Apolo to employ a clerk and a stenographer, an ecessary ex- 
penses of said committee shall 8 lall be paid d out of . House, on 
the vonchers of the chairman of said committee. 


“San Francisco, August 10, 1878. 


“Sir: In the y. pate ap Lodges CC 
for $15,000 against the Republic of Nicaragua, for wounds received and spoliation 


; T 
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5 N claim N well authenticated testimony of creditable | and indemni Argument has been wae presented to the 
s sre thay inanpok its merits. I have the acknowledgment of the De- 8 puin by Br. poten 3 hislife Be Ae. (in Our minis- 
ant that it has received and filed, I have sul tly recei e ied for five years with the govern- 
Secre of State that my claim should receive proper attention, ee e A E epo ect, usin, 6 
to tho present time, and after Supri of over twenty years my y Government has beb brought forward, all of eh Without 8 as tters to our Go 
taken any effective steps to brin gt the government of Nicaragua to a recognition will shi 
of my demand, and thereby reimburse me, in a measure, for the damages to my ithe government of Nicaragua do not eee 28 
prisonmen banishment; on the con e facts 0 
Tho sul has been discussed by the different ministers accredited to Nicar- | case, but refuse to render satisfaction. The question is not now race an indi- 
a, and latterly b; Y Hon. George Wil Dna ren told me in on ager eho vidual, bu e national in its character. (. 
. exhausted, and that, consequen 8 are scattered citizens of the United States, who are in various occupa- 
mains but for our Government to g that of Nicaragua to ajust 3 9 tions.) 
sir, there is a hitch somewhere that Lod sacha our Government “Instances have occurred in which American citizens claimed to be sub- 
ing further than a diplomatic correspo: AE that candies too roa = so as to obtain even tempo! tection. While ves may 
bringing the question to a direct issu ever so willing to extend protection to their coun! are not able to do 
“Ni has put in a counter-claim the Government of the United | it, owing to their not being sustain y the Government, of which fact the 
States for 2 and burning of 130 nan del Norte, or 8 republics are well aware. our Government has concluded not to demand 
fora violation of the er laws in permitting the de re of Walker in a case like that I have the honor to present, and to e rotection to its citi- 
this country, and the furnishing of and teh of supp es from our ports, to en- sence ac nied sake Tess tee esa a es 
able him and his followers to levy war upon her tand claiming | commerce of the United 8. e same time to improve their 
that by so doin, aalen Aid in pormaitting Wwe AU 5 of wrong- | the sooner in given oo thet thot tae 
1 eo that the 3 d in permitting the fitting out of the A to wage “To N ee ask the Depa to any or the on file in the United 


ere have recently teen told by good authority that this counter-claim is the ob- 
stacle 15 ewe way of demanding 5. settlement from Nicaragua, as, if the question 


to an arbitration, w 3 ps, in equity our Government could 
to 2 the unbiased 4 — of such a court would condemn our 
Government to a principle which she obliged the English government to 


the case of an arbitration, as in the case of the Geneva court, I think equit; 
wind be meted to both parties, and the sufferings of American Minis fie on 
fed on them in Nicaragua, before and during the Walker war, could 


are the claims justly made t Nicaragua, as an ezamina- 
trate. Some of f npes ave been standing over twen 
others over oe A ey Some are for murders of innocent and 
erican citizens 2 


TTT 
country's 0 ‘or t, wounds, and spoliations, an oug 
— 1 amount, even approximately, i covering millio: 


is large, cove ns of 

“In view of the apparent or real abandonment on the part of the executive 

branch of the Government of the interests of per citizens who have laid their 

claims before it and have asked its in tion, I rash Lo you, sir, and Pray 
tive of the d necessary ste’ 


as a Representative nation, to take the initiatory ps to 
call for the papers relative to these claims, and, when to take such für- 
action as will the question to a final settlement. 

“Tf these s be baa Yo dp EON Py ae Ni 6 
to pay them ; if it be fo that our Government has commi a wrong, equity, 
honor, and the OF Nan OE BORMA SOSEDI Se PATO oe pe eee 

t which we have ded should be done to us. 


I have no doubt, now that a quarter of a century Haa eee eee ee 
and the Hardon ok ope oP yer the 3 burned have 


find an 2 our Government had p: in a er that 
not bear the historian and just l Much the 
same may hk said of be! advent and anency of Walker for two in Nicara- 

I was in that country at the time and know the influences t were work- 


institution into all of the five Central 
9 republics, and fear our Government winked at many violations of the 
neutrality laws, when could have been prevented, thereby laying itself open 
to the a made by N. 
ve the honor to be, sir, your most obedient 


“Hon. Horace Davis, Present.” 


4 “WOOLSEY TELLER. 


“La Union, SALVADOR, November 14, 1878. 
“Sm: I beg to present the following memorial to your honorable body, asking 
such redress as it may in its * upon a review of the papers and con- 
sider I am enti 
“In 1856 my late husband, Dr. Josep! 
was livin, 


lin! ‘poco ts 


jies ad havin bon, E 
last of Jnl; 9 Ten 


on J 
psa AGP * of the, Prai Barsa Pedr wear ao 1 oy At the time of P 
search g taken 


tenced to be shot wi 


eae upon 
giving in a loud tone. 
t the expi to Chinen 
While in ra ancar Ve an atiempt was eto 
been successful but for the interference of frien 
“On the 19th of August he was released 5 being in prison twenty-fivo days) 
through the influence of our minister, Hon. John H. Wheeler, and General Be 
the commander of the Salvador *. banished the country, being conduc: 
to the frontier by an armed escort. his family were turned loose in a sec- 


tion of country entirely uninhabited, gohan ire was 8 to obtain elt either food 
or shelter, e e intense heat of the tropical sun by day and the incessant 
rains by night, it being For four days we were thus 


season. 
with our eight youn, pe Theli children, the oldest being not over nine years 
= age. As our dwelling had been plundered when we were removed to Chanan- 
daga, we were not able to Lge. Sey e common necessities of life with us, even if we 
been permitted to do so. By this arbitrary arrest and seni RE and ban- 
ishment my husband's business and 3 prospects were blasted, his home 
proka up, his goods and household furniture stolen or destroyed, and himself and 


ly forced into exili to the world anew. That beagle ac- 


tion of the Nicara vernment was as unprovoked as it was ou 
cal is clearly si in the letter of Hon. John H. Wheeler to a Living: 

‘on, dated August 21, 1858, in which he states the reasons Living- 
ston's) arrest was owin; is being a citizen of the United States. 

“ By evidence on file in the Department of State, Washin, masts it is proven that 
Dr. 2 first arrival in Nica held himself entirely aloof 
from the estic politica of the republic, never 
himself in them. an ican citizen and the widow 


of 
half of myself and orphan children, I appeal to your honorable body for redress 


States legation, Guatemala, and 


aye of Sta: 
the letters written to the ee of State by Hon. George ye Williamson cited 
States minister for Central America. 


pines for Central America” o oue p f ur obedient servan 
r “ELIZA LIVINGSTON. 
“Hon, SAMUEL, J. 


— House af Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


t Mr. Palmer to Mr. Cass. 
“ WASHINGTON, December 7, 1858. 


Stn: I have the honor of inclosing to you herewith the original protest of Wool- 
tates, accom) with 


2 of New York, a native Lined of the United States, 
fa pee ce on ape ant DERDE EA VOTAS inflicted 
October, ee amounting rees of Nicaragua and Ga . 
as set forth in the said documents to $15,000, for which 
he claims com tion from the government of Ni icaragua, er with the fur- 
ther sum of § De. Sar ONIOCHA ; making in the whole the sum of 
282 and . 8 Gon solicit the effective intervention of 
I have, &c. 
“ vo, 


AARON H. PALMER, 
Attorney for W. Teller.“ 
“Protest of W. Teller. 
“CONSULATE UNITED STATES AMERICA 
“Port San Juan del Sud, January b 1857. 


By this public instrument of 9 and p; 2 known unto all men 


bay poate, concern, that on this day and date FEDRO VERO tam, te 
unde consul of the United À States of America — 9 8 7 Teller, citizen 
0 


nito Stato States, who be 


which time the soldiers of said allies eee of my awaling “house 
3 and stir, 


and 
at the house until they were driven out a packages of 
Walker from Maa 
lestroyed and carried away 


000, T b; tirely breakin 
2 en g up m 
“and entirely depriving me me 


5 3 
of the forces under 


" * During the time they were in m 
ty ä to me amounting to 


ioned. 
“WOOLSEY TELLER.’ 


In witness oe I hereunto place my hand and seal of this consulate this 
9th January, 1857. 

[SEAL.] “J, PRIEST, 
Wee “United States Consul.“ 


" Woolsey Teller, of New York. 
“Claim — the Government of Ni ion and destruction of his 
handise, hold Furniture, and fr and and personal 


mere , and household for wounds and 
1 A Paloma samen bob pe mpoomn forces on the 12th O0- 
tober, 1856, at G: in hereof his mercantile establishment — 


consequence 
that place was completely broken w 2 him to leave the coun 
ene te aren 4 4 ingis ai ieie 


Tho amount of claim as set forth in the annexed document i 
And he claims for consequential damages the farther sum og 


Making in the whole the sum of. 30, 000 
“ WASHINGTON, December 7, 1888. 


„W. TELLER.” 


ereby certify 9 of Granada, 
— tates near the "Republic — the 
„an American citizen, who 
n no way connected with the 
g business as a merchant; 
gaged the forces of the Guatemala government made an attack 
on said city om the lath day of October last, in which house of Mr. Teller was 
attacked and plundered of everything le, and he was severely wounded in 
the hand by said forces of Guatemala. 
¥ anh more mt dager? yo industrious man than Mr. Teller did not live in Granada, 
respected, or one who more severely or innocently from the 
barbarities 0 of Guat Guatemala 
Given under my hand this 8th August, 1857. 


9 WASHINGTON Cry, 


of Columbia: 
This day appeared before me John H. Wheeler and made oath that the contents 
of the forego 
Witness my hand this 7th of August, 1857, at the city of Washington, D. C. 
“JAMES H.  CAUSTEN, 
Notary Public." 


I do here 
duties of — aan seqaninted with W. tel 2 
aragua, was wel main er, 
was engaged in imerchandl 


i 


“JNO. H. WHEELER. 


“Unirep STATES OF AMERICA, 
“ Oity, County, and State of New York, ss: 


“ Arthur Callaghan, of the city of Philadelphia, State of Pennsylvania, physician 
and , being duly sworn, deposes and . è 

— That he was at Masaya, in ‘Nii on 13th day of October and on 
e forces under eral William Walker 

forces under Walker were en; l 
tacked the city of Granada on the day before, and the allies were driven from the 
town. That after the battle deponent, in pursuance of his duty as surgeon, went 
about among the wounded and sick, and 5 wounded saw Woolsey Teller, 
a citizen of the United States, who was and been doing business as a merchant 
at Granada. That said Avance Romar house and store were Her damaged 
Sma hia proporty destroyed and e premises rifled ; that said Teller was in one of 
the rooms of his house bled by a wound caused by a musket-shot throogh the 
wrist t hand, which wound had been received on the evening of the 12th 
October. the wound was and is of such a nature as to almost wholly deprive 
said Teller of the use of his right hand for life. 

“A. CALLAGHAN, M. D., 
“ Late Surgeon Nicaraguan Army. 
“Subscribed and sworn to before me this 13th oc July, 1857. 
[SBAL.] “MONTGOMERY GIBBS, 
“ Notary n 


“Untrep STATES OF AMERICA, 
tt City, County, and State of New York, 83: 

“ William Keily, of Detroit, Michi being duly sworn, says: 

* That on the 12h day of October, 1 3 at 83 in Ni and 
witnessed the attack of the allied upon that town on said 12th day of Octo- 
ber; that said attack was made upon the town at about one or two o'clock in the 
afternoon, and was Lome unexpected, and the citizens were entirely unprepared 
for any attack; that the allied troops came suddenly into the town and commenced 
an in inate attack upon and property. and deponent heard said 
troops crying out ‘ Death to all Americans.’ That copanan knows Woolsey Tel- 
ler, and knew him at Granada at the time spoken of ; that said Teller was a citizen 
of the United States, doing business as a merchant at Granada; that, during the 
attack above ref to, said Teller's house and store were attacked and taken 
session of by the allied troops, and plundered by the troops; that after the fight 
was over deponent went into said Teller's house and saw that such goods and ea 
erty as were left e dastorn, and left in such condition as to be of 
or no value; that deponent saw said Teller in one of the rooms of his house on the 
day after the fight, disabled by a musket-wound in the right wrist, which wound 
ya of such character as, in my opinion, to render his right hand nearly useless for 


“WM. KEILY. 
“ Subscribed and sworn to before me this 13th day of July, 1857. 
{seat} 4 MONTGOMERY GIBBS. 

“ Notary Public. » 


said 
about the 12th da of Octo 
„ 


ya 
musket-ball, and thereby completely destroyed and broke up the business of said 
Teller. 


“FRANCIS P. ANDERSON. 


“ Subscribed and sworn to before me the 29th day of July, 1857. 
“Given under my band and official seal. 
GORDON L. FORD. 


[SEAL] 8 = ) y 
Notar Public in and for said State of New Tork.“ 


“Orry, County, AND STATE OF NEw YORK, ss: 

“John M. Griffin, of Nicaragua, being duly sworn, says: 

That he is a captain in the army ofthe Republic of Nicaragua ; that he knows 
Woolsey Teller, and has known him since February, 1856; in the month of 
October, 1856, said Teller was engaged in the mercantile business at Granada, in 
said republic, and was in no way connected with the army or government of said 
republic, but was quietly pursuing said mercantile business in said city of G: f 
that on or about the 18th of October, 1856, the army of the independent state of 


Guatemala entered said city of Granada and, withont any provocation, attacked 
the ms then resident in said city, including American citize! murdering a 
number of said citizens and destroying the residence and store of said Teller, and 


destroyed, injured, and carried away a large quantity of the s of said Teller 

then in soy yer and wounded — Teller ey the right hand by a musket-ball, 

and thereby completely destroyed and broke up the business of said Teller. 
“JOHN M. GRIFFIN. 


“Subscribed and sworn to before me the 29th day of July, 1857. 
i! Given under my hand and official seal. 
“GORDON L. FORD, 


[SEAL] z 
“ Notary Public in and for the said State of New York.” 


“No. L. 
“Mr. Teller to Mr. Cass. 

“New York, October 17, 1859. 
wer of attorney in favor of Aaron H. Palmer, 
esq., of Washin, havin; erence to my claim against the ent of 
Nicaragua, and filed in the ent of State in December last, which I beg you 
TF7 


“Sin: I herewith inclose my 


rt “W. TELLER. 
“Power of attorney. 
“ Whereas bahar A Teller, of the city of New York, merchant, e Bee the 7th 
day of December, 1858, filed in the Department of State his certain 
government of Ni 
merchandise, 5 
m him by Ni 


sonal jee o; an and G 
day of October, 1856, at Granada, as by 


‘erence to the papers and documents filed 


the Sta’ 


with his said claim will more fully appear; and hath solicited the intervention and 


goa offices of the Government of the United States with the said government of 
icaragua, in order to enforce the payment of the said claim: 
Now. therefore, know all men by resents, that I, the said Woolsey Teller, 
have made, constitu and ap ted, and by these presents do make, consti 
and appoint, Aaron Haight, Palmer, of the city of Washington, my true and la 
Gain and recover 


pem every act, matter, and thing w 
= the 


“Sealed and delivered in the presence of— 
“L. LEONCE CONDERT. 


“W, TELLER, [ska] 


“STATE OF NEW YORK, : 
“ Oity and County of New York, sz: á 
“On this 15th day of October, 1859, before the undersigned, notaries public for 
the State of New York, duly commissioned and sworn, came Woolsey Teller, known 


to said notaries to be the person described in, and who execu the foregoing 
power of attorney, and the said Woolsey Teller acknowledged that he executed the 
same. 


[SEAL.] “L, LEONCE CONDERT 
“ Notary Public, New York. 
(sRAL.] “JOHN FO R, In. 


* “Notary Public, New York." 
“No, 3. 
“ Mr. Livingston to Mr. Cass. 
“New YORK, August 20, 1858. 
“Str: I beg leave to submit to you the following statement of outrages upon m; 
rights as an American citizen <n upon my stale hye at the hands of the —— 
ment of Nicaragua, by arbitrary imprisonment and exile and sacrifice of my prop- 


$ famiy residence is Cherry Valley, in this State. I have temporarily re- 

sided Mam fon in the practice of my profession as a physician. the 3d of 

May, 1856, I left the = Realejo for New York, in company with Mr. Randolph, 

as is ph cian, with an engagement to 1 to this city in that ca- 

ty t the time of our leaving the country was pores, bak on my return on 

— 6th of J aly I found it in a revolution. I immediately made 3 to Gen- 
n. 


Walker for a rt to p to the city of Leon, the place of my residence, 
which was gran On the 23d of July a gentleman by the name of Green came 
from Leon, on his way to G: and informed me that the reads were perfectly 
safe, and also that Don lines, secretary of state, had requested him to 


application a passport, which was granted, and I was compelled to leave the 
same 9 vador. On my arrival at Chinendaga I found that the gen- 
eral an authorities not to al- 


chief of es forces at Leon had ordered the military 


low me to . the government of the fact. On the 
8 y the commander of the post received orders to carry out this arbitrary 
exile. s was ted three times before I could finally get away from where 


repeat 
I was in constant fear of my life. My house was aidan tf a guard of twenty 
men, and I narrowly esca; nation by them at midnight, undertaken by 
order of the commander. in- chief. [have never compromised my nationality during 
my residence in that country. The only motive assigned for my imprisonment 
was the fact that I was an American citizen, and consequently supposed to be 
friendly to the cause of General Walker and his party. The being ob! to leave 
in so a manner been cause of great loss to me. I have lost 
over$4,000 in cash, des the entire ruin of my business there. I had made ar- 
ran mts for the purchase of a sugar and caitle estate previous to my leaving 
for New York, and made 3 to 3 on a large scale, 
All was destroyed by m; prisonment and bment from the State. I trans- 
mit herewith letters to the authorities and others in San Salvador from the 

officials in Ni a, and from the government itself, showing the consideration I 
enjoyed there, and that there could be no just cause for this outrage upon my ts 
as an American citizen and the destruction of my property. I present these facts 
to you, praying for such action as may secure mo just indemnity from the Nica- 


Taguan government. 
‘Hon. John H. Wheeler (the United States minister at Nicaragua) is 
of these facts, and could substantiate them, he having entered a protest. t the 
threat made to have me shot. 
“Tam, &e., “J. W. LIVINGSTON.” 


“ Mr. Sanford to Mr. Cass. 
“Breyoort HOUSE, 


“New York, August 20, 1858. 
Dran SIR: I am well acquainted with Dr. J. W. Livingston, who has shown to 
me the „ letter to you. He is a gentlemen of high tability, 
upon whose word I would place implicit reliance. He is universally known 
ed in Central Am and there are few Americans who have met him 
there who cannot bear testimony to his worth and to attention and kind service at 
e His case is a very hard one, and I commend it to your favorable consid- 
eration. 


“Very respectfully, &. 
* 3 H. S. SANFORD.” 


Ar. Campbell to Mr. Cass. 
“ CHERRY VALLEY, 
August 23, 1858. 


known Dr. Li 
the # bj eat bby clots cart ring it to be good rejoiced 
e subjec im, an a one, am 
now put in the way of a rigorous prosecution. 


on from 


1880. 
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“Dr, Livin; was United States consul at Leon, and the seizure of his prop- 
erty and the tof his person were without color of law, and were not 
warranted by any circumstances even of suspicion. 

“I need hardly add that Dr. Livingston peas to the old family of that name 
on the Hudson, and is the lineal descendant of those who served the country well 
and honorably in the days that are past. 

“ Possessing the spirit of his ancestors, he does not feel dis to submit tamely 
to outrages upon his property and his person. Commending the case to the favorable 
I 8 tfully and tral 

0 *. Govorne j 
ge De tenis taef T Youn WILLIAM W. CAMPBELL.” 


“No. 4. 
“Mr. Derhon to Mr. Cass. 
“REALEJO, April 30, 1859. 
Dr. Joseph W. Livingston, a citizen of the United 


2 1 ted 
3 nion, San Salvador, to make a written statement of 


w residing at La 
cg Bani of his imprisonment and subsequent expulsion from the state 


of Nicaragua in the year 1856, 
At the Ap ong of members of the Walker-Rivas ent, Dr. Livin, n 


left Leon for United States as the professional adviser of one Edmund . 
dolph, who had entered into some ent with the government by which they 
considered i said Randolp one be promptly in New York. 


From 

lo for him to make the journey with- 
uring the absence of Dr. Livingston the 
the news of which Dr. L. met at Fort Cas- 
occasioned by want of 


n 
the state of his health, it was deemed im 
e 
revolution er ou 
tillo on his return. After a Seon! Bg ranada of some days, 
ou! 


yance, and I believe some Ity in ob a port to alker's 
sw è acti in Leon on the 8 of the 25th of July. Before having com- 
munication with an „ he re to the government, was immedi- 


with subsistence. 

By this act of the authorities of hp wie. ro Dr. Livingston was unable to make 
an advantageous sale of his household furniture, to collect his debts, and arrange 
and close up a business of eight years’ standing. He was driven to seek a new 
residence aa inclement season of the year, by which his family became sick, and 
he lost a year of business in uence. I should think, from these causes, his 
actual losses could not have been less than $3,000, and more likely to reach $4,000. 


“ „ Ko., 
as “JOHN DERHON.“ 


Mr. COX. I now yield to the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. 
ACKLEN. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I ask that the communications which I send tothe 
Clerk’s desk be read and printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. They will be printed in the RECORD, if read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., February 14, 1880. 


Dear Sin: Should the sub-committee deem the resolution referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs restrictive in its character, I 8 
they will so inform me in time for me to have it enlarged by the House, so that 
every fact in the case may be reported on. Otherwise the „ 
affects my character, namely, the intention,“ may not be fully brought out. 

Very respectfully, 
J. H. A. 

Hon. W, W. RICE, 5 

Chairman Sub-Committee. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
i D. C., February 17, 1880. 
To the honorable chairman and members of the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

I respectfully state to the Committee on Foreign Affairs that I addressed to the 
pub-comenition a letter requesting them to notify me whether, in their opinion, the 
resolution offered by mein the House and referred to your committee touching my 
therein referred to authorized them, in ascertaining and re- 

whether my conduct was corrupt 
the resolution as limited so to no 

as to bring the whole matter, con- 

‘ore the House. I now make similar 


earnestness that th 
the facts are, if with an absolute denial of all inquiry as to 
whether my conduct was corrupt or innocent, might by implication carry with 
them such a construction as an investigation of my intentions, motives, and ob- 
jects I feel ev: areco would make impossible. 
1 J. H. ACKLEN. 
Mr. COX. The House will observe the terms of the resolution which 
Mr. ACKLEN himself offered and which the House adopted. Under 
that resolution the Committee on Foreign Affairs had no authority to 
o beyond the simple inquiry of fact as to the truth or falsehood of 
fre statements e by one newspaper, the Detroit Post and Tribune. 
We had no authority to enlarge the scope of our inquiry. The gen- 
tleman himself mig t have made it er when he offered the reso- 
lution, We have limited ourselves to the resolution directing an in- 
quiry as to the truth or falsehood of the charge contained in the De- 
troit paper. We had no right to go beyond that in a matter of repu- 
tation and character. It would have been a very indelicate matter 
at best to have inquired into it, and certainly an outrage to have done 
so without the authority of the House. 


I now renew my motion that the report be laid upon the table and 
rinted, and that the Committee on Foreign be discharged 
Fon the further consideration of this subject. 


Mr. FROST. I desire to move a substitute for that motion. 
Mr. COX. I will hear it read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the report of the Committee on F. 
Hon. J. H. ACKLEN be recommitted to said committee instructions to report 
what action, if any, the House should take thereon. 

Mr. COX. Iam authorized by the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
to resist any such motion. Under the best state of circumstances it 
would be very obnoxious to throw this investigation into that com- 
mittee. We have enough to do in considering other matters. There 
should be a special committee on this subject. The Committee on 
Foreign Affairs are already somewhat embarrassed by their previous 
connection with this matter, in the House and in the newspapers ; 
and I ask my friend not to insist upon his resolution. 

Mr. FROST. I offered this amendment not being aware of the fact 
that the Committee on Foreign Affairs would object particularly to 
it. If, however, it be deemed advisable to refer this subject either 
to a special committee or to one of the other standing committees of 
the House, I have no objection, 

My object in offering the resolution was to save the House from 
what I consider an embarrassing position. Certain facts have been 
reported to the House—have been read to the House. I scarcely con- 
ceive, however, that any gentleman present here would feel able to 
pass upon those facts in their present condition, at least not until 
they s! have been printed so that we may be enabled to take them 
fully into consideration. But after they shall have been considered 
and brought to our consideration in that form, I think it only proper 
7 55 they should come accompanied by some recommendation to the 

ouse. 

This matter is a very serious one—one upon which gentlemen may 
differ largely in their conclusions; having reached positive conclu- 
sions as to the facts, they may differ as to the proper action which 
should be taken. I think, therefore, that some committee should re- 
port what course we should pursue; what action this House ought to 
take upon a matter which touches so nearly its dignity and its honor. 

Mr, COX. I would suggest to my friend from Missouri that my 
motion includes the printing of this report and the vapid ape Any ba 
timony. Thisisaquestion of edie. and after the House shall have 
read at their leisure the report and the accompanying reer rosa e 
8 from Missouri [Mr. Frost] canoffer his resolution. I hope 

e will withdraw it for the present, and let the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs be discharged from the further consideration of this subject. 

Mr. RICE. I desire to say but a ee word. This resolution, 
adopted by the House and referred to the Committee on Torga 
Affairs, was drawn by Mr. ACKLEN, and its phraseology is such as he 
chose to adopt. When the Committee on Foreign held its first 
meeting to hear any testimony which might be offered upon the sub- 
ject of the resolution, Mr. ACKLEN stated, as is set forth in the report, 
that the resolution confined the committee to but two points. One 
of those was whether, as stated in the Detroit Tribune and Post, that 
gentleman arose in his place in this House on a certain day and pre- 
sented a report purporting to come from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. The other point was whether he had been obliged—I do not 
use the exact language, but the substance of it—whether he had been 
obliged by the Co ttee on Foreign Affairs to withdraw that report 
and apologize to the House under the threat that otherwise proceed- 
ings should be instituted against him looking to his expulsion. 

onsidering the phraseology of the resolution, the construction put 
upon it by its framer coincided with the opinion of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs—that ba were authorized under it to do nothing 
more than to inquire into the facts referred to in the article pub- 
lished in the Detroit Tribune and Post. 

Into those facts the committee have inquired. Their report on 
those facts is as full as they can makeit. It was proper, perhaps; 
that the Committee on Foreign Affairs should inquire into these sta 
ments, because the facts were somewhat iarly within their in- 
formation or knowledge; but I submit, Mr. S er, that it is not 
proper to impose upon this committee, to the exclusion of their other 
pressing business, the duty of . the motives Which 
e the facts in re to which they have reported. That 

uty should not be imp upon the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
They have completed their duty under the resolution ; not only that, 
but they have done fully all that the house could have expected the 
committee would do. I submit, therefore, that this House should 
now discharge the committee as moved by the chairman at their unan- 
imous request. If, then, the gentleman from Missouri desires to press 
the matter, it will be proper for him to move the appointment of a 
special committee which shall recommend further action to the House. 
I trust that the motion of the chairman of the committee will be 
. and that the committee will now be discharged from the 
further consideration of this subject. 

Mr. FROST. I believe that I can modify my proposition so as to 
meet the 7 of all parties by providing that a sub-committee, 
instead of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, shall undertake the 
duty named in my motion, which w roper substitute 


Affairs in the case of 


then be a 


for the proposition of the gentleman from New York; as the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs will thereby be discharged. 

Mr. McLANE. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with some attention 
to the remarks of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox,] the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. RICE,] a member of that committee. If I 
understand their views they object to having that committee charged 
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with an investi 
on this floor. Now, that is not the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Frost] at all; and I submit to the 8 of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs that it is his duty instead of opposing 
to support the motion of the gentleman from Missouri. No further 
investigation is necessary under the resolution of the gentleman from 
Missouri. There is no occasion for a select committee. There is no 
occasion for any further een ee by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. The motion of the gentleman from Missouri is that the re- 
port be recommitted, with instructions to the committee to report 
7 the facts their opinion as to what action is proper for this House 
to take, 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that no select committee and no other com- 
mittee of this House is so roper to perform this duty as the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. e allegation made against the honorable 
gentleman’ from Louisiana is that he nted to the House a paper 

ing to be a zpos? from the Committee on Foreign Afairs, 

t which was notin a report from that committee. e Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs have reported substantially that that is 
true. They report that Mr. ACKLEN did in fact present such a re- 
port. Now, the motion of the gentleman from Missouri is a perfectly 
proper one, because it relieves individual members of the House from 
the very delicate duty of formulating a judgment upon those facts. 
It instructs the Committee on Foreign Affairs—the committee that 
has made this investigation—to submit what action is proper to be 
taken by the House. 

Does this House want these facts investigated by another commit- 
tee? Is it seemly, is it respectful to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, that another committee should investigate these facts? ther 
the resolution directing the 1 was large and broad or narrow 
and confined is not material if the resolution enabled the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs to make the report which they have made to-day. 
There is no necessity for any further investigation by that or by any 
other committee. e gentleman from Missouri moves that the re- 
port be recommitted, with instructions that the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs shall report what action the House ought to take. No 
doubt the gentleman from Louisiana would himself make just such 
a motion, or proponi; perhaps, a select committee to formulate some 
action for this House. 

Now, it seems to me that in matters so delicate as this, touching the 
character, the motives, the faith of a member of this House, the 
inquiry should be confined to the simplest ble issue. It is enough 
for us if the particular offense charged is investigated. If upon that 
inyestigation the committee making it think that no action is neces- 


1 


sary, they ought to say so. Those who have made the inq ought 
to take that responsibility, and not throw us into that wide field. If, 
on the other hand, it be their opinion that there ought to be some 
action taken by the House, then they ought to recommend what ac- 
tion. This, in my judgment, is the duty of that committee. The 
question is not whether they like it or not. We all know well that 
no man on this floor can like such a duty. It is not the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs alone that would revolt from the 89 yd of 
that duty, if at liberty to revolt. The Committee on Foreign Affairs 
having had this subject in hand, having uada the investigation, hav- 
ing their opinion formed, I submit to the honorable chairman of the 
committee that he ought not to shrink from the full performance of 


his duty. 

Mr. COX. I have never shrank from the full eee of my 
duty even on matters as to which I did not like the duty im on me. 
I will say to my friend from Maryland [Mr. McLane] that the deli- 
cacy pertaining to this matter in connection with the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs arises from the very nature of the charge made in the 
newspapers, the offense 1 being an attempt to palm off as a 
report of the Committee on Foreign irs a paper which was not 
such a report. The matter, therefore, in its initiation concerns the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs; it concerns particularly one of the 
members of that committee, the tleman from Louisiana, [Mr. 
KıxG.] It was indelicate on the part of the House to have sent this 
matter to the Committee on Foreign I was not in my seat 
when the matter was referred to us, or I should have resisted the 
reference. 

Now, if the honorable ponkan from land, after having all 
the facts here collated and arranged, as I think, faithfully and truth- 
fully, deems it proper to propose any action, let him not shrink from 
that action. Itis not for the Committee on Foreign Affairs to sug- 

to that gentleman or to the House what action it may be proper 
or the House to take. The facts are spread before the House for its 
judgment. If any member thinks it proper to offer any resolution, 
why should he not do so? I suggest to this House that the testi- 
mony be printed; the report be printed; that members have a chance 
therefore to read it, to ponder it carefully ; and if then further action 
is to be taken, let it be sent to a committee which will be more indif- 
ferent perhaps than the Committee on Foreign Affairs, or at least 
which might have an Hiag Bus reviewing it more impartially 
than the Committee on Foreign irs could as to its final conclusion. 
We oe given you the facts, why do you shrink from applying any 
rem: 

Mr. DUNNELL. While the report was being read, Mr. Speaker, I 
— every member of the House must have felt that the report, 
while it-—— 


tion into the character of an honorable gentleman 


8 McLANE. The gentleman from New York yielded the floor 
me. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so understand it, and has reoc- 
ognized the hey tee from Minnesota. 

Mr. DUNNELL. It was not so understood that the gentleman from 
New York yielded to the gentleman from Maryland. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, while the report shows the industry of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, it does not terminate with any positive 
opinion or recommendation upon which we are to act. I fail to see 
why the chairman of this committee or the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. RICE, I speaking for the committee, why this committee 
shall avoid the completion of this work. I think both sides of the 
House were fayorably impressed with the fairness of the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri. Certain things have been 
said, and a gentleman of this House has asked for an investigation. 
If he has erred in restricting the Committee on Foreign Affairs in the 
extent of that investigation it is before us, it is now before the coun- 
try, the House has proceeded thus far in an investigation which it 
has ordered, and it is now the duty of the House to carry on that in- 
vestigation, so that the gentleman from Lonisiana may either be ex- 
onerated or Lah sig e by this Honse. 

That committee, Mr, Speaker, cannot do this work half so well as 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. If it is delicate for that commit- 
tee it would be delicate for any other committee. There is no reason 
why that committee should avoid this work because it is a delicate 
thing. The committee understand all the facts in the case; they 
know more about this case than any sub-committee or any special 
committee can know; they have gone over the ground; and then, 
why should we make some other committee go over the same ground, 
or make a special committee go over the same ground? 

Mr. Speaker, I insist that the resolution of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri 8 5 to be the expression of this House. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. S er, I shall vote for the motion 
made by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox.] I think the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs ought to be, at present at least, dis- 
charged from the further consideration of any question connected 
with this matter. And I do so simply upon the ground 

Mr. KIMMEL. Mr. Speaker, there is so much confusion in the 
House that the gentleman from Tennessee cannot be heard in this 
part of the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. It is the fault of the members themselves. Mem- 
bers will resume their seats and preserve order. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. The gentleman from Louisiana has intimated 
to the Committee on 3 es the letters read this 
morning, that he has something which will show on his part no will- 
ful disrespect to the House and no intention to commit any willful 
wrong, and he is therefore entitled in that view to be heard by an- 
other committee, the Committee on Foreign Affairs having declined. 
The committee seem to have ed their limit of authority as cir- 
cumscribed by direction of the House. They claim to have discharged 
the duty imposed on them. They have reported the facts. Now, sir, 
taking the two in connection, there lies behind it for some reason I 
do not know, nor can I tell, a question of extreme delicacy. The 
chairman has said that; he has said that the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs does not want to be further c with the responsibility 
and 15 5 connected with any further investigation of this subject. 

Mr.COX. Does not my friend from Tennessee understand the rea- 
son for that delicacy on the part of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs? It is not general; but it is because the committee were in- 
volved in this matter—because one of the committee was more or 
less involved. I am sure the gentleman must understand that. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I take that, and agree with you in the mo- 
tive of delicacy which induced you to ask the House to disc 
you from the further consideration of the subject; but now I thi 
itis proper and consistent with the dignity of the House that this 
report and the proof taken by the committee shall be first printed, ` 
understood by the House, and then, if the House feel it is wrong in 
any regard, before they shall proceed either in passion or prejudice to 
one side or the other, that they shall have the motives of the gentle- 
man from Louisiana inguired into. Sir, I cannot find it in my heart, 
standing as he does here a young man on the threshold of his repre- 
sentative career, to refuse him when he asks me to judge of the motives 
of his conduct. I will do it, but he must understand if his motives 
are corrupt he must expect the severest judgment of the House; but 
if he has committed a wrong, simply an unintentional wrong, let the 
administration of a rebuke by this House be sufficient punishment. 
But in the present attitude of the question I do not think, in the face 
of his own request and in the face of the request of the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, that we can do any more, in sim- 
ple justice and charity, than to meet the request of the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 7 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. i arn it is made your duty to appoint a 
Committee on tsa ge irs, the jurisdiction of which committee, 
by Rule No. 90, s be to take into consideration all matters which 
concern the relations of the United States with foreign nations, and 
which shall be referred to them by the House, and to report their 


opinion on the same. č 4 
It will not be claimed by any gentleman here that the roga 


tion upon which that committee have made this report came wit 
the jurisdiction prescribed by the rule I have just read. It would 
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7. 
8 by one of its members, 

r this reason it was, perhaps, not improper that the reference should 
be made to it. 

Gentlemen haye complained that the report just read did not dis- 
cuss fully the motives that prompted Mr. ACKLEN in what he did, I 
beg gentlemen to observe that there was a single inquiry referred to 
that committee, and that was to inquire into the truth or falsity of 
the charges alleged against Mr. ACKLEN in one of the newspapers of 
the country.” It was not proper to inquire into any other or extrane- 
ous matter. The committee was restricted by the special p 
contained in the resolution itself—a simple question of fact. The: 

rformed their duty fairly, impartially, and honestly. They di 

avoid exciting any prejudice against Mr. ACKLEN, or to whitewash 
him. The gen from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] insisted that 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs is more familiar with all the facts 
in the case than any other committee, and hence the resolution and 
report should be recommitted to them. I beg to say to the gentleman 
that the testimony 1 report and the report place in 
the possession of this House all the facts which came to the knowl- 
edge of the Committee on Foreign Affairs touching the inquiry pro- 
pounded by the resolution, Any special committee that may be 
raised, or any one of the standing committees, or the House itself, has 
all the facts before it that were before the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. That committee, by a unanimous vote, instructed its chair- 
man to resist any proposition to remit this question back to it. 

There is another point I desire to make, and I am sure I violate no 
rule of propriety in making it. Itis this: one of the members of the 
committee, General KiNG, by the published report a to be the 
author of it, and this is, as can be seen, doing him injustice. Now, 
if the Committee on Foreign Affairs had been charged with the duty 
of ascertaining what was the motive of Mr. ACKLEN, General Kina, 
as a member of that committee, would not only be placed in a position 
to protest against any authority for making the report or printing it, 
but he would be one of the judges whose duty it would be to ascer- 
tain and report the motive that prompted the act. This would be a 
delicate position in which to place any member of this House. 

I hope, Mr. Speaker, the report may be laid upon the table and 
ordered to be printed, and that the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
will never again be called upon to make any other report in this 
matter. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the following as an 
amendment to the resolution offered by the gentleman from Missouri: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That said committee inquire and report whether the action of Mr. ACKLEN in 
the premises was the result of 5 or improper motives, or arose through mis- 
on his part. 


take or misunderstanding 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the re- 

ort of the Committee on Foreign irs. The resolution just offered 

consider outside and not authorized as any inquiry the committee 
can make. If it is true, as admitted on all hands, the committee has 
acted honestly, has reported fairly, fully, and frankly all the facts 
connected with this transaction, I submit it to the House as a propo- 
sition, if they report upon the corrupt motives or it was an honest 
p of Mr. ACKLEN in making this report, whether in voting on 
that proposition you would be bound by it, when you have all the 
facts in your possession, reported fairly and fully, when Mr. ACKLEN 
had at the last moment reported he no further facts to offer. 
Whether they found it was done through ignorance, and not done 
through any corrupt motive, the House is in possession of all the facts, 
and we are to judge of the motives, and no other persons can take 
our place. Nobody else can enter into our minds and judge for us. 
That responsibility is left with me and every other member of the 
House, and we cannot shrink from that responsibility. I believe the 
paon and argument taken by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

OX] is unanswerable on that point: that all the facts are here; that 
we are to deal with them and pass our verdict upon them. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I want to make a single remark. 
It occurs to me, if any in this House have cause to complain of the 
action of the gentleman from Louisiana, it is the members of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs themselves. And if, after they have inves- 
tigated the facts relating to it, they are satisfied to let the matter drop 
there, then I think it would be the part of wisdom on the part of this 
wi to allow it to be done. 

r. RICE. I suppos, Mr. Speaker, that if there is to be further 
investigation into this matter, it is the desire of every member of this 
House that the investigation be conducted in the fairest and most 
impartial manner. But to constitute the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
a tribunal to pass upon this question seems to me would give rise to 
a suspicion that the examination might not be so conducted. 

The chairman of the committee has referred to the question of del- 
icacy on the part of the committee. Let me elaborate that point. 
General KING is a member of that committee. It is said that there is 
strong feeling between him and Mr. ACKLEN on the subject. 

How improper, then, would it be that General KING and his col- 

shauld be the committee to try Mr. AcktEN. It is further 
the fact that some of the testimony comes from the members of this 


committee. How can they hi aga pass upon testimony emanating 
from themselves? I trust that members of the House will see 
therefore, it is proper if this investigation is to be continued that it 
should be by a new and entirely impartial committee, not to be in- 
fluenced by any personal considerations such as those to which I have 
referred and not to be called upon to pass upon testimony emanating 
from any of their own number. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. Is he 
willing to admit that the report made is an unfair one be- 
cause of the composition of the Committee on 5 irs? 

Mr. RICE. If the gentleman will read that report he will find that 
it takes the facts from the record and from undisputed 8 
There is not a single fact stated there which was disputed by Mr. 
ACKLEN. The only question is what shall be done consequent upon 
this statement of undisputed facts. If it should come to 7 —— 
that point, the committee will be called upon to act in a judicial 
capacity, rather than as heretofore merely to up and report to 
the House that in regard to which there is no dispute. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not see how the House is to escape from the 
recommendation of the Committee on Foreign . The chair- 
man of that committee andthe gentleman from Massachuse Mr. 
Rick, ] who likewise is on that committee, announced to this House 
the fact that there is a member of the committee who stands almost 
in the attitude of prosecutor toward the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. KING. Ideny that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. S er, I do not desire to make the slightest 
reflection upon the gentleman from Louisiana, Lage KINd, J but I 
understand from these several gentlemen that the gentleman from 
Louisiana has a t deal of feeling in the matter. 

Mr. KING. I deny that, Mr. S. er. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Louisiana has not the floor at 
present. I have no objection to his being heard hereafter. The tes- 
timony itself discloses the fact that that gentleman felt indignant 
and presented to his colleague the paper which has been brought 
before the House. 

Mr. KING. Mr. S r—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have the floor and object to being interrupted. 
The whole circumstances in regard to the action of the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. KING] toward his colleague in this matter are 
familiar to the House, and I shall not recall them. They are enough 
to jue Ba that whether or not he had any of the prima, | of a pros- 
ecutor about it, his relation to the subject may na y bias his 
sith in an investigation of the conduct of his 1 

And no matter how the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Kine 
feel toward his colleague, the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
repeatedly, through several of their members, stated that they felt 
it was an indelicate thing, on account of the fact of Mr. Kine being 
on that committee, that they should be required to pursue this in- 
vestigation any further. A simple suggestion that with reference to 
this matter the committee stands in a delicate position, a simple sug- 
gestion that by possibility there may not be an absolutely just inves- 
tigation of Mr. ACKLEN’s conduct, is enough to induce this House to 
say at once they will not require that committee to act further. At 
any rate it is enough for me, and I shall not consent by my vote to 


its being done. 
peaker, shall wedo? The 


] may 
have 


What, then, Mr. S tleman from New 
York asks that this report shall be printed. at then? Itisin 
the power of every gentleman in this House to take that recordand 
investigate it for himself; and it is in the power of any member on 
this floor to rise to a question of privilege after having examined 
these facts, and to submit a resolution requiring further investiga- 
tion; and if the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ACKLEN] has been 
guilty of conduct unbecoming a member of this House, to have that 
examined, and to give this House the opportunity hereafter to vindi- 
cate itself in such a manner as it may see fit. But, for the present, 
it seems to me that the recommendation of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs is sufficient, and I trust it will be sufficient. The gentle- 
man who seeks now to offer this substitute will have an opportunity 
to bring it up hereafter. Any other member of this House will have 
that opportunity, and can bring it up when every member of this 
House shall have examined the testimony and be the better prepared 
for intelligent action. I hope the motion submitted by the 8 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs will be agreed to. 

Mr. KING. I desire to say that I fully agree to the proposition of 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign irs. I have had no 
desire from the first that that committee should sit as an investigat- 
ing committee on this matter. It is well known to the members of 
that committee that I resisted the proposition of the member from 
Louisiana [Mr. ACKLEN] asking that the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
should examine his case, and urged, if it should be done at all, that it 
should be done by a select committee. This examination was not 
invited by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. The whole matter had 


been disposed of when Mr, ACKLEN himself reopened it and insisted 
that the examination should be made by the Foreign Affairs Commit- 
tee. I have had no personal feeling in the matter beyond that I real- 


ized that my name and the committee’s authority had been misused 
in this House. That was corrected without my rising upon this floor, 
and I have never ap; before upon this floor on this ee i 
cannot see why any one should infer that I have personal fi ings in 
the matter. I certainly have none; and in dealing with a constitu- 
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tional question I trust I shall always rise above a sense of mere per- 
sonal consideration. 

I do not wish this matter to be recommitted to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. Ihave heretofore abstained from expressing any 
wish one way or the other, and the chairman of the committee will 
sustain me when I say I did not vote upon this report. It was un- 
derstood that this should be my course from the beginning. This 
made now to degenerate into a 
mere personal issue between Hon. Mr. ACKLEN and myself. All con- 
troversy was closed between us by his statement, e to the House 
on the 21st ultimo, in which he declared he had used my name without 
0 e 
an COX. I now yield to the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 

GHT. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I understand the position of the case 
asitis before the House at this time to be that the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs have made a Be which they say is exhaustive of 
the power which was commi to them, that power being simply 
derived from a resolution directing them to rh an inquiry into 
„„ lution of inquiry adopted by thi 

ave n o resolution of inquiry adop y the 
House. They say they have denuded themselves of the obligations 
im upon them by the resolution of inquiry, and they now ask 
to be discharged from the further consideration of the matter. 

Inasmuch as they haye Ec a restricted construction upon that reso- 
lution, and inasmuch as they have responded to it in that way, as the 
case now stands before the House, it is not in a situation to refer the 
same back to the Committee on Foreign Affairs under the same reso- 
lution with the same restriction upon the committee, because that 
committee has exhausted the power conferred upon it by that reso- 
lution. I think if that be the view of the committee it ought to be 
disc from the further consideration of this matter. It ought 
not to be recommitted to them. 

If there is to be further action by a committee upon this subject, 
I would suggest to the gentleman from Missouri Ptr. Frost] the 
propriety of the appointment of a special committee with enlarged 

wers of inquiry into the whole matter that may be submitted to it. 
5 that the report which has been made does not touch 
the animus of the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. ACKLEN,] but it 
responds simply to naked facts in their restricted character. there 
is to be a further prosecution of the matter by this House, if there is 
to be any punitive dispensation administered to the gentleman from 
Louisiana, if his character as a Representative and as a man is put 
in issue here, let him have the fullest and amplest field allowed 
for an exhausting 83 of everything involved in the matter. 

The House is in no condition to enter upon the consideration of the 
merits of this controversy. There has been no punitive recommenda- 
tion made by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. If there is to be 
any, let the sogo go to a select committee to be appointed by the 
Speaker of the House, so that the Committee on Foreign Affairs may 
be relieved from the delicate situation in which they represent them- 
selves to be. Such a course will cast no imputation upon the mem- 
bers who compose the Committee on Forei irs, but will relieve 
them from the delicacy of the task of sitting in judgment upon the 
question of an invasion of the rights of that committee and of the 
rights of the House. 

much as the members of that committee feel a delicacy i 
the subject, and I think propriety sustains them in that feeling, they 
ought to be relieved, and impartial men, who have not felt the heat 
of the controversy which has been ry vores but who will take up 
the matter coolly and calmly, should be selected to consider all the 
facts, and to report upon them as gentlemen who will have no feel- 
ing and no personal object whatever to accomplish. I therefore 
would suggest as an amendment to the resolution of the gentleman 
from Missouri, [Mr, Frost,] that the subject be referred to a select 
committee, and that the Committee on Foreign Affairs be discharged 
from its further consideration. 

Mr. COX. I will now yield to the gentleman from Connecticut, 
[ Mr. HAWLEY. 

The SP. The Chair thinks there is ten minutes’ time re- 
maining. 

Mr. COX. I will yield to the gentleman for two minutes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I havelistened with attention to the reading of the 
report in this case, and to what has been said by gentlemen who have 

receded me. 1 think there is justice in the claim thatit would be 
best not to recommit this subject to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

I can Popens the delicacy which those gentlemen feel in the 
matter. at committee is in a measure a party to the controversy 
or to the difficulty. It seems to me but fair that this subject, if re- 
committed at all, should be put in the hands of a special committee 
or of another standing committee of the House, 

It also seems to me but fair that if the gentleman from Louisiana 
(Mr. AcKLEN] has any further evidence or argument to submit, or 
makes claim that he has any, he shall be heard. Nobody desires 
to bar anything which he may wish to present. We are not bound 
absolutely by the rules of a court,and we ought not to be. 

Therefore if I have the 1 to offer a substitute do not know 
precisely how many resolutions or amendments are pending—I will 
offer as a substitute for the pending motions and amendments that 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. E 


matter cannot with my consent 


The SPEAKER. The proposed substitute will be read. 
Mr. FROST. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. FROST. There is now pending a substitute and amendment 


thereto, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s proposition is an amendment, 
and there is an amendment to that proposition pending. The gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] offers his asa substitute for 
the original motion, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. FROST. I offered mine asa substitute for the motion of the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. son] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] had better move hisas an amend- 
ment to the original motion. 

Mr. FROST. But there is now an amendment pending to the sub- 
stitute which I offered. 

The SPEAKER. There is no amendment pending to the original 
motion. ` 

Mr. FROST. No, not to the original motion. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman’s amendment is a substitute for 
the original motion, then the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY] can move to amend that original proposition. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move as an amendment to the original proposi- 
tion that which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the report and evidence presented by the Committee on Foreign Affairs in 
the case of Hon. Mr. ACKLEN be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, which 
committee is hereby authorized to make further inquiry if it shall appear to be es- 
sential to ajust, vagant; and is instructed to what action, if any, is required 
on the part of the 

The SPEAKER. The question will first be upon the amendment 
just read to the original motion. 

Mr. GARFIELD. A single word, if the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] will allow me. 

Mr. COX. I will yield to the gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I concur in the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] and for this reason: - 
marily the great question presented here is a question of the consti- 
tutional rights of this House over its records. The charge against 
the gentleman is for an invasion of the privileges of the House in 
reference to its proceedings; and of course that is a charge of a very 
grave character. 

It also respects of course the rights of the Committee on Foreign 

i In one sense they are the party alleged to be injured; and 
in a special sense one of their members is the alleged injured party. 
On the other hand the witnesses, the necessary witnesses, are first the 
member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs whose name is concerned 
in the paper presented, and next the whole committee, as to the trans- 
actions of the committee which are alleged to have been interfered 
with. They have properly told us the original facts, as they could 
tell them better than anybody else; they have stated to us, accord- 
ing to the order of the House, the facts that they find. They have 

dnothing, however, about the question of motive, which is of course 
essential to a just judgment. 

Now, the question arises as to our constitutional privilege which 
appears to have been interfered with and as to the motive of that 
interference. To aid us in determining this question it seems to me 
proper that another committee not concerned in this matter at all, 
either as witnesses or as parties, should take it up; and in my judge 
ment the Law Committee of the House is the fitting committee. 
we authorize a select committee we put upon the Speaker what would 
be just now a very ace, gages and a very difficult duty. If we refer 
this question to a standing committee already appointed no one has 
any right to object. The committee named by the gentleman from 
Connecticut has been created for general law p It is uncon- 
nected with this case. It is in a condition to act without bias. We 
ought on all accounts to do, first, justice to the privileges of the 
House and the integrity of dur records; second, justice to the indi- 
vidual. I believe that the motion of the gentleman from Connecticut 
will do both. 

Mr. COX demanded the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

The SPEAKE The first question is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Connecticut, tar. HAWLEY, ] which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The amendment of Mr, HAWLEY was agreed to; there being—ayes 
161, noes 22. 

Mr. FROST. I withdraw the substitute which I offered. 

The SPEAKER. The withdrawal of the substitute carries with it 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. FINLEY. J 
The question recurs on the motion of the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Cox, ] which, as amended, provides that the report and testi- 
mony be printed, the Committee on Foreign Affairs harged from 
the er consideration of the subject, and that the report and tes- 
timony be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary as proposed in 
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the motion of the gentleman from Connecticut, which the House has 
already adopted. 

The motion of Mr. Cox, as amended, was adopted. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion was 
rece and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REFUNDING THE NATIONAL DEBT. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 7 5 bill (H. R. No. 4592) 
to facilitate the refunding of the national debt; which was read 
first and second time, and ordered to be printed. - 

The bill was read, as follows: i 


A bill to facilitate the refunding of the national debt. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That all existin; s povos of law authorizing the 
refunding of the national debt shall apply to any bonds of the United States bearing 
a higher rate of interest than 44 per cent. annum w] may h become 

ble: That in lieu of the bonds authorized to 


it in 
ereb; 


of the national debt,” and acts amenda: 
act shall be so construed as to authorize 


the national debt, to exchan 


or notes herein authorized for poo ye the 
and uncalled 


lifferen 

time of their maturity, and the interest for a like period on the bonds or notes 
issued, but none of the provisions of this act shall apply to the redemption or ex- 
change of any of the bonds issned to the Pacific railwa pees and the bonds 
eo received and exchanged in pursuance of the proviso ms of this act shall be can- 


an 
Src. 3. 5 issue bonds and — to the amount necessary to carry out 


, 1880, th t. bonds author- 
be the only 8 as security 
This act shall be known as The funding act of 1880,” and all acts and 
parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed. 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. On behalf of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. CARLISLE submitted a uest for leave to withdraw from 
the files of the Committee for the District of Columbia the memorial 
of citizens of the District asking for the passage of a law to enforce 
the satisfaction of judgments, there having been no adverse report ; 
wuse request was referred to the Committee for the District of Co 

umbia. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. DE La 
Martyr for ten days, on account of business. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair on behalf of the gentleman from West 


Vi (Mr. MARTIN 
1 a citizen of 
lege of t 


asks unanimous consent that Mr. John C. 
eeling, West Virginia, be allowed the privi- 
he floor during to-day. 
ere being no objection, the request was granted. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair asks unanimous consent to lay before 
the House for reference certain executive communications. 
There was no objection. 


DIES AND MOLDS FOR COUNTERFEITING COIN. ° 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, recommending legislation for the punishment of per- 
sons making or having in possession dies or molds for manufacturing 
counterfeit coin; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

POSTAGE FOR INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting estimates of appropriations required 
for postage for that Department; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

IMPROVEMENT OF FLUSHING BAY, NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre 
of War, relative to the improvement of Flushing Bay, New York; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


IMPROVEMENT OF ANACOSTIA RIVER, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the age relative to the necessity for the improvement ef 
the Anacostia River in front of the Washington navy-yard and the 
approaches thereto from Giesborough Point; which was referred to 

e Committee on Commerce. 


FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS-BANK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a resolution of the Col- 
ored Men’s Protective Union, of Savannah, Georgia, relative to the 
Freedman’s Savings-Bank; which was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 


LEAVENWORTH MILITARY PRISON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, Toom garg cam, an increase of the estimate of appropria- 
tion for the support of the venworth military prison; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 


TRAVEL AND ALLOWANCES, UNITED STATES ARMY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to travel and allowances of officers and enlisted 
men in the United States Army; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


SURVEY OF THE CONNECTICUT RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a report of survey of the Connecticut River 
below ord; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MODE OF PURCHASING TOBACCO, 


Mr. THOMAS, by unanimous consent, presented a memorial of the 
Cairo Tobacco Board of Trade and many citizens, touching the present 
mode of purchasing tobacco by the agents of certain foreign govern- 
ments; which was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 

Tt is as follows: 

Camo, ILiinois, February 12, 1880. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
in Congress assembled, at Washington, District of Columbia: 

e tioners, officers and bers of the Tobacco Board 
of Cairo, Iino sad abies interested in. the aroha and sale of leaf-tobacco, 
would ly represent to your honorable 
fest injustice is being done to one of the 
try, and to every one interested in the p F 
produced in thirteen different States of this Union, and would humbly ask 

1 by ba honorable body as may g relief. 

Your petitioners would show to your honorable body that from the article of 
leaf-tobacco the Government of the United States ves an annual revenue of 
about $41,000,000, which will serve to call your attention to the extent of its pro- 
duction in the States prea nage of the interests involved in its culture, 


Your petitioners would respectfull resent 
that this Pitas interest is tly LEIOA anh prema 
ercial cer- 


monopo! 

this to the aoe 

producers of or dealers 
thereof. 


ed 
etriment of the thousands this 
therein, by depriving them of com- 


right to derive revenue from leaf-tobacco within 


t great t and unparalleled 
injury of the thousands engaged in the production of this great staple toa large 
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extent in thirteen differen’ 
or more other States of the Uni 
8 len 


t States of this Union, and to a limited extent in twen 
and the immense numbers interested — 


than in France, 


Spain, pe 
oreign, may import; hence we are not deprived of that healthy competi- 
2 2 ＋ Are in the sale of this and 88 country. 
in th „ 3 of not | 
t governments e tates every year an average jess 
abai five h enke of leaf-tobacco each, an of one 
on or over, and these 
“ es,” in such manner as to lower 


the markets peti 
over this immense interest to be Doi in the hands 


Your 3 would = 3 to your honorable body Lg the pur- 
chases made by these agents or ies for ive governments are made 
by advertising for contracts to the tities of tobacco required by their 


ve 997 within a specified time. 
million 
ts or es 


or any other 
Your 


four great governments above named be required to open th: 
bacco, doaeay with their poai seri and abate the greatinjury and damage being 
done our agricultural and — interests. 


d your petitioners humbly pray that your hon- 
orable body will take ice of the 


jevance, and that such action may be had 
by your honorable body as may bring the greatest and most speedy relief to your 
ve referred to. 


itioners and to the immense interest abo 

And as in duty bound your petitioners will ever pray. ; 

J. M. Phillips, president To Board of Trade; M. B. W. M. Coffee, 
H. M. Bassinger, Jobn . 5 
H. Cunningham, I. H. McKinney, W. Powell, S. B. R. R. Wakefi d, J. 
E. Hend Harve Hook, Hinkle, C W. G. Scott, J. 

„J. K. Williamson, George Snook, J. C. N. B. e- 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 

On motion of Mr. GIBSON, by unanimous consent, General P. G. T. 
Beauregard, inspector-general of the State of Louisiana, was admitted 
to the privileges of the floor. 

IMPORTED SUGAR. 

Mr. GIBSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4593) to secure the more uniform collection of duties on im 
sugar; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

COMPLETION OF CUSTOM-HOUSE, NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. GIBSON also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4594) making an a ening of $150,000 for the completion of 
the custom-house, New Orleans, Louisiana; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CORA A. SLOCUMB, AND OTHERS. 

Mr. ELLIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4595) 
for the relief of Cora A. Slocumb, Ira A. Richardson, and Caroline A. 
Urquhart; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, announced 
the Passage of the joint resolution (H. R. No. 200) for printing the 
eulogies delivered in the Senate and House of Representatives upon 
Hon. Rash Clark. 

It further announced the Lowe 2 of a joint resolution (S. No. 80) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to trans contributions for 
the relief of the suffering poor of Ireland; in which concurrence was 
requested. 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 

Mr. BURROWS. I demand the regular order of business, 

The SPEAKER, The order of business being demanded, 
the oring Doar now begius at twenty minutes past two o’clock p. 
m., and the House resumes the consideration of the bill reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, being the bill (H. R. No. 4219) to 
amend sections 1, 2, 3, and 10 of an act to determine the jurisdiction 
of the circuit courts of the United States, and to regulate the removal 


of causes from State courts, and for other 8 approved March 
3, 1875. The gentleman from Kentucky . KNOTT] apeaking by 
unanimous consent to complete his remarks, which is construed to be 


for one hour. 

Mr. KNOTT. Mr. Speaker, in the remarks which I had the honor 
to submit on yesterday in relation to the bill under discussion I dwelt 
at some length upon the doctrine announced by the Supreme Court 
in Letson’s case, use it has furnished the ground and constituted 
the canon upon which the Federal courts have claimed jurisdiction 
in causes to which corporations have*been parties from that time to 
the present, and which under the rule stare decisis they will probabl 
continue to exercise until restrained by congressional action; although 
Iam free to say, sir, that if it were an original question, I do not 
believe there are three judges of our present Supreme Court who 
would decide that any court of the United States conld constitu- 
tionally claim any such authority, except in cases arising under the 
Constitution, laws, or treaties of the United States, or within their 
admiralty or maritime jurisdiction. On the contrary, I think Iam 
warranted in the belief that they would sincerely rejoice to be re- 
lieved onurek of a class of cases entailed upon them by the errone- 
ous rulings of their predecessors, and involving at least four-fifths 
of the most difficult and perplexing labor they are called upon to 


perform, 

The bill before us, however, sir, falls far short of such a desirable 
consummation. Forone I would be glad if it went much further than 
it does. I would rejoice if it went to the extent of placing the juris- 
diction of the Federal courts in all cases in which corporations are 
involved back upon its true constitutional basis. It does not go to 
that extent, however, and is not in any way inconsistent with the 
principle opn which the courts of the United States now claim to 
exercise such jurisdiction. It merely proposes, in that particular, that 
where a corporation shall see proper, either under the comity of na- 
tions or by special license, to carry on its business in other States than 
that by which it shall have been created, it shall, so far as the adjust- 
ment of its controversies with the citizens of those States is concerned, 
be placed precisely on the same footing as that occupied by citizens 
of the same State with respect to each other. 

And, sir, if I had not heard the speeches of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. BARBER] and my esteemed friend and colleague from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Ropryson,] I would have said that no 9 
fair-minded man could urge any possible objection whatever to su 
a proposition; for I do not believe that there is a solitary gentle- 
man on this floor who would so far stultify his own constituency, or 
so far disparage the ability orin ity of his own State tribunals, as 
to insinuate that i | lack either the capacity or the disposition to 
administer even-handed justice even in a case in which a foreign cor- 
poration might be a party; and certainly there can be nothing unjust 
or unfair in requiring a corporation to submit its rights to the arbit- 
rament of the same tribunals to which the citizens with whom it 
—- its nea ae obliged to resort in 8 27 7 55 
themselves, especially when unnecessary expense may us avo 
delays obviated, and other hardships prevented. 

The gentleman from Illinois, however, made a special exception of 
the Pacific railroad companies, and earnestly appealed to me in his 
speech for an opinion as to the porna oft g them over to the 
local tribunals of the States ugh which their lines of road ex- 
tend. But why they should be singled out from all the other cor- 
porations in the United States I confess I am somewhat at a loss to 
understand; but possibly the gentleman’s nervous solicitude for the 
welfare of those feeble and unprotected institutions may be accounted 
for bors the hypothesis that they have been too grossly neglected by 
the Government already. 

It is true they have received through the munificence of Congressional 
bounty enough of the public domain to make an empire three or four 
times as as the magnificent State which the gentleman so ably 
represents; it is true they have been the recipients of a loan of over 
$60,000,000; upon which the tax-payers of this country have been pay- 
ing the interest for years; it is true they are permitted to charge the 
most exorbitant rates of fare and freight, and to make the most un- 

ust and tic discriminations 3 connecting lines; and it may 
true, as the gentleman says, that they are the t channels of 
trade for six hundred millions of people—though I ly think they 
are myself; bur how can such paon benefactions and petty privil: 
as these compensate for the horrible atrocity of allowing these de- 
fenseless creatures to be sued in a State court? God forbid that such 
an outrage should be seriously contemplated by an American Con- 
gress! No, sir. If through the negligence of their employés an unfort- 
unate citizen should be maimed for life, or his wife and children 
led to death, or the dwelling burned from over their heads, and 
he should dare to seek redress for the injuries thus inflicted upon him, 
let him be dragged hundreds of miles away to a Federal court, where 
he cannot procure the attendance of his witn where he will be 
ruined by ex and harassed by delays until he is compelled to 
compromise his suit or abandon it in despair. LE 

But I think, sir, that the hegre was unduly excited when he 
expressed the opinion that the bill in its other aspects “ is a manifest 
discrimination in favor of the rich man and against the poor.“ I can 
hardly believe, Mr. Speaker, that there is any great number of poor 
men in this country who are lan ug for the luxury of being sued 
in the Federal conrts, and I know as a general rule they are not those 


1880. 
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whoseek redress of their grievancesin those tribunals. There are not 
many of them money-lenders or“ money-sharks,” and their business 
transactions do not usually extend beyond the borders of their own 
States or involve controversies that they are unwilling to have settled 
in the State courts. At any rate, I think if the gentleman will look 
the matter over in a calm and dispassionate frame of mind he will 
be satisfied that there is no reason to apprehend an immediate insur- 
rection among the rer e on account of any exclusive privi- 
leges secured to the bloated bondholder 5 any provision in this bill. 
ow, sir, as to the constitutionality of the limitation here proposed 
upon the jurisdiction of the circuit courts in cases to which corpora- 
pte are parties, I had supposed that no gentleman who had given 
the subject even a cursory examination could entertain a rational 
doubt. It therefore, with mingled feelings of e and re- 
t that I listened to the remarks of my learned colleague from 
assachusetts upon that feature of the bill; forI not only esteem 
him as one of the most candid and conscientious gentlemen I ever met, 
but consider him one of the ablest and most accurate lawyers on this 
floor, or within my entire acquaintance, and I am satisfied that if he 
will review his position upon this question he will be convinced of 
the errors into which I think he has inadvertently fallen. 

He will find, I think, sir, that he has made a total 1 of 
the cases of Martin vs. Hunter, (1 Wheaton,) and Cohen vs. Vi ia, (6 
Wheaton,) and that the principle there determined has no relevancy 
whatever to the question under consideration. The jurisdiction of cir- 
cuit courts or other inferior tribunals was not involved in either of them, 
directly orremotely ; nor was the power of Congress to limit the jurisdic- 
tion of any inferior court it might ordain or establish legitimately be- 
fore the court or necessary to be considered at all. The court, therefore, 
could not have decided and did not undertake to determine any such 

uestion in either of those cases. The question in both was whether 

e twenty-fifth section of the judiciary act of 1798, which purported 
to authorize the Supreme Court of the United States to exercise ap- 
pellate jurisdiction by writ of error to the highest courts of law and 
equity in the several States in certain cases and under the circum- 
stances therein specified, was within the constitutional powers of the 
Congress by which it was enacted. It was not whether Congress, 
even in that instance, had gone, or was obliged to go, to the utmost 
limit of its constitutional authority, but whether it had the power to 
go as far as it had gone. The remarks of Judge Story which the 
gentleman quoted as sustaining his view of the question under dis- 
cussion were therefore mere obiter dicta, and no more entitled to be con- 
sidered as authority, here or elsewhere, than the opinion of the gen- 
tleman himself, and in my estimation not half so much so. 

Nor does it seem to me, sir, that my learned friend was much more 
fortunate in his citation of the case of the Insarance Company vs. 
Morse, (20 Wallace, 445.) The e in that case was not what 
Congress could or could not constitutionally do, but whether an - 
ment entered into by a corporation in pursuance of an act of a Sta 
Legislature could oust the circuit courts of the United States of a 

sdiction which Co: had conferred upon them; and if the 
tleman will re-examine the text of that decision he will find no 
timation in it anywhere that Congress has not the authority to 
limit the jurisdiction of any inferior tribunal it is authorized to estab- 
lish, in any manner or to any extent whatever, either as to person or 
subject-matter. On the contrary, he will find that, after quoting the 
clause of the Constitution extending the judicial power of the United 
States to halah between citizens of different States, the court 

say : 

The jurisdiction of the Federal courts under this clanse of the Constitution de- 
ever er beer bbe aa ä 82833 or restrict the au 
thority given 5 the Constitution. 

He will thus see, sir, that Congress confers upon the courts of its 
own creation especially the authority by which they act, and without 
which in any given case they could do nothing; and it follows as an 
inevitable uence that Con may withhold so much of the 
power which it the constitutional TENEN confer upon the 
courts as it may see proper. The power of withholding is indeed but 
the necessary correlative of the power of conferring, and both are 
but the natural and inseparable incidents of the power to create. 

Tf this is not true, sir, it must follow that whenever Congress cre- 
ates an inferior court it is eo instanti invested with the whole judicial 
power of the United States, except so much thereof as is conferred 
isch Sore te the Supreme Court by the Constitution, a principle 
which no 3 has ever dreamed of asserting from the date of 
its organization to the present moment. On the contrary, they have 
uniformly recognized and acted upon the principle that, while the 
Constitution has defined the limits of the judicial power of the United 
States, it has nowhere prescribed bow much of it shall be exercised 
by their inferior courts, and consequently that Con; has the power 
to place what restrictions it may see proper upon the tribunals which 
it alone has the power to create, 

The power to thus limit the jurisdiction of the courts established 
by it was clearly recognized by the first Congress which assembled 
under the Constitution in the passage of the judiciary act of 1789 
and by President Washington, who approved it. The provisions o 
that act not only limited the jurisdiction of the circuit courts as to 
the amount necessary to be involved, but withheld from them a vast 
range of cases which might have been brought constitutionally within 


their cognizance, and the Supreme Court has invariably held that 
those courts could not exercise jurisdiction in any case unless such 
authority had been expressly conferred by act of ed and that, 
too, in cases arising directly under the laws of the United States, not- 
withstanding the Constitution distinctly provides that the judicial 
power shall extend to all such cases. 

Take, for example, sir, the proceeding by mandamus, which ht 
have been constitutionally extended to a vast variety of cases ari 
under the Constitution, laws, and treaties of the United States, or 
controversies between citizens of different States, but which, by the 
terms of the judiciary act, was confined exclusivel: , 80 far as the cir- 
cuit courts were concerned, to certain cases in which it was necessary 
to the exercise of their other jurisdiction. Under this state of the 
law the case of McIntire against Wood came before the Supreme 
Court upon a division of opinion from the circuit court for the dis- 
trict of Ohio on a motion for a mandamus to compel the r of 
the land office at Marietta to nt the plaintiff final certificates of 
purchase of certain lands to which he rel re himself entitled under 
the laws of the United States; and in that case Cranch, 506) the - 
Supreme Court—Chief-Justice Marshall and J udge Story both sitting— 
declared, without a dissenting voice, that the circuit court had no 
authority to issue the writ. 

The court said: 

Independent of the particular objections which this case presents from its 
involving a question of freehold, we are of opinion that the power of the circuit 
courts to issue the writ of mandamus is confined exclusively to those cases in 
which it may be necessary to the exercise of their jurisdiction. Had the eleventh 
section of 5 act covered the whole ground of the Constitution, there 
would be much reason for eee this power in many cases wherein some min- 
isterial act is necessary to the completion of an individual right arising under laws 
of the United States, and the fourteenth section of the same act would 
the issuing of the writ for such a purpose. But although the judicial 
United States extends to cases arising under the laws of the United 8 
Legislature have not thought proper to delegate the exercise of that power to its 
circuit courts except in certain specified cases. When questions arise under those 
laws in the State courts, and the party who claims a right or privilege under them 
is unsuccessful, an ap is given to the supreme and this provision the 
Legislature has thought sufficient at present for all the political p intended 
to be answered by the clause of the Constitution which relates to subject. 

But again, sir, the eleventh section of the judiciary act of 1789, 
8 the jurisdiction of circuit courts, expressly restrains them 
from taking cognizance of any suit to recover the contents of any 
pronio note or other chose in action in favor of an assignee un- 

ess a suit might have been prosecuted in such court to recover the 
contents if no assignment had been made, except in cases of foreign 
bills of exchange. This limitation the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts admits to be constitutional, and is anxious, as I understand 
him, to see it reinstated in the law. But, sir, in making that admis- 
sion, it seems to me he has completely answered his entire argument 


on this point. 

The constitutionality of this clause was directly attacked in the 
case of Turner vs. The kof North America, (4 Dallas, 10,) and that, 
too, upon the identical ground taken by the gentleman in opposition 
to the provision now under discussion. It was contended in that case 
that as the controversy was one between citizens of different States 
the Constitution gave the plaintiff the right to sue in the circuit 
court of the United States, notwithstanding he was an assignee and 
within the restriction prescribed in the eleventh section of the judi- 
ciary act. In other words, that the restriction was unconstitutional 
and yoid because it took away the right of citizens to sue in the 
Federal courts in certain cases, which right had been teed to 

ugh Chief- 
t, unani- 


sanction 


them by the Constitution itself. The court, however, t 
Justice Ellsworth, who was the author of the judic ac 
mously held the clause to be strictly consonant with the Constitu- 
tion. It will not do for the gentleman to say that this case is not in 

oint, for as I have said the precise question he makes here was there 
brought directly before the court and had to be determined; and the 
presentation of such an a ent seems to have excited as much 
astonishment in the mind of the court then as its resurrection here 
creates in my own. When it was urged by Mr. Rawle in that case 
Chief-Justice Ellsworth was led to exclaim from the bench with some 
show of impatience : x j 

How far is it meant to carry this orumi Will it be affirmed that in every 
case to which the judicial power of the United States extends the Federal courts 
may exercise a tion without the intervention of the Legislature to dis- 
tribute and re te the power? 

And Mr. Justice Chase also immediately responded : 

The notion ap rok bar ne been entertained that the Federal courts derive their 


udicial power from the Constitution, but the political truth is that the 

Of the jadieiat power (exceps in @ few" s belongs to Con- 
gress. If Co has given the power to court, we possess it—not other- 
wise ; and if gress has not gi Se that 1O DEU E0 My Pepper helen ps 
remains at the legislative disposal. es, Congress is not d, and it would, 
per „ be t, to jurisdiction of the Federa: courts to every 


inexpedien: the 
88 every form — —— might warrant. 
But, sir, the constitutionality of this same restriction was again 
brought directly in question before the Supreme Court in 1839 in the 
case of Sheldon vs. Sin, (8 Howard, 448,) and the same objection 
which the gentleman makes to this bill reargued with it earnest- 
ness and force, but the eourt, speaking through Mr. Justice Grier, 
answered it fully, as follows: 


The second section of the same article enumerates the cases and controversies 
and, among others, it specifies 
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signees of choses in action isin conflict with this provision of the Constitution, and 


void. 

It must be admitted that if the Constitution had ordained and established the 
inferior courts, and distributed to them their respective powers, they could not be 
restricted or divested by Congress. But as it has made no such distribution, one 
or two consequences must result, either that each inferior court created by Con- 

must exercise all the 1 not given to the Supreme Court, or that 
Soc nering ine power to establish the courts, must define their respective 
yee mer ae e first of these inferences has never been asserted, and could not 

defended with any show wt eos 22 ae if 9 oe 3 jer to * 
as a necessary consequence. And it would seem to follow „that, ng a 
to prescribe, Congress may withhold from any court of its creation jurisdiction of 
any of the enumerated controversies. Courts created by statute can have no juris- 
diction but such as the statute confers. No one of them can asserta just claim to 
jurisdiction exclusively conferred on another or withheld from all. 


I think, Mr. Speaker, that these cases ought to be taken as a suffi-- 


cient answer to the ent of my learned friend from Massachu- 
setts, as well as to the dicta of Judge Story upon which it was based. 
In fact, the gentleman seems to be laboring under a total and, to may 
mind, an unaccountable misapprehension of the principle invol 

in the provision to which he appears to be so vehemently It 
makes no discrimination between citizens of different tes, nor 
among citizens of the same State, but relates exclusively to ciroum- 
stances entirely within the volition of the parties which may be af- 
fected by it. No man need come within its purview unless by his 
own choice. The principle upon which it proceeds is in fact identi- 
cal in every particular with that involved in the provision of the 
eleventh section of the old judiciary act which the gentleman so cor- 
dially approves and desires to see revived. 

In that case Congress said in effect to every citizen of every State 
in the Union, if you become the owner by assignment of a promissory 
note or other chose in action, except a foreign bill of exchange, you 
shall take precisely the place of your assignor; if he could not have 
sued in the Federal courts upon that obligation before assignment, 
neither shall gon although you may be a citizen of a different State 
from that of obligor or payer. 

In this it says to the same citizens, whether of Kentucky or Massa- 
chusetts or elsewhere in the Union, without to age, sex, na- 
tionality, color, or previous condition of servitude, if you are a mem- 
ber of a body-corporate, and that body shall see proper to go beyond 
the limits of the State which crea it, and carry on its business 
within the limits of another sovereignty, it shall, so long as that con- 
dition exists, be rded by the courts of the Uni States pre- 
ae as a citizen of that sovereignty in all controversies between 
i and the citizens of the State of whose comity or license it may 
thus ævail itself for its own profit and <a 

There is the whole matter, sir. There is nothing either sectional 
or a in it or in any other feature of the bill. It endan the 
citizenship of no one on any account or for any reason whatever. 
It imperils the Se pred or welfare of no State. It is no impeachment 
of the integrity of the Federal judiciary in any of its branches. It 
is no encroachment upon any of the powers of the General Govern- 
ment. It does not even seek to overrule the doctrine of the Su- 
preme Court in relation to the citizenship of a corporation, nor take 
away the assumed jurisdiction of the Federal courts in cases where 
such institutions sue or are sued by a citizen of a State in which 
they are not in the business authorized by their charters. 
It has been over and over again recognized by the highest tribunal 
known to our laws as in strict conformity to the Constitution, and 
et eee herd Sth mie Doe — the United States, oo as 5 — 

tors an ts before them, of many unnecessary an quently 
intolerable ü — 

I trust, therefore, sir, that the bill with the amendment offered b 
my valued friend from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] will be ani 
I my friend from Massachusetts will pardon me if I repeat that 
I was surprised at his t, which I am satisfied was not consid- 
ered with the accuracy and care for which he is so justly distinguished, 
and will permit me to add that I especially regret his allusion to the 
case of Scott against Sanford. Not that I have now or ever had an 
ee feeling in relation to it one way or another, but because it 

ppily belongs to the débris of the past, and it was impossible for me 
to conceive how it could have any 3 to the matter under dis- 
cussion. For that reason I do not care to discuss that case here, but 
my friend will permit me to sı t that in my judgment it simply 
shows an honest difference of opinion between himself and the ma- 

ority of the court by which it was decided. He thinks that Dred 
tt was a citizen, and that the court made an unjust discrimina- 
tion against him. They thought that under the law as it then stood 
he was not and could not be. Which opinion is correct it is at this 
time fortunately immaterial to inquire. Two-thirds of each House 
of Congress, and the Legislatures of three-fourths of the States, pos- 
sibly suspected that the court was right after all, and therefore passed 
the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution in order that the 
question might be settled forever. 

I regret moreover, sir, that my friend dwelt with so much fervor 
upon the possible hardships which might result to savings-banks and 
such corporations as might be the holders of the bonds issued by the 
municipalities in the Western States should this provision of the bill 
become a law, for a moment's reflection would have satisfied him that 
the evils which seemed to give him so much concern could but rarely 
if ever occur. Savings-banks as a general rule, I believe, lend their 
money over their own counters, and if one of them ever had a branch 
doing business in any other State than the one by which it was char- 


tered, I never heard of it. And the same is true of the corporations 
which deal in the municipal obligations of other States; but if either 


of these classes of corporations should see o proper to place themselyes 
within the purview of this bill with a fall knowledge of its 2 
I see no reason why they should complain or why an exception shoul 
be made in their favor. If they do not, this provision in the law would 
not change their present rights or liabilities a particle. 

In conclusion, sir, I feel constrained to acknow. my profoundest 
thanks to the House for its patient and courteous attention to the 
remarks I have had the honor to submit. 


Mr. HURD. Mr. S r, this bill has been discussed at so much 
211575 that I do not pro to detain the House long now. The 
bill, as is well unders by all members who have paid attention 


to the discussion, proposes to change the law as to the removal of 
causes from State courts to the circuit courts of the United States. 
These changes are fourfold. First, it is pro that no causes 
shall be removed unless the amount involved in them equals or ex- 
ceeds the sum of $2,000; secondly, that under no circumstances shall 
the plaintiff in the action in the State courts remove the cause; 
thirdly, that neither shall the defendant, excepting before he has 
entered his appearance; and, fourthly, that foreign corporations shall 
be i Cr as citizens of the State in which the action may be 
brought. The effect of the latter proposition is to exclude private 
corporations created under the authority of one State from tain- 
ing action or neng Som in another State in which they do business 
as foreign corporations. 

The first and second propositions—that neither the plaintiff nor 
the defendant, after issue joined, shall have the right to remove the 
cause—seem to meet with general approval; and this, Mr. Speaker, 
upon the very manifest ground that when the jurisdiction of the 
State court has been voluntarily invoked by the party he shall re- 
main there until that jurisdiction has been exhausted. 

To the other two provisions one objection has been made by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBINSON] to which I d to 
call the attention of the House. Both of them are inserted in the 
bill in the exercise of what is believed to be a power possessed by 
Se sige to distribute jurisdiction in the creation of Federal courts. 

e gentleman objects because he ** where Federal courts have 
been created, the rights of the parties described in the judicial arti- 
cle of the Constitution to sue and be sued in them become vested, 
so that there can be no divesting of such rights by act of Congress, 
no discrimination in favor of or against a class of citizens. In other 
words, that the whole judicial power, except that of the Supreme 
Court, of the Constitution is vested in every tribunal of the United 
States which is created for judicial p It seems to me that 
this is the conclusion to which the gentleman’s proposition leads. 

Mr, Speaker, it has been settled, so far as legislative constraction 
can settle it, from 1798, that Congress in creating the courts can 
determine the citizens or classes who may go into them. In the first 
act upon this subject it was provided that citizens who had suits in- 
anes less sum than $500 could not remove them from the State 
courts into the United States court. It was provided that citizens 
who were assignees of choses at action in certain cases could not 
remove their causes, and that the right of removal could not be exer- 
cised except in a case where the suit was brought by an alien or a 
citizen of the State in which the court was hel t the citizen 
of another State. 

As has been said by the chairman of the Judiciary Committee in 
his able discussion of this subject, the power of Congress to pass such 
a law has been brought on several occasions to the attention of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and in those instances im which 
the power was doubted or denied that tribunal held that it was prop- 


erl k 

But, in the second place, let us look to the Constitution itself. In 
the dictam which the gentleman quotes from the case in 1 Wheaton 
it would seem that the power to create courts of the United States 
inferior to the Supreme Court was vested in the Congress by the po 
vision of the judiciary section. That is not true, Mr. S . Itis 
conferred upon Congress by the provision of the Constitution which 
relates to legislative power, and there, in section 8, article 1, it is de- 
clared that the Congress shall have power to constitute tribunals in- 
ferior tothe Supreme Court. The power to constitute these tribunals, 
theref is a legislative one, to be exercised as any other, in the dis- 
cretion of Con In this view ne ew ses | determine who shall 
be the parties with the right to sue and be sued in these inferior tri- 
bunals, what classes of citizens may be tted to use them, and in 
every wa; te and decide the methods of procedure in them. 

In the third place, the judiciary clause itself, to which the gentle- 
man refers, it seems to me, clearly indicates that the whole discretion 
over this question is in the Congress of the United States. The first 
part of section 2 of article 3 of the Constitution says: 

The judicial power shall extend to all cases, in law and ij under this 
Oe en, the laws of the United States, and . shall be 
made, under their authority. 

In the latter clause of the same section it is provided: 

To controversies to which the United States shall be a party ;—to controversies 
between two or more States between citizens of the same State, &. 


The point to which I wish to call the attention of the House par- 


ticularly in this connection is this: that the judicial power, in the 
first part of this section, is said to extend to all cases in law and equity 
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arising under the Constitution 8 when it comes to the latter part 


of the section, it provides that the judicial power shall extend to “con- 
troversies” between citizens of the different States. In the first part 
it is to all cases, so that when the courts are created the jurisdiction 
in “all cases” must be conferred. But in the second part it is to 
* controversies ”—not all controversies. Whatcontroversies? Such, 
manifestly, as the Congress of the United States may declare the tri- 
bunal it creates shall take jurisdiction of. 

I answer, therefore, the argument of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts by saying that, in the first place, the legislative construction 
from the beginning of the Government has declared that Congress 
has the power to make these discriminations, and exclude such classes 
of citizens as it may determine ought to be excluded from the inferior 
courts it creates. Secondly, the power to establish these tribunals, 
inferior to the Supreme Court, is a legislative Ache created by that 
article of the constitution which confers au ority upon Congress, 
and that the power, therefore, is in Congress to be exercised legisla- 
tively in its discretion; and that persons, or corporations, or e 
of citizens, may be excluded from such tribunals as it may provide. 
Thirdly, the judicial article itself makes distinction between the judi- 
cial power extending to all cases arising under the Constitution of the 
United States and to controversies existing between citizens of differ- 
ent States. In the one case the whole field of jurisdiction is covered ; 
in the other, only such part of it as the legislation of Congress sees 
fit to occupy. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill does not go far enough for me. I would 

ladly return to the old judiciary act of 1798. I would gladly change 
the law so as to prevent the removal of many causes to the circuit 
court which will still be taken from the State courts under the pro- 
visions of this bill. But I see there is immediate necessity for action. 

The people all through the United States are complaining because 
they are d from the State courts by this power of removal to 
the United States courts at t expense. The Supreme Court of 
the United States is complaining because it cannot dispose of the 
causes upon the docket. The ju are now more than three years 
behind. And both these facts amount in very many cases to the 

ractical denial of justice to suitors and litigants. In order, there- 
re, to remedy the pressing evils I am willing to abate very much 
of my demands in this direction; and I consent to this bill in its pres- 
ent form that these parties who 8 so much may find at once, 
resi only in part, the relief they have the right to demand from 
ongress. 
Mr. HERBERT addressed the House. Before he had finished his 
remarks, [which will be found in full on page 1010,7 

Mr. HA said: Has not the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. HAYES. Then I call for the regular order. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of re- 
suming the consideration of the report of the Committee on Rules. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE, 

Pending the motion that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CHITTENDEN, for four days from February 18; and 

To Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, for three days. 

DISTRICT REFORM SCHOOL. 

Mr. HUNTON. Lask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table the joint resolution (H. R. No. 203) making appropriations for 
the Reform School of the District of Columbia, with amendments by 
the Senate. 

There being no objection, the resolution (H. R. No. 203) was taken 
from the Ppeokers table,and the amendments of the Senate were 
read, as follows: 


Fe tes 9, after the word “ week,” insert “from and after the 1st day of July, 
Strike ont all after the word “ made,” in line 12, and insert: 


For the present fiscal year, one-half of said expense to be paid by the United 
States and one-half by the District of Columbia, as provided by the act of Con, 


sores June 11, 1878, providing a permanent form of government for said Dis- 
w 

So as to make the resolution read : 

That to enable the commissioners of the District ot Columbia to into effect 
the act approved March 3, 1879, which continues in force the thirteenth section of 


the act revising and amending the various acts establishing and relating to the 
Reform School of the District of Columbia, approved May 3, 1876, they be, and are 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the board of trustees of said Reform 
School of the District of Columbia the $2 per week from and after the Ist day of 
July, 1879, for each boy committed thereto, as provided by said thirteenth section 
of the act of May 3, 1876, aforesaid, and the necessary appropriation therefor is 
18 made for the present fiscal year, one-half of said expense to be paid by the 
United States and one-half by the District of Columbia, as provided by the act of 
. June 11, 1878, providing a permanent form of government for 


Mr. HUNTON. Imove that the House concur in the Senate amend- 
ments. 

The motion was agreed to; and the amendments of the Senate were 
concurred in, 

Mr. HUNTON moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House agree to the conference 
asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R.No.3015) making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, and 
for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as the conferees on the part 
of the House Mr. Forney of Alabama, Mr. BLOUNT of Georgia, and 
Mr. Cannon of Illinois. 

ADDITIONAL CLERKS FOR PENSION CASES. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
ers table the bill (H. R. No. 3258) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior and Secretary of War to nar ad additional clerks for the 
balance of this fiscal year to expedite the settlement of pension appli- 
cations, and for other orpoen; with amendments by the Senate. 

Mr. REAGAN. If that leads to debate I shall object. I desire that 
we shall go on with the report of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ohjeet to it any way. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I understand that the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. TY eer not insist on his objection. 

Mr. REAGAN. I withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia objects. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do so unconditionally. 5 

SURVEY IN CRAWFORD COUNTY, WISCONSIN, 

Mr. HAZELTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4596) authorizing the survey of parts of certain townships in 
Crawford County, Wisconsin, and making an appropriation therefor; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOOKER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. REAGAN. Oh, no. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were— 
ayes 84, noes 65. 

Mr. SPARKS. I call for tellers. i 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BLACKBURN and Mr. SPARKS were 


appoin 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 91, noes 46. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. CONGER called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 40 in the affirmative; 


more than one-fifth of the last vote. `. 
The N was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 96, not 
voting 84; as follows: 
YEAS—112, 
Askin, Field, McCoid, Scales, 
d, 8 McKenzie, Shelley, 
Bin arfield, McLane, Simonton, 
Blackburn, Gunter, MeMahon, 
Blount, Hammond, N. J. MoMillin, Smith, A. Herr 
;, Hask 1. * Mitehen, a * 
e 4 
Brisker, Hawley, M Starin, 
B rworth, Hare oe Stop 3 
utte ton, yers, 
abell, Henderson, Neal, Talbott, 
Calkins, Herbert, New, Taylor, 
suni Newberry, Thomas, 
Clark, Alvah A. Hooker, Nich Thompson, P. 
Clark, John B. Hubbell, A Thompson, W. G 
Converse, Hull, O'Reilly, Tillman, 
— vonas; Pacheco, Ten mA 
Cowgill, Killinger, Philips, Vance, 
Cox, King, Phister, Waddill, ` 
Culberson, Kitchin, Poehler, Ward, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Klotz, Pound, W: 
Dibrell, Lewis, Richmond, Wellborn, 
Dickey, Loring, Wells, 
Manning, beson, Whiteaker, 
Einstein, Martin, Benj. F. Ryon, John W. 6.G. 
Evins, Martin, Joseph J, Williams, Thomas 
Felton, Mason, Sawyer, Wilson. 
NAYS—06. 
on, Davis, George R. Keifer, Russell, Daniel L. 
Aldrich, N. W. Davis, Horace, Kenna, W. A. 
Aldrich, William 2 Lapham, Shallenberger, 
At De La Matyr, Le Fevre, Sherw! 
Baker, Dunnell, Lindsey, Smith, kiah B. 
Ballón, Ellis, Lowe, parks, 
Barber, Farr, Marsh, Springer, 
Beale, Finley, Me. 3 Stevenson, 
Bicknell, Fort, Miller, me, 
Brewer, Frye, Monroe, Townsend, 
Bright, Geddes, Morton, Townshend, R. W. 
Buckner, Gillette, March, Turner, 
Burrows, Hammond, John Updegraff, Thomaa 
Caldwell, Harris, Benj. W. Osmer, m. 
Cannon, Hatch, „ Valentine, 
ter, Hawk, Phelps, Van Aernam, 
0 ers, Heilman, Washbarn, 
Claflin, Horr, Price, Weaver, 
Cobb, Hostetler, wine 
Coleriek, Hunton, Richardson, D. P. Willis, 
un 
Conger, = Richardson, J. S wit 
Crapo, u 
Cravens, Jones, Rothwell, Young, Thomas L. 
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Anderson, Herndon, Orth, 
Bachman, Davis, Joseph J. Houk, ` Pierce, 
osep) 
Bailey, Deuster, Humphrey, Rice, 
Barlow, Dick, James, 
Bayne, Dwight, Jorgensen, Ryan, Thomas 
Belford, Elam, Joyce, y 
Beltzhoover, Errett, Kelley, leton, J. W. 
Berry, Ewing, Kimmel, Singleton, O. R. 
Blake, Ferdon, Knott, er, mas 
Bland, Fisher, Ladd, Tyler, 
Bliss, Ford, bery, mner, 
Bowman, og ne; Marti ward L. Voorhis, 
Boyd, Cook. Van Voorhis, 
5 Gibson, McGowan, Wait, 

Camp, ` Wilber, 
Casw Money, Wise, 
Chittenden, Hal, Wood, 
Clardy, Harmer, Muller, Wood, Walter A. 
Clymer, Henkle, O'Brien, Yooum, 
Crowley, enry, O'Neill, Young, Casey, 

So the motion to adjourn was a to. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey. My colleague, Mr. Ross, is paired 


with Mr. FISHER, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I am paired with Mr. GOLDSHALK, 
If he were here, I should vote “no.” Ido not know how he would 


vote. 
Mr. COFFROTH. My colleagues, Mr. Rrox and Mr. HARMER, are 


ired. 
5 CALDWELL. My colleague, Mr. KNorr, is paired with Mr. 
O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to announce that Mr. Ew- 
ING, of Ohio, is paired with Mr. Ryan, of Kansas. 

Mr. ELLIS. My colleague, Mr. ELAM, is absent because of illness, 
and is paired with Mr. DICK, of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. ROBINSON. I desire to announce that Mr. Warr, of Connect- 
icut, is paired with Mr. MULLER, of New York. 

Mr. CRAPO. Iam paired with Mr. CLYMER, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BAYNE. I am paired with Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. 

Mr. MONEY. Iam paired with Mr. Joxck, of Vermont. 

Mr. RICE. I am paired with Mr. HERNDON, of Alabama. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated; and 
accordingly (at three o’clock and fifty-five minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourn 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other 5 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. ATHERTON: The petition of William G. Williams, late 
major One hundred and twenty-sixth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
other ex-soldiers of Perry County, Ohio, against the passage of Sen- 
ate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER: The petition of Jacob Newman and 102 others, 
soldiers of La Grange County, Indiana, who served in the war for 
the suppression of the rebellion, for a law equalizing bounties—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. ‘ 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill to establish a post-route from Scotts- 
ville, Allen County, Kentucky, to Red Boiling Spring, Tennessee— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 8. 

By Mr. CASWELL: The petition of E. D. Horten and 128 others, 
citizens of Wisconsin, for the passage of a bill equalizing bounties— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of Horace Perkins and 20 others, 
of Michigan and New York, engaged in the cooperage business, for 
the passage of the so-called Robbins bill—to the Committee of Ways 


and Means. 
By Mr. JOSEPH J. DAVIS: The penkop of J. G. Barklay, J. H. 
orth Carolina, for the p. of 


Exam, and others, of Battleborough, 
the bill to regulate interstate commerce—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

8 Mr. DICKEY: The petitions of George Syford and 133 others, 
of Clinton County, and of Frank Devore and 79. others, of Brown 
County, Ohio, for the passage of the interstate-commerce bill—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. ELLIS: The petition of citizens of Lonisiana, Mississippi, 
and Florida, in relation to Grant’s Pass—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FARR: The petition of Samuel Martindale and 12 others, 
citizens of Sullivan County, New Hampshire, for the passage of the 
Reagan interstate-commerce bill—to the same committee, 

re r FINLEY: The pawon of 20 soldiers of the Fourth and 
Fifth Tennessee Cavalry Regiments, for the passage of a bill equal- 
as 3 85 a 5 9 a 

ə petition of 38 soldiers, of Carrollton, Ohio, for the e 
of the Weaver soldier bill—to the same committee. — 

By Mr. FORNEY: The petition of Sallie Kansas Smelzer, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1 Mr. FORT: The petition of Alfred Fowler and others, citizens 
of Illinois, for legislation to prevent the transportation of cattle 
which are infected with contagious disease—to the Committee on 
Agriculture 


rs were laid on 


By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of 300 citizens of Mahoning and 


Columbiana Counties, Ohio, for the 2 of a law to regulate in- 
terstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of George A. Lemert for pay for 
a horse lost while in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GEDDES : The petition of Simon Poland, William Shafer, 
and others, citizens of Richland County, Ohio, for a law to relieve 
the people from the oppressions of monopolies that control the inter- 
state commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HALL: The petition of William H. Sise and 65 others, citi- 
zens of Portsmouth, New Hampshire, for the removal of Gangway 
Rock, Portsmouth Harbor—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BENJAMIN W. HARRIS: The petition of H. W. Church 
and 40 others, merchants of Taunton, Massachusetts, for the abolition 
of the system of compulsory pilo: to the same committee. 

By Mr. HERNDON: The petition of citizens of Mobile, Alabama, 
for the opening of the channel between Mississippi Sound and Mobile 
Bay, for the p: of steamers and other vessels plying between 
New Orleans, Mobile, and Pensacola—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOOKER: The petition of citizens of Mississippi, Louisi- 
ana, and Alabama, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HURD: The petition of Fuller, Childs & Co. and others, 
of Toledo, Ohio, in reference to the immediate transfer of dutiable 

to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON : The petition of Mrs. Catharine Bryant Arnold, 
for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Alexander Cameron & Co., to be refunded cer- 
tain yor! +p collected from them improperly as a tax—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JONES: Two petitions of citizens of Matagorda County, 
Texas, for an appropriation for a naval station and harbor of refuge 
at the mouth of Brazos River, Texas—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KIMMEL: Memorials of the mayor, city council, State board 
of health, commissioner of health, presidents of steamship and steam- 
boat lines, and prominent commercial firms; of masters and owners 
of vessels; of the collector and all government officials of the city 
of Baltimore, Maryland; and of certain seamen, urging the passage 
of a bill for the construction of a United States Marine Hospital at 
raion ig Maryland—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds, 

Also, resolutions of the Corn and Flour Exchange and of the Board 
oe Trade, of Baltimore, Maryland, of similar import—to the same com- 


ttee. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Baltimore, Maryland, 
urging the passage of a permanent bankrupt law—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Baltimore, Maryland, 
urging the repeal of the legal-tender power now given by law to the 
Treasury notes of the United States—to the Committee on Banking 
and 7 975 

By Mr. LAPHAM: Resolutions of the New York Produce Exchange, 
against the present system of compulsory pilotage as against regis- 
tered vessels—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MCGOWAN: The petition of J. K. O'Hara, A. Cunningham, 
and 262 other residents of Calhoun County, Michigan, for such laws 
as will relieve the people from the oppressions imposed by transporta- 
tion monopolies—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The + sears of Joseph B. Sitley, David Down- 
ing, John Clancy, Charles Darrington, William Joyce, James Patte 
and about 1,400 other disabled Union soldiers, inmates of the Nation 
Home at Dayton, Ohio, that Congress pass the resolution ne ta ete 
General McClellan, General Palmer, General Donohoe, and Major 
Fulton, managersof said home—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of G. M. Magie and others, citizens of Butler 
County, Ohio, for the passage of the interstate-commerce bill—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of James Boyer, Darius Ross, and others, citizens 
of Butler County, Ohio, for the passage of the Reagan interstate- 
commerce bill—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of James Boyer and others and of G. W. Magie 
and others, citizens of Butler County, Ohio, for protection to inno- 
cent users of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MONROE: A paper relating to the pension claim of William 
Kepler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Memorial of the New York Produce Exchange, 
boat, Sor to ə reform—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: The petition of O. S. Straight and others, 
farmers of Wayne County, Michigan, for legislation to protect them 
from oppressive suits by owners of patent-rights—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Elizabeth G. Smith, Nett Bradner, and others, 
citizens of Wayne County, Michigan, for an amendment to the Con- 

stitution securing woman suffrage—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

‘Also, the petition of O. S. Straight and others, farmers of Wayne 
County, Michigan, for the regulation of railroad freight rates—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. O'BRIEN : The petition of Margaret Barrett, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: Memorial of a large number of citizens of Phil- 
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adelphia, 1 for the 5 of a just national 
bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ORTH: The petition of Hiram Russell, for the removal of 
the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petitions of David W. Smith and others, of 
New Haven, Connecticut; of F. W. Sweetman and others, of Brad- 
ford, Connecticut, and of Anna O’Hara, of New Haven, Connecticut, 
for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PHILIPS : The petition of Sally Bonney, for compensation 
for services and losses of her father, Captain Je Bonney, during 
the war of 1812—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. PIERCE: The petition of 60 citizens of Erie County, New 
York, for the erg or the bill to equalize bounties—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili airs. 

By Mr. DAVID P. RICHARDSON: The petition of William R. 
Burdick and others, citizens of Allegany County, New York, that the 

roceedings of Co may be published and sent to every family 
n the United States—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, the petition of C. K. Mason and others, to be relieved from 
railroad monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of C. K. Mason and others, for the amendment of 
the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

, the petition of George L. Smith and others, citizens of Steu- 
ben County, New York, that national-bank currency may be retired, 
and that the bonds held by national banks may be canceled—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, the petition of John Sutherland and others, citizens of Steu- 
ben County, New York, against the passage of the sixty-surgeon 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of Richards & Co., publishers 
Democrat, Taylorville, Illinois, for a reduction of the duty on print- 
ing-paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. A. HERR SMITH: The petition of Henry Mullen, for addi- 
tional pay as an officer in the United States Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEZEKIAH B. SMITH: The petition of William Parry, of 
Barlin n, New Jersey, and 16 others, that business circulars be sent 
through the mails at newspaper rates—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS: The petition of H. E. Williamson and 45 others, 
citizens of Illinois, late soldiersin the United States Volunteer Army, 
for the of a law equalizing bounties—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of citizens of Botetourt County, 
Virginia, for relief from burdens on interstate commerce imposed by 
railroad companies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. T. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of Henry Bowers and 
others, citizens of Columbiana County, Ohio, for the amendment of 
the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. VALENTINE: The petition of soldiers who served in the 
Union Army during the war of the rebellion, for the passage of the 
ualization of bounty bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
pr Mr. WARD: The petition of 100 soldiers of Coatesville, Penn- 
sylvania, EEN the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Commit- 

tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Pomona Grange, No. 3, West Chester, Chester 
County, Pennsylvania, for the establishment of a department of agri- 
cue with a cabinet officer at its head—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, the petition of 500 citizens of Chester County, Pennsylvania, 
for the protection of persons innocently using patents without au- 
thority—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WARNER: The peace of L. Finley and others, of Morgan 
County, Ohio, for the regulation of interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee = Commerce. ao z 2 a O 

Also, the petition of L. Finley and others, of Morgan County, Ohio, 

fora change in the 5 75537 laws—to the Committee on Patents. 
By Mr. WASHB : The petition of Joseph Kronenberg and 
others, citizens of Stearns County, Minnesota, for the passage of a 
law restricting railway exactions and discriminations—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the Duluth Chamber of Commerce, against 
the construction of a bridge across Detroit River—to the same com- 
mittee, 

Also, resolutions of the Minnesota Editorial Association, asking for 
the repeal or ion of the duty on paper—to the Committee 


of Ways and Means. 


Also, the petition of G. A. Rinker and others, of Stearns County, 
Minnesota, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. WEAVER: The petition of E. A. Stearns and 35 others, 
citizens of Worcester, Massachusetts, for the p of the soldier 
bill restoring ex-Union soldiers to an equality with holders of Gov- 
ernment bonds—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of citizens of Louisville, Kentucky, 
that the claims of Wilberforce University be recognized in any distri- 
bution of the fund known as the unclaimed colored bounty fund—to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Also, the petition of Hon. Luke P. Blackburn, governor of Ken- 


tucky, and of members of the Legislature of that State, for the passage 


of the bill to increase the efficiency of the marine hospital service— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of merchants and importers of 1 Ken- 
tucky, for the passage of the bill for immediate transportation of 
dutiable foods, introduced by Mr. ALDRICH—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of Willard Richards and 93 others, 
citizens of Hillsdale County, Michigan, for legislation for the relief 
of innocent purchasers and users of patented articles—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Willard Richards and 90 others, citizens of 
Hillsdale County, Michigan, for legislation for relief against trans- 
portation monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FERNANDO WOOD: The petitions of Samuel Sloan, pres- 
ident Delaware, Lackawana and Western Railroad Company ; of E. 
F. Hatfield, jr., secretary and treasurer Sussex Rai Company ; 
of Le G. B. Cannon, director Delaware and Hudson Canal Company; o 
Charles Hartshorne, president spar Valley Railroad Company ; of 
Robert H. Sayre, president Pennsylvania and New York Canal and 
Railroad Company ; of William A. Ingham, president East Broad To 
Railroad Company, and of T. C. Platt, president Southern Centra! 
Railroad of New York, against a reduction of the duty on steel rails 
from $28 to $10 a ton as proposed in House bill No. 2234—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WRIGHT : The petition of Charles L. Seukow and 60 oth 
citizens of Charlestown, husetts, for the Passage of the bi 
(H. R, No. 269) known as the Wright supplement to homestead 
act—to the Committee on Public Lands. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 19, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, communicating, in answer to a resolution of 
the 22d ultimo, information concerning land-grant railroad compa- 
nies that have not performed the conditions of their grants. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That subject, by order of the Senate, is now un- 
der consideration by the Committee on the Judiciary. I do not see 
the chairman of the committee here. I think the communication 
should go to that committee, and be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will printed and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. ° 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. EATON presented tue poruon of J. B. Harden h, of North 
Canaan, Connecticut, and P. Grint, of Hartford, Connecticut, 
raying for the passage of a law placing straw pulp and other chem- 
cals used in the manufacture of paper on the free list, and to reduce 
oe duty on printing paper; which was referred to the Committee on 
nance, 

Mr. EATON. I have received in my official capacity a resolution 
of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York in reference 
to the Japanese indemnity fund. I beg that it may be received and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

aue TIOR E ee The memorial will be received and so 
referred. 

Mr, FERRY presented a resolution of the board of directors of the 
Chicago Board of Trade, in favor of an appropriation by Congress for 
the completion of the Saint Mary’s Falls Canal and the deepening of 
the Detroit River at the Lime Kiln crossing in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the memorial of John M. Hughes 
and others, citizens of Missouri and soldiers in the late war, remon- 
strating against the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) for the examina- 
tion and adjudication of pension claims; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WHYTE presented resolutions of the Board of Trade of the cit 
of Baltimore, urging the passage of a law for the prevention of the ‘sen 
teration of food; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of the Board of Trade of the city of Bal- 
timore, in favor of the p: of the bill of the House of Representa- 
tives in regard to the establishment of a marine hospital in or near 
Baltimore City; which was referred to the Committee on Commence. 

He also presented a resolution of the Board of Trade of the city of 
Baltimore, favoring the peerage of a law creating a commission to 
consider the proper form of a bankrupt law to be presented for the 
e of Congress; which was referred to the Committee on 

e Judiciary. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the memorial of Tabbri & Chauncey and 
others, citizens of New York, remonstrating against the passage of 
the bill for the further distribution of the Geneva award, and favor- 
ing an amendment thereof providing for 8 of war-preminm 
claims and those for vessels and cargoes uninsured against war risks; 
which was ordered to lie upon the table. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of Williamson, Texas, 
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and a petition of citizens of Milam, Texas, praying such an amend- 
ment of the patent laws as will protect innocent users of patented 


articles from 8 as infringers; which were referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Williamson, Texas, and 
a petition of citizens of Milam, Texas, praying for such legislation 
as will prevent fluctuations in freights aud unjust discriminations in 
charges for transportation; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I present a memorial of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of the city of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, in which it is 
recited that the Reagan bill (H. R. No. 1023) now before the House 
of Representatives is as a whole just and reasonable, and, with amend- 
ments looking to the protection of small shippers and shippers by 
lines of transportation running in part through foreign countries and 

roviding for the appointment of three commissioners, that bill will 

t answer the requirements of the commerce of the country. 1 
move the reference of this memorial to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Philo B. Cady and others, 
citizens of Kansas and Pennsylvania and soldiers in the late war, 
praying for the passage of a law for the equalization of bounties; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON pranier the memorial of A. B. Stone, president of 
the Saint Louis, Keokuk and Northwestern Railroad Company, repre- 
senting one hundred and thirty-five miles of railroad, remonstrating 
agaes a reduction of the duty on steel rails; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Emporia, Kansas, 
soldiers in the late war, praying that they may be paid the difference 
between the value of gold and greenbacks at the time they were paid 
as such soldiers; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER presented resolutions of a convention of citizens of 
Colorado, praying an appropriation of $5,000 for the State cult- 
ural College of Colorado for the erection of buildings and the pur- 
chase of suitable machinery for a small sugar refinery; which were 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. GROOME presented the petition of A. W. Evans, major Third 
Cavalry, United States Army, praying for the passage of an act author- 
izing the President to nominate and, by and with the advice of the 
Senate, recommission the 1 a major of cavalry of date De- 
cember 20, 1866, instead of his present date of May 10, 1867; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of Arnold, Constable & Co. 
and other leading firms of New York, praying for the of a 
national bankrupt law ; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He A presented the petition of Henry D. Payne and others, citi- 
zens of New York and soldiers and sailors of the volunteer forces of the 
United States, prayin be the passage of a law 8 for the equal - 
ization of bounties; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present also a petition signed by Henry D. 
Payne and a large number of other citizens who were soldiers and 
sailors for the Union in the last war, remonstrating strongly against 
the poseke of the bill 8 create sixty pension districts with 
examinations to take place in those respective districts. I move its 
reference to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FERRY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 16) for the relief of Albert Towle, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 259) for the relief of Reuben H. 
Plass, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Public sgn, 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 232) to provide 
for the purchase of a suitable site, and the erection thereon of a pub- 
lic building, in the city of Jacksonville, Florida, reported it with an 
amendment. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1336) for the establishment of a land 
office in the Territory of Montana, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. GROOME, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom were referred the bill (S. No. 285) for the relief of Charles 
Collins, and the bill (S. No. 689) for the relief of Charles Collins, sub- 
mitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1346) for the 
relief of Charles Collins. 

The bill (S. No. 1346) was read twice by its title, and the report was 
ordered to be printed. 

HAYDEN’S ATLAS OF COLORADO. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred thefollowing concurrent resolution, reported adversely thereon ; 
and it was postponed indefinitely : 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That the Public 
Printer be directed to furnish 3,000 copies of the Atlas of Colorado, by F. V. Hay- 
den ; 2,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the House of Representatives, 


Senate. 


and 1,000 copies for the use of the 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1336) for the relief of John Reed; which 
was meas Sie by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 

irs. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1337) to provide additional school accommo- 
dations in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

_ Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 

introduce a bill (S. No, 1338) for the relief of Houston L. Taylor, late 

register of the Wichita land office; which was read twice by its title, 

ong with the accompanying memorial, referred to the Committee on 
aims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1339) concerning details from the Army; which 
was 7 7 — twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 

‘airs. 

Mr. VEST asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
8 om (8; No. mens for oe rollet of Charles E. Gunn; which 
was wice by its title, and, with the accom ing paj re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 3 

Mr. SLATER (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 

tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1341) to declare the meanin 
of the word “orphan ;” which was read twice by its title, and refe: 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
_ Mr. JONAS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1342) for the relief of Cora A. Slocomb, Ida A. 
Richardson, and Caroline A. Urquhart; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MAXEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1343) to authorize the Postmaster-General to 
make settlement with postmasters for loss of money-order funds, post- 
age-stamps, stam envelopes, postal cards, and registered letters 
lost or stolen without fault of tmasters, their employés or depu- 
ties; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GROOME asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1344) for the relief of Dr. Joseph L. MeWill- 
iams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1345) making provision for erecting a public 
building at Greenville, South Carolina; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. BURNSIDE sabmitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the joint resolution (S. R. No. 81) to make the 234 of Feb- 
ruary, 1880, a legal holiday in the District of Columbia; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed, 


DEPARTMENT EMPLOYÉS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, submitted the following resolution ; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and a to: 

Resolved, That the heads of the Executive Departments who have not already 
submitted such report be directed to make to Con at as a. date as prac- 
ticable the annual report required by section 194, title 4, of the Revised Statutes, 
which reads as follows: 

“Sec. 194. The head of each Department shall make an annual report to Con- 
p. of the names of the clerks and other persons that have been employed in his 
and the offices thereof; stating the time that each clerk or other per- 
son was actually employed, and the sums to each; also, whether they have 
been usefully employed; whether the of any of them can be dispensed 
with without detriment to the public service, and whether the removal of any in- 
dividuals, and the appointment of others in their stead, is required for the better 


dispatch of business. 
DISTRICT POLICE FORCE. 


Mr. BLAIR. I should like to eal} up the resolution introduced by 
me yesterday calling for certain information fromthe commissioners 
of tho District of Columbia, which went over under the rules. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Bram on the 18th instant: 


Whereas by section 354 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the District of Co- 
Auns: s = rovided that no person shall be appointed as policeman or watch- 
man 


That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be directed to fur- 
nish for the use of the Senate a full and specific statement of the name, age, place 
of nativity, and date of a; ees of each policeman and watchman belonging 
to the force of this District ; also, of the service of each in the Army or Navy 


of the United States, and whether honorably discharged therefrom ; also, whether 
any other, and, if so, what other, mili or naval service has been performed by 
each person on the police force, and whetherany m has been at any time within 
two years last past appointed who has not served in the Army or Navy, and, if so, 
the reasons for such violation of law and the names of all persons so appointed. 

Mr. WHYTE. Does it require a majority vote to take up this reso- 
lution for present consideration ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It doesnot. The resolution comes up of 
right, under the rule, having been introduced yesterday. 

.WHYTE. I move its reference to the Committee on the District 

of Columbia. 
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n that motion I should 
like to say to the Senate that this is a simple resolution calling for 
information which will be of as much advantage to the Senate at large 
as to the Committee on the District of Columbia. The law at present 
provides—and it has been the law since the year 1867—that the police- 
men and watchmen appointed in the District of Columbia shall be 
men who have served in the Army or Navy of the United States, and 
who have been honorably discharged therefrom. The terms of the law 
are imperative, not allowing of any discretionary action whatever on 
the part of the commissioners who administer the law. 

It is alleged by various responsible persons who have made their 
allegations known to me, that this law is being and has been for a 
considerable time violated. By the resolution it is simply sought to 
ascertain the fact whether the law is being violated, and, if so, the 
causes of such violation. It is a call for information; and I cannot 
conceive that any public purpose will be promoted bysending a reso- 
lution of this kind to a committee for consideration. When the in- 
formation shall have been received, its reference to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia may be very appropriate, but the infor- 
mation may be of such a character that no occasion whatever will 
arise for the consideration of the subject-matter by a committee. Its 
reference as now 5 5 reer can result in nothing but simply delay. 

Mr. CONKLING. I feel moved to add one word to what has been 
said so properly, as I think, bythe Senator from New Hampshire. 
Not only is this a mere call for information, but it is a call e ee 
to the commissioners themselves, committing it to them to say what 
they have done. That is a very kindly and lesscall. If it was 
to inquire of somebody else touching something which might reflect 
upon them, there might ibly be a reason for saying that it should 
undergo the scrutiny of a committee beforehand; but the proposi- 
tion is ead to ask of these gentlemen themselves what is the con- 
dition of things in this regard. 

I cannot think of any motive for referring the resolution to a com- 
mittee, unless the object is to stifle the inquiry. I think it has never 
been the habit of the majority of the Senate, of whatever complex- 
ion that majority might be, since I have had the honor to serye here, 
to refuse information upon the call of a member of the minority. 
I know nothing about the facts myself. If it be untrue that the 
commissioners have violated the statutes, certainly they ought to be 
allowed to say so. If, on the contrary, that be true, then for other 
reasons the inquiry is proper. 

Having myself fish aimed all knowledge on this subject, feeling 
no interest in it of any special character, I submit to the Senate that 
it will hardly do to refuse to allow an inquiry to be addressed to of- 
ficers themselves inviting them to make answer. If that be not an 
appropriate species of inquiry, I do not know what would be deemed 
appropriate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to read the section of the law referred 
to in the resolution. Section 354 of the statutes relating to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia provides that— 

No person shall be appointed to office, or hold in the police force, who can- 
not read and write the taR 1 or 3 not a por map i United 
States, or who shall ever have been ted and convicted of crime; and no per- 
son shall be appointed as policeman or watchman who has not served in the Army 
or Navy of the United States and received an honorable 

It is alleged that this statute has been violated by the commission- 
ers in their administration, and for the Senate to take a step which 
looks like stifling the inquiry would involve us, as it seems to me, by 
implication, in a participation in such violation of the law, if it ex- 
ists. It seems to me that the commissioners, called upon in this way 
to give us the information which may entirely exonerate them, ought 
not themselves to be subjected to such a delay as might result from 
the reference of the resolution to a committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland to refer the resolution to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

The motion was not agreed to. 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Will the Senate agree 
to the resolution ? 

The resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 

Mr. GORDON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the motion entered by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
Davis] to reconsider the vote by which the resolution creating a 
special committee on the interoceanic canal was passed. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think we had better go on with the Calendar 
and postpone the consideration of that motion until half past one 
o’clock. The Calendar has no chance whatever in the Senate, unless 
in the brief time allowed between the close of the morning business 
and half past one o’clock. 

Mr. GORDON. The trouble about it is that at half past one o’clock 
the unfinished business of yesterday takes precedence. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator who has e of that will doubt- 
less give way for the motion of the Senator from West Virginia to be 
considered. I think we had better go on with the Calendar. 

Mr. LOGAN. I see that the Senator who has ch: of the bill, 
which is the unfinished business, is not in his seat, and I venture to 
say for him that the friends of that bill will not give way to any 

er business until its consideration is concluded ; so that this mat- 
ter had better proceed now. 


Mr. BLAIR. Before the question is taken u 


Mr. ANTHONY. I appeal to Senators to stand by the Calendar. 
We have an order that gives us from half an hour to an hour every 
morning for the Calendar, and it is the only chance the Calendar has. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Georgia to proceed to the consideration of the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the resolution referred to was passed. 

The motion was to, there being on a division—ayes 26, noes 13. 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. GORDON. I yield to the Senator from West Virginia, who will 
make some remarks upon the subject. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I entered the motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolution was passed for several reasons; first, 
because the resolution had ray as I believed without the general 
knowledge of the Senate. It was passed during the morning hour, 
having been read simply from the desk, and very few of the Senators 
were aware of the importance of the resolution. 

The resolution provides, as will be seen, for the employment of 
a clerk. I believe the Senator from Georgia is the onl nator who 
has referred in any way to that as being the cause of the objection 

by me to the resolution. He certainly was mistaken in that 
statement. I had no thought at that time of the e to be in- 
curred by the employment of a clerk, but my idea in a general way 
was that the resolution would lead to a ve expenditure in the 
end. It will be noticed that in the close of my remarks I ana Ppa 
to the Senator from Georgia whether a standing committee could not 
take the subject into consideration, as in the end it would cost the 
country a great deal. 

We have several rules by which this resolution ought to have had 
more than one reading or a fuller consideration. For instance, if it 
had provided for the payment of a clerk, the resolution would have 
been sent to the Committee on the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, and it would have been read three times, in which case the atten- 
tion of the Senate would have been called to the resolution fully. 

But those are minor considerations in connection with the main 
subject. ay impression was then and is now that we have committees 
enough, and that the matter should be referred to some standing com- 
mittee—to the Committee on Commerce, for instance—of which the 
Senator from Georgia is chairman, and to whom the joint resolation 
introduced by that Senator was referred, and where it has remained 
for over si days. Ido not know what action has been taken on 
that resolution 1 committee, but my idea was then that the 
committee which had the subject under consideration ought to con- 
tinue with it. It certainly is a proper subject for the consideration 
of that committee, which is com of Senators from all parts of 
the country. The Senator from rgia is chairman of that commit- 
tee, and the other members are Mr. Ransom, Mr. RANDOLPH, Mr. 
HEREFORD, Mr. COKE, Mr. CONKLING, Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. JONES of 
Nevada, and Mr. BALDWIN. That committee is composed of repre- 
seutatives from all sections of the country; the eastern and western 
parts of the country as well as the Pacific slope are represented on it; 
and I saw no good reason why the reference should be changed from 
the committee that then had the subject under consideration. Ifthe 
reference should be changed and if a new committee were to take 
hold of the subject, I was of the opinion, and am yet, that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations is the proper committee. It is a ques- 
tion in my mind that belongs to that committee probably more than 
to any other committee in the Senate. Questions are now before the 
country and probably before the Departments relating to this sub- 
Po that necessarily belong to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

fact, this subject cannot be discussed properly on its merits with- 

out closing the doors. I believed then as I do now, that it is a sub- 

15 that had better remain with the Committee on Commerce, which 

it already in ch ; orifa seam of reference is to take place, 

it ought to go to the Committee on Foreign Relations. I hope my 

friend from Georgia will consent to that course. I see nothing spe- 
cial to be accomplished by raising a new committee. 

I will say, as the question of a clerk was referred to by the Sen- 
ator from rgia, not by myself, for I had no thought of the expense 
of the employment of a clerk at the time, that the clerk is only the 
beginning of the expense. In my judgment, if a special committee 
is rai and perhaps otherwise, a hundred thousand dollars would 
not be too much to put down as the expense that would be incurred. 
Therefore I think we ought to go slowly; that we ought to be cau- 
tious, and take time and look into the matter very carefully before 
we move. 

The original jointresolution introduced by the Senator from Georgia, 
I believe, calls upon the United States to protect any foreign or home 
company to the full extent of the power of thisGovernment. Ithink 
that is the purport of the original resolution. I have it not before 
me, but the Senator from ia will correct me if I am wrong. 
this Government were to make any such declaration as that it would 
be almost equivalent to a war at once. 

Mr. EATON. Let the resolution be reported, so that there may be 
no mistake about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The resolution introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Georgia will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of nine be appointed to take in consideration the sub- 
ject of the construction of a canal to connect the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans; and 
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that all documents, and information relating to said subject be referred to 
said committee. 


Be it further resolved, That said committee be authorized to confer and act con- 
currently with any similar committee of the House of Representatives; and that 
said committee be authorized to employ a clerk. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That is not the resolution to which 
the Senator from Connecticut referred. He referred to the original 
resolution, the joint resolution, introduced, I think, on the second day 
of the present session by the Senator from Georgia and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GORDON. If the Senator from West Virginia will allow me 
to interrupt him a moment, I think I can aid the Senate in arriving 
at a wise conclusion of this matter. Let me make one or two state- 
ments. I agree with him most fully that this isa subject of too much 
importance to be precipitated upon the consideration of the Senate 
without due deliberation; that it is a question upon which we must 
go slowly and carefully; that it should be considered by the ablest 
of committees. So far we are in accord; but the reasons which the 
Senator assigns for opposition to a select committee are such as ought 
to control his vote for such committee. For these reasons among oth- 
ers I have asked for a committee of the ablest, most experien and 
most pradent members of this body to take into consideration this 
whole subject, and after the fullest investigation report to the Senate. 
Deliberation is the very essence of the proposition for a special com- 
mittee, and the Senator’s assumption that those who favor a select 
committee are for precipitating action is altogether without support 
in the language of p of the resolution. Certainly the Senator 
will not pretend that there is anything in the resolution itself which 
involves the idea of undue haste or want of deliberation. The reverse 
is true. The committee is asked for the purpose of deliberation. 

The purpose of the resolution was not to advance any private views 
I might entertain, or any views that I have publicly expressed; but 
to have duly considered whatever views any Senator entertained by 
a committee composed of the most experienced Senators. 

As to the estion that the subject should be considered by the 
committee of which I have the honor to be chairman, or by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, I have only to say that none of the 
standing committees, with their routine business, can give that direct, 
continuous, and exclusive attention which is necessary in considering 
a subject so vast, and embracing so varied and complicated issues as 
this may involve. As the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Davis] 
and the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Eaton] have referred to my 
original resolution upon the general subject, it may be proper for me 
here to remark that so far am I from seeking to impress the commit- 
tee, should it be appointed, with my own views upon the subject, I 
shall probably ask to be excused from service upon it. The Senator 
from Connecticut, [Mr. Eaton, ] who is the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, has already introduced a resolution upon 
this subject, and one branch of the question is before that committee. 
I had the honor to introduce a joint resolution, which was referred 
to the committee of which Iam chairman, and that committee there- 
fore has had charge of another branch of the question. 

The proposition seems to me of great forcb, certainly sustained by 
common sense, that it would be better to organize a committee com- 

of members of these various committees in order that this sub- 
s might be considered in all its parts, and as one, not two or three 
subjects. 

Bee i am detaining the Senate, Mr. President. I simply wanted to 
give briefly the reasons which moyed me to ask for this committee. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, the Senator from 
Connecticut asked for the reading of the joint resolution offered by 
the Senator from Georgia. I send it to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk as follows: 

Forty-sixth Congress, second session.—S. R. No. 48. 
In the Senate of the United States, December 2, 1879, Mr. GORDON asked, 2 


unanimous consent obtained, leave to bring in the following bill; which was 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


Joint resolution for the management of the construction of the Nicaragua Inter- 
oceanic Canal. 
‘Whereas the project for the construction of an interoceanic canal in Nicaragua 


is recognized as a necessity for the pros: of the commerce of the world, and 
er development of the Stine and — AS interests of the United States; 


The Senator speaks of the importance of an able committee, a com- 
mittee which can ere proper attention to the consideration of the 
resolution offered by himself, as well as resolutions offered by others. 
I had thought, and I believe yet, that the committee of which the 
Senator from Georgia is chairman is a committee made up of Senators 


able to consider any 2 not only the question of this proposed 
t i 


t might come before it. 
Mr. GORDO beg that the Senator will do me the justice to 
say that nothing in my remarks certainly could be construed into a 
ection on my own committee; certainly I would claim for it equal 
ability with any committee here. I inade my objection to the con- 
sideration of the question by it on the ground that no committee 
which was charged with the regular routine duties of the Senate could 
consider this subject consecutively as it ought to be considered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Then the Senator admits that the 
committee that now has the matter in charge is fully competent and 
able; and therefore I want it tostay there. I think that is the place 
for it. The Senator says now that no committee that has regular 
routine business to attend to is able to take up this subject and do 
justice to it. 

Mr. GORDON. Exactly. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator is aware as well as I am 
that there is not a Senator here but belongs to one or more committees, 
sometimes to three or four. Take what Senators you will they belong 
to regular committees, and if they do full duty to this subject when 
puen on a special committee their attention will have to be taken 

m their regular committees and given to this new committee. 

We have now thirty-four standing committees, of which four are 
joint. We have eleven special committees. Certainly among these 
forty-five committees of the Senate one can be found suitable to take 
this subject into consideration, and I think the proper committee has 
X now, and I hope the Senate will allow it to remain where it is. I 
believe it is best for the subject, best for the coun 
be there. Certainly the present committee has had the subject before 
it for nearly ninety days, and has been considering it I suppose, for 
the Senator tells us it is a subject that he has given great thought to. 
it is a subject which ought to have immediate attention. If that be 
so, as I have no doubt it is, then it has already had between sixty and 
ninety days’ consideration from the committee of which the Senator 
from Georgia is the distinguished chairman, and I think the Senate 
re let it remain where it is. I hope that course will be pur- 
su 

3 vote, I will forego any further remarks. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not rise to discuss the merits of the ques- 
tion that may be involved in this resolution, but the immediate point 
is whether or not there shall be an additional committee on this spe- 
cial subject, so that a proper consideration may hereafter be given 
to it. The resolution was passed hurriedly; it had not attracted the 
attention of Senators; but it was passed upon here without our know- 
ing, many of us, what the subject-matter was that we were voting 
on. I think, therefore, if had better be reconsidered, so that we can 
then determine whether we will take action in reference to this reso- 
lution or not. I shall vote for the reconsideration of the vote by 
which the resolution of the Senator from Georgia was passed. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, the subject-matter of this resolu- 
tion involves, in the first place, some very grave legal propositions, 
which could very 1 be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. It involves some considerations in regard to our foreign 
relations which could very appropriately be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. It involves a number of commercial con- 
siderations which could very appropriately go to the Committee on 
Commerce, where one resolution has already been referred. 

The theory of special committees in the Senate, if I understand it 
properly, is upon the idea, first, that there is no existing com- 
mittee that can take jurisdiction appropriately of the subject-matter, 
or secondly, if there is a committee that can appropriately take juris- 
diction, that it has not time to consider it. it is very plain on the 
face of this proposition that there are three committees that could 
3 take jurisdiction of the subject-matter. Then the 
question is, Have they the time to do so? Certainly the Committee 
on Torei Relations is not overburdened with work; in fact, com- 
tively speaking, its work is small at this session of Con 


canal, but any * 
N. 


an 

Whereas such an enterprise must of necessity be considered as of international G a b t and 
utility under the protection of the Government of the United States: Th believe that is the appropriate committee to receive and consider 
22. 8 

meriea rens e t of the tes 1 A 
to acoord fall and entire protection to the company to which shall: be e „The Committee on Commerce has, I presume, a pretty fair share of 


concession by the government of Nicaragua for the construction of said interoceanic 
canal, and will secure to said company the peaceful enjoyment of the rights con- 
ceded by such grant. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, in the hope that 
there will be a vote taken soon, I shall be very brief. The resolution 
just read shows that very early in the session the Senator from Georgia 
called the attention of the Senate and the country to the subject now 
pending. I take it that in his resolution the Senator from Georgia 
expressed his feelings and meaning. It will be noticed that the Sen- 
ator asks this country to protect any company, any stock company 
or any other . or home, or mixed, and pled, this 
Government to give protection to that company on soil t now 
belongs to another power, not to us. However, that is a matter 
which I will not discuss for fear that I may get outside of the imme- 
diate question. 


work, but it certainly has not work sufficient to withdraw its atten- 
tion entirely from subject, or to deprive it of a full share of 
attention. 

We have grown in the Senate, if I may so be aed myself, intu an 
abuse of this business of special committees, We have now, as the 
Senator from West Virginia has said, some forty-odd committees. 
Half a dozen of those committees have little or nothing todo. You 
can scarcely get up a bill or resolution that does not contain some 
matter that could be referred possibly to some two or three different 
committees. 

The committees of the Senate have grown wondrous fast. Origi- 
nally 5 but few, but owing to the exigencies of the business 
and the increase of the questions that come before the Senate the 
committees have necessarily multiplied ; but in this ae multipli- 
cation, I think, we have somewhat overdone the work. Here, there 


„that it should 
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‘being three committees that could appropriately consider this mat- 
ter, as appears on the very face of the resolution, I very reluc 
oppose the view entertained by the Senator from Georgia, and y 
vote for the proposition now pending before the Senate to reconsider 
its adoption. 


Mr. EATON. Mr. President, early in the session, perhaps on the 
third day, foreseeing that this great question would come before the 
Senate, I had the honor of introducing a resolution calling for im- 


portant information from the Department of State that referred to 
this very subject-matter. I supposed then, as a matter of course, 
that this gress subject would be sent to the committee of which I 
have the honor to be chairman. I supposed, in my innocence and 
simplicity, that it belonged to that committee, and therefore it was 
that I early introduced a resolution for obtaining information upon it. 

I do not know, sir, that I onght to say that the Committee on For- 
eign Relations desire this work, but I ought to say this, that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations believe that this matter should come 
before them. That is their judgment, and why? The very base, the 
very thing that underlies this whole subject consists in what may 
be its foreign complications. I do not go into any discussion of that 
subject here, for it might require closed doors if I went at length into 
the matter. Second, as has just been suggested by my honorable 
friend from Arkansas, there are matters there that require the in- 
vestigation of a judicial committee of this body. Now permit me to 
say as the organ of the Committee on Foreign Relations that that 
committee has in its list of members two of the most distinguished 
members of the Judiciary Committee [Mr. ConKLING and Mr. CAR- 
PENTER, ] to say nothing of the Senator from sere, (Mr. HILL, j and 
the Senator from Ohio, Fur. PENDLETON, I and the Senator from Maine, 

Mr. HAMLIN, ] and the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. KIR wood, ] who are 

ikewise eminent lawyers and members of the Committee on Forei, 
Relations. And, sir, when you come to speak of the great commercial 
interests involved here, then permit me to say that you have on that 
committee gentlemen who fairly represent the great commercial in- 
terests of the country. 

So I say briefly that I believe the Committee on Foreign Relations 
ought to have in its hands this great overshadowing question, and I 
undertake to say that that committee has time enongh to investigate 
this matter, I as it may be. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I hope the Senate will reconsider 
the vote and then the resolution can be di of as is thought best. 
The resolution as it now stands is imperfect. It provides for a clerk, 
and yet does not provide for his payment, so that a new resolution 
would have to be introduced even for the payment of the clerk. It 
needs amendment in that particular. 

Mr. GORDON. | The resolution can be amended. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Not after it is p: Iadmit that 
if it is reconsidered it can be amended ; the Senator from Georgia is 
right in that, if that is what he means; and I hope he will vote for 
the reconsideration because then he can amend his resolution. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, in answer to the Senator from Con- 
necticut it might be urged with equal propriety that the Committee 
on Commerce could as appropriately consider this subject as the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. I am aware that there are various 
branches of the subject. It might be that one branch of it should 

to the Committee on Foreign Relations, one to Commerce, and one 
fo the Judiciary; but the Senate will perceive that to divide such a 
subject into three questions with three committees investigating it 
would be equivalent to postponing its consideration for the remain- 
der of the session. Possibly that ought to be done. I do not think 
so; but the object of inquiry is whether anything ose to be done, 
and if so what position this country should assume in reference to 
this grave matter. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. President, in the latter part of the last ses- 
sion of Congress I introduced a goote resolution touching the Mon- 
roe doctrine, and asked that it be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. It was so referred. Very soon after the erp | 
of this session I gave my views on the subject, and from that time 
have felt that it was of the utmost importance that the subject should 
receive the attention of Congress, but I have waited patiently the 
action of the Committee on Foreign Relations. I have heard of no 
action by that committee, but I learn from its chairman that they 
have not taken action because they have not received necessary 

apers from the State Department. So it must be assumed that the 
x ay is no fault of that committee, 

Now, I shall vote for the special committee proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Georgia, because of the importance of the subject, and be- 
cause I believe that something will be done by a special committee 
in the way of enunciating again a doctrine which the people of this 
country are wedded to: that there shall be no interference with 
American affairs on the Isthmus by any foreign power or by any for- 
eign company under the protection of any foreign power. I vote for 
tbis in the hope that that question will be met by a special commit- 
tee, and met more speedily than it can be by the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to re- 
consider. 


The motion wasa to, there being on a division—ayes 29, noes 25. 
75 VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to the 
resolution. 


Mr. CONKLING. What is the resolution? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read for information. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of nine be appointed to take in consideration the 
subject of the constraction of a canal to connect the Atlantic and 5 


and that all papers, documents, and information tosaid subject be 


resolved, That said committee be authorized to confer and act con- 
currently with any similar committee of the House of Representatives; and that 
said committee be authorized to employ a clerk. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, a disposition, had I that disposi- 
tion, to ee in this investigation, or a dread, if I had a 
of the labor or responsibility involved in doing youn be in my 
case exactly evenly divided between the two standing committees of 
which mention has been made, inasmuch as I have the honor to bea 
member in a very subordinate degree, of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations and also of the Committee on Commerce. So looking at 
this matter in — A wrest relation it can have to me or to any labor 
that I may be ca upon to perform, of course it cannot be a matter 
of the slightest preference whether it goes to one committee or to the 
other. I feel moved, however, to express the opinion that as be- 
tween the Committee on Commerce and the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, this matter should go to the latter committee, and I agree 
entirely with what has been said by other Senators that one branch 
of it, as it is called, should not be left with one committee and an- 
other branch with another committee. Indeed I think I should deny 
that this is a subject consisting of different branches in the sense in 
which I understand that suggestion to have been made. It is an en- 
tirety. It is an important matter. It involves, as most important 
matters do, considerations of different kinds; it involves economic 
questions, questions of commerce; it involves practical questions, 
questions of engineering, the feasibility of a certain projet, its adyan- 
tages comp with another. It involves also, as the Senator from 
Connecticut has not too 5 our relations with for- 
eign governments ; and not only so, but the position we shall under- 
take to maintain as matter of public law, as matter of public princi- 
ple held by us as one of the nations of the earth. But that does not 
make it to my comprehension a subject of different branches in that 
sense which implies that these branches are separable from each other 
so as to constitute substantive topics of investigation and of action; 
far from it. 

The most customary bill we have, one providing for a private claim 
if you please, involves a question of law, a question of constitutional 
law, a A e of fact, and besides some question which appeals 
especially to the knowledge which business men and epee have. 
That then is a matter of different branches, and you might say that 
one branch of it ought to go to the Judiciary Committee, and another 
branch ought to go to the Military or Naval Committee, and another 
branch ought to go to the Committee on Claims. That is not so, 
Mr. President. It is, I submit, impracticable, unreal, and a refine- 
ment, I will not say upon sophistry, but a refinement upon fact. 

This subject which we are considering, larger in proportions, greater 
in duration, than the average subject oe ore us, falls, I hum- 
bly submit, within the category to which I have referred it; to be 
dealt with intelligently it should be dealt with by some one commit- 
tee, and not be distributed about in fragments or supposed fragments 
among several committees. I entirely, to return to the sug- 
gestion with which I began, that as between the Committee on Com- 
merce and the Committee on Foreign Relations it belongs more 
appropriately to the latter committee, and my judgment is that to 
that committee, as contradistinguished from any other, even a spe- 
cial committee, it had better go. 

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] said that to which I 

touching special committees; but he omitted to say a thing 

which it seems to me answered the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Georgia, [Mr. Gorpon.] That Senator commented very natu- 
rally upon the fact that the standing committees of the Senate are 
more or less engrossed with what I believe he called routine busi- 
ness. Yes, they are; but let me inquire, suppose the Senator from 
Georgia himself, in place of being at the head of the Committee on 
Commerce if that committee were to consider this subject, is put at 
the head of a special committee, are there any more hours in the 
twenty-four? Is he relieved of any other duty? Has he any more 
time in his character as chairman of a special committee to devote 
to this subject than he would have to devote to it as chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce? Not at all. Take the other members of 
the Committee on Commerce, is not what I have said of the chair- 
man true of them? And going beyond the Committee on Commerce, 
some members of the Senate must compose this special committee. 
Is it true that a special committee on such a subject would be com- 
posed of members of the Senate selected because they had been 
omi as far as such Senators could be, from other committees? 
That would be very odd. Senators have been put, I think, upon the 
Committee on Foreign Relations with some reference to their sup- 
posed fitness and capability for service upon that committee, and so 
upon the other committees. In going over the Senate, thus all mem- 
bers of the Senate are upon committees; and although you may find 
a Senator who is upon one more committee than another Senator, or 
ibly upon two more committees than another Senator, neverthe- 

ess the general fact remains that, resorting as you must for the con- 

stituents of a special committee to the seventy-six Senators, you take 
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over again the very men who are already allotted upon the standing 
committees and you give them no more time, and you do not alter at 
all the fact that they are all more or less encumbered by requisitions 
upon their time. So I do not see the force of the su tion made by 
the Senator from Georgia. I should see its force if there were nine 
Senators here not members of any standing committees, nine Sena- 
tors uncharged substantially with committee duties and who were 
willing to devote themselves as members of a special committee to 
this subject. Then it could be said cst, Forint and conclusively “You 

t the benefit of nine fresh men undistracted and unwearied by 

eir duty upon other committees.” Not so now. 

Then, as the Senator from Arkansas suggested, if I am right in what 
I have said, the sole remaining inquiry is whether there is no stand- 
ing committee adapted to this subject; or to state the st ha in 
3 Fs words, whether it is necessary to create a committee in order 
to have one to which this subject may 1 ? Can that 
be said? The contrary has been said, as I understand, by the very 
Senators who have voted in favor of a special committee, because 
they have said that not only is there one committee, but more than 
one; they have named at least two that would be appropriate to this 


N As I said, Mr. President, I have no possible interest of my own; 
desiring to avoid labor on this subject I have none; wishing, if i 
did, to participate in this investigation, I have none between these 
two committees; but I believe that the usage of the Senate, its prac- 
tice in analogous cases, and the suggestions of prudence and con- 
- venience would indicate that the Committee on Foreign Relations 
should take charge of this matter unless that committee is in point 
of fact unsuited or incompetent to doit. I do not think that is the 
ease; on the contrary I think the whole committee, with only one 
exception, is made up of Senators very well adapted to it; bnt if the 
reverse were true, that would be a reason for withdrawing a subject 
of this kind from that committee. Unless that be true I can think 
of no reason, and therefore I shall vote against this resolution, if that 
be the form in which the vote is to be taken, and I shonld vote with 
great pleasure for a motion which I venture to suggest to my hon- 
orable friend from Connecticut would come most bd gi ar etd from 
him,—a motion in the nature of an amendment which would carry to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations all the various resolutions and 
bills relating to this one subject. 

If the Senator from Connecticut will move as an amendment that 
the bill introduced by the Senator from Georgia, which went origi- 
nally pro forma to the Committee on Commerce, and all other bills 
and resolutions touching this subject shall be committed to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, that I su; t to him will enable those 
of us who agree with him to give intelligent expression to our wish 
by our vote; and if hereafter it turns out that itis n toclothe 
the Committee on Foreign Relations with any powers additional to 
those which all committees have, be it power to send for persons and 

pers, be it power to do any particular thing, I presume there will 

no such thing, in addition to those powers custo with com- 
mittees, then the committee upon ascertaining that, throngh its 
chairman, can come to the Senate, and ask for such enlargement of 
its powers as it may be disposed, and the Senate will give or with- 
hold, as upon presentation of the case may seem wise. 

All that is needed now to execute the purpose stated by the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut by a single vote is for him to move that all of 
these bills and resolutions—if there are enough of them to say “all,” 
both of them if there are but two—be committed to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and I hope he will make that motion, and for 
one I shall vote for it with great pleasure. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EATON. My friend will pardon me. 

Mr. GORDON. 1 only want to say one word. 

Mr. EATON. I wish to make one suggestion to my friend from 
New York. 

Mr. GORDON, I yield. 

Mr. EATON. I had thought of the very motion to which the Sena- 
tor from New York gave utterance, but it struck me then and, with 
great deference to him, it does still, that this being a resolution to 
raise a special committee for a certain 8 I ought not to move 
that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will my honorable friend pardon me? I donot 

ro that he shall make any such motion. This is a resolution 
1 that a special committee shall be raised for a certain pur- 
pose. I propose to the Senator that as an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute he move that that subject be committed to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and unless the modesty of the honora- 
ble Senator stands in the way, I cannotsee any objection he can have 
to that—not a motion to refer this resolution to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, but to commit the subject to which the resolution 
refers, and all the papers relating to that subject, to that committee. 

Mr. EATON. My own impression still is that the better way is to 
determine the question upon this resolution. If the Senate deter- 
mine that a special committee shall be raised, so be it. If they de- 
termine that it shall not be raised, then, it strikes me, at another 
time it would be proper to move that all matters connected with the 
interoceanic canal projet be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. - 


Mr. CONKLING. If the honorable Senator wants to be economic 


of the subject, and make it cover several days, I agree with him 
there; thab course would enable us to enjoy it for another day; but 
if the object is by one single vote to ascertain the wish of the Sen- 
ate, I submit to him with a good deal of confidence that the ordinary 
way is this: The Senate have reconsidered this resolution by a very 
8 vote; and the ordinary way is just to move straight and 

irect that the subject go to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
If that vote carries, that is the end of the whole thing; if it does 
not, then other alternatives can be presented. 

Mr. EATON. Very well, Mr. President, I will accept the suggestion 
and at the proper time make the motion; but my friend from Dela- 
ware desires now to be heard. After that I will make the motion. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I doubt very much whether if at 
this time, or at any former period of the history of this country 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to call the attention 
of the Senator from Delaware to the fact that the morning hour, as 
extended, has expired, and the unfinished business now comes up. 

Mr. GORDON. I think we can get a vote directly. I hope the 
Senator from Delaware will be allowed to proceed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere unanimous consent that this res- 
olution be further considered? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BAYARD. I was about to say, Mr. President, that I did not 
think any question in our history had filled the minds of the American 
people with graver interest than that which has been under discus- 
sion; not of course the comparatively trivial matter whether the 
subject shall be committed for the purpose of examination to one or 
the other of the standing committees of the body, or whether a special 
committee shall be raised ; but I mean that this body will only reflect 
the almost unanimous spirit of the American people when it exhibits 
a very deep interest in the subject-matter to which this resolution 
relates. It is to be approached very deliberately ; it is to be con- 
sidered with gravity. No attention that can be paid to it is super- 
fluous; if it shall be deemed a better method of consideration that a 
special committee, no matter what may be its numbers, shall be raised 
for the purpose, it had better be done. 

Now, sir, it is pan without entering at all upon the merits of the 
question, that this subject has two branches. I will not say which 
of the two is the more im t. The one is the political branch, 
touching international polities; the other is the commercial branch, 
touching our share in the world’s trade which the work proposed is 
so profoundly to affect. If we treat it as a commercial question, it 
naturally would go to the committee constituted by this body to con- 
sider commercial questions. If we are to consider it as an inter- 
national question, it is to go to that committee of the body appointed 
to consider questions of that character. But it is a question in which 
these two features are indissolubly blended. They cannot be sep- 
arated in their consideration. Hand in hand they must go together, 
and together must they be considered. 

Now, sir, it pleased the Senate—with what premonition I know not, 
for I was not consulted; upon the basis of what preliminaries I know 
not—it pleased the Senate some days ago to raise a special committee, 
that is to say, to pass a resolution authorizing the creation of a 
cial committee to whom the whole of this great subject should be 
committed, for the purpose of preliminary examination, for the pur- 
pose of laying sure foundations over which this people are to walk, 
upon which this Government is to stand in its relation to the sub- 
ject; and it seemed to me that there never was a question demanding 
a special committee more justly than the one referred to in the pres- 
ent resolution. 

It was no reflection, it could be no reflection for a gentleman who 
happened to be the chairman of one of these committees, that of Com- 
merce, [Mr. GORDON, ] to move that his committee should be relieved 
from the consideration of this vast subject. None could be intended 
as to the Committee on Foreign Relations, of which my distinguished 
friend from Connecticut so worthily fills the post of chairman, be- 
cause over and over again in the history of our legislation, when en- 
gaged in the midst of general business, subjects embracing peculiar 
and important matters have been committed to special committees. 
Thus we have had special committees apes the great subject of Pacific 
railroads. Beside that, there was the Committee.on Transportation, 
differing as to name, agreeing entirely in the subject-matter; and so 
I could go on to illustrate this subject over and over again by my own 
experience in this body. 

can understand well that gentlemen charged with the arduous 
duties of both the Committee on Commerce and the Committee on 
Foreign Relations may prefer a special committee; indeed, I believe 
some gentlemen already are members of each of these committees, 
and to no more worthy hands could this subject be submitted; but 
when already there has been what I term this due mark of respect to 
a great subject enacted by the Senate in its vote a few days ago 
showing that they were responding to this widespread and profound 
feeling of the American people that this subject should be considered 
by their representatives with all the gravity and care its importance 
demands, I for one was not willing, nor am I now, by withdrawing 
this special committee, in any degree to have it supposed that there 
is a lessening of interest in the subject, or that there can be a differ- 
ence of opinion between Americans on this great subject. I trust, 
sir, there will be none. I trust, upon a subject so profoundly inter- 
esting to us asa nation as this, that there will be none, but that all the 
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light and all the information shall be ee from every quarter to 
enable us, as the representatives of thi le and of this union of re- 
publics, to deal with the great question that underlies all this—a ques- 
tion of continental control and power. Important as the commercial 
question is, the more important one of geographical relations and 
power arises. . 

I hope, therefore, this special committee, once authorized by a vote 
of the body, may not now have its existence put an end to. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Mr. President, Idisliked to interrupt the Senator 
from Delaware at the time the Chair announced that the regular order 
was properly before the Senate, but as he has concluded his remarks 
I call for the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair announced that the time for 
the consideration of the unfinished business had arrived, and putthe 

uestion to the Senate, and the Senate directed that this matter 
ould be further heard. : 

Mr. McDONALD. At the time that announcement was made the 
Senator from Delaware was occupying the attention of the Senate, and 
I did not wish to interrupt him by ap objection then. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will put the question to the 
Senate if desired, Shall this resolution be further considered at this 
time? 

The question was decided in the negative. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business is Senate bill 
No. 19. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House insisted on its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3015) 
making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, and for other purposes, agreed 
to the conference asked by the Senate on the di ing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. W. H. Forney, of Ala- 
bama, Mr. J. H. BLOUNT, of Georgia, and Mr. J. G. Cannon, of Illi- 
nois, managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the following joint resolutions: 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 203) making ec racic for the Re- 
form School of the District of Columbia; an 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 157) for the relief of M. M. Herr. 


RESUMPTION AND FUNDING. 


Mr. WHYTE. I ask permission to make at this time some reports 
from the Committee on Printing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will receive the reports if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. W. E, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was referred 
the following resolution, reported adversely thereon, and it was post- 
poned indefinitely : 

Resolved, That 5,000 extra copies be printed of Executive Document No. 9, Forty- 
sixth Congress, being letter from Secre! of Treasury, transmitting letters and 
documents pertaining to resumption and ding; 2,000 copies for the use of the 
Senate, and 3,000 copies for the use of the House. 


NORTH AMERICAN ETHNOLOGY. 


Mr. WHYTE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was referred 
the following concurrent resolution, reported adversely thereon, and 
it was postponed indefinitely: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That there be 
peny at the Government Printing Office 5,000 copies each of volumes 4 and 5 Con- 

butions to North American Ethnology, uniform with the preceding volumes of 
the series, and with the necessary illustrations; 2,000 copies of which shall be for 
the use of the House of Representatives, 1,000 for the use of the Senate, and 2,000 
for distribution by the Smithsonian Institution. 


DOCUMENTS FOR MEMBERS OF THE PRESS. 

Mr. WHYTE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the following resolution, reported adversely thereon, and it 
was postponed indefinitely : 

rintendent of the Senate document-room be directed to 
the press whose name appears in the 


Di- 
rectory as the duly authorized representative of a daily n with one 
23 bill, resolution, F Senate. oe 


MILITARY WARRANT LAND LOCATIONS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (8. No. 19) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
te ascertain and certify the amount of land located with military 
warrants in the States described therein, and for other purposes, the 
pending question being on the motion of Mr. EDMUNDS to postpone 
the bill indefinitely. À 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, having reached the conclusion that 
this bill ought not to pass, I shali very briefly give some of the rea- 
sons which have brought me to this conclusion. In the first place 
it is a stale claim. Had it been a good one, with so many interested 
parties, it should have been pressed from the outset by Senators 
whose memory I will not impeach by charging them with a neglect 
of their obvious duty. I do not believe the Senators from eighteen 
States have neglected any duty. In the second place, it is, in my 
judgment, against the interests of the States to set the dangerous 
example of pressing vast claims here resting upon so feeble preten- 
sions. If States could appear here with plansible arguments to prove 


that the Garden of Eden was sold and not given to our first parents, 


and claim 5 per cent. on the sale, would it not encourage the pre- 
sentment of many other even more baseless claims? Instead of this, 
ought not the States to insist upon the most rigid scrutiny of all 
claims presented, and, by meting out exact justice to all, maintain 
that economy which is appropriate to our form of government and 
most acceptable to the people? The success of this questionable 
3 would be sure to encourage a brood of claims here already 
too la 
The reading of this bill will show by the short and difficult curves 
it makes, not only the crooked, rough, and impracticable road it is 
sought to travel, but also the ingenuity displayed in tunneling and 
3 mountains. The original law upon which this bill claims 
to be founded—so far as the State of Iowa, the chief claimant, is con- 
cerned—is a bill supplementary to the admission of the State which 
provides a fund for certain pu to be made up from “5 per 
cent. of the net proceeds of the sale of lands within said State, 
which shall be hereafter sold by Congress.” The first section of this 
bill carefully skips all around these words and seeks to ascertain 
“the amount of public lands entered by the location of military serip 
and land warrants” in the several States—wholly a different matter, 
and in 1 part a whole generation after the facts. It is not con- 
fined to the sale of land, nor to their net proceeds, but gropes about 
after what may have been located through donations or grants of the 
Government. To a plain understanding the case has not even a col- 
orable foundation to rest upon, and would be thrown out as it ap- 
to me in any court within five minutes after the attorneys 
ceased talking—unless my friends the Senators from Iowa happened 
to be the last talkers. There can be no valid claim except for lands 
actually sold, and no one pretends that the States have not had all 
that, but it is not on any sale, it is not on any net proceeds that the 
bill is based. What kind of a figure would all these claims cut— 
eighteen of them yoked together—in the Court of Claims? I much 
doubt if many of the States would reckon their share of sufficient 
value to risk a retainer to any good lawyer to pursueit. The amount 
to be secured to several of the States, if the bill should pass, will 
hardly amount to a sum ter than they will be required to con- 
tribute to the revenues of the country. 

The question naturally arises, were any pledges ever made by the 
Government that all the public lands should be sold and sold at the 
fixed and unalterable prios of $1.25 per acre? If no such pledges- 
were ever given, directly or indirectly—as surely none were given— 
then the Government has done nothing it had nota perfect right to do; 
that is, to convert the lands to public uses, to sell for any price, one 
cent per acre if it should choose to do so, or to donate them for any ben- 
efici 3 to the States, the public, to corporations, or to private 
citizens, without price. The liberality and generosity of the Govern- 
ment has not been hampered in any direction, and it cannot be sub- 
jected to a penalty of 5 per cent. upon its bounties, nor upon home- 
steads without money and without price given to its war-worn vet- 
erans or to any other of its citizens. Nor can the charities of the Gov- 
ernment be pursued for a 5 per cent. State tax upon the aid to build 
rai from the Government by States represented as un- 
able otherwise to furnish means for their construction, although, the 
alternate sections having been sold at double price, the States have 
actually received just as much as they would had all the lands been 
sold. And yet this is the complexion to which it all comes at last: 
that the power of the Government to make a donation of public lands, 
for either national or State uses, shall be subject to the condition of 
a 5 per cent. donation to certain States from the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States at the same time! The Government of the United States 
is the sole proprietor of the public lands—not merely of ninety-five 
one-hundredths—and can dispose of them by gift and give a good title- 
to the same without being forced to placate States by an additional 
gift of money. 

Curiously enough it is provided in the second section of this bill 
that certificates of indebtedness may be used in payment for the 
amounts allowed which are to run twenty years with interest at 3.65: 
per cent. per annum. These claims come down to us from “the 
old days when Adam delved and Eve spun,” and if they are really 
due, the claimants have already, wittingly or unwittingly, waited 
much too long. The United States ought not to withhold the mone 
of such needy creditors. Why, then, should any suspicion of the 
validity be thrown npon claims, though they have slept soundly 80 
long, by making the terms of payment apparently so easy? We are 
only required to give our note. It is true, perhaps, that the authors 
of the bill have not consulted easy payment so far as they might have 
done, for they might have demanded silver dollars at once, which we 
all know the Treasury is most anxious to unload. 

Mr. McDONALD. I would suggest to the Senator from Vermont, 
that under the bill as it is drawn the Secretary of the Treasury may 

y in silver dollars, for he is to pay the amount out of any money 
n the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. MORRILL. I know there is an alternative put in as an amend- 
ment; but the other marches in front, and I suppose is to take the 
lead. An offer of long credit is usually suggestive of some abatement, 
or, in the language of horse-dealers, if I may be pardoned, some outs, 
in the value of the consideration. In this case, the lands not havin 
been sold, it is all outs. The framers of the bill are somewhat too will- 
ing to trust. 

e theory of this bill is that when the Government should part 
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with any lands they must be sold and must bring exactly and have 
brought $1.25 per acre, but the facts will not support the theory. 
Millions of acres were parted with which were not sold, and even the 
recipients of military scrip and land warrants when they put them on 
the market generally obtained no more than at the rate of fifty or 
sixty cents per acre instead of $1.25. The assumption of the latter 
sum as a basis of computation of the 5 per cent. is entirely unwar- 
ranted and the whole idea of a percentage on military scrip or land 
warrants is as much a mathematical impossibility as would be a per- 
centage on bravery or patriotism. 

But the most wonderful part of this bill is to be found, like the post- 
script of a maya billet-doux, in a final proviso, where, if Congress will 
only pass this bill, it is to be an estoppel of all claims of any State for 
-5 per cent, “on account of any lands granted to such State, corpora- 
tion, or person or persons for the purposes of internal improvements, 
or to aid in the construction of railroads or canals, or for any other 
purpose whatsoever, or on account of any lands which have been, or 
may hereafter be, entered under the homestead laws of the United 
States.” If we will give them our coat they are solemnly to be estopped 
from claiming our cloak also. But if they have the right in lawor 

nity why should they make a bargain not to strip us of the whole? 
The United States will pay all claims justly due, and it has no idea, I 
trust, of being tempted to pay one claim by a condition that another, 

_just as honest and not a whit less so, shall be abandoned, or at least 
postponed, to a more convenient season of another generation. 

How will Senators in the interested States justify themselves to 
their constituents for the abandonment of the long list of land grants 
differing in no essential principle from those embraced in the bill 
upon which 5 per cent. is now sought? It may be, perhaps, suceess- 
fully done by representing all that was sought as anay doubtful 
and that it was needful to appear munificent in the abandonment of 
what may thought very preposterous items in the account. Un- 
questionably they will try to make it appear that they have age, Vi 
the interest of their States in an honest as well as very t y 
manner. But suppose some of the States should not think so and re- 
fusetheir acceptance. Then it will be found that we have established 
precedent for the whole batch of these strictly analogous claims. 
We have offered to pay two of them, and an adherence to the same 
principle will require us to pay all. The absolation promised here 
may not prove to be a receipt for all demands, It is unfortunate for 
the success of this bill that its true scope and character is so badly 
ex by the recital in the final proviso which I have already re- 

{erred to. The claims proposed to be estopped are logically entitled 
to as much consideration as the disposal of military scrip or land 
warrants, but the absurdity of a 5 per cent. claim by a State upon 
donations made to the same State is a little more conspicuous, and 5 
per cent. on homesteads given to those who have become citizens and 
tax-payers of the States was evidently too deep a dive into the Treas- 
wit Fd even the authors of this bill to venture upon. 

hatever Senators may feel inclined to do in behalf of a claim 
which seems to me so utterly unsupported by the plain reading of the 
letter and spirit of the laws upon which it is attempted to found it, 
I can hardly believe any Senator so serious in its advocacy, unless in 
the heat of his own argument he has convinced himself, that he would 
personally and in his own behalf think of presenting it to any court 
-or even to Congress with any expectation of finding any favor. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I had not intended to make any 
remarks upon the passage of this bill until thismorning. The remarks 
of the Senator from Vermont who has just addressed the Senate [Mr. 
MORRILL] seems to me to have presented this matter in a very mis- 
taken light; and I shall merely address myself to one or two of the 
prominent points which suggest themselves to me at this time. 

There are several States interested and the interests of which are 
involved in this bill. As Iam more familiar with the laws pertain- 
ing to the admission of my own State, I shall in the course of my 
remarks confine myself more particularly to the provisions of the 
law in the enabling act providing for the adoption of a constitution 
by the State of Minnesota. 

The Senator from Vermont who has just taken his seat started 
with the announcement that this is a stale claim. Mr. President, 
that is a very incorrect term to apply under any circumstances to the 
claim of a State in this Union. This is not a claim by a private in- 
dividual against the United States. This is not a matter of any 
private nature or benefit. It is a matter of a public character en- 
tirely. No private interests are here involyed. It is a case where 
several of the States of the Union present for congressional consid- 
eration questions which involve the public policy of this country, 
and which involve their rights as members of the United States of 
America. No claim can become stale which a sovereign State is en- 
titled to as against the Government of the United States. No claim 
by a State can become stale as between it and the Government of the 

nited States. With regard to such matters these are sovereignties, 
= Nee! term “stale” never applies to any rights to which they are 
en ; 

Now, Mr. President, what is the grant upon which these States say 
they are entitled to certain sums of money from the Government of 
the United States? The act “to authorize the people of the Territory 
of Minnesota toform a constitution and State government preparatory 
to their admission into the Union on an equal footing with the orig- 
inal States” contains certain propositions submitted by the General 


Government and embodied in this act of Congress, stated in the fifth 
section of the act the title of which I have read. The first paragraph 
of the section is as follows: 


z SEC. ayo ECC be pies gt fin be, and Bare are hereby, 

ig That is, the convention to be called for the adoption of a constitu- 
on— 

fe obligatery on the Untied Utes and UDA iho sites Maes T a 
Then follow four paragraphs with reference, one to school lands, 

another to lands for a university; the third to lands for public build- 

ings; the fourth, to salt springs; and the fifth, is as follows: 


Fifth. That 5 cent. of the net proceeds of sales of all publie lands lying 
within the said State, which shall be sold by Congress after the admission of the 
said State into the Union, after deducting all the expenses incident to the same, 
shall be paid to said State, for the 1 making public roads and internal 
improvements, as the Legislature shall direct: Provided, The for ny wae 
tions herein offered are on the condition that the said convention which shall form 
the constitution of said State shall provide, by a clause in said constitution, or an 
ordinance, irrevocable without the consent of the United States, that said State 
shall never interfere with the primary disposal of the soil within the same by the 
United States, or with any re; tions Congress may find necessary for securing 
the title in said soil to bona hasers thereof; and that no tax shall be im- 

on lands belonging to the United States, and that in no case shall non-resi- 
t proprietors be taxed higher than residents. 

This, it will be observed, is a compact between the General Govern- 
ment and the State of Minnesota. The State is required by this pro- 
vision to denude herself of her Dubos eas to the extent embraced 
in the terms of this proposition. So that it is no mere private con- 
tract, as a contract between individuals would be; it is a compact 
between two sovereignties, and whatever is a fair general construc- 
tion of that compact is the only one which can be given in this case, 

Now, the provision is that the State shall be entitled to receive from 
the General Government “5 per cent. of the net proceeds of sales of 
all public lands lying within the said State, which shall be sold by 
Cougress after the By Sine ion of the said State into the Union, after 
deducting all the expenses incident to the same.” The sole question 
then is, whether or not the entry of land within our State by a land 
warrant issued by the General Government can be construed to be a 
sale either in law or in equity. If it can, then the State is entitled 
to the 3 per cent. of the net proceeds of such sale. 

The Senator from Vermont declares that the same principle would 
apply to lands granted for railroad purposes or for any public im- 
provement. In that lies the fallacy of the Senator’s position. Those 
grants are not sales. They cannot be construed to be sales. They 
are donations by the General Government in the exercise of her sov- 
ereign policy, and are not sales in any sense of the term, and are not 
so regarded and cannot be so regarded; but with reference to the 
entry of lands by military land warrants, the case is wholly different. 
By seetion 2414 of the Revised Statutes it is provided: 

All warrants for military bounty lands which have been or may hereafter be 
issued under any law of the United States, and all valid locations of the same which 
have been or may hereafter be made, are declared to be 5 by deed or in- 
strument of writing, made and executed according to such form and pursuant to 
such regulations as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, so as to vest the assignee with the rights of the original owner of the 
warrant or location. 

Sec. 2415, The warrants which have been or may hereafter be issued in pursu- 
ance of law may be located according to the legal subdivisions of the public lands 
in one body upon any lands of the United States subject to private entry at the time 
of such location at the minimum price. When such warrant is located on lands 
which are subject to entry at a greater minimum than $1.25 per acre, the locator 
shall pay to the United States in cash the difference between the value of such 
warrants at $1.25 per acre and the tract of land located on. But where such tract 
is rated at $1.25 per acre, and does not exceed the area specified in the warrant, it 
must be taken in full satisfaction thereof. 

The public lands of the United States are divided into certain sub- 
divisions, forty, eighty, and one hundred and sixty acres each, and 
fractions of those subdivisions termed lots. When those lands are 
offered for public sale under direction of the proper officer of the Gov- 
ernment and remain unsold, they are then the subject of 2 entry; 
that is, any individual may enter any subdivision of those lands by 
paying the price fixed upon them by law, $1.25 per acre, outside, of 
course, of ra limits. 

These bounty land warrants were issued by the Government as a 
bounty in reward of military service performed by soldiers of the Uni- 
ted States. They are a bounty as between the Government aud the 
soldier. By the operations of law having been made 2 1 and 
transferable, the owner of the warrant may either use it by locating 
the warrant upon land or he may dispose of it for cash. It is not a 
gift of the land. The Government gave no land when she issued 

aunty land warrants. She did not give, nor did she enter into any 
contract with the holder of a warrant that he should have, any specific 
land. It is merely a promise or a contract issued by the Government 
and put in the hands of the soldier, which was her bounty to him for 
the military service he had rendered. The possessors of those war- 
rants not desiring to locate the warrants themselves disposed of them 
for cash, so that the warrants were quoted in the financial markets at 
certain cash prices. Their sale was as common as any other article of 
trade or ang other valuable security; they were quoted in all the re- 
ports of the money markets; their price was well fixed and defined, 
not at so low a price as the Senator mentioned as arule. The warrants 
issued for forty acres, for eighty acres, for one hundred and sixty acres, 
would be of different value, but their value was well-defined, and 


there was a cash price for them, and the warrants located were not 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1003 


located by the soldiers to whom they were issued as a rule, but they 
were purchased throughout all parts of the country, and the lands 
that were subject to pares entry were purchased by the holders of 
the warrants and for by them instead of with cash. 

Why, Mr. President, the very fact that where a fraction of a gov- 
ernmental subdivision amounted to more than would be paid by the 
face of a warrant the balance was required in cash illustrates the fact 
that the payment by warrant was payment of part of the price of the 
sale of the land. If the warrant did not pay the full price the balance 
had to be paid in cash. There certainly was a sale; surely the Gov- 
ernment sold such pieces of land; and can the mere fact that in some 
cases the amount of lands entered coincided with the number of acres 
specified in the warrant which was authorized to purchase the land 
under the act of Congress change the nature of the transaction? It 
seems to me the proposition is self-evident that under this provision 
of the law the pure was made at the land office, and the mere 
delivery of the warrant to the land officer was a payment of the price 
of the land, a payment authorized by the Gen Government, and 
the price of the warrant was fixed by the Government itself at the 
rate of one dollar and a quarter for every acre specified in the warrant. 

Then take another illustration to show that this transaction of an 
entry by warrant of lands subject to private entry wasasale. Under 
the policy of the Government the citizen had a right to make actual 
settlement upon any subdivision of the public lands, and by comply- 
ing with the provisions of the pre-emption law he became entitled to 
secure from the Government a patent for the land upon which he 
had settled. Actual occupancy must characterize his settlement; 
he must remain upon the land; and the only right secured by that 
settlement is a right of what? A right of pre-emption; that is, the 
right of buying the land prior to any other person. Then, with this 
right of pre-emption secured by his settlement, he had a right to pay 
for that 1 5 either in cash or by the terms of the act of Con 
with a Jand warrant covering the number of acres which he claimed 
in his settlement. Is not that a payment? Does the law not charac- 
terize the transaction as a buying and as a selling in the very nature 
of the terms themselves? And vast bodies of our public lands were 
settled upon by pre-emptors, and their pre-emptions were paid for 
by the delivery of these land warrants to the agents of the Govern- 
ment at the land offices 333 the country, and these were lands 
which were not even subject to private purchase or sale, because the 
pre-emption laws were intended to secure actual settlement upon the 
public lands of the country and were adopted as a part of the policy 
of the country for filling up these Western States and securing an 
actual cultivation and improvement of the soil by the occupants. 

Then, Mr. President, it seems to me, by the very terms used, that 
the party by his settlement having a prior right of purchase, and be- 
ing permitted by the law to pay the purchase price by a land warrant 
delivered to the agents of the Government at a price fixed by the Gov- 
ernment, the law makes the warrant the equivalent of and the 
Government declares that she receives it as the price of the land sold 
by the Government to the settler. 

Now, Mr. President, there never has been any unnecessary delay 

m the part of the States in presenting this view of the question to 
the General Government. It has been insisted by the States that that 
was the true character of the transaction and that under this law 
they were entitled to 5 percent. of the proceeds or value of lands thus 
entered; but the Government by its officers decided adversely to that 
position, and the States have presented their claims to Congress time 
and again, but Congress has not taken action, and now we have ar- 
rived at that stage of the proceeding when we are called upon to do so. 

Very much has been said here about the generosity of the Govern- 
ment in regard to the lands given to the different States in the West. 
I have no complaint whatever to make inst the General Govern- 
ment in regard to her policy in dealing with the States of the West. 
It has been generous ; it has been worthy of a government like ours. 
It has been a characteristic of a national policy of which I am proud. 
It has resulted in the building up of an empire in the western part 
of our country that the older States are proud of as are the new 
States. And, sir, this policy has been as much for the benefit of our 
friends in the older States as it has been for our own. Who are 
we in the West, I should like to know? We aro the sons of the 
people of New England, the sons of the people of the Middle States, 
the sons of the people of the Southern States, and we intend to keep 
them all ether; no sectional distinction is to be tolerated as be- 
tween the West and the East. So far as the people of the State 
which I have the honor in part to represent are concerned, they in- 
d in no sectional feelings toward any part of this country. We 
look with as much favor and re; to the East, and we regard the 
rights of other States as y and sacredly as we do our own 
and so far as we are concerned no sectional spirit will ever beindul ged 
there. What benefits us benefits the States of the country through- 
out the whole nation. 

I trust, Mr. President, that this matter as to the claim made here 
will not be regarded, as it seems to have been in some instances, as a 
claim which has been hunted up from ancient records, or which has 
not been e e ever since the transaction occurred. We have 
always believed that this amount of money was due to these States, 
and for that reason we are here asking the General Government to 
do what we believe she has promised in her acts of Congress and her 
compacts with the States. 


Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. President, I did not intend saying anything 
upon this bill after having heard the subject so well handled by the 
Senators who have represented my sentiments, which are entirely in 
favor of the bill, and I would not now say a word if it were not that 
the people whom I have the honor, in part, to represent are interested 
in the question and believe that injastice has been done them. Hence 
I think it is but right that I should explain the reasons that they would 
give if called upon and were spomen to speak for themselves. 

It will be recollected, Mr. ident, that the course pursued by the 
Government toward the settlers on the public lands began first by 
requiring the money to be paid in hand for the land. Afterward it 
became more and more liberal toward the people. It ted them 
the right of pre-emption, and gave them by that right a credit, at 
first 1 believe of twelve months, and required the money to be paid 
at the end of the time agreed upon. Congress also passed a home- 
stead law, and in other ways gave the people encouragement to settle 
upon the public lands, 

But as I promised to be brief I will confine myself on this part of 
the subject to the peer law, which in its operation was a 
time contract with the purchaser, giving him twelve months’ time in 
which to pay for his land. Now, at the end of this time the purchaser 
could take his choice, to pay in cash or to pay in a land warrant. 
Now, if he paid for his land in cash, then there would be no question 
about it, the State would be entitled to her 5 per cent. on the sale; 
but if he paid in a warrant, the State, according to the doctrine ad- 
vanced by the opposition to this bill, must lose the per cent. Now, 
mark it, this contract was for so much cash, say for a quarter section 
or one hundred and sixty acres, $200; but a land warrant calling for 
one hundred and sixty acres was pe as good for the purposes of 

aying this debt as the $200 in Now, to my mind there is no 
Tsis in this. In other words, the General Government owes it to a 
State to be as just and as faithful in its dealings with it as it would 
zentro in return. 

he legislation on the subject of gifts to the States has been va- 

rious, and in every instance I believe in which an enabling act has 
been for any new State or for any Territory to become a State, 
this 5 per cent. clause has been inserted in some shape. The clause 
varies according to the condition of the State, or of the people, who 
occupy that State, showing that it was not pa in by any accident, 
nor was it done because of the form having nin some other bi 
and transferred to the new bill, but it seems to have been one of those 
questions that had been as thoroughly canvassed as any other con- 
nected with the subject under consideration at the time, which was, 
providing for the admission of a new State. 

At the beginning, in the case of Ohio for instance, Congress gave 
one-twentieth, as they called it, which is the same thing, reserving, 
of course, 95 per cent. to be distributed among the other States, but 
the new State should have one-twentieth of the proceeds, 2 per cent. 
of which was to be expended, under the direction of Congress, in 
connecting the navigable waters entering the Atlantic Ocean, with 
the Ohio River, thus showing that it was the intention of Congress 
to encourage the settlement of the new country, to encourage people 
to go there and to build up that country. That was the object, and 
I presume has been the object in every bill of this character that has 
been passed. 

I shall confine myself, however, as I said, to what my own 55155 
want and what they require, because this subject has been so fully 
canvassed and discussed that I do not deem it necessary for me to add 
any lengthy remarks to what has already been said, and so well said, 
by the Senators who have preceded me; so I shall content myself with 
simply a brief allusion to the effects of the present law in my own 
State, and follow the example, in this particular, which has been set 
by the Senator who has just left the floor, [Mr. MeMILLAN.] The 
operation of the law, I have no doubt, is the same in his State as it is 
in mine. 

The 5 per cent. fund was not given to be used for the same purpose 
in all the States. It was given to Ohio partly to make roads connect- 
ing it with the eastern part of the country. In Indiana and Ilinois 
the same clause was put in, but it was for roads and canals, and they 
were to use three-fifths of it under the direction of the Legislatures of 
the States. In Alabama, two-fifths were to be appropriated for roads 
and canals and the improvement of the navigation of the rivers. 
That is what I sup suited the people of that State, and they asked 
for it and obtained it. In Illinois two-fifths was for roads leading to 
the State, to be expended under the direction of 8 and the 
residue was to be used in the enconragement of learning, one-sixth 
of which should be exclusively bestowed on a college or university. 
In Iowa it was given for common schools, in Minnesota for roads and 
internal improvements. In Nevada, where there was a different kind 
of country, it was for improving roads and constructing ditches and 
canals, and effecting a general system of 1 of the agricultural 
lands in the State, evidently, as I have said, looking to the interests 
and particular needs of the people and encouraging the people in set- 
tling and in building up these new States, In sas and in Ne- 
braska it was given for common schools; in Colorado for ma 
internal improvements in the State, but not to include the homes 
or other reserved lands. If there had been any interest on the part 
of Con to curtail this thing or to settle this difficult question that 


we have up now, why was it not put in that enabling act which so 
Congress? Not one word is there said in relation to 


recently passed 
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warrants, but they do say it shall not include homesteads or other 
reserved lands. 

But, as I said, I shall confine myself mainly to my own State. What 
were the gifts to be bestowed upon her? And here let me remark that 
those gifts seem to be somewhat in the nature of a marriage outfit. 
It seems there was a union proposed to these Territories saying,“ Now, 
if you will come and make one of the States of this Union, if you will 
stop the expenses that we are now atin maintaining your government 
as a Territory, set yourselves up and become an independent State, 
we will give you certain things.” Among the rest the United States 
usually gave in the earlier days the sixteenth section in each township 
for schools, and now they give the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections. 
Ever since the days when the Kansas enabling act was passed, I be- 
lieve the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections have been given for com- 
mon-school purposes. They gave six sections of land for each salt 
spring, to the number of twelve. In most of the new States they 
gave, I believe, twenty sections for public buildings at the State capi- 
tal. In many of the States they gave a certain amount for a uni- 
versity or college. In addition to that they gave them the 5 per cent., 
as I have said, to some for one purpose and to some for another. In 
my own State they gave it to assist in building up common schools, 
whereby we should be enabled to educate free of charge all the youth 
of the State, which is a cherished object among my people this day, 
and it will soon be secured. 

These were the gifts that we were to have, conditioned, as we have 
learned of the Senator who has just yielded the floor, for the same 
condition applies to my State as his, that an articleshould be entered 
into which should go to show that they would irrevocably allow the 
matter to stand in the hands of Congress to manage the primary dis- 
posal of the soil. To agree that that should not De interfered with, 
was one of the main things required of the State when she entered 
into the Union. 

Now, I want to show the gifts that they have bestowed upon our 
State other than this 5 percent. I would ask any Senator here if he 
would consider that it would be fair and honorable treatment to our 
State, under this contract, to deprive us of the land that we received 
for public buildings, for salt springs, for a penitentiary, and for the 
other purposes of the contract? There were five provisions, allud- 
ing, first, to the school lands; second, to the salt springs; third, to 
the public balanga ; fourth, to the 5 a penitentiary ; fifth, 
to the 5 per cent. fund. IJ ask if it would have n fair treatment 
to our State to have deprived us by any means whatever of these 
values that go to set up our State, to enable us, in other words, to 
commence business as a State by constructing our public buildings, 
improving our salt springs, &c.? I do not think there is a Senator 
who would say that that would be fair treatment; and 25 it would 
be just as fair as now by any species of legislation to deprive us of 
our rights to the money after the Jand has been sold by the Govern- 
ment. I know it is admitted that we are entitled to 5 per cent. on 
the actual sales for cash; but the qnestion now comes, and it is the 
only question that we have to settle here, whether this disposition of 
the lands was not in the nature of a sale, whether it was not a pur- 
chase on the part of the individual as much when bought and paid 
for in warrants as if it had been paid for in cash; if so, then why 
are we not entitled to the 5 per cent. when warrants are laid upon 
the land? 

I will venture the assertion here that nineteen-twentieths of all 
land that was entered by land warrants in my State, which amounts 
to over two million acres, would have been sold at the same time and 
to the same parties for cash if it had not been for these warrants 
being obtained at a little less than $1.25 an acre. It required $200 
to buy one hundred and sixty acres if you paid cash. A warrant was 
just enough less to induce a man to put his money in a warrant, and 
save a few dollars and then buy the land with the warrant. I hap- 
pened to know a good deal about this at the time. I know, as was 
said by my colleague yesterday, that warrants were so well fixed in 
their values in our country, and I suppose in every other State or 
Territory, that they were counted as so many dollars by bankers and 
other dealers, because, if you could get a warrant’ at, say, $185 or 
thereabouts, it was just as good as so many dollars of gold to the 
holder. It cost $4 of office fees to locate a land warrant of one hun- 
dred and sixty acres; it cost 3 you bought the land for cash; 
so that a warrant at $196 was just the same as paying cash. It had 
to be less than that if the purchaser made anything on the transac- 
tion. The average price of a warrant, I think, in my State was about 
$185, or a little above that, so that about $10 on each one hundred 
and et Par pee of land was saved to the man who wished to enter 
one hundred and sixty acres by purchasing a warrant instead of pay- 
ing the cash. As I said, nineteen-twentieths of the land would have 
been entered at the time with the cash if the warrants had not been 
issued, or if they had not been able to purchase them at a discount. 

Then comes the question, was this en from us rightfully when 
we had itin our own hands? Was it rightfully or wron y taken? 
I hold that this question is one that there ought not to be any doubt 
upon in our minds. It is either just or unjust; it is right or it is 
wrong. If it is right, then the States ought to have it, whether the 
amount is little or much. If it is not right, the measure ought not 
to receive the vote of a single Senator. That is my idea upon the 


question. Still we sometimes honestly differ about what is right and 
what is wrong, and this case I suppose is no exception to the rule. 


I repeat that warrants were used in the place of cash and answered’ 
the purposes of cash, and that the cash would have been paid if the 
warrants had not been putin. The only question, then, is whether 
these warrants were a pitt to the soldier or whether they paid the 


debt that we owed to the soldier. I hold that the soldiers are as a 
general thing the pocreee DAIS people on the earth for the work they 
perform. They risk their lives and their all for the honor and integ- 
rity of our country. We give them the small pittance of twelve or- 
fourteen or sixteen dollars a month, and when their work is done,. 
dare we call it a gift, treating them as paupers or beggars at our 
gate, asking us to donate this land to them as a gift, or do we not 
rather say, “We have not paid you sufficiently, and we will now pay 
you a reasonable price in some other way?“ 

Was not this considered as a payment to the soldiers? If I were 
called upon to vote for a measure of that kind to-day, I should con- 
sider that the soldier had earned it and that it was his by right, and 
that I was not giving him, as was termed by one Senator, a gratu- 
ity,” or that I was not, as was said by another, “bartering” away 
the property of the nation. No, sir, I think we gave this land to the 
soldier to fit him out with a home. We said to him: “Here is aland 
warrant for one hundred and sixty acres of land; go and get you a 
home in the new countries and settle upon it.“ Some of them said: 
“We cannot settle upon it; we cannot afford to gothere.” We then 
made the warrants assignable, and said: “If it not suit you to 
go, yon can sell it for money.” 

I do not know what the warrants sold for. The Senator from Ver- 
mont said they sold for sper or sixty cents. That may have applied 
to the agricultural scrip which was thrown on the market in quan- 
tities that covered millions of acres, but it didnot apply,in my coun- 
try at any rate, to the land warrants which were given to the soldiers. 
Mr. President, the people of the older States are not losing anything 
by voting this claim for the benefit of the new States. Here is a re- 
turn that the people in the States where they had no public lands 
received. They have taken of our lands for agricultural purposes I 
do not know how much—eight or ten million acres, perhaps. The 
State of New York alone was entitled, under the law that authorized 
the issuance of agricultural scrip to the States for the purposes of 
building up and maintaining their agricultural schools, to over one 
million acres of land. 

Mr. PADDOCK. One million and fifty thousand acres. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. My colleague says, to be more exact, that it was 
a million and fifty thousand acres of land. I did not fi it up, but 
I knew it was about that amount. These lands were thus taken; but 
we are not asking in this bill for any return for them. One million 
acres of land in my own State have been taken up by the people of 
other States with this scrip. We got but ninety thousand acres ; we 
had but three representatives—thirty thousand acres being allowed 
to each Representative and Senator. The State of my friend from 
Vermont, who is opposing this bill so strenuously, got a great deal 
more of this land than we did. These States have received their share 
and more than their share, so that they are not the sufferers, and should 
not be found in opposition to this bill. 

Then, again, according to the argument made by the Senator from 
Vermont a few moments ago, lands have been granted for railroad 
purposes, applying the benefits of the grant tomy own State. It was 
the ple of the United States who asked to have the Union Pacific 
Road and its branches constructed. They wanted the road, but did 
not care whether Nebraska got a foot of road. They wanted a road 
to the Pacific Ocean, and in building that road they had to pass 
through some of our States and Territories. In doing that the land 

nt reached into my own State, but did the Government suffer 
ereby? It immediately put its lands up to a doublo price when it 
sold them, and gave only half the quantity of land to a man who was 
an actual settler, so that there was no loss to the Government. On the 
contrary, it settled up that country, and has helped to build up the 
business that is adding so much to the wealth of the Eastern States. 
and to the whole country. My colleague showed yesterday that we 
are paying seventeen times the amount of internal revenue that the 
State of Vermont pays to the Government, and we are taking out less 
than she takes out; in other words, it takes more to run that State, 
or to pay its government expenses, than it takes to run Nebraska. 
I am only trying to answer in part the argument made by the Sena- 
tor from that State. I have no desire to make any attack upon his 
State or upon any other State. I do not care how well they may be 
off. Whatever is just they should do; whatever is unjust they should 
not do. I hold that they have got more out of this than we have in 
our own State, and, consequently, I say that there is no harm to be 
done to them, and, on the contrary, that we have a right to this fund. 

There were a million acres of land lost to usin another way—land 
that was taken up by speculators using this agricultural scrip. If 
that land should be open to-day for settlement we should probably 
have one hundred thousand more actual settlers in our country than 
we have. But we have not complained of this. We only ask that 
justice should be done us in this matter, a matter of actual dollars 
and cents; a matter of value which the Government received, ac- 
knowledged, and considered to be of value, to be equal to dollars and 
cents deposited in the Treasury. 

Therefore we have just grounds for all that we are asking in this 
matter. It is a mere pittance compared with what some of the other 
States have received, but still it is our right as we believe. We 
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believe that we are entitled to it, justly and properly entitled to it, 
and, thus believing, I stand ready to advocate the bill and to vote for 


its à 

Mr. MORGAN . Mr. President, the Committee on Public Lands in 
reporting this bill have included the State of Alabama among those 
that are supposed to be the beneficiaries of the measure. I do not 
know that this was done at the instance of any one from my State; 
but the committee in looking over the whole field probably saw that 
they could not include a portion of the States controlled by similar 
legislation without including them all. I would very much prefer 
that this measure should not now be considered. I would prefer, if 
the honorable Senator from Vermont who is not now in his seat [ Mr. 
EDMUNDS] would consent, that the bill should go over until the next 
session of this Congress, in order that the people of Alabama and 
their Legislature, which meets in November, should have an oppor- 
tunity of looking into the question and examining and deciding for 
themselves whether or not their material interests would be promoted 
by the passage of the bill; for I take it for granted that there is not 
much expectation in the Senate that this bill will receive any votes 
unless it may be from Senators whose States would be benefited by 
the operation of the pro law. 

There seems to be in the Senate, so far as I can ascertain from ex- 
pressions already made before us, a division of opinion between the 
-old States and the new States on this question, the old States insist- 
ing that they have received nothing more than they were actually 
entitled to receive from the Federal Government, and the new States 
insisting that they have not received so much as they were entitled 
to receive either in equity or by the contract or compact under which 
they were admitted into the Union. 

Alabama has received her percentage upon about twenty millions of 
money that have been realized from the sale of lands within herown 
territory. More than half the public domain of Alabama has been sold 
for money and the money paid into the Treasury of the United States, 
and upon that half Alabama has received 5 per cent. As I cast the 
account at this time, the balance stands nst her, and under the 
operations of this bill it would remain against her from henceforth. 
It would be a losing business, in other words, if the State of Alabama 
would accept the provisions of this bill as it has been brought in from 
the Committee on Public Lands, It would also be a losing business 
in the event the bill should be amended as suggested by the Senator 
from Florida, [Mr. Jongs.] Of course in looking for my own State 
at a question of this kind, that fact striking my attention leads me 
to scrutinize the principles of this bill more thoroughly perhaps than 
I otherwise might be disposed todo. I think lamin a position almost 
as impartial and indifferent upon this question as any other Senator 
upon this floor, The difference» in the amount, as I estimate it, would 
be about this: If we should include within the amount to be com- 
puted under this bill the homestead entries which have been made 
since 1866 in the State of Alabama the sum of money that we would 
receive under the bill would run up to about $82,000. Estimatin 
the whole amount that the Government of the United States woul 
be required to pay for all the lands included in the homestead entries 
and taken up by military bounty land warrants at $5,000,000, our 

uota of the debt would be $100,000, and we should stand in need of 
$20,000 more to make our account balance. But then Alabama is not 
a very large State in respect of population. We have about a mill- 
ion of people there now, and of course the burdens of taxation, which 
must be resorted to for the perpen of making up this $5,000,000, 
would fall more heavily upon States that have larger populations and 
more wealth. Therefore I believe that I am in a condition to view 
this question about as impartially as almost any other Senator upon 
‘this floor. My interests are almost equally balanced. 

I do not intend to go over the whole field of debate. I do not 
intend to discuss the 3 of the respective compacts entered 
into by the States with the United States. I take my own State as 
presente in the history of the legislation in this respect about as 

ull and complete a case as can be presented for the application of 
all the doctrines and ane fer that have been relied upon on either 
side in the discussion before the Senate. I shall therefore refer his- 
torically to the legislation in reference to the State of Alabama which 
belongs to this subject, and also to some part of the legislation of 
Alabama, so that we may see what has been the conduct of the Gen- 
eral Government toward the State, and in what spirit that conduct 
has been received and acted upon by the State of Alabama, because 
I feel bound by the conduct of my State as expressed in resolutions 
and in enactments of the General Assembly. 

In 1819, when provision was made for admitting Alabama into the 
Valen the following was stipulated as one of the terms of her ad- 
mission : 


Third. That 5 per cent. of the net 


roceeds of the lands lying within the said 
Tonio, and which shall be sold by 
tember, 


gress, from and after the 1st day of Se 

the year 1819, after deducting all expenses incident to the same, shali 

be reserved for 1 roads, canals, and improving the navigation of rivers, 

+ of which three-fifths shall be applied to those objects within the said State, under 
the direction of the soy eer thereof, and two-fifths to the making of a road or 
roads leading to the said State, under the direction of Congress. 


I would here remark that one reason why I would very much pre- 
fer that this discussion should be adjourned until next mber is 
the fact that a cause is pending in the Supreme Court of the United 
‘States, in which I happen to represent one of the parties, in which 
this third clause of the sixth section of this act is under considera- 


tion, and if the Supreme Court should find itself | preg of the 
proper jurisdiction to decide, it will decide some of the questions, 
ane tno most important questions that have been raised in this de- 
ate. 
The next act on the subject which is worthy of attention was passed 
5 of May, 1822, in the third section of which act it is pro- 
vided : 


That the Secre of the Treasury shall, from time to time, and whenever the 
8 accounts ublie moneys of the several land offices in the State of 
bama shall be settled, 3 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of the 


lands of the United States within the State of Alabama, which since the Ist 

day of September, in the year 1819, bave been, or hereafter may be, sold by the 

United States, after deducting all expenses incident to the same, to such person or 

rsons as may or shall be authorized by the Legislature of the said State of Ala- 
to receive the same. 

Congress there provided that the State of Alabama might appoint 
an agent, an individual to receive this money. The State of Ala- 
bama afterward provided by statute that the governor might ap- 
point such an agent, and, so far as I am advised, all of that statutory 
arrangement on the part of both governments still exists. 

Mr. President, I refer to this matter for the purpose of suggesting 
to the Senate the consideration of this proposition: Whatever ques- 
tion has been argued here and whatever question shall be argued here 
upon the existing state of the law is a question of a judicial nature, 
to be decided properly by a court. I confess that I have a strong and 
firm objection to the decision. by the Congress of the United States 
of any questions relating to the payment of the debts of the Govern- 
ment to individuals or to States which can properly and legitimately 
be made the subject of judicial ascertainment. I believe in relegat- ; 
ing to the judicial tribunals of this country the decision of all ques- 
tions that Tropen belong to them. Perhaps it is because I have not 
a sufficiently broad view of the law, or perhaps not a sufficiently defi- 
nite or distinct view of the law; but I cannot see why the State of 
Alabama could not under this statute send an agent to Washington 
City and move for a writ of mandamus in the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia against the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office to compel him to state an account between that State and 
the United States Government so as to include 5 per cent. upon the 
value of all lands entered therein upon military land warrants, if the 
law authorizes us to have that money. I remember that in the de- 
cision of gered | vs. Madison a doctrine quite equivalent to the 
proposition that I now state was affirmed by the Supreme Court 
of the United States. I do believe that if the State of Alabama 
thought she was entitled to have the computation of this 5 per cent. 
made upon that amount in value of land which had been taken up by 
military land warrants an open remedy exists in her behalf in the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, and I believe that that 
agent could come as an individual and prosecute his writ of man- 
damus. But suppose I may be mistaken in that. 8 there 
should be some mystery of executive power which would fence off 
the writ of mandamus, so that it would not lie against the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office in the enforcement of a matter of 
right of this character, it would be very easy for Congress to empower 
that court to entertain jurisdiction of the subject, and then we should 
be relieved of this endeavor on the part of Congress, not merely to 
create laws and to create debts and obligations under laws, but after- 
ward to sit in Jadgmens under those laws and to enforce our judg- 
ment through our decrees here—a matter which I think legitimately 
belongs to the judicial department of this Government. 

The legislation in Congress on this subject which followed after 
that which I have mentioned related to the inclusion within the mean- 
ing of this act of admission of certain Chickasaw land grants, and after 
that of certain reservations in favor of the Creek Indians. It is not 
necessary for me, in order to make apparent the proposition for which 
I contend, to read those enactments. Sonaro as late as 1836 made 

rovision in reference to the computation of the 5 per cent. upon those 
ands which had been reserved by treaty with the Chickasaw, and I 
believe the Choctaw, and I know with the Creek Indians. : 

Those reservations were given by the treaty of March, 1832, as I 
remember, to the heads of lies of the Creek Nation. They took 
their lands out of the public domain by selection, by reservation ; 
and they were rmitted to sell them at private sale with the con- 
sent and approbation of the proper officer of the Land Office. It was 
contended on the part of the State of Alabama that these lands 
should be included in the computation of the 5 per cent. That was 
a disputed 80 Alabama did not see proper to go to law 
about it. She came to Congress for relief, and she got it. Now, 
what was the nature of that relief? Alabama conceded, by makin 
the application, that she would not get it under the law as it s A 
but that morally or oqnitabiy she was entitled to it; or that she was 
entitled to it as a part of that general publie policy by which the 
Government of the United States tried to build up her population, 
as the Government also tried to build up the population of all the 
new States. So Alabama came to Congress and made this request, 
and Congress granted it. I do not understand that this act of Con- 

was a construction of the act of 1819, providing for her admis- 
sion into the Union. I regard it as an amendment of that act. 
True, it was not necessary that the State of Alabama should form- 
ally 8 it, because it was an amendment made in her favor; it 
was for her benefit, and her acceptance was presumed. I think 
that that act and the act in regard to the Chickasaw reservation, and, 
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indeed, all the acts of E acts of ad- 


mission, or compact as it is here, were mere amendments of 
the original compact. I regard this bill which has been reported by 
the Committee on Public Lands to the Senate asa mere amendment 
of all these compacts in one mass. In other mode, pales Congress 
shall enact some law in addition to those which t upon the stat- 
ute-book, the right will not exist. This bill does not have reference 
to the remedy alone. If it had reference to the remedy, it would in- 
struct the Commissioner to compute the 5 per cent. upon all those 
lands which have been taken up by all appropriations in the nature 
of sales, of whatever kind or character, and would not go on to de- 
fine what were sales under the different and various compacts entered 
into on the admission of these States into the Union. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to ask him 
a question there ? 

Mz, PLUMB. ` Suppose that C gress, by legislation, had provided 

x . ` Suppose that Con y le; on, provi 
that the bonds of the United States should 5 for public 
lands, and suppose they had been so received, would not further leg- 
islation be required in order to authorize the Commissioner of tlie 
General Land Omice or the proper authority to pay the 5 per cent. 
upon the sales made in that vk A 

Mr. MORGAN. Unquestionably so; but what would be the nature 
of an act which made provision that they should be so received? 
That would be an amendment of existing law; it would be a new 
law, not a law declaratory of a right existing under an old one. My 

roposition is that all the acts in regard to all the States which en- 

arge the operation of the original compacts made with them are in 
the nature of amendments to the original law. They increase and 
enlarge a right which was not cov or fully defined by the origi- 
nal proposition, 

In 1841 the Congress of the United States, dealing with the 2 ces 
cent. portion of the 5 per cent. funds which had been graniet in 1819 
to the State of Alabama, authorized the payment of that money into 
the hands of the treasurer of the State for the purpose of being ap- 
plied to certain ified works of public improvement, to wit: the 
connection by road (it did not say railroad, bnt I — * that is what 
was contemplated) of the eastern and western bo 
a 8 opposite to Columbus, in Georgia, and the 
h the Mississippi boundary wherever the Legislature 


r 


commencing at 

other end to touc. 
might see proper to locate it. e other part of the provision was to 
connect the navigable waters of the Tennessee River with the navi- 
gable waters of the Alabama River. That was the particular purpose 
to which the 2 per cent. fand was to be applied when the Congress of 
the United States consented that it wonld release its own control over 
it and place it entirely in the control of the Legislature of Alabama, 

I wish to remark here, in reference to the application of that fund, 
that the waters of the Tennessee River and of the Mobile Bay have 
been already connected by works of internal pes) aber ye which 
have been the recipient of the 2 per cent. fand, and also of the 3 per 
cent. fund; and so in like manner the other part of the purpose of 
this grant has been entirely completed. If there be a trust restin 
upon the Congress of the United States limiting the expenditure o; 
that money to the purpose of making these lines of communication, 
that trust is executed, and the State of Alabama could not have a 
legitimate right to that money unless, in addition to providing one 
line of communication across the State from east to west, and from 
north to south, crossing each other at right angles as they do, it should 
claim now that it had a right to build two or more lines of communi- 
cation from these very points across the entire bosom of the State 
and to its opposing borders. 

Under the terms of this grant as it was originally made, and as it 
has been amended by acts of Congres and accepted and acted upon 
by the Legislature of Alabama, the money which we would derive 
under this bill, if we should get any at and the money that we 
will hereafter derive from the 5 per cent. fand, would be expended 
in Alabama merely for the purpose of building up corporations, al- 
ready powerful, that have completed their lines of railways. Ala- 
bama stands in the attitude of a cestui que trust, who has received 
from this fund all the benefit that was designed to be conferred upon 
her under the provisions of the original enactment. That is to say, 
she is connected across all of her borders by lines of railway commu- 
nication with the assistance of this fund, and then she is connected 
with all the outer world by similar lines. 

Mr. ALLISON. Would I disturb my friend if I should ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator what the State of 
Alabama did with the 5 per cent. fund granted to her under the act 
of 1855? Did that fund go to this general purpose for improvement 
of which the Senator speaks? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator means the 10 per cent. fund ? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I mean the 5 per cent. fund under the act of 
1855 whereby all the Indian reservations were included. 

Mr. MORGAN. That was expended, as I understand, in the im- 
provements to which I have alluded. That all went together; and 
a part of the 10 per cent. fund that the State of Alabama received, 
which was called the distribution of . the sales of the 
public lands, was applied to her foreign debt. 

Looking at this question as a Senator from the State of Alabama, 
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I do not see how the people of that State are to be at all benefited by 
any increase of the 5 per cent. fund, because as well by their legis- 
lation as by acts of Congress, and by the compact of admission itself, 
this fund is held in trust for particular purposes, and these trusts, as 
I have remarked, have been really and substantially executed. If 
we had the privilege of bestowing it upon our school fund I can see 
where it would be of some advantage to us, provided the amount of 
money we should receive would be greater than that we had to pay; 
but I regard all of this 5 per cent. fund, at least in reference to the 
future operation of this proposed law, as a mere tax upon the people 
of my State. 

What we need in Alabama more than anything else is population. 
We want our vacant lands occupied and cultivated. Instead of hav- 
ing a million of people in Alabama we are easily able to accommodate 
three or four millions; and a great proportion of that population 
would have the advantage of entirely fresh and virgin soils for cul- 
tivation. We need 1 far more than we need the assist- 
ance of measures like this. When our people are required, as they 
should be required, to pay at least the amount of money into the 
Treasury of the United States which they would get under the 5 per 
cent. law in order to take up the public lands, how are they advan- 

if they have to pay more for their lands than the 5 per cent. 
would amount to when lands are estimated at a dollar and a quar- 
ter per acre? It would be only a tax upon the people of Alabama for 
the purpose of raising a fund to assist rai corporations which 
are not needy in building up new lines of communication between the 
north and the south and the east and the west of that State. In all 
the future operations of this 5 per cent. law upon the State of Alabama 
it is a mere tax upon those who shall occupy the unoccupied lands; 
those who shall enter lands or bay lands from the Government of the 
United States. It is merely for the pu of raising a fund to hand 
over to men who do not need it, pa who in return would not be ex- 
8 to render any essential public service to the people of that 

Now, I come to another feature of the legislation of Congress in 
reference to the public lands in the State of Alabama, which is re- 
ferred to in the amendment of the Senator from Florida. In 1866, 
after we had passed through the war and when we had some hope 
and certainly great need for an increase of the population of the 
State, the Congress of the United States withdrew all the lands in 
that State from the operation of every public land law except the 
homestead law. It prevented all entries of land at any price what- 
soever ; it prevented the sales of public lands, and confined the peo- 
ple of that State to the single right of occupying homesteads by actual 
settlement upon the public lands, in accordance with the provisions 
of the acts of Congress upon that subject. We regarded that as a 
hardship. While this law was thus bearing down upon five of the 
Southern States the remaining States of the Union that had public 
lands within their borders were permitted to enjoy the benefit of all 
the acts of Congress in reference to location of military land warrants 
and in reference to public sales. Pre-emption rights, and whatever 
rights the Government had nted theretofore, the citizens of the 
other States were permitted to enjoy the benefit of; but we were 
shut ont. The purpose of this legislation was, of course, entirely ob- 
vious. The purpose was to enable the negro . to acquire 
homes without expense. Some of them did so; and some of the poorer 
classes of weer did so; but it wassucha restriction upon thesale 
of public lands, sucha barrier and burden to the immigration of people 
into our State, as that the State lost very considerably by it in the 
increase of its population and its resources and wealth. That is a 


just matter of complaint on our part; and if this bill is passed it 


should include a provision to entitle us to the 5 per cent. upon all 
the homestead entries that were made during this ten years of time 
when the other rights of entry were suspended and denied to us by 
the act of Congress. But the bill as reported from the committee, 
instead of giving us the benefit of the 5 per cent. upon the lands 
taken up under the homestead entries during this period of suspen- 
sion, absolutely denies it to us, and we have now no right whatever 
according to the provisions of this bill to receive any compensation 
upon those lands which we were prohibited from buying, and which 
were therefore handed over to men for nothing, yon may say, except 
the fees and expenses of paying for patents for the land at the land 
offices. These lands were handed over to them without cost and 
without puan If this is a bill to settle the eqnities between the 
different States of the Union, if it is a bill which goes upon the high 
ground that there has been some inequitable arrangement in regard 
to the disposition of tbe public lands and the 5 per cent. due there- 
upon, let it be converted into a bill to reach all the evils which have 
arisen in the course of the administration of the public land laws in 
the States, and let full and entire justice be done. 

But, Mr. President, while I believe that it is as much our right to 
have 5 per cent. computed upon the lands taken up by homestead 
entry as it is the right of others to have 5 per cent. computed upon 
lands taken up by military bounty land warrants, I do not believe 
that it was within the contemplation of the law-makers at the time 
of the admission of these different States into the Union and the 


making of these different compacts thata computation should be made 
upon anything else than upon the sales of land for money. We hear 
of trusts in this debate. What kind of trusts? Trasts not attaching 


to lands, but trusts attaching to money. The lawyers of this body 
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cannot fail to see the distinction which thrusts itself upon their atten- 
tion, I think, between a trust attaching to the land of the United 
States in these various States that have been admitted into the Union, 
and a trust that attaches to the money when realized by a sale of the 
lands. The difference, to my mind, is entirely obvious that no State 
of the American Union, none of these States when they were admit- 
ted into the Union came into this body of States with any right or 
rivilege attaching in their behalf in the nature of a trast upon the 
ds included in their borders, On the contrary, the Congress of 
the United States could not have encumbered the Jands with such a 
trust as that, because the Constitution requires that Congress shall 
freely dispose of the public domain. 

The Constitution does not permit the States and Congress to dispose 
of the public domain; it is not to be done by a joint arrangement 
between them, but the sole and entire power of disposition is vested 
in the Con of the United States under the Constitution. If the 
Congress should undertake to embarrass its right of disposition, if 
this Congress, for instance, should undertake to embarrass the power 
of a succeeding Congress in the 1 of the public lands by 
creating a trust upon the whole y of the lands for specific pur- 
poses in favor of a State or of individuals, I think that this Congress 
would fail to execute its purpose because of the unconstitutionality 
of such an endeavor. The reason is that Congress could never have 
created a trust of that kind in favor of these particular States with- 
out having deprived itself of the power with which the Constitution 
invests it to make an absolute final disposition of the public lands, 
and that, too, in accordance with its own discretion. 

It seems to me that the language of these different compacts, as 
they are called, is quite forcible enough to impress upon an ordinary 
mind, at least, without any need of illustration or argument, that it 
was the intention of Congress in the parage of these laws to retain 
to itself the entire discretionary power of disposing of these lands 
and to secure to the States the right to 5 per cent. upon the money 
when it should be realized. Whatever there may be in the nature of 
a trust connected with this whole subject attaches upon the money 
and not upon the land. The grantor of this trust (and I assume that 
the Government of the United States is the grantor, as I hall pres- 
ently show) reserved to itself the absolute power of disposition in 
any way it saw proper—the power to dispose of it by gift or by sale— 
the power to dis of it at a dollar and a quarter an acre or at 
twelve and a half cents an acre, orin any way thatit saw proper. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The absolute power to dispose of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. On the point to which the Senator from Alabama 
is now speaking, I should like to call his attention to a proviso in the 
first section of the act of 1841. 

Mr. MORGAN. Please to read it; I have not got it before me. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was trying to find it. It is the acb distributing 
the proceeds of the sales of the public lands. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes; I think I have that. 

Mr. ALLISON. That act expressly reserves the right of the United 
States to make such disposition of the public lands as it shall see 
proper thereafter, with reference to price, &c., but no such reserva- 
tion is found in any of these compacts of admission. Therefore it 
seems that the men who passed the act of 1841 did think it necessary 
to make such a reservation in order that the United States might 
exercise the power of which the Senator is now speaking. 

Mr. MORGAN. Law-makers, of course, who have any respect for 
the Constitution of the country, in drafting acts of Congress are al- 
ways cautious in their expressions to reserve to each department of 
the Government all of its constitutional authority. Those who framed 
these original compacts, perhaps, were not as much influenced by a 
feeling of caution as those who framed the law to which the Senator 
has called my attention. Therefore, in the act distributing the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of public lands there was perhaps an undue caution 
used, but that admission by that Congress does not prove at all that 
the Congress of the United States had ever surrendered to the States 
or to anybody else the absolute power of dis 1 of the public do- 
main, because Con could never have made that surrender with- 
out a violation of its constitutional duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall not trouble the Senator to read the act I 
referred to. It is found on page 454 of the volume, and is an express 
reservation of the ss to make such disposition of the public lands 
as Congress in its judgment may see proper to exercise. 

Mr. MORGAN. [regard those reservations as being merely cau- 
tionary, as being intended to exclude any argument or conclusion to 
the contrary, but they add nothing at all to the strength of the propo- 
sition that Congress has the power under the Constitution to make 
un absolute disposal of the public lands; and that phraseology in- 
clndes whatsoever disposal Congress may see proper to make in the 
exercise of its right of eminent domain for the purposes legitimately 
_ connected with the disposal of the public lands. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to disturb the Senator, but is it not 
a disposal within the meaning of the Constitution to say to a State 
coming into the Union that if you come into the Union on certain 
conditions which we impose you shall have 5 per cent. of the proceeds 
of the land in that State? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It did not say “the proceeds of the land.” 

Mr. MORGAN. That is unquestionably a disposal of 5 per cent. of 
the proceeds of the sales of these public lands whenever these mon- 
eys accrue from the sales, but it is not a disposal of the land, neither 


is it a mortgage upon it, neither is it an incumbrance upon it, nor is 
it a shadow even upon the title of the United States. The title of 
the United States remains absolutely as perfect after it has granted 
to a State the right of 5 per cent. upon the proceeds of such land as 
it chooses to sell as it was before such a provision was made. 

I wish to say something of the legislation of my own State on this 
subject, more with a view of my justification before my own constit- 
uency than before the Senate of the United States. We have had a 
traditional policy in Alabama upon the subject of the public lands, 
and it has always been directly in keeping and abreast with what I 
conceive to be the wise and excellent policy of the Government. of 
the United States in their disposal, particularly when that policy has 
looked toward the furnishing to the people at the lowest possible 
price homes for settlement in the newer parts of our territory. It 
will be remembered that very early, even, indeed, before the adoption 
of the Constitution of the United States, the older States that held 
vast domains lying to the northwest, Virginia for instance, yielded 
up their lands virtually to the Government of the United States by 
an act of cession with certain restrictions and qualifications therein 
expressed, having for the p of the céssion, as they expressed it, 
the payment of the public debt, the payment of mses of the revo- 
lutionary war, and also the enco ement of the building up of new 
States and also the furnishing population from the older States mi- 
grating to the West convenient and desirable homes. In the grant 
made by Virginia, of the Northwestern Territory, and in the t 
made by Georgia of the territory running west to the Mississippi River, 
an express stipulation was imposed that the territory should be di- 
vided up into States and should be admitted into the Union when 
each Territory had, I believe, 60,000 population. The idea was at that 
time to spread our borders to the West, to encourage our people to go 
to the West to take up homes and to open up the vast and rich do- 
main which since that time has produced before the world, as I think, 
the most marvelous change from a wilderness to a cultivated, bright, 
and beautiful country, that has existed in any country in all the an- 
nals of history. 

I will read a memorial of the General Assembly of the State of Ala- 
bama to the Congress of the United States which was passed by the 
General Assembly and approved on the 16th of January, 1844, relat- 
ing to this subject: 

eee emcee ie ET sae ae 
sem conven ues e Con, 0 e 
nate 2 reduce the prices of the public lands within the State of Alabama ‘itch 
have been long in market and remain unsold, with a view of getting clear of the 
bad oe of the land-office system and making those lands private property. 

re are some nineteen millions of acres of public lands within the State, which 
have been in market, some for a po pa for twenty, and some for thirty years ; and 


notwithstanding the several of a rise and of prices of products, and the 
at oe eee ae oe in them, and notwithstanding our citizens have 

seized with the spirit of m, and have traversed all of the West and 
Southwestern States in quest of public lands, yet so worthless have been the bar- 
rens and mountains of Alabama, that but few tracts have entered of this great 


waste. 


instead of tax inhabitants. Wh, Said sapanta tin tte: 25 fi 
ms o! e] 8. 8 n attem orce 
up the prices * — and mountains, — although 8 by in tants. 
from nity to two hundred years, are yet not worth twenty cents acre, and in 
many cases not half that sum? What reason is there to conclude similar lands. 
are worth more money in Alabama, where thereare fewer inhabitants, more recently 
settled, and the country less healthy? Your memorialists request that Congress. 
may reduce the prices of said lands according to the periods of ime that the several 
districts may haye been in the market, and securing rights of pre-emption to occu- 
pants for limited periods of time at each stage of reduction. 

And be it resolved, That the governor transmit a copy of the foregoing memorial 
to the Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

This memorial was repeated in substance by the Legislature of Al- 

abama at successive sessions. The Congress of the United States 

ielding to these re rs coming not merely from Alabama but. 

rom elsewhere, reduced the price of lands so that those that had 
been in the market for thirty years or more might be obtained by en- 
try at twelve and one-half cents per acre. I desire to ask the friends 
of this billaquestion. If a trust was put upon the landsin Alabama at 
the time of her admission into the Union whereby she should receive 5 
per cent. of the proceeds of the sales of the lands, and if the lands at that 
time were in the market at $1.25 per acre, the sum assumed in this 
bill as the basis on which the calculation must be made throughout 
the whole period covered by the bill, why was it that the Congress 
of the United States had the power to break the trust, to take from 
it its most essential value by reducing the lands from $1.25 down to 
twelve and one-half cents? If it was a trust for any purpose at all 
as is assumed in this bill, it was a trust at $1.25 an acre and not at 
twelve and one-half cents an acre. Now, I take just the opposite 
view of it. I think there is more than one trust connected with 
this matter, and I shall presently read from a decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States which I think fully defines the nature of 
this trust. But the great trust, the trust which is the overpowering 
and 5 of this whole pro e of the disposition 
of the public lands is the trust for the botaneg up of these new 
States, for their admission into the Union, for g them up with 
population, for the reduction of the price of the public lands so that 
the people might enjoy homesteads in, and thereby increase the 
general prosperity of the entire land. That was the master trust 


owns waste, valueless lan 
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the 
sales and de- 


that was involved in that system of legislation, and in prona 
fund of 5 per cent. which might be taken out of the lan 
_ voted to particular works of internal improvement. 

Alabama was extremely chary and cautious about the receipt of 
the proceeds of the sales of the publiclands. Her statesmen did not 
believe in the constitutionality of thatlaw; but other States received 
the money, and after a while Alabama gave her consent to receive it. 
In the third section of the act of February 4, 1846, in receiving the 
money, she declares: 

That in receiving the portion of the fund now allotted to Alabama from the act 


-of distribution already by the erry aa of the United States, Alabama does 
not thereby sanction that policy, but still pproves it, and is opposed to any like 
‘legislation in future. 


This is legislation not precisely like that, but very much like it. 
This seems to me to be more nearly a parallel case with the distribu- 
tion of the proceeds of the sales of pe lic lands than any other in the 
history of American legislation. The principles are almost identical 
in both cases, except that it is claimed in the case presented in the 
bill now before the Senate that there is a compact, a contract, an 

ment, or a covenant, by which the United States Government 
is compelled to pay this 5 per cent. or otherwise to forfeit its duty to 
the State. 

But I go to the point of this discussion. There is some misunder- 
standing I think in the Senate in reference to the state of the law in 
the United States upon the subject of the title that the States have and 
that the United States have in the public lands. A case was brought 
from my own State, the case of Pollard’s lessee vs. Hagan, which it 
seems to me disposes of that question and entirely overturns the 
theory which was advanced, as Í understood, Aegon Me the Sena- 
tor from Florida [Mr. Jones] upon the authority of Mr. Sumner, of 
Massachusetts, that public lands within the States would have been 
liable to taxation but for the concessions which were made in the acts 
of admission by the States, whereby they agreed that they would not 
tax them until five years after they had been sold by the General 
Government. The case to which I refer was an action of ejectment 
brought by the plaintiffs in error, Pollard and others, against the de- 
fendants in error, John Hagan and others, in the circuit court of Mo- 
bile County, for the purpose of recovering a piece of land that had 
been granted by an act of Congress, followed by a patent, which land 
at the time of the admission of the State of Alabama into the Union 
was covered by the waters of the Mobile Bay when at high gy Hat 

man these 


the State governments over the subject in controversy, many of the principles 


us well-considered decisions of this court, to which we shall have on 
refer in the course of this 8 
e counsel for the plaintiffs insisted, in argument, that * * * by the com- 


these compacts would be to yield up to Alabama an 
public lands within their limits. 

We think a proper examination of this subject will show that the United States 
never held any municipal sovereignty, j jiction, or right of soil in and to the 
territory of which Alabama or any of the new States were formed, except for tem- 

purposes, and to execute the trusts created by the acts of the Virginia and 
1 and the deeds of cession executed i hms to the United 
States, and the trust created by the treaty with the French Republic of the 30th of 
April, 1803, ceding Lonisiana. 
All that part of Alabama which lies between the thirty-first and thirty-fifth de- 
of north latitude was ceded by the State of Georgia to the United States by 
eed bearing date the 24th day of April, 1802, which is substantially, in all its prin- 
ciples and stipulations, like the deed of cession executed by V to the United 
States on the Ist day of March, 1784, by which she ceded to the United States the 
territory northwest of the Ohio River. Both of these deeds of cession stipulated 
that all the lands within the ny ceded, and not reserved or appropriated to 
other purposes, should be considered as a common fund for the use and benefit of 
all the United States, to be faithfally and bona fide disposed of for that purpose, 
and for no other use or purpose whatever. 


There is the deed of cession and there is the first trust that is created, 
and that trust comported precisely with the powers Congress exer- 
cises over the public domain. It was a trust for the use and benefit 


of all the United States, to be faithfully and bona disposed of for 
that pur and for no other purpose whatever. There might be some 
doubt about the constitntionality of the 5 


por cent. law upon that 
proposition; it never has been questioned, I believe, but it seems to 
me almost a wonder that some astute attorney-general has not denied 


the right of the States to this 5 per cent., notwithstanding it was in- 
cluded in the compacts of their admission, because of the fact that the 
deed of cession by which the Government of the United States gained 
its title created in favor of all the ple of the United States one 
peculiar trust and no other, created one trust and shut out all idea 
and contemplation of any other; but I do not take that as a position 
of law. I use that as an argument to emphasize what appears after- 
ward in this opinion: 

And the statute by V authorizing her del to execute this 
deed, and which 7 20 tn NN 8 behalf ofthe Biate by a proper 


deed to convey to the United States, for the benefit of said States, all the right, 
title, and claim, as well of soil as jurisdiction, upon condition— 
Here is the condition annexed to the trust— 

upon condition that the territory so ceded shall be laid out and formed into States, 
a suitable extent of territory, not less than one hundred nor more 

than one hundred and fifty miles square, or as near thereto as circumstances will 

admit, and that the States so formed shall be republican States, and admitted mem- 

bers of the Federal Union, having the same rights of sovereignty, freedom, and 

independence as the other States. 


That was the purpose of the grant, that States might be formed, 
and a condition was annexed to the grant which the United States 
not only engaged thatit would comply with, but has complied with 
in the erection of these new States within this territory, not exactly 
according to these prescribed boundaries, but somewhat larger. 


And the delegates conclude the deed thus: Now. know ye, that we, the said 
Thomas Jefferson, Samuel Hardy, Arthur Lee, and James Monroe, by virtue of 
the power and authority committed to us by the act of the said General Assembly 
of Virginia before recited, and in the name, and for and on behalf of the said Com- 
monwealth, do, by these presents, Seven transfer, assign, and make over unto 
the United States in Congress assembled, for the benefit of said States, Virginia 
inclusive, all right, title, and claim, as well of soil as of Jurisdiction, which the said 
Commonwealth hath to the territory or tract of country within the limits of the 
Virginia charter, situate, lying, and being to the northwest of the river Ohio, to 
and for the uses and purposes, and on the conditions of the said recited act.” 


The act by which gees ceded the territory now covered by the 
States of Mississippi and Alabama, in consideration of somethin 
more than a million of dollars paid by the Government of the Uni 
States to Georgia, followed precisely the terms of the act of Virginia. 
The one was adopted before the adoption of the present Constitu- 
tion and the other afterward, and that, the Supreme Court say, is 
the only difference between them. 


‘Thus it appears— 
The court continues— 


that the stipulations, trusts, and conditions are pores! the same in both of 
these deeds of cession, and the acts of Congress, and of the State Legislatures in 
relation thereto, are founded in the same reasons of policy and interest, with this 
exception, however—the cession made by Virginia was before the adoption of the 
Constitution of the United States, and that of Geo afterward. Taking the 
legislative acts of the United States, and the States of Virginia and Georgia, and 
their deeds of cession to the United States, and giving to each separately, and to 
all jointly, a fair interpretation, we must come to the conclusion that it was the 
intention of the parties to invest the United States with the eminent domain of 
the country ceded, both national and municipal, for the purposes of temporary 
government— 


I desire the Senate to give its attention to that proposition, that it 
was the intention of the contracting parties, as expressed in the deed 
and expressed in the F of Congress and also in the legisla- 
tion of the respective States, “to invest the United States with the 
eminent domain of the country ceded, both national and municipal, 
Sor the purposes of temporary government ”— 
and to hold it in trust for the performance of the stipulations and conditions ex- 
pressed in the deeds of cession and the legislative acts connected with them. 


Whatever trust might have been created after that time which 
derogates from this original trust created by the deed of cession was, 
to say the least of it, a trust created in bad faith to the other States 
of the American Union, if it was not unconstitutional. 

The court say further: 


To a correct understanding of the rights, powers, and duties of the parties to 
these contracts, it is necessary to enter into a more minute examination of the 
rights of eminent domain, and the right to the public lands. When the United 
States accepted the cession of the territory they took upon themselves the trust 
to hold the municipal eminent domain for the new States, and to invest them with 
Toh same extent, in all respects, that it was held by the States ceding the ter- 

tories. 

The right which belongs to the society or to the sovereign, of dis: g, in case 
of u ty, and for the public safety, of all the wealth contained in the state, is 
called the eminent d n. It is evident that this right is, in certain cases, neces- 
sary to him who governs, and is, co: nontly, a part of the empire or sovereign 

wer, (Vat. Law of Nations, section 244.) This definition shows that the eminent 
domain, although a sovereign power, does not include all sovereign power, and 
this explains the sense in which it is used in this opinion. The compact made be- 
tween the United States and the State of Georgia was sanctioned by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, by the third section of the fourth article of which it is 
declared that ne States may be admitted by the Congress into this Union; but 
no new State shall be formed or erected within the jurisdiction of any other State, 
nor any State be formed by the junction of two or more States, or parts of States, 
without the consent of the slatures of the States concerned, as well as of Con- 


When Alabama was admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the orig- 
inal States, she succeeded to all the rights of sovereignty, jurisdiction, and emi- 
nent domain which Georgia possessed at the date of the cession, except so far as 
this right was diminished by the public lands remaining in the ion and 
under the control of the United States for the temporary purposes provided for in 
the deed of cession and the legislative acts connected with it. Nothing remained 
to the United States according to the terms of the agreement but the public lands. 
And if an express stipulation had been inserted in the ent granting the 
municipal right of Sey and eminent domain to the United States, such 
stipulation would have been void and inoperative, because the United States have 
no constitutional capacity to exercise municipal jurisdiction, sovereignty, or emi- 


ti 
nent domain within the limits of a State or elsew exceptin the casesin which 
it is expressly granted. 


